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This paper presents the development of a fatigue damage model able to carry out simulation of evolution
of delamination in the laminated composite structures under cyclic loadings. A classical interface damage
evolution law, which is commonly used to predict static debonding process, is modified further to incor-
porate fatigue delamination effects due to high cycle loadings. The proposed fatigue damage model is
identified using fracture mechanics tests DCB, ENF and MMB. Then a non-monotonic behaviour is used
to predict the fatigue damage parameters able to carry out delamination simulations for different
mode-mixtures. Linear Paris plot behaviour of the above mentioned fracture mechanics tests are success-
fully compared with available experimental data on HTA/6376C and AS4/PEEK unidirectional materials.
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1. Introduction

For weight saving purposes in aircrafts, trains and ships, the use
of sandwich structures made of composite laminate skins are no
longer limited to secondary structure, but is expending to primary
load bearing parts. Due to their laminated nature, composite lam-
inate skins are prone to delamination failure under static and fati-
gue loadings [1,2]. This phenomenon consists of the separation of
the adjacent layers of laminated composites. Delamination growth
under fatigue loadings causes total collapse of the load-bearing
properties of composite structures.

During the last twenty years, for monotonically applied loading,
a lot of work has been carried out at the meso-scale level
by authors to model damage mechanism of composite laminates
[3-6]. Meso-scale is strongly connected to the laminate scale
which lies between micro scale (fibre scale) and macro scale
(structural scale). A strategy to model laminated composite uses
two basic damageable constituents the layer and the interface.
The interlaminar interface, which is a mechanical surface, connects
two adjacent layers and depends on the relative orientation of their
fibres [5]. Few papers focus on delamination modelling under fati-
gue loadings in composite laminates [7-9].

In this paper a comprehensive interlaminar interface fatigue
damage evolution law is proposed to model the delamination phe-
nomena under high cycle fatigue loadings. When the fatigue failure
occurs above 10 cycles, it is usually called High-cycle fatigue [9]. A
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state of the art of fatigue behaviour response of composite lami-
nates is presented in [10].

The modelling was implemented in the finite element code
Cast3M (CEA, http://www-cast3m.cea.fr). The DCB, ENF and
MMB tests were chosen to identify the proposed model for simula-
tion of the crack growth in unidirectional carbon-fibre epoxy-
matrix materials. The proposed model takes its foundations from
the classical static damage evolution law proposed by Allix and
co-workers [5,6]. Main ideas for the fatigue crack growth model-
ling were first introduced by Peerlings et al. [11] and Pass et al.
[12] for metallic parts. Robinson et al. [7] presented fatigue driven
delamination for the laminated composites using the idea of [11]
for the cyclic load, varying between maximum and zero values.
In Ref. [7], the fatigue damage evolution is a function of relative
displacement at the interface. However in the present work a
damage energy release rate based formulation is proposed for
the fatigue delamination.

The proposed fatigue damage evolution law requires the identi-
fication of certain fatigue parameters by comparing with experi-
mental results. A non-monotonic behaviour [8,13] is used to
predict the fatigue damage parameters for different mode-mix-
tures. This prediction method requires the fatigue damage param-
eters for three different states of loading to be known as a priori,
i.e. for pure mode I, mode Il and for mixed-mode. Once the
parameters for three different loading conditions are known then
the predictions can be made for fatigue delamination for different
mode-mixtures ¢.

The proposed fatigue damage evolution law permits to repro-
duce the linear crack growth rates as obtained by using classical
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Paris law [14] for fracture mechanics tests. The Paris law can be de-
scribed by Eq. (1) which relates the delamination increment per cy-
cle with the cyclic variation of the energy release rate with two
parameters B and m that can be obtained from experiment.

da AG\™

ao(c) W
where a is the crack length, N is the number of cycles,
AG = (Gmax — Gmin) is the cyclic variation of the energy release rate
with Gpax and G, represent the maximum and minimum values
of energy release rates during the oscillation. G, is the fracture
toughness of the material, B and m are constants and are deter-
mined experimentally.

In Damage Mechanics theory, the failure of interface is taken into
account by three damage variables d;, d, and ds. The delamination
crack growth under high cycle fatigue can be considered as the com-
bination of delamination due to the quasi-static loading and due to
the cyclic variation of the loading [7], hence total damage evolution
for three different modes of failure can be expressed as follows:
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Where the term,d;s corresponds to delamination growth under sta-
tic loading and dir is related to fatigue loading.

