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LIMIT ANALYSIS OF STIFFENED AXISYMMETRIC SHELLS*

YURY V. NEMIROVSKY

Institute of Hydrodynamics
Siberian Branch of the USSR Academy of Sciences, Novosibirsk

Abstract—Accurate limit ratios have been obtained for stiffened axisymmetric shells. Depending on whether
the interaction at the points of intersection is taken into account or disregarded, shells are classified into those of
rib-type and waffle-type. In particular cases the ratios obtained may be reduced to limit ratios for shells with ribs
running in one direction, for bimetallic shells and uniform isotropic ones. Approximate limit ratios are suggested
and a brief survey is given of results obtained in the analysis of other types of rib-type shells. Linearization of limit
ratios by replacing the discussed shells by layer models is considered. Application of the limit ratios obtained is
illustrated by a problem of the carrying capacity of console stiffened cylindrical shells loaded with internal hydro-
static pressure. Formulas are obtained which allow one to estimate the efficiency of using one or another type
of strengthening.

INTRODUCTION

A LARGE number of research works have been devoted to plastic analysis of plates and
shells made from ideal rigid—plastic isotropic materials and obeying the Tresca yield
condition (some of these works are summarized in [1]). The plastic analysis of the designs
fabricated of physically anisotropic material obeying the piecewise linear yield conditions
was carried out in [2-4.] However while in the elastic strain region the constructive and
physical anisotropies of the strained body are indistinguishable, for they can be expressed
by similar equations, in the plastic strain region the defining equations essentially depend
on the type of anisotropy. Therefore each type of anisotropy must be analysed separately
when passing beyond the elasticity limits.

The plastic analysis of the ribbed shells was carried out in [5-9], that of concrete shells
(7, 10] and that of multilayered axisymmetric reinforced shells in [11]. In [5-9] the analysis
of plastic states of ribbed shells was restricted either by the case of cylindrical shells or by
some simplifying models.

The present paper presents an accurate analysis of states of the limit equilibrium of
ribbed shells when applying the Tresca yield condition for materials and the associated
flow law (interior hexagon, Fig. 1). For the single-layer unsymmetrically stiffened shells
[5] consisting of a shell layer and a stiffened layer, which is unsymmetric with respect to the
middle shell surface, accurate plastic relations as well as corresponding inequalities and
the plastic flow law have been obtained. The latter can be expressed by tensions, moments,
strain rates and curvature rates of the middle shell surface. Then stiffened shells are divided
into ribbed shells when interaction in the assemblies of the rib intersection of the stiffening
layer are not taken into account (the model of the stiffening layer is shown in Fig. 2) and
the waffle-type (shown in Fig. 3) when this interaction is taken into account.

In particular cases the derived plastic relations are transformed to corresponding rela-
tions for shells stiffened by single-direction ribs, for bimetal and smooth homogeneous
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FiG. 1.

isotropic shells [12]. A transition to cylindrical shells has been effected. In particular,
accurate plastic relations were obtained for the non-symmetric stiffened by ribs [5] and
waffle-type [9] cylindrical shells. Approximate plastic relations are proposed for axisym-
metrical stiffened waffle-type and ribbed shells.

The solution of the problem of carrying capacity of cantilever stiffened cylindric shell
loaded internally by uniformly distributed pressure.

1. YIELD CONDITION FOR THE STIFFENING LAYER

Assuming that the material of all the elements composing the stiffened shell is an ideal
rigid—plastic ones obeying the Tresca yield condition and associated flow law (Fig. 1) [1],
we first determine the yield condition for the stiffening layer shown in Fig. 3 under two axial
extension-compression forces.

g,

FiG. 2.
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For a general case we admit that the yield stresses of all the elements of the stiffening
layer are different under extension and compression. Let the element of the stiffening
layer be under stresses g; in the i = 1, 2 direction.

The carrying capacity of the stiffening layer will be exhausted if any of its strain rates
€, OT &, is not zero.

The strain rates of the stiffening layer are expressed by the strain rates of elements
composing it as follows:

£, = wye] +H(l—w,y)ey, g, = w5 +(1—w,)ey. (1.1)

Here £ denote the strain rates of assembly in the direction i, &/ denote the strain rates of
the ribs of i-th direction, w; = d;/I;, all other notations are clear from Figs. 2 and 3.

We consider possible cases of exhausted carrying capacity. Let the stresses g;—be of
the same sign. Then the capability of the stiffening layer will be exhausted, if

s; = +s& for s <s& (1.2)
s; = +s3 for s&>sE. (1.3)

Here s; = d//a,, 6, denotes the yield stresses of the facing material, s§; the dimensionless
yield stresses of rib material under extension (+) and compression (—), s5 denotes the
dimensionless yield stresses of the assembly material under extension and compression
(for stiffening layer shown in Fig. 3).

