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Micromechanical modeling of creep behavior of continuous fiber-reinforced
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Due to the characteristics of thermoplastic composites, their use has received increasing attention. The
present research proposes a novel micromechanics-based method for predicting the long-term creep
behavior of thermoplastics reinforced with unidirectional continuous fibers (UD) and long fibers (LFT),
such as carbon/PEEK and glass/polyethylene composites. Polyethylene and PEEK thermoplastic materials
exhibit nonlinear viscoelastic properties, which are modeled using the four-element Berger's model.
Experimental results have demonstrated that Berger's four-element model accurately predicts both the
short-term and long-term behavior of thermoplastic polyethylene and PEEK matrices. Additionally, the
behavior of glass and carbon fibers is considered elastic in this study. Using the micromechanical model of
the bridging matrix, the influence of the nonlinear viscoelastic matrix on the long-term creep behavior of
composites has been predicted and validated. A comparison of the modeling results with available
experimental data shows a maximum difference of 12% in predicting the long-term creep behavior of
thermoplastic composites reinforced with continuous fibers (UD) and a maximum difference of 10% in
thermoplastic composites reinforced with long fibers (LFT).

Please cite this article using:

S solatul iy ojle 5l alie 4 gl )l (6l

Bahrami Gh, M., Mosalmani, R., Shishehsaz, M., “Micromechanical modeling of creep behavior of continuous fiber-reinforced thermoplastic
composite and long-fiber reinforced composites,” In Persian, Journal of Science and Technology of Composites, Vol. 11, No. 2, pp. 2479-2489, 2024.
https://doi.org/10.22068/JSTC.2024.2031243.1889



Ve 9 (s3uaw asld Sl e G Sl SBLIL 03ubeny 985 w33 940l 9 Alw gay SN b 03Uy 985 My 90 53 ) 910l b 33 VIS SBlSe 9 ke (Sl 3w

oy dwle jglite 4 AT Wo,S Bjme el il bfadd slacy jealS
D950 )8 & il lagley )0 o jeelS

Sppn 1y Gy G255, b g aielS slodly [15] les
o3 e e ol e Slooliial b g ols JE tes S 0]
Sy 0,5 ks o b [16] ol Saa g oal5d pbl oged i i |, g
SU Gladlg) s A5 S SV L8, 5 el ley 4 andl
oboy 4 atuly as e ks HDPE sladly) 5l iges a5 b [17] ] 1Sen
Wdged (65w Sk c0aiiS Shgime i g 8 S 5l oolaiwl b1y o]

Olgs sl o e iilsr st w p Jeol 5l ooliinl b [18] ol 5as 5 dya>
)| Szdlyge 5 dlse (SB35 58, 3lae sl 228 Joo S Jais
SetalgSn g ul Jaw 5l solitul b [19] oKen 5 jluases aages
O A @9 2 ) Sk Glacns SISy ST s albas
5 o7 NS Smohe |y el 278 nas i k8, (S Ll
oolatul PEEK )18, ot slp 1y 50 sl ez Jow [21] S
war 4 [22] olSen 5 Sl Jas 5 5 Jae 5l s pSere b siaged
L [23] o)en g a,Ss aisloy Glogp b oole s 335 s,
~oedle sl T @ g sk SCusealS Bl (L355 JLS) oy
50,5 slpiiay 1) eadprdlol (Seilkeg ,Sole Joo o SLb-(5 90 5 slas
Slp Sl jesir (Sl Sole by, S [24] liSen 5 ool
SBLI L oaBlasl (el Ghpmd Slotajsels SV LS, iy
sloiely [25] S 5 (Bgy ioses ) (S sladdslsl g oS
5 oolaal b 1) BLITL cdscg o Sdlyge i slocy 5505 o> 2 5o
Ol 5 (5lS 0508 (gmay 1y B pre sz el Sy g0 (g3lu e
1y 28 B b osdito sl Cojgmals (855 8, (s3lucSon b, 4 [26]
WNged (g 2

b e SetYlgS g slge o osliiul slp 1) 55 Jae [27] iz ge
bbb 5o [28] o sls 1) s e SeataVlsSiang olge 518, (o5la e
Okl oole LB, ol 938 ¢ olS ailadl dix (sla Jow 5l oolaul b woss
o Gb;):.c \_i:...w\“sim.éj oole L)Jl )L';.é) FLERHRY ULAAJ 9 0094.3 e ‘)
Ol oole (853 ) (g sln S o [29] o)lsen 5 y5m
oolitol b g5 anlipybl ;0 [30] Sl .o 9T conss og5 Gl g ool
bt pué SetVIsSas s PEBO aols i, a5 ols oylas o6 slaiulejl
led St |y oole () JL8) (g pls Juwe 5l eolinl b iy g ol
SetWleS g, aslS e 5l oalinal b [31] e o olos, sise
Dgad gy 1y e Il (o d

CoyomelS lp anlie wix g lsle Jae [32] oKea 5
led 03905t 45 |, a5 (1,8 BN L ooy o5 PEEK StaVlsSiay s
Slp JseSle coges Joo 3l ondpbosl daslllas )3 B5dged (owyy oty
Sl SVl BUL L) aes ol ouls oolazw! PEEK (55le Jow