The paper is organised as follows, in Section 2, the classical
damage model proposed by Allix and co-workers [5,6] for the pre-
diction of delamination in laminated composites is recalled. In Sec-
tion 3, the proposed fatigue damage model is presented and
simulations results are given in Section 4. In Section 5, a compre-
hensive criterion for mixed-mode delamination under fatigue is
presented and simulation results are successfully compared with
available experimental data. Finally some concluding remarks are
given in Section 6.

2. Review of static interface damage model

The interface is a surface entity which ensures the transfer of
stress and displacements between two adjacent layers. This mod-
elling coupled with damage mechanics makes it possible to take
into account the phenomenon of delamination which can occur
during the mechanical loading of structural parts. The relative dis-
placement of one layer to other layer can be written as

U=[U]=U"-U =UN; +UyN; + UsNs 3)

where Ny, N> and N3 represents the orthotropic directions of the
interface. The deterioration of the interface is taken into account
by three internal damage variables (d;, d> and ds). The relationship
between stress and displacement in orthotropic plane of axis can be
expressed as:

013 k?(l —dl) 0 0 U,
0y | = 0 K1 - dy) 0 U, (4)
033 0 0 K(1-ds)) \Us

where, k. k3 and kg are interface rigidities associated to damage
variables in orthogonal directions. The thermodynamic model is
built by taking into account the three possible modes of delamina-
tion. Three different damage variables can be distinguished accord-
ing to three modes of failure. The thermodynamic forces combined
with the variables of damage and associated to the three modes of
delamination are [5]:

1 (03)? 1 o4 1 o}
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where (X). represents the positive part of X. It is supposed that the
three different damage variables corresponding to three modes of
failure are very strongly coupled and are governed by equivalent
single energy release rate function as follows [5]:

o= Max|m<((y"3)a + (1Y) + (szdz)x)l/“> (6)

where y; and y, are coupling parameters and o is a material param-
eter which governs the damage evolution in mixed mode. The static
damage evolution law is then defined by the choice of a material
function as follows:

if [(dss<1)and (Y <Yg)
then

dis = dys = d3s = 0(Y) (7)
else

dis=dys=dss=1

The damage function is selected in the form:

(Y - Yoh} "

n
o= i1 Yo, ®

where Yy is threshold damage energy, Yc is critical damage energy,
n is Characteristic function of material (higher values of n corre-
sponds to brittle interface). If Yy is initialized to any value x then
one will have linear response of stress vs interface displacement
and damage will be zero during this phase. Damage “d” will start
to grow once the value x of Yy is reached, see Fig. 1. Yy is energy cor-
responding to rupture, i.e. d=1.0 and can be expressed as:
Yr = Yo +21 d"" (Yc - Yo).

A simple way to identify the propagation parameters is to com-
pare the mechanical dissipation yielded by two approaches of
Damage Mechanics and Linear Elastic Fracture Mechanics (LEFM).
In the case of pure mode situations, when the critical energy re-
lease rate reaches its stabilized value at the propagation denoted
by Gc, comparison of dissipations between Fracture Mechanics
and Damage Mechanics approaches lead to [5,6]:

Yc
Gine 7 9)

In order to satisfy the energy balance principle of LEFM, the area
under the curve of stress-displacement curve for the whole deb-
onding process (DP) obtained through Damage Mechanics formu-
lation is set equal to critical energy release rate Gic, and the
following relations for the mode I, mode Il and mode III critical en-
ergy release rates can be written:

GIC = YC'-, GIIC = V_C§
1

GIC:/ 033dUs3, Guc:/ 013dUq, GIIIC:/ 023dU; (10)
DP DP DP

The area under the curve (as shown in Fig. 1 for mode I only)
will always equal to critical energy G, for any mode of delamina-
tion. For mixed-mode loading situation, a standard LEFM model
is recovered as:

Lind
0.3 3 0-33 respf):rse

(

oad 0>d<t
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Yo=0 i,
UJ U;

Fig. 1. Stress vs displacement curve for mode I.
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In a general mixed-mode debonding process, the global fracture
energy can be computed as follows:

Ger = G+ Gy + Gy (12)

3. Fatigue interface damage model

Before going into details of fatigue delamination interface mod-
elling, some assumptions are made here, in order to simplify the
numerical calculation procedure. The actual applied cyclic load is
oscillating between zero and maximum value as shown in Fig. 2
(the case where load is varying between maximum and minimum
values will be discussed later). Hence in case of high cycle fatigue,
the load applied numerically to the structure will be equal to the
maximum value of the actual load cycle, see Fig. 2.