Then in accordance with the flow law for the elements of the stiffening layer we have

L=l =0, +& > 0, Tef >0 (i,j=1,2;i#))
for the first case and
gf=1¢/=0, 1&g >0, +ef >0
for the second. Hence, because of (1 1), for the two cases we have:
g =0, te >0

If the stresses ¢, and ¢, are of opposite signs then the carrying capacity of the stiffening
layer will be exhausted after observing the equalities
’ ’ + ¥
s, s . S5, S
e - I (- (14)
S0 So So 0
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or (1.2),1f

In this case for equation (1.4) we have:
=68 =0 - sges+s5el =0
or in accordance with (1.1)

Sgw282+sgw18] =0. (16)

Equations (1.2)(1.4) in the plane s), s, define the limit hexagon A,B,CDEF, or
tetragon 4,H,D,G, (Fig. 4). If inequality (1.5) ts valid only for the super or subscripts,
then the plastic analysis of the stiffening layer correspondsto 4,H,D,E,F, or A,B,C DG,
pentagon.

For all the sides of these polygons, except B,C,, E,F, the flow law corresponds to the
condition of orthogonality of the strain rate vector & with components ¢,, ;. As evident
from (1.6) at the sides B,C, and E, F, the condition of orthogonality is violated. However,
if we introduce instead of this stiffening layer and its equivalent in the sense of carrying capa-
city of uniform orthotropic material with the yield stress in the i-th direction equal to w;sg;.
then in the stress plane s{ = w;s; we get a modified hexa-pentagon or tetragon for which
the condition of orthogonality of the strain rate vector € (¢, , &,) will be fulfilled for all sides.

Without going into details let us remark on the form of the plastic polygons for the
constructive orthotropic layer. It is believed [4] that for such a layer (in particular that
reinforced by strong filaments) at a suitable choice of characteristics as a yield polygon
one can make use of hexagon of the same type for physically anisotropic material. In fact,
the form of the yield polygon and even the number of its sides essentially depend on the
type of the constructive anisotropy and properties of materials composing the anisotropic
layer. Thus if the material of all the elements composing the layer shown in Fig. 3 obeys the
yield condition of maximal reduced stress (external hexagon Fig. 1) [13] or it is physically
orthotropic obeying the yield condition in the form of a hexagon derived in [4], then
depending on the quantity of the yield stress of elements composing this layer, the yield
polygon for the stiffening layer may contain 4-10 sides. For the layer of material obeying
the Tresca yield condition stiffened by filaments we shall have either a hexagon of the form
given in Fig. 4, or an octagon [11].

Below the stiffened shells, for which the stiffening layer (Fig. 3) obeys the yield condition
in the form of pentagon or hexagon shown in Fig. 4, we call waffle-type shells, in which the
stiffening layer obeys the yield condition in the form of a tetragon shown in Fig. 4, we call
ribbed. The model of the stiffening layer for such a shell is shown in Fig. 2.

Below we denote the coordinates of the point 4, by 4;", the abscissa of the point B, by
(—ay ) and the ordinate of the point C, by a; . Analogously we introduce the notation for
other points. This provides a possibility at 27 — s, af —» +4F,a5 — +4iF of passing
from hexagon A,B,C,D,E,F, shown in Fig. 4°to tetragon 4,H,D,G, and obtaining the
plastic relations valid for both waffle-type shells and ribbed shells.

2. LIMIT RELATIONS FOR THE STIFFENED AXISYMMETRIC SHELLS

By stiffened shells we mean shells consisting of a facing layer and a stiffening layer.
It is anticipated that the ribs of the stiffening layer are placed in the direction of the main
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shell curvatures. This happens so often that introduction of the averaged characteristics
is quite reasonable.

Let the material of all the elements of the stiffened shell obey the Tresca yield condition
and the associated flow law. Then, in the limit state of the shell, the stress in the facing layer
corresponds to the points of internal hexagon shown in Fig. 1, while those in the stiffening
layer correspond to the points of hexagon shown in Fig. 4.

In what follows we restrict ourselves, for simplicity, to the case, when the yield stresses
for all the elements of the stiffened shell are the same under extension and compression,
though different for each element.

