University of New Orleans

ScholarWorks@UNO

University of New Orleans Theses and

Dissertations Dissertations and Theses

Fall 12-20-2013

Buckling, Postbuckling and Imperfection Sensitivity Analysis of
Different Type of Cylindrical Shells by Hui's Postbuckling Method

Hailan Xu
hxu1@uno.edu

Follow this and additional works at: https://scholarworks.uno.edu/td

0 Part of the Mechanical Engineering Commons, and the Structures and Materials Commons

Recommended Citation

Xu, Hailan, "Buckling, Postbuckling and Imperfection Sensitivity Analysis of Different Type of Cylindrical
Shells by Hui's Postbuckling Method" (2013). University of New Orleans Theses and Dissertations. 1781.
https://scholarworks.uno.edu/td/1781

This Dissertation is protected by copyright and/or related rights. It has been brought to you by ScholarWorks@UNO
with permission from the rights-holder(s). You are free to use this Dissertation in any way that is permitted by the
copyright and related rights legislation that applies to your use. For other uses you need to obtain permission from
the rights-holder(s) directly, unless additional rights are indicated by a Creative Commons license in the record and/
or on the work itself.

This Dissertation has been accepted for inclusion in University of New Orleans Theses and Dissertations by an
authorized administrator of ScholarWorks@UNO. For more information, please contact scholarworks@uno.edu.


https://scholarworks.uno.edu/
https://scholarworks.uno.edu/td
https://scholarworks.uno.edu/td
https://scholarworks.uno.edu/etds
https://scholarworks.uno.edu/td?utm_source=scholarworks.uno.edu%2Ftd%2F1781&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/293?utm_source=scholarworks.uno.edu%2Ftd%2F1781&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/224?utm_source=scholarworks.uno.edu%2Ftd%2F1781&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://scholarworks.uno.edu/td/1781?utm_source=scholarworks.uno.edu%2Ftd%2F1781&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
mailto:scholarworks@uno.edu

Buckling, Postbuckling and Imperfection Sensitivity Analysis of

Different Type of Cylindrical Shells by Hui's Postbuckling Method

A Dissertation

Submitted to the Graduate Faculty of the
University of New Orleans
In partial fulfillment of the
Requirements for the degree of

Doctor of Philosophy
In
Engineering and Applied Science
Mechanical Engineering

by
Hailan Xu

BEng., Shenzhen University, 2009
MEng., University of New Orleans, 2011

December, 2013



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

I would like to thank for my major supervisor Prof. David Hui for his intellectual
guidance, support and patience throughout my PhD study in all these years. I am very
grateful to have the opportunity to work with him, and able to expend my knowledge to a
very broad field, from material science to mechanical engineering, from nano technology to
postbuckling. Besides, I would like to thank Prof. Hui for offering me graduate research
assistantship and find the teaching assistantship position for me, and also the possibility to
travel and visit other universities and research centers in Texas and German, and also to

attend the ICCE conference in Alaska.

I am appreciative and thankful to my department head, Prof. Paul Schilling, for his
offering me the teaching assistantship position which make me not only have the research
experience, but also the teaching experience, and also I would like to thank for his valuable
suggestions and helps regarding my enrollment and financial problems in the University of
New Orleans (UNO). Additionally, I would like to thank for my department coordinator Dr.
Kazim M. Akyuzlu and Dr. Martin Guillot for their kindly guidance and suggestion on my
M.S. and PhD programs. I also would like to thanks all the professors that taught me during
my course of studies. I am especially grateful to Dr. Ting Wang, Dr. Carsie A. Hall, Dr. Paul
Herrington, Dr. Melody Verges, and Dr. Weilie Zhou for all that they have taught me and all
the help they offered. Moreover, special thanks to Prof. Dongming Wei from Department of

Mathematics for his assistance and encouragement during my learning in UNO. His kindness



and patience in teaching have led me to overcome a lot of obstacles during my studies and

able to enjoy the fun in learning.

I also would like to thank for Dr. Richard Degenhardt, the Professor of PFH Private
University of Applied Sciences Gottingen (PFH) and DLR in German, for his advice, and
offering me the opportunity to study three months in German. During that time, I have made
my major progress of my thesis, without his enthusiasm and guidance, this research project
and dissertation would not be complete so fast. I also would like to thank for Dr. Mircea
Chipara, the Associate Professor of University of Texas-Pan America for his advices, patience
and encouragement during my time in Texas, it was him who taught me who to do the

experimental research in Nano-technology.

I would also like to express a great deal of thanks to my colleagues, Dr. Yun Zhai, Mr.
He Huang, Dr. Yu Liu, in UNO, also Dr. Mariano Arbeloand, Ms, Saullo Castro in PFH for
cooperation and support every time when I have troubles on my research. Especially for Dr.
Yu Liu, who helped me a lot on MATLAB programming which is the main software I used in
this research, and also Dr. Mariano Arbeloand who taught me how to use ABAQUS, without
their patience and help, this research would not have been complete so smoothly. Also I

appreciate the friendship with Dr. Yun Zhai, Mr. He Huang and Dr. Yu Liu.

I am also indebted to the technician, Mr. Claude Zerigue of Mechanical Engineering
Department in the University of New Orleans. His assistances on setting up and using



equipment help me a lot on my teaching assistantship. I also like to thank for Dr. Baobao

Chao of AMRI in UNO for his kindness help on Electron Microscopes.

Finally, I would like to utter my immense gratitude to my parents for their

encouragement and support on my study for these five years.



TABLE OF CONTENTS

LIST OF FIGURES ......ooiiiititetitet ettt ettt sttt sttt et s s ix
LIST OF TABLES ...ttt bttt sttt et ettt et bt et et s bt et enbesaeenee e xii
NOMENCLATURE ..ottt ettt st sttt et sa st be et e sa e saee e saeennes Xiii
ABSTRACT ...ttt et b et bt et e bt bt et s bt et e st e e bt e be s bt et e b ebt et e e bt eaeen Xix
CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION ......oiiiiiiiiiiiiteteieetestesit ettt sttt ettt ettt sttt et s 1
1.1 MOtivation ANd SCOPE ....ccoueertierieiiieie ettt ettt ettt et st e e bt e bt e sbtesmeesateebeebeens 1
Lo1oT HISEOTY ettt ettt st st sttt et ettt ettt e ae e 1
L1120 MOUVAON ..ottt sttt sttt ettt st sre et b esn st eane et saeenesaeemnenesaeennene 5

1.2 Buckling and POStDUCKIING .....c...cocviiiiiiiiiiiiiieieetceeeece ettt 7
1.2.1 Concept of Buckling and Postbuckling..........cccoovueiviiniiniiiiiniiiiiceeeeeeeseeeeene 7
1.2.2 IMPEITECIION ...ttt sttt et ettt sttt e e 7

1.2.3 Imperfection SENSILIVILY ....coceeriiriiriirierie ettt st 8

1.3 Koiter's General Stability TREOTY ......ccceiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e 9
1.3.1 BaCKZIOUNA ..ottt et sttt e s 9

1.3.2  Limitation of Koiter's General Stability Theory ...........cccceveeniiniiniiniiiiiieneeeeee, 10
1.3.3 Derive Equations for Koiter's Postbuckling theory.........ccccccecevveniininninncnicnnenn 11

1.4 Different Kinds of Cylindrical shell Problems ...........ccoccoviiviiniiniiniinniiineeeeeceeee, 23
1.4.1 Introduction to Unstiffened Cylinder under axial compression ...........cccceeveereereennenne 23
1.42  Introduction to Laminate CylNder..........c.ccoceeriiniiniiiniiniiinienecneeneeeeee e 24
1.43  Introduction to Stringer/Ring Stiffened Cylinder...........cccccoveenieiniiiniiniiiiiniieieneeee, 25

1.5 Finite element Method..........c.cooiiiiiiiiiiii s 26
1.5.1 Introduction to finite element MEthod...........cccoeveeiirieniinirieie e 26
1.5.2 Element selection in ABAQUS .........ooiiiiiii ettt et 26
1.5.3 Procedure for the ABAQUS SIMUIAtiON......ccccuviiiiiiiiieeciiiie et e e 27

1.6 OUtling Of the THESIS ....cccvirietiriirieieseeteeeeetee ettt st 29
CHAPTER 2 HUI'S POSTBUCKLING METHOD .......ccccootiiiiiiiiiiininieneeteeseeee et 30
2.1 INETOAUCTION. ...ttt ettt r e b sre e b s ene e 30
2.1.1 0 BaCKEIOUNG .....eoiiiiiiiiiciccee ettt st st e 30



2.1.2  Brief introduction to the idea of Hui’s postbuckling method.............cccccceveriinniennnee. 31

2.1.3 Advantages and Limitations of Hui's postbuckling Method ............ccccceveeneincnicnncnne. 32
2.2 Details of Applying Hui's Postbuckling Method ............ccoceiiiiiiiniiiniiniiiiiiececeeeee, 33
22,1 MEhOAOIOZY ...eonviiiiiiiiiiieitettent ettt sttt ettt ettt st sttt e e 33
2.2.2 GENETAL STEPS -.eeuveiiiiiiiieieettentt ettt ettt ettt et et ettt sttt et naees 34
2.2.3  Algorithm for Getting The Improved Postbuckling b Coefficient............ccccceeveeneenee. 40
CHAPTER 3 IMPERFECTION SENSITIVITY OF UNSTIFFENED CYLINDER UNDER AXIAL

COMPRESSION USING HUI'S POSTBUCKLING METHOD......c..ccceceninieininiceneceeeeeeeenne 41
3.1 INErOAUCTION. ...ttt ettt r st sre e b s enne e 41
3.2 Governing Equations and First Order Field.........c..coccooiiiiiiiiniinniceccceceeee, 42
3.2.1 GOoVerning EQUAtiONS. .......coouiiiiiiiiiieiieeie ettt st st 42
3.2.2  Non-DImenSionaliZe .........c.coceeviiriiniiniiiiiiieeteneenteste ettt st 43
3.2.3  Equations for the First Order Field ...........cccccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiicceceeeeeee e, 44
3.24  Solve the First Order FIeld..........ccociiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiicceeeteeeseeee e 45
33 Second Order Field And Postbuckling Coefficient.........c...coccceveeviiniiniiniiniinienieeeenene 48
3.3.1 Equations for the Second Order Field.........c.ccoociiiiiiiiiiiiiiicee e 48
3.3.2  Solve the Second Order Field ......c...cocooiiiiiiiiiiiiniiciceeteececeeeee e 49
3.3.3  Equations for the Postbuckling Coefficient ...........cccceevueriiiniiniiniiiniiieeeeeeeeee, 51
34 Result and DIiSCUSSION ........eovuiiriiriiniiiicecee ettt ettt st st st 54
34.1 EXAMPIE CASES ..ttt ettt ettt ettt et e b st st 54
3.4.2  How to Apply the Hui's Postbuckling Method to this Problem..............ccccceveenieninnnee. 55
343  Medium Length Cylinder.........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieniencrc ettt 58
344 LONZ CYHNAET .ottt ettt et et st st et e b e sbe e 62
345 SROTE CYINAET ..ottt ettt ettt e et esbeesbbeesabeesbbeesabeeens 65
34.6  Large Cylinder and Parameter Variation ...........coceeuereerrieeneeneenienie e 68
3.5 CONCIUSION ...ttt s s 70

CHAPTER 4 IMPERFECTION SENSITIVITY OF ANTISYMMETRIC CROSS-PLY CYLINDER

UNDER COMPRESSION USING HUI'S POSTBUCKLING MEHOD..........ccccccvctrinininieieieennn 71
4.1 INEEOAUCTION. ...ttt ettt st st st e e 71
4.2 Governing Equations and First Order Field............coccoiiiiiiiiiniiniiiieeceeeeeee, 73

4.2.1 GOoVerning EQUAtiONS. .......coouiiiiiiiiiieiieee ettt ettt st 73



4.2.2 NON-DIMENSIONALIZE ... ssnnas 74

423 Equations for the First Order Field .........ccccoociniiiiiiiniicececcee 75
4.2.4  Solve the First Order Field..........cocooeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiceieecneeeee et 76
43 Second Order Field and Postbuckling Coefficient..........c.cccoceeviriiriiiiiiniiniinienieeieeene 81
4.3.1  Equations for the Second Order Field.........c..ccocioiiiiiiiiiiiiniiicccccececeee 81
4.3.2  Solve the Second Order FIeld ........ccccooirieiiiiniiiinieienincneceee e 82
4.3.3  Equations for the Postbuckling CoeffiCient ...........coceevienieniinieniiniicccnecneceec e 86
4.4 Result and DiSCUSSION .......coueeiiriirieiiiietentintete sttt ettt et s s 90
4.4.1  EXAMPIE CASES .couiiruiiiiiiiiieiieteeteete ettt ettt ettt st ettt e be e st 90
4.4.2 [O/90] LaMINALE ........eevveeieeeeeeeeiiieeeeee e e eeeeeeee e e e eeeeatee e e e e e e eesaaeareeeeessessansrereeeeessennneneees 93
4.4.3 [90/0] LAMINALE ........eevveeeeeeeeeeeiiieeeeee e e eeeteee e e e e eeeatee e e e e e e eesnsaaeeeeeessessnsneereeeeeesennnsnneens 95
4.4.4  [90/0/90/0] LaMINALE. ....c..eeruerrerierieritenienieeiete ettt ete sttt et steeate b sbe et b et eneesbeeaenaes 98
445 [0/90]5 Large laminated cylindrical Shell............ccocoiiiiiiiiiiniiniiiiicceceeeeeee, 100
4.5 CONCIUSION .ttt ettt ettt sttt eeb et e e e sme e st e emaeenneens 102

CHAPTER 5 PARAMETER VARIATION STUDY ON IMPERFECTION SENSITIVITY OF

STIFFENED CYLINDER USING HUI'S POSTBUCKLING MEHOD .........cccccovtveininiiiinienenne. 103
5.1 INEEOAUCTION. ...ttt sttt st st enee s 103
5.2 Governing Equations and First Order Field.........ccccooiiiiiniiniiniiiieeececeeene 105

5.2.1 Governing EQUAtIONS. .......cocuiiiiiiiiiiniiicnccece ettt st 105
522 Non-DIimensionaliZe ........c..cccceeirievieririenienieieieeeetene ettt sttt s 106
5.2.3  Equations for the First Order Field ........c..cooceiiiiiiiiiiniiiieeeeeeeeeeeeene 110
5.2.4  Solve the First Order Field........c.cccooiiiiiiiiniiiiiiicceccceeeeee e 111
5.3 Second Order Field and Postbuckling Coefficient...........cccocieriiniiiiiiiiniinienicieeee 115
5.3.1 Equations for the Second Order Field...........ccoocoiiiniiniiniiniiceceeeeeeene 115
5.3.2  Solve the Second Order Field .........cccocovieviniriiiiniiiiieieieneeeee e 116
5.3.3  Equations for the Postbuckling Coefficient ...........ccccceeeerieriiriiniiiniinicniceeeceene 118
54 Result and DIiSCUSSION ....cc..eeviiriiiiiiiiiiieteteete ettt ettt ettt eneens 120
54.1 Cases We Concerned in HETe........cococveviiiiiiinieieniiccneccceceeee e 120
5.4.2  Stringer Stiffened Cylinder Under Axial COMPression ..........cocceeeveeeeereeneerseeeneeenneens 121
5.43  Parameter Variation of Stringer/Ring Stiffened Cylinder Under Torsion.................... 130

vii



5.5 CONCIUSION ..o 146

CHAPTER 6 SUMMARY AND FUTURE WORKS .....ccccociiiiiiiiiinieinenteeteeeet e 147
6.1 SUIMIMATY ..ttt h e st ettt e b e b e s bt e sat e sat e et e e beesbeesbeesaeesabeeane 147
6.2 Suggestion for FUture WOrKS .........cocueeieeiiinienienieniceeeieeeete sttt 150

APPENDIX A FINITE DIFFERENCE METHOD .......ccccociiiiiiiniiniiiininteceeeeeeeeeeee e 151

APPENDIX B SHIFTED INVERS POWER METHOD .......cccccccoceniiiiiiiiiinineneneceeeeeee 154

APPENDIX C  EQUILIBRIUM EQUATION IN CORPORATING STIFFENER TORSIONAL

RIGIDITY .ottt sttt ettt st s e 157
REFERENCE ...ttt sttt sttt st st sr et st be e enaeseeennenees 162
VITA ottt b e st sa e st 168

viii



LIST OF FIGURES

Figure 1.1 Influence of small imperfection...........c.ceeecvieeriiieiieeeiieeeeeeeee e e 21
Figure 1.2 Imperfection-sensitivity curves for various b coefficients ...........c.ccceevveevveeenneenns 22
Figure 1.3 Buckling load versus DOF ..........oocoiiiiiiiiiiiceeeeeeee e e 28

Figure 3.1 Example for least-square curve fit through imperfection form 0 to 25% of shell
TNICKIIESS ettt ettt ettt 57
Figure 3.2 Knock down curve for cylindrical shell under axial compression at the reduced
Batdorf parameter Zy; = 28.8675 calculate by different method ....................... 61
Figure 3.3 Knock down curve for cylindrical shell under axial compression at Zy = 57.7350
calculate by different method............cocciiiriiiiiiiiiieeeeee e 64
Figure 3.4 Knock down curve for cylindrical shell under axial compression at Zy = 11.5470
calculate by different method............cocciiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeee e 67
Figure 3.5 Knock down curve for large cylindrical shell under axial compression calculate by
different method, Zg = 23.8037 ...ooiooiiieeeeeeeeee e 69
Figure 4.1 Postbuckling b coefficient versus the reduced-Batdorf parameters for
antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical shells under torsion...........cccceeeeveeerveeennneens 92
Figure 4.2 Knock down curve for ;,[0°/90°] o, antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical shell under
axial compression calculate by different method.............ccceevvivierciieeniiiiniieciees 94
Figure 4.3 Knock down curve for ;,[90°/0°] o, antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical shell under
axial compression calculate by different method.............cccoeveiieiiiieniiiiniieeiees 96

Figure 4.4 Improved b coefficient and usual b coefficient versus the reduced-Batdorf



parameters for i,[90°/0° ], antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical shell under axial
COMIPIESSION ..euvrreeuiieeeiieeeireeetteeetreeateeessseeeasseeeasseeensseeessseeessseeensseesssseesssseesnseeens 97
Figure 4.5 Knock down curve for ;,[90°/0°/90°/0° o, antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical
shell under axial compression calculate by different method.............ccceeeneennnee. 99
Figure 4.6 Knock down curve for [0/90]s large antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical shell
under axial compression calculate by different method, Z, = 23.8037............ 101
Figure 5.1 Classical buckling load of simply supported, stringer stiffened cylinders under
axial compression in light stiffening condition............cccecveeriiieerciieeniieecriee e 122
Figure 5.2 Imperfection sensitivity of simply supported, stringer stiffened cylinders under
axial compression in light stiffening condition............cccecveeveiieeriieeniieeeiee e 123
Figure 5.3 Classical buckling load of simply supported, stringer stiffened cylinders under
axial compression in medium stiffening condition............ccceevveeveiieerieeenieeennenn. 125
Figure 5.4 Imperfection sensitivity of simply supported, stringer stiffened cylinders under
axial compression in medium stiffening condition............cceeevveeriieenieeenieennnnn. 126
Figure 5.5 Classical buckling load of simply supported, stringer stiffened cylinders under
axial compression in heavy stiffening condition...........ccccceevevieeriieeniieeenieeenen. 128
Figure 5.6 Imperfection sensitivity of simply supported, stringer stiffened cylinders under
axial compression in heavy stiffening condition............ccceevvveerciieenieeenieeenen. 129
Figure 5.7 Classical buckling load of stiffened cylinders under torsion with clamp boundary
COMAITION ..ttt ettt ettt e bt e et e e s be e et esbbeebeesabeebeenas 137
Figure 5.8 Imperfection sensitivity of stiffened cylinders under torsion with clamp boundary

COMAITION vttt ettt e e e et e e e e e e e e et e e eeeeeeeeaeaaneaaeeeeseeenennaaseeeeeeennnnnanns 138



Figure 5.9 Classical buckling load of stiffened cylinders under torsion with simply support
bouNdary CONAILION ....cccvveeriieeriieeiiieeciee ettt e e e st e e aeeessaeeerebeeenseeennnas 141

Figure 5.10 Imperfection sensitivity of stiffened cylinders under torsion with simply support
bouUNdary CONAIION ....cceuvvieriiieriieeeiieeciee et e et e e e e e st e e sbeeesebeeesaeeenneeenns 142

Figure 5.11 Classical buckling load of stringer stiffened cylinder and unstiffened cylinder
under torsion with clamp boundary condition ............cccceevevieeriieeniieeiieeeieens 144

Figure 5.12 Imperfection sensitivity of stringer stiffened cylinder and unstiffened cylinder
under torsion with clamp boundary condition ............ccceevvieeriiieeniiieenieeeiees 145

Figure A.1 Buckling load versus node amouUnt.............ccoovieeiieeeiieeeiiieeeiie e enveeeivee e 153

Xi



LIST OF TABLES

Table 3.1 Improved b coefficient and usual b coefficient varying by the length of cylinder ..68
Table 5.1 Stiffened cylinder Parameters ............cocceeeeiiieeriieeiiee e eeiee e e esaee e 114

Table 5.2 Data for a stringer or ring stiffened cylindrical shell under torsion changing with

SHEIL THICKIIESS et e et e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeeeeeenanans 132

Table 5.3 Data for a stringer or ring stiffened cylindrical shell under torsion changing with

STTTEIIET TMUITIDET ...ttt et e e e e et ee e e e e e e e reeaaaeeeeeeeeeaanans 134

Xii



NOMENCLATURE

Dimensional Quantities

(Ag,A)) = Area of any one stringer or ring

(4, B, Di;) = Laminate stiffness matrix

C = Eh/(1-v?)

D = Eh3/[12(1 —v?)] , Flexural rigidity of the skin
(ds, d,) = Distance between adjacent stringers or adjacent rings;

meaningful only for equally spaced stiffeners.

