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Smooth Contact Between a Rigid Indenter and an
Initially Stressed Orthotropic Beam |

L. M. Keer* and R. Ballarinit
Northwestern University, Evanston, Illinois

The elastostatics problem of a rigid punch in smooth contact with an initially stressed transversely isotropic
layer is investigated. The problem is formulated by writing the field equations in terms of suitable displacement
potentials. In addition, an elementary beam theory solution is superimposed on the elasticity solution to satisfy
the support boundary conditions for a finite beam. The cases studied are those of a simply supported beam and a

clamped beam.

Nomenclature

=half of contact length

=elastic stiffnesses
Xx) =load distribution in contact
=thickness of beam
=length of beam
=bending moment
=total vertical load
=load in direction of beam axis
=radius of curvature
=instantaneous velocity components parallel to and

perpendicular to axis of beam (also v;, v;)

=average value of v, »
= coordinate along axis of beam
= coordinate perpendicular to axis of beam
= constant related to initial stress
= deflection under centerline of punch
=load parameter
= first Piola-Kirchhoff stress
& =relative incremental stress components
IR =roots of Eq. (14)

DT YRS TA0 o
=

<
®
.

<
N

S
~

>PQN><
>
[~

a‘l
S

Introduction

INCE elementary beam theory cannot account adequately

for the local behavior in an elastic layer, it is hoped that
through the present analysis a better understanding of such
phenomena will develop. In a contact problem for a beam the
local stress distributions as well as the global beam-type
‘behavior must be properly understood. This is especially
necessary for such materials as composites since they may be
weak in certain directions. The understanding of both the
global and local stresses is important to assess possible
damage.

In practice composites may experience, in addition to the
contact and support loadings, very large initial stresses. Thus,
the theory to be developed in this paper will include materials
in which a large initial stress can affect the overall response to
the loading. To investigate such problems involving initial
stress Hill! has given prominence to the nominal stress and its
rate. Therefore, in the next section, an exact rate formulation
is presented in terms of the rate of nominal or the first Piola-
Kirchhoff stress, referred to and measured with respect to the
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current configuration. A similar approach was used by Dorris
and Nemat-Nasser? in their study of the instability of a
compressed layer on a half-space and by Keer et al.? in their
study of the instability and splitting of compressed brittle
elastic solids containing crack arrays. For an account of the
theory of small deformations superimposed upon large ones,
see Green et al.*

In the next section the basic equations are presented. The
problem of an infinitely long, loaded layer is solved and, by
matching the appropriate averaged boundary conditions at
the supports with a suitable beam theory solution, a finite-
beam solution is developed. The basic equations are reduced
to Fredholm integral equations of the second kind which are
solved by numerical methods. Stress distributions and
compliances are obtained for various geometries, initial
stress, and material properties. The results are compared with
the predictions from beam theory as well as the Hertz solution
for two bodies in contact.

Formulation

The considered problem is shown in Fig. 1, where a rigid
punch is in smooth contact with an initially stressed, trans-
versely isotropic beam. The plane strain theory used in this
analysis is based upon small deformations superimposed upon
a large uniform deformation; the small deformation accounts
for the contact between the punch and the beam.

The stress components employed in this analysis are the
first Piola-Kirchhoff stress 7%, with #& being the relative
incremental stress components referred to the deformed,
initially stressed state. In the absence of body forces the
equations. of equilibrium take on the form (see Biot,’ Hill,!
and Nemat-Nasser®)

Tapa=0 v 0

where a subscript preceded by a comma denotes partial
differentiation with respect to the corresponding coordinate
and where the repeated indices denote summation. The in-
cremental stress boundary conditions are

Topla =1y @

where 7, are the components of prescribed incremental
tractions referred to the initial stress state, and n, are the
components of the outward unit normal of the boundary.

Let v, (x,7) be the instantaneous velocity components of a
typical material point in the current configuration; for the
problem considered in this work v, can be regarded as the
incremental deformation. The deformation rate is defined as

Doy = (04 +04,) /2 3
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Fig.1 Problem configuration (simple support case).

The stress rate 78 is related to the deformation rate as

follows:

] D7,
be = D; ~ Dacacb _Dbcoca + UpcOca . (4)

where Dr,, /D¢ denotes the Jaumann rate of the Kirchhoff
stress and g, are the components of the Cauchy stress. If we
assume that for a transversely 1sotrop1c material the Jaumann
rate of the Kirchhoff stress is given by?

