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symmetric, and those of the last row to the value of n for
which Ref. 5 leads to a minimum (namely n = 3V2/2, 0.50,
0.90 and 3%¥2/2 for the four sections, respectively). As
expected, Eq. (6) gives too conservative values, and so does
Eq. (10b) in the case of section B. For sections A, C, and D,
the ratios of the values for the minimum AT, given in the
last two rows are 0.70, 0.92, and 0.69, respectively; these
may be considered sufficiently close to unity to be useful
either for quick preliminary estimates or for rough checks
on more accurate calculations. It may be indeed concluded
that this will always be the case for all sections, except those
in which the bulk of the material is concentrated, as in section
B, away from the tip regions |r| > p.

References

1 Dryden, H. L. and Duberg, J. E., “Aerocelastic Effects of
Aerodynamic Heating,”” Proceedings of the Fifth AGARD General
Assembly, Canada, June 1955, pp. 102-107.

2 Hoff, N. J., “Approximate Analysis of the Reduction in Tor-
sional Rigidity and of the Torsional Buckling of Solid Wings
Under Thermal Stress,” Journal of the Aeronautical Sciences,
Vol. 23, No. 6, June 1956, pp. 603-604.

3 Budiansky, B. and Mayers, J., “Influence of Aerodynamic
Heating on the Effective Torsional Stiffness of Thin Wings,”’
Journal of the Aeronautical Sciences, Vol. 23, No. 12, Dec. 1956,
pp. 1081-1093, 1108.

4 Boley, B. A. and Weiner, J. H., Theory of Thermal Stresses,
Wiley, New York, 1960. i

5 Van der Neut, A., “Buckling Caused by Thermal Stresses,”’
High Temperature Effects on Aircraft Structures, edited by N. J.
Hoff, AGARDograph 28, Pergamon Press, New York, 1958, pp.
224-228.

6 Boley, B. A., “Bounds on the Maximum Thermoelastic Stress
and Deflection in a Beam or Plate,”” Journal of Applied Mechan-
ics, Vol. 33, No. 4, 1966, pp. 881-887.

7 Boley, B. A. and Testa, R. B., “Thermal Stresses in Com-
posite Beams,” International Journal of Solids and Structures,
Vol. 5, 1960, pp. 1153-1169.

8 Testa, R. B. and Boley, B. A., “Basic Thermoelastic Prob-
lems in Fiber-Reinforced Materials,”” Proceedings of the Inter-
national Conference on the Mechanics of Composite Materials,
Philadelphia, Pa., 1967; Pergamon Press, New York, 1970, pp.
361-385.

A Finite Element Solution for
Saint-Venant Bending
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Nomenclature
A,a = area of cross section, area of element
E¢,» = modulus of elasticity in the z direction
2;Gy: = torsional moduli on z and y axes of orthotropy
Ki,K5. = curvature defined in Eq. (6)
P.,P, = endloads in the z and y direction applied at the shear

center (Fig. 1)
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w,w,w = warping functions [Eq. (9) and (14)]
X = normal stress and strain
T,y = shearing stress and strain
Vavsy = Poisson’s ratio for strain in the z direction due to

stress in the z direction, ete.

1. Introduction

OR moderately thick beams, the classical Euler-Bernoulli
beam theory must be modified to include shear deforma-
tion, especially when such a beam is vibrating at frequencies
above the fundamental. The equations which include this
shear effect as well as rotatory inertia are due to Timoshenko.!
In these equations, the shearing strain may be expressed as
the average shearing stress divided by the shear modulus and
a shear coefficient K. This dimensionless coefficient, which
depends on the shape of the crosssection, must be introduced
since neither the shearing stress nor the shearing strain are
uniformly distributed over the crosssection.