E = Young's modulus of the skin

(Eg, E,) = Young's modulus of stringer or ring

E; = Young's Modulus of 1- direction

E, = Young's Modulus of 2- direction

(eg e;) = Eccentricity of stringer or ring measured from stiffener

centroid to the skin middle surface

F = Stress function of the smeared shell

(G, G,) = Shear modulus of stringer or ring

G1y = Shear Modulus

h = Skin thickness

(I, 1) = Out-of-plane moment of inertia of a stringer or a ring with

respect to its centroid

xiii



(£, 1)

Us Jr)

LA, L5 O, L))
(L, Lo, Lu ()
(M3*, M3", Mz
(Nz Ny, Ny )

(N5, Ny)

P

(Qs, Q)

w,v,w)

In-plane moment of inertia of a stringer or a ring with
respect to its centroid

Torsional constant such that (GJ, G,.J,) are the torsional
rigidity of a stringer or a ring

length of the shell

Differential operator of laminate cylindrical shells
Differential operator of stiffened cylindrical shells
Bending stress resultants of the skin

Membrane stress resultants of the skin of the shell
Membrane stress resultants of stringer and ring

Lateral pressure

Height of a stringer or a ring; meaningful only for
rectangular shaped stiffeners

Radius of the cylindrical shell

Surface area

Thickness of each laminate

Axial, circumferential and out-of-plane displacements of
the skin middle surface

Axial coordinate measured from one end of the shell

Circumferential coordinate

Xiv



Non-dimensional quantities

a
* * *
aj, by, di

(Axx' Ayy' AxJ” Ayx

b

bgen

bimp

(Bex: Byy, Bry, By )
(dexs dyy, day)

(ex ey exy)

f

(foo fir)

(h’xx' hJ’)" th)

(La(), Ly (), La(O))

Postbuckling coefficient related to the cubic term of the
potential energy of a single-mode system
Non-dimensional laminate stiffness matrix

Defined in Table 5.1

Postbuckling coefficient related to the quartic term of the
potential energy of a single-mode system

Postbuckling b coefficient evaluate at the actual applied
load

Postbuckling b coefficient calculated by Koiter's general
theory

Postbuckling b coefficient calculated by Hui's
postbuckling method

Defined in Table 5.1

Defined in eqns. (5.9) and (5.10)

Linear strains of the skin middle surface

F/(Eh®); Non-dimensional stress function
Non-dimensional stress function for the buckling state and
second order field

Defined in eqns. (5.13) and (5.14)

Non-dimensional differential operator of laminate
cylindrical shell

XV



(LaO), LgO), L))

(M, M)

=2

Pa

Pc

(@ Gyy» Gxy)

w

(ws, we, fo fo)

W, wa, wg, fa, f5)

x,y)

Non-dimensional differential operator of stiffened
cylindrical shell

Number of stringers or rings in a stiffened cylindrical shell
Number of circumferential full-waves of the buckling mode
n(h/R)*/?

f«x ; Non-dimensional applied lateral pressure
Non-dimensional actual applied lateral pressure
Non-dimensional classical buckling lateral preseeure
Defined in eqns. (5.11) and (5.12)

W /h ; Non-dimensional out-of-plane displacement

See equation (3.10) and (3.11)

Second order field, see equation (3.23) and (3.24)
(X,Y)/(Rt)*/2, non-dimensional axial and circumferential
direction

L/(Rh)Y/?; reduced-Batdorf parameter

XVi



Non-dimensional quantities (Greek letter)

(a5, ar)

(Bs, Br)
s ¥r)
(65, 6,)

G

(Sx' €y, Sxy)

Ratio of the cross-sectional area of the stringer or ring to
that of the skin

Out-of-plane bending stiffness ratio

Ratio of eccentricity of stringer or ring to the skin thickness
Torsional rigidity ratio

Axial and circumferential strains of a stringer or ring at its
centroid

Nonlinear strains of the skin middle surface
Non-dimensional applied load

Non-dimensional actual applied load

Non-dimensional classical buckling load

Non-dimensional buckling load of imperfect system
Imperfection amplitude normalized with the shell thickness
Poisson's ratio

Poisson's ratio of laminate shells

Amplitude of the buckling mode normalized with respect to
the skin thickness

N,R/(Eh?),Non-dimensional axial load

Non-dimensional actual applied axial load
Non-dimensional classical buckling axial load
NyyR/(Eh?), non-dimensional applied torsional load

Xvii



Non-dimensional actual applied torsional load

Non-dimensional classical buckling torsional load

xviii



ABSTRACT

Buckling and postbuckling has been critical design parameters for many engineering
structures. In recent years, this topic has continued to be of major concern due to (1) the
discovery of new materials with amazingly superior properties, (2) increasingly more
stringent safety requirements, (3) lighter, and more durable requirements. Such applications
can be routinely found in aerospace, naval, civil, and electrical, and nuclear engineering
structures and especially in the vehicle industries. Koiter is the first one to show that the
imperfection-sensitivity of a structure is determined by its initial postbuckling behavior. In
Koiter’s 1945 general postbuckling theory, it defines the initial postbuckling behavior and
imperfection sensitivity behavior by the postbuckling b coefficient. Hui and Chen (1986)
were the first to show that the well-known Koiter’s General Theory of Elastic Stability of
1945 can be significantly improved by evaluating the postbuckling b coefficient at the actual
applied load, rather than at the classical buckling load. The reason for such significant
improvement in predicting the imperfection sensitivity is due to the fact that for an
imperfection-sensitive structure, the slope of the buckling load versus imperfection amplitude
curve approaches negative “infinity” as the imperfection amplitude approaches to zero. Thus
for “finite” amplitude of the geometric imperfection, the applied load is significantly lower
than the classical buckling load, leading to significant overestimate of imperfection using
Koiter’s General theory of 1945. Such improvement method was demonstrated to be (1) very
simple to apply with no tedious algebra, (2) significant reduction in imperfection sensitivity
and (3) although it is still asymptotically valid, there exists a significant extension of validity

Xix



involving larger imperfection amplitudes. Strictly speaking, Koiter’s theory of 1945 is valid
only for vanishingly small imperfection amplitudes. Hence such improved method is termed

Hui’s Postbuckling method.

This study deals with the Postbuckling and imperfection sensitivity of different kinds of
cylinders by using the Hui’s postbuckling method. For unstiffened cylinder and laminate
cylinder, the solution of Hui’s postbuckling method is compared with ABAQUS simulation
result. A parameter variation of stringer/ring stiffened cylinder is also evaluated. A positive
shift of the postbuckling b coefficient has been observed, which indicates a significant
overestimate of the imperfection sensitivity by Koiter's general stability theory. More
importantly, the valid region is significantly increased by using Hui's postbuckling method

compared with the Koiter's general stability theory.

Keywords: Buckling; Postbuckling; Imperfection Sensitivity; Cylindrical Shell
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Motivation and Scope

1.1.1  History

Thin-walled cylinders are widely used in various engineering approaches. Especially
speaking, stiffened and unstiffened metallic cylinders are utilized extensively in navigation,
aviation, space vehicles, and also in the construction of liquid storage tanks, pressure vessels,
tubes and pipes. Usually they are subject to three kinds of loads, which are axial load,
external or internal pressure and torsional load. Therefore the buckling strength of the
thin-wall structure is very important in the safety design of such configurations. The first
theoretical investigations on the stability of structures with axially loaded cylinders were
present by Lorenz [1] [2], Timoshenko [3] [4], and Southwell [5]. The first experimental
studies on this topic are performed by Robertson [6], Flugge [7], Wilson and Newmark [8],
Lundquist [9]. In the beginning, many assumptions were adapted in the theoretical
investigation to reduce the governing equation into a linear eigenvalue problem, which is also
called the classical buckling problem. But there is an unacceptable difference between the
classical buckling load and experimental buckling load for the thin-walled cylinders. Lots of

efforts were made to explain this difference between the analytical and experimental study.



In the analytical study, some simplification assumptions were reevaluated and removed
later. Then the studies were focus on the following directions: (1) the effect of prebuckling
deformations [10] [11] [12]; (2) the effect of in-plane boundary conditions [13] [14] [15] [16];

(3) the effect of initial geometric imperfections.

In the beginning, the subject to imperfection sensitivity study of the strict postbuckling
analyses was perfect structures [17] [18] [19] [20] [21] [22]. Then people start to evaluate the
imperfection sensitivity of the imperfect structures with non-linear kinematic relations.
Donnell [23] was the first one to evaluate the stability of imperfection structures. Many
reports were published by following his analyzing method [24] [25] [26] [27] [28] [29], but
the results were not satisfying. Koiter [30] is the first one to present the general postbuckling
theory which can take the presence of simple imperfections and interactions of different
buckling modes into account when calculating the buckling load of structures. But his theory
was not well known until translated in English in 1967. His theory is only valid near the
classical buckling load and for very small imperfections. From then on, many breakthroughs
have been made in the field of elastic stability theory by those pioneer researchers. Numerous
papers were published based on Koiter's theory. These results can be found in many reviews
such as Huthinson and Koiter [31]; Budiansky and Hutchinson [32]; Simitses [33]. Through
all the theoretical investigation of cylindrical shells, people start to realize that the major
reason leading to the difference between theoretical and experiment is the presence of
unavoidable geometric imperfections. The fact that the cylindrical structures are extremely

sensitive to the initial geometric imperfections has reinforced this effect.



Many experimental studies were performed in parallel to the theoretical investigations.
The results were presented to prove the correctness of Koiter's theory such as Nash [34],
Weingarten [35], Yamaki and Kodama [36], Kodama et al. [37] . Moreover, Thielemann and
Esslinger [38] [39] extended their research to include theoretical postbuckling calculation on

the basis of the experimental results.

Some researchers also paid attention to the buckling and postbuckling behavior of
stiffened cylindrical shells, since this is an efficient way to improve the properties of the
cylindrical shell. Huthcinson and Amazigo [40] presented the postbuckling analysis of
stringer stiffened cylindrical shell under axial compression. Besides, an independent
investigation of buckling of the above structures under compression incorporating the effects
of the torsional rigidity of the stiffeners was performed by Singer, Baruch and Harari [41] and
summarized by Singer [42]. Sheinman and Simitses [43] examined the buckling of stiffened
cylindrical shells under torsion. Also some experimental studies were carried out for the
stiffened cylindrical shells [44] [45] [46] [47] [48]. It has been shown that stringer stiffened
reinforcements will decrease the influence of the initial imperfections. External reinforcement
is relatively more sensitive to the initial imperfections. This conclusion can be found in many
papers [49] [50] [51] [52] [53] [54] [29] [55]. Some researchers also compared the theoretical
result with experiment result of the stringer stiffened cylindrical shells [56] [57] [58].
Moreover, some researchers presented the work of buckling and postbuckling of stiffened

cylindrical shells under combined load [59] [60] [61] [62].



Due to the requirement of light-weight, high-strength properties, the research of
postbuckling of composite cylindrical shells became a hot topic. Tennyson and Muggeridge
[63] [64] are the first to investigate the buckling of imperfect anisotropic laminated
cylindrical shells. Many researchers followed their study, and extend it to more complicate
situations. Shen [65] [66] [67] [68] [69] has presented many results of postbuckling of
laminated cylindrical shells using boundary layer theory. People can found many results for

buckling of thick laminated cylindrical shells in a complete review by Simitses [70].

Because of the power of commercial finite element software, people start to use these
software to solve many complex imperfection sensitivity problems of cylindrical shells. For
example the imperfection caused by single or multy perturbation load [71] [72] [73] and
stochastic imperfection [74] [75] [76]. Although the finite element method can achieve a

relatively high accuracy, it costs much more time than the asymptotic method.



1.1.2  Motivation

Hui and Chen [77] and Hui [78] showed that the well-known Koiter’s [30] General
Theory of Elastic Stability of 1945 can be significantly improved by evaluating the
postbuckling b coefficient (as first defined by Budiansky and Hutchinson [79] in 1966) at the
actual applied load, rather than at the classical buckling load. The reason for such significant
improvement in predicting the imperfection sensitivity is that, for an imperfection-sensitive
structure, the slope of the buckling load versus imperfection amplitude curve approaches
negative “infinity” as the imperfection amplitude approaches to zero. Thus, for “finite”
amplitude of the geometric imperfection, the applied load is significantly lower than the
classical buckling load, causing significant overestimation of imperfection using Koiter’s
General theory of 1945. Such improved theory was demonstrated to be (1) very simple to
apply with no tedious algebra, (2) significant reduction in imperfection sensitivity and (3)
although it is still asymptotically valid, there exists a significant extension of the range of
validity involving larger imperfection amplitudes. Strictly speaking, Koiter’s theory of 1945
is valid only for vanishingly small imperfection amplitudes. Hence such improved method is

termed as Hui’s Postbuckling method.

But does the improved method also work for closed cylindrical shell? What is the range
of validity of the improved method? These questions must be answered before this method
can be used in practical. This is the major motivation for this thesis. In this thesis, we will use
the Hui's postbuckling method to analyze the postbuckling and imperfection sensitivity of

different kinds of cylinders to demonstrate this method works for closed cylindrical shell. We



will also compare the result with finite element result and determine the valid region of the
improved method. The other motivation is: nowadays, people usually use the finite element
method to solve such problems. Despite this method is very accurate, it is computationally
expensive. The traditional asymptotic method is much faster, about 20 times faster than the
finite element approach. Also, the commercial software is very expensive compared with
Hui's postbuckling method which can be accessed by free codes. So this research can provide

a rough but fast and cheap way for the preliminary design.



1.2 Buckling and Postbuckling

1.2.1  Concept of Buckling and Postbuckling

In mechanical point of view, buckling is a disproportionate increase in displacement
resulting from a small increase in load, which is characterized by mathematical instability,
leading to a failure mode. The buckling is caused by a bifurcation in the solution to the
equations of the equilibrium path. At that point, further load can be sustained in either
undeformed state or laterally deformed state. This type of problems always can be
represented as an eigenvalue problem. Postbuckling is the behavior of the equilibrium path
for the laterally deformed state after the structure buckled. The equilibrium paths represent

configurations of equilibrium.

1.2.2  Imperfection

Imperfection denotes the shape difference between the ideal product and design. All the
products will have imperfections, since there are always manufacture residues. The
imperfection concept used in this thesis is defined to be lateral displacements occurred before
the closed cylindrical shell sustains the applied load. The imperfection can be separated into
three kinds of categories, (1) imperfection which is identical to the buckling mode. (2)
Imperfection caused by other load [71] [72] [73]. (3) Stochastic imperfection [74] [75] [76]
[80]. The imperfection which is identical to the buckling mode is easy to be applied to the
equation, but this type of imperfection is hard to approach from the experiment. Also, this

type of imperfection is the worst case imperfection which should have the lowest buckling



load compared with the other imperfection types with the same amplitude. The imperfection
caused by other loads is more practical. For example, a small lateral perturbation load
presents on the cylinder under compression. The imperfection will concentrate on where the
lateral load applied. The stochastic imperfection is also practical, especially for the
manufacturing. The product always has small stochastic imperfections due to the residues.
The imperfection we are using in this thesis is identical to the first buckling mode, which is
also the restriction to both Koiter's General postbuckling theory and Hui's postbuckling

method.

1.2.3 Imperfection Sensitivity

Imperfection sensitivity is a property which denotes the stability behavior of the
structure. If the buckling load of the structure decreases when it has imperfection, we call this
structure is imperfection sensitive (unstable). If the buckling load do not change with the
imperfection, we call this structure is imperfection insensitive (stable). Usually, for
imperfection sensitive structure, we characterize the sensitivity by the knock down factor
(KDF) which is the buckling load of imperfect system divided by the buckling load of perfect
system. We can analyze the imperfection behavior of the structure by calculating KDFs for
finite number of imperfections and then we can create the curve called knock down curve

(KDC). This curve is essential to the imperfection sensitive analysis.



1.3 Koiter's General Stability Theory

1.3.1 Background

Koiter is the first one to show that the imperfection-sensitivity of a structure is
determined by its initial postbuckling behavior. He used an asymptotic approach to
characterize the total buckling behavior into the combination of prebuckling, buckling and
initial postbuckling behavior by a single parameter called b coefficient. He also found the
relation between the buckling load and imperfection, which is asymptotically valid for small
imperfections. But his theory is not well known until his thesis was translated into English in
1967 [30]. After that, lots of researchers have published many papers based on his theory [81]
[40] [82] [83] [84]. The original notation in Koiter's thesis is a little bit hard to understand
and fortunately, Budiansky [81] has reformulated with the notation which is more commonly

used.



1.3.2 Limitation of Koiter's General Stability Theory

Koiter's general postbuckling theory is using an asymptotic perturbation approach, but
there are some limitations (or assumption) for this theory. First, the general theory assumes
that the deformation of the structure in the prebuckling state is neglectable, and this limitation
was later removed by Fitch [85]. Second, it assumes that the shape of imperfection of the
structure should be identical to the buckling mode. Third, the Koiter's general postbuckling
theory is only valid for sufficiently small imperfection amplitude, which is less than 10
percent of the skin thickness. It is called the immediate postbuckling and this is pointed out
by Koiter and Pignataro [86] in the case of simultaneous buckling mode interaction of

integrally stiffened flat plates under compression.
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1.3.3  Derive Equations for Koiter's Postbuckling theory

In order to make this thesis more self-contained, and provide a convenient compendium
formulas for future use, in this section, we will briefly introduce the Koiter's [30] general
stability theory, following by Budiansky's [81] reformulation. Here we will derive the
postbuckling formula for cylindrical shell as an example. This will be clearer to understand.

The first variation of potential energy for a cylindrical shell can be,

OP.E.= j(M(SK + N8¢&)dS (1.1)
S
Where
M, —D(W,xx+ vW,yy )
M = My = |=D(W,yy+ vW xx ) (1.2)
My, —D(1 —v)W xy

Kx _W'XX
K = Ky = _W,yy (13)
2Kyy —2W ,xy
1
ez[fylz w1 (1.4)
ZSxy V'Y+E+§W'Y

Uy+V,x+W,x W,y

N, C(ex + vey)
N =[Ny |=]|c(e, +vey) (1.5)
Ny C(1—v)ey,
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We can also write the stress-resultants in terms of an Airy stress function as,
N, F,y
N=|Ny|=|F,y (1.6)
N, —F oy
The calculus of variations then leads to the equilibrium equations

F'xx

D (W'xxxx+ 2Wixyy + Wyyyy ) + R Fryy Woxx
(1.7)
- F,xx W,yy‘l‘ ZFJXY W'XY = —P
where P is the external (inward) pressure.
With the equation (1.4) and (1.5) we can get the compatibility equation as,
1 W ,xx
— (Foxxxxt+ 2F xxyy+ Foyyyy) ———
Eh R (1.8)

= (W:XY )2 —Woxx W,yy

The equilibrium and compatibility equations (1.7) and (1.8) are the famous Karman-Donnell

equations.

Now we will assume that the applied load is in prebuckling state which is governed by
the linear theory. If A denotes a scalar measure of the magnitude of the external loading, it

can be represented as,
12



SP.E.= 1 f NybedS
S

Where
N 0x
NO = /1 NOy
N Oxy
ex U’X
e = [ €y | = V,y ]
2exy Uy+V,x
Then the equation (1.1) can be written as,
M, 1" [ 6K, N, 1 [ ey

j M, | | 5k, |+|N,| | de,
S| [Mey| |26Key] [Ny [26€s,
_Nx T
+ | Ny
_ny

W,y W,y

W,x 6W ,x
[ras
W}X 5W,y+ W,y 5W:X

T
NOx

€x
=/1f NOy [ ey ]dS
S NOxy zexV

(1.9

(1.10)

(1.11)

(1.12)

The e is the linear part of . Now suppose that a bifurcation of the equilibrium state can

occur at the critical load A, then we can write the expansion
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OZ og oQ
=z ¥ <
Ndj I\)Z mg I\)Q

+
[T
<

+ £ +... (1.13)

o o
~ X

o

e

—_

am AR R M= EQ
i
o
5

where 1 = A, as & = 0, the first, second and third column on the right hand side of the
above equation represent the prebuckling mode, classical buckling mode and initial
postbuckling mode respectively, ¢ can be represented as the contribution of classical

buckling mode to the initial postbuckling state.

With equation (1.4), (1.11) and (1.13) we can derive the relation as follow,

€ox €ox
[ €0y ]= [ €oy ] (1.14)
2805y 2e0xy
€1x €1x
[ €1y ]: [ €1y ] (1.15)
281y 2e1xy
E2x exx + Wik
[ €2y ] = ey + Wb (1.16)
2&3xy 2esxy + Wi,x Wy
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€3x esx + Wix W x
833’ = e3y + Wl)Y WZ;Y
28375}/ 2e3xy

+ Wy, x Wo,y+ Wi,y Woox

Substitute equation (1.13) into equation (1.12), we can get,

Mlx r 5Kx le r
Mly 5Ky + le
s Mlxy 25ny ley

de,
de,,
26eyy

NOX erX 6W;X
+ /1 NOy [ WllY 6W,y ] dS
Noxy WllX 5W,y+ Wl,y SW'X

MZx-T (SKx NZx T
+ ¢ M, SKy |+ | N2y

S [Mary| |26Ky| | Noxy| |2
T
NOX [ WZ;X SW’X
+( A NOy Wy,y W,y
NOxy _WZ,X 5W;Y+ WZ;Y 5W;X
T
le erX 6W;X
+ [ Niy [ Wiy 6W,y
ley Wl'X 5W,y+ Wl'Y (SW,X_

M3x r aKx N3x_T
+¢? M3,y 6Ky |+ | Nay

S| Msxy| [20Ky, Ngxy_
NOX W3IX 5W}X
+ /1 NOy [ W3,y 6W,y
NOxy W3)X 5W;Y+ W3;Y 5W;X
r 1T
le [ WZJX 6W:X
+ [ Niy Wa,y W,y
_ley_ -WZ'X 5W,y+ WZ)Y 5W,X_
r 1T
NZx [ erX 5W;X
+ NZy WllY 5W,y

_Nny_ -WllX 5W,y+ Wl'Y 5W,X_

15

de,
de,,
beyy

|

ds

de,
de,
26eyy

dS+ =0

(1.17)

(1.18)



By letting ¢ — 0, we can get a variation equation for the buckling state which is,

My, 1" [ 6K, N 1'[ Se,

Mly 5Ky + le 56)/

S ([ Mixy| [26Key| |Nixy| [26ex,
(1.19)

+/1C NOy WllY 6W,Y dS = 0

T
NOX [ WllX 6W:X
NOxy Wl)X 5W;Y+ Wl)Y 5W;X

and a consequence of this relation is the "energy" equation

T T

Mlx le le €1x
Mly Kly + le [ €1y ] ds
S Mlxy 2K1xy ley Zele
(1.20)

By applying the orthogonality condition,

Kix | Ny ’ Cix
j Mly Kiy + le [ Ciy ] ds
S Mlxy 2Kixy_ ley zeix)’
(1.21)
NOX W1;X Wi)X
= _ch Noy Wiy Wiy ] dS =0
S{|Noxy| Wi,x Wiy+ Wiy Wix

For i > 1, the reason for i # 1 is because the buckling mode is not possible to be
orthogonal to itself.
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Note that from the equations (1.2) to (1.5), we can get the following symmetric relation,

Mix r K]x ] [ A/[]x ! Kix
M;, K; = | M;, K;
Mixy| [2Kjxy| [Mjxy| |2Kixy
Nix T Ejx [ N]x r Eix
Ny, gy | =|Njy Eiy ]
Nixy| 28xy] | Njyy| [2€ixy

For all i and j. With the use of equations (1.19) to (1.21), and choose

oU U,
oV | = V1
ow 74

The equation (1.18) then gives,

+ — 1y Wl:%’ as
2
ley 2W1'X WllY
i T
Nix Wi,x Wa,x
+ &2 j 2| Ny [ Wiy Way
SU | Nixy| Wix Woy+ Wiy Wk

T -
NZx Wll?(
+ | N2y W, dS+--=0
Nny _2W1JX W1;Y
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(1.23)

(1.24)

(1.25)



Then we can write the above equation as,

A
A—=1+a§+b§2+---

(1.26)
(o
Where,
3 ( le ’ W1,§(
a=—ﬁ j< le Wl:%’ as
“\"S \ Nixy| [2Wy,x Wiy
(1.27)
-NOx ’ Wp?{ )
= f NOy Wlx% >dS
S| [Noxy| [2Wy,x Wh,y )

1T
1 Nix Wi,x Wa,x
b = - j 2 le [ Wl)Y WZIY
A S

Nixy| Wi,x Woy+ Wiy Wax
T -
NZx Wll?(
+ NZy Wl:%’ as

(1.28)

The coefficient a depends only on W, and Fj, and vanishes if the postbuckling behavior is
independent of the sign of the buckling mode. When a = 0, the initial postbuckling behavior

only depends on b, which requires the determination of W, and F,,,,.