As a reference we choose the middle facing surface. The orthogonal system of coordinates
we choose such that two of its axes coincide with tangential lines towards lines of the main
curvature, and the third axis Z is directed along the interior normal to the surface. Then the
inner tension T;(i = 1, 2). and the moments M are connected with the main normal stresses
of the shell by the following relation

1 a(l+ 2h;)
2t; = f S dz+fxw,-f s5:dz,
-1

[ 4

1 a(l+2h;)
m; = f sz dz +aw; j‘ sizdz
—_ 1 @

Here

t

1= T/Ty,m; = M/My,h, = H/2H,s; = 6,/a,
S; = difog,w; = dfl;,z = Z/H, Ty = 20,H, M, = a,H?

2H is the facing thickness, 6, the yield stress of its material, H; denotes the height of ribs,
in the i direction, g; denotes the main stresses in the facing, o; denotes the main stresses in
the stiffened layer. The meaning of the quantities d,, [; becomes clear from Fig. 3; a = 1
if the stiffening layer is inside the shell ; & = — 1 if it is outside. Below we admit, for definite-
ness, H, > H, and for convenience, that the rib density in the direction 2 is w,, for 1+2h;
<z <1+ 2h,.
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Then we assume that for the whole cross-section of the stiffened shell the Kirchhoft-
Love hypothesis is valid. Hence, for any shell point the strain rate components ¢; are
expressed by the extension rates ¢,; and curvature variation rates K; of the reference surface
as follows:

&'i - EOi_ZKi (23)

Then using the method developed in [5,9] or [12] and introducing, for brevity, the
notations:

tf =ttt mt = m+m¥, tf = o ahy, 1 = o +13,
130 = waolzhs, t3; = (0, — wy0)2hy, mY = 2t¥(1+h,)
. a;
m} = 2[t3(1 +hy)+3,(1+hy)], 6 = l—f, (2.4)

01 = wia,+ ;. 021 = wyay+ Py, Bi = wiA;,
O‘ii = ol4 T a)2, a; = So—4;, m(z) = 20, (1 +hy),
mE = daFh,(1+hy),

we obtain the limit relations corresponding to the sides (Table 1) and angles (Table 2) of
hexagons shown in Figs. 1 and 4.

On the left-hand side of each of these limit relations indicated are the plastic regimes
+ effected in the shell cross-section. At that their order from left to right corresponds to the
count from the free (unstiffened) cross-section of the shell edge towards its depth. The
upper symbols correspond to the internal location of the stiffening layer, the lower to the
external one. The parameters I, m, n,p, q,r, u correspond to the boundaries, that separate
the above plastic regimes over the cross-section, having the following meaning:

€o1 _ _ fo2 €01t %802

- 0 = 2 =—-_) " 2% 0<l]zd <1
P="%, 97 "oy, T T T2k +ky) 12
€ & W5Egy + W€
| = -0 = -0 = 22Tl g < 142k, .
2k, 2k, " Awzk;+wiky) <ld =1+ 23
&
u = _2%_’ 14+2h, < |z} < 142h,
Here MK
— 0 i'

Because parameters r and n in the domain —1 < z < 1 are expressed by p,q and k,/k,,
and in the domain 1 < |zl < 14+2h, by ,m and k,/k,, then all the parameters are
expressed by three independent quantities. Therefore each of the above four equalities,
listed in Table 2, is a parametric form of the finite limit relation between the quantities
t,,t;, my, my. We note, that if in any of the relations of Tables 1 or 2 contain the inequality
w,; < w,, then this implies that for w, > w, this relation is lacking or changing. There are
as many relations corresponding to regimes symmetric with respect to the origin of co-
ordinates shown in Figs. 1 and 4, apart from those listed in Tables 1 and 2. These relations
are derived from relations listed in the Tables if all the signs (1) are changed.
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TABLE 1
Plastic
No. regimes Feature Limit relations
AB,DE,D,E i=2
1i 11 : mET(EPE+1=0
AF,CD,C,D, i=1
AB, A,B,,D,E, i=2 1
2i mit iﬂiig(t:-’_ﬁi_l)z =0
AF,A,F,,C,D, i=1 i
3 BC,EF,E, Wy <oy mE-miFOmET(; —t7 =62+l =0
2mtay 2t%a; \?
4 BC,EF,F, W, = 0 mzi—ml;¥—l—2¢(t{—t($ - 2) +1=0
By B
+ F - _ 1 - 2
5 BC.B,.E, , <0, m;—m] -q-m"l‘151i13,2+5—(t2+ —t] =6, tF+8,,—1)) =0
12
2mta; 1 2*a; 2
6 BC,C,,F, Wy > W, mzi—mf?*ii521¢—~(t2+—tf—;zvﬁ-é“—l) =0
B, 32, By
+ ¥ - + = *)2 T
7 B,E,E F, Wy < W, wms —w,mi Fo,m,m} +w‘(cult2 —wyty —6,05tF) Fw, =0
1
1
8 F,C,C,B, W, = w; @ m; —wmi iélwzm‘{‘i;(wlt; —wyt] + 8,0, +w, =0
2
@ymi —w,m{ Fd,w,mt+w,m,t
9 C,C\B,,E,F, w, < W,
1
(0117 —@at] — 8wt + 00,1 —w,)* =0
W 0,1
@ mi —wym] Fé,0m* +w,m,7
10 B,C B, ,EF, w; = W,
+ (1] — oyt =8 1wt + o wyt—w) =0
W W,T :

