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Abstract: In order to establish a practicable strength criterion which is capable of considering the rate and
temperature factors for composite propellant, a cumulative damage model was employed to describe the damage
evolution of the propellant and the damage parameters were calibrated based on tensile tests at five constant rates
(1~500mm/min) under six environment temperature (=50~ 50°C) for NEPE propellant. Then, the relation-
ship between damage parameters, strain rates and temperature was curve fitted by the exponential function. Two
additional tensile tests (20°C 200mm/min, —50°C 20mm/min) were conducted to verify the accuracy of the es-
tablished strength criterion. The results show that strength criterion based on cumulative damage model is appro-
priate for the viscoelastic propellant within a certain range of temperature (=50 ~50°C) and constant crosshead
speed (1~500mm/min) .

Key words: NEPE propellant; Cumulative damage model; Strength criterion; Uniaxial tensile tests

RGN G R & et BEE KT A R A

1 51 5 .

AR R BE BEOR A 4 R, X KT A s ML P RE R I T

o o 0 AR A D B A KT RSN OLIY S DA sk L R A R R B LK AR R 2R
TR AT 7R A, FL A A 58 B8 1 T e 3 D R T4 T, B 6% S B0 A v 26 S 2R 00 I R 0 0 K

* FEHE: 2014-07-26; 1EiTHHEA: 2014-09-15.
BEE&WB: 1IHE AR AEFRSE (BK20140772),
EEBI: # Je (1988—), B, Az, WRowSush B K & S5 E5 8 5853 HT . E-mail: longh.gp@gmail.com



1896 e Pt

20154

RANHAF RN IZ EA . A0 OR AR KT & s L &
A S PERE T HE I, HR 2 S5 4 1Y SE ML A4 T A2
IIEGE o A B A R R Y % i S ) T R v D
2 AT 25 0 7 R R A T Y Rl T A R i B R A A
W) 4 301 7R 52 9 2l ot M R BE S5 484 AR L T 24
AR 5 P S R R R A A 3 U0 A G [) Ao 4
HEFAEAS [8) U B R g 78 AT, 43 52 80 S A [m) ) e AR
FRAE , PRIk At S R R R R AR AROR DG 1Y 3 H T [ A4
AHE 7 TR0 B B R v DT T R R 24 AR 5 A 2 B M O BT Y
THE A 1 D B AT A e 22 4 R 00 SR T 4 ok 75 5l
B8 P B e 45 7 T B AT

H T A 7R AT 2 24 45 0 e R 0 A I T R
DR N R 22 L T 46 Ja A RE 00 e K 2 B L
A5 T Mises iU S 3, F 3 48R B 5 T RS B T Al
A B A T % 2 &5 SR 50 R 1 IR) i I e Y e O N A B
VAR A ) 28 25 48 B8 IR 1 48 30 o DU 5 S AR A% TR BE AR
NEPE & 7 77 & Ak i B b AL st 455 6 10 72 Al %) 24 #%
ZE A SE R R R i, 2 B T NEPE R B 1Y 4E &
PE 245 K P B8 A4 B (R AR T A R LS R N R R AL
B 77 2 TN 0 6 A0 I I ) A 1T 78 Al DT 35 Y B
TN 7 0K 5 2 RE B BEIR 5 T I AF AT R K
72 L [ A oK 15 e B HILE B dek R v ) 2 24 405 1) 58
) 0 [ A 356 FH 45c K Miises I g 2 H 5 25 4 o {H X
T AR AR T L T R R AR AR IC L
R FCTE DR AR P AN A 25 i R ) e I AR AR A AR G
S MR P R S W T 0 AR T SR AR PR A S Y
DI D) A P T R A A e R 0 R G R L T
BRI T TR G Bt

AN TR P BT B ORE A A [ IR R XA R
o JE SR MG M 1 R RN 9 M R DR T e A ARR AE X
TS TR B A R AR AL A A B R R A 1 B ik 5
RIVA I 9 ) 5 R AN R AH ) o AR 22 25 3 B R AN () A
BEL BT IS T 3R BT O 5T R R RO R A ) AR
i AIUREP G B U Ry R ST = VDA 27 N 5
) I oty M5 B S A L 0 A S Ok & J i K 1 Hashin
WED) | Tsai—Hill ¥E N | Tsai—-Wu #E ] | Bresler—Pister Fl
Willam— Warnke 1) = Z ${ # # | Ottosen Fl Hsieh-
Ting—Chen [ PU 2 B 0 .Podgorski MR EXE W LS
RN S DR A DN 7 o Rl S B f N A T R o D)
K222 vy 3R 07 g e O o DU ¢ 4 10 >, % T Hookee
JE A AR E | A B 00 T IR o DU A AR — o i 2%
I AF R, Fi e I B A ST R Ok B 5iR B S Ve R IR U
s A5 B T — o R /N BE R RUER N AR BE
PRI o AR IR o oY, AR T T R A M

