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AIVTVBHI TEXHOMOTIT € HaA3BMYaliHO MEPCMeKTUBHUMM 1A aepOKOCMIYHOI TEXHIKWM Ta /iTakobyayBaHHS,
OCKiNbKN BOHW 103BONAIOTb CTBOPIOBATY NIErKi KOHCTPYKL,i 3 3a4aHNMM MiLHICHUMW XapakTepucTukamu. OCKibkn
Ha CbOrofHi He iCHye TabmmLb MeXaHIYHUX XapakTepUCTUK MaTepianis, fKi OTPUMaHO aaMTUBHUMMW TEXHOMOTIAMMU,
KOXHUI po3paxyHOK NMOBUHEH OYTY CyNPOBOKEHWIi eKCNIEPUMEHTAIbHUM BU3HAUYEHHSAM LIMX XapaKTepUCTUK.

MponoHyeTbCsA ekcnepuMeHTaNbHUIA NiXi4 A0 BU3HAYEHHS MeXaHIYHUX XapakTepucTUK deTaseld, AKi Ha-
pykoBaHo FDM TexHonoriamu. MokasaHo, WO feTani, ki BUrotosneHo FDM TexHonorisMu 3 nonimepis, €
OPTOTPONHUMU. TOMY iXHi NPYXHi BNaCTUBOCTI OMUCYIOTLCA AEB'ATbMA KOHCTaHTaMU: TPbOMa MOAYNAMM NPYK-
HOCTi, TPbOMa MOAYNAMM 3CyBY | TPbOMa KoediLlieHTamu IMyaccoHa. [ns eKCnepuMeHTaNbHOrO BU3HAYEHHS LIMX
KOHCTaHT APYKYETbCA KyO, 3 AAKOrO BUPIi3atoThb LWICTb 3pa3KiB. Tpu 3paskv mapaienbHi pebpam Kyba, a Lie Tpu
3paska BUpi3atoTbea Mif, KyTom 45° 1o pebep Kyba. 3 KOXKHOTO 3 Takux 3paskiB BUTOTOB/IAETHCA MO M'ATb eK3eMn-
nApiB, WO AO03BOMSE MPOBECTU OCEpefHEHHs Aiarpam AeopMyBaHHS Micns LOCAIMKEHHS PO3TATYBaHHS BCiX
3pa3kiB. TakuM YMHOM No6YLOBaHO diarpamu AedopMyBaHHs A1s BCIX KOMMOHEHTIB TeH30pa HarpyXeHb. 3 Lux
fiarpam BM3Ha4YeHO MexaHiYHi XapakTepucTuku. [ina TpbOX TUMIB 3pasKiB, L0 MapanenbHi pebpam, obuucnto-
10TbCA TP MOAYNA NPYXXHOCTI | Tpu KoedivieHTa MyaccoHa. Tpu MOZyNs 3CyBY BU3HAYalOTbLCH AN 3paskis,
po3TaLloBaHuX nig KyTom 45° o pebep Kyba. [ns BU3HAYEHHS OMUCAHNX KOHCTaHT eKCrepyMEeHTaIbHO 3Haxo-
[aTbcA giarpaMu AedopMyBaHHA NPU Po3TAryBaHHI 3paskiB.

MpeacTaBneHo TeXHONOTit0 BUTOTOBMEHHS 3paskiB Ha 3D npuHTepi FORTUS 900 MC chipmm Stratasys. Bu-
3HaYarThCs MEXaHiYHI XapaKTepucTvky ABox nonimepis: ULTEM 9085 i PLA. MpoBoaMTLCA NOPIBHANLHWIA aHani3
MeXaHIYHMX XapaKTepucTVK ABOX MaTepianis. B pesynbTaTi aHanisy BCTAHOB/EHO, LLO MOLYAI NPYXHOCTI i Mogyni
3cyBy y nonimepa PLA Bue, HxX 'y ULTEM 9085. KoedivlieHT MyaccoHa y PLA Huxkue, Hixx y ULTEM 9085.

Kntouosi cnosa: FDM TexHonoris, opTOTPONHWIA NOAIMEPHUIA MaTepias, MexaHi4YHi XapakTepucTuku,
3DnpuHTEp.
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