G5 50 el 5l o i Jae [33] o) Ken 5 I ol oty 38,5

6 Creep Compliance

" Hashin

8 Boltzmann Superposition Principle
° Findley Power Low

O RVE

doodo-1
laaiws 51 (S Glyie 4 a8 BLIIL sabn i Sdlyge i slacy j5alS
gt 7255 555k Sla STy JoIo @ Wgd oo S Ld (6 pocly Slacejorsls
8 azgs 390 (Bl collB 5 s pdyllasl w5 g anls s
B8, o jenalS 95 cnl s arne e 4 St go 3 0ol 3929 ilaxd S
igelS o3l IS8 Al (g pamie 4 1) e ile SISy
oy (x5 lalyeuls (nl asie Slles Lulpd )3 S 0 oS
dalllas ool oty ool oanlie L5 55 Lo (slod y0 45 58 o )15 55
el 10593 5 oty el 5l Sedlge 5 slatajeels jo (B3 oy

Seeldgey al p & pd SaaVliSugges 698
olye 8, iludae lp [ pls by ol jlgzul piibows
[3-2] splo aalsl jo ai Byme s e g ad SwVlgSng
) iledae sl |y (28 @b Gelel » (3L, Ly, 5l slaegere
wo oS o (4] Jud (pizmen ol il SeaaVlgSinyy olge as 8
Slge yo I (Sogul g (B35 18, ludae jalate 4|y (LS, abal, S
)5 (e Jad Ol gl ol 4 (ot pd SeiVlsSnn

At g gy | Cmga i Lo jopalS S DreclisS (035 53, [S] 5,
Sges Sz 55 5 SV BU S 40 o jonalS (SSlSe L3, a5 oS
slaggesl plst L [6] oliSen 5 Guus sl ol Sza¥lsSay SUII
ssalive o5 yoly o) o joals 59y p GRS Sl 53 Tl 5 (255
Llols ariun as 8 SeatwVIsSans )1, (shls Loty jomsls ol 45 W3ges
Coipal (55; 2 DaaslsS B35 slaggesl plwl L (7] ol iSen
ot sl Jae Tanls Jas sl skl 5wl SUIL Sadlyse s
Niogad &l oy ST cojsels o (235

By i Sy Sl Sole Jae S (8] iSen 5 jindd
3530 5 Bome ol SLII L oudcush Sndyse s slacyjomls 55
59 5 00l w8 eSS ey 35S g9 cpl Ho BLINSlesls JI 8wy
(S ppal lacyge;l 5 Gialesl 5l eolatnl b i 8 o 13 Calises slacg
S5z @iy weyd b ol il slaces yo SU wse
s sl aaly LFT (slocy ol adgs anlf 4y Cojorals jo SLI
Olosloee 5 o Souzms s biujeals g5 al > (355 )18, i s
2 e Sl ) Joe 9] )en 5 jimls el (5L
— sl bl an Jow jleslatal b oy BLI L Sdlgo 5 slacy jomslS
5,5 alal oz Jow 5l ool L [10] o) Sen 5 Sl asols sl 2eeSys
i 050 1y seel Bl Cjonals S L5551 DS inslS Joe
55 5, ey 2y gl el Ol ] o) Ken 5 (6508 iols I3
Odl9y95 35S (g oligS SUINL layg p hfated slacejomls ais
slos 31, BUIL ouscagiis PEEK e aily 2555 s, [12] o S
Do aily L8, (o oligS sayge;) ookl b g 00ges o) oy YL
Cojamals a5 wisls ol [13] o Ken 5 Kl 0,5 oo ) o]
132 5] i 55 5 o oS o olisS LG oty s el 5l Sy
O e3oe Ol 093l (o pué SVl (13, il ol plSocal
Sl ” 855 oy Jde et sl g2 0es b, S [14] o iSen

1 Creep

2 Recovery

3 Schapery Model

4 Long Fiber Thermoplastic (LFT)
5 Kelvin-Voigt

2480

3399405 (5 )9Ud 9 pgle &y puis



0940l (5 )9Ud 9 pole &y puiss

Ve 9 (s3uaw asld ol e S Sl SBLIL 03ubeny 985 w33 940l 9 Alw gay SN b 03Uy 985 My 90 53 ) 910l b 33 VIS SBlSe 9 ke (Sl 3w

CajoralS B3 b, siledse slp easall g, 8] gz ye b )
350 oole 03,5 o i Coro il BLI L eadcg st Sedlge
PEEK/ 1,8 atwge LI Sidb g 5 CajoualS d35] g 1o 5o osliciul
aily BLI L saiscusi Siadbige s CujseelS [8] am e 5o .ol (UD)
sl ob b ass B Gl LFT ¢y 500elS sl (LFT) ol g /et
3 Base 5 g (ooles yo BUI ol ajes ool SO MM b iSTas ails
5 0dezmy s LFT Cojonals (255 )8) oy [37) sl e S
LFT Cojemls g oo a5 ol anlss ools oylas aslllas ol jo .coul ile)
305 Joo (Soillag Solo 30 & 5 03,5 Jolan 4ir S5 Cajorels L,

P p S gy Jow -1-2
4T oot Sletune 9 By Jawgs o5 JguSle Joo 5l (oS5 S Joe
Mz 038 Shins 9 Bz 13 Lawgi &5 Osg-0nslS Joe 5 Golse )9
b Jae 59l a8 5 b ogd oo ilade i oo ool plis I S8 gillas
Slge S, iledae lp &5 0SS Fp Jae Sus
ol 1y 55 Joe 1SS 00,5 oo ooliiasl s 8 5 s Seias¥lsSamgs
Sy 5 (81 1 akly Spso @ Glge |y S Je oaijls dolas om0 o0