It can be easily checked, that if the left-hand side of each of these relations is denoted by

f(ty,t,,my, m,), then the flow law for them is defined by the relation:
of of of o

s kiok, = 2.9 9T 2.6

toriforkitky = o ig ia i (2.6)

As an example, we define the limit relation corresponding to regimes AB, DE, D \E,

when the stiffening layer has internal location. Let in the domain —1 < z < p of the facing

cross-section the state AB (Fig. 1) be realized, for which

$;=1,0<s5;<1,,>0,6,=0(—-1<2z<p) 2.7)

and in accordance with the flow law and equality (2.3) ¢y, —zk; = Q. Since in the above
interval the quantity z is arbitrary, then this equality is equivalent to ¢y, = 0, k; = 0.
Hence for all z > —1 the strain rate is ¢, = 0. Then, in a general case, taking into account



1044 YURY V. NEMIROVSKY

TABLE 2
Plastic
No. regimes Feature Limit relations
H +r r+
| Flae BCe D! o= 20 =
DE b 12k 2 2
2 2 2 2
+r re+
mi = sy mi = +1 T
2 2
2 TLATL AL By O, DI, (= 1-p kailtain,
— 4, t5 = 11—, +asm+asn,
mi = FBtaf*+ain’
mi = Fh,+o;m?+a;n?
+r
3 AP B, CE! B, CT DEC 2, oy <oy 1 =7 et
R 2
l1+r
;= Azf—ﬂ—[)’ziot}nioc{m,
2 2
+r
mi = Flal T a1,
rr—1_ B . s
my =+ 3 Fhtazn?toym?,
1+r
4 ALFLE*'F{,E{,Df"" %), o Zw, = *; Bitarntall
-1,
N qrr -
t; = iA2—+a2 (nF1hH
+ rz_l—— - + 42
my = i—v— FB ta n®talls
2 2
+r
mi = ifi»--; +ay(n2—-1)F1
1Fr _
5 B,CYD*' DY ElF,. —i, o= = B Tl Farn,
r-+
iy = i-w—qiaz’(n¥l)+fx2‘hl.
1= Tt 12 Tyl
m{ = F 5 T8, Fa P Faynt,
r2+ 2
mi = + 2" Fay (P~ H+mdF 1
. r— r+
6 B, C,DP EE! EEITM ;. ty = zpvzhla(. t; = i—Tq.
) 2_,2
my = 172’* Fmio
2 2
re+
mi =+ L mrmg T
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TasLE 2. Continued

Plastic o )
No. regimes Feature Limit relations
r okl opnoomopl - VFr - _
7 B, C*.B|,C7,D\E,, —4, w; <0, ty = - +oy (I F)—ay (1 +20, Fn),
and
n= il . lir - o
at 5 —T—az(1+m)—az(1+n),
Wy = W,y ,
1—r
mf = F——kai (1= P)tar (0" - DFmio.
- 2 2 _ VT m= 0
my = F 3 Foy(1—m?) o (n*—1)Fmyytm)
e
8 BP,A‘J,Fr’Eil’F';,El,—iZ w; = 0, ty =‘2l+a;(n¢1)*5llf,
and
n= +1
- q+r
at ty = T+a2(n+1),
o1 = 2_ 2
o
mi =+ 2” oy (n2—1)F6,m*,
2 2
+r
mi = iq 2 +a;(n?—1)F1
F
9 BP, AT AT FY E., —A, t = Tpiaf(nil)—éltf,
t; =1-PBytaynta;m,
2
_p+1 _ _
mf = F 5 +a; (n?—1)F8,m?,
mi = FPytazn:toaim?
10 B*% By, AT.F{, By, —4; [ = w0, +ognFai =801,
t5 = 1=pytaimtoa;zn,
mf = twja,tarn? Foy PFSmt,
mi = FBto;n’ taym?
r+ _r
11 C,B, AL F*' F,, -1, = $7p—61t1‘+2h1a1‘,r; = tqz +2h03,
2 2 2 2
_rtp_ _ q—r _
mf = F 2 Foymttmig, mi = + 2 Tmso
r+
12 C',B" A% AT F,, — i, = 1_2_!’_51,3T+2h1a1—’
1Fr
== — B, tagm+2ezhy +az,
r2+ 2
mf = o+ 1T mE Emi,
1—-r2
mi =+ taim? F P, +az +ms,
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TaBLE 2. Continued