When a =0 and b < 0, the structure is unstable and imperfection-sensitive. This can

be demonstrated by the repetition of the above analysis, with equation (1.4) changing to,

18



1 ~
£, [ ex+§W,§+ W.x W.x }
e=| & |= 1 - (1.29)
|:2£xy] l ey + E W,12/+ W,y W,y J
exy + Wx Wyt (W,x Wy+ W,y W,x)

where W is the initial normal displacement for the imperfection. Let W = uW,. The

expension form can be rewrote as,

HEHRES

W, ] w
(R)) 2| e
+ ué + ué +... (1.30)
|:F(1,1) i |:F(2,1):|
+ /125 ‘/I/(I»Z) + ﬂ2§2 VV(Z,Z) +..
F(l,z) ] F(2,2)

where limg_,0 [limu_,0 A] = A, but limg_,0 A =0 when u # 0. Consequently we can get,

12 2 4 bed 4o = 2 131
( —Z)§+af +BE 4=t (1.31)

for a = 0, the equilibrium path will be,

(1 /1) + bé3 = A 1.32
7 §+bs” = K (1.32)
Figure 1.1 shows the sketches of A/A. vs. & given by equation (1.32) with a =0 and

b<O0 for u=0 and u # 0.
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Let A; be the buckling load of the imperfect system, and Koiter first showed for

negative b coefficient,

_ 2v=3b[1 = (Ai/A) P2

3(Ai/Ac) (139

Figure 1.2 shows the knock down curve for various b coefficients by equation (1.33).
The above equation can produce the knock down curve which is valid for the

imperfection amplitude up to few percent of the skin thickness. It can also be called as initial

postbuckling region.
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1.4 Different Kinds of Cylindrical shell Problems

1.4.1 Introduction to Unstiffened Cylinder under axial compression

For unstiffened cylinder with isotropic homogeneous material, many studies showed that
the postbuckling behavior of cylindrical shells is determined by the magnitude of loads
associated with buckle of finite depth. They find that the post buckling loads evaluated by
approximate energy methods are usually smaller than the classical buckling load.
Occasionally, similar approach has also been used in cylinders with imperfection. The perfect
and imperfect circular cylinder under torsion has been studied in this way by Loo [25] and
Nash [87]. Koiter is the first to present a different approach which determines the initial
postbuckling behavior using an asymptotic approximation of the displacement and the stress
function. It changes the nonlinear Donnell type PDE (partial differential equation) into a
linear ODE (ordinary differential equation) sets. Then it requires only solving the linear
problems to find out the stability immediately after buckling. The analysis in this thesis is
based on the work of Budiansky [81] who presented an initial postbuckling behavior of
isotropic homogeneous cylindrical shells under torsion by using Koiter's general postbuckling
theory. In this study, we consider the unstiffened closed cylindrical shell under axial
compression using Hui's postbuckling method, and compare the result with Koiter's general

theory and finite element result. The finite element result is generated by ABAQUS.
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1.4.2 Introduction to Laminate Cylinder

The cross-ply cylindrical shell is introduced here since there is extensively use of
light-weight composite materials in modern industry such as aviation, aerospace, and navel.
So the buckling and postbuckling of laminated cylindrical shells is very important. Lots of
papers were published in this area. Such as: Booton [88] which considered the effects of
axisymmetric geometric imperfection on torsional or combined-load buckling of laminated
cylindrical shells; Hui [82] which consider the asymmetric postbuckling behavior of
symmetrically laminated cylindrical panel; Hui and Du [89] which present the postbuckling
study on antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical shells under torsion. People also can found more
articles in this area in the review articles by Tennyson [90] and Simitses [70]. But none of
these papers were using the Hui's postbuckling method to evaluate the postbuckling behavior.
The study in this thesis is to exam the imperfection sensitivity behavior of antisymmetric
cross-play laminated cylindrical shells under axial compression using the Hui's postbuckling
theory. This study is based on the work of Hui and Du [89], but in here the external load is
axial compression, and some of the results are reproduced to confirm the MATLAB program
is right. The postbuckling behavior and imperfection sensitivity behavior of antisymmetric
cross-ply cylindrical shells under axial compression is evaluated using both Koiter's general
theory and Hui's postbuckling method. Also the results are compared with the finite element

result by ABAQUS.
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1.4.3 Introduction to Stringer/Ring Stiffened Cylinder

Isotropic homogeneous closed cylindrical shells are often reinforced by stiffeners, such
as stringers (axially) and/or ring (circumferentially), in order to satisfy the light-weight
requirements of these structures. These stiffened cylindrical shells are frequently used as
load-carrying structures such as aircraft fuselages and submarines. These structures are
designed to withstand external loads like axial compression, lateral-hydrostatic pressure and
torsion. After Van der Neut [91] observed that the buckling load of an outside stringer
stiffened cylinder under axial compression is much higher than the buckling load of an
unstiffened cylinder, the stiffened cylinder has been extensively researched. Hedgepeth and
Hall [92] presented an extensive study of the eccentricity of the stringers effects on axial
buckling. Baruch and Singer [93] have investigated the buckling of stiffened cylindrical
shells under hydrostatic pressure. Hui [94] has presented the interaction between local and
overall buckling modes in axially stiffened cylindrical shells. These studies were based on
linear buckling theory, which is called classical buckling. The imperfection sensitivity study
of stiffened cylindrical shells under axial compression was presented by Hutchinson and
Amazigo [40], by using the Koiter's general stability theory. In this thesis, we are focusing on
the analysis of isotropic homogeneous stiffened cylindrical shells under axial compression
which is based on the result presented by Hutchinson and Amazigo [40]. In this study, some
results of Hutchinson and Amazigo [40] were reproduced for comparison purpose. We also
apply the Hui's postbuckling method to the same problem and do a parameter variation

analysis on stringer or ring stiffened cylindrical shells under torsion.
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1.5 Finite element method

1.5.1 Introduction to finite element method

The finite element method (FEM) is a numerical technique for finding approximate
solutions to boundary value problems for differential equations. It uses variational methods
(the calculus of variations) to minimize an error function and produce a stable solution.
Analogous to the idea that connecting many tiny straight lines can approximate a larger circle,
FEM encompasses all the methods for connecting many simple element equations over many
small subdomains, named finite elements, to approximate a more complex equation over a
larger domain. The finite element method is treated as the most accurate way to do the
structure analysis, but it is not computational efficient. Usually it needs lots of computational
resources and time to calculate the results. In this research we use the commercial finite

element software ABAQUS to calculate the results as a comparison.

1.5.2  Element selection in ABAQUS

The shell element used in ABAQUS is S8R5. In ABAQUS documentation, S8R5 is said
to be a thin conventional shell element in ABAQUS, which imposes the Kirchhoff constraint.
It works for the shell which thickness is less than 1/15 characteristic length. So this element is
ideal to this research since the Donnell type governing equation we used in Koiter’s theory
and Hui’s method are also using the Kirchhoff assumption and also only valid for thin shells.
The Kirchhoff assumption is: (1) Normals to the undeformed middle plane are assumed to
remain straight, normal, and inextensional during the deformation, so that the transverse
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normal and shearing strains may be neglected in deriving the shell kinematic relations; (2)
Transverse normal stresses are assumed to be small compared with the other normal stress

components, so that they may be neglected in the stress-strain relations.

1.5.3  Procedure for the ABAQUS simulation

In ABAQUS simulation, we do the Eigen-buckling first to get the imperfection shape,
and apply the first buckling mode shape to a perfect cylinder as an imperfection, and then do
the postbuckling analysis which is a general static process. For Eigen-buckling analysis, we
are using Lanczos method to get the eigenvalues. For the postbuckling analysis, ABAQUS
uses Newton's method to solve the nonlinear equilibrium equations. Newton's method has a
finite radius of convergence. Too large an increment can prevent any solution from being
obtained because the initial state is too far away from the equilibrium state that is being
sought—it is outside the radius of convergence. Since the buckling analysis always has a
large negative increment of load when the structure buckles, so we need a small damping
factor in postbuckling analysis to let ABAQUS can overcome this sudden drop. Usually we
set the damping factor as 10E-9 to 10E-10, to prevent an inaccurate result.

In order to get the most accurate result using the minimum computational resource, we
are always checking the mesh convergence first. Figure 1.3 shows the buckling load versus
Degree of freedom (DOF) result. Concerning about the computational efficiency, we choose

the DOF around 67000 in this research.
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Figure 1.3 Buckling load versus DOF
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1.6 Outline of the Thesis

In this thesis, we will first briefly mention about the general Koiter's theory, and then
introduce the Hui's postbuckling method. Then we will evaluate the postbuckling behavior
and imperfection sensitivity for unstiffened cylinders using Hui's postbuckling method, and
compare it with Koiter's general theory and ABAQUS simulation results. After that we will
evaluate the postbuckling behavior and imperfection sensitivity for antisymmetric cross-ply
laminated cylindrical shells under axial compression using Hui's postbuckling method. Later
we will compare with Koiter's general theory and ABAQUS simulation results. Finally, we
will evaluate the postbuckling and imperfection sensitivity of stringer/ring stiffened
cylindrical shells under both axial compression and torsion using Hui's postbuckling method
with some parameter variation. All the curves plotted in this thesis are curve fitted by

B-Phline technique except the knock down curves.
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CHAPTER 2

HUI'S POSTBUCKLING METHOD

2.1 Introduction

2.1.1 Background

In order to extent the valid range of the Koiter's theory, we need to introduce some
modification in this theory. This idea was motivated by Koiter's remarks, which means the
general theory of elastic stability can be improved. Koiter [95] [96] pointed out a suggestion
that, "A better accuracy, however, may be achieved for larger values of |A; — 1| and |A —1],
if each of the coefficients C; and C, (which is the b coefficient defined by Budiansky and
Hutchison [79]) is evaluated at the actual load factor A, although we are unable to estimate
the extended range of validity; we recommend to evaluate both C; and C, at the actual
values of the load factor in a systematic numerical evaluation of the theory". But he never
thoroughly investigated in this idea. From the above Koiter's notation, there is a possibility to
improve valid range of the Koiter's general postbuckling theory. Although there are lots of
paper's published on imperfection-sensitivity of structures such as Budiansky [81],
Hutchinson and Amazigo [40], Citerley [60] [97] [98] [99], Hui [83] [84] [100], Hui and Du
[89] [101], they were using the Koiter's general theory. Hui and Chen [77] and Hui [78] were
the first to thoroughly investigate the idea and apply it to the imperfection sensitivity analysis.
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Only these 2 papers involve the calculations of the postbuckling coefficients at the actual load.
Hui [78] used the actual load to calculate the postbuckling coefficient of infinite beams. Hui
and Chen [77] evaluated the imperfection sensitivity of the cylindrical panels under actual
load. So we can call this method as 'Hui's postbuckling method' or 'Improved Koiter's
postbuckling theory". But no literatures were found to evaluate the imperfection sensitivity of
closed cylindrical shells under actual load and also this improved method was not verified by
other methods. This thesis is the first one to apply the Hui's postbuckling method to different
kinds of cylinders. Also, this is the first time to verify the result of Hui's postbuckling method

by the finite element result using commercial software ABAQUS.

2.1.2  Brief introduction to the idea of Hui’s postbuckling method
In Koiter’s general theory, the b coefficient is evaluated at the critical buckling load. The

following equation shows the idea of Koiter’s theory,

PEkoiter(1) = go(1) + Acg1 (1) 2.1)

We can see, this idea only works when the imperfection u is close to zero, since A,
changes a lot when u is away from zero. That’s why Koiter’s theory only works when the
imperfection is very small. Hui’s method is to improve the valid region of Koiter’s theory to
make this theory more practical. It evaluates the potential energy at the actual applied load
rather than the critical buckling load. So Hui’s method changes the equation (2.1) into the
following explanation.

PEpui() = go(1) + A g1 (W) (2.2)
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When u is close to zero, PEy,;(it) = PEgyiter(it). But when p is away from zero,

PE},; (1) is more accurate than PEy,;tor () since A changes very fast when u is small.

2.1.3 Advantages and Limitations of Hui's postbuckling Method

There are three advantages of Hui's postbuckling method, (1) compared with Koiter's
general postbuckling theory, Hui's postbuckling method significantly increases the valid
region. (2) It predicts the imperfection sensitivity more accurately than Koiter's general
postbuckling theory. (3) Although the finite element simulation is the most accurate method,
Hui's postbuckling method is much faster than finite element method.

But there are also some limitations which we need to notice, (1) Like the Koiter's
general theory, the imperfection must be identical to the buckling mode. (2) It is only valid to

thin wall structures.
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2.2 Details of Applying Hui's Postbuckling Method

2.2.1 Methodology

The studies in this thesis are based on a solution of the Donnell-type nonlinear
equilibrium and compatibility equations using Hui's postbuckling method. The nonlinear
PDEs are reduced to sets of linear ODEs by using the Koiter-type perturbation method
asymptotically corresponding to the buckling and initial-postbuckling regimes. These ODEs
discretized by using a central finite difference scheme (see APPENDIX A). The resulting
eigenvalue problem and the postbuckling coefficients are calculated out by using MATLAB
program developed by ourselves. Special care is taken to ensure that, first, the differential
equations for the second-order problems are solved by retaining the actual value of the
applied load rather than classical buckling load, second, the value of first order displacement
and stress function are modified with respect to the rate of the actual value of the applied load
and classical buckling load, third, the postbuckling coefficient is also evaluated at the actual
applied load. This procedure is call the Hui's postbuckling method, and will yield the
improved postbuckling b coefficient as a function of the applied load. The improved
imperfection sensitivity curve is fitted by the least square method between 0 and 0.25 times
of the shell thickness in order to yield the improved postbuckling coefficient. The finite
element result is reached by commercial software ABAQUS. The imperfection limit is set to
be one shell thickness. All the examples are using the clamp boundary condition for the

simplicity reason in finite element simulation in ABAQUS.
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2.2.2  General Steps
In this section, we will introduce the details in applying the Hui's postbuckling method

by using the Donnell type equilibrium equation and compatibility equation for the plates,

DWW, xxxx+ 2W xxyy+ W,yyyy )
= Fyyy W,xx+ Foxx W,yy— 2F , xy W xy (2.3)

+ P

1
Zh (Foxxxxt 2F xxyy+ Foyyyy)
2.4)

= (W:XY )2 —W,xx W,yy

where W is the out of plane displacement, F is the stress function, P is the out of plane

force.

According to Koiter's [30] theory of elastic stability, the total displacement and the total
stress function can be expressed as the sum of the prebuckling state, the buckling state and

the initial postbuckling state as follow,
W =W, + W + §Wy, (2.5)

F=F0+§FI+§2FH (26)

where ¢ is the amplitude of the buckling mode normalized with respect to the skin thickness.
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The followings are the general steps to apply the Hui's postbuckling method,

Step 1. Calculating the prebuckling state

WO = 0

0 = —Nox = —Fo,yy

p = —Noy = —Fo,xx 2.7
T= NOxy = —Fo,xy

where o, p and t are stress in X,y,z direction respectively before buckling.

Step 2. Calculating the classical buckling load (first order field)
Substituting the equation (2.5) to equation (2.3) and (2.4), collecting the terms which is

linear to ¢, then we can get the GDEs for the first order field,

DWWy xxxx+ 2Whxxyy+ Wiyyyy ) + oW, xx+ pW,yy
(2.8)
- ZTWJXY =0

Frxxxx+ 2F,xxyy+ Fryyyy = 0 (2.9)

By using the separable solution, we can change the above PDEs to ODE sets, and the
result will be an general eigenvalue problem (A — AB)x = 0. We can use a build in function
in MATLAB or Sifted Inverse Power Method (see APPENDIX B) to find the smallest real
positive eigenvalue and corresponding eigenvector. The eigenvalue we found is the classical
buckling load o, p., or 7.. The eigenvector is nomalized to make the largest out-of-plane

displacement of the buckling mode to be unity.
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Step 3. Calculate the initial postbuckling state (second order field)
Substituting the equation (2.5) to equation (2.3) and (2.4), collecting the terms which is

linear to &2, then we can get the GDEs for the second order field,

DWW xxxxt 2Winxxyy+ Winyyyy ) + 0cWipxx

+ pWinyy— 2T Winxy

(2.10)
= Fryy Wixx+ Frxx Wiyy
- 2FI;XY WI;XY
1
Eh (Finxxxxt 2Fixxyy+ Finyyyy )
(2.11)

= (WI'XY )2 — Wixx Whyy

By using the separable solution, we can change the above PDEs to ODE sets. Then we can

solve the second order field with enough boundary conditions.
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Step 4. Calculate the regular postbuckling b4 coefficient for the Koiter's general theory

using the following equation

breg = {2 j [Fr.xx Wiy Winy+ Fryy Wix Winx
S

= Fr,xy (Wpx Wiy + Wiy Wip,x )1dS
+ f[FII'XX WE v+ Fryy Wi
s

— 2F 1y Wiox Wiy ]dS} 2.12)

- {f [JCWIZ'Y+ chIZ'X
S

— 20, Wy Wiy ]dS}

Step 5. Define the actual load and actual first order field

We can get the actual applied load simply by the following relation,

(00 ParTa) = percent X (0., D¢ Te) (2.13)

Where the ‘percent’ is the rate between actual load and critical load. If b4 < 0, then

percent < 1,if br.4 > 0, then percent > 1
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Also the first order field is modified by the following relation,

(W,, F;) = percent x (W}, F)) (2.14)

The reason is when you calculating the second order field at the actual applied load, the

energy of first order field should also be changed by the actual load.

Step 6. Calculate the second order field under the actual applied load
We can solve the second order field again by changing the classical buckling load to

actual applied load,

DWWy xxxxt 2Winxxyy + Winyyyy ) + 0aWixx

+ PaWinyy— 2T, Wi xy

(2.15)
= Fryy Wixx+ Frxx Wiyy
- 2FI}XY VT/I'XY
Eh (Finxxxxt 2Fixxyy+ Finyyyy )
(2.16)

= (VT/I'XY )2 - WI;XX WI;YY

By using the separable solution, we can change the above PDEs to ODE sets. Then we can

solve the second order field with enough boundary conditions under actual applied load.
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Step 7. Calculate the postbuckling b coefficient under actual applied load
b coefficient also needs to be calculated under actual applied load, by applying the actual
applied load and second order field calculated in Step 6 and modifying first order field in the

following equation,

bg = {2 f [Frxx Wiy Winy+ Fryy Wix Winx
S
— Frxy (Wyx Wiy + Wry Wik )1dS
+ f[FII'XX WE v+ Fryy Wi
S
= 2Fnoxy Wik Wy 1} (2.17)
- {f [JaWIZ'Y+ paWIZ'X
S

- ZTQVT/IrX VT/I}Y ]dS}

Step 8. Calculate the actual imperfection and deflection

If breg < 0, then the structure is imperfection sensitive. We use the following equation

to calculate the actual imperfection,

_ 2y/=3b,[1 — percent |3/
B 3percent

(2.18)

Ha

where u, is the imperfection amplitude divide by the shell thickness. As we mentioned

above, percent = A,/A.. Where A, represents the actual applied load and A, represents
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the classical buckling load. We can see, if 4, = A, the imperfection is 0.

If breg > 0, then the structure is imperfection insensitive, we cannot use equation (2.11)
anymore. So we need to use the equation for the load deflection curve to calculate the actual

deflection as follow,

& = [(percent — 1) /b, 1°° (2.19)

where ¢ is the deflection amplitude divide by the shell thickness.