[38] ols les 2 JSs pillae g oo |y St g o555

0=t (1o (-30)
£e() = Ey m E exp N2 )

s Ey

Fig. 1 Burger Model
Srdael Jss

To

{ t

Fig. 2 Creep and Recovery

il s Gy losei 2 i

2LFT

2481

losgad gy p BLINL cadicy o5 Sgid slacy jaalS jo 1) Los 4y atsly
o> oledl S olss Jae (nl 5o sl Cenge 5 ane; Slge g2 SUgid
or SeelS elsB gazme lall (g jleslitul b s 5 (o) 2 B yne
R

SLIL oady o Sitadlige i sl j50elS 5l osliiwl 0 ) 4y az g b
ml L';‘)b 0‘3.4 u.)‘)Ld)JA.L?LTSAJQ; N calises &le)o ‘d.....uj.u
oo jemelS pl dim) j0 Seidlge i dlge 5l eslal Lo 4wl g0l
2 Sidlyge i dlgs 1y sl (logng Cuenl Slge cnl (535 B8 (o) p
S9y » oxdplml (B3 Sllllas Wgdioo 235 lrs 5 b sle
Comgay lujeesls n iie S L cadlask slacyjsls
(ple)) Setdlhgo 5 slata;omlS (555 18 Julod (sl (Sleg Sole
aS Gl o oaly L i delsl jo ] Al diwgn BLIIL coiicg ods
Slta)sels L35 518, puyp Sebl gt B bl e o
1 5 1, Tl GUII L sniscy i Stdly g 3

) ey sstte s (SlSos Sole Jae Sy 4yl anllas 4o
ol 0ds 0018 drwgl diwgn BLII L caliiogd Sidge CojealS
Sy Seidlgey ane) weddygre slagiegh @l L Gl
S8, ozl el by ity SVl ks, SUI g s e SeYlgSnss
Gilodoe 5y aldl oz Joo b Seidlisey aie) Cojsels L555
b ilodoe s F » aldl Jlaz Jow S8 (cw)p Sz o D9 o0
b olSST i S on alio Stdlisas Gmple sln Sp7se 925 @l
W] Jgde g 23,5 e [34] S5y Gmyle g, 5l eslanl
Al axwgs Joo gl dalsl 10 .05 5 o drule Sloj a5 2 10 CojemelS
S entizgsh Sadyges Cujpeels G55, e ol
Pl 9 omle (GB35 ) gl b Guizmen 00 o0 (it
sk SN L oadggs Seiwdhge 5 Cujeeels (o255 L8, (SLI (Sl

D5 on dlin [8] g2 o 0 @S L 5 e (SeilSog,Sole & 50 &

Joo &y g aliwmo g -2
(o 47 50 Wigd oo (B3 oyl Janme (sles )0 Sl ge 5 Slge
hls Stadbge s slacajols 5 Scidlge i slaaies) ;3 (A5 oy
Gy eals 5l cadaisle, Oladad wjlse ST o cnl gloty Conenl
A 50 NS o0 )18 Syl nese 3590 Sk Gl gl Seidge 5
SlCajgals (833 8, 5l mme Sy g oShee S ) Ll
L3, ol (adss cpl jo el ol gllo cmae Vb o Sidlyge
by onr o955 Gk ot Seidlyse s sl le St¥lsSis
ol s, 5l eolaiul b anlsl jo 058 oo (g5l Joe T ailedl i Jow
o e NSy 3, oy 2 o (SlSng ol Jan (34 55
@l 5l eslitul b Gdos ) po 058 e al)] Stdyse s slacy jelS
Jae ool » olog sl Sta¥IsSns oole (235 18, (8] a2 o 028
e il esliiul b aelsl o 1008 so Hriwione § (g3l o S p
Setdysey CujoralS b5 8, wyn slp ead Byme Joa [35]
ool b Toazme 5 Ll )0 .00 5 (oo (orwione diwgn BLIIL cadcy o5

tuD



Ve 9 (s3uaw asld Sl e G Sl SBLIL 03ubeny 985 w33 940l 9 Alw gay SN b 03Uy 985 My 90 53 ) 910l b 33 VIS SBlSe 9 ke (Sl 3w

(o™} = [4y]{do/} ®
sy Jley ol saeslid (ugVl e loadlie (izen
Jlasl (o3 b cujmelS ool SO 5o (6,5 g i lade el Sl

(38] ety 0 JSs & Glgise ) Gmsle 5 SUI o JulS

{da;} = Vi{da/} + Vu{dai™) ©)

Is0-Strain Ll o ;28,5 a5 o b1y e sle 5 SLII jo 5 lade 14
1421 o 5T sy 5 S5 4 olgs oo ALl Cgzr 50 (6,105 ,L oyle yo

{do/} = (V1] + Viu[Ay)]) " {doy} = [Byj]{doy) 10y
{doi™} = [Ay] (V111 + Vi [437]) " {doy)
= [4y](Bi;]{do;} db

150-Stress Lul, o 38,5 1o 0 b CojgmelS j0 (23,5 Jlade o] pogdle
ey 2 IS0 @ Olgien Ty oy 9 SLI 2 0908 gz o 6,155k oo o
[42] 39!

