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OPTIMAL DESIGN OF SOLID PLATES

W. KOZLOWSKI and Z. MRClZ

Institute of Basic Technical Research, Warsaw

Abstract-The problem of optimal design of solid plates is concerned with the determination of a variable plate
thickness that corresponds to minimum volume when the limit load is prescribed. In its solution. the condition
of constancy of specific power of dissipation on the exterior plate surfaces is usually applied. This condition only
assures a stationary value of the volume and may represent neither an absolute nor a local minimum. Examples
of cantilever and circular plates are discussed, and alternative designs are presented which are of smaller volumes
than the usual design. A modified formulation of the optimal design problem is discussed.

1. INTRODUCTION

CONSIDER a solid plate made of rigid, perfectly plastic material. For prescribed plan-form
of the plate and conditions of loading and support, the problem of optimal design is
concerned with the determination of a variable thickness 2h for which the plate volume
attains a minimum when the limit load is prescribed. Thus

V = f 2h dA = min.

Since the thickness can be expressed in terms of the limit bending moment M o = <Joh2
,

we respectively obtain the following expressions for the Tresca and Mises yield conditions

(1.2)

(1.3)

and

VM f(Mi-MIM2+M~)tdA = fWMdA,

where M 1 and M 2 are the principal bending moments. In what follows, we shall call the
integrands WT and VViW" the specific cost functions since these express the material volume,
or more generally "cost" of a plate referred to unit area of the middle plane. The problem
so formulated was treated in several papers. Hopkins and Prager [1] considered a simply
supported circular plate and obtained the solution for the Tresca material. The alternative
solution for the Mises material was considered by Freiberger and Tekinalp [2], who
derived the condition of analytical extremum; it requires the constant mean rate of energy
dissipation 15 per unit area of the middle surface. Optimal design of solid annular plates
was considered by Mroz [4] ; it was shown in [4] that the condition 15 = const. corresponds
to a local minimum only for states represented by corners of the Tresca hexagon. A similar
problem for sandwich annular plates was treated by Megarefs [10,11]. Sheu and Prager [12]
sought the optimal solution for annular sandwich plates assuming piecewise constant
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thickness. The general criteria of optimum design were discussed by Drucker and Shield
[3] and Mroz [5, 6]. A sufficient criterion for minimum volume is that the rate of energy
dissipation l5 should be constant on the free surface that may be varied and be smaller
outside of this surface than in the inerior of the body. However, this criterion does not
apply to solid plates since the rate ofenergy dissipation increases with the distance measured
along the normal to the middle plane; thus it is greater in the exterior of the plate than in
its interior and the solution for l5 = const. may also correspond to a local maximum. This
situation was encountered in [7J where the total cost of materials in reinforced slabs was
to be minimized. Only for some stress states can the solution correspond to a local minimum.
For the Tresca yield condition these states are represented by corners of the yield hexagon
and for the Mises yield condition these are defined by the inequalities

(1.4)

which follow from the condition of convexity of the specific cost function with respect to
M I and M 2 •

The character of optimal solutions for frames was recently discussed by Megarefs and
Hodge [8] both for convex and concave cost functions. When the specific cost function is
a concave function of a limit bending moment, W = eM', !Y. < I, it was shown that the
absolute minimum may be non-analytical and does not correspond to constant mean rate
of energy dissipation. A theory of optimal design for convex cost functions was presented
by Mar9al and Prager [9]. The present case, however, is not embraced by this theory since
WT and WM as defined by (1.1) and (1.2) are not convex for all values of M I and M 2'

To investigate the character of absolute minimum solutions, we consider two examples:
an infinite cantilever plate and a circular plate, both uniformly loaded. In addition to a
design satisfying the condition l5 = const., an alternative design is considered for which
a thin plate of sectionally constant thickness is reinforced by ribs. For the latter design
the volume of plate can be smaller than that corresponding to the local minimum solution
provided sufficiently high ribs are allowed. By passing to an infinite number of ribs, the
volume of the plate tends to zero when the ribs become infinitely high.t Besides the
theoretical result, the present analysis exhibits quantitatively the effect of remforcing by
ribs on limit load and economy of design. We shall also modify formulation of the problem
of optimal design by introducing the notion of available space in which the solid plate
carrying prescribed loads should be located.