2.2.3  Algorithm for Getting The Improved Postbuckling b Coefficient

Now we can do the iteration to get the curves we want. Here is the algorithm,

i. Choose a step size n. For a better accuracy, always choose a small number, for
example n = 0.02.

ii. Let percent =1 to calculate out the by .

iii. If breg <0, let percentye,, = percentyq —n; if brg >0, let percenty,,, =
percent,;; + n. Use the percent,,, to calculate outthe b,, p, or &,.

iv. Repeat step iii, until the u, or §, reaches 25% of the shell thickness.

v. Use the least square curve fit to fit the y, or &, with equation (2.11) or (2.12)

respectively, then we can get by, for the Hui's postbuckling method.
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CHAPTER 3

IMPERFECTION SENSITIVITY OF UNSTIFFENED
CYLINDER UNDER AXTAL COMPRESSION USING HUI'S
POSTBUCKLING METHOD

3.1 Introduction

Here we are using the Hui's postbuckling method to analyze the postbuckling and
imperfection sensitivity behavior of unstiffened cylindrical shell under axial compression. We
will compare the solution of Hui’s postbuckling method with the Koiter's general
postbuckling theory and ABAQUS simulation results. This analysis is based on the work of
Budiansky [81], which presented an initial postbuckling behavior of isotropic homogeneous
cylindrical shells under torsion. The Donnell type non-linear partial differential equations of
the unstiffened cylindrical shell are reduced to a set of linear ordinary differential equations
corresponding to the buckling and initial-postbuckling regimes by using the separation of
variables technique employed by Budiansky [81]. These equations are discretized using a
central-finite difference scheme (see APPENDIX A). By applying the Hui's postbuckling
method, three special cares are taken, (i) the applied load in the differential equations of the
second order field is using the actual value of the applied load rather than the classical
buckling load, (ii) the value of first order displacement and stress function are modified with
respect to the rate of the actual value of the applied load and classical buckling load, (iii) The
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postbuckling coefficient is also evaluated at the actual applied load. The resulting knock
down curve is fitted by the least square curve fit technique for the imperfection amplitude

between 0 and 0.25 to get the improved postbuckling b coefficient.

3.2 Governing Equations and First Order Field

3.2.1 Governing Equations
The Donnell type governing PDEs of equilibrium and compatibility equations for an
unstiffened cylindrical shell in out-of-plane displacement and stress function are (Budiansky

[81D),

1
DWW ,xxxx+ 2W,xxyy+ Wyyyy ) + R F,xx
(3.1
= Fyyy W,xx+ Foxx W,yy— 2F , xy W xy

1 1
Eh (Foxxxx+ 2F xxyy+ Foyyyy ) — R W, xx
(3.2)

= (W:XY )2 —Woxx W,yy

where, W is the out-of-plane displacement, F is the stress function, X is the axial
coordinate, Y is the circumferential coordinate, R is the radius of the cylinder, h is the
skin thickness, E is the Young's modulus, D = Eh3/[12(1 — v?)] is the flexural rigidity,

v is the Poisson's ratio.
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3.2.2 Non-Dimensionalize

The following non-dimensional quantities are employed,

w=W/h, f=F/(ER®), (x,y) = (X,Y)/(RR)'/? (3.3)

Thus, the non-dimensional equilibrium and compatibility equations becomes,

1
PEYZ LY (W;xxxx-l' ZW'xxyy+ Wiyyyy ) t forxx
12(1 — v?) (3.4)
= Fryy Wixxt frax Wayy = 2f 1xy Woxy
f;xxxx+ zf;xxyy+ fryyyy_ W, xx
3.5)

= (W'xy )2 — Wixx Wiyy
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3.2.3 Equations for the First Order Field
According to Koiter's (1945) theory of elastic stability, the total displacement and the
total stress function can be expressed as the sum of the prebuckling state. The buckling state

and the initial postbuckling state are as follow,

w = w, + éw; + &2wyy
3.6)
f=fo+t&fi+&f

where, ¢ is the amplitude of the buckling mode normalized with respect to the skin
thickness. The prebuckling stress function can be expressed by the membrane stress

resultants as follow,

(o, b, T) = (_foiyy » —forxx s _fOrxy )
(3.7)

R
=T (—Nox,0,0)

Substituting w and f into the equation (3.4) and (3.5) and then collecting terms which

are linear in ¢. The equilibrium and compatibility equations for the buckling state are,

1
m (WIJxxxx+ ZWI'nyy+ eryyyy ) + fIJxx
(3.8)
+ oW, =0
foxxexxt 2fixxyyt froyyyy= Woxx = 0 3.9
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3.2.4 Solve the First Order Field

By the analysis of Budiansky (1967), the general solution of the buckling state can be

written in the following separable form,

w;(x,y) = we(x) cos(Ny) + ws(x)sin(Ny)

fiCx, ) = fe(x) cos(Ny) + f;(x)sin(Ny)

(3.10)

(3.11)

where, N =n(h/R)?, n is the number of circumferential full-waves. Substituting

w;(x,y) and f;(x,y) into the equation (3.8) and (3.9), and collecting the terms involving

cos(Ny) and sin(Ny) respectively, we can get the following ODEs,

1

m (Wc'xxxx_ 2N2W¢;xx+ N4Wc) + f;:;xx

+ OWeypx = 0

f;:rxxxx_ Zlvzf;:rxx-l' N4fc — Wexx =0

1

m (WS'xXxx_ 2N2Wc:xx+ N4Ws) + fooxx

+ OWg,0x =0

fsrxxxx_ Zlvzfsrxx-l' N4fs — Woxx =0
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For the simplicity of simulation in ABAQUS, the clamp boundary condition is applied to

both ends of the cylindrical shell,
W:W,X:U,YY:V,YZO atX=0and L (316)

For the axially immovable boundary condition U,yy (X = 0) = 0, it can be derived

from the following strain-displacement relationship,

w,
ZExJ”Y_ Eyx = U,yy— TX + W,X W,yy (3.17)

The above equation can be written in terms of w and f (using W,y (X = 0) = 0),
—foxxx x=0)+(-2- v)frxyy (x=0)=0 (3.13)
The circumferentially immovable boundary condition V,y (X = 0) = 0 can be derived
from V,y=¢, —-W/R—(1/2) W,y )2. Then the V,, (X =0) =0 boundary condition
becomes (using W(X =0) =0,W,, (X =0) = 0),

frxx (x=0) = vf,, (x=0)=0 (3.19)

The same equations are used for x = L/(Rh)?. To the buckling state, the equations for the
boundary conditions will be,
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We = Wy = Ws = We,p = 0 at x = 0 and L/(Rh)?

—ferxx (¢ = 0,L/(RR)?) + (2 + V)Nfe,x (x = 0,L/(RR)?) = 0

—forxx (06 = 0,L/(RW)?) + (2 + V)Nfs, (x = 0,L/(RR)?) = 0
(3.20)

ferrx (x = 0,L/(RR)?) + vN*f,(x = 0,L/(RR)*) = 0

fox (6 = 0,L/(RR)?) + vN°f;(x = 0,L/(Rh)*) = 0

The above four governing ODEs and eight boundary conditions are discretized using the
central finite difference scheme (see APPENDIX A). The resulting linear system of equations
becomes an eigenvalue problem, which can be solved by a build in function in MATLAB or
using the inversed power method (see APPENDIX B). The amplitude of the buckling state is
normalized by forcing the largest out-of-plane displacement of the buckling state to be unity,

which means [w,(x) + ws(x)]*/? = 1.
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3.3 Second Order Field And Postbuckling Coefficient

3.3.1 Equations for the Second Order Field
Substituting w and f into the equation (3.4) and (3.5) and then collecting terms which
are linear in &2, the equilibrium and compatibility equations for the initial postbuckling state

are,

1
12(1 —v?) (Wll'xxxx+ 2Winxxyy + W“’J’YJW) + fioxx

+ OaWilxx (321)

= fIryy Wiext fooxx Whyy— ZfI;xy Whxy

fII:xxxx+ zfllixxyy-}' fII;yyyy_ Wilxx
(3.22)

= (Wl'xy )2 — Wpxx Wpyy

where g, is the actual applied load.
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3.3.2 Solve the Second Order Field

It is clear that the solution for the second order field should be,

wy(x,y) = w*(x) + w,y(x) cos(2Ny)
(3.23)
+ wg(x)sin (2Ny)

firCe,y) = f7(x) + fa(x) cos(2Ny)
(3.24)

+ fz(x)sin (2Ny)

Then the second order field can be separated into two sets of ODEs. One is

[w*(x), f*(x)] and the other is [w,(x), wg(x), fa(x), f5(x)]. The first sets of ODEs is,

1
—_—w + [t ow®
12(1 — 2 IXXXX %X XX
( 3v2 (3.25)
= - 7 [st:s‘ + chc]'xx
NZ
[ oxxx— Whixx = T [Ws2 + Wc?]'xx (3.26)
The second sets of ODEs will be,
T 2
Ei, = 7 Wsrex fs = Werxx fo + Wsforxx— Wefernx
(3.27)

— 2Wgx forxt 2Weox forx )
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AT 2
Eiz = 7 [(Ws'x )2 - (Wc'x )2 — WsWg,xxt Wch:xx] (3.28)

NZ
Eips = — 7 Werxx fs + Worex fo + Wefsrex T Wsferxx
(3.29)
- 2Wcrx fsrx_ 2Ws;x f;:;x )
NZ
Eis = 7 (WeWgynex T WsWeyxx— 2Ws,x e,y ) (3.30)

where E;,, E;3, E14 and E;5 can be obtained from the left hand side of equations (3.12) to
(3.15) by replacing N, w,, wg, f., fs by 2N, wa, wg, fa, fg respectively. The boundary
conditions can also be obtained by following the above replacement of the boundary
condition equations in the first order field. Note that, the applied load used to calculate the
second order field should use the actual applied load rather than the classical buckling load.
Moreover, w,., wg, f., fs used in the second order field must be multiplied by the ratio of

actual load and applied load.
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3.3.3 Equations for the Postbuckling Coefficient

The postbuckling b coefficient evaluates the stability of the structures. If the b
coefficient is positive then the structure has a stable postbuckling behavior; if the b
coefficient is negative, the structure has an unstable postbuckling behavior. The imperfection
sensitivity is measured by the magnitude of the postbuckling b coefficient. The path of

equilibrium is formulated as,

Ai

A_c (3.31)

A
b§3+[1——]§=u

Ac
where, A; is the buckling load of the imperfect system, A. is the classical buckling load of
the perfect system, u is the imperfection amplitude normalized by the shell thickness. The

imperfection amplitude is related to the buckling load by the following formula (only for

b<0),

_ 2v=3b[1 - (/)PP

(3.32)
3(4i/1)
The formula of postbuckling b coefficient is (Budiansky (1967), Hui and Du (1987a)),
C; + G,
= (3.33)
| D |
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where,

Yo [ZH
¢, =2 j f {fl:yy Wi Winxt froxx Wiy Wiy
y=0Jx=0

= fixy (erx Wiyt Wiy Wiphx )}dxdy

Yo (ZH 2
G, = ] ] {Fivyy Wix )2 + fiix (WI'y )
=0

- 2flbxy Wix Why }dxdy

Yo (ZH
D, = j f (UaWIZ'x)dxdy

y=0Jx=0

(3.34)

(3.35)

(3.36)

In the above, y = 2rR/(Rh)'/? and the reduced-Batdorf parameter Z, = L/(Rh)/?.

Substituting the buckling state and the postbuckling state into the above formulas, and

integrating in the circumferential direction analytically, we can obtain,
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Zy
G, = NzyO f {W;:c (_fsWs;x_ chcrx)

x=0

1
+ E Wax (f:sWer_ fCWc:x )

1

- EWB;x (f:S‘WC!x-I_ fCWsrx )

= Wg o W = forx W)

+ W e We + fone W) -
W o W o W)

= W (o Wenrt fonx W)

— W,y (fsrx Ws + forx Wc)

1

- E Wax (f:s;x Wg — fc:x Wc)

1

- EWB'x (_f:s"x We — fc'x Ws)}dx

Zy

¢, = N2y, f (= Fal(Were )2 = (Were )?]
0

xX=

1
- szWs:x Wc'x+ Ef:;c (Wc? + Wsz)

1 1 (3.38)
+ ZfA'xx (Wsz - Wcz) - EfB'xx WsWc
+ fArx (WsWsrx_ WeWex )
- fBrx (Wchrx+ WsWe,x )}dx
— ZH 1
Dy = Nyy | 0l Were ) + (s )2l (3.39)
x=0

Note that, postbuckling b coefficient is also calculated by using the actual applied load

0,4, then the b coefficient should be a function of applied load numerically.
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3.4 Result and Discussion

3.4.1 Example Cases

In here, we are concentrating on demonstrating the improvement of the Hui's
postbuckling method by comparing it with the Koiter's general stability theory and ABAQUS
simulation. So, we will not do a complete parameter variation of the cylindrical shells. The
example problem is chosen to be unstiffened cylindrical shell made of Aluminum materials.
The material parameters are,

E =70GPa, v=0.33

For the simplicity of simulating in ABAQUS, the clamp boundary condition is applied to
both sides of the cylindrical shells,

W:W,X:U,YY:V,YZO atX =0and L

The geometry of the cylindrical shell can be represented by the reduced-Batdorf
parameter Zp, and four geometric cases are concerned here,

i. Medium cylinder: R = 30mm, L =50mm, h = 0.1mm,

ii. Longcylinder: R =30mm, L =100mm, h=0.1lmm,

iii. Short cylinder: R = 30mm, L =20mm, h=0.1mm,

iv. Large cylinder: R = 1736mm, L =7013mm, h = 50mm,
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3.4.2 How to Apply the Hui's Postbuckling Method to this Problem

The detail of calculating this problem by the Hui's postbuckling method will be
presented in here. The coupled ODEs are discretized in the axial direction using the central
finite difference method (see APPENDIX A). The boundary conditions at both ends are also
discretized in the same scheme. For a given wave number n, the smallest eigenvalue is found
by using the build-in function in MATLAB or inverse power method (see APPENDIX B).
Find the minimum eigenvalue through all possible wave numbers, and the resulting
eigenvalue and wave number are the classical buckling load A, and buckling mode
respectively. The actual applied load is defined to be some percent of classical buckling load,
such as from 100% to 20% of the classical buckling load A.. The actual applied load
Aqa = percent * A.. For the unstiffened cylinder we do not modify the first order field, which
is different from the General Steps we mentioned above. The equation (2.14) should be

changed to this,

(We, Ws, fo f5) = We, Ws, fo, f) (3.40)

where (W, W, f,, i) is the first order field under the actual applied load. This modification
only works for the unstiffened cylinder. For other types of cylinders, we still need to use
equation (2.14). Since the interaction between the buckling state and the postbuckling state is
very complicate, it is impossible to figure out the exact effect of the changes of applied load
to the first order field. But we can assume the influence in such way by empirical analysis. It
is easy to accept that if we decrease the applied load, it will also decrease the potential energy
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of the first order field. We are assuming this change is linear, so the amplitude of the first
order field will decrease by the same percent of the applied load. The second order field and
postbuckling b coefficient can be calculated out for each applied load. Then we can get the b
coefficient for each applied load. Use that b coefficient to calculate the normalized
imperfection amplitude p by using equation (3.32), in which we let A; = A,. Then we can
get the normalized imperfection amplitude for that applied load. By evaluating several
applied loads, we can get the knock down curve numerically. This means the b coefficient is a
function of applied load numerically. This curve can be called as the knock down curve of

Hui's postbuckling method.

In order to compare the Hui's postbuckling method with the Koiter's general theory, we
need to get a single b coefficient for Hui's postbuckling method. This is the reason for us to
do the least square curve fit. Fit the knock down curve of the Hui's postbuckling method
using equation (3.32) by the least square technique in the range of imperfection amplitude
form 0 to 25 percent of the shell thickness. One example is given in Figure 3.1. After we get
the improved b coefficient, we can use it to compare with the usual b coefficient calculated

by the Koiter's general postbuckling theory.
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Figure 3.1 Example for least-square curve fit through imperfection form 0 to 25% of shell
thickness
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3.4.3 Medium Length Cylinder

Figure 3.2 shows the Knock down curves for cylindrical shell under axial compression
at the reduced Batdorf parameter Zy = 28.8675 calculated by Hui's postbuckling method,
Koiter's general theory, curve fitting for improved b coefficient and the ABAQUS finite
element simulation respectively. In ABAQUS simulation, the geometric parameters are set as,

R=30mm, L=50mm, h=0.1mm
where R is the radius of the cylinder, L is the length of the cylinder, h is the shell
thickness of the cylinder. The geometric parameter shows this is a typical medium length
cylinder. The classical buckling load calculated by ABAQUS is 0.6137, compared with the
classical buckling load calculated by Koiter's theory which is 0.6124, there is less than 1%
error, which proved the program for Koiter's theory is right. From the figure, we can see that
the knock down curve of Hui's postbuckling method fits the ABAQUS result very well when
the imperfection is up to almost 30% of the shell thickness. Then it starts to diverge from the
ABAQUS result. Same phenomenon happens to the knock down curve created by the curve
fitting of improved b coefficient. In contrast, the knock down curve from the usual b
coefficient by Koiter's general stability theory only fits the ABAQUS result when the
imperfection is less than 5% of the shell thickness. So the valid region for Hui's postbuckling
method is 6 times more than Koiter's general theory. The improved b coefficient from curve
fitting of the knock down curve of Hui's postbuckling method is about -1.1385, but the usual
b coefficient computed from Koiter's general theory is about -7.9282. There is a significant
difference between these two b coefficients. The positive shifting from usual b coefficient to
improved b coefficient is almost 86%. This tells us, for the unstiffened cylinder with metallic
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material, the Koiter's general stability theory significantly overestimates the imperfection
sensitivity of the structure. The Koiter’s general theory is only valid when the imperfection is
few percentage of the total shell thickness. This is not practical for the real industry
application. For the Hui's postbuckling method, the valid region is increased up to the
imperfection around 30% of the shell thickness, and the improved b coefficient shows the
imperfection sensitivity is much lower than the Koiter's general stability theory. Compared
with the commercial finite element software ABAQUS, the Hui's postbuckling method also
has its own advantage. Although the result from ABAQUS is the most accurate one, it takes
more than 30 times of the time to compute the knock down curve than using the Hui's
postbuckling method. Furthermore, ABAQUS is an expensive commercial software, but
people can use any free programming language, such as Python or Fortran, to achieve the
Hui's postbuckling method. Also the result is good up to 30% imperfection of the shell
thickness, which is practical to the real industry. Here we need to note that although the Hui's
postbuckling method is more accurate than the Koiter's general stability theory, sometime it
may slightly underestimate the buckling load like in this example. So it is important to have
some proper safety factors taking into account when practically use it. From ABAQUS
simulation result, we can see the buckling load decreases very fast at first. It fits the result
from Hui's postbuckling method very well. In this region the imperfection is not that large
compared with the geometric size of the cylinder, so the physical behavior fits for the
Donnell type equations for the shells. After this region, the ABAQUS simulate curve starts to
diverge from the curve of Hui's postbuckling method, and even increases after the
imperfection goes to more than 50% of the shell thickness. This may be due to the
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imperfection is so large compared with the geometric of the structure, and it starts to deform
continuously which exceeds the valid region of the Donnell type equation. So there is no
buckling behavior in the valid region of the Donnell type governing deferential equations
(GDEs). This is the reason that the result starts to diverge from the Hui's postbuckling method.
The reason that the buckling load of ABAQUS simulation starts to increase after some
imperfection level may be that the deflection caused by the imperfection is so large which
may behave like stiffener. This means it changes the structure shape before buckling starts, so

the equations for the unstiffened cylinder are not valid any more.

60



1.1 T T T T T T T
1.0 4 ]
| —a&— abaqus 1
0.9 - ! - - - -Hui's method T
el N general Koiter b(usual)=-7.9282 ]

7] - curve-fit b(improve)=-1.1385
0.7 ]
o 064 ]
L |

° 054 ’
0] :
:
02 ]
0.1 i

T T T y T ' T ' ' ' ' ' '

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
n

Figure 3.2 Knock down curve for cylindrical shell under axial compression at the reduced
Batdorf parameter Zy = 28.8675 calculate by different method
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3.44 Long Cylinder

Figure 3.3 shows the Knock down curves for cylindrical shell under axial compression
at the reduced Batdorf parameter Zy = 57.7350 calculated by Hui's postbuckling method,
Koiter's general theory, curve fitting for improved b coefficient and the ABAQUS finite
element simulation, respectively. In ABAQUS simulation, the geometric parameter is set as,

R=30mm, L=100mm, h=0.1mm

The geometric parameter shows this is a long cylinder. The classical buckling load
(0.6118) calculated by ABAQUS is same with the classical buckling load calculated by
Koiter's theory which is also 0.6118. This proves the program for Koiter's theory is right. The
purpose to choose this example is to demonstrate the Hui's postbuckling method is also valid
for long cylinders. From the figure, we can see that the knock down curve of Hui's
postbuckling method fits the ABAQUS result very well when the imperfection is up to almost
30% of the shell thickness. After that it starts to diverge from the ABAQUS result. We can
also get the similar result for the knock down curve created by the curve fitting of improved b
coefficient. This result shows the similar properties to the middle length cylinder. Again, the
knock down curve from the usual b coefficient by Koiter's general stability theory only fits
the ABAQUS result when the imperfection is less than 5% of the shell thickness. So the valid
region of Hui's postbuckling method is 6 times more than Koiter's general theory, same as the
conclusion for the middle length cylinder. The improved b coefficient from curve fitting of
the knock down curve of Hui's postbuckling method is -1.0966, and the usual b coefficient
from the Koiter's general stability is -5.4185. We can see there is still a significant difference
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between the improved b coefficient and the usual b coefficient. The positive shifting from
usual b coefficient to improved b coefficient is about 80%. Again, this shows the Koiter's
general stability theory significantly overestimates the imperfection sensitivity of the
structures and it is also only valid when the imperfection is few percentage of the total shell
thickness. In this example, the knock down curve from Hui's postbuckling method fits even
better than the previous one in the valid region which has the imperfection up to 30% of the
shell thickness. There is no underestimate situation occurred in this example. This shows that
by changing the structure of the cylinder, the fitness will also change. We cannot guarantee
the Hui's postbuckling method is always under or overestimating the buckling load. So we

always need a safety factor to make sure it will not underestimate the buckling load.
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Figure 3.3 Knock down curve for cylindrical shell under axial compression at Zy =
57.7350 calculate by different method
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3.4.5 Short Cylinder

Figure 3.4 shows the Knock down curves for cylindrical shell under axial compression
at the reduced Batdorf parameter Zy = 11.5470 calculated by Hui's postbuckling method,
Koiter's general theory, curve fitting for improved b coefficient and the ABAQUS finite
element simulation, respectively. In ABAQUS simulation, the geometric parameter is set as,

R=30mm, L=20mm, h=0.1mm

The geometric parameter shows this is a short cylinder. The classical buckling load
calculated by ABAQUS is 0.6162, compared with the classical buckling load calculated by
Koiter's theory which is 0.6178, there is less than 1% error, which proves the program for
Koiter's theory is right. The purpose to choose this example is to demonstrate the Hui's
postbuckling method is also valid for short cylinders. From the figure, we can see that the
knock down curve calculated by Hui's postbuckling method fits the ABAQUS simulate result
quite well when the imperfection is up to 18% of the shell thickness. Although the valid
region decreases from 30% to 18% from above result, compared with the Koiter's general
theory which the valid region is when the imperfection less than 2% of the shell thickness, it
is still an significant improvement of valid region for Hui's postbuckling method. So the valid
region of Hui's postbuckling method is about 8 times more than Koiter's general theory for
this short cylinder. The improved b coefficient from curve fitting of the knock down curve of
Hui's postbuckling method is -1.0336, and the usual b coefficient from the Koiter's general
stability is -4.8179. We can see there is still a significant difference between the improved b
coefficient and the usual b coefficient. The positive shifting from usual b coefficient to
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improved b coefficient is about 79%, this shows the Koiter's general stability theory
significantly overestimates the imperfection sensitivity of the structures again. In this
example, we can see that the Hui's postbuckling method slightly overestimates the buckling
load at the imperfection region which is up to 4% of the shell thickness. And when the
imperfection is from 5% to 14% of the shell thickness, the Hui's postbuckling method slightly
underestimates the buckling load. This proves the conclusion we get from above example.
Although the Hui's postbuckling method is more accurate than Koiter's general theory, we
cannot guarantee the Hui's postbuckling method always under or overestimates the buckling
load. So we always need a safety factor to make sure it will not underestimate the buckling
load. This example also shows that the valid region for the Hui's postbuckling method is
changing case by case. In above cases the valid region is the imperfection up to 30% of the
total shell thickness, but in this case, the valid region is only 18% of the total shell thickness.
Depends on our experience, the valid region is always around the imperfection up to 20%-30%
of the shell thickness. So in practically use, we usually choose the result within the region
which the imperfection is up to 25% of the shell thickness, unless the finite element result is

available.
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Figure 3.4 Knock down curve for cylindrical shell under axial compression at Zy =
11.5470 calculate by different method
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3.4.6 Large Cylinder and Parameter Variation

Table 1 shows the improved b coefficient and usual b coefficient varying by the length
of cylinder with R = 30, h = 0.1. From the table we can see that the usual b coefficient is
very sensitive to the geometry of the cylinder. It goes from -5 to -13 and then to -5, the
variation is about 200% about its average. But the improved b coefficient is relatively
insensitive with the geometry of the cylinders. The variation is about 20% of its average. We
can also see that in the whole varying range of length, the Koiter's general theory is always

significantly overestimating the imperfection sensitivity of the structure.