(e} = (V[sh] + vlsm[4]) {0/ } (12)

S, 85l o o Silees 1) G ile 5 SLI Glgi e Guizmen
Sype @ OlFen ) omin 950 WSS AYSS Zojeals (Ssle
5 [Si] sl cayp uple amati 5 285 s pdpe 0 Silesn
opes JS At j0 ks Jiwo gie 5 sLI[Ai] 3 o sle
{43] el 25 090 @ S5 msle

a1 Q12 Q13 Q14 Q15 Qg6

0 ay azs Az Gys Gy

0 az; ass Gz azs asze

0 0 0 a4 Qus Qg

0 0 0 0 Qss  Qsgg

0 0 0 0 0 ag a3

Joe slogac azy 9 a1, Az2, A33, A 9 g Sk b o
141] sges ailore 5 &0 a1,

as; =0 (14)
1411 6 1% )15 Glamio b Cos CujgmalS aSul o3 L

f
doft an a;;  ae) (490
dott = [ 0 ay az&] dazfz
dol% 0 0 ae f
12 da/, 15)
138] 39 oo ool JEius gis gy Hlade aruloe sl 5 Lalg,

a1 = En/Epy 16)

Em
Az = ﬁ + (1 - ﬁ)%rﬁ =0.3~05 (17)

el lz bl S Jae [41-39] sasplsl oldlas Sulul
b less cal o cnl oged drlome Hlai 5550 (25 mhaw 5 Loy o 1) lazols o)l
dle g pe slod y0 (i maw o sl (B oeesl SOl eslanal
A.\Q)fse

abazd )0 jao ley olo,lE b (i35 aesl pll 5l ey iE dwlo
adgl alasd SVl 25,5 lade oile JLasl o e g 1 alayl) yo adsl
o sy (Hho alal)

0o <)

S(O)—Sl—E—l:El—g (2)
3 ol 4 Cand (35,5 Fy Al b Mg g Mg o sl y dwlxo
Moges @l (59, 5 898 5l o Al S, Jloged i Dl o0 i i

el dnglivo S abul, b s gl el sudiell Loy (3,5 s

. de(t) =00<1

1
@t = 0%, T +—) = tan(a)

a M2 €Y

S oo oo Culgs o a4 Loy 45T SYsb slale; 4o Mg dswle
b g oy bax S L plp a5 8ged dule Gl oo |y Oloy 4 G155 5
gad dmslome o= ()5 o303l @l 5l lgise 1) b3
de(t g, 0y -Ezt o
imﬁ = lim (—0 9 ) =2= tan(B) @)
m M2 n

t-w dt t—w 1 -
ST el f(X) &b blo cilme (MX + €) bas 5 97 dlxo

Lim[f(x) = (mx + )] =0 S)

Dgad gl Bl 55 jso a4 Gl oo |y S Al bole ciloe 4z o

gy Ot O
lim —°+L+—0—mt—c]=0

too B, 1 E, )

SaSe b e 5 <ol sla e cal o sl sl )8 alal) asol (1

by g ol bl il
1 1
=2 =m, 0'0(_+_)=C @

—055,5 o951 ) el s ol e 9 7 (JI2 Lasly, 5l ool b
dmbro Slai 0590 Slod g i a3 1) 5 Joe slacill plgsoe 10l
) b nd 5 (b SeaVlsSans Slse ilodse UlE 5 Joe 3900

KRN

i (S ko Joro -2-2

055 b o) e [42] Koo b o5 S5 sl s,
S 8, 2 ey e 9 SLI (S (ole3 LSSy Sole
23 R ehg) 0l 3 e Bies (S 9 (s AR ST VST CujenalS
Pl & mple S sl esliiwl b oo | Cas0mals S g o jonals” o Lo
(341 sls bls ) K080 4 Sy o sle

2482

3399405 (5 )9Ud 9 pgle &y puis



0940l (5 )9Ud 9 pole &y puiss

Ve 9 (s3uaw asld ol e S Sl SBLIL 03ubeny 985 w33 940l 9 Alw gay SN b 03Uy 985 My 90 53 ) 910l b 33 VIS SBlSe 9 ke (Sl 3w

S (35 LBy (S S o 0010 Ayl (SilSeg ol o -3-2

Sewdly g0 5 Cu jgpels Y
995 (owyp 4 dlly (Seidyge i CujealS oole (B35 1S, (o) p
o b el Smdlse s Gupile 5 SUI (o] osipo S5 53
ol S8, 5 SV SBLIL S, ()l oo i Slobsy 5 lelllae
1464544412419.165] o5 L o s e SVl |,
583, gileJaw bl 5 alodl jlez Jow a5 wilosls lis gob; Glalas
b oS s9ou 4 {49484721108] s)ls |) s e StaVlgSung Slge

Cosds Sy oo Gaculi «Si¥lgSans ools s olisS 555 g0
oolitl S¥lgSun g oole ,l, o slp Joe onl 5l ol 0 g ol oo
Sy empn Joe Gy 4 Sn Al ez Joe 5l s pe g
e 4 (ko) Slgn (g 5l s Otk (e ple StalgSinss
8, Sled 8 4y azgi b oo 5 oo oaliiul o jseels (SHlSes il (3luJoe
45 S50 b Blgiss et yile ot b Sm¥lgSys 1, BLI oY)
le e ujelS 65; 2 0 GNSLL S Job el o
Pl g oaile B i e alise glacy > o Bl S
aaly> spaz (g lade alizd 1 50 9085 peuki oy SBISTL  ile (Sl
Setdlgey (Ljeeels Y S5 Sy (b B, (Gmte Sez LBl
Sl oo gilodin e o oBiS (G55 b 2o LI L st