Plastic
No. regimes Feature Limit relations
rpEl pn o gloogm . 1i"+A,V__,) -
13 C,B*,Cl.B\,AT.F,, — 4, W, = W, t, —T+a1(1+l)+oc1{n+l+khl)~0ltl,
and
n=t+l1 1Fr
at t 72——a{(11m)$a{(n7h1¥2hl),
w; < Wy
F -l + 2) Ty (2 ™
mj +—v~2—fia.(1—l )Fa; (n? =)+ my, F6,m¥,
mi = +——TFoaf(1—-m?) Tz (n? = ) m5,
+1 - - _p+r_‘ R + _r=q_ _ _
14 C4,DP EF*' E\ F ., —4, w; < w, t F——Fo, (nF1)t; = F ——Fa;(nF1)
2 2
and
n=tl +2a;hy,
at 5 )
z +r
W, = w, m? P 7—_a[(n2—])il.
2 2
_rreq
mi = F——Fag(’—1)tm}
15 ¢4, D*' D\ E\,F., -3 t; = —1+B,FoaynFol
¥
ty ——~2~‘1$a2’(n11)+2a;h,,
mi = =B, Foa; PFagn?,
1— 2
mf = F- 2q Foy (i —1)+m)
16 C*'.CT.D4.EVFy —hs o=~V FailToin,
1} = —wya,+aymFazn+205hy,
mf = +B,Foaf PFa;n?,
ms = Fw,a, Fazjn*taim*Fm)

the flow law for the yield conditions corresponding to hexagons shown in Figs. 1 and 4
we shall have the following distribution of stresses in the remaining part of the shell cross-

section :
52 = —1, '_1 S
S,l = iz, —A"'l S
5/2 :'{21 s,1 =

S
s

0,

IA

<

0’

a,,

q

1<

<

< 1+42h,, (2.8)
< 1+2h,

Since gy, = 0, k; = 0, then quantities t,,m, play the role of reactions and would not
be present in the limit relation. Therefore, by substituting the stresses (2.7) and (2.8) in
expressions (2.1) by t, and m, at « = 1 and after integrating having considered symbols

in (2.4), we have:

t; =g,

my+1=q’

2.9)
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or
flty,ta,my,my) =mi —(t5)*+1 =0 (2.10)

Since in this case g3y = ky = 0, ¢ = —e&9,/2k, then (2.9) and (2.10) imply, that the
flow law is fulfilled as (2.6). For exterior location of the ribs (x = — 1) we obtain the limit
relation for the same limit regimes AB, DE, D, E, in the shell cross-section

[y, ta,my,my) = my +(t;7—1=0 (2.11)
On changing the signs in (2.11) and (2.10) we derive the limit relations:

fly. ty,my,m) =m3+(;)PF1=0

which are not contained in Table 1 and correspond to the symmetric regimes DE, 4B, A,B,.
Similarly, one can obtain all the remaining relations omitted in Table 1 to make sure, that
the flow law is fulfilled in all cases (2.6). To explain the form and the method of derivation
of corresponding limit relations accepted in Table 2, we consider, for example, the case,
when at the interior location of the stiffening layer the plastic regimes of the facing are
effected in the shell cross-section 4,B,C,D,D,, —4,.

Then the stress distribution in the shell cross-section has the form:

A s, =5=1, —-1<z<p

B s5;=0,8 =1, p<z<r

C sl=—1.,s2==0, r<z<gqg

D si=35=-1, g<z<l1

D, si=—4,,s,=—1,, 1l <z<1+42h
51 =0,5, = —4,, 1+2hy <z < 1+42h,

Substituting these values in (2.1) (at « = 1) we obtain on integrating:
=3p+nt5 =3r+q m{ = —1+3(p*+r%), 212
my = —1+3r’ +q’)

In each particular case one can exclude the parameters and represent corresponding
limit relations in explicit form. Then from constraints on the parameters we obtain cor-
responding restrictions for the limit relations expressed by ¢, t,, m;, m,. For example, in
the case under consideration, from (2.12) we have:

+ +
m m m, —m
=ttty —tf, p= e —tF +t]
2(t5 —t{) 2ty —t7)
(2.13)
+
my —mi. +t5 +tf
r= - 2 1-
20t; —tf)