L Zy b (improve) | b(usual)
20 | 11.5470 -1.03359 | -4.81794
30| 17.3205 -1. 1457 | -10. 5046

40 | 23.0940 -1.17314 | -13.5785
50 | 28.8675 -1. 13845 | -7.92821
60 | 34.6410 -1.21944 | -9.19678
70 | 40.4145 -0. 84459 | —6.92347
80 | 46.1880 -1.01253 | —5.33978
90 | 51.9615 -1. 04628 | -7.89774
100 | 57.7350 —-1. 09655 | -5.41846
Table 3.1 Improved b coefficient and usual b coefficient varying by the length of
cylinder with the following parameter fixed: R = 30,h = 0.1

Figure 3.5 shows the knock down curve of the large unstiffened cylindrical shell under
axial compression. Although its length is quite large, the reduced-Batdorf parameter Zy is
only 23.8037 because of the radius and shell thickness. The result shows that the improved
method also works for large cylinders, and the fitness is quite well up to 40% of the shell
thickness. Compared with the knock down curve by the Koiter's general theory, the valid

region for Hui’s postbuckling method is significantly increased. Also we can see the Koiter's
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general theory significantly overestimates the imperfection sensitivity of the structure by

comparing improved b coefficient and general b coefficient which are -1.1810 and -2.9568

respectively.
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Figure 3.5 Knock down curve for large cylindrical shell under axial compression calculate
by different method, Zy = 23.8037
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3.5 Conclusion

In this example, we successfully compared the Hui's postbuckling method with
ABAQUS simulation and Koiter's general theory by analyzing the postbuckling behavior and
imperfection sensitivity of different length of unstiffened cylindrical shell. The result shows
the valid region for Hui's postbuckling method is significantly increased compared with the
Koiter's general theory. The valid region for the Hui's postbuckling method is the
imperfection up to about 25% of the shell thickness. Also, the Koiter's general theory
significantly overestimates the imperfection sensitivity of the structures. More than 80%
positive shift of postbuckling b coefficient was found through all the cases. Even in a large
dimension case, the Hui's postbuckling method fits much better than Koiter's general theory
to the ABAQUS result. Although the ABAQUS result is the most accurate one, the time
consuming is at least 20 times more than that using Hui's postbuckling method. Furthermore,
ABAQUS is also an expensive commercial software. But there will be no cost if we calculate
by Hui's postbuckling method using free programming language. We should note that the
valid region of Hui's postbuckling method is varying case by case. Sometimes it will slightly
underestimate the buckling load. So it is good to have some safety factor which can overcome
this situation. Overall, Hui's postbuckling method significantly improves the valid region of

Koiter's general theory, so that it is more practical to be used in the real industry.
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CHAPTER 4

IMPERFECTION SENSITIVITY OF ANTISYMMETRIC
CROSS-PLY CYLINDER UNDER COMPRESSION USING
HUI'S POSTBUCKLING MEHOD

4.1 Introduction

Here we are using the Hui's postbuckling method to analyze the postbuckling and
imperfection sensitivity of cylindrical shell under axial compression and compare the solution
with the Koiter's general postbuckling theory and ABAQUS simulation result. This analysis
is based on the work of Hui and Du [89], which presents the initial postbuckling behavior of
imperfect, antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical shells under torsion. In here, the applied load
is changed to axial compression to fit the consistence of the thesis. The Donnell type
non-linear partial differential equilibrium and compatibility equations of a cylindrical shell
are reduced to sets of linear ordinary differential equations corresponding to the buckling and
initial-postbuckling regimes by using the separation of variables technique employed by
Budiansky [81]. These equations are discretized using a central-finite difference scheme (See
APPENDIX A). By applying the Hui's postbuckling method, three special cares are taken, (i)
the applied load in the differential equations of the second order field are using the actual
value of the applied load rather than the classical buckling load, (ii) the value of first order
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displacement and stress function are modified with respect to the rate of the actual value of
the applied load and classical buckling load, (iii) The postbuckling coefficient is also
evaluated at the actual applied load. The resulting knock down curve is fitted by the least
square curve fit technique for the imperfection amplitude between 0 and 0.25 to get the

improved postbuckling coefficient.
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4.2 Governing Equations and First Order Field

4.2.1 Governing Equations

The governing differential equations for the initial postbuckling of imperfect
antisymmetric cross-ply laminate cylindrical shell are nonlinear Donnell type equilibrium and
compatibility equations, written in terms of the out-of-plane displacement W and the stress

function F, which are (see Hui and Du [89]),

1
Ly (W) + Ly(F) + 2 Py
“4.1)
= F,xx Wyy+ Foyy W,xx— 2F , xy W, xy

1
Ly(F) — Ly(W) — EW'XX = (W xy )? — W.xx Wyy (4.2)
where X and Y are axial and circumferential coordinates respectively, R is the radius of

the cylindrical shell, The forth order differential operators Lj(), Lz() and Lp() are

defined by Tennyson et al. [63] [102].
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4.2.2 Non-Dimensionalize

Apply the following non-dimensional quantities to equation (4.1) and (4.2),

XY
W
Y=
F 4.3)
f=%73
E;h
(ai]-, bi]', dl’j = (Ezh)Aij;T, E
The non-dimensional equilibrium and compatibility equations become,
Law) + Ly, (f) + frxx
4.4)
= frxx Wayyt fryy Wixx— 2f1xy Wixy
* * 2
Lo(f) = LyW) = Wor = (fixy ) = Warx Wiy (4.5)
The non-dimensional differential operators then become (Hui and Du [89]),
La() = a;z( )rxxxext (261;2 + a26)( );xxyy
+ ail( );yyyy_ Zaﬁs( )rxxxy (4-6)

- 2aI6( )rxyyy
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Ly () = ba1 Ot (b11 + b2z = 2bge) Ooxxyy
+ b1, Oryyyy+ (2b36 = bs1) ) rxxxy (4.7)
— (2bis = bs2) Oxyyy

La() = di1 Ovexxt 2(d12 + 2dge) Ooxxyy
+d22Dryyyyt+ 4di6(rxxxy (4.8)

+ 4d;6( )'xyyy

4.2.3 Equations for the First Order Field
Following the analysis of Koiter's [30] theory of elastic stability, the out-of-plane
displacement and the stress function can be express in the sum of the prebuckling state, the

buckling state and the initial postbuckling state (Hui and Du [89]),

w = w, + éw; + &Pwyy
4.9)
f=fot&fi +e&fy

where, ¢ is the amplitude of the buckling mode nomalized with respect to the total shell

thickness h. Then the prebuckling state will be,

(o, b, T) = (_foiyy » —forxx s _fOrxy )
(4.10)
= [R/(Ezh?*)](Ny, 0,0)

Applying the equation (4.9) to the non-dimensional equilibrium and compatibility
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equations and connecting the term which is linear to &, we can get the equation for the

buckling state,

Lti(WI) + LZ(ﬁ) + fl;xx+ OW,xx = 0 (411)

LZ(ﬁ) - LZ(WI) — Wpxx =0 4.12)

4.2.4  Solve the First Order Field
Following the analysis by Budiansky [81], the solution to the buckling state can be

expressed into the following separation form,

w;(x,y) = w.(x) cos(Ny) + wg(x)sin(Ny) (4.13)

fiGx,y) = fe(x) cos(Ny) + fs(x)sin(Ny) (4.14)

where N =n(h/R)/?, n is the number of circumferential full-waves. Substituting
w;(x,y) and f;(x,y) into the equation (4.10) and (4.11), and collecting the terms involving

cos(Ny) and sin(Ny) respectively, we can get the following ODEs,

L3 (We) + LY (W) + Ly (f) + Ly (fe) + forex
4.15)
+ oWgex— PN?*w, — 2TNw;,,, = 0

76



LE (ws) = L (we) + Ly () — L5 (f) + frx

+ oWg,x— PN?ws + 27Nw,,,, = 0

LT (f) + Ly (f) — L (W) — Ly (W) = Wy = 0

L (f) + Ly (fo) — Ly (we) — Ly (W) — Weyny = 0

The ordinary differential operators in the above equations are defined as,

L%l*( ) = aZz( ):xxxx_ Nz (261;2 + a26)( )rxx

+ 1V4a{1()

L?()l*( ) = _2a361v( )'xxx+ Za;61v3( ):x

L%)*() = b;1( );xxxx_ Nz (bil + bZz - 2bg6)( )rxx

+N*bi; ()

LBI;*() = N(2b56 - bgl)( ):xxx_ NB(Zbk - béz)( ):x

L%i*() = dIl( ):xxxx_ Zﬁz(diz + 2d26)( )rxx

+N*d3, ()

L3* = 4Ndi6( )rxxx_ 4N3d;6( )'x

77

(4.16)

(4.17)

(4.18)

(4.19)
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For the simplicity of simulation in the ABAQUS, the clamp boundary conditions are applied

to both end of the cylindrical shell,
W:W,X:U,YY:V,YZO atX=0and L (425)

For the axially immovable boundary condition U,yy (X = 0) = 0, we can get it from the

following strain-displacement relationship,

w,
280y, y— &px = Uyy— TX +W,x W,yy (4.26)

the above equation can be written in w and f form (see Hui and Du [89]),

aiﬁfiyyy‘l' 2a;6f'xxy_ (aiz + a26)f'xyy
— a3 frxxxt (b32 — 2b;6)wixyy
+ (2b36 — bg1)W'xxy+ b31W xxx 4.27)
+w,=0

at x = 0 and L/(Rh)%>
The circumferentially immovable boundary condition V,y (X = 0) = 0 can be derived
from V,y=¢,—W/R—(1/2) (W,y )2, then the V,, (X =0) =0 boundary condition

becomes (see Hui and Du [89]),
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aizfyy + a3 f xx— a;6f;xy_ b31W,xx— Zb;6W;xy =0
(4.28)
atx =0

Note that w(x = 0) = 0,w,,, (x = 0) = 0 and w,,,, (x = 0) = 0. The above equations
for boundary conditions are also available for x = L/(Rh)'/2. Substituting the separable
form of the buckling mode into the boundary conditions and connecting the terms involving
cos(Ny) and sin(Ny) respectively, we can get the ODEs for the boundary conditions as

follow,

We = Wg = We,x = Wey = 0 (4.29)
a16N3>fo — 2a36N foopxt (@i + age) N fix

- angsrxxx_ (bﬁz - 2b;6)N2Wsrx

(4.30)
- (Zb;6 - bgl)NWcrxx-l' bzlws;xxx
+wg,, =0
_aiﬁsts + 2a3¢N fo,pxt (a7, + agﬁ)szwx
- angcrxxx_ (bzz - 2bg6)N2Wcrx
4.31)
+ (Zb;6 - bgl)NWs;xx-}' bzlwc;xxx
+w.,,=0
_aizszs + a2 fsrxxt Q26N ferx— b1 We,xx
(4.32)
+ 2b;6Nw,, = 0
_aizszc + a2 ferxex— 26N forx— D31 Weoxx
(4.33)

+ 2b;Nwg,,, = 0
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above equations for the boundary are valid at x = 0 and L/(Rh)"/?.

The above four governing ODEs and eight boundary conditions are discretized using the
central finite difference scheme (see APPENDIX A). The resulting linear system of equations
becomes an eigenvalue problem which can be solved by a build-in function in MATLAB or
using the inverse power method (see APPENDIX B). The amplitude of the buckling state is
normalized by forcing the largest out-of-plane displacement of the buckling state to be unity,

which means that [w,(x) + wg(x)]*/? = 1.
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4.3 Second Order Field and Postbuckling Coefficient

4.3.1 Equations for the Second Order Field

Substituting the equations of the total out-of-plane and total stress function into the
governing Donnell type equations, respectively, and collecting the terms involving &2, then
we can get the equilibrium and compatibility equations for the initial postbuckling state (also

called second order field),

Lti(WII) + LZ (fll) + fII:xx+ OaWipxx
(4.34)

= fIryy Wiext fooxx Whyy— ZfI;xy Whxy

* * 2
La(fll) - Lb(WII) — Wipxx = (Wl'xy) — Whixx WI:yy (4'35)

Note that instead of using o, to calculate the second order field, we replace them by the
actual applied load a,, this is one step for the Hui's postbuckling method. The actual applied
load is defined to be some percent of classical buckling load, for example from 100% to 20%
of the classical buckling load A.. So the actual applied load A, = percent * 4., also for
each applied load the first order field must be modified like in the General Steps (Note this is
different from unstiffened cylinder in previous section where we mentioned it is a special

case),

(W, W, fz, f5) = percent * (W, w, f, f5) (4.36)

81



where, (W,, Ws, f-, f5) is the first order field of the buckling state under actual applied load.

Same procedure should be taken place when calculating the postbuckling b coefficient.

4.3.2  Solve the Second Order Field
It is clear that the solution for the equilibrium and compatibility equations for the initial

postbuckling state can be expressed as the following separable forms (see Budiansky [81]),

wy (%, y) = w*(x) + wy(x) cos(2Ny)
4.37)
+ wg(x)sin (2Ny)

furCe,y) = f7(x) + fa(x) cos(2Ny)
(4.38)

+ fz(x)sin (2Ny)

By substituting the above separable form of solution into the equilibrium and
compatibility equations for the second order field, and collecting the terms involving "*",
cos (2Ny) and sin (2Ny) respectively, we can get two sets of ODEs. The first set involves
just w*(x) and f*(x), the second set involves wy(x), wg(x), f4(x) and fz(x). The first

set 1s,

d;lw*’xxxx-}_ b;lf*'xxxx-l_ f*'xx-l_ O-aW*'xx
N2 4.39)

= 7 (WefetWsfs)xx

N 2
azzf*lxxxx_ b;1W*1xxxx_ W*rxx = T (Wsz + Wg)lxx (440)
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We can see the two in-plane boundary conditions U,y (x = 0 and L/(Rh)*/?) =0
and V,, (x =0and L/ (Rh)Y/?) = 0 are not available now, so we cannot uniquely define
the f*(x) just with the remaining two out-of-plane boundary conditions w*(x =
0 and L/(RR)*?) =0 and w*,, (x = 0 and L/(Rh)*/?) = 0. Since the postbuckling b
coefficient only relates to the second derivatives of f*(x), we can apply the additional
boundary condition which is the single value requirement of the circumferential displacement.

This can be derived from

55 V, dy =0 (4.41)

Form which we can get the following additional boundary condition,

b, 1
f*(x)rxx = il W*(x)lxx+ TW*(X)
az; azz
= 4.42)

N 2 2
+ e (9200 + Wl ()

Substituting equation (4.40) and (4.42) into equation (4.39) and replacing the term f™,, xx

and f*,,,, we can get an ODE involving only w*(x), which is,
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d: +b;12 S i oy
— | W ) o \|w ) - W
11 a;2 XXXX a;z xx a;z
NZ
=_T(st:s‘+wcfc):xx
N?b3,
4a;,

(We + Wé),xx (4.43)

N 2

P w2 +w?2) atx
22

= 0 and T

(Rh)2

With two out-of-plane boundary conditions w*(x = 0 and L/(Rh)Y/?) =0 and w*,, (x =
0 and L/(Rh)Y?) = 0, we can uniquely solve w*(x), and substitute the solution of w*(x)

into equation (4.42) to solve f*(x),xx-

The second set of second order field is,

Lnfz* (wy) + an* (wg) + Llli*(fA) + Lllz*(fB) + farxx

+ oWy,xx— 4N?pw, — 4NTWp,,

hE (4.44)
= 7 Wsoxex fs = Werex fe + Wefooxx

- chcrxx_ ZWs'x fs;x+ 2Wc;x f;:'x )
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Lllz*(WB) - an*(WA) + L”i*(fB) - Lllz*(fA) + fBoxx

+ oWg,xx— 4N?pwg + 4NTW,,,

= (4.45)
N
= 7 (—Weixx fs — Weaxx fo — WeSorxx
- st;:rxx-l' 2Wc;x fs;x+ 2Ws;x f;:;x )
2% 3% 2% 3%
Ly (fa) + Ly, (fs) — Ly, (Wa) — Lygy, (wg)
— Warxx
e (4.46)
= 7 (Wswzc_ chzc_ WsWe,xx
+ w.wg, xx )
L 2*( 3% 2% 3%
11y () + Ly, (fa) = Ly, (W) — Ly, (wa)
— Whixx 4.47)

NZ
= 2 (WeWg,xex+ WsWeyxx— 2Ws,x We,ox )

where the linear differential operators L,,i*, L”Z*, L,,i*, L”i*, L,,z* and Lll?z* can be got

from equation (4.19) to (4.24) by replacing the N by 2N resplectively.

The boundary conditions for the second set can be reached from equations (4.28-4.32)
by replacing the N, w,, ws, f- and f, by 2N, w,, wg, f4 and fz respectively. The
second order filed is descrelized by center finite difference scheme and solved by Gauss

elimination method.
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4.3.3 Equations for the Postbuckling Coefficient

The postbuckling b coefficient evaluates the stability of the structures. If the b
coefficient is positive, then the structure has stable postbuckling behavior; if the b coefficient
is negative, the structure has unstable postbuckling behavior. The imperfection sensitivity is
measured by the magnitude of the postbuckling b coefficient. The path of equilibrium is

formulated as,

Ai

7 (4.48)

A
b§3+[1——]§=u

Ac
where, A; is the buckling load of the imperfect system, A. is the classical buckling load of
the perfect system, p is the imperfection amplitude divide by the shell thickness. The
imperfection amplitude is related to the buckling load by the following formula (only for

b<0),

2vV=3b[1 — (A;/1) 1*/?

U= (4.49)
3(4:i/ 1)
The formula of postbuckling b coefficient is (Budiansky [81], Hui and Du [89]),
C; + G,
= (4.50)
|Dy |
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where,

Yo [ZH
¢, =2 j f {fl:yy Wi Winxt froxx Wiy Wiy
y=0Jx=0

= fixy (erx Wiyt Wiy Wiphx )}dxdy

Yo (ZH 2
G, = ] ] {Fivyy Wix )2 + fiix (WI'y )
=0

- 2flbxy Wix Why }dxdy

Yo (ZH
— 2 2
Dl - f j (GaWI 1x+ PaW; 1y+ 2TaWI'x WI:y)
y=0+“x=0

(4.51)

(4.52)

(4.53)

In the above, y = 2rR/(Rh)'/? and the reduced-Batdorf parameter Z, = L/(Rh)/?.

