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Plastic Buckling of Eccentrically Stiffened
Multilayered Circular Cylindrical Shells

RoserT M. JoNES*
The Aerospace Corporation, San Bernardino, Calif.

A transcendental stability criterion is derived for plastic buckling of eccentrically stiffened
circular cylindrical shells with multiple isotropic layers under combinations of axial and
lateral pressure (including one component of pressure which causes tension). The deforma-
tion theory of plasticity is utilized in conjunction with classical stability theory, which im-
plies a membrane prebuckled shape, for a set of simply supported edge boundary conditions.
The uniaxial character of the stiffeners and their eccentricity (asymmetry about the reference
surface) are accounted for as are variable Poisson’s ratios above the yield stress (proportional
limit). Coupling between bending and extension of the shell layers is included. The tech-
nique of applying this type of stability criterion is discussed for the first time and includes new
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procedures required for multilayered shells.

plication of the theory.

Nomenclature f

ring spacing (Fig. 1)

cross-sectional area of a stiffener

plasticity coefficients [Eq. (12)]

stringer spacing (Fig. 1)

plastic buckling extensional stiffnesses of the
layered shell

elastic extensional stiffnesses of the layered shell

= plastiec prebuckling extensional stiffnesses of the
layered shell

material parameter [Eq. (25)]

coupling stiffnesses of the layered shell

plastic buckling bending stiffnesses of the lay-
ered shell

= elastic bending stiffnesses of the layered shell

plastic prebuckling bending stiffnesses of the
layered shell

strain intensity [(Eq. (2)]

Young’s modulus

secant modulus

tangent modulus

secant shearing modulus, Ee./[2(1 + »)]

moment of inertia of a stiffener about its centroid

torsional constant of a stiffener

function of material properties of the kth layer
[Eq. (11)]

length of circular cylindrical shell (Fig. 1)

number of axial buckle halfwaves
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moments per unit length
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number of circumferential buckle waves

in-plane axial, circumferential, and shear forces

per unit length

applied axial and circumferential forces per

unit length

shell reference surface radius (Figs. 1 and 2)

thickness of kth shell layer

axial, circumferential, and radial displacements

from a membrane prebuckled shape

axial, circumferential, and radial coordinates

on shell reference surface (Fig. 1)

H = distance from stiffener centroid to shell reference
surface (Fig. 1), positive when stiffener on
outside

€y€yy Vay = axial, circumferential, and shear strains
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1t A comma indicates partial differentiation with respect to
the subsecript following the comma. The prefix & denotes the
variation during buckling of the symbol which follows.

Numerical examples are given to illustrate ap-

€1,€2,€3 = variations in reference surface axial, circumfer-
ential, and shear strains [Eq. (8)]

A = eigenvalue defined by Eq. (27)

A = ith eigenvalue

v = Poisson’s ratio [Eq. (6)]

Ve = Poisson’s ratio in the elastic state

a5 = gtress intensity [Eq. (1)]

ooy = 0.29, offset yield stress

02,0y, Toy = axial, circumferential, and shear stresses

gy = vyield stress (proportional limit)

xu,xsXxs = variations in reference surface curvatures [Eq. (9)]

Superscript

k = kth shell layer

Subscripts

¢ = calculated

e = estimated

k = kth shell layer

s = preseribed strain

7 = ring

s = stringer

Introduction

HE ring- and stringer-stiffened circular cylindrical shell

is a common aerospace structural element for which eon-
siderable information is available on elastic buckling, but
little on plastic buckling. Gerard! used conventional ortho-
tropic shell theory to represent a stiffened single-layered
circular cylindrical shell, but did not account for the essentially
uniaxial character of the stiffeners nor their eccentricity
(asymmetry about the shell middle surface). Jones? cor-
rected the aforementioned deficiencies. Peterson® extended
Jones’ work to shell configurations which have geometrical
and material properties symmetrically disposed about the
middle surface (including sandwich shells for which trans-
verse shear effects are treated).

The object of the present paper is to extend previous
theories to consideration of plastic buckling of eccentrically
stiffened circular cylindrical shells with multiple isotropic
layers which are not symmetrically disposed about a reference
surface (see Figs. 1 and 2). The loading is arbitrary combina-
tions of axial and lateral pressure including axial tension and
external pressure as well as axial compression and internal
pressure. Classical stability theory, which implies a mem-
brane prebuckled shape, is used for the simply supported
edge boundary conditions 6N, = v = w = §M, = 0. Each
layer of the thin multilayered shell is perfectly bonded to
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adjacent layers; accordingly, the Kirchhoff-Love hypothesis
is invoked in consonance with conventional thin shell theory.*
Coupling between bending and extension of the layers is in-
cluded in the derivation in the manner of Jones.! One-
dimensional beam elements are used to represent the stiffeners
in an approximate manner after Block, Card, and Mikulas®
in order to account for coupling between bending and ex-
tension of the shell and stiffeners.