By substituting these values in the latter equations from (2.12) after simple transformations
we have:

my —m{ [ m; —m{
m;+1—(t;)2—(t;)2—2(t22+_t1)[ (;2 _[1‘) 2¢;] =0 (2.14)
1
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But as in the case under consideration —1 < p < r < g < | then this limit relation is
effected when the following inequalities are observed

my —mi =2t3(t; —t{) <0, mi—m{ =2t{(t5 —1]) =0,
my —m{ +2(t; —t7)A+tf —13) >0,
my; —m{ =203 —t))A+tf —t3) <0,  t;—tf >0

The flow law for the limit relations obtained when one realized the angular regime in the
shell cross-section is defined in accordance with the meaning of parameters (2.5). In each
particular case one can check, that, if on excluding parameters, the limit state takes the
form:

f(tl’tZ,mlamZ):O

then the flow law is defined by equalities (2.6). Indeed, if, for example, in the case under
consideration for the totality of plastic regimes A, B, C, D, D,, — A, the left-hand side of
equation (2.14) is denoted by f(t,,t,, m;, m,), then using equalities (2.5) and (2.13), one
can easily see the validity of relation (2.6).

We note the following characteristic features of the limit relations obtained. As men-
tioned above, in the stress space the yield condition is expressed as a piecewise linear
hexagon and the associated flow law corresponds to the strain rate vector orthogonality
condition with respect to the sides of these hexagons but not to all of them. The limit
relations obtained in the space of generalized tensions t,, t,, m,, m, determine the closed
convex hypersurface which is symmetric with respect to the origin of coordinates con-
structing the nonlinear “‘pieces”. The flow law expressed by the generalized strain rates
€01- 02, Ky, k, corresponds to the orthogonality condition of the strain rate vector for all
““pieces” of this surface. Finally, the limit relations in general, depend on the coordinate of
the meridian as such a dependence can be possessed by quantities w; entering them.
Because of the specific nature of the flow law for B,C, and E,F, sides of hexagon shown
in Fig. 4, at w, = w, all the limit relations of the second table are not altered. At w, < w,
in relations

A,F,E9F1’E1,D1’—AZ; B,AaF,E,FlaEla_AZ;
C,B,C,,B,,A,F{, — 4,

of table 2 we put n = +1 (superscript denotes shells, stiffened from inside, the subscript
denotes shells stiffened from outside) and for w, > w, in relation

B,C’BlaclaDlaEl, ——}‘Z;CaD’EsF’El,Fl, _AZ;
A’BaCsBlaclaDlv _/12'

weputn = +1.

3. PARTICULAR CASES OF LIMIT RELATIONS

The limit relations obtained represent a full system of limit relations for the stiffened
waffle-type shells. The hexagon AB,C,D,EF, shown in Fig. 4 degenerates into tetragon
A HDG, ata; —» — 4, and a, — 1,. Then by putting these values for a, and a,, and not
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applying in Table 1 by relations containing regimes B,C,, EF, and by equating in Table 2
the parameters which separate regimes B,, C, and E,, F, we obtain the limit relations for
the ribbed shells.

By putting in relations of the preceding paragraph w, = w, = 1, w3 =0, h; = h, we
obtain the limit relation for the bimetal shells. For h; = h, = 0 the latter degenerates into
the known [12] limit relation for the homogeneous isotopic shells.

For the case w, =0, w, # 0 or w, = 0, w,; # 0 we obtain the limit relations for
shells stiffened by ribs of one direction.

Below we admit that directions 1 and 2 coincide, respectively, with meridional and
circumferential directions. Then for cylindrical shells we have k, = 0 and in accordance
with equality (2.5) |q| — oo, |m| = o0, |u| = 0. As at |z| > 1 the facing material is lacking at
jz| > 14 2h, the stiffening layer is lacking, and at |z| > 1+ 2h, the rib material is lacking in
the circumferential direction; then to obtain the limit relations for cylindric shells it is
necessary to put igl = 1, |m| = 1+2h,, Jul = 1+2h,, in all the relations of section 2 aside
from equality k, = 0. Moreover, if in the domain —1 < z < 1 either of parameters p or
r exceeds g of the module, then its value must be put equal to value ¢. Similarly, if in the
domain 1 < |z| < 1+ 2h, either of the parameters [ or n exceeds m of the module, then its
value should be put equal to m value. Then taking into account that in the case under
consideration m, plays the role of reaction, so it would be contained in the limit relation,
after doing simple transformation we get the following limit relations for cylindric waffle-
type shells [9]