WK 2R AERE A X [ A i 2 7R % 85 IR o U B
FEICHK, 1 A2

O T ST T AR R B BN U R T B
HRURE A8 5 e Sz 7 A 2 790 A A2 4800 A v 45 40 A 3 £
f1 0 A5 Y ] A 5 L T DA R 2 B 6 O i
FE A TR AOUL AR A0 A R W ) SR R RE B R B A
N BB 52 3 R v R — A B A AN W T AL =
B I R, DT 4 H A [ 9 450 00 455 Y LA A 3k A [ o4
ka2 #ad B b i B 45 3 A 77 07 Bill Al Laheru '
WA B OREAE 5 5 2 A T 4543 B N [ 2 P A AR O X
A MERE VAT T RO TT B T R AR AU
P BB B . Duncan' ™ F FI 8B 3 452 280 5 il
7 HTPB [ 7 i 3E 5] (9 353 0 IR o 403 8 T 3R
FRAG 0 AT, 2 13l P T XU 4 o 790 ) i R Al A
T UL S Xk U5 F 0E 71 14 00 9 5 &2 S it ) BE 47 T 99
Do AL R T 4 R 453 5 IR B F 5, K BE
VE BB AT T 1 B e I 4 S5 AR O A AL BE R SR A
AR SCHUL LA NEPE #E 3557 9 WF 58 % &, i ad 156 0F 5%
A ST B A A R TR A 2R R A A IR U, Dy
[#] 1A Kk #i NEPE $E 3 57 25 24 25 44 1) 56 B 1k 20 B i 5
e 25 25 A BT S A1t BE A MR A o

2 R

SRR 3 45 Y a5 S 1o T T 0T 9 4 T A R 1) 8 5
P, Trask AN A 2 B 2 Miner 281 SRR
B e AR — e E oA T 0 O ik 2o, A
R 78 N T3 KR o, BOBEAG 2R 80 8] A, R MR i
MRHZ DT — RPN RS K -0, B3 U ] O A, 4 2R
XA AA IR U2 (1) 37

S A
Zm_l (1)

i=1

WA Ae, SRS/ Z A 3 R T B AR S
AT E AR S U E X
wode
) t'(a (1)) : 2)
K t*(ai(t)) RAESE— N J) o, VE T ORI A2
IR TH] 5 ¢, (UR A2 75 4 ) M AEAR BB AT AR o (1) T
AR} B4 5 715 B RS 15 T
Wit A A R 2 S B A E TR, H
W 73 0 AR e R R — A A5 A B A Y 0 A
Duncan 7E #F 5 HTPB #E #F 57 B 52 4 7 — R4 45 155 5
WA RN Sy 5t A e R B A R DD s A OF g5 i
T A AR A R




H36k 124 Fe T BB NEPE HiE2E 5058 B A SR i AT 5 1897
D(t):%ﬁ)‘g@)ﬁdT (3) S e HoR F AR i QJ924-85 #E#F 1 2 H. . NEPE #

A RMBHI B BRI 28 MORHER J1 — I iR
YRR, 458 0 BT 46 SRAR, ELBE & 1 Ik 1) A9 S 4,
WO W AT, E =M ROR , 5 D () =01, I #1
BHA AR B0, 4 D)= 1IN RRHIEIR

A, BT 1 A A AR (e IR B e R D 2 R ) i
BB A A B BRI AR AR B R IR I ]
X ISR R A 0 T S R oy (o) R B e R R A
R AR IR i ) S o>, %8 R 5 s o (1) AR
A bk SRR 7

D))= % fotp(al(t))ﬁdt =1 (4)

D= % fo’f)(az(t))ﬁdt =1 (5)

Saenz' 74y HY (1) 18 FH pR B

(1) = Mt 2
l+[M°t"—2jt+(‘j
o, t g
2P MR N 7 TRl e BR R R . S AR
Ap g Jo o Ak, BB T RUE E R, 3 X =Y, Xo=
it ARAT () AN (5) , FFF 95 24 ek T 15

(o (X)) 1%, = (X0, 170X, =0 (7)

I Matlab £0{E B 4 KR AR 75 B AT oR 2 5
B, A BB Rk . K 4 e 1 T g sk
RN ZE 0B R, B AT 45 1 b R A A2 3 A b A di
Vv Ak, 2RI R 45 T 1R, RIS AR R A Bk 3R

H bR 5 vk B A R A, S 1 X
AT T 3R AR 2 5000 B PR 72 253 56 1) 58 475 R A A
WEA T o I B G il 56 R 451 45 3 R G il oA A
P2, LA 0k I 4 0 50 AE AS TR0 R 45 4 R B o
HEF A BE IR N O o 53 4, o TR0 A B R B R
ARG TAL, M E L3S T A 5] 36 858 3 B HE 8 5 Y
B R T o AR SO Xt 451 43 Ak ASE Y 3k AT B 3k L ACH
5305 T A A5 TR 118 — A 451 45 5 B0 96 T g AR R TR
14 PR, I3 5 S 50 B0 LA R B S S I A
R R R 2 A e R KK
3 SKIRRAER
31 ZWEREBERAR

I 5 3t 14 26 A IR — 3t Yk A NEPE 58 %5 4 if 77 21

L, 2 AR E Q1924-85 11 i T 1l W 4% PR 14, i1
R A 125%25%x10mm , #5 B K 50mm, 20 1 Fr7s .

(6)

Bz AR 7E QI R A L T 7 RE LU AL L R AT, TiE A
e AR U A T A, MO0 SR SR AR A o BT 20kg BEFR Y S
7 s A R i DA AR O 8 e rh sl AR i T (A8 A
[F] i 38 3 CCD P15 SR 4R Ak P28 452 S5 g ) k3 1)

ARE

Fig. 1 Specimen and clamp of tensile tests
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Fig. 2 Stress response of NEPE under different crosshead
speed



1898 o HOR 2015 4F
20 50 A 30 e o A BB C6) 1004 15 B0 11 i 2%, I AT
16 U, 404 0 UE U B % BROBCRE 5 A 1 4 A
c NEPE $f ik 5] 75 46 13 78 2 5 4R 10 7 06 1o
= Wit EaR A 25, A SIS (7) 58 it Matlab
5 08 KO B B SR AR 1159 30 250 B=13.736, A i 5 {8 1 AT

0.0

06 08 1.0

Strain

02 04

Fig. 3 Stress response of NEPE under 100mm/min at
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