A recent contribution? on evaluating an acceptable value of
K requires an elasticity displacement solution for bending of
beams subjected to end load. Saint-Venant solved this prob-
lem for a homogeneous isotropic beam. Recent solutions for
isotropic and aeolotropic material, in terms of a stress funec-
tion have been given by several authors.®=5 The problem has
also been solved for beams of nonhomogeneous material
whose Poisson’s ratio is constant.®” Beams of only a few
simple geometric sections have been solved exactly due to the
mathematical complexity involved. Thus, an approximate
solution is needed. A numerical solution will yield the trans-
verse shear-stress distribution, the associated longitudinal
displacements (warping), and the location of the shear center.

2. Saint-Venant Beam Theory
for Nonhomogeneous Orthotropic Beams

The method of solution is to assume that the stresses o,
oy, and 7,,, in the beam of Fig. 1 are zero and then show that,
for either the isotropic or the orthotropic homogeneous beam,
four of the compatibility equations can be satisfied if e, is of
the form,

€ = cizy + cozx + cx + ey + o2+ 6 0. = Egpe. (1)

where ¢1—c¢ are constants of integration. Equation (1) is also
true for isotropic or orthotropic nonhomogeneous beams when
all Poisson’s ratios are constant. Boundary conditions to be
satisfied are

Ja0.dA =0 fyoadd = —P.(1—2)

Sa0.d4 = —P,(1 —2) 2
If Eqs. (2) are satisfied then the boundary conditions
SurodA = P, fu7,.d4A = P, 3

Fig. 1 Beam showing end loading.
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Table 1 Comparison of numerical results to the exact
solution for shear coeflicient of isotropic homogeneous
square and circular sections

Square —p =% - Circle
No. No.
elements K elements K
4 1.015 76 0.9007
121 0.8586 152 0.8989
256 0.8547 Exact 0.8889
Exact 0.8510

will also be satisfied. Substituting Eq. (1) into Eq. (2) yields
alN = P.(M.My. — Add.ye) + Py(IA. — My (4a)
N = Pe(loede — Mal?) + Py(MeMye — Ioyeds)  (4b)
N = IP. (M. — 1.,.A.) + IP,(I.yede — Mo.M,.) (4c)
N = IP.(IeyeAe — MacMye) + IPy(—1yeAc + M2 (4d)
N = Po(loyeM e — LM ye) + Py(IoyeMye — I,.M,) (de)
eolV = IPs(laeM ye = LoyelMoe) + IPy(IyeMac — Tuyeldye) (1)

where N = (Izelye - I:yeQ)Ae - IzeMye2 - IyeMxe2 +
2IzyeMxeMye;

Ae = fAEdA. Mxe = fAyEdA Mﬂe = foEdA
Lo = fu*BdA I, = [@?BdA I.,. = fayBdA  (5)

If the # and y axes are located such that M.. = M,. = 0 (i.e.,
area-material center of gravity is zero) then

Co = '—'Cs/l = K1e 1 = —04/l = ng Cs = Cg = 0 (6)

where

"'lea:ye"!_Pnye K PzIze_Pnyye
o meer L= 1e 2 O Ty

KZe = I;ere - Izy92 = I:elue - Izye2

)

and
o, = —E( — 2)(Kiex + Ka) 8

Equation (8) shows that in the Saint-Venant bending prob-
lem o, is distributed in the same manner as in the case of pure
bending. For homogeneous isotropic or orthotropic material
and = and y centroidal axes, Egs. (7) and (8) reduce to those
given in Art. 52 of Ref. 5.

Two of the equations of equilibrium and the strain dis-
placement equations yield the z displacement and the shearing
strains as

w, = —(z — 22/2) (K1 + Ko) + Bery 9)
o
Y2z = a_xw_ - Vza:[K2exy + Klexz/z] + szKley2/2
Tz = ze'Y:cz (10&)
D
Yyz = b_y ~ 1.y [Kay?/2 + Kixy] + v..Kex?/2

Ty: = Gye¥e (10b)