(AB, A,B,):
t5 =1, 3.1)
(BC,Cy):
t; —t7 =1-v3hy, (w, = w,) (3.2)
(B,B,C,):
wit; —wity = 0y, (W = W) (3.3)
(BC, By):
t; —t7 =1-vih, (0, € ) (3.4)
(C,B,C,):
Wity —wyt] = wy[l—wh (A, — )], (0, < wy) (3.5)
(4,B,B,,C,):
% - - ___2:;:;}—1)2 4vr[t5 +vf2_h‘_l—;i_v;]2, (3.6)
(A,A,,B,,Cy):
"’/T‘: - —1+(“_ﬁ:1+1+2h1)2+%[-2£2;2__—1)—5ﬂ—:1]2, (3.7)
(4,B,C,C,y):

mb = — 1+ +4t5 +vihy—3+3t1) (3.8)
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(C,Cy, By Ay)
my tf +1 )3 vy [2t; i +1]2
== =2h| ——= =42k . (3.9)
B ( B ' VilVY2 ' B
(C,B,By.A4,)
2m; 2t7 —vy +1}2 t; —vy 2 ,
S CINU W Tk I & LWt E TS (3.10)
14+ 1+v] vi\ 14y
(C,B,A,A))
my = 1—(t; ) —Qt; —t; —1)% (3.11)
(AF,CD,CD,):
mi = —1+(t])>2, (3.12)
(AF, A F,,C,D,):
my{ (t; -1 )2
—L -1+ +1+2h,] , (3.13)
ﬂl ﬁl !
(CD, AF, A,F,):
my = 1—(t7)?, (3.14)
(CD,C;D,, A, Fy):
mi 7 +1 )2
— =1—[———=1-2h,] - (3.15)
R
Here aside from the already used notations we also used the following notations:
vi = w4+ m), uy =0, u, = A,— A, a = 1 denotes internal location of stiffening layer,
o = —1 denotes the external one. The plastic regimes on the left in relations (3.1)-(3.15)
are computed from theedge z = — | of the shell cross-section in the direction of increasing z.

4. APPROXIMATE LIMIT RELATIONS
In the limit state of the shell, the tensions in the shell element must satisfy not only
relations of section 2, but also the equation of equilibrium [1]
(roty) —ryty cOs @ —rogy+rorypy = 0,
rity sin @+roty +(roq,) +rorips = 0, 4.1
(rom,) —rymycos @ —roriq, ToL/ Mg = 0.

Here r; = R;/L denotes dimensionless radii of curvature; r, = Ry/L the dimensionless
radius of the parallel line; p, = P,L/Ty, ps = P;L/T, the dimensionless components of
load intensity in the meridian and normal directions, respectively; q, = Q,/T, denotes the
dimensionless shearing force, L denotes the characteristic shell length. A prime indicates
differentiation over ¢ the angle between the normal and the rotation axis. The generalized
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strains, aside from relations (2.6), must also satisfy the following kinematic relations

v'—w vetgp—w M, (v+wY’
€01 = > oo =" > ki = s
ry r, ToLri\ ry 42)
_ Myv+woctge '

2T TL oroor
v, w denotes dimensionless displacements in the meridian and the normal direction.

Solution of the problem of plastic analysis of stiffened axisymmetric shells is connected
with integration of the set of equations (4.1}H4.2), together with the limit relations of
section 2 and the associated flow law (2.6), with appropriate boundary condition.

A great number of limit relations makes problem solution practically unrealizable,
in general, not only due to the nonlinearity of these relations but also (mainly) because it is
not known a priori in which part of the shell this relation is realized. In this connection
there arises a problem of using an approximate approach to the problem, involving as few
limit relations as possible.

One of such approaches is to make use of only the limit relations of Table 1. As a result,
we shall have a convex hypersurface in the 4-dimensional space of generalized tensions
which coincides partially with the exact hypersurface and partially described with respect
to it. This is likely to give most accurate and most convenient approach to the problem
solution as the limit relation of Table 1 are practically all the same, which permits to con-
struct integrals of the problem for the general case. We shall omit all the details of such an
approach and note that since the approximate hypersurface in this case is described with
respect to the accurate one, the limit load resulting from this approach will determine the
upper boundary of the real limit load.

Due to the loss of exactness of solution further simplification of the problem is possible
if we gradually refute from some relations in Table 1. The problem of choosing some of
relations from Table 1 must be decided separately, depending on the specific nature of a
problem and geometric parameters of the stiffening layer.

Another possible approach to the problem is lineariz&tion of the limit relation at the
expense of use made of the layer models of stiffened shells. Some of the results in this direc-
tion were obtained in [5-7]. That analysis shows that when applying layer models there it is
necessary to restrict ourselves to a reasonable limit since the increase of model layer
number can eliminate simplification due to linearization. Thus in [7] it was shown that if n
denotes the layer number of ribbed shell models, then the limit polyhedron contains 12(n—1)
faces. So it seems to be possible, within reasonable limits, to use a two-layer model only
where one layer models the facing while the other models the stiffening layer.