It may be expected that similar effects occur for other criteria of optimum design.
For instance, when maximum stiffness of an elastic structure is assumed as the design
criterion, a theorem analogous to that for plastic structures has been proved [6]: for an
absolute minimum to occur, the specific elastic energy must be constant on the free surface
subjected to variation and be a decreasing function when moving in the exterior of that
surface. Thus for solid plates the latter condition cannot be satisfied. This situation is
similar to that encountered in the plastic design of solid plates.

t After preparation of this paper the authors became aware of the note by Brotchie [13] who demonstrated
that the volume of an annular plate may tend to zero when it is reinforced by ribs of infinite.!hickness. It should
be noted here that ribs of infinite thickness occur also in the design satisfying the condition D = const. Thus for
sandwich plates such "design constraints" have been exhibited by Megarefs [10, II] and investigated by Sheu
and Prager [12) for plates with piecewise varying thickness; they also occur in solid plates designed for the condi­
tion 15 = const. [4]. Whereas such ribs occur due to necessity of satisfying boundary conditions, in the present
paper these are introduced in order to achieve a better design than that satisfying the condition 15 = const.
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2. A CANTILEVER PLATE

Consider an infinite plate of width b, built-in at one edge y = band subjected to uniform
distributed transverse load q (Fig. Ib). Throughout the following analysis the Tresca yield
condition will be used. The optimal design satisfying the condition l5 = const. is obtained
for the stress state M;, = Mxy = 0, My = -!ql, from which the variable thickness 2h
is obtained by setting 1Myl = M0 = (J oh2

. Thus

2h = (~:ry, (2.1)

(Fig. la). The corresponding rate of curvature xy is obtained from the condition of constant
mean rate of energy dissipation:

- MyY.y
D=--=a

2h '
(2.2)

where a and C are positive constants.
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FIG. 1. A cantilever plate uniformly loaded; (a) stationary-volume design, (b) and (c) rib-reinforced plate.

Consider now the alternative design shown in Figs. 1b, c. The plate ofconstant thickness
2ho is reinforced by ribs located at the distance I with linearly varying height 2h I • Let us
introduce the non-dimensional geometric parameters

/1 _ 11 - 2(1 - 21]). (2.3)

In order to determine the thickness of plate and ribs, we shall apply both the static and
the kinematic approach. Construct first a statically admissible stress field by assuming
that the bending moments within the plate are carried only in the x-direction and neglecting
the effect of the built-in edge. Thus the plate carries the transverse load in the same way
as a set of beams that are parallel to the x-axis and clamped at their junctions with ribs.
A maximum value of the bending moment is reached in the mid-section x = b/2cp and
in the end sections; assuming this value to be equal to the limit bending moment, we have
M o= iqb(l]/cp)2 = (Joh 2, and

I]
2ho = A-,

cp
A = ((JqJ\. (2.4)
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The ribs are treated as plates, loaded uniformly by the pressure q; the principal moment
directions are assumed to coincide with the x- and y-axes. The equilibrium equation

(2.5)

(2.6)

is solved assuming that M x = M x(x), My = M y(Y) and the shear forces Qx' Q, are linear
functions of x and y, respectively. We find

M x = q~L~-~~-I ~~(~rJ M 1 ,

qy2
M = ---- = M

y 2(1 - 2~) z·

Since both principal moments are negative, the rib thickness is determined from the
condition

Mo(x, Y) = sup[1 M dx)l, 1Mztv)ll (2.7)

(2.8)

It turns out that for y = 0 the maximum value of M x defines the thickness whereas at the
clamped edge y = b the thickness is defined by the moment My. Accordingly

(
I ) t2h 1(b) = A --- .

1-2~

Assuming linearly varying thickness of the rib between the values given by (2.8) (which
circumscribes the rib profile calculated from (2.6», we find the dimensionless volume of
the typical plate portion contained within the strip of width 1and fixed length b

_ V 1{ (1 - 2~) t I- 2~
V = Abl = r.p2 r.p --2-- +-2-[~(1 (2.9)

The formula (2.9) corresponds to upper bound of plate volume since the design is based
upon the statically admissible stress field.