Substituting the buckling state and the postbuckling state, and integrating in the

circumferential direction analytically, we can obtain,
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Zy
G, = NzyO f {W;:c (_fsWs;x_ chcrx)

x=0

1
+ E Wax (f:sWer_ fCWc:x )

1

- EWB;x (f:S‘WC!x-I_ fCWsrx )

— Wy (fs;xx We — fcrxx Wc)

+ Wa (forxx We + fornx Ws) (4.54)

+ Wy (fs;x Wex— fc;x Weox )
— Wp (fsrx Wc;x+ fc'x We)x )

— W,y (fsrx Ws + forx Wc)

1

- E Wax (f:s;x Wg — fc:x Wc)

1

- EWB'x (_f:s"x We — fc'x Ws)}dx

Zy
CZ = Nzyo ~ {_fA[(Wc;x )2 - (Wsrx)z]

x=0

1
- ZfBWSlx Wc'x+ Ef:;c (Wc? + Wsz)
1 1 (4.55)
+ ZfA'xx (Wsz - Wcz) - EfB'xx WsWe

+ fArx (WsWsrx_ WeWe)x )

- fBrx (Wchrx+ WsWe,x )}dx

Zy

Dl = Nzyo f_ {E O_a[(Wc'x )2 + (Ws;x )2]}dx (456)

x=0

Note that postbuckling b coefficient is also calculated by using the actual applied load
04, then the b coefficient should be a function of applied load numerically. In order to
compare the Hui's postbuckling method with the Koiter's general theory, we need to get one b

coefficient for improved Koiter. This is the reason for us to do the least square curve fit.
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Fitting the knock down curve of the Hui's postbuckling method using equation (4.48) by the
least square technique in the range of imperfection amplitude form O to 25 percent of the shell
thickness, we can get the improved b coefficient. Then we can use it to compare with the

usual b coefficient calculated by the Koiter's general postbuckling theory.
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4.4 Result and Discussion

4.4.1 Example Cases

Here we concentrate on demonstrating the improvement of the Hui's postbuckling
method by comparing the result with the Koiter's general stability theory and ABAQUS
simulation. So we will not do a complete parameter variation of the composite cylindrical
shells in here. The example used here is antisymmetric laminated cross-ply cylindrical shells

made of Boron-epoxy materials (see Hui and Du [89]). The material parameters are,

2L=10, —22=05 = vy, =025 4.57)

The clamp boundary condition is applied in both ends of the cylindrical shell. Three
cases are considered in here,

i [0°/90°]ou, clamp

i, n[90°/0°]ou, clamp

lll . in[900t/00t/900t/00t] outs Clamp

The geometric properties of above laminated cylindrical shells used in ABAQUS
simulation are,
R =30mm,L = 50mm,t = 0.05mm (4.58)

where t is the thickness of each layer of the laminate.
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For comparison to the unstiffened cylinder, here we also use the large cylinder case, but
the material is changed to one kind of carbon fiber, with ten cross-ply [0°/90%]s layers. The

material properties are,

E, = 142500Mpa, E, = 8700Mpa,v,, = 0.28, Gy, = 5100Mpa (4.59)

The geometric properties are the same as for unstiffened ones, which are

R =1736mm,L = 7013mm,t = 5mm (4.60)

Some results in Hui and Du [89] are reproduced to check the accuracy of my
programming. The geometry of the cylindrical shell is described by the reduced-Batdorf
parameter Z; = L/(Rh)'/?. Where, h is the total thickness of the laminated cylindrical
shell. The postbuckling coefficients of i,[0°/90°]ou and i,[90°/0°]ou antisymmetric cross-ply
cylindrical shell under torsion are reproduced and presented in Figure 4.1. The result is
identical to the result presented in Hui and Du's work. This shows that the b coefficient
changes from positive to negative when Zy changes from 3.0 to 5.0 for both cases. When
Zy is between 6.0 and 9.0, the b coefficient of both case reaches their maximum negative,
which means the most imperfect-sensitivity is occurred in this region for both cases. The
most negative value of b coefficient of ;,[0°/90°]ou case is about —0.07, and the most
negative value for ;,[90°/0°]oy case is about —0.055. From the result we can see the
in[90°/0°Jou laminated cylindrical shell is more imperfection sensitive than ;,[0°/90°Jou
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laminated cylindrical shell. So the b coefficient of Koiter's general theory agrees with the one

presented by Hui and Du [89] very well.

010 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T

0.08 - -
‘ 0in 90out

0.06 - ! -
' - - --90in Oout

0.04 4

0.02 :
0.00 —
0024
-0.04 —

-0.06 A

VT T T T 1

Figure 4.1 Postbuckling b coefficient versus the reduced-Batdorf parameters for
antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical shells under torsion
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4.4.2 [0/90] Laminate

Now we can compare the Hui's postbuckling method with the Koiter's general theory
and ABAQUS simulation result. Figure 4.2 shows the Knock down factors of i,[0°/90°]ou
antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical shell under axial compression calculated by ABAQUS,
Hui's postbuckling method, Koiter's general theory and curve fit of the improved b coefficient,
respectively. From the figure, we can see that the curve for the Hui's postbuckling method can
fit the ABAQUS result of the imperfection up to 39% of the shell thickness and then it starts
to diverge from the ABAQUS result. Furthermore, the Koiter's general theory is only valid
when the imperfection of the cylinder is around 10% of the shell thickness. For the
comparison purpose, the curve fit for the Hui's postbuckling method is taken place, and the
improved b coefficient is calculated out. We can see that the knock down curve for the
improved b coefficient is also valid when the imperfection is up to 30% of the shell thickness.
Now we can compare the general b coefficient which is —0.4561 with the improved b
coefficient which is —0.2347. We can find a 50% positive shift of the postbuckling
coefficient by using the Hui's postbuckling method. This means that the general Koiter’s
theory significantly overestimates the imperfection sensitivity. Also, there is a significant
increase of valid region of Koiter's general theory from the imperfection about 10% of the
shell thickness to 30% of the shell thickness. The improvement of the valid region is about
300%. This is a significant improvement which means the Hui's postbuckling method is more
practical than the original one. The cylinder with imperfection within 10% of the shell
thickness is very hard to make. Although the result of ABAQUS simulation is the most
accurate one, the time consuming to calculate this knock down curve is at least 30 times more
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than using Hui's postbuckling method. Also, ABAQUS is an expensive commercial software.

So the efficiency and the low cost are the advantages of the Hui's postbuckling method.

1.0 X -
] —=— abaqus ]

0.9 L - - - - Hui's method
------ general Koiter b(usual)=-0.4561 ]

0.8 \ —eeme curve-fit b(improve)=-0.2347 -
074 i
6

0.6 - i

0.5 - i

0.4 - - -

| ! I ! I ! | d | ! | ! I
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08 1.0 1.2
u

Figure 4.2 Knock down curve for i,[0°%/90°]o antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical shell
under axial compression calculate by different method
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4.4.3 [90/0] Laminate

Figure 4.3 shows the Knock down factors of ;;,[90°/0°]o. antisymmetric cross-ply
cylindrical shell under axial compression calculated by ABAQUS, Hui's postbuckling method,
Koiter's general theory and curve fit of the improved b coefficient, respectively. The result
shows that, the curve for the Hui's postbuckling method fits the ABAQUS result when the
imperfection is up to 18% of the shell thickness. Same phenomenon happens for the result
calculated by the improved b coefficient from curve fitting. Koiter's general theory is only
valid when the imperfection is less than 5% of the shell thickness. Then it starts to diverge
from the ABAQUS result. Again, more than 300% percent improvement of valid region was
found for the Hui's postbuckling method compared with the original one. But we can also see
that, compared with the previous case; the valid region for the Hui's postbuckling method
decreases significantly. So the validity region of the Hui's postbuckling method is varying
from case by case. This conclusion is also valid for Koiter's general theory, and the
improvement of the valid region is still significant. We can also see the general b coefficient
is —0.4528, compared with the improved b coefficient which is —0.2290. There is an about
50% positive shift of the postbuckling b coefficient. This also demonstrates the Koiter's

general significantly overestimates the imperfection sensitivity.
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Figure 4.3 Knock down curve for i,[90°/0°]on antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical shell
under axial compression calculate by different method

Figure 4.4 shows the improved b coefficient and usual b coefficient versus the
reduced-Batdorf parameters for ;,[90°/0°]o. antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical shell under
axial compression. It is important to note that when b coefficient is positive, the curve fitting
process takes place for the equilibrium path of the load-deflection curve which is specified by
the equation (1.32). From the result we can see, for stable structure (b coefficient is positive)
there is almost no difference between Hui's postbuckling method and Koiter's general theory.
After the structure becomes unstable, the improved b coefficient and usual b coefficient start
to diverge. The difference of the b coefficient between Hui's postbuckling method and
Koiter's general theory is stabilized at about 50% positive shifting of usual b coefficient

throughout the whole region of Z; which considered in here. It is clear shows that the
9%



Koiter's general theory always significantly overestimates the imperfection sensitivity of the
structure. But we should note that, the positive shifting is not always 50% for different kinds
of cylinders. For some type of cylinder the shift is larger, for example the isotropic cylindrical

shell under axial compression, sometimes the shift is not that much (like in this case).

— b (improved) in[90/0]out
- - - -b (usual) in[90/0]out

T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100
ZH
Figure 4.4 Improved b coefficient and usual b coefficient versus the reduced-Batdorf
parameters for ;,[90°/0°]oy antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical shell under

axial compression
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4.4.4 [90/0/90/0] Laminate

Figure 4.5 presents the knock down curves for i;,[90°/0°/90°/0°]o antisymmetric
cross-ply cylindrical shell under axial compression calculated by ABAQUS, Hui's
postbuckling method, Koiter's general theory and curve fitting of the improved b coefficient,
respectively. We can see the knock down curve calculated by the Hui's postbuckling method
fits the ABAQUS result when the imperfection is up to 23% of the shell thickness. It then
starts to diverge from the ABAQUS result. The result of the curve fitting is also valid when
the imperfection is up to about 20% of the shell thickness. Furthermore, the knock down
curve calculated by the usual b from Koiter's general theory is valid only when the
imperfection is up to few percent of the shell thickness (about 5% of the shell thickness).
Again, it shows a significant improvement (more than 300%) of the valid region of Hui's
postbuckling method compared with the Koiter's general theory. Also we can see the
improved b coefficient from curve fitting is -0.1375 compared with the usual b coefficient
from Koiter's general theory, which is -0.2444. There is still an about 50% positive shift from
usual b coefficient to improved b coefficient. This, again, demonstrates that the Koiter's
general theory significantly overestimates the imperfection sensitivity. This also shows that
the valid region is varied case by case. We can only know the valid region once we compare
it with the finite element result such as ABAQUS simulation. But more or less, the valid
region is the imperfection up to about 20%-30% of the shell thickness. So without the finite
element simulation, it is preferred to trust the result when the imperfection is within about
20%-30% of the shell thickness. After this point, it has the risk to overestimate the buckling
load significantly. Here, we need to note that, although the Hui's postbuckling method is more
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accurate than the Koiter's general theory, sometimes it will slightly underestimate the

buckling load. So it is good to have some safety factor which can overcome this situation.

1.05

I
1.004
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Figure 4.5 Knock down curve for ;,[90°/0°/90°/0°Jou antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical
shell under axial compression calculate by different method

99



4.4.5 [0/90]s Large laminated cylindrical shell

Figure 4.6 shows the Knock down curves for [0/90]s large antisymmetric cross-ply
cylindrical shell under axial compression calculate by calculate ABAQUS, Hui's postbuckling
method, Koiter's general theory and curve fitting of the improved b coefficient, respectively.
In this example, the dimension is quite large and there are lots of layers. Although the length
of the cylinder is quite long, the reduced Batdorf parameter is only 23.8037. This is because
the shell thickness we choose is quite large. In this quite extreme case, we can see before the
imperfection is less than 20% of the shell thickness, the Koiter's general curve fits the
ABAQUS result better than Hui's postbuckling method. But when the imperfection increases,
the Hui's postbuckling method is much closer than the Koiter's general theory. It seems that
Hui's postbuckling method is tending to match the whole curve, so that it makes the first 20%
of imperfection less accurate than Koiter's general theory. But after that, the Hui's
postbuckling method matches the decreasing rate of the knock down curve of ABAQUS very
well up to one. Again, we can see the Koiter's general theory significantly overestimates the
imperfection sensitivity of the structure, by comparing the general b coefficient with the

improved b coefficient which is -0.1403 and -0.0887 respectively.
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Figure 4.6 Knock down curve for [0/90]s large antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical shell
under axial compression calculate by different method, Zy = 23.8037
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4.5 Conclusion

In this part of the thesis, we successfully compared the Hui's postbuckling method with
ABAQUS and Koiter's general theory by four cases of antisymmetric cross-ply cylindrical
shell under axial compression. The result shows the valid region for Hui's postbuckling
method is significantly increased compared with the Koiter's general theory. Also the Koiter's
general theory significantly overestimates the imperfection sensitivity of the structures. An
about 50% positive shift of postbuckling b coefficient was found through all the cases.
Although the ABAQUS result is the most accurate one, the time consuming is at least 30
times more than using Hui's postbuckling method. Furthermore, ABAQUS is also an
expensive commercial software, compared with no cost needed to calculate by Hui's
postbuckling method using free programming language. It should be noted that, although the
Hui's postbuckling method is more accurate than the Koiter's general theory, sometimes it
will slightly underestimate the buckling load. So it is good to have some safety factor which
can overcome this situation. Even in a very extreme condition: large dimensions; thick shell
thickness; small reduced Batdorf parameters; lots of layers, the valid region of Hui's
postbuckling method is much better than Koiter's general theory. Overall, Hui's postbuckling
method significantly improves the valid region of Koiter's general theory, so that it is more

practical to be used in a preliminary design.
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CHAPTER 5

PARAMETER VARIATION STUDY ON IMPERFECTION
SENSITIVITY OF STIFFENED CYLINDER USING HUI'S
POSTBUCKLING MEHOD

5.1 Introduction

Here we are using the Hui's postbuckling method to analyze the postbuckling and
imperfection sensitivity of stringer or ring stiffened cylindrical shell under axial compression
and torsion. We are comparing the solution with the Koiter's general postbuckling theory
result and also performing some parametrical variation investigation. This analysis is based
on the work of Huchinson and Amazigo [40] which presents the investigation on the
imperfection sensitivity of eccentrically stiffened cylindrical shells. The Donnell type
non-linear partial differential equilibrium and compatibility equations of a cylindrical shell
are reduced to sets of linear ordinary differential equations corresponding to the buckling and
initial-postbuckling regimes by using the separation of variables technique employed by
Budiansky [81]. These equations are discretized using a central-finite difference scheme (see
APPENDIX A). By applying the Hui's postbuckling method, three special cares are taken, (i)
the applied load in the differential equations of the second order field is using the actual value
of the applied load rather than the classical buckling load, (ii) the values of first order
displacement and stress function are modified with respect to the rate of the actual value of
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the applied load rather than the classical buckling load, (iii) The postbuckling coefficient is
also evaluated at the actual applied load. The resulting knock down curve is fitted by the least
square curve fit technique for the imperfection amplitude between 0 and 0.25 to get the

improved postbuckling b coefficient.
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5.2 Governing Equations and First Order Field

5.2.1 Governing Equations

Koiter's theory of elastic stability is used to analyze the buckling and initial postbuckling
behavior of stringer and /or ring stiffened cylindrical shells under torsion. Koiter's theory was
reformulated by Budiansky and Hutchinson [79], and for brevity, it will not be redeveloped
here (see Budiansky [81], Hutchinson and Amazigo [40], Hui and Du [89] [101]). For the
present single-mode symmetric system, the structure is sensitive to the presence of small
geometric imperfection if the postbuckling 'b' coefficient is negative, and it is not sensitive to
imperfection if 'b' is positive. The extent of imperfection-sensitivity depends upon the
magnitude of the b coefficient. The Koiter-style analysis is restricted to relatively small
amplitudes of the imperfection. The imperfection shape is identical to that of the buckling

mode.

The nonlinear Donnell-type equilibrium and compatibility partial differential equation
for stiffened cylindrical shells, written in terms of an out-of-plane displacement W (positive
outwards) of the 'skin' middle surface and a stress function of the 'smeared’ stiffened shell are,

(Hutchinson and Amazigo [40]),

Lp(W) + Lo(F)
5.1
= Fyyy W,xx+ Foxx W,yy— 2F , xy W xy

LH(F) - LQ W) = (W:XY )2 — W,xx Wyy (5.2)
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In the above, X and Y are the axial and circumferential coordinates respectively and

Lp(), Lo() and Ly() are the fourth order linear differential operators defined by

Hutchinson and Amazigo [40].

5.2.2 Non-Dimensionalize

The following non-dimensional quantities are employed,

w ; F (£.9) X,y
W:—, :—3' x)y = 1
h Eh (RR)?

[Lo ), Lo O Ly O]

= [Eh3Ld (),hL, (), (%) Ly ()]

(5.3)

where, E is Young's modulus (taken to be the same for the skin and the stiffeners), R is the

shell radius and ¢ is the skin thickness. Thus, the non-dimensional equilibrium and

compatibly equations become,

Law) + La(f) = f;yy Woext frxx W,yy— zfrxy Wixy

2
Lh(F) - Lq(W) = (W:xy) — Woxx Wiyy

106

(5.4)

(5.5)



The non-dimensional linear differential operators are,

Lg() = dox Oxxxxt dey( )rxxyy+ dyy( );yyyy

Lq( ) = Qxx( szt quy( );xxyy-l' qyy( );yyyy

+ Oxx

Lp() = hyx O xxxxt thy( )'xxyy+ hyy( );yyyy

(5.6)

(5.7)

(5.8)

where (equation (5.10) differs from Hutchinson and Amazigo's [40] analysis, due to the

inclusion of the stiffener torsional rigidity, see APPENDIX C),

(dxx' d)’)’)
_ 0+ By Br) +12(1 — v)[1 + (ar, a)](asys’, 27}

[12(1 = v®)ao]

1 [1217(1 - Uz)asar)/syr]
ey = 12(1 — v?) a+ @,
1
+ E (65 + 6r)}
_ (170{5]/5, varyr)

(Qxx' qyy) = p

0
Gy = {asys[l + (1 - vz)ar] + ar)/r[]- + (1 - vz)as]}

xy — =

2a
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(5.11)

(5.12)



2

oy L 00— 02 .
Qo

hay =141 — (aio) (5.14)

In the above, v is Poisson's ratio. It is taken to be the same for the skin and the stiffeners.
The stiffener cross-sectional area ratio (as, a,), the stiffener out-of plane bending-stiffness
ratio (B, Br), the stiffener eccentricity ratio (ys,¥,) and the stiffener torsional rigidity ratio

(65, 8,) are,

_ (4 4))

(as,a,) = . dh
_ (Esl, Er L)
(Bs, Br) = Ddod)

(5.15)
(YSr )/r) = (eS;leT)

_(Gs)s Gy
.00 = (5 5,)

In order to simplify the analysis, all the stiffeners in a stiffened shell are assumed to be
identical and they are equally spaced. Furthermore, (4, A,) is the cross-sectional area of
any stringer or ring; (d,, d,) is the distance between adjacent stringers or adjacent rings;
(E, E,) is Young's modulus of stringer or ring; (I, I,) is out-of-plane bending moment of
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inertia of any one stiffener with respect to its centroid; D is the flexural rigidity of the skin;
(e, e,) is the stiffener eccentricity and (G /s, G,J,) is the torsional rigidity of any one

stringer or ring.
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5.2.3 Equations for the First Order Field
According to Koiter's theory, the total displacement and the total stress function can be

written as,

we = wo + Ewy + &2wyy
(5.16)
fe=fo+&f+Efy

where ¢ is the amplitude of the buckling mode normalized with respect to the skin thickness

and a membrane prebuckling state is assumed. The non-dimensional applied loads are,

(o, b, T) = (_fOryy »—forxx s _foixy )
(5.17)

R
= ERZ (Nx, Ny, Nyy)

where, N, is the axial compression force per circumferential length, N, is the pressure,
Ny, 1is the torsional force per circumferential length. Substituting w; and f; into nonlinear
differential equations (5.4) and (5.5), then collecting terms which are linear in &, the

equilibrium and compatibility equations for the buckling state become,
Lawp) + La(fi) + 0cWppxt PcWhyy— ZTCWI;xy =0 (5.18)
Lp(fi) = Lg(w)) = 0 (5.19)
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5.2.4  Solve the First Order Field
Following the analysis of Budiansky(1967), the buckling mode can be written in the

separable form,

[WI (x, y)) fl(x' y)]
(5.20)
= [we (), fe(x)] cos(Ny) + [ws(x), fs(x)]sin (Ny)
where
1/2
Nen (g) (5.21)

and the integer n is the number of circumferential full-waves. Substituting w;(x,y) and
fi(x,y) into the linearized equilibrium equations, and then collecting terms involving

cos (Ny) and sin (Ny), one obtains respectively,

N 2 N4
dxch:xxxx_ 2N dxch:xx+ dny we + CIxxfc:xxxx

- 2N2qufc'xx+ nylv4f;' + fc:xx (5-22)

+ 0 Wergx— N?pew, — 2TNw;,,, = 0

N 2 N4
dxst:xxxx_ 2N dxyWs:xx+ dny ws + Qxxf:s':xxxx

- Zlvquyf:s"xx"' nylv4f:9 + f:s"xx (5-23)

+ 0 Wepx— N2p.ws — 2TNw,,,, = 0
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Likewise, collecting terms involving cos (Ny) and sin (Ny) from the linearized

compatibility equation for the buckling state, one obtains respectively,

hxx crxxxx— Zlvzhxy oxxt hyylv4fc

- [qxchrxxxx_ ZNZQxch;xx (5.24)

+ qyyN*We + Wer | = 0

hxxf:s‘:xxxx_ Zlvzhxyf:s‘lxx"_ hyylv4f:9

- [qxstrxxxx_ ZNZQxyWsrxx (5-25)

+ qyyN*Ws + We,0 | = 0

For simplicity, the boundary conditions are identical at both ends of the stiffened
cylindrical shell, and w(x=0)=0, w(x=L/(Rt)*? )=0. The out-of-plane
boundary conditions are either clamped W,y (X = 0) = 0 or simply-supported M:™(X =
0) = 0, where M3™ is the bending moment for the 'smeared' shell, which can be derived
from the terms involving §W,,, in the first variation of potential energy (see APPENDIX C).

The effective bending moment for the 'smeared' shell is,
e
B (BS) [(1 N AxJ’)F'YY_ AsxFoxx (5.26)

- BxxWrXX_ BxyW;YY ]}
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Thus, the boundary condition M:™(X = 0) = 0 can be written in non-dimensional form,

[1+ B, +12(1 - vz)yséxx]wixx (x=0)
—12(1 = vH)ys[(1 — Axy) fryy (x = 0) (5.27)

— Asxfoxx (X = 0)] =0

The in-plane axial boundary condition is U,y (X =0) =0 or F,yy (X =0) =0 and

the in-plane circumferential boundary conditionis V,, (X = 0) = 0.
Further more U,yy (X = 0) = 0 can be obtained from equation (C.2),
263y, y— Eyx = Uyyy— (%) +W,x W,yy (5.28)
so that the boundary condition U,yy (X = 0) = 0 becomes,

(vAxx - Ayx)f;xxx (x=0)
+[-2(1 +v) + vAyy, — Ayy|foryy (x = 0)
(5.29)
+ (véxx - Byx)W;xxx (x=0)

+ (VByy = Byy Wixyy (x =0) + w,, (x =0) = 0
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w

R) — %(W,y )2, the V,y (X = 0) = 0 boundary condition is

Finally, using V,y = €, — (

(using WX =0)=0,W,, (X=0)=0,W,yy (X =0) =0),

(Ayx - VAxx)f'xx (x=0)
+ (Ayy — VAry)f 1yy (x = 0) (5.30)

+ (Byx — VB )W,x (x =0) = 0

where the non-dimensional quantities (Ayy, Axy, Ayx, Ayy) and (Byy, Byy, Byy, Byy) are

defined by Hutchinson and Amazigo [40], which are listed in Table 5.1.