In case of interface debonding model, Robinson et al. [7] intro-
duced relative displacement based fatigue damage evolution law.
However, according to the thermodynamic formulation, a new fa-
tigue interface model is proposed. The fatigue damage evolution
law is based on damage energy release rate. The damage fatigue
part is proposed as follows:

Y\YO ify
&ana—d;: g<d*v_c)v_c ifY>0 and f>0 (13)

0 ifY<0 or f<0

where f is a damage loading function and defines the threshold of
fatigue delamination growth. This function can be written in terms
of damage energy release rate as f =Y — Y”, where Y* is threshold
damage energy release rate and damage will grow only and only
if f > 0. For all computations done in this article this threshold va-
lue Y* is assumed zero. Here g is a dimensionless function and de-
pends on damage energy release rate Y, on its critical value Y¢
and on the total damage itself d (here the subscript i, representing
different modes of failure, is omitted for the sake of simplicity). This
function is selected of the following form:

where / is a constant parameter. $ and C are function of mode ratio
and can also be expressed in more general form as f(¢) and C(¢).
For a mode-mixture, comprised of mode I and mode II, one can
write a local definition of ¢ in Damage Mechanics formulation as,
¢ =Yq1/(Ya1 + Ya3). Where Y3 and Yy, are damage energy release

Numerically applied load

| LA

Actually applied load

oty epledead

Applied load

Time

Fig. 2. Envelope of applied cyclic load.

rates for mode I and mode II and are already defined through Eq.
(5). Similarly one can also write a global definition of ¢ in fracture
mechanics formulation as, ¢ = Gy/(Gy+ G;). Where G; and Gy are
mode [ and mode II energy release rates. Since the damage growth
defined by Eq. (13) is in rate format, it should be integrated over
each time increment on the numerical analysis in order to obtain
the damage at the end of increment. The damage variable at the
end of a time increment At can be written as [11]:

t+At o N+AN

de(t + At) = di(0) +/ drdt = de(t) + 3 P(d,Y) (15)
n=N

t
Here P(d,Y) is the evolution of damage within one cycle due to fa-
tigue and can be written as:
c Ty e

P(d X) _ (d)) eAd |:;:|

1+ () Yc
Here the value of Y corresponds to the peak during a cycle, i.e. enve-
lope of the cyclic load. The effect of load ratio “R”, for loads varying
between maximum and minimum values, can be taken into account
by rewriting the above relation in more general form:

C(¢)(17R)1+ﬁ(¢) d Y 1+p(4)
50 H

Yc

Here “R” can be defined as the ratio of square root of minimum and
maximum value of square root of Y during a cycle.Then the sum
over the cycle numbers in Eq. (15) can be approximated by using
numerical integration schemes like trapezoidal rule or Simpson’s
rule for definite integrals [15]. Here trapezoidal rule is used by
estimating the average of the integrals evaluated at the beginning
and end of the increment multiplied by the number of cycles in
the increment AN. If t and t + At are the times corresponding to
end of cycles N and N + AN respectively then:

(16)

P(d,Y) = (17)

dr(N + AN) = dg(N) + % [P(d(N + AN),Y(N + AN))
+ P(d(N), Y(N))]AN (18)

The delamination crack growth under high cycle fatigue can be con-
sidered as the combination of delamination due to the quasi-static
loading and due to the cyclic variation of the loading. The variation
of damage under cyclic loading is expressed above, similarly the
variation of static damage evolution as a function of loading cycles
can be expressed as:

n
ds(N -+ AN) = ds(N) + [17 vty | [(Y(N+AN) = Yo)'T = (Y(N) — Yo)']
if Y(N+AN) > Y(N)