To obtain a lower bound, consider the failure mechanism shown in Fig. 2. The yield
line along the built-in edge defines the failure mechanism of the whole plate whereas the
yield lines AB, BD, AD, DC, BF, AE define the failure mechanism of the plate portion
between rigid ribs. Equating the rate of work of external forces to the rate of dissipation
along the yield lines, we find by superimposing the two mechanisms that

_Iqb2Wl+~qb2~(3-(dW2= ~(MOYJ+M~ 1~2~)Wl+4Mo(P"+-;;I~)\1,'2' (2.10)
2r.p 3r.p r.p ~ I] :, I r.p

where WI' Wz are shown in Fig. 2, and M 0' Moare the limit bending moments of the plate
and the rib, respectively. From (2.10), we obtain

M o = ql
b
; 112(ifl~~i\]2' Mo= (q~2 2M0I1)(l-2~)-t, (2.11)

and

(2.12)
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FIG. 2. Failure mechanism of cantilever plate.

The quantity (1 should be determined from the extremum condition for q which yields

(2.13)

(2.14)

The rib thickness at the built-in edge is obtained from the second equation (2.11)

2h 1(b) = A{_2[1 _I] 3 ( 1( 3 - ( 1 ) ] } t ;
1-21] 3 (1<p2+1]2

it varies linearly along the y-axis, attaining the plate thickness 2ho for y = O. The non­
dimensional volume of the typical portion of the plate of length I equals

v= (-!-+I])!L[~(v 3-(1 )J+ +~{(t_I])[1_1]3(I(v 3-(1 )J}+. (2.15)
<p 3 1,,1<p2+1]2 <p 3 1,,1<p2+1]2

Figure 3 presents the variation of V in dependence on both I] and <po Note that, for I] = 0,
we obtain the volume of the plate satisfying the extremum condition (Fig. la). It is seen
that for sufficiently large <p (<p > 2'0), alI designs correspond to smalIer volumes than that
for I] = O. When I] -> 0·5 and <p -> XJ, which corresponds to infinitely densely distributed
ribs of zero width and infinite height, the plate volume tends to zero. This, of course, is
only a theoretical result because the thin plate theory ceases to be valid for high ribs and
the problem of lateral stability becomes important. It nevertheless indicates that the
problem of optimal design considered above may not be correctly formulated. Note,
furthermore, that for <p > 0·8 the upper and lower bounds are very close; for smalIer
values of <p, the effect of the built-in edge should be accounted for in constructing the
staticalIy admissible stress field. Figure 3 presents also the ratio /31 of the maximum thick­
ness 2hdh) of the rib-reinforced plate calculated from the static solution to the maximum
thickness 2h(h) of the plate of Fig. lao We see that /31 monotonicalIy increases with IJ and
all plates of smaller volume than that for I] = 0 are higher at the built-in edge. If the
available space for plate is prescribed in the form of a strip z = ± t, symmetrically on both
sides of the middle plane, from Fig. 3 a proper design can be selected. When 2t > 2h(b),
this design wilI correspond to a rib-reinforced plate and the solution (2.4) constitutes a
limit case when 2t = 2h(b).
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FIG. 3. Volume of plate portion of width I in function of rJ and qJ, and the thickness ratio of two designs
(curve fJ,).

3. A SIMPLY SUPPORTED CIRCULAR PLATE

Consider the other case for which a complete solution satisfying the condition for
local extremum exists: a circular plate, simply supported and subjected to the uniform
transverse load q. For the Tresca yield condition, the stress state of the local minimum
solution corresponds to a corner of the yield hexagon for which M, = M'f! = M 0 = (J oh 2

:

the thickness and volume are given by

(3.1 )Vo = 0·816 v;"2ho = [(Jqo (R 2 -r2)T,
where M" M'f! are radial and circumferential bending moments, Vo is the plate volume
of the design (3.1) and v;, is the volume of the plate of constant thickness carrying the same
limit load. This solution was given by Hopkins and Prager [1]. Later it was shown in [2J
that (3.1) corresponds to local minimum whereas there is another solution for which the
condition 15 = const. is satisfied and it corresponds to a local maximum of volume.