A _ vag 2 _vay 1+ a, 1+ ag
xx = yy — xy — x =
%o %o Y @ Y @
g — ara,-(1+ as) = vasa,Yr = VaragYs
xx = xy = yx — T
vy @ Qg o
aSaS(l + ar)
Ao

ap =1+ a,)(1+ a,) —viaa,

Table 5.1 Stiffened cylinder parameters

The above four ordinary differential equations and four boundary conditions at each end
of the shell are discretized using the central finite difference scheme (see APPENDIX A). The
resulting linear system of equations constitutes an eigenvalue problem which can be solved
by using a build-in function in MATLAB or using the inverse power method (see APPENDIX
B). The amplitude of the buckling mode is normalized by [w.(x) + ws(x)]/? =1, such

that the largest out-of-plane displacement of the buckling mode is unity.
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5.3 Second Order Field and Postbuckling Coefficient

5.3.1 Equations for the Second Order Field
Substituting the total displacement w; and stress function f; into the governing
nonlinear differential equations (5.4) and (5.5), and collecting terms which involve &2, one

obtains the equilibrium and compatibility equations for the second order fields, respectively

Lg(wyp) + Lq(fII) t 0aWhxxt PaWiyy — 2TaWII;xy
(5.31)

= fIryy Wixt fooxx Whyy— ZfI;xy Whxy

2
Lh(fll) - Lq (WII) = (WI:xy) — Whixx Whyy (532)

Note that instead of using p., g, and 7. to calculate the second order field, we replace
them by the actual applied load p,, o, and t, respectively. This is one step for the Hui's
postbuckling method. The actual applied load is defined to be some percent of classical
buckling load, for example from 100% to 20% of the classical buckling load A.. So the
actual applied load A, = percent * 1., also for each applied load the first order field must
be modified like in the General Steps in section 2.2.2 (Note this is different from unstiffened

cylinder in previous section which we mentioned as a special case),

(W, W, fz, f5) = percent * (W, W, f, f5) (5.33)
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where (W, Ws, f., f;) is the first order field of the classical buckling state. Same procedure

should be used when calculating the postbuckling b coefficient.

5.3.2  Solve the Second Order Field
Substituting the separable form of the buckling mode w; and f; into the right hand

side of the above equations, it is clear that the second order fields can be written in the form,

wy (%, y) = w*(x) + wy(x) cos(2Ny)
(5.34)
+ wg(x)sin (2Ny)

fuCe,y) = f7(x) + fa(x) cos(2Ny)
(5.35)

+ fz(x)sin (2Ny)

Thus, the second order equations are uncoupled into two sets of ordinary differential
equations involving [w*(x),f*(x)] and [wy(x), wg(x), fa(x), fg(x)] respectively. The

first set of equilibrium and compatibility equations is,

dxxW*;xxxx+ qycxf*;xxxx-}' f*rxx-l' O_aW*;xx
(5.36)

NZ
= - 7 (st:s‘ + chc):xx

N
Pocx f " vexxe = QexW rexzx— Woxex = T (WS2 + WCZ),xx (5.37)
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The second set of four coupled ordinary differential equations is,

NZ
Lig = 7 Wsrex fs = Werxx fo + Wsfsrxx— Wefornx
(5.38)
- 2Ws'x fsrx+ 2Wc;x f;:;x )
NZ
Lyy = 7 (_Wc:xxf:s‘ = Wsixx fe = Wefsrxx— Wsferxx
(5.39)
+ 2We,x forx 2Woix foox )
N
L21 = 7 ((WSJx )2 - (Wc'x )2 - WsWs:xx+ Wch'xx) (5’40)
N
Ly; = — (_ZWs'x We,xt WeWg,xox + Wch'xx) (5.41)

2

where Lq9, Lo, Lp1, and L,, can be obtained from the left had side of equations (5.22) to
(5.25) by replacing N, w,, wg, f., f: by 2N, wa, wg, fa, f respectively. Solving the

above equation sets by the Gauss Elimination, we can get the second order field.
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5.3.3 Equations for the Postbuckling Coefficient

The postbuckling b coefficient (see [40] [81]) is to examine the stability of the system
after initial buckling. The structure has stable postbuckling behavior (imperfection-insensitive)
if b is positive; and it has unstable postbuckling behavior (imperfection-sensitive) if b is
negative. The degree of imperfection sensitivity is measured by the magnitude of the

postbuckling b coefficient. The equilibrium path is specified as follow,

bE® + [1 - (ﬁ)] £ = (ﬁ) (5.42)
A, VY '
where 7 is the buckling load of the imperfect system, . is the classical buckling load of
the perfect system, and u is the imperfection amplitude normalized with respect to the total
thickness of the cylindrical shell. Let A; denote the maximum value of T when u # 0,

Koiter first showed the relation between A; and u is (valid only if b < 0),

(=[] @49

The b coefficient is defined to be (Budiansky [81], Hui and Du [89]),

_ (C1+C)

5.44
IDi] .49
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where,

Yo [ZH
¢, =2 j f {fl:yy Wi Winxt froxx Wiy Wiy
y=0-x=0 (5.45)

= fixy (erx Wiyt Wiy Wiphx )}dxdy

Yo (ZH 2
G, = ] ] {Fivyy Wix )2 + fiix (WI'y )
=0

y=0-x (5.46)
- 2flbxy Wix Why }dxdy
_ ZH 1
D, = Nz)’of {5 N?pa(Wé +w)
x=0 2
(5.47)

1
+ E Ua[(Wc;x )2 + (WSlx )2]
+ TaN(Wchrx_ WceWg,x )}dx

In the above, y, = 2mR/(Rt)Y/? and the reduced-Batdorf parameter Z, = L/(Rt)/?

Note that postbuckling b coefficient is also calculated by using the actual applied load
(04, P4, T4)- Then the b coefficient should be a function of applied load numerically. In order
to compare the Hui's postbuckling method with the Koiter's general theory, we need to get
one b coefficient for the Hui’s postbuckling method. This is the reason for us to do the least
square curve fit. By fitting the knock down curve of the Hui's postbuckling method using
equation (5.43) by the least square curve fit technique in the range of imperfection amplitude
form O to 25 percent of the shell thickness, we can get the improved b coefficient. Then we
can use it to compare with the usual b coefficient calculated by the Koiter's general

postbuckling theory.
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5.4 Result and Discussion

5.4.1 Cases We Concerned in Here

For a stringer and/or ring stiffened cylindrical shell, the stringer and ring parameters
(subscripts ‘s’ and ‘r’ respectively) are the area ratio (aj,a,), the out-of plane bending
stiffness ratio (B, By), the eccentricity to skin thickness ratio (Y, ¥,-) and the torsional
rigidity ratio (s, 8,). Further, the in-plane bending stiffness of the stiffeners is assumed to
be negligible. For all the examples in this section, stringers or rings are assumed to be of
rectangular shape. In this section, we use two kinds of boundary conditions which are,

=V,=0

Clamp:w =w,, = U y

Simply Support:w = My™ = N, =V, =0

First, we compare the result of Hui's postbuckling method with the General Koiter's
theory by analyzing the postbuckling behavior of stringer stiffened cylindrical shell under
axial compression. Second, a parameter variation will be taken on stringer and/or ring
stiffened cylindrical shell under torsion using both General Koiter's theory and Hui's
postbuckling method. Due to the complexity of parameters which are involved in stringer or
ring stiffened cylindrical shells, only three problems involving parameter variations will be
considered: (i) prescribing skin thicknesses while keeping stiffeners' dimensions fixed, (ii)
prescribing the number of stiffeners while keeping the area ratios ag and «, fixed and (iii)
prescribing the reduced-Batdorf parameter. The regular b coefficient is just used for
comparison purpose, since here we believe the improved b coefficient is much more accurate
than regular b coefficient. The variation of Length is from Zy=5 to 60, and step size is 1.
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5.4.2  Stringer Stiffened Cylinder Under Axial Compression

For the stringer stiffened cylinder under axial compression, simply support boundary
condition is applied to both ends of the cylinder, in order to compare the result with the paper
presented by Huchinsion and Amazigo [40]. The data for Classical buckling load and
imperfection-sensitivity of simply supported stringer stiffened cylinders under axial
compression in light, medium and heavy stiffening conditions are present in Figure 5.1 to
Figure 5.6 respectively. From the Figures, we can see that, both critical load and regular b
coefficient are identical to the result presented by Huchinsion and Amazigo [40]. This shows
our calculation for the General Koiter's theory is right. From Figure 5.1, for the light
stiffening, the classical buckling load decreases rapidly when Zy < 15, then the classical
buckling load seems unchanged when Zy increases. Also, when Zy < 12, the classical
buckling load for inside stiffening is larger than that of center stiffening. After that, center
stiffening becomes larger than inside stiffening. But the outside stiffening always has the
largest classical buckling load. From Figure 5.2, we can see outside stiffening is more
unstable than center stiffing, which is more unstable than inside stiffening. But when Zy
increases, the imperfection sensitivity starts to be identical. We can also see, there are always
some positive shifting from regular b to improved b, which means the general Koiter's
theory always overestimates the imperfection sensitivity. However, when Zy is small, the
difference between regular b and improved b is large. But when the regular b goes to very
small, regular b and improved b seems to be converging. So the positive shifting is
depending on how large the regular b is. If the regular b is relatively large, the positive
shift rate is large. The result shows that, it is very unstable for short outside light stiffening
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cylinder. The imperfection sensitivity for the three cases becomes identical for long cylinder,

also long cylinder is much more stable than short cylinder.

3.5 I I I I I I I I I I
3.0 - — y,=3(outside) =
- - 1{5:0
254\ ey r,=-3(inside) _
‘/y$=3(outside)
204 0 =0.5, p.=20 .
v, =-3(inside)
1.5 4 .
o4 YS=O
N
109 0. _
0.5 —71 r 1 - 1T 1T 11T " T 1T 1

_ 0.5
z =L/(Rh)

Figure 5.1 Classical buckling load of simply supported, stringer stiffened cylinders under
axial compression in light stiffening condition
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Figure 5.2 Imperfection sensitivity of simply supported, stringer stiffened cylinders under
axial compression in light stiffening condition
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Figure 5.3 and Figure 5.4 show the classical buckling load and the imperfection
sensitivity of medium stiffening cylinder. We can see the classical buckling for medium
stiffening cylinder is much higher than light stiffening cylinder. The changing tendency for
the classical buckling is similar to light stiffening cylinder, but the classical buckling load for
the outside and inside stiffened cylinder is similar for short cylinder when Z; < 10. Again,
the classical buckling load for the outside stiffened cylinder is always the largest one. From
Figure 5.4, if the regular b coefficient is very negative, then the positive shift rate from
regular b to improved b is very large, but if the regular b is close to zero, then the positive
shift becomes very small. The reason for this is because, when b is very negative, it means
that the structure is very imperfection sensitive, so the difference between classical buckling
load and actual applied load is very large. That’s why when we calculate the improved b
coefficient with the actual applied load, the large positive shift is expected. When regular b
coefficient is close to zero, the structure is not much imperfection sensitive, so the difference
between classical buckling load and actual applied is very small. That’s why the improved b
is similar to regular b. By increasing the reduced Batdorf parameter Z, the improved b
coefficient of outside stiffening cylinder starts close to zero at first and then rapidly changes
to about -0.075, and then decreases gradually until it is close to zero. This shows that the
imperfection sensitivity of outside stiffening cylinder is sensitive to the shape when the
cylinder is short. Similar to light stiffening cylinder, the improved b coefficient is very small
for inside stiffening. For the center stiffening, the improved b gradually decreases to almost
zero. Again, when the cylinder becomes longer and longer, the structure becomes more stable
except inside stiffening which is not sensitive to the reduced Batdorf parameter Z.
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Figure 5.3 Classical buckling load of simply supported, stringer stiffened cylinders under
axial compression in medium stiffening condition
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Figure 5.5 and Figure 5.6 show the classical buckling load and the imperfection
sensitivity of heavy stiffened cylinder. At first, we can see, the classical buckling load is
much larger than the previous two cases. When Zy < 10, the classical buckling load for
inside and outside stiffening is almost the same. Again, the decreasing tendency of classical
buckling load for these three stiffened type are similar to the previous two cases. For the
postbuckling b coefficient, we get similar result as we mentioned above, which is the
positive shift rate changes with the magnitude of regular b coefficient. Compared with
above two cases, the heavy stiffening cylinder is much more stable, since the largest
magnitude of improved b is -0.027. Also, we can see for outside stiffening cylinder, the b
coefficient is sensitive to the geometry when Z, is between 10 and 20. For the inside
stiffening cylinder, the improve b coefficient is always positive, which means the structure
is stable, and imperfection insensitive. From the above three cases, we can make several
conclusions: (1) classical buckling load increases when increasing the stiffening level; (2)
classical buckling load for outside stiffened cylinder is always the largest one compared with
inside and center stiffening; (3) the positive shift rate of regular b coefficient to improved b
coefficient is changing with the magnitude of the regular b coefficient. When the magnitude
of regular b is large, the change rate is large; otherwise, it is very small if regular b is close

to zero; (4) long cylinders are more stable than short cylinders.
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Figure 5.5 Classical buckling load of simply supported, stringer stiffened cylinders under
axial compression in heavy stiffening condition

128



I I I I I T T T T T
0.00 e - e e s T T e e e o
-0.01 A U S N o
-0.02 b (v=-15)
. ‘busual({ _-15) "
-0.03 v =0 -
° g imp(rs ) - usual( _15) E
-0.04 b,,.(1,=0) ----b, (1,=15) |
= [ Y b ( _0)
=15 usual
-0.05 - S b, (120 |"
-0.06 T~b_ (;.=15) = b =-15) ]
us=2, BS=1000 ------- blmp( =-15)
-0.07 — 71 T T T r T T ' 1 T | T
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55

_ 0.5
Z =L/(Rh)

Figure 5.6 Imperfection sensitivity of simply supported, stringer stiffened cylinders under

axial compression in heavy stiffening condition
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5.4.3 Parameter Variation of Stringer/Ring Stiffened Cylinder Under Torsion

For the second problem, parameter variation is taken on stringer and/or ring stiffened
cylindrical shell under torsion using both General Koiter's theory and Hui's postbuckling
method. In this problem, we use both boundary conditions: clamp and simply support. As we

mentioned above, three cases are considered in here.

In the first case, we keep the stiffeners’ dimensions fixed, and changing the skin
thickness. The detailed dimensional data are given in Table 5.2. The torsional buckling loads
and the postbuckling b coefficients are also presented in this table. It can be seen that the
classical torsional buckling load for a ring stiffened shell is much higher than a stringer
reinforced one. All the postbuckling b coefficients including regular b and improve b are
found to be very small, and the magnitude of b is smaller for ring stiffened shells than that
for stringer stiffened ones. Since all the regular b coefficients are very small, very little
positive shifting is found from regular b to improved b. Thus, the sensitivity of the buckling
load to unavoidable geometric imperfection is very small. From the point of view of high
buckling load and low imperfection-sensitivity, the ring stiffened shell is better than the
stringer reinforced one. Also we can see, the torsional rigidity 8¢ (which was ignored in
Hutchinson and Amazigo's [40] analysis) of the stringers considerably raises the buckling
load and also causes some changes of b coefficient (by comparing the shell with §; = 0).
This is because the stringer is under torsion so that the torsional rigidity is no more negligible.
This point is proved by the result of ring stiffened shell. It shows that the influence of the
torsional rigidity &, to both the buckling load and b coefficient is very small. This is because
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the rings are under tension or compression when the cylindrical shell is under torsion, so the
torsional rigidity is negligible in such conditions. In the following examples, we always use

the results with torsional rigidity.
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t 0.02 in 0.0254 in 0.03 in 0.035in 0.04 in 0.05 in
g 1.4324 1.1279 0.9549 0.8185 0.7162 0.5730
B 188.0018 89.6820 55.7042 35.0890 23.5002 12.0321
s 6.7500 5.4213 4.6667 4.0714 3.6250 3.0000
S 43.2499 21.1142 12.8148 8.0699 5.4062 2.7680
Zy 38.8909 34.5101 31.7543 29.3987 27.5000 24.5967
Clamp#l w=w,=U, =V, =0
1.(0s # 0) 0.9568 0.7221 0.6055 0.5282 0.4717 0.4053
(N=0.64) (N=0.64) (N=0.69) (N=0.75) (N=0.70) (N=0.78)
1.(0s = 0) 0.7039 0.5760 0.5124 0.4592 0.4258 0.3754
(N=0.71) (N=0.72) (N=0.69) (N=0.75) (N=0.70) (N=0.78)
breg (85 # 0) -0.0017 -0.0024 -0.0048 -0.0058 -0.0089 -0.0110
bimp(3s # 0) | -0.0015 -0.0022 -0.0042 -0.0051 -0.0077 -0.0094
breg (85 = 0) -9.2442e-4 -0.0034 -0.0061 -0.0069 -0.0103 -0.0121
bimp(3s = 0) | -7.9944e-4 -0.0030 -0.0053 -0.0060 -0.0088 -0.0103

The following torsional buckling loads and b coefficients are for ring stiffened shells with

(0, B ¥y Br)-

(g, By, 74 ds) being replaced by

1(8s # 0) | 4.3833 3.1411 2.5187 2.0507 1.7212 1.2946
(N=0.28) (N=0.32) (N=0.35) (N=0.37) (N=0.40) (N=0.45)

(8 =0) | 4.2327 3.0499 2.4541 2.0039 1.6858 1.2724
(N=0.28) (N=0.32) (N=0.35) (N=0.37) (N=0.40) (N=0.45)

Dreg(8s # 0) | -2.0459-4 -3.5745¢-4 -5.2358¢-4 -7.4767e-4 -0.0010 -0.0017

Dimp(@s # 0) | -1.9323¢-4 -3.3755¢-4 -4.9439¢-4 -6.9328e-4 -9.4316e-4 -0.0015

breg(8s = 0) | -2.1361e-4 -3.7004e-4 -5.3934e-4 -7.6730e-4 -0.0010 -0.0017

Dimp(@s = 0) | -2.0166e-4 -3.4932¢-4 -5.0913e-4 -7.1129e-4 -9.6504e-4 -0.0016

Table 5.2 Data for a stringer or ring stiffened cylindrical shell under torsion changing

with shell thickness with the following parameters being held fixed,

R=4inL=11inE =E; =4 x 10° psi,v = 0.4, M = 24, A, =
0.03in%,Q, = 0.25 in
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The shell parameters in the second case are given in Table 5.3. By keeping the area ratio
constantly being 0.7, the number of stiffeners increases, the eccentricity ratio and the
torsional rigidity parameter both decrease. Result shows that the classical buckling load is
decreasing when the number of stiffener increases. Again, a ring stiffened shell has a much
higher torsional buckling load than a stringer reinforced one. This advantage of ring over
stringer stiffened shell is offset by the improved postbuckling b coefficient. From the table,
we can see the first four improved b coefficients of stringer stiffened shell are positive
compared with the ring stiffened ones which are negative improved b coefficients. This
means, although the buckling load for the stringer stiffened shell is much lower than the ring
stiffened shell, in some conditions, the stringer stiffened shell is a postbuckling stable
structure under torsion, compared with all the ring stiffened shell is postbuckling unstable
structure under torsion. Note that, when the structure is postbuckling stable, there is almost
no difference between regular b coefficient and improved b coefficient. Although the ring
stiffened shell has all negative improved b coefficients, it is always very small. So when the
stringer stiffened shell changes to a postbuckling unstable structure (negative b coefficient),
the advantage disappears. It is also interesting to note that the decreasing rate of the improved
b coefficient of stringer stiffened shell is much more than the ring stiffened shell by

increasing the number of stiffener.
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Mg 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
a 1.2217 0.9163 0.733 0.6109 0.5236 0.4581 0.4072
B 351.0392 197.4757 126.3638 87.7814 64.4819 49.3528 38.9948
s 12.7170 9.6630 7.8300 6.6090 5.7360 5.0810 4.5720
O 4.5389 4.4392 4.3392 4.2400 4.1400 4.0398 3.9403
Mg 20 22 24
a 0.3665 0.3332 0.3054
B 31.5909 26.1125 21.9346
s 4.1650 3.8320 3.5540
O 3.8411 3.7422 3.6427
Clamp#l w=w,y=Uy, =V, =0
Mg 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
Tc 1.5419 1.0745 0.8245 0.6806 0.5884 0.5199 0.4699
(N=0.89) (N=0.78) (N=0.78) (N=0.78) (N=0.78) (N=0.67) (N=0.67)
breg 0.0242 0.0102 0.0057 0.0022 -5.4762e-4 -0.0052 -0.0064
bimp | 0.0246 0.0103 0.0057 0.0022 -4.9642e-4 -0.0045 -0.0055
Mg 20 22 24
Tc 0.4324 0.4034 0.3802
(N=0.67) (N=0.67) (N=0.67)
breg -0.0074 -0.0082 -0.0088
bimp | -0.0064 -0.0071 -0.0077
The following torsional buckling loads and b coefficients are for ring stiffened shells (B, v, s) being replaced by
(B vy 8r)-
M, 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
Tc 5.0049 4.3501 3.7915 3.2818 2.7630 2.3952 2.1236
(N=0.22) (N=0.34) (N=0.34) (N=0.34) (N=0.34) (N=0.34) (N=0.35)
breg -5.5307e-6 -1.9835e-5 -4.1819e-5 -4.2214e-4 -4.8256e-4 -5.5175e-4 -6.5928e-4
bimp | -5.2525¢-6 -1.9466e-5 -4.0152e-5 -3.9813e-4 -4.5538e-4 -5.2060e-4 -5.7615e-4
M, 20 22 24
Tc 1.9160 1.7529 1.6217
(N=0.34) (N=0.34) (N=0.34)
breg -6.9384e-4 -7.6732e-4 -8.9300e-4
bimp | -6.4223e-4 -7.0974e-4 -7.7905e-4

Table 5.3 Data for a stringer or ring stiffened cylindrical shell under torsion changing
with stiffener number with Zy = 31.3050 and (o5 = 0.7,0, = 0.7) and
being held fixed ( E=E;=4Xx 10° psi,v=04,R=4L=14h =
0.05,b = 0.12), ais the height of stiffener
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Finally, in the third case, the following outside stiffened stringer parameters are held
fixed: ay = 1.0,B; = 63.9687,y, = 4.8633 and §; = 5.7150. We will use two types of
boundary conditions which are: Clamp and Simply Support. The reduced-Batdorf parameter
is permitted to vary. Note that as the reduced-Batdorf parameter increases, there are three
possibilities: the shell becomes longer, the radius gets smaller or the thickness of the shell
becomes smaller. For ring stiffened cylindrical shells without stringer, the parameters are the
same as that of the stringer-stiffened shells except that the subscript 's' is replaced by 't'. Also,
the 'simultaneous' stiffening of both stringers and rings for a reinforced cylindrical shell is
considered. The volume of stingers and rings is the same, and the total volume ratio of
stiffener is the same as stringer only or ring only stiffened cylindrical shells as mentioned
before. So the parameter should be:

(as, ;) = 0.5,(Bs, By) = 7.9962, (¥s,vy) = 2.6817 and (&, 5,.) = 2.2675.

Figure 5.7 and Figure 5.8 show the classical buckling load and Imperfection sensitivity
of stiffened cylinders under torsion with clamp boundary condition varying by
reduced-Batdorf parameter. We can see when Zy is small (Zy <12), the buckling load for the
stringer stiffened shell is larger than the ring stiffened shell. The 'simultaneous' stiffened shell
is somewhere sitting between them. But when Zy goes large (Zy >12), which means the shell
become longer, the buckling load for the stringer stiffened shell becomes much smaller than
the ring stiffened one. Again, the 'simultaneous' one is in between. For the postbuckling b
coefficient, we can see the stringer stiffened one is positive (stable) when Zy is less than 24.
The regular b and improved b is the same value when they are positive, comparing with
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the ring stiffened one, which is negative (unstable) for all Zy. Since the magnitude of regular
b is very small, the difference between improved b and regular b is also small. Again, the
'simultaneous’ one is between them, which is positive when Zy<9. But when Zy>25, the
improved b coefficient goes much negative than both ring stiffened one and 'simultaneous'
one. So combining the buckling load and improved b coefficient, we find that when Zy<10,
stinger stiffened one is better than 'simultaneous' one, which is better than ring stiffened one.
When 10<Zy<25, if the buckling load is critical, then ring stiffened one is better than stringer
stiffened one, which is better than 'simultaneous' one; if the improved b coefficient is the
critical issue, then stringer stiffened one is better than ring stiffened one, which is better than
'simultaneous' one. For Zy>25, the ring stiffened one is better than 'simultaneous' one, which

is better than ring stiffened one.

136



I | T T T
16 - stringer _
1 - ---ring
£ N simultanious ,
] Stringer or ring:
b ] Clamp, (o or a)=1.0, (3, or B)=63.9697 |
104 . (y,ory)=4.8633, (5, or 3)=5.7150
C 8 ] Simultanious: y
1 Clamp, (a,,0.)=0.5, (B B )=7.9962 _
6 - (v,7)=2.6817, (5,3 )=2.2675 -
4 N d - -
2 = p—
0 I T T T T I

- 0.5
Z =L/(Rh)

Figure 5.7 Classical buckling load of stiffened cylinders under torsion with clamp
boundary condition
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Figure 5.8 Imperfection sensitivity of stiffened cylinders under torsion with clamp
boundary condition
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Figure 5.9 and Figure 5.10 show the classical buckling load and Imperfection sensitivity
of stiffened cylinders under torsion with simply support boundary condition varying with
reduced Batdorf parameter. Since the Simply Support is much weaker than clamp boundary
condition, the buckling load for stringer and 'simultaneous' reinforcement types are much
lower than the clamp condition mentioned above, but the ring stiffened one did not decrease
that much. From the two boundary conditions, we can see the change of buckling load for the
ring stiffened one is very small compared with the other two reinforce types. Also the
buckling load decreases very slowly when the shell becomes longer. In this case, the
improved b coefficient for both ring and 'simultaneous' stiffened cylinders are always
negative through the whole range of Zy. When Zy<14, the improved b coefficient for stringer
stiffened cylinder is positive (stable). When Zy>17, the improve b coefficient is more
negative than the other two stiffening types. Again, because of small regular b coefficient, the
difference between improved b and regular b is very small. So, here we can conclude: for
pure torsional buckling of cylindrical shell, the buckling load for the ring stiffened cylindrical
shell is not sensitive to the boundary conditions and the length change of cylindrical shell.

The improved b coefficient for stringer stiffened shell under Simply Support boundary
condition decreases faster than Clamp case. It becomes negative before Zy=14. The improved
b coefficient for 'simultaneous' stiffened cylinder is much more different than Clamp one
since it is always negative. Also the b coefficient for 'simultaneous' one is always smaller
than the ring stiffened one under Simply Support boundary condition. So, in Simply Support
boundary condition, when Zp<9, Stinger stiffened one is better than 'simultaneous' one,
which is better than ring stiffened one. When 9<Zy<14, if the buckling load is critical, then
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ring stiffened one is better than stringer stiffened one, which is better than 'simultaneous' one.
If the b coefficient is the critical issue, then stringer stiffened one is better than ring stiffened
one, which is better than 'simultaneous' one. For Zy>14, the ring stiffened one is better than
'simultaneous' one, which is better than ring stiffened one.

For the improved b coefficient for stringer stiffened cylinder, we find that the curve is
some kind zigzag. This is because of the changing of mode number. Each zigzag represents
an increase of one mode. Since we are changing the length of cylinder, once the length
increases to a certain amount which can reach the minimum eigenvalue at higher mode, then
the shape of buckling mode will change and this will directly influence the postbuckling b

coefficient.
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Figure 5.9 Classical buckling load of stiffened cylinders under torsion with simply
support boundary condition
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Figure 5.10 Imperfection sensitivity of stiffened cylinders under torsion with simply
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For comparison purposes, we reproduce the torsional buckling loads of isotropic
homogeneous cylindrical shells analyzed by Budiansky [81] by setting (as, @) = (Bs, Br) =
Y, ¥r) = (65,6,) = 0. Then compare it with the buckling loads of stringer stiffened
cylindrical shells under Clamp boundary condition. The total volume of isotropic
homogeneous cylindrical shell and stringer stiffened cylindrical shells is the same, so the
stiffener parameters are chosen to be a; = 1.0,5; = 63.9697,y, = 4.8633 and §; =
5.7150 and the result is showed in Figure 5.11 and Figure 5.12. From the result we can see
the buckling load for stringer stiffened shell is always larger than the unstiffened one.
Especially when Zy<20, the buckling load of stringer stiffened shell is at least 2 times larger
than unstiffened one. Also for the b coefficient, the unstiffened shell is always negative, but
the b coefficient for stringer stiffened shell is positive before Zy=25. Furthermore, even
when it goes to negative, it is always larger than unstiffened one. So we can conclude the

stringer stiffened cylindrical shell is always better than unstiffened shell in torsional buckling.
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Figure 5.11 Classical buckling load of stringer stiffened cylinder and unstiffened cylinder
under torsion with clamp boundary condition
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Figure 5.12 Imperfection sensitivity of stringer stiffened cylinder and unstiffened cylinder
under torsion with clamp boundary condition
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5.5 Conclusion

Postbuckling and imperfection sensitivity of stringer stiffened cylinder under axial
compression and the torsional buckling and initial postbuckling behavior of out-side stringer
and/or ring-stiffened cylindrical shells under different boundary conditions have been
examined using Hui's postbuckling method. For stringer stiffened cylinder under axial
compression, we found that the short cylinder is much unstable than the long cylinder. The
positive shift rate from regular b coefficient to improved b coefficient depends on the
magnitude of regular b coefficient. If the regular b coefficient is more negative, the
positive shift is more significant. When the structure is imperfection insensitive (positive b
coefficient), then there is no difference between regular b and improved b. Consider the
torsional buckling and postbuckling of stringer/ring stiffened cylinder, the magnitude of b
coefficient is always very small, so the positive shifting of regular b to improved b is also
very small. In all cases, it is found that ring-stiffened shells are relatively insensitive to the
two boundary conditions compared with other two types of reinforcements. Also,
ring-stiffened shells are more effective than others for long shells. For short shells, if the
boundary conditions are important, the stringer stiffened shells are more effective than the
ring-stiffened one, and the 'simultaneous' one usually sits in the middle. This observation is
generally valid in terms of the two criteria of having high buckling load and low
imperfection-sensitivity. Nevertheless, stiffened shells are more effective against torsion than
unstiffened equivalent-weight shells. It appears that an optimum design for torsional buckling
of cylindrical shell would involve ‘simultaneous’ ring- and stringer-reinforced stiffeners
within a certain range of the reduced-Batdorf parameter.
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CHAPTER 6

SUMMARY AND FUTURE WORKS

6.1 Summary

This research is the first time to verify the Hui's postbuckling method with the finite
element commercial software ABAQUS, and also it is the first time to apply this method to
different kinds of closed cylindrical shells. Closed cylindrical shell is heavily used in the
industry. In this research unstiffened cylinder, laminate cylinder and stiffened cylinders are

considered.

Koiter's general theory has a significant deficiency: the theory is valid only when the
imperfection is few percent of the shell thickness. This deficiency makes the Koiter's general
theory not practical, because in the industry the imperfection is usually out of its valid range.
In the industry, people usually use the commercial finite element software such as ABAQUS
and ANSYS. These softwares are powerful, but expensive and need lots of computational
time. Hui's postbuckling method can increase the valid region more than 200% compare with
Koiter's general theory, which makes it more practical. But before this research, people do not
know what is the valid region for the Hui's postbuckling method, and also how much it will
improve compared with the Koiter's general theory.
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For unstiffened cylindrical shells, the Hui's postbuckling method fits the finite element
result very well up to the imperfection is about 40% of the shell thickness, which is much
better than Koiter's general theory. And also we find the Koiter's general theory significantly
overestimates the imperfection sensitivity of the unstiffened cylinders. This is because the

unstiffened cylinder is a very unstable structure.

For antisymmetric cross-ply laminate cylindrical shells, the valid region for the Hui's
postbuckling method varies from case to case. But all the cases show that the Hui's
postbuckling method is much better than Koiter's general theory. Again, it shows that Koiter's
general theory overestimates the imperfection sensitivity. But the positive shift of b
coefficient of Hui's postbuckling for laminate cylindrical shells is not as much as the
unstiffened one. This is because the laminate cylindrical shell is more stable than the
unstiffened cylindrical shell. Also we find out that the change of the imperfection sensitivity

of the laminate cylinders by increasing the reduced Batdorf parameter is getting smaller.

For stringer and ring stiffened cylindrical shells, they are very stable compared with the
above two. That is the reason for the difference between Koiter's general theory and Hui's
postbuckling method is very small. The result of stiffened cylindrical shell under torsion
shows that when the structure is stable, there is no difference between Koiter's general theory
and Hui's postbuckling method. But once the structure becomes unstable, there is always a
small positive shift of Hui's postbuckling method compared with the Koiter's general theory.
Not like the laminate cylinders, the stiffened cylinder will become more and more stable
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when the reduced Batdorf parameter increases. So from this case, we know that the difference
between Hui's postbuckling method and Koiter's general theory becomes smaller and smaller
when the structure gets more and more stable. Furthermore, when the structure is
imperfection insensitive, the Hui's postbuckling method and Koiter's general theory give the

same result.

Generally speaking, in this research, we successfully compared the Hui's postbuckling
method with Koiter's general theory and ABAQUS result. Moreover, this is the first time to
point out the valid region for Hui's postbuckling method, and also the first time to apply the
Hui's postbuckling method to closed cylindrical shells. The result demonstrates that Hui's
postbuckling method has much better valid region compared with Koiter's general theory, and
also demonstrates that the Koiter's general theory always overestimates the imperfection

sensitivity of a structure.

Since Hui's postbuckling has improved a lot compared with Koiter's general theory, it
makes this improved method more practical. Compared with ABAQUS, although Hui's
postbuckling can only solve the problem with imperfection which is identical to the first
buckling mode, the time consuming for Hui's postbuckling method is much lesser than
ABAQUS. It is more than 20 times faster than finite element method. This make Hui's

postbuckling method an ideal method for the optimization and preliminary design.
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6.2 Suggestion for Future Works

Since this research demonstrates that correctness of Hui's postbuckling method, and
shows that the valid region for this method is much better than Koiter's general theory, it
opens a way to do several kinds of future research: first, we can reevaluate all the papers in
the past which were using Koiter's theory; second, we can do some optimization depending
on Hui's postbuckling method; last but not least, we can explore this method to be valid for

other imperfection types.
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APPENDIX A

FINITE DIFFERENCE METHOD

The finite difference method is one of the most often used numerical methods of solving
differential equations which comes from the minimization of functional. This method is
superior to the problem here, since we reduced the PDEs into ODE sets, due to its simplicity,
guaranteed convergence for sufficiently small step size and efficiency in terms of

computation time.

This section aims to provide a typical example of a buckling problem to be solved using
the central finite difference scheme. The resulting eigenvalue problems and linear equations
are solved by highly efficient MATLAB functions; also you can solve it using inverse power
method and Gauss elimination method with some free program code. Moreover, for
simplicity, only ordinary differential equations are considered as they are of primary concern
in this thesis and extensions to partial differential equations should be relatively straight

forward.

Here we are concerning the derivative up to 4th order. Then the formulas for the central

difference of the derivatives of out-of-plane displacement are,
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1
Wiyyyy = 154 Wiy —4wiq + 6w; — 4w, +w;_5)

Wiyyy = 573 Wiz — 2Wigq + 2w g — wip)
20Ax (A1)
W,yy = E(WHl —2w; + w;_q)

1

W,y = IAx (Wit1 — wi—1)

where Ax is the finite difference step size.

So the governing equation such as equation (3.12) to (3.15) which can be discretize by

the above formula and we will get,

(k1wg_p + k2w i1 + k3w + k2w + k1 wgiys)
+ (k4 feimq + K5 foi + k4 feiva) (A.2)
+ ok6(Wei—1 + 2w + weipq) =0
(klwg_, +k2wg_q +k3wg + k2 wgpq + k1l wg,,)
+ (k4 fsi—1 + k5 foi + k4 foir1) (A.3)
+ ok6(Wsi_1 + 2w + wgiyq) =0
(k7 fei—z + k8 feima + k9 foi + k8B feiva + K7 feiv2)
(A4)
+ (k10 wg_; + k11w, + k10w, 1) =0
(k7 fsi—z + k8 fsi—1 + k9 fi + k8 fsiv1 + k7 foiy2)

(A.5)
+ (klO Wei_1 + k11 Wi + k10 Wsi+1) =0
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We can easily see that the above equations can be rearranged as a general eigenvalue

problem,

(A—oB)x =0 (A.6)

Such eigenvalue problem can be solved by the build in function ("[X V]=eig(A,B)", where X
is the eigenvalues and V is the eigenvectors) in MATLAB or Shifted Inversed Power Method
(see APPENXID B).

The mesh convergence also should be checked in here, to make sure the best
computation efficiency. In this research we are using 121 nodes along the length of the

cylinders. The following figure shows the grid independency study.
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Figure A.1 Buckling load versus node amount
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APPENDIX B

SHIFTED INVERS POWER METHOD

In the field of mechanical engineering, we can found the eigenvalue problem Ax = ox
everywhere, such as buckling, vibration problems. But we usually care about the first few
eigenvalues, which are the smallest, second smallest and so on. The eigenvalue problem like
this is often solved by the power method which is the most efficient and well documented,
and it will not be redeveloped here. The eigenvalue problems in this thesis is the general

eigenvalue problem,

Ax = oBx (B.1)

where the matrices A and B are real, non-symmetric matrix. We only interest in the smallest
real positive eigenvalue and its eigenvector. The shifted inverse power method present by
Hui(1983) are used here to find the smallest eigenvalue of the above general eigenvalue
problem. For convenient, we will simply introduce the algorithm in here for someone who

cannot access the MATLAB.

Take the initial guess of the lower bound of all the eigenvalues,

Oguess = CONSt. (B.2)
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Then the general eigenvalue problem can be expressed as follow,
Ax = (0 + 0gyess)Bx (B.3)
which implies the actual eigenvalue is
Oacual = 0 t Oguess (B.4)

Equation A3 can be re-arranged in the form as,

(A — o4yessB) [(é) x] = Bx (B.5)

Then the algorithm for the shifted inverse power method is:
i. Compute (A — 0gyessB) and assume an initial guess for the eigenvector so that

X = Xguess

ii. Compute Bx and then solve for y in the following equation,
(A — 04yessB)y = Bx (B.6)

iii. Suppose that the largest element (in magnitude) of y found in step (ii) is d,, then set x
tobe, x = y/d,, Repeat steps (ii) and (iii) until the eigenvector x converges.
iv. The smallest eigenvalue iS Ognaiiese = (1/dg) + Ogyess- Alternatively, it can also be
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computed in a more laborious way Ognauest = (xTAx)/(xTBx) without the inclusion

of Ogyess-

In general, the above algorithm will converge to the smallest eigenvalue. It is safe to
choose the initial guess which would be the lower bound of all the eigenvalues. If the initial

guess is not available, one can simply set

Oguess = 0 (B.7)
1
Xguess = \/_5(1;1;1; 1) (B.8)

where n is the dimension of the square matrix A so that the norm of x is one. Furthermore,
it should be noted that the convergence of the eigenvector implies the convergence of the
corresponding eigenvalue whereas the converse is not true. Thus, convergence of the
eigenvector in steps (ii) and (iii) will guarantee the convergence of the eigenvalue in step (iv).
In general, convergence of the eigenvalue to half a percent is achieved in only a few iterations
and it is not unusual that one or two iterations will suffice. Moreover the case when the

matrix B is singular does not affect the above algorithm.
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APPENDIX C

EQUILIBRIUM EQUATION IN CORPORATING STIFFENER
TORSIONAL RIGIDITY

This appendix aims to derive the out-of-plane governing equilibrium equation of stringer
and/or ring stiffened cylindrical shells. In particular, the important effects of stringer and/or
ring torsional rigidity are incorporated in the analysis which was previously ignored by

Huchinson and Amazigo [40].

The potential energy of the stiffened cylindrical shell consists of the sum of an area
integral for the skin and two single integrals for the stringer and rings respectively (all

symbols not defined in the appendix are defined in the body of the paper),
1 2R (L
P.E.= Ef {Ny&x + Nyey + 2N, 64
Y=0 JXx=0

+ M3F(—Wxx) + M;k(_W:YY)

+ 2M3S (=W xy ) }dXay
M g 2 2
+ 7 {EsAs(Ss) + Esls(WrXX) (C-l)
X=0
+ GsJs(W gy )2 + EsIf (V xx )*}dX
M; g 2 2
+—= {ErAr (Sr) + ErIr (WrYY )

2 X=0

+ G )y (W,xy ) + E If (U,yy )?3dY
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In the above expression, (If,I]) is the in-plane bending moment of inertia of stringer

or ring with respect to its centroid; the in-plane strains at the skin middle surface (&, €y, €xy)

are related to the axial, circumferential and out-of plane displacements of the skin middle

surface (U,V,W) by,

1
Ex = U1X+ E(WfX)Z

w 1
= V,y‘l‘_ +E(W,y)2

&y = R

1 1
Exy = E (U,Y+ V’X ) + EW,X W,y
The bending stress resultants of the 'skin' (superscript 'sk’) are,

M3¥ = —D(W ,xx+ vW,yy)
M;k = —D(W,yy+ vW,xx )

MJSC}(/ = _D(l - v)W)XY

(C.2)

(C.3)

and (Ny, Ny, Ny,) are the membrane stress resultants of the skin. Further, (Mg, M;) are the

number of equally spaced stringers or rings such that M,d, = 2nR and M,d, = L.

The strains for the stringer and ring are,

_ es 2
& = & — e W xx+ > (W,xy )
2
_ er 2
& =& — e Wyy+ > W,xy )
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The stress function of a 'smeared-out' cylindrical shell is defined:

where

F'YY:NX+NS

FJXX:Ny+NT

(C.5)
Foxy = _ny
N. = E Aseg
=
ds
E.A.e, (C.6)

N, = P

r

Introducing the membrane stress resultant of the skin (Ny, Ny) in terms of W and F

(see Hutchinson and Amazigo [40]).

Ny = Ay Foxx+ AxyF;YY+ Byx W, xx+ BxyW;YY

Ny = AnyJYY+ Any,Xx+ ByyW;YY-I_ Bny'XX

(C.7)

(C.8)

Using the principal of virtual work, assuming that the in-plane bending stiffness of the

stiffeners is negligible, the in-plane equilibrium equations with respect to U and V vanish.

The out-of-plane equilibrium equation can be obtained by setting the integrand of the

following integral to zero:
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2R (L F
XX
OP.E.= f f {T—F,yy W,xx— F.,xx W,y
Y=0 YX=0

+ 2F,xy W,xy+ esAxx Foxxxx

+ e, Ay, Fyyyy

+ [es(Axy — 1) + e, (Ayx — 1) |Foxxvy

.
+ esBxx +D ( Dd, )] W,xxxx

1 (C.9
+ erByy +D ( Dd. )] Woyyyy
+ esBxy + e, Byy

Gs G
0 (2 5+ )| W

+ e2D[(F,yy— NOW ,xy Lxy
+ e2D[(F,xx

NOW xy |.xy } sSwdxdy

Ignoring the small terms involving e? and e?, it can be seen that the effects of stiffener
torsional rigidity can be incorporated in Hutchinson-Amazigo's(1967) formulation by

redefining,

1 {1 + [1217(1 - Uz)asar)/syr]
12(1 — v?) a

1
+ E (65 + 61‘)}

Ayy =
(C.10)

where &; and 6, are defined in equation 12.
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Finally, the strains at the skin middle surface can be written in the form,

1
Ex = — (Nx — vNy)
Et

= [(F,yy— Ng) — v(F,xx— N;)]

1
gy = E(Ny — vN,) (C.11)

1
= E [(F:XX_ Nr) —v(Fyy— Ns)]

1 1
Exy = E(l + V)Nyy = _E(l + v)F,xy

It can be seen that the compatibility equation,

vyt Eyxx— 2Exyxy
(C.12)
WIXX

= (W,xy )* = W,xx Wyp+ R

is unaffected by the stiffener torsional rigidity.
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