(19)
where Y(N + AN) and dg¢(N+ AN) correspond to end of cycles
N+ AN. Y(N) and ds(N) correspond to end of cycles N. If d(N) is
the total damage at the end of cycles N, then the total damage after

the increment of number of cycles AN can be evaluated by combin-
ing Egs. (18) and (19) for cyclic loading as follows:

d(N+AN)=d(N) +%[P(d(N+AN)7 Y(N+AN)) +P(d(N),Y(N))]AN+

Fatigue delamination

[% YLJ ' [(Y(N+AN) - Yo)" — (Y(N)— Yo)"] if Y(N+AN) > Y(N)

Static delamination

(20)

Relation (20) is a nonlinear equation in terms of damage variable
d(N + AN), because it appears on both sides of the equation. This
can be solved iteratively by applying standard Newton-Raphson
method to Eq. (20) [15]. Solving this equation iteratively can be
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Fig. 3. Mesh diagram of specimen.

avoided by replacing d(N + AN) on the right-hand side of the Eq.
(20) with predictor d” based on forward Euler step [11] and defined
as, d” = d(N) + P(d(N), Y(N))AN.

In this article predictor integration scheme is used for all the
simulations.

4. Simulations and results of fatigue interface damage model

The fatigue damage model presented here is implemented in fi-
nite element code in Cast3 M (CEA). The effectiveness of the fatigue
damage model is tested by the finite element simulations of mode
I, mode II and mixed-mode delamination tests.

Two dimensional meshes comprised of 4 nodes plane strain ele-
ments are used to model the beam arms and interface elements
[16] are employed for the modelling of debonding process, Fig. 3.
It should be highlight that Finite element predictions using beam
elements for arms lead to equivalent results. The material used is
unidirectional HTA/6376C carbon/epoxy laminate and its proper-
ties taken from Ref. [14] are given in Table 1. The experimental re-
sults obtained in [14] are also used for the comparison with
predicted fatigue delamination behaviour. The specimen with total
length, L =150 mm; width, b=20. mm; initial crack, ap=35 mm
and thickness, h=3.1 mm is used for the simulations and is in
accordance with specimen used in experiments. For all the simula-
tions conducted in this article, load is applied in two steps. In the
first loading phase load is applied monotonically to a maximum
load point, but this maximum load point should be low enough
to avoid the static delamination. Then in the second step load oscil-
lates between maximum and zero values to simulate the fatigue
loading condition. From a numerical point of view, this method
is close to the experimental loading procedure [21] and hence
avoids numerical instability. The delamination toughness values
obtained through experiments [14] and associated fatigue param-
eters are given in Table 2.

Fatigue delamination simulations are performed in pure mode I,
pure mode II and for mixed-mode (for mixed-mode, mode I and
mode Il components are equal (¢ =0.5)). For pure mode I, speci-
men arms are loaded with opposing moments, Fig. 4a. The oppos-
ing moment condition gives the mode I energy release rate that is
independent of crack length and therefore fatigue loading at a con-
stant applied moment M results in a constant crack growth rate.
Similarly the loading conditions for pure mode II and is shown in
Fig. 4b and for mixed-mode (¢ = 0.5) is shown in Fig. 4c. For a mode
ratio of 50% mode II, the ratio p between the two applied moments
is as follows [17]:

Table 1
Material properties for UD HTA/6376C [14].

E;q =120 GPa
Gy3=3.48 GPa

E;p = E33=10.5 GPa
V12=013=03

Giz = Gy3 = 5.25 GPa
V23 =051

12
P:1+¢7§ (21)

The energy release rate for pure mode I [17]
M2

~ DbEI

Where the width of the specimen is b, E is the longitudinal flexural

Young’s modulus and I is the second moment of area of the speci-

men’s arm. The energy release rate for pure mode II [17]

_3M

" 4 bEI

In which M = cP/2, see Fig. 4b. The value of c is 30 mm. For mixed
mode case [17]

G (22)

Gu (23)

3 M?

G’:G”:mm

(24)

2

Fig. 5 shows the Paris plot behaviour for mode I, mode Il and mixed-
mode (50% mode II). Simulation results are found in good agree-
ment with experimental results [14]. Fig. 5 also shows scattering
of experimental data. The parameters (4, § and C) are selected for
simulations to give the best trend of scattered data.