el 3 S 280,5 Jog0s Gillas atdliasngs

G (B9)-3
ol oad aiigh i 138le 5 5l eolatwl b (goas asliy g0 (Guiss ol jo
S dse lol p mle SeiaVlgSns (13, g5l Jae sl 4l sl
955 oz 53 0 ools ¢ (SKelSng Koo Joo ool 4sby pnns 5
Jsl i o ol 0 ploml iy 99 )0 G 0l ilons aniiss 3 IS
aledl ez abal, c8s .ol oad anlie [8] aKaslejl mls b 5 Joe
by b Sedygey eole Gi53 L8, i sk a4 Sy
Joe 5l ool oy @l izred D55 n (o 5 é St VIsS
e jlel ol s awlie [35] alfile)l mbs b Selsey Sobe
CojaelS Gy JBE, (ibe Hskiie 4 oad ool Amwgi (SlSeg,Sube
D9 en (o Wimgy SN L oadio sl St ge 5

o LFT Cojgmls oole Jas 8 SauVlsSung s oo iso o
GLILLFT 5500l lgo 45 ol 428,518 anlllas o )50 225 555 b
T3 el 0 oSy g il o B0l oo &y Asgsli g aily S jaeelS
oole ;o yog,mST olael jo BLIN A el @363 I LFT (slacy jauelS o g3
@bl Jsb S50 4 aily Sl a5 col ol rs 5 48,5 518 e o
gy awlys e Lo 50 BLII Jsb 5iSTam o jpmals ol 45 oS

oz do 0 30035 | Sla coled Ho Bl anl b g5 ax g L
andlae ol 50 [50] 85,5 o 1,3 (BLIl ) Job e o o] 5l (6 ydon
e 500 Dhlie 4 098 o (gilw olee UD cyels b LFT o jaualS
UD cujemls o35 ,ls, L LFT coujanls oo55 ,l8; a5 col onds
4 a5 0gd oo 00ld yLid uBis pl 50 098 dwslie g gwyp oI b Jolee
03925 oy Slowlns 4 SLILFT slacajsuals (o355 )18 (o jslare
Joe 5l eolenwl b gl Jolee UD CujanalS 40,50 cawas b g

D503 gy ) O G055 58, 0o Fyme (SHileg,Sobe

2483

Qg =a+(1—a)g—z,a= 0.3~0.5 18)

A2 = (5{2 - S{rzl)(an - azz)/(5{1 - S{rll) a9

@ = d2f11 — d1far 20

"7 BuiBaz — ProPan @

s = 1P22 — dzf12 21
B11Baz — B12B1

dy = (5172 - 5{6)(5111 — Gg6) 22)

d, = (Szné - S{G)(Vf + Vman)(azz — Qg6)
+ (S =SI)V + Vipage)a,  23)

Bu = ST — S, 24
Bz = STt — 5{1 25)
Brz = (V + Vinaaz) (ST — ST,) (26)

Bor = Vin (ST, = SB)arz — (Vy + Vinaud) (53, — SBB)  2@7)

I38] sges abone 3 JSS 4 )15 o0 55 1, Bij s le polie piznan

by, by by
ol e
by = (v + Vmazz)c(vf + VinQge) 29,
buy = — (Vmalz)(V£ + Vnags) 30)
by = [(Vna12) Vnase) — (CVf + Vin@az) (Vmase)] A1)
- (v + Vmau)c(vf + Vinage) 32,
by = (Vmazé)(ng + Vnayy) 33)
- (v + Vmazz)c(vf + Vinasy) a4
¢ = (Vp + Vinays) (Vs + Vin@a2) (Vs + Vinaee) 35)

O s el Y S8, S5k Gmsle s, Sl sl
S (o0 5l (izead 095 (o0 aalllas § (o) (S10Y Cu eS8,

5 5090 i 5l LBU ooy e le (iS04 Ol ce ) e
42] 2905 araslna 37 536 Ly, Gllao by (55 51 (B a5 e ile

[sifj 0

fl = o

[Sij] 0 [Siij 36)
[sm 0

s Z[ (J) ’ [sg;l]r] 37)

Sgee Cug 50 g Bl Cyz 50 S j9melS 0ol AVl Joae ke
[38] sgas dslono 15 Luls, 5l oolial b ls oo abamd o ,o 1, BLII

Eyy = ViE, + ViEpy 38)
E22
_ (Vf + Vmall)(]/f + Vmazz)

(Vr + Vi1 ) (Vi SL, + azoVinST) + ViV (S32 — SL,) B9




Ve 9 (s3uaw asld Sl e G Sl SBLIL 03ubeny 985 w33 940l 9 Alw gay SN b 03Uy 985 My 90 53 ) 910l b 33 VIS SBlSe 9 ke (Sl 3w

ey g ki -4

(PEEK/ cy15 aigr S5 g 3900l5) 3l s -1-4

D8, ot slp e Aldl ez ally (oo jslate 4 laml o
cou [8] i3 eey] 3l ol oy 75 i als PEEK oole i35
SpdsebolS oils ax 0 100 gles jo alls PEEK _ais 6,135 )L
el 0als ools las 4 IS 0 g dunlie

40 MPa
0.0175 — ===
0.0155
------ : Burger Model
0.0135 - Exprimental Data [8]
0.0115
g 0.0095 26 MPa
©
& 0.0075 |
55 |
0.005 13 MPa
0.0035 p— 9 MPa
0.0015 . ! !
0 200 400 600