D1 /Dt=cv, ;43055 +C 13035

D7y, /Dt=c;50; ;41,052 +Cp303 3

Dry/Dt=c3 (v, +0;,) +C350;55

Dsz/Dt= C44 (1)2’3 + 03’2)

D7y /Dt=cy (v, +0,3)

D7p,/Dt=4i(c);—cpp) (V405 5) ’)
" where ¢;; are the elastic stiffnesses for a transversely isotropic
mater1al then by treating o, in Eq. (4) as an initial stress and
assuming plane strain conditions (v, =0, d/3x, =0).the basic

equations for the problem with constant tensile stress p in the
x, direction are

i =(cp—plvy +evs;
th=cp0;+C5053

& =c U1 HC33053

= (Coy+p/2)v3, + (Cyy=P/2) V5

5 =(cy—p/2) (v5;,+v;3)

th=1%= T§3 =5=0 6
Boundary Conditions

The boundary conditions for the problem shown in Fig. 1
are .

% =0 : z=0  —oo<x<o®
% =0 z=0 c<Ixi<o
K =i§=0 . z=h —o<x< o0
v;=A—x?/2R z=0 —c<x=<c )]

where R is the radius of curvature of the indenter and A the
displacement at (0,0). In addition, at the support, the
following conditions must be satisfied:

1) Simply supported beam

M(L)y=0, 3,(L)=0 ®)
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where M(x) is the bending moment at x and 0, (x) is the
average value of the deflection at x. (At x=L the average
displacement is approximately the pointwise displacement.)

2) Clamped beam

0,(Ly=0, 80,(L)/3x=0 ©)
where
av, 1 S" dv,
—~ ==\ —4d 10
ax  ho ax © (10)
is the average slope at x.
Layer Solution
Defining potentials as
v =0, v;=kd; (11)

where k is a constant to be determined leads to (see Ref. 7)
(ci=P)o + k(e +cCy—p/2) +cyy~p/21¢ 33=0
[k(coys+p/2) +ci3+Cyy—p/2]10 1+ ez 53=0 - (12)

and hence |

k(c;3+cy—p/2)+cy—p/2
¢y —p

_ kcy; _
T k(cyu+pI2)+cyte,—pl2

13)

or equivalently
Cep =Yg+ pI2) VP + e 52 +cp3) +P7/2
=P(Cp3+Cy—C33) —cpcylv+(cyy—p/2)c55=0  (14)
There will be potential functions, ¢;, i=1,2, implied by the
two roots for vin Eq. (14).
The following potentials satisfy Eq. (12) and are associated

with a layer loaded only on its fop surface in terms of the
Fourier transform d(§¢):

o= L Gy (35)

K.?(Eh) £z -
K, (th) COSh(\/_y—I)}d(é)cos(gx)dg

o=, Gty (7
+cosh(j—yi_2)}d(g)cos(sx)ds (15)

where

K,(Eh)—- e, smh( Eh')cosh( 3’%)
'—smh( )cosh( \/7)
1

.Kz (Eh) —cosh( \/—>cosh<T/——> ’

st (21) -

S 8
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e, o Eh th-
Kg(’éh)—%czcosh( */T>C05h< \/E)
T AT AN
smh( \/Z)smh( \/Z> e, (16)
and

c;=+k;) /Ny, c;=(1+k,) /Ny,
C3=(kyC3=v,C13) /vy €q= (KyC33—v,€13) /v, an

Beam Theory
By using the equations for a transversely isotropic material

with initial stress the usual beam theory equations can be
easily derived for plane strain. This solution will have the
form

v, (x) = C+ Dx+ Asinh(ax) + Beosh (ax) (18)
where

a? = 12ph/ B3 (¢ = p— ¢33 /C33) 19)

The bending moment is given by

h3 2\ d?o
Y N

and the relation between shear and bending moment is

1,74 do '
V=— a4 21
o +ph o 21)

In the case of a constant moment M applied at x= + L the
solution for v, is ‘ )

U, =Bcosh(ax) +M/ph 22)

Equilibrium Relations

To show the equilibrium relations, the normal stresses are
integrated along the contact length. On z=0,

%= [ E®) cosen at @)
where
K, (th)
CE()=%2d 4 24
(§)=£2d(%) K, (Eh) 24
and

K, (&h) ‘=204co_sh(b f/’yl_z)COSh( f/{:;) ‘

_(c§c§+c§c§ )sinh( h )sinh( & )y"zé’«: (25)

