11 647
ALE R O£ K B TRBEW
( 610003)
Gibson  Ashbys
. 12
[1~7 i
: 100; 38;
DBPMH 2.
( AB.C.D.E F
) ( 53,81, 112, 161,226 316 . A
IR (
). 13
’ , S (K )-160A
’ , 2h , 150 C
5 , 24 h ,
170 C 3 h,
1
11 ’
’ 200 C 8 h.
9x 10 *, 648 846,
110-2, ; 14
D) T’40a Wacker 1 4 1
;27 5_ _29 5_
(DBPM H), ; , ,
, (1) .
.31 . . 1989 o— w v (1)
2 p— , M g“mi’q;
W—- s Mg;



648 1998 45

V— ,m’., 1.4

60
4 =~ 1.2 50
0.001 mms, ~ . 5 1.0 40 2
= 30
A M
142 B N 20 &
¥ 0.6 \\ 10T
(8] 0.4+ . . 0
’ -50 0 S0 100 150 200 250 300 350
: BALF &/
¢, = (1— 0/ £) X 100% 2) 1
¢y — . Y3 A- ; -
pf— ’ Mg mHlig; ’ N
ps— ’ Mgom73o 22
143 SEM
2 . SEM ,
S-450
1 4.4 ’
D25 mmXx 2.0 mm, ’
Instron 1196 , ’
5000N , 5 mm °min
2.3
( 3). 3
145
GB 10654—89  Instron 1196 ’ ’
20 N, 25 mmX 13 mm X 2
mm. 50 mm min . . (9]
- Gibson  Ashby
51 s (post buckling)
(O< €< ee,l):
| 6= ¢E 3)
b o 6 ;
’ e— ;



649

{ppoybalhkt A4 LTRAERLY

. a . l LEEPEERLL, |' p PAFEE E'r'nﬂl,“' Wars- | S A LA
#"rﬁh S bt L JHETE Nk V. IM‘;‘LE.Z" Ewlﬁ LA LFT R ME[&? %&ﬁiﬁh m‘bﬁw}ermmﬂrrr“ﬁ

, A uw:.l;n.-. E&:’ L A T
';'Mk,‘r[‘l Lpr,jﬁ.lb{ mlmuhﬂmwumh bt“‘ ,EEfél’gEth'l"-hi""ﬂr'“ Wi ri'?f?t--‘ﬁm
rEI‘tm;"

i ?H# Ip.lF gy AT 7L ITATRTR H.._T““'_i'ﬁ

s
e e il

IHJW‘"W"

' L r
ety [H mwzgm,fumimmnﬁuu 1) EW[“?EEEHEl'h?""“*"“ﬂﬁ!r kl:"vnh;'“ vamhﬁm.mlm 4 B

EFF.- H‘hl‘l Eﬁ'u':-.i nl iHh ail
1 P "mm'“ ? Mhbbe .nuh*lmllu

il HUWEEL~§[[FFF3?E¢EELE. LA

ke
i-“nl.lHHuHHnl- T T i P

B

W_aF2=" = FEl 01 dis TNF

AT a vera o --
o -nm T -

Fre= - :lClCl 4 OWTEFEea

I.d abbidee |
- l."i ”H

(AR, vl e, o e, B
farmg s L GRS, P et *f’"E*E!Ei‘f&ﬂ:&sﬂﬂﬂﬂfi"*EFE"-? tht Ly

LLL: | FEETF EF"FE.“, N
5?.5“"5’!?”! Sl merﬁ‘ﬁww: :LEI!#

LRI zz.zrmtmmrw:'.1::':,s*,-- kX

o= FTI1T Fulde

E F
2 SEM
B.C.DE F 25.6%, 32 5%, 42 7%, 52. 1%  59. 0%
D M s
’
3000 1 P
2 500 ¢ J / / / / ’
= l)
22 000 . - . v
< 500 b ] l I / l ’
g1 L A A
=11 000 A
S00 // // :’/s/
O} e T eq = 0.05 7

N/ %

E = E.(0/0) 4)

(eg<e<&p:
6= e E (5)
(e<e<ep):

i[ e

(6)

D & — €

&= 0.03[ 1+ (/00" 2 (8)
(0 0.20.3)

(8).
€] )
e=epd— /D) 9
€D ’
ep= 1—1.401/0s (10)
25% ~60%
s el
0.05, S|
€D
. (9 (10)



650 1998 45
2.4 ( 1),
b ’
o b
4 -~ 8 N[Pa0 ) °
b
10 MPa . . s
b o 4 . (
25.6%,32.5%,42.7% 52.1% ),
4 - ,
2 .
o b
soof ’
2 ,
< 400} //'
o, of ’ ’
2 300} / )
£200F
100 3
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 (D
R/ % ,
4 (2) ’
b
, _
2
’ b
B C D E F ’
/MPa 0.96 0.85 0.75 0.61 0.50 ’
/% 81.6 85.6 97.6 94.5 50.8 .
2 )
. 1 . .
b ’
1991, 12(1); 23
b b
2 , . .
3 ’ o , 1990, 13 (6). 426
, 3 . 8i0, A ,
, 1991, 14(6). 433
4
b
_ , 1991 (5): 11
‘ 5 . 4 , 1991, 12
(6):13
3 6 . , 1986, 7

(2): 60



651

7 . . (10): 595
(1), , 1986(4). 283 9 Gibson L J, Ashby M F. Celldar Solid. Oxford: Pergam
8 Dementev A G Cell structure and properties of foamed Press, 1988. 161

polymer materiak. M echanics of composite materials, 1974

1998-06-27

Effect of Porosity on Properties of Open Cell
Silicone Rubber Foam Materials

Hu Wenjun, Chen Hong, Zhang Kai and Chen Xiaoli
(Institute of Structure Mechanics, CAEP  610003)

Abstract The open cell silicone rubber foam materials were prepared by using solving-bleed-
ing technique. The density of foam decreased and its porosity increased as the blowing agent level
in the foam increased. It was found through the analysis based on Gibson and A shbys theories that
the tensile strength of silicone rubber foam decreased and its compression property changed little
as the porosity increased.
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