Time (minute)
Fig. 4 Comparison between experimental data [8] with Burger model for
neat PEEK at 100 °C

4,0 100 slos yo Lalls PEEK (slp 55 Jow L [8] oo ol anglio 4 U
ol 5 il

S g o b3 b 5 Sl ez Jow 5l edel cavss s 4 JSi 0
Joe a5 s e ylis 4 S el oo ools ylis K5y bt b a8 Lo
b Sedlyge i slge (035 J18) (Smitn Ul (295 4 5 p sled) ez
e s 1 Jsaz o o)ls |, PEEK aile as ué SeraVlsSs L3,
ol oads gl 5y Joo mls b

o a8l,) Jowe 5 [8] o yos gl (s 435 600 (Lo y0 (25,5 awslie 1 Jour
Table 1 Comparison of strain over 600 minutes between experimental
results [8] and the presented model

U e
S (MPa)
+1%.5 0.00259 0.00263 9
+0%.5 0.00385 0.00387 13
+3%.2 0.00828 0.00855 26
+%1.3 0.01798 0.01775 40

z2l ol 0018 drwgl (SilSag,Sole Jow (soiwions jekaia 4y dall 5o
Sk o 233 el 3l eaal s [35] alRtlejT s b i i
slos ;o SN  dgae Sz 0 PEEK gy 8 SLIl Co jalS oS
olis 5 UK 5 aglie ol 4zt el o daglie o 5 il 4z, 100
el oas ools
ools drwg (SeilSeg,Sole Jao b [35] o0 bt avmlie jshaie o
00ls drwg Jow 5 el Cwsay i85 600 (4l 50 oles (55,5 Jlade coads
2 Jgdz gy b el ool dglie 2 Jgaz o alaslej] mlis 5 ool
5 03 fiiw omb A5 Glaghe ;o e plhe & 935 o0 patie
Joo b illas el o olmy] JISblSo 14 5 alaws 4o Uas oy 2y
9 Sl Cajerels 4 ond o)ly i gl ud dlI( SGlSey Sobe

ol 50 a5 UD ool o b LFT cujemls a5 cal cpl 5 (2,9
&S Dyge pas Sl odd (030l il S pe (610550 5 LI sl
UD Cojeels o oSl ez )0 )OS L LLFT cojals Jolow oo 5o
Cojgeels Jelod ploy 5o izmen 33,5 o (3Rl 4z s jho Y SO
S az,0 sho ¥ ST UD Cojenals GBI dges S L LLFT
2 Sl Caz 5 Il caz (gusRlr Sl g0 ja p0 0edoe 0
4 SRjeeals Gl S5 I S p Grzres s Cqzres UD o jpals
Ngd o Jedow ailflox & )50

A 4 A 4

7 [
v

L aaly (Stse ls Jlesl 5 L
> e s
omerle ol

oo 5 Bl SVl ol
[E NPV S RCIR WY

A 4

SSag,Sole Jon bl 51 SaseelS ols dlone
ik ol

Caipenls 9 S dmlone

Y

e polidl e le g ST 5o (a5 dilone

ik ol (SSKegole

Sl s 2l ol & U

— oy

=L ol Gl okl

A 4

b oo o) & aily SilSn oy dnnlona
S 15K g Joto 3] ool

Fig. 3 Developed micromechanical model’s flow chart used in modeling
of creep behavior for fiber-reinforced thermoplastic composite

58, il Cgm ot ool Arwss (SuilSag,Sule Joo 50,5 logei 3 JSCi
ST oadcg sl Seidlyge 5 o jopals (o855

2484

3399405 (5 )9Ud 9 pgle &y puis



0940l (5 )9Ud 9 pole &y puiss

Ve 9 (s3uaw asld ol e S Sl SBLIL 03ubeny 985 w33 940l 9 Alw gay SN b 03Uy 985 My 90 53 ) 910l b 33 VIS SBlSe 9 ke (Sl 3w

pll salises glo gomxm S j0 ol a3l) (SCilSeg,Sole Joo 51 oolazul
S9z90 (2% @S & AU sloghe )3 (Solleg, ol iledae b
sl jo 35,5 polie sl o sl e o 2 390,5 plodil caiis
shanl jo ced sl (e o yieS b BLIl coze> oS 0l ailoe O}A)‘T
Sl sl e 3,5 @50 (Jsb Caz 50 5 50 93 sz o s
Jsoz 5o @l b IS5 55 SLI 2 Sges cqz o LT cupals o )54
doe 0 R Sl a4 S g o ez 3 O 3 5 3
LFT Cojoals 5o (055 e silodue gl 4 ol (Sl Sole
uJ‘ é“).g el 00l axdlas 9 JéLuo ub w)}uols o k_f"))} )L'.;é)
5o oddpdol ez a8 polie 3 Joum S Sanle g 4 )
o, 5l eslaiwl ISl 5,859, cpl s oo lid 1) Jolee UD o j500lS
S8, 0l bl lizen a5 Jlo o (S oo ol 3 1, ool SlSes Sl

Sled uSaie 1) LFT ¢y j500lS” o855

ol gz 0 UD o jaals U LFT cyjsals oz ao)s s5leJolee 3 Jauo

BLI Lol cpz  050e g BLI
Table 3 Equality of volume raction of LFT composite with UD composite
in the main direction and perpendicular to the main direction of the fibers

UD G| sorm ;oS UD GUI o> o G o oS
e P Jsb <oz LFT cojpls

% 0.45 % 2.1 %3.8

% 1 % 3.5 % 8.1

% 1.5 % 6.2 % 13.2

Olien hLFT Cojonals ) 95250 SUI oz o573 Joozr b llas
sk Sz 5 Ay S | il GU Gl o5 S5 L5 )3 sy 4
3 Jsuz Gillae ogei (giloand (O Jlos! 2 9500) (2550 5 (L Jlesh)
Sz 5 B ooy 13 ST 5 Job cg 0 Gl as s 55 U143
SBUI oz juS (o5 dmlie 3 Jgoz & 25 b Ngdior @) (o2
o> S ggoma il Sk LFT Cojgnals oz 8 a5 a3 00 i3
2L Ole 4l Joaz ol jo ol &1l Jolee UD slaciy ja0elS
6o oliien |y Sl s LFT Cojoals’ 0 SLII adly o5 08,5 5L
2 S mj5 a4z ST 28 Gl b oged (2,8 o255 5 ok sliwly 50 )0
0 00ld dswgs 9,559, 3l eolaul b oyl 550 Lol gy cad ISO1 Koo (glalil,
Sl 00l (2,8 5l Slowlxe o

Jue 5 (8] PRabsl b awlio 3 sdel Cowds slaloges
el o ools HLas 1T S JI16 JSs 10 o 00ls dngs  SeilSag ,Silo

033 2l slagle; 5o s plie T JSa (JI6 IS5 (o 0 L
el oad 14 Jguz 55 5 amlie ;S00Su b gLy 255

o &3l Juo jo s xSTas oS ass so (iS5 Jguz 94 Joao mls
adss g,y ,o aSl Jol il ansls (goasie LYo wilgs co a5 ol ao,0 10
e s 2 3 B s 5 it JLaiol o Cl LT slocjpnals
5 U5 3 Jyar b e oSl g el slite sny e g |
25 5 sk Sz o UD lacy ;58 L LFT cojsnals SLII o>
aS Conl o mje S0 slacys jo BLIL 5l g lade g el ootd 50>
Wil Uas oloyl (Lo wilgs oo 055

2485

oxd Jlasl jb gz Laulyd 4 atay (o 5lo 5 SLl 5 93,5 o0 @395 il
i e 50 (3,0 12 gllas oS CiF g5 oo a0 aS oo Jeod |
PEEK oole (yloj-ii S oyge3] 50 w7 i 0geS 51 ol JKLLKs 14

0.0080 | o 48 MPa
44 MPa
0.0070 C ________________
0.0060 f/f 36 MPa
_ 0.0050 B~ 5
.g 29 MPa
B
“0.0040
r—_ - - - -2 Present Model
:Exprimental Data [35]
0.0030
14 MPa
0.0020 p-~-~—~"""“"“"“""“"-------"“-“-"-"-"-"-"""°
-
0.0010
0 200 400 600

Time (minute)
Fig. 5 Comparison between experimental data [35] with present
micromechanics model for carbon/PEEK, V=60% [90°] at 100 °C

4,0 100 oo yo (Slseg,Sole Joo b [35] oy bt alie 5 JSis
SLI 5 g0e gz 10 VI=60% PEEK/ oy S 5500l g1y 01,5 il

ooy a8l,| Joe 5 [35] 0y20 gl o 4883 600 Lo 0 (25,5 aglin2 Jgaor
Table 2 Comparison of strain over 600 minutes between experimental
results [35] and the presented model

ol (Selag,Sbe (MPa)
-%12 0.001843 0.002071 14
-%3 0.004314 0.004433 29
-%4 0.005373 0.005594 36
-%4 0.006978 0.006978 44
%0 0.007922 0.00795 48

(LFT-oods BLIIL (g o/ ddind o jguolS) pgo (sids -2-4
5 /8.1 /38 Sl o> oS L LFT Cujemels wiges aw [8] g jo 5o
5 GU s el o b Wl S L8 a5 el cow 1321
55 S @95 caadly jo Ll o3 w8 cur S 0 LFT (slacy joels
g8 ol B, eein 9 Jb Sur Sl pdl bl Sl Ko
oSl o3ttt b 1) ST (650518 ez g @8 e ps il Tl Loy jonels
2 9w ilej g oduzmn (Slahy) Sl ooliiul b (s 9 (o) 2 SOmAn
S b ol oges g ol gz 0 LFT g janals |18, anlllas ol 50 3503
Slag,Sle Joe 5 esliul b cnlpls ool sas Jolee UD cujpals
Sylae o cezm oS b by selS slasiloJow b5 ool ools dnwgs
e el 00 UD 59008 L LFT slocy 5508 (g5le Jolas jo (oo
el 2] sy 3 Jsuz s el

ool Sy (075 5 go0e @l Gl w18 G jleslenl L3 Jour
SIS sl A8l gy oy bl eslinad b oanTi cpl o ool
Loz ao UD Cojels b silagoe SUN cgzr 0 LT cojsnels



Ul)wﬁéwqﬂéuﬁl)"éksw

il B 0.3 585 w20 940lS 5 s gy Sl 0 Mbmag 985 Sy 5 20093015 53 ) SlSng sSko (5 b re

0.0060

0.0055

0.0050

0.0045

0.0040

Strain

0.0035

0.0030

0.0025

0.0020

r 7.5MPa

- - - -1 Present Model
: Exprimental Data [8]