€;€,C5 Vv, NP
Inverting Eq. (23),
E(§&) =2/1rS: é(x)cos(éx)dx (26)

where

é(x) =1%(x,0) . @7
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Since the problem is symmetric in x, é(x) =&(—x), and the
total load is given in terms of the normal stresses as

P=— SC é(x)dx (28)

-c
If the two faces of the layer at points x and —x are cut and
the shear stresses are integrated, the result should equal the

total load P. After some manipulation, using Egs. (23) and
(26), it can be shown that

h I re
V=S Rdz= —S é(ryds 29)
0 2 J-c
Summing the forces in the vertical direction
h
P+250 Rdz=0 30)
It.can be shown that on any section of the layer

h
SO tfdz=0 31)

The moment at any section is given as

K, (¢h)
K,(&h)

M(x) = S:d(z) cos (£x)d 32)

where _

K (£R) = (cgvy —csc,v,/¢;) [cosh(Eh/v,) —cosh(Eh/Vr,) 1
+ (cy¢5v, /¢y + ¢y 075/ ¢3¢, ) sinh(ER/Nv,) sinh(sh/\/;;)
+(cgv,+cyc5v,/C3) [1—cosh(£ﬁ/\/z)cosh(£h/\/2)] (33)

and

Cs=Cy—p=Cpky/v;, cg=C;—p—C;3K;/v; (34

If an average value of the slope dv,/dx is taken, then the
relation

w, (= K(Eh) .
phz=p|, H(D) 1 gy e 88 @9)

is obtained, where ;

K (£h) = (¢ k,/c;—ky) [cosh(Eh/\ ;) —cosh(Eh/\v,)]
+(k,+c,k,/c;) [cosh(Eh/Nv,) cosh(Ehr/Nv,) — 1]
—(k,cy/c;+ ke c,/c5¢,) sinh(ER/N ;) sinh(Eh/Nv,)  (36)

Using Eqs. (29), (32), and (35) it can be shown that .

V= % +ph % 37

which is the well-known beam column equation.

Boundary Value Problem

The problem is now reduced to a set of dual integral
equations. On z=0

= S:E(S)cos(éx)d£=0, x>c (38)
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E(&)sin((x)dt= —x/R

v, k—k, SwK,(gh)

ox  (I+k)Vr, Jo K, (kh)
0=x=sc
If E(&) is defined as
E@) = sy (39)
and substituted into the first of Egs. (38)
- S \/:é(%)x? d, O=x=c
=0, x>c (40)

and the first of Egs. (38) is satisfied automatically. On z=0,

__ki—k, g€ K, (£h) cos(tx)
vz_(1+k,)\/;zgo¢(t){gJ(Et)K,,(Eh) ¢ ds}d’

(41)

It can be shown that this integral diverges. The physical
meaning is that the layer is infinite in the x direction and any
load will produce an infinite deflection. To introduce the
finiteness of the layer at x= +L a beam bending solution is
superimposed on the elasticity solution to satisfy simply
supported and clamped boundary conditions. .

Simply Supported Beam

For a simply supported beam the moment and vertical
deflection at the supports are zero. Remembering Eq. (24) and
substituting Eq. (39) into Eq. (32), at x=L

K;(&h) cos(&L)
K, (tn) &2

— phBcosh(aL) =0 42)

R A A g}

where —phBcosh(aL) is an elementary beam bending
solution and ¥, the auxiliary function for the simply sup-
ported case. Solving for B in Eq. (42), the deflection on z= 0
becomes

_ ky=k, e = K, (¢h) cos(éx)
Y= T+ k,)Vo, So Ve (D) {S To &N % eny dg}d’

cosh{ax) ¢ K (5h) cos((L)
phcosh(aL) S ¥ (1) {S Jo (&t )K (¢h) &2 dé}dt
+M/ph 43)

where M/ph-is an elementary beam bending solution. Dif-
ferentiating Eq. (43) we get

v, __ki=ky = K (th)
ax  (I+k)Vo, S w(t){SoJO(E’)K_—“‘(Eh) Sm('fx)dé}dt
_osinh(ex) K (£h) cos(EL)
phcosh(aL) S ¥ (1) {S Jo(&8) 2y K, (&h) £2 dE}dt

44)

It is noted that when the initial stress p becomes zero, by
taking the proper limits and expanding the hyperbolic and
trigonometric functions about £=0, the integrand of the
kernel of the elasticity solution diverges. However, the added
elementary solution removes the divergent part of the in-
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tegrand, hence the integral is well behaved. By expanding the
functions as £—oo the integrand-in the elasticity solution
approaches the value c,J,, (£7)sin(§x) , where

(ky=k)Vv Vv,
(kycs3—vy¢13) (14K )WVv,— (kjc35~v,¢5) (1+k;) Vo,
45)

Cy=

To help the convergence at the upper limit this term is added
and subtracted from the integrand and a part of the integral is
evaluated in closed form. Then write

v x Y (r)de
';,’—=S \[/ (t)K(X,I)dt-}-C?S‘ W (46)
where
_ ¢ k,—k, (K,(¥h) ¢, i :
ko= { i (% )
(1) o L(I+k;)Vv, \K,(ER) +c401-—c3c2 sin(éx)
asinh(ax) K (¢h) cos(EL)
J,(£0)d 47
pheosh(aLl) K, (th) &2 } o(E1)dE “n
where
v, x
‘a—x— = R Ixt<c . (48)
Multiplying both sides of Eq. (46) by
SS xdx
0 Vs§?—x?
and evaluating the integrals leads to
s (4
R =c¥,(S) +sSO Y, () K (s,t)dt (49)

where

K(s,t):S‘”{ (k;=k)K, (¢h)

(I+k1)‘/;,2K4(Eh) £Jy (&) —c,8J, (§9)

_ 121, (as) K5 (Eh)cos(E(L) }
R (c;; —p—ci/c5;)cosh(al ) K, (Eh) &2

Jo(EndE (50)

Equation (49) is nondimensionalized by making the sub-
stitations B=£h, f=cu, s=cr, N=c/h, o*=ah, and
Yo (ery=crcy,(r)/R. The following Fredholm integral
equation of the second kind is obtained:

\Zs(r) =1/c,cy—N S: unfzs(u)l?(cr,cu)du 51)
- where
5 = (k;—k;)K,;(B)BJ,(BNr) _
Reeren= | { Tk Wo,c K, (8) PlolBA)
_ 121, (a*Nr) cos(BL/h) K (B)
(c;; —p—c33¢55) c,cosh(e*L/h) B2K ,(B) }J"(B)\u)dﬁ
(52)
Recalling Eq. (40), onz=0
‘ 1
75?3 =CC44/R Sr % (53)



JULY 1983

Having solved for discrete values of fbs (u), the integration in
Eq. (53) is performed by approximating y,(ux) with a
polynomial and solving the integral in closed form. The total
load is given as '

P=2S ihde= c447rc2/RS wh, (u) du (54)

and this integral is also solved numerically.

For a simply supported beam the deflection of the supports
is zero. From Eq. (43) we can solve for M/ph, and the
deflection at (0,0) becomes

e[y, ¢ (k,—k;)K;(Eh) (1-cos(EL)
A_So""s(’)dtso{(1+k1)\/§2K4(gh)( £ )

cos((L)K; (£h) ( 1 )}
—1){J,(EndE - 55
PhE2K, (Eh)  \cosh(aL) o(ENdE (53)
To enhance the convergence at the upper limit, we add and
subtract the term ¢, (1 —cos(§L) ) /£. We can solve part of this
integral in closed form. By nondimensionalizing, the result is

-]t ([Tt (20

e, (UK, ) (I—COS(BL/h) )
(kz_k1)' ﬁ

€4,c08(BL/R)K; (B) ( 1 _ >]
PB2K,(B) cosh(a*L/H)

% Jo (B dB+ ¢ syarch (L/ cu) }du (56)

The Hertz solution can be extracted from Eq (51) by
making ¢/h<1. The result is

v (ry=1/c,e, R =cVI—r?/c,R P==c?/2¢c,R . (57)

Clamped Ends

The next case is that of a beam with clamped ends. Using
Eq. (35) and the second of the boundary conditions [Egs. (9)],
atx=L

%S‘” £d(£)

o K, (Eh) K (&h)sin(¢L) + Baginh(al) =0 (58)

where Basinh(xL) is an elementary beam bending solution.
From Eq. (58) we determine B and on z=0 we get

dv, (k;—k,) [° Jo (§1) K, (§h)sin(éx)

x  (I+k)Vr, 5 Ve (’)d’S K, (&h) d

_ sinh(ax) (e © J, (£t) K, (£h)sin(EL)
hsinh(aL) S ve(n)ds S i 9

€K (Eh)

where ¥, is the auxiliary function for the clamped case. Using
the same procedure as for the simply supported case we get

Vo (r)=1/c,c0~N S; uy, (u)K(cr,cu)du (60)
where
7% _ ® (kz_k1)K1 (6)6-’0(5)\") _
K(cr,cu) = So [ Tk )Vr,0 K, (B) BJ(BAr)
a*sin(BL/h) 1, (a*Nr) K4 (B)
sinh(a* /) BK, (B) ]J"(B)‘”)dﬁ 1)
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To solve for the displacement under the indenter we make use
of the first of Egs. (9) and solve for M/ph. We then get

sl ([ 55505 (2

(I +k)V, ) <1—cos(BL/h) )

(ky— B
¢ sin{BL/h)[cosh(a*L/h) — 11K, (B)
* o*Bsinh(a*L/1) K, (B) ]J" (Bhu) dp
+c7c44arch(L/cu)}du ' ' (62)

Numerical Results and Conclusions
The integration in Egs. (51), (56), (60), and (62) was per-
formed numerically using a Gaussian quadrature scheme. The
parameters L/h, ¢/h, p, and elastic moduli were varied to
study the effects of various loading conditions, beam
geometries, initial stress, and material properties. Two trans-
versely isotropic materials were chosen for this investigation.
The first, magnesium, is nearly isotropic, and to investigate
the effect of more severe anisotropy, cadmium was chosen.
The elastic moduli of both materials were obtained from Ref.
8 and are listed in Table 1.
Certain dimensionless parameters are defined as:

=AR/# (deflection under centerline of punch)
A=12PIR/W (¢;; —p—c3;/¢3;)  (load parameter)
o* =18 c/P (stress parameter)

* __ X
C/ Cr= Abeam theory/ Aelasticity theory

Initial Stress Zero

To investigate the effect of anisotropy the results for p=0
are first studied. Figures 2 and 3 are load deflection curves for
the simply supported condition. Since the load parameter
eliminates the bending stiffness, it can be seén that
magnesium and cadmium differ slightly in their load
deflection behavior. Although it cannot bé observed from the
graphs, the numerical results show that cadmium does ex-
perience larger deflections for the same load. This is due to
the fact that cadmium is softer in the transverse direction and
is therefore more sensitive to the contact. The effect is more
pronounced as the aspect ratio decreases and the contact
length increases. The deflection in these cases is due to the
punch penetrating into the material and, sirice cadmium is
softer in ‘the transverse direction, it experiences larger
deflections. When the aspect ratio is increased, the deflection
is mostly due to bending and this softness does not manifest
itself as much. Figures 4 and 5 show that beam theory is more
than adequate for determining the global behavior of the
beam. Since the system constraint for beam theory is greater,
beam theory predicts a stiffer beam. To examine contact
stress distributions, only one aspect ratio and one end con-

Table1 Elastic moduli for magnesium
and cadmium, x 101 N/m?2

Cadmium

Magnesium
¢y 5.857 10.92
I 2.501 3.976
€3 2.079 3.754
C33 6.110 4.602
Cyy 1.658 1.562
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) . No
Fig. 2 Load deflection for magnesium, simple support case (solid
line is L/h =10.0, dashed line L/h=5.0).

_ Do
Fig. 3 Ldad deflection for cadmium, simple support case (solid line
is L/h=10.0, dashed line L/h =5.0).

dition was necessary for each material, since this distribution
has been found to be invariant with respect to end conditions
and aspect ratios when the initial stress is zero and is a func-
tion of ¢/# only. (See Figs. 6 and 7.) For small values of c/A,
the distribution is almost identical to the Hertz solution [Eq.
(57)1, but as c/h increases, the results change dramatically.
From beam theory zero normal stresses are predicted along
the contact region except for concentrated loads equal to P/2
at x==xc. As the contact length increases, the elasticity
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L/h=5

LIO+

»®
[S][&]

L/hs5

.05+ v

Loo L . . L/h=10

¢/h

Fig. 4 Ratio of elasticity solution compliance to beam theory
solution compliance for magnesium, simple support (solid line is
p=0, dashed line p/c;; =0.00718).