Now, we shall consider other designs and demonstrate that smaller volumes can be
achieved in the class of plates reinforced by circumferential ribs. Similarly as previously,
ribs are treated as plates of different thickness and complete solutions are sought for the
Tresca yield condition.

Let the plate be divided into n annular regions 0 = r o < r t < r2 ... < r n = R, each
of constant thickness 2h l , 2h 2 , ... , 2hn with the corresponding limit moments
Moll, Mb2l, , M~l. Let there be 2h l < 2h 2 > 2h) < ... > 2hk - 1 < 2hk > 2hk+ 1 where
k = 0, 2, 4, , Fig. 4. When n = kn + I' by passing rn _ 1 -+ rn = R, the thickness of
the outermost annulus tends to zero and the static field within the plate is the same
as for the case n = kn • On the other hand, when n = kn and rn _ I -+ rn = R, the thickness
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FlO. 4. Circular plate reinforced by circumferential ribs.
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of the outermost annulus tends to infinity. We therefore consider the case n = kn + 1 and
by setting r" -1 --+ R, the case n = kn is obtained; the transition from the case n = kn

to n = kn 1, however, is not possible.
Since the annuli rk < r < rH 1 are regarded as being built-in at the interfaces, the

following boundary conditions must be imposed

r = rk: Mr(rd = Mg:+ lJ, r = r H 1 : MkH d = - Mt + ll. (3.2)

Thus within the interval <ri -1' r) the radial moment should vanish at some radius r = Pi'
The stress profile for the whole plate is shown in Fig. 5.

As is seen from Fig. 5a, for a typical annulus <rk, rk+ J> the state of stress is represented
by Ak+1Bk+1 within the region <rk> PH 1> and by BH 1CH 1 within the region <PH 1> r H 1>
Similarly, within a thicker annulus <rH 1> rk+2) we have the state Ck+2BH2 within the
region <rk+l,PH2) and Bk+2Ak+2,Ak+2AZ+2 for PH2 < r < rH2 . The positive radial
moment within the region <rk+l' rH2> attains a maximum for r = Pk+2 and drops to the
value M;+2) for r = rk+2' For a narrow ring, it is possible that Pk+2 = rk+2'

Integrating the equilibrium equation

d
-(rM)-M =
dr r '"

(3.3)

and satisfying the yield condition for respective regions, we obtain the stress field through­
out the whole plate. Let us introduce the relations

Yi = pJR, yi pilR, bi = rilR, b = rlR;

0)

i = 0, 1, 2, ... , n.

bJ

(3.4)

FIG. 5. Stress profile for the plate of Fig. 4.
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The following formulae defining the stress field within the typical region <5t S I) S 0k-+ 1

and in the outermost ring are obtained

M = Mlk+ 1) _ qR
202[1- (c5k) 3J M = Mlk+ I)

r 0 6 c5' <p 0,

ulk+l) _ qR
2

oo2 [1-( Ok )3].
lVl b - r k + 1 -00- ,

6 fk+ 1 _

<5 < <5- M Mlk+I)(1 <5 1) qR
2

(1:2 );2 ) M," = Mr+M(Ok+I).Ik+1S - k+l: r= 0 n~-- --6- u -(Jk+l, ~ .
Uk + 1

Mlk+l)_qR2(<52 __ ,2 )(1-1 I'k+l)-l.
o - 4 k+ I Ik+ 1 n); •

(Jk+ 1

<5 R 2
1:+ < 1:<-, 'M = ,.I1k+2)ln ,.I1k+O_ q_ ..(1:2_);2 ) M

m
=i'I

r
+'.I1

0
k+21,Uk + 1 - U - I k+ 2 . r lVl b ); lVl b 4 U Uk + 1 , ~ VI IVl;

uk + 1
(3.5)

From (3.5) we obtain the equation determining )'j

(3.6)