Simple J» deformation theory of plasticity (also called
maximum octahedral shear stress theory, maximum energy
of distortion theory, ete.) is utilized in spite of the fact that
incremental theory is probably more valid for general loading
histories. It is well known that ineremental and deformation
theories yield identical results for proportional loading
equilibrium problems because in that case deformation theory
is integrated incremental theory. However, Budiansky?
shows that deformation theory is consistent with accepted
incremental theory conditions even for a range of nonpro-
portional loading around the proportional loading condition.
The permissible bounds on degree of nonproportional loading
are not necessarily satisfied by the deformations during
buckling. However, experimental shell buckling results
appear to be in reasonably good agreement with deformation
theory predictions whereas the same cannot be said for incre-
mental theory predictions. Nevertheless, more experi-
mental evidence is required to fully substantiate the appli-
cability of deformation theory to plastic buckling problems.

The present solution is an extension of Stowell’s work® in
which it is assumed, in accordance with Shanley’s tangent
modulus theory,® that unloading does not occur during
buckling. In contrast to the constant Poisson’s ratio (v =
3) employed by Stowell? a variable Poisson’s ratio provides
a smooth transition from the elastic (compressible) state to
the plastic (incompressible) state with increasing stress
intensity. Donnell-type stability differential equations are
employed to derive a transcendental stability ecriterion in
terms of the geometry and material properties at buckling.
The technique of applying this type of stability eriterion is
discussed for the first time and includes new procedures
required for multilayered shells. Numerical examples are
given to illustrate application of the theory.

Derivation of Stability Criterion

By use of simple J, deformation theory of plasticity, ex-
pressions are obtained for the variation of biaxial stresses

Fig. 1 Stiffened multilayered shell.
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Fig. 2 Cross section of an N-layered shell.

during buckling in terms of the variations of strains and
material properties during buckling in each layer of a multi-
layered circular cylindrical shell. The variations in biaxial
stresses are integrated over the shell layers and the variations
in uniaxial stresses are integrated over the stiffeners in order
to obtain expressions for the variations in forces and mo-
ments during buckling of a stiffened shell. Finally, the
variations in forces and moments are substituted in Donnell-
type stability differential equations which are solved for
simply supported edge boundary conditions to yield a
transcendental stability criterion in terms of the geometry
and nonlinear material properties of the stiffened shell.
The criterion is applicable for arbitrary combinations of axial
and lateral pressure; its solution is deseribed in a subsequent
section.

Fundamental Relations in J: Deformation Theory

The fundamental quantities in the J» deformation theory
of plasticity (see Nadai'?) for the kth layer of a multilayered
shell are the stress intensity, oa

o = (0 + 02 — Ta0u + 30.,2)12 (1)
and the strain intensity, e
ex = [1/(1 — m)IQA — ve + vH)(ea® + €47 —

(1 — 4vy + viDeaens + (1 — w2702 ]2 (2)

The stress-strain relations which link the stress and strain
intensities are

oot = [Ewed/(1 — vi®) (€ar + vieyr)
Oyx = [Eseck/(]- - Vh2)](€yk + Vkezk) (3)
Teyk — {Eseck/[2(] + Vk)]}’Yzyk

In addition, certain material properties are defined in terms
of the stress and strain intensities: First, the secant modu-
lus, Eeed

B = aafen (4)
second, the tangent modulus, E.q*
Bt = dog/de (5)
and finally a variable Poisson’s ratio
v = % — (3 — va) (el /E¥) (6)

where E* is the elastic Young’s modulus and v is the elastic
Poisson’s ratio. By use of Eq. (6), a smooth transition is
provided between the elastic (compressible) state and the
plastic (incompressible) state as the stress intensity is
increased.

Variations of Strains during Buckling

In accordance with the Kirchhoff-Love hypothesis, a linear
strain distribution exists during buckling. Thus, the vari-
ations of strains in the kth layer during buckling are
0Vayr = €+ 2iXs )

S€z = € + ZKX1, 56yk = e + ZEX2,



264 ‘ R. M. JONES

CALCULATE YIELD LOAD, Ay, AS
INITIAL ESTIMATED LOAD, XA, IN SEARCH TECHNIQUE
ASSIGN AXg = )\Y/IO

DETERMINE LAYER AND STIFFENER
] STRESSES, STRAINS, AND MATERIAL PROPERTIES |ty
AT ESTIMATED LOAD, A,

CALCULATE BUCKLING LOAD, A,
FOR VALUES OF m AND n BY EQ.(35)

[FIND ABSOLUTE MINIMUM CALCULATED BUCKLING LOAD, »\il

COMPARE ABSOLUTE MINIMUM CALCULATED BUCKLING LOAD
A, WITH ESTIMATED LOAD, Ae

1IF Acg = A
IF Ag <A, c = hg
c e TO PRESCRIBED IF A > Xg
L{ sx, = ar,/2 _ -
e ACCURACY, Xe = Ae * dhe
he = Ae " Ahg
SOLUTION OBTAINED

Fig. 3 Stability criterion solution procedure.

where €, e, and e; are the variations of the reference surface
strains

€ = U,y + ’LI)/R, €& = Uy 1 V0 (8)