Simulations presented above are based on the assumption that
cyclic load is varying between maximum and zero values. However
in many practical situations load is varying between maximum and
minimum values. The effect of this type of load variation can be ta-
ken into account by load ratio R, Eq. (17).

In order to verify the efficacy of Eq. (17) experimental results of
Martin and Murri [18] on delamination growth have been selected

Table 2
Delamination toughness values for UD HTA/6376C and associated Fatigue parameters.
Test method G (kJ/m?) Interface Fatigue
[14] parameters
Mode | 0.26 £0.01 n=0.5Yy=0.kj m? 2=05
$=0.
Y.=0.26 +0.01 k].m 2 Bl¢p)=2.0
K =93 x10° MPa/mm  C(¢)=6.0x 107
Mode II 1.002£0.063 n=0.5Yy=0.kjm2 2=0.5
$=10
Y.=0.26 £ 0.01 k] m~2 B(¢)=2.0
kb =2.4x10° MPa/mm C(#)=6.0x 10"
71=0.25
Mixed mode 0.447 £0.023 n=0.5Yo=0. kj.m2 =05
$=0.5
Y. =0.26 +0.01 k].m 2 B(¢)=3.5

k2 =93 x10° MPa/mm C(#)=8.0x 107

ky = 2.4 x 10° MPa/mm
71=025a=20
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(c) Specimen under mixed-mode loading condition

Fig. 4. Specimens for different fracture modes.
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Fig. 5. Comparison between numerical results and experiments [14].

for comparison purposes. Authors in Ref. [18] performed fatigue
delamination growth experiments for two different load ratios,
R=0.1, 0.5, on unidirectional AS4/PEEK laminated composite
material. The material properties for AS4/PEEK laminate has been
taken from Ref. [19] are given in Table 3. The proposed fatigue
damage evolution law with load ratio, R, effect is tested for pure
mode I (DCB) as also done in [18]. The associated material tough-
ness values as quoted in [18] and associated fatigue parameters
are given in Table 4. The geometry of the specimen for DCB test
is with following dimensions, L=140mm, b=254mm, ag=
50 mm and h = 4.6 mm, [18]. The results of simulations of fatigue
delamination growth along with experimental results for mode I
are shown in Fig. 6 and are found in good agreement with experi-

Table 3
Material properties for UD AS4/PEEK laminate [19].

E;q = 140.35 GPa Eyy = E33=9.44 GPa Gi2 = Gy3 = 5.403 GPa

Go3=3.48 GPa V12 =013 =0.253 03=0.51

Table 4

Delamination toughness values of UD AS4/PEEK and associated fatigue parameters.
Test Ge (kJ/m?) [18] Interface Fatigue
method parameters
Model  1.69-2.47 n=05Yy=0.kjm2 =05

(9.65-14.14 In-lb/In?)
Y. =1.69-2.47 k] m 2 =25
C=20x10"3

k3 = 9.3 x 10° MPa/mm

mental results. It should be noted that the authors in Ref. [18] used
British system of units, that’s why the same system of units is
adopted here for comparison purposes and for similar reasons
the critical energy release rates are also given in both types of
system of units in Table 4. Mode I quasi-static tests are classically
performed following the ISO 15024 but no standardised test proce-
dures exist for fatigue [21].

4.1. Mixed-mode delamination criteria

Experimental results show that the Paris plot behaviour can
be expressed by Eq. (1). In Eq. (1), parameters B and m depend
on the material and on the fracture mode. Different authors tried
to develop a relation between these parameters and mode-mix-
ture ¢, so that if values of these parameters are known for cer-
tain mode-mixtures then values for other can be predicted.
Value of ¢ varies between 0 and 1, where 0 indicates the pure
mode I state and 1 represents the pure mode II state. For GFRP
materials, Kenane and Benzeggagh [20] showed that variation of
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Fig. 6. Comparison between experimental [18] and numerical results for pure mode I fatigue delamination with different load ratios.

these two parameters with respect to ¢ is monotonic. For CFRP
materials, Blanco et al. [13] showed a non-monotonic type trend
and also developed a relation between parameters (B, m) and
mode- mixture ¢.