The curvature rates are determined from the flow law for the sides AiBj, and BjC; of the
Tresca hexagon. We have

)j ~ 0, ki = ° on AiBj and )'i ~ 0, kj:s 0, ),;+ki = ° on BiC i • (3.7)

where

(3.8)
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The rates of displacements are expressed in the form

wj = D/) + E j on AjBj and Wi = Fj In b + Gj on BjC;, (3.9)

where: Dj , E j and Fj , Gj are constants.
Satisfying the continuity conditions of Wi at junctions between adjacent regions, we

obtain

W=

· . [( Yk+1 15k )~I Yk+l] b-15k •
(Wk+I-Wk) 1+ 1-In-,---- In-,,-, -15 +Wb

uk+1 Yk+1 Uk+1 h+1 k

(
15 )-1 15· . Yk+ I k .

(Wk+l-wd I-In-,---- In-,-+wk+ l ,
0k+1 rk+1 0k+1

· . (bk + 2 Yk+2 )-1 15 .
(Wk+2-Wk+ Il -~+In-,-- 1 In-,-+wk+I'

fk+2 Uk+1 Uk+1

· . (bk + 2 I Yk+2 ) -I b-bk + 2 •
(Wk+2-Wk+Jl--+ n~-1 " +Wk+2,

Yk+2 Uk+ I ik+2

<15k + I , l'k+ 2>;
(3.10)

It can be checked that the curvature rates satisfy the inequalities (3.7). There are hinge
circles at 15 = bi where dwi/db changes in a discontinuous manner.

Our task is to select such values of 15; which correspond to minimum of volume. In
what follows, we shall discuss several particular cases. Obviously, the simplest case corres­
ponds to a plate of constant thickness. Denoting its thickness by 2he, the limit bending
moment by Moand the volume by v." we have

e _ qR2

M o -­6 ' (
2q ) t

2he = 3()o R, (3.11 )

For a plate composed of annuli of different thickness, we can write

(
2q ) t2h· = 13· ~ R

I I 3()o '
(3.12)

where f3i = hi/he (i = 1,2, ... , n) and rJ. = V/v., are the thickness and volume coefficients
for the plate considered. These coefficients characterize both the geometry of the plate
and its volume relative to the plate of constant thickness.

i. Plate with the exterior reinforcing ring

In this case we have 15 1 = rtiR 15 2 = r2/R = I, ;'1 = pdR, h = P2/R, }'~ = p~/R and
M,(Yd = M,(Y2) = 0, M.(y~) = max. The equations defining limit bending moments
M~l), M~2) and }'I, Y2 are obtained from (3.5) and (3.6) upon setting n = 3 and 15 2 -> 15 3 = I.
We have
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From the first equation we obtain Yl = 0·730 <5 1 ; the second equation is solved for several
values of <5 1 and the results are presented in Fig. 6. For ()I > 0,715, the coefficient Yz = 1
and the point A~ on the stress profile (Fig. 6) passes onto the M ",-axis.

The limit bending moments are given by

qR Z

MOl) = -6yi = bohi;

(1 +/2 +}'~)

M1Z) _ CJR
z

o - 6

(3.14)

Fig. 6 presents the thickness and volume coefficients f31 , f3 Z and 0:. It is seen that for 61> 0·92
the plate volume becomes smaller than that of plate of constant thickness and tends to a
limiting value 0: = 0·730 for ()l -> 1. The limiting case corresponds to the infinitely high
rib of zero width. It should be noted that Hopkins and Prager [lJ considered the plate of
stepwise varying thickness; for 61 = 0·8 it was obtained 0: = 0·93. A better design in our
case can be obtained for <5 > 0'97, if the thickness coefficient f3z = 4·4 is admitted.