X1, X2, and x; are the variations in reference surface curvatures

€ = U,a,
X1 = —Was Xe = —W,yy Xz = —2W,ay ©
and z; is the distance from the reference surface to the middle
surface of the kth layer. :

Variations of Stresses during Buckling

The variations of stresses in each layer are obtained from
Eq. (3) in the manner of Jones® and are, for combinations of
axial and circumferential stress, i.e., 7.y = 0,

b0 = Kukla + Zchl) + Kl2k(62 + 2kX2)
doy = Ki(a + zix1) + Kob(e + 2ix) (10)
87aur = Ksi(es + 2uxs)

where
Kt = [Eed/(1 — n?) )43 (11)
and
At = 1 4+ (/2)[— 0o + wh(ow + voa)] X
[(2 — ve)oar — (1 — 2m) 0]
Ak = v + (&/2)[—0a + p(ow + vaoa)] X (12)
[2 — ve)oye — (1 — 2vi)00]
Agk = 1 4+ (k¥/2)[— oyt + (o + o) ] X
[2 — vi)ou — (1 — 2v)0u)
Ayt = (1 — m)/2
in which
k¢ = (1 — Bt/ Eed)/(H*03?) (13)
and
pe= (1 = 2)/[2(1 — »H)] (14)

where H* is defined in Ref. 2.

The variations of the stiffener stresses during buckling
from a membrane prebuckled shape are obtained by varying
the normal stresses

Oyr = Esecreyr (15)

Oz = Esecsex.q,
and from the last of Eq. (10) as

6025 = Fianbéq, 00y, = EiunO€y,

(16)

07eus = Gsees®Y zysy 0Tayr = GocerdYVzyr
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Note that the variations of shear stress are not obtained from
uniaxial relations in parallel to Eq. (15) because such rela-
tions do not apply when no shear strain exists prior to
buckling.

Variations of Forces and Moments during Buckling

The variations of forces and moments during buckling are
obtained by integration of the variations of stresses over the
shell layers and stiffeners. The effect of the stiffeners is
averaged or “smeared out’” over the stifferer spacing, e.g.,

N
1
= o 17
8N, k§=1 ftk doapdz + 5 LS 802,04, (17)

where . denotes the thickness of the kth layer and N is the
number of layers. Integration yields

5Nx = (Bu -+ EtansAs/b)El "l“ B12€2 -+ 1
(Cu + 2sEtansAs/b)Xl + CI2X2 ’
5Ny = Bpe + (B22 + EtanrAr/a)EZ + 012)(1 -+ } (18)
(022 + érEtanrAr/a>X2 !
ON., = Byes + Cuxs )
oM, = (Ci + 2,EnAs/b)er + Croer +
(Du —f— EszEtansAs/b + Etan.g[s/b)XI + D12X2
ﬁMy = 01261 + (022 + ertaurAr/a)EZ + DlZXl + } (19)
(D22 + 272EtanrAr/a + Etanrlr/a')x‘z
M.y = —Cses — (Ds + Gieced s/2b) X5
BMyz - 03363 + (D33 + Gsechr/2a)X3 J
where
N 1
B = 35 Ki#@® — 8u)
k=1
1 N
L= = 02 — 85%) — 2A —
Ci; 5 k§1 Ki#[ (8 8k1?) (6r — 6:1)] 20)
1 N
Dy =3 3 K6 — 8ia®) = BAGS — bia?) +
k=1

3023, — den)] |

in which N is the number of layers, §; is the distance from the
inner surface of the layered shell to the outer surface of the
kth layer, and A is the distance from the inner surface of the
layered shell to the reference surface. The stiffnesses in
Eq. (20) are due to Ambartsumyan* and depend on the loca-
tion of the reference surface (see Fig. 2). In Eq. (20), By
and D;; are plastic buckling extensional and bending stiff-
nesses, respectively, whereas the C; are coupling stiffnesses.
The elastic extensional and bending stiffnesses, Bi; and D,
are obtained by using elastic values of A #[AnF = Ak =
1, Ay# = w, and Ayr = (1 — »)/2], elastic moduli and
elastic Poisson’s ratios in Eqgs. (15) and (20). The plastic
prebuckling extensional and bending stiffnesses, By and
D.;, are obtained by using the elastic values of A%, plastic
secant moduli, and plastic Peisson’s ratios in Eqgs. (15) and
(20).

Stability Criterion
The following buckling displacements:
@ cos(mrz/L) cos(ny/R)

7 sin(mmz/L) sin(ny/R) (21)
W sin(mmrx/L) cos(ny/R)

Il

U
v
w

It
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satisfy the simply supported edge boundary conditions
6N, = v = w = 6M, = 0 and are substituted [along
with the variations of forces and moments during buck-
ling, Eqs. (18) and (19), and the variations of reference
surface strains and changes of curvature, Egs. (8) and (9)] in
the Donnell-type stability differential equations for circular
cylindrical shells subjected to combinations of axial and
lateral pressure

5Nz,z ’JI‘ 6Na:y,y =0
0Ny + 0Nyy =0

_6]‘11,11 + szy,zy - 511[2/%@11 - 6*My,w + 5Z\fy/R +
Nzw,zz + Nywyyy = 0 J

In order to obtain a nontrivial solution to the resulting homo-
geneous equations in @, #, and @, i.e., an exact solution to the
stability differential equations, the determinant of the co-
efficients of 4, 7, and @ must be zero, and the following sta-
bility criterion results:

|
‘% (22)

Ttz — Quileg
e — Of

s <a12&23 - 1113(122) (23)

GGy — G1o?

N.(mw/L)? + N,(n/R)* = az + ass (

where
an = (Bu + Fun,A./b) (mr/L)? + By(n/R)* 1
12 (B2 + Bg) (mw/L)(n/R)
as = (Bio/R)Y(mn/L) + (Cu + ZsBan,A5/b) X
(mr/L)? + (Cpp + 2Cs) (mm/L) (n/R)*
asn = Bu(mn/L)? + By + EinAd./a)(n/R)?
a2 = (Cyo + 2C5) (mm/L)*(n/R) +
(1/R) (Bos + Euan,Ar/a)(n/R) + -2
(Ce + ZEnA:/a)(n/R)?
ay = (D + Eundo/b + 2B on,As/b)(ma/L)* +
(4D + 2D12 4 Gseced /b + Gicern]-/a) X
(mw/L)¥(n/R)* + (D2 + B lr/a + 22E o, Ar/a) X
(n/R)* + (2Cu/R)(mw/L)* + (2/R)(Cx +
2B wnAr/0)(n/R)* + (1/R?) (B2 + B, A,/a)

Equation (23) is a transcendental expression for the buck-
ling forces N, and N, in terms of the material properties at
N, and N, and in terms of the geometry and buckling mode
numbers. The stability criterion represented by Eq. (23)
reduces to Jones’ solution? for plastic buckling of stiffened
single-layered shells; Jones’ solution® for elastic buckling of
stiffened multilayered shells; Block, Card, and. Mikulas’
solution® for stiffened elastic single-layered shells; and the
classical Euler solution for unstiffened elastic shells. The
solution of Fq. (23) for the lowest buckling load is discussed
in the next section.

Il

Solution of Stability Criterion

The buckling load caleulated from Eq. (23) depends on
the geometry, buckling mode parameters, m and n, and
material properties. However, the material properties are a
function of the buckling load. Thus, Eq. (23) is a tran-
scendental expression and because of this and the numerous
geometric and material properties, a computer program!
is essential to the practical calculation of buckling loads.
Actually, the major portion of the effort in analysis of plastic
buckling of shells is in the solution of the transcendental
stability criterion. However, little, if any, discussion of the
solution procedure is published. Description of the solution
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procedure is especially important for multilayered shells
because of required new techniques.

The solution procedure is displayed schematically in Fig.
3 and is outlined in the following sentences; each step is
described in the following subsections. The objective of the
solution procedure is to logically estimate a succession of
loads to search for the load at which the stiffened multi-
layered shell buckles according to the transcendental stability
criterion, Eq. (23). The first step is to calculate the yield
load, Ay, to determine the boundary between elastic and
plastic behavior (Ay is the basis for a decision in a later step).
The second step is to determine the layer and stiffener stresses,
strains, and, hence, material properties at an estimated load
by a succession of numerical techniques (with the exception
that at the first estimated load, Ay, the material properties
are elastic so the stresses and strains can be determined
directly). The third step is to calculate the buckling load
for each value of m and » at the material properties corre-
sponding to the estimated load and to select the absolute
minimum ecaleulated buckling load from among values for a
prescribed range of m and n. The fourth and final step is
to compare the absolute minimum ecalculated buckling load
with the estimated buckling load to determine whether the
solution has been obtained. For the first estimated buckling
load, Ay, if the absolute minimum calculated buckling load
is less than the yield load, buckling is elastic and the solution
has been obtained. If it is greater than the yield load, a
searching technique is developed herein for choosing a suc-
cession of estimated loads and repeating steps two through
four until the estimated plastic buckling load is the same
as the absolute minimum calculated plastic buckling load
to a preseribed accuracy. The searching technique is dis-
played in Fig. 3 and deseribed in a subsequent section.

The stiffened multilayered shell is represented by its
geometry and by nonlinear stress-strain curves for each layer
and stiffener. The Nadai stress-strain curve for a 0.29
offset yield stress is used for the purposes of illustration

[ S gy; € = O'l/E
(25)
o > gy, €; = U,/E + 0002[(0’1 — Uy)/(a'oy — Uy)]°

although any other nonlinear stress-strain relations can be
used if desired. The stiffeners and each layer can have
different values of E, v, oy, ooy, and ¢ in the author’s com-
puter program.!!

Determination of the Yield Load

In the axisymmetric elastic membrane prebuckled state,
the force-strain relations are given by

N, = (Bu + E.A/b)é, + By,

_ _ _ (26)
Ny, = Bué, + (Bn + E.A./a)g,

Let N, and N, be related to a positive number N\ which rep-
resents the loading in the following manner

N, = k), N, = ka\ 27

where k1 and/or k2 can be negative, although it is to be noted
that buckling occurs only when either & or k, is positive.
The objective of this section is to find the value of X which will
cause yielding in one layer of the shell or in the stiffeners.
To this end, let

AA = Bll + EsAs/b, BB = Blg (28)
CC = Bn + E.A./a
Equations (26-28) can be written as

I\ = AAE + BB, k) = BBe, + CCe  (29)
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DESIRED LOAD, Ay, IS ESTIMATED BUCKLING LOAD, A,
AND OLD LOAD, A,, IS ESTIMATED BUCKLING LOAD, A,
iIN PREVIOUS BUCKLING CALCULATION STEP

TO EXTRAPOLATE TO A DESIRED LOAD, Ay,
= CALCULATE STRAINS BASED ON
TANGENT STIFFNESSES AT OLD LOAD, Ao

L

DETERMINE LAYER AND STIFFENER
STRESSES AND AATERIAL PROPERTIES
AT CALCULATED STRAINS

r CALCULATE LOAD, )‘i‘ AT CALCULATED STRAINS 1

l |

IF A = Ag IF A; =Ag TO
Al PRESCRIBED ACCURACY,
e SOLUTION OBTAINED

Fig. 4 Procedure for determination of layer and stiffener
stresses, strains, and material properties at the estimated
buckling load.

Upon solution of Eq. (29) for &
& = [(BBky ~ CCk))/(BB* — AACC)IN = AN (30)
Similarly,
¢, = [ — AAA)/BBIN = B\ @1)

so the membrane strains are known in terms of the applied
loads. * Upon substitution of the membrane strains in the
expression for the strain intensity in the kth layer

ex = [1/(1 — w1 — vi + v2)(A® + B2) —
) (1 — 4v, + ) ABIVIN  (32)

and conversion to the stress intensity in the 4th layer by
use of Eq. (4), the load causing yielding in the layered shell
is the smallest of

Are = ovi/EBCh (33)

where Cy is the coefficient of N in Eq. (32). TFor the rings,
the load which causes yielding is

Ay = lo'Yr/Ergl (34‘)
whereas for the stringers, the load which causes yielding is
)\Ys = ngs/EsA—l (35)

The yield load for the stiffened shell is the smallest of the A
in Egs. (33-35). The yield load, of course, separates the
elastic behavior of the shell from the nonlinear behavior.
The stresses and strains at the yield load are obtained by sub-
stitution of the smallest X in Eqgs. (30, 31, and 3) successively.

Determination of Layer and Stiffener Stresses, Strains,
and Material Properties at an Estimated Buckling Load

In order to determine the layer and stiffener stresses,
strains, and material properties at an estimated buckling
load, the load-deformation behavior of the stiffened multi-
layered shell must first be determined. For single-layered
shells in a membrane prebuckling equilibrium state, the load-
deformation behavior is merely a scaling constant times the
stress-strain behavior. However, multilayered shells, even
in a membrane prebuckling equilibrium state, exhibit much
more complex behavior because no such scaling constant
exists. Although the axial, as well as the circumferential,
strain is the same in each layer, the strain intensity, Eq.
(2), is not the same because the Poisson’s ratio is different in
each layer.

Actually, at this stage in the solution, only a portion of the
load-deformation behavior is required, namely, the determi-
nation of the deformation at the estimated buckling load. At
each such required determination in the search for the

ATAA JOURNAL

buckling load, the necessary steps are shown in Fig. 4 and
described as follows. The associated numerical techniques
are explained in more detail in the following paragraphs.
First, the load-deformation curve is extrapolated from a
known point to the new estimated load, As at which the
strains are caleulated using the material properties of the
known point. The second step is to calculate the layer and
stiffener stresses and material properties at the strains calcu-
lated in the first step. The third step is to calculate the
actual load from the layer and stiffener stresses at the calcu-
lated strains and compare it to the desired load. If the calcu-
lated load is not equal to the desired load, a new (smaller)
load increment is determined by the difference between the
calculated and desired loads. The steps are repeated until
the calculated load is the same as the desired load to a pre-
seribed accuracy. Three broad classes of iterations are noted
in Figs. 3 and 4: 1) load estimates; 2) strain estimates;
and 3) layer and stiffener stress estimates. The number of
iterations, subiterations, and subsubiterations that must be
undergone is highly dependent on the degree of nonlinearity
of the stress-strain curves and on the geometry of the con-
figuration. The number of iterations, ete., for a particular
case are given in the Numerical Example Section.

The extrapolation procedure, or tangent predictor tech-
nique, can best be explained by reference to Fig. 5 in the
following discussion. In Fig. 5, N is the load and A is a
characteristic deformation. The tangent extensional stiff-
nesses, By;, are used to extrapolate from the old load, \,,
at the previous known deformation (starting with the yield
deformation and load at the beginning of the entire procedure
to solve the stability criterion) to the desired load, Ng, at which
the deformation is to be determined. If an increment in A\
is formed in the manner of Eq. (27), the prebuckling force-
strain relations

N. = (Bu + EwoAu/b)e: + Bua,,} -
Ny = B12€x + (BZ2 + EseErAr/a')Ey
can be written in incremental form
AN, = (Bu + Etan,A+/b) Aé. 4 B12A€u} 37
ANy = B12A€x + (Bzz + Etan,A,/a) Aéy
*pesirep | e
A2
>\l
< -
o
g
Moot
AZ
AI
i
4oLp 4pESIRED

DEFORMATION, A

Fig. 5 Tangent predicator technique for obtaining load-
deformation curve.
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The increments in strain determined from Eq. (37) when
added to the old strains constitute an approximation to the
strains (or deformation, A;) at the desired \;. The question
remains to determine the actual A\; which corresponds to A;.
A procedure is described in the next two paragraphs for de-
termining the layer and stiffener stresses and material prop-
erties at the strains caleulated from Eq. (37) corresponding
to Ay After the actual \; is determined, another trial value,
Ay, of the strains at the desired A\, is obtained and the pro-
cedure is repeated until N; agrees with Ay to a prescribed
accuracy. In Fig. 5, only two approximations are shown as
further approximations are so close to the desired solution as
to be indistinguishable at the scale of Fig. 5.

A set of strains for the layered shell is determined in the
preceding paragraph. Because of the membrane prebuckled
equilibrium state, the strains are equal in all layers so the
strains in each layer are known a priori. However, the ma-
terial properties, and hence the stresses, are not known in
each layer. The stresses are determined for each layer by
forming e; sy,

eou = [1/(1 = w1 = v+ v @2 + &) —
(1 - 4:Vlc + Vk2)€zéy]1/2 (38)

the strain intensity determined by the prescribed strains and
material properties at a given stress intensity, and searching
by an interval halving technique for the stress intensity with
a corresponding strain intensity, e;, which agrees with
€ips;; t0 & prescribed degree of accuracy. A schematic indica-
tion of the aforementioned procedure is given for a single
layer in Fig. 6. There, it is noted that €, > e;, s0 the stress
intensity is increased by Ac; t0 0w At 04, €ipss < €5 50 05
is decreased by Ac/2 to oi; where e > €. Then, oy is
increased by Ag;/4 to o at which point €., < e;,. The
interval halving is repeated to continually bound the correct
solution closer from above and below until e,,; = é; to the
desired accuracy. The last step is to caleulate the stresses
from Eq. (3) when the material properties are obtained from
the Nadal stress-strain curve for the determined stress
intensity. )

The stress in the stiffeners is found by use of the tangent
predictor technique for determining uniaxial stress at a pre-
scribed uniaxial strain as illustrated schematically in Fig. 7.
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Fig. 6 Determination of stress intensity and strain inten-
sity for given g, and &,
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Fig.7 Tangent predicator technique for determining uni-
axial stress at a prescribed uniaxial strain,

The ring stress, for example, is given an increment
Agy, = EunAey, (39)

where Ae,, is initially the difference between the preseribed
strain and some convenient initial value of strain, say the
value at the previous load (at which E..,, is also evaluated).
The new strain, e,,, corresponding to the new stress is caleu-
lated by use of the Nadai stress-strain relation for the stiffener.
Since the new strain does not agree with the preseribed strain,
their difference is used in Eq. (39) to obtain a new stress and
strain. The procedure is repeated until the new strain agrees
with the prescribed strain to the desired accuracy thereby
determining the stress and material properties of the stiffener
at the prescribed strain. This relatively simple procedure
is unsuitable for the determination of stresses in a layered
shell since the prescribed strains do not determine a unique
strain intensity from which to calculate incremental strain.
Accordingly, in that case the search for a solution would be
somewhat like a cat chasing its tail.

Calculation of the Absolute Minimum Buckling Load
at an Estimated Load

The buckling load calculated by use of Eq. (23) is actually
a function of the buckling mode parameters, m and n, as
well as the material properties at the estimated load. The
following discussion pertains to the determination of the
absolute minimum of the values of the caleulated buckling
load, A., for a wide range of m and n.

First, the relative minima of A, for a series of fixed values
of m are found by varying n over a prescribed range as in Fig.
8a. The absolute minima of the A, for each value of m are
then compared to find the absolute minimum X\, for all m
and n in Fig. 8b. The aforementioned procedure of search-
ing for an absolute minimum X, for diserete values of m and
7 is necessary because of the possibility, for stiffened shells,
of obtaining more than one relative minimum as in Fig. 8b.
In such cases, ordinary procedures of determining a stationary
value of \, by differentiating N, with respect to m and » and
equating the results to zero are totally inadequate and mis-
leading. The sign of the second derivative must be examined
in order to determine whether a minimum, maximum, or in-
flection point has been obtained by the stationary value pro-
cedure which many individuals erroneously call “minimiza-
tion.” Actually, the determination of such derivatives and
the associated logic for selection of the absoclute minimum
would result in undesirable noninteger values of m and n
and would take about the same effort as the procedure used
herein. The present search procedure obviates the need
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Fig. 8 Determination of absolute minimum buckling
load.

for determining any derivatives of A,, but is subject to the
limitation that a sufficiently wide range of m and # must be
prescribed or the absolute minimum can be missed, i.e., the
range of m and n must include the values for the true absolute
minimum. Two factors ease the difficulty in deciding on the
range of m and n to be investigated: 1) practical experience
and 2) the computer program developed by the author!! notes
behavior such as a decreasing . as the end of the range of
n {or m) is approached, e.g., Fig. 8a, and prints a message
that the range of n (or m) should be increased. These two
factors lead to reasonable assurance that no relative mini-
mum which might be the absolute minimum is missed.