In this case it is convenient to choose as a reference surface that of the facing layer and
stiffening layer. Then by choosing the model parameters such that the rigidity of its elements
would coincide in extension and bending with those of the modeled elements, and using the
same methods as in refs. [1,5-7], we obtain the following set of linearialized limiting
relations ha(t3 — ) Fmf —mi) = 1+hy,
bt FmE =1+h, t+mf =0 (=12

(ha+hy)ty Fm; = 1+h;+hy, (4.3)

(0,87 —w,t7)H(wym3 —w,mT) = w,c,(1+hy),
c; = wyh(so— A+ 44)
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and the same number of relations by changing all the signs. Here the notations (2.1) and
(2.4) are used, but m; = M;/26,H?.

The superscripts correspond to the internal location of the stiffening layer, the sub-
scripts to its external location. In the space of the generalized stresses ;. m; (i = 1.2) the
limiting relations determine a convex 14-hedron. If we denote the left side of each of the
equations (4.3) as f(t,,t,,m,, m,) then the flow law for its faces is determined by the
equality (2.6). The flow law for the edges of this polyhedron can be determined just as it is
done for the angles of the Tresca hexagon [1, 14].

Ifw, = w, = 1,4, = 4,, then from (4.3) we will obtain the linearized limiting relations
for bimetallic shells strengthened by one-way ribs. Besides, if A, = 4, = 1, w;, = 0,
h, = h, = 1, then discarding all but the last relation in (4.3) we will obtain the limiting
relations for the uniform isotropic shells [1].

Discarding in (4.3) the last equation, we will have the linearized limiting relations for
ribbed axisymmetric shells. For cylindrical ribbed shells similar relations have been
obtained in [5, 7].

Instead of (4.3) one can use another system of approximate linearized relations:

=1, mi=1, (i,j=12 i#))
t; —tf =144, m3—m; = —1+dh

274 2 1 1 <o, (4.4)
wity —wyt]{ = afl+c), wymy —w,my = ofl+ch)

d; = why(a;— 4), ¢; = wihy(so— Ay +4y).

And the same number of relations must be added to the above ones by changing all signs
in them.

If 4, = A4, = 1, w,9 = 0, h; = 1, relations (4.4) coincide with the approximate relations
for the smooth isotropic shells, obtained in ref. [15].

Ifw;, = w;, =1, w,9 = 0, 1; = 4, we will obtain the limiting relations of the bimetallic
shells and if w,, = w,, then we discard the equations of the last line in (4.4) and obtain
the limiting relations for ribbed shells.

Note that relations (4.4) are characterized by their independence from the position of
the strengthening layer.

5. LOAD-CARRYING CAPACITY OF STRENGTHENED
CYLINDRICAL SHELLS

As an example of applying the obtained relations, consider the problem of the load-
carrying capacity of a strengthened cylindrical shell loaded with an internal uniformly
distributed pressure P;. For definiteness we assume the shell to be free at the edge x = 0
and clamped at the edge x = 2L, 2L being the length of the shell. In the adopted notation
the shell equilibrium equations have the form

mi+2u*t,—p;) = 0, = 0. (5.1)

Here u*> = L?/RH, p, = P,R/T,, R is the shell radius, the prime designates the derivative
on a non-dimensional coordinate y = x/L. It is obvious that for this problem ¢, > 0.
Hence, further it is insufficient to use a limiting curve in the first quadrant of the plane
my,t,.
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For waflle-type shells in case the node is formed by the ring ribs this limiting curve takes
the form represented in Fig. 5. Here the parabolas bc and cd at t¥ < 1 (¢; = 0) are deter-
mined, respectively, from equations (3.11) and (3.10) in case of internal position of the
strengthening layer (« = 1) and from equations (3.8) and (3.6) in case of its external position
(0= —1).

t2

FiG. 5.

The abscissa m} of the point b in Fig. 5 is determined from equation (3.14) at ¢; = 0,
o = 1 or from equation (3.12)at ¢, = 0,a = —1.

If t¥ > 1, the parabolas bc and c¢d are determined, respectively, from equations (3.9)
and (3.10) in case of internal position of the strengthening layer (x = 1, t; = 0) and from

equations (3.7) and (3.6) in case of its external position (x = —1, t; = 0). The abscissa
mf is determined from equation (3.15) at « = 1, t; = 0 or from equation (3.13) at « = