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E11/GPa Es2/GPa G12/GPa G23/GPa Si./MPa St/MPa Gic/ (k] +m™2) Gne/(kJem™2)

156 8.4 5.6 2.8 91. 4 89 0.21 0.8

Xr1/MPa Xc¢/MPa Y1 /MPa Y¢/MPa S./MPa I/ (k] +m™2) I'ie/(kJ+m™2) A/(MPa ™)

2 560 1590 73 255 130 92 80 1.5X10° 1

vi2 V23 ags n #L ©r

0. 34 0.5 2.6 4.9 0.312 0. 364
Notes: E;~—Lamina modulus in i direction; G; —Lamina shear modulus in ij direction; v; —Poisson ratio in ij direction; Gic, Guc—Fracture
toughness for mode I and II; I'n—Fiber tensile fracture energy; I't.— Fiber compressive fracture energy; Xr—Longitudinal tensile; X¢—Lon-
gitudinal compressive; Yr— Transverse tensile; Y¢— Transverse compressive; Sp.—In—plane shear;ass» A, n —Plastic parameter; pr, gL —

Friction coefficient.
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