Comparison of Estimated and Absolute Minimum
Calculated Buckling Load

The buckling load which is calculated from Eq. (23) must
coincide with the estimated load for which the material prop-
erties in Eq. (23) apply in order for the plastic buckling solu-
tion to have been found. If the estimated load, Ae, 1S t0O
low, the calculated load, A, is too high because the material
properties are too high. Conversely, if A, is too high, \, is
too low. Thus, the aforementioned relation of A, to \, is an
ideal eriterion for use in a numerical technique to determine
where A equals A, to a preseribed accuracy.

Various load estimates, A, are made in Fig. 9 on the load-
deformation curve and ecorresponding absolute minimum
calculated buckling loads are obtained by procedures dis-
cussed previously. The first load estimate, \;., is the previ-
ously determined yield load for which the corresponding \i,
is too high in Fig. 9 because the materia} properties are too
high. Successive load increments, A\, of one-tenth the
yield load are added until X is less than i, e.g., e < Ago in
Fig. 9. At this point, the estimated load is reduced by AN/2.
The new A, is compared to the corresponding A;. whereupon
i Is increased by AN/4 or decreased by AN/2 according to
whether N, > A or Aie < A as in Fig. 3. The load incre~
ment is halved at essentially each step until N\;; = Ai, to a
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prescribed accuracy. This interval halving search pro-
cedure converges by virtue of the relation of A, to A, and can
be shown to be the most efficient search procedure. The
iteration procedures which were attempted for the deter-
mination of where A, equals A. did not converge.

Numerical Examples

As mentioned in the Introduction, the numerous geo-
metrical and material parameters in the present investigation
cannot be nondimensionalized in a meaningful fashion, i.e.,
general results cannot be presented. Accordingly, two
numerical examples are given in order to illustrate application
of the present theory. The first example is illustrative of the
new capability represented by the present theory in that
a heretofore unattacked problem, plastic buckling of a ring-
stiffened, four-layered shell under hydrostatic pressure, is
solved. The second example is a re-examination of a ring-
and stringer-stiffened shell which is representative of current
large diameter booster interstage structures. The buckling
of the latter shell under axial compression was studied by
Jones? and is examined in order to illustrate the capability
of the present theory to treat negative loading components,
e.g., internal pressurization of axially compressed shells or
axial tension on a shell subjected to lateral pressure.

Ring-Stiffened F our-Layered Shell under
Hydrostatic Pressure

A ring-stiffened four-layered shell is examined as, for ex-
ample, a simulation of configurations with in-plane material
properties which vary in the radial direction due to thermal
degradation. Contrived material properties given in Table
1 are used in order to simplify the illustration. The corre-
sponding stress-strain curves are shown in Fig. 10. The
rings are of the same material as the first layer and are 0.25
in. high, 0.06 in. thick, and have a spacing which is varied
in the present example. The basic shell is 12 in. long, has
a radius of 6 in. to the reference surface which is chosen to be
the center of the innermost layer, and has four layers of un-
equal thickness (4 = 0.040 in., & = 0.030 in., {; = 0.020 in.,
and t, = 0.010 in.).

General instability (i.e., buckling in which the rings partie-
ipate) results for a varying ring spacing are shown in Fig. 11
in which plastic buckling is denoted by the solid curve and
elastic buckling is denoted by the dashed curve. Panel in-
stability (i.e., buckling between rings) results are shown in
Fig. 12 with the same notation as in Fig. 11. In both Figs.

ELASTIC BUCKLING

BUCKLING LOADS

)‘ie ~ ESTIMATED
—-/=——YIELD LOAD

Aic - CALCULATED

L

DEFORMATION, 4

Fig. 9 Comparison of estimated and calculated buckling
loads.
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Layer E, psi Ve ¢ oy, psi ooy, Psi
1 10 X 108 0.20 2.0 20 X 10® 30 X 103
2 6 X 1068 0.25 3.0 9 X 10® 13.5 X 103
3 4 %X 108 0.30 4.0 4 X 103 6 X 103
4 2 X108 0.35 5.0 1 X 10° 1.5 X 103

11 and 12, cusps are noted at ring spacings where a layer (or
ring) yields and where the buckling mode shape changes.
A typical load-deformation curve is shown in Fig. 13 (for
a = 1.5 in.) wherein elastic behavior is denoted by a dashed
line and plastic behavior is denoted by a solid curve. The
results for Fig. 13 require about 1.4 sec of CDC 6600
central processor time (an IBM 360/65 FORTRAN G system
takes about three times as long). During that time, there
are 38 load estimates, 2-3 strain estimates per load estimate,
15-25 layer stress intensity estimates per strain estimate,
and 1-3 stiffener stress estimates per strain estimate.