Tumino and Cappello [8] also used the non-monotonic equa-
tion to establish a relation between fatigue damage parameters
and mode-mixture ¢. In this article the same approach is used to
test the proposed fatigue damage evolution law for different
mode-mixtures. Expressing Eq. (17) in general form

n)
(25)
where K(¢) =59 p(¢) =1+ p(¢)

T+8(9)°
In order to establish a non-monotonic relation, fatigue damage
parameters values for three different fracture mechanics test should
be known in advance. Hence for known values of pure mode I and
mode II and for any mode-mixture, one can define Kj, Ky, Knix, 11
M1, Nimix Tespectively. Then new values of #(¢) and K(¢) correspond-
ing to any other mode-mixture ¢ can be determined by using fol-
lowing equations [8,13]:

'l(d)) = Alr1¢2 + A2n¢ + A3n (26)
In(K(¢)) = Axd® + Aok + Ask (27)

{ P(d,Y) = K(9)(1 — R)"“e[£]

where the expressions for Ai and Ay, i =1, 2, 3 are given below [8].

Ary = M= Mnix + O = 1)® - Mo = 1y + Auy¢®

oo T g e
(28)
_ In(Kp)—In(Kpnjn)+[In(Ky)~In(Kp)]p
Aix = | 1 —2 ] (29)
Ay = M7 Asx = In(K))

Here Eqs. (26) and (27) are used to find the values of 1(¢) and K{(¢)
for any value of mode-mixtures and hence, then corresponding val-

ues of C(¢) and B(¢) are calculated from the definition of Eq. (25).
The critical values for the energy release rate are connected to ¢
through following equation [8]:

Ge = Gic + (Guc — Gie)$* (30)

5. Simulations and results of mixed-mode delamination criteria

In the previous section, the values of fatigue parameters (C(¢)
and B(¢)) for pure mode I (¢ =0.), mode II (¢ =1.) and for mode
mixture ¢ =0.5 are already found. The new values of fatigue
parameters for any mode-mixture ¢ can be found using Egs.
(26)—(29). In the present work, mode-mixture of ¢ =0.25 and ¢
=0.75 are selected for the simulations in addition to those already
described in the previous section. The loading scheme used is the
same as shown in Fig. 4c. Now the values of p and the energy re-
lease rate G for the mode mixture ¢ = 0.25 can be calculated as fol-
lows [17]:

1 oM? 3M?
Pp=025) = -5 Gig=025) = DBEL’ Gig=025) = BE (31)

And similarly for the mode mixture ¢ = 0.75 can be expressed as fol-
lows [17]:

1 M? 3M?
Pp=075 = 3 Gig=075 = PEI’ Gig=075) = BET (32)
The trends obtained for B and m as a function of ¢ from experiments
by Blanco et al. [13] are found in reasonably good agreement with
numerical results, Fig. 7a and b. The predicted behaviours of Paris

plots for mixed mode 0.75 and 0.25 obtained through simulations
are given in Fig. 8.

6. Conclusion

In this article a comprehensive elastic fatigue damage model
including “R” effect, based on damage energy release rate is pre-
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sented. The effectiveness of the proposed model has been tested by
performing the finite element simulations of different fracture
mechanics specimens under cyclic loading conditions. Pure and
mixed modes finite element simulations are performed on unidi-
rectional HTA/6376C and AS4/PEEK carbon fibres. The linear Paris
plot behaviours predicted by the proposed model for pure mode
[, pure mode II and for mixed-mode specimens under fatigue load-
ing condition are found in good agreement with experimental re-
sults. The proposed fatigue damage model is not only able to
reproduce the linear Paris plot behaviour for composite laminates
but is also capable of predicting the fatigue behaviour for different
mode mixtures. Experimental scatter of fatigue data is governed
both by manufacturing imperfections and the material variability.
This variability should be introduced in the parameters of the dam-
age modelling.

Acknowledgments

The authors thank HEC (Higher education commission of Paki-
stan) and its collaborating organisation SFERE (Société francaise
d’exportation des ressources éducatives) for providing financial
support.



1180 L. Gornet, H. ljaz/ Composites: Part B 42 (2011) 1173-1180

References

[1] Davies P, Cantwell W, Moulin C, Kausch HH. A study of delamination resistance
of IM6/PEEK composites. Compos Sci Technol 1989;36:153-66.