For the nonhomogeneous beam, Eqs. (8), (23), and (29) of
Ref, 2 become

1 o M oW P,
= f; ffA xEuzdxdy 6; = j;’ ”a—z + P = KA (11)

where
K = 1,/[(ele — v..1,)/2 + ASf 2FpdA/P,

The shear coefficient X in Eqs. (11) is no longer dimension-
less but has the units of stress. Note that Eqs. (9-11) con-
tain % as the only unknown quantity.
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3. Finite Element Formulation

The finite element method appears to be the most suitable
to solve for ., and hence the entire bending problem.s
The method of Ref. 8 obtains a displacement formulation by
a finite element technique which combines the total potential
energy of all elements adjacent to a given node. The energy
is then minimized to obtain a relation between the displace-
ment at a given node and that of the surrounding nodes. The
solution of Ref. 8 applies only for homogeneous isotropic ma-
terial.

The present Note presents a finite element representation of
the general Saint-Venant bending problem by a direct stiffness
method employed in solving the torsion problem.® The ele-
ment of Fig. 1 of Ref. 9 is utilized, however, in addition to the
existing loads on this element, the two surfaces perpendicular
to the 2z axis, in the corresponding bending element, are
stressed an amount of ¢, and (¢, + Ac.). In the direct stiff-
ness method** the element distributed surface forces 7., 7.,
and o, are replaced by discrete corner forces Z;, such that the
virtual work due to all the surface distributed forces is equal
to the virtual work due to the Z; system of forces. This
equality expressed as

k
Z:0; = 22(0T 22 vz & yz)
2 70 [, treatorad + runtors)
E(K iz + Ky)owlde  (12)

is employed to derive the element stiffness matrix.

Consider a homogeneous and orthotropic triangular ele-
ment whose vertices (z1,y1), (22,%2), (Zs,¥s) are numbered
counterclockwise. The stiffness matrix for such a triangular
element will now be derived.

Let the warping function for the triangular element be ap-
proximated by the linear relation

w = wl[(x - Iz)st - (y - y2)X23]/2¢1 -+ ’wz[(x - xs)Yal -
W — y)Xal/2a + ws[(@ — )Y — (¥ — y)X]/20 (13)

where X;; = x; — z; and wy,w,,ws are the corner displace-
ments. The transformation

By = Weeyy + D2° + Mzl + Fxy® 4+ Ny?  (14)

simplifies the third equation of equilibrium and Eqs. (10) also
simplify to

Yz = (aw/bx) - EKlex2/2G:cz + szKley2 (153)
71/2 = (aw/ay) - EK26y2/2G112 + szK22x2 (15b)

Substituting Egs. (13-15) into Eq. (12) and equating coeffi-
cients of dw; on both sides of Eq. (12) yields the desired stiff-
ness matrix. The resulting relation, as in the case of torsion,?
is of the form

Z 1 kn ke ks (e E C,
Z. ap = Z ]ng kzs L Wa + 2— 02 (1 6)
Zy @ Ess | (ws @ C;

where the k;; coeflicients are given on page 6 of Ref. 9, (H =
0) and C; coefficients are

3[ z GIZ
= [t

Iy -— szy ] Y23 +

gz . szGyz
2 E

Kle[Ia:y - y2Mu]X23 -+ K. [ X

I, — yaMz] Xos — Koo [l.y — x:M.]Yss

** For description and definitions of terms see Ref. 9.
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szze
Cz = _Klg <3I,,/2 - TIZ - ngy) Y31 +
szGyz
Ky, (I.y — ysM )Xo + Kyl 31./2 — ~5
I" - yaM’)X""l - KZE(I:W - stx) Ya
szGzz
Cz: "—K]_g <3I1,/2—— E—Iy—xlﬂfy)Yu.*_
Kle(lzy - ylM,,)Xlz + K2e (3]1/2 —_ V"TG“ X

I, - yle) Xi» — KZG(Izy — oMY

The quantities M., M,, I., I,, I, refer to the area properties
of the element. Having the stiffness matrix for the triangular
element, a stiffness matrix for the arbitrary quadrilateral ele-
ment of Fig. 4, Ref. 9, may be derived as indicated in that
reference. Note that the bending and torsion matrices differ
only in the vector C..