If a balance between general and panel instability were
sought for the elastic case in Figs. 11 and 12, the “optimum”’
ring spacing is 7 in. at a buckling pressure of 180 psi. How-
ever, when plastic effects are accounted for, the “optimum”
ring spacing is 5 in. at a buckling pressure of 175 psi. Per-
haps more important is the fact that at a ring spacing of 7
in., the elastic buckling pressure is 269 higher than the
plastic buckling pressure.

From an analysis, rather than a design, viewpoint, the
neglect of plastic effects in the present example results in
the buckling pressure being overestimated by from 209, to
909, as the ring spacing varies over the practical range from
4 in~0.5 in. In addition, it can be noted by comparison of
Figs. 11 and 12 that the general and panel instability results
are much closer to each other for the plastic case than for the
elastic case.

A configuration like the aforementioned example except
with four layers, each 0.020-in. thick, yields slightly different
results. The optimum ring spacing changes from 3.5 in. in
the elastic case to about 1 in. in the plastic case. A striking
observation is the fact that, due to plastic effects, panel in-
stability governs over nearly the entire range of stiffener
spacings in contrast to the elastic case for which general in-
stability governs over a wide range of stiffener spacings.
In addition, the rings of the equal thickness four-layered shell
yield at a ring spacing noticeably different from the ring
spacing at which the innermost layer (to which the rings are
fastened) yields.

Stiffened Large Diameter Booster Interstage
Structure under Biaxial Loading

A ring- and stringer-stiffened aluminum shell which is
representative of large diameter booster interstage structures

40

30,

Fig. 10 Stress-
strain curves for four
contrived materials.
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Fig.11 General instability of a ring-stiffened four-layered
circular eylindrical shell under hydrostatic pressure.

is subjected to biaxial loading, including axial tension and
internal pressure. The geometry and material properties
are given by Jones? in his study of the behavior of this.
configuration under axial compression.

General instability results under biaxial loading are dis-
played in Fig. 14. The yield curve, which is denoted by a
dashed line with intermittent dots, separates the regions of
elagtic and plastic behavior. Substantial reductions, es-
pecially at large axial tension or large internal pressure, from
the elastic results (dashed curve) are noted for the plastic
results (solid curve).

For boosters, it is sometimes desired to increase the re-
sistance to buckling under axial compression by use of in-
ternal pressurization, e.g., the Atlas missile. In the present
example, the net axial buckling force decreases with internal
pressurization due to effects of plastic deformation on the
buckling resistance. When this result is compared with the
prediction of increasing net axial buckling foree with internal
pressurization under elastic conditions, it is obvious that sub-
stantial modification must be made to the usual conclusion
that internal pressurization increases the buckling resistance
of boosters. Although some benefit is obtained by use of
internal pressurization, the elastic approach would result in
an overestimate of the axial buckling load by 309, at 100-psi
internal pressure. Similar results are obtained for the use of

400 g~ \
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Fig. 12 Panel instability of a ring-stiffened four-layered
circular eylindrical shell under hydrostatic pressure.
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Fig. 13 Load-deformation curve for a ring-stiffened four-
layered circular cylindrical shell under hydrostatic pres-
sure.

axial tension to increase the buckling resistance under lateral
pressure.

Concluding Remarks

A transcendental stability eriterion is derived for plastic
buckling of eccentrically stiffened circular cylindrical shells
with multiple isotropic layers under combinations of axial
and lateral pressure (including one component of pressure
which causes tension). The deformation theory of plasticity
is utilized in conjunction with classical stability theory,
which implies a membrane prebuckled shape, for a set of
simply supported edge boundary conditions. The technique
of applying this type of stability criterion is discussed for the
first time and includes new procedures required for multi-
layered shells.

The numerous geometrical and material parameters in the
present investigation cannot be nondimensionalized in a
meaningful fashion, i.e., general results cannot be presented.
Accordingly, two numerical examples are given to illustrate
application of the derived theory. The first example is a
ring-stiffened four-layered shell under hydrostatic pressure.
For one case, plastic effects result in a decrease of the opti-
mum ring spacing from the value predicted by use of an elastic
solution. 1In addition, it is shown that over a practical range
of ring spacing, elastic results are from 20-909, too high. In
another case, plastic effects result in panel instability govern-
ing over a much wider range of ring spacings than under
elastic conditions. The second numerical example involves
a ring- and stringer-stiffened aluminum shell which is repre-
sentative of a large diameter booster interstage structure
subjected to biaxial loading (including axial tension or in-
ternal pressure). Because of plastic effects, the benefit of in-
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Fig. 14 Buckling of a large diameter booster interstage
structure with internal rings and external stringers under
biaxial loading.

ternally pressurizing an axially compressed shell is sub-
stantially reduced. Similar results occur when axial tension
is used to stabilize an externally pressurized shell.
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