L/h=5

.10
L3
olo L/h=5
1.05
L/ns10
100 S~ =TT T - - — L/heio

1 |

. c/h
Fig. 5 Ratio of elasticity solution compliance to beam theory

solution compliance for cadmium, simple support (solid line is p=0,
dashed line p/c,; =0.00708).

c/h=4.0

‘L/h=10.0

1801 .00

15.0
12.0

9.0

/P (X107

6.0

3.0

0.000 .200 .400 .600 .800 1.000
x/c¢

Fig. 6 Stress distribution for magnesium (simple support case).

solition is expected to approach this simple theory solution
and, as seen from these plots, it does.

‘An interesting result is noticed from these distributions.
Magnesium experiences higher peak stresses than cadmium
for large contact lengths. The anisotropy manifests itself in
the stresses through the distribution of thése stresses. These
distributions must be properly understood in order to make
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180} L/h=100
p=0.0 ¢/h=4.0
15.0
120
o
b3
& 90
& ¢/h=0.25 ¢/h=0.50
6.0 \
3.0
0,0
~5.000 .200 .400 600 - .80O 1.000
x/c

Fig. 7 Stress distribution for cadmium (simple support case).

18.01 L/h=10.0
- p/cy1=.0071

15.0

¢/h=4.0

12.0

9.0"

To/P (X107

6.0

3.0

5.000  .200 400 600 800 1.000
x/c

Fig. 8 Stress distribution for magnesium, simple support case
(dashed line represents beam theory solution for ¢/2=4).

180} L/h=100
p/c1,=.0071
15.0
T 12,0
Q
x c/h=4.0
& 90
. ¢/h=0.25 c/h=0.50 °/"N=20
25
6.0
c/h=1.0"
3 S
0,0 ‘
5,000 - .200 400 600 800 1.000

x/c
Fig. 9 Stress distribution for cadmium, simple support case (dashed
line represents beam theory solution for c/h=4).
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L/h=10.0

18.0 p/c11=.071

15.0
120
(w]
3
a 9.0
3 . c/h=4.0
o ¢/h=0.25 I<:/h=0.50 c/h=2.0

6.0

¢/h=1.0

sof

0,0+- i

b.000 .200 .400 .600 .800 1.000

x/c
Fig. 10 Stress distribution for magnesium, simple support case
(dashed line represents beam theory solution for c/h=4).

correct assumptions in more advanced analyses, such as the
problem of impact of composites.

Initial Stress Not Zero

These same calculations were performed for initial stress
not equal to zero. The major differences between these cases
are in the stress distributions and load deflection relation-
ships. Figures 2 and 3 show that initial stress increases the
bending stiffness of the beam. This is due to the fact that the
initial stress contributes a bending moment opposite to that
due to the transverse loading. The contact stress distributions
also differ. From beam theory a constant stress is predicted
along the region of contact and, as seen from Figs. 8-10, as
c/h increases the elasticity solution does indeed approach a
constant value, and this valiie is lower than that predicted by
beam theory. Again we see that magnesium experiences higher
peak stresses for most contact lengths. Figure 10 shows that as
the initial ‘stress becomes very large, the stress distribution
approaches a constant value. This is the same as the
distribution predicted by a cable solution. :

The overall behavior of the beam can be determined using
beam theory, as seen from Figs. 4 and 5. The difference in
compliances between elasticity theory and beam theory does
not exceed 15%, and this large variation occurs only at the
lower aspect ratios. As expected, bearn theory predicts a
stiffer beam, since the system constraint in beam theory is
greater. The details of the beam theory solutions are not given
here, but for an account of the theory which includes

. wrapping see Timoshenko.? The results for the clamped case

are not given here.

Even though they are not included here, numerical results
show that, for the same contact length, magnesium can
tolerate a higher load than cadmium. This is due to cadmium
being softer in the vertical direction and therefore being more
sensitive to the contact. This effect is pronounced as the
contact length increases and the aspect ratio decreases. The
contact in these cases is due to the punch penetrating into the
madterial and cadmium, being softer, will tolerate a lower
load. As the aspect ratio increases, the contact is due to the
material wrapping around the punch (a bending effect) and
cadmium’s softness does not manifest itself as much.

This work can be viewed as a basis for studying the more
complicated phenomenon of the impact of composites. The
solution of this complex problem may be applied to the
analysis and design of such structures as airplane frames, etc.
The fact that initial stress is accounted for is significant in that
the initial stress can model the membrane stress in an airplane
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panel and the contact stresses can model local effects due to
the loading.
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