The procedure for solution of problems using this matrix,
Le., the derivation of any ‘“problem matrix”’ and its solution,
has been given in Ref. 9. Inhomogeneity is achieved by
using different moduli of elasticity in appropriate elements.

4. Numerical Examples

The problem of a sandwich beam of four layers was ana-
lyzed. The inner layers had a modulus which was three times
those of the two outer layers although the Poisson’s ratio was
the same in both. The shear stresses, parallel and perpendic-
ular to the load, obtained for a 256-element break up were
within 39, of those obtained from an exact stress function
solution.

The next problem considered was that of a load applied
along a diameter of a circular section of constant Poisson’s
ratio, and Young’s modulus which varied in proportion to
the absolute value of the distance perpendicular to the plane
of loading. In the finite element method each element was
assigned the average Young’s modulus for that element.
The finite element stresses compared favorably with the exact
solution.”

Several other geometric shapes were analyzed and the re-
sults checked (within an acceptable error) wherever possible
with exact solutions and acceptable approximate (thin-sec-
tion) techniques.
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Tarbulent Kinetic Energy Equation for
a Transpired Turbulent Boundary Layer

L. K. Isaacson* anp R. J. CHRISTENSENT
Unaversity of Utah, Salt Lake City, Utah

FEW years ago Townsend! presented a discussion of
several equilibrium turbulent boundary layers from the
standpoint of the balance of the production and dissipation of
turbulent kinetic energy in the various regions of the boundary
layer. Among the cases considered was the particular case of
a two-dimensional imcompressible turbulent boundary layer
with uniform surface mass injection, which forms the subject
of the present Note. Since that time, a considerable amount
of work has been done on transpired turbulent boundary
layers (Stevenson,? Kendall,® AlSaji,* Simpson, Moffat, and
Kays,® Dahm and Kendall,® and Stevenson?) but the approach
offered by Townsend has apparently not been exploited to
date in studies of the inner region of an incompressible tran-
spired turbulent boundary layer.

This Note presents experimental results correlated on the
basis of the turbulent kinetic energy equation. These re-
sults indicate that the use of the turbulent kinetic energy
equation provides additional information concerning the
behavior of the turbulent boundary layer with surface mass
injection.

The case considered is that of a uniform two-dimensional
incompressible turbulent boundary layer developed initially
over an impermeable surface with mass injected uniformly
over the surface into the boundary layer at a downstream
station. The axial pressure gradient is considered zero.
For this ease, the turbulent kinetic energy equation may be
written as (Townsend! and Bradshaw et al.®)

(PXTU(gH/2) /ox + (pXVYOUgD/2)/dy +
unYXUY/oy + o((pv) + {pg*)/2)/0y + {pYe = 0 (1)

where (U) and (V) are the mean velocities in the z and y di-
rections, respectively, (¢?/2 = ((w® + ®» + W»)/2 is the
turbulent kinetic energy, p is the pressure fluctuation, (p) is
the mean density, u, v, and w are the velocity fluctuations,
and e is the dissipation of the turbulent kinetic energy due to
viscous effects.

Equation (1) represents the rate of change of the turbulent
kinetic energy as the net sum of the convection, production,
diffusion, and viscous dissipation of the turbulent kinetic
energy.

The incompressible turbulent kinetic energy equation may
be converted into a shear stress equation by defining®8

7/{p) = —(puv)/{p) (2)
a = 7/{{pXg®) (3)
L = (v/(pn)**/e €]

and
{pn)/(p) + (pg2)/2p)) = —as({g®*?)sign(HgD/Oy) ()

In these expressions a; and a- are taken as constants and L is
an energy dissipation length. We should note that Town-
send! introduced the expression used to model the diffusion
term [Eq. (5)] from arguments concerning the structural
equilibrium of the turbulence together with the sign of the
gradient of the turbulent kinetic energy term. Bradshaw
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