[2] Claes-Goran Gustafson, Hojo M. Delamination fatigue crack growth in
unidirectional graphite/epoxy laminates. ] Reinf Plast Compos 1987;6:36-52.

[3] Gornet L, ljaz H. Inelastic interface damage modeling with friction effects:
application to Z-pinning reinforcementt in carbon fiber epoxy matrix
laminates. ] Compos Mater 2010;44(17):2067-81.

[4] Marguet S, Rozycki P, Gornet L. A rate dependent constitutive model for glass
fiber epoxy matrix woven fabrics. Comput Mater Cont 2006;4:119-35.

[5] Allix O, Ladeveze P. Interlaminar interface modelling for the prediction of
delamination. Compos Struct 1992;22(4):235-42.

[6] Ladevéze P, Allix O, Gornet L, Lévéque D, Perret L. A computational damage
mechanics approach for laminates: identification and comparison with
experimental result. In: Voyiadjis GZ, Ju J-WW, Chaboche ]JL, editors. Damage
mechanics in engineering materials, studies in applied mechanics, vol.
46. Elsevier; 1998. p. 481-500.

[7] Robinson P, Galvanetto U, Tumino D, Bellucci G, Violeau D. Numerical
simulation of fatigue-driven delamination using interface elements. Int ]
Numer Meth Eng 2005;63:1824-48.

[8] Tumino D, Cappello F. Simulation of fatigue delamination growth in composites
with different mode mixtures. ] Compos Mater 2007;41(20):2415-41.

[9] Turon A. Simulation of delamination in composites under quasi-static and
fatigue loading using cohesive zone models. PhD thesis. Universitat de Girona.
ISBN:978-84-690-4372-1.

[10] Harris B. A historical review of the fatigue behaviour of fibre-reinforced
plastics, Fatigue in composites. CRC Press 2003.

[11] Peerlings RHJ, Breklemans WAM, de Borst R, Geers MGD. Gradient-enhanced
damage modelling of high-cycle fatigue. Int ] Numer Meth Eng
2000;49(12):1547-69.

[12] Paas MHJW, Schreurs PGJ, Breklemans WAM. A continuum approach to brittle
and fatigue damage: theory and numerical procedures. Int J Solid Struct
1993;30(4):579-99.

[13] Blanco N, Gamstedt EK, Asp LE, Costa ]. Mixed-mode delamination growth in
carbon-fibre composite laminates under cyclic loading. Int ] Solids Struct
2004;41:4219-35.

[14] Asp Leif E, Sjogren A, Greenhalgh ES. Delamination growth and thresholds in a
carbon/epoxy composite under fatigue loading. ] Compos Technol Res
2001;23(2):55-68.

[15] Richard W. Hamming. Numerical methods for scientists and engineers, 2nd ed.
Dover Publications; 1987. ISBN:978-04-866-5241-2.

[16] Beer G. An isoparametric joint interface element for finite element analysis. Int
J Numer Meth Eng 1985;21:585-600.

[17] Williams ]JG. On the calculation of energy release rates for cracked laminates.
Int ] Fract 1988;36:101-19.

[18] Martin RH, Murri GB. Characterization of mode I and mode Il delamination
growth and thresholds in AS4/PEEK composites. In: Garbo SP, editor.
Composite materials: testing and design. ASTM STP 1059, vol. 9; 1990. p.
251-70.

[19] Jen M-HR, Lee C-H. Strength and fatigue life in thermoplastic composite
laminates under static and fatigue loads. Part I: Experimental. Int ] Fatigue
1998;20:605-15.

[20] Kenane M, Benzeggagh ML. Mixed-mode delamination fracture toughness of
unidirectional glass/epoxy composites under fatigue loading. Compos Sci
Technol 1997;57:597-605.

[21] Brunner AJ, Murphy N, Pinter G. Development of a standardized procedure for
the characterization of interlaminar delamination propagation in advanced
composites under mode [ loading conditions. Eng Fract Mech
2009;76:2678-89.



	A high-cyclic elastic fatigue damage model for carbon fibre epoxy matrix laminates with different mode mixtures
	Introduction
	Review of static interface damage model
	Fatigue interface damage model
	Simulations and results of fatigue interface damage model
	Mixed-mode delamination criteria

	Simulations and results of mixed-mode delamination criteria
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	References