---+-----f----?'<----"""7f"'-------t2

--+__-+-_--+__--+--__I----_---+..,,----_+--_---4::,.-;;-_+-_-I;~a.
0.8 1.0
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FIG. 6. Circular plale with the exterior reinforcing ring; volume and thickness coefficients~. IiI. Ii,
characterize the design with respect to plate of constant thickness.
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II. Plate with the interior reinforcing ring

In this case there are two design parameters 61 = rdR, 62 = r21R (6 3 = 1). The values
Of}'I' 'h and of bending moments are obtained from the set (3.5), (3.6) by setting n = 3.
Similarly as previously, we have '11 = 0.7306 1 and the value of Y2 is given by the equation

(
.,) -I {[ (., )3J } ( .,) -I

[l'i+!(}'~-6i)J ln~: = 6~ 1-62 - ~: +1 1-~:

FIG. 7. Plale wilh the interior reinforcing ring.

The corresponding bending moments are given by

qR 2
~l) .,2.

o - 6 fl'

(
1 ) - 1

[yi+!(1-6f)] ln~ ,0'715<6 1 ::;;1 when6r -.t;

(3.15)

(3.16)

(3.17)

and the thickness coefficients /11, /12' /13 are calculated from (3.16). The volume coefficient
equals

(3.18)

The values of /12 and IX are given in Table 1. When 62 = 1, we obtain the previously con­
sidered case of the plate reinforced by exterior ring. Setting 61 = 0, the case of the plate
with thickness increasing toward the center is obtained. It is seen from Table I that the
volume coefficient IX attains the smallest value IX = 0·625 when 62 = 61 = 0·8. This is
theoretically the smallest volume which can be attained when the plate is reinforced by
the interior rib of infinite thickness.

iii. Plate reinforced by two ribs

Because numerical calculations become lengthy in this case, we consider only the
limiting case when 62 = 6I' 63 = 1. From the general formulae (3.5H3.6) it is found that
the minimum value of the volume coefficient IX = 0'547 is attained when 62 = 61 = 0·75.
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TABLE I

'S: 1·0 0·9 0·8 0·7 0·6 0·5 0·3 0·\

_~_~_--~_--- - -_...._------------ -

1'0
--.--.co*
0·730t

0·9 2'608 ---.,x
1·028 0·631

0'8
1'987 2·723 -+ ::fJ

1'089 0·936 0·625

0·77 4·805
0·811

0·75 3·715
0·848

0·7 1-696 2·026 2·727 -+,x)

1·115 0·998 0·911 0·661

0'6
\·505 1·710 2·007 2-650 --+X:

1·121 1·026 0·971 0·916 0·724

0·5 1·376 1·514 1·680 1·931 2·510 ----+·x:

1·123 1·038 0·998 0·968 0·934 0·793

0·3 1·188 1·265 \·334 1·406 1-499 1·659 ---'l>£

1·101 1·030 \·005 0·996 0·991 0·986 0·917

0·1 1·054 1·103 1·135 1·157 1·172 1·186 1·262 --+ x
1·004 0·982 0·967 0·970 0·977 0·987 0·999 0·989

0 1'000 1·040 \·062 1·071 1·070 1·061 1·031 1·005
1'000 0·941 0·931 0·938 0·952 0·967 0·990 0·9996

• /32'
t :t.

4. ALTERNATIVE FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

As is seen from the previous analysis, the volume of a solid plate carrying prescribed
loading depends on the maximum height which is admitted in design. This implies an
alternative formulation of the optimal design problem. Instead of looking for the variable
height, we can assume that this is prescribed and the plate is reinforced by ribs in one or
two perpendicular directions; the height of ribs 2hz is equal to the prescribed plate thickness,
Fig. Sa. Several types of design can now be considered. For instance, it can be assumed that
the central sheet thickness 2h 1 and the rib height 2hz are given and the width of ribs in both
directions is to be determined as well as their layout within the plate. The problem would
become similar to that for plates reinforced by rods distributed along the lines of principal
bending moments [7]. Here, we shall not pursue this problem but shall discuss a simpler
case assuming that the circular plate is reinforced by densely distributed circumferential
ribs of constant height 2hz and the central sheet has variable thickness 2h 1 • Thus the two
design variables II and 2h 1 should be determined. We shall treat the plate as arthotropic
and the limit bending moments are defined by the relations, cf. Fig. 8

(4.1 )
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Fig. 8. Circular plate of constant thickness 2h 2 with constant (a) and variable central sheet thickness
2h, (b).

where Idl = 1], hdh2 = cp. Denoting mr = Mr/bohL mq> = Mq>/bohL the plate volume can
be expressed as follows

fm:+mq> d
V = 2h2 -! r r.