0 2000 4000 6000 10000

Time (minute)

8000

Fig. 9 1% UD composite equivalent to 8.1% LFT composite when load
and fibers are perpendicular

sgee b Jlacl gz LFT 8.1% oy j0als L Jolao UD 1% 500l 9 JSis

0.0092

0.0082

0.0072

0.0062

= 0.0052

Strain

0.0042

0.0032

0.0022

ol SLIL
[ 40 MPa
- - - - -2 Present Model
: Exprimental Data [8]

25 MPa

15 MPa
'/.-_ 1 J
0 5000 10000

Time (minute)

Fig. 10 6.2% UD composite equivalent to 13.2% LFT composite when
load and fibers are aligned in the same direction

5 b Jbosl gz LFT 13.2% cujonels b Joleo UD 6.2% cyjpels’ 10 JSCi

0.0050

0.0045

0.0040

0.0035

Strain

0.0030

0.0025

0.0020

0 5000

Coul (S5 S

r 7.5 MPa

- - - -2 Present Model
:Exprimental Data[§]

5 MPa

10000
Time (minute)

Fig. 11 1.5% UD composite equivalent to 13.2% LFT composite when
load and fibers are perpendicular
3L Jlesl caz LFT 13.2% o505 b Jolee UD 1.5% a0l 11 JsCi

el B 3 S50

0.0085

0.0075

0.0065

0.0055

0.0045

Strain

0.0035

0.0025

0.0015

0.0005

0 5000

- - - - -7 Present Model
: Exprimental Data [8]

10 MPa

Time (minute)

Fig. 6 2.1% UD composite equivalent to 3.8% LFT composite when load

and fibers are

aligned in the same direction

GLI s b Jlosl cagz LFT 3.8% cuj50els b Jolao UD 2.1% oy 5,elS 6 S

0.006

0.005

0.004

Strain

0.003

0.002

0.001

ol (S

5 MPa

- - - -1 Present Model
:Exprimental Data [§]

2.5 MPa

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
Time (minute)

Fig. 7 4.5% UD composite equivalent to 3.8% LFT composite when load
and fibers are perpendicular

s30e )l Jlasl Cgz LFT 3.8% oy jonals b Jobeo UD 4.5% coyjpnals 7 JSi

Sl SLI
0.0120
0.0110 F 30 MPa
0.0100 | [
- - -
0.0090 ;’ - - - -2 Present Model
: Exprimental Data [8]
0.0080
g 0.0070 | 20 MPa
=
% 0.0060 fr
0.0050 |
0.0040 r 10 MPa
L ) e —
0.0020 : !
0 5000 10000

Time (minute)

Fig. 8 3.5% UD composite equivalent to 8.1% LFT composite when load
and fibers are aligned in the same direction

55k Jlosl cqz LFT 8.1% cyjpnels b Joles UD 3.5% cujonsls 8 JSis

ol S5 SLI

2486

2940l (S )9US 9 egle A jui



0940l (5 )9Ud 9 pole &y puiss

Ve 9 (s3uaw asld ol e S Sl SBLIL 03ubeny 985 w33 940l 9 Alw gay SN b 03Uy 985 My 90 53 ) 910l b 33 VIS SBlSe 9 ke (Sl 3w

CuigealS (555 L8, (o) S ool Al (Sleg Sole Joo -3

Ao, 12 58 las eads ools dxwss oo 5 (02,28 gl cp S o ity
Setdbge i Cujenals (555 U (omyn Sl S92 ee slagty, 4

oduz «Dgliio slayga3l w3l g ylos jlom LFT atly SN ondizgsis
U5 (255w, by (Solw 4 oot &l (Silseg ,Sole Joo ool (SIS
i o)l 5 1 LFT slacy 55l (o255 )18, (ot 9 s5lwdoe
CiopalS (sln oad )] (Sleg,ole Joo s (028 @l Gm S
S a3y Huzmes sl oy 10 w5l BLILL Olmgp lfaded
Ly enp @lp oad all (Sl Sle Jae woly o a5 cl
aile o canl 093 ol Bles B L giledae (g, S LFT slacyjs0lS

Wb oo plcasgaze g Ll slhls (s K8 oy, 2

ke Cow po8 -6
(NM?) ol 26 hos 2y
(NM?) pgo 126 Jthes 0 By
(NMZS) 055 500 (2lye 2 2 1
Jbs s S {dai}
P RS g
(MPa) o5 i wlaw 0
ol t
ik omsblA]
it ol 4 adly e SL[B]
Glabazd g0 s SL[S]
a>ly g Sle[I]
oz w2V
G| gz 5 (labid Sz JgoeEy
S 3 sg0e gz o (slalasd ¥l JsoeE,,
b9 el
(Nm?) 5 g
o8S e
(NMES) Jyl oas lyes oy 1y
CRET L
SUlf

Sl ey 0 11
SU 5 550 Sz 3 22
&1

[1] Schapery, R. A., “A Theory of Nonlinear Thermoviscoelasticity
Based on Irreversible Thermodynamics,” Proc. 5th U.S. National

Congress of Applied Mechanics, No. March 1966, pp. 511-530, 1966.

2487

Sl sl 53 0l Jaa 5 (8] 028 @l G oo slbs 20,0 4 Jgor
Table 4 Percentage of relative error between experimental results [8] and
the present model in the fiber direction
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