1+mr

(4.2)

(4.3)

A static solution satisfying the local extremum condition of (4.2) can be obtained from the
equilibrium (3.3) and the Euler's equation, the latter yielding

d~ -! 0r dr - 2mr - 2mr- mq> + 1 = .

However, it can be checked that this solution corresponds to local volume maximum
and should be rejected. Since the minimum may be non-analytical, it can only be numerically
evaluated by considering various sets of statically admissible stress states. Assume, for
instance, the following set depending on one parameter m

Mr = /6q(3+m)(R 2 -r2
), Mq> = /6q[R 2(3+m)-r 2(l +3m)]. (4.4)

Let h2 = nho, where ho = (q/ao)-!R is the maximum thickness of the design (3.1). The plate
volume corresponding to the static field (4.4) can be calculated from (4.2)

iX=~=3{ 7-3m +n(l-m)
Vo 6(3+m)-! 3+m

4n
2
(I-m) 2n(l-m)( 4n

2
) [ (3 +m)-!]}

-c-:---c,- + --- 1 In I+-~-
(3 + m)-! 3+m 3+m 2n

(4.5)

where Vo is the volume of the design (3.1). If we obtain iXo < 1, sufficiently large value of n
should be assumed. For instance, when n = 2, m = - 2, we have lXo = 0·974. More
economical designs than (3.1) can thus be obtained if the prescribed thickness is approxi­
mately twice as much as that of (3.1). Figure 8b presents the design for n = 2, m = - 2.

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Solution satisfying the condition of constant rate of plastic work on lateral surfaces of
solid plates may not correspond to a local minimum; moreover, they do not correspond
to an absolute minimum of volume since theoretically a zero volume solution can be
obtained. The examples presented in this paper illustrate quantitatively the effect of single
and densely distributed ribs on economy of design. The problem of optimal design of solid
plates (or shells) should thus be modified by limiting the maximum plate thickness or
prescribing the region in which the plate is to be located.
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It may be noted that similar peculiarities should be encountered when considering
other types of optimal design, for instance requiring maximum stiffness or maximum
buckling loads of elastic plates.
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A6CTpaKT-3aL\a'ia 06 onTIIManbHOM npoeKTllpoBaHlI1I CnnOWHPlX nnaCTIIH CBOL\IITCll K onpeL\eJlemllo
nepeMeHHoH TonWIIHbl, COOTBCTcTBYlOweH MIIHlIMYMY 06beMa npll nOCTOllHHOH npeL\enbHoJ{ Harpy3Ke.
,[(0 CllX nop, ycnoBlIe rrOCTOllHHOH CKOpOCTll L\llCCllnaUHH Ha BHelliHHX nOBepXHOCTlIX rrnaCTHHbI, 06hl'iHO
nplIMeHSlnOCb npM pellieHlIlI TaKOH 3aL\a'lll. Ho 3TO YCJIOBMe COOTBeTcTByeT TO.flbKO 3KCTpeMyMY 06beMa,
KOTopoe Boo6we He npeL\CTaB.flSleT C060H nOKa.flbHOrO MHHIIMYM, TeM fionee He MOlKeT rrpeL\CTaB.flSlTb
a6conlOTHoro MHHIl'MyMa. nOCTpoeHbI L\Ba nplIMepa rrpoeKTllpOBaHHlI KOHconbHOH nonOCbI H Kpyr.floJ{
nnaCTIIHbI, cne nOKa3aHO, 'iTO cywecTByeT MHoro peweHHlt, COOTBeTCTBYIOWIlX MeHbweMY 06beMY '1eM
rrpll BblllonHeHIUI YC.flOBHSI nOCTOllHHOH CKopoeTH L\HCCllrraUIIH. npeL\CTaBneHa ):\pyrall $OPMY.flllpOBKa
3a):\a'ill 06 OIITHManbHOM rrpoeKTlfpOBaHHH CII.flOlliHbIX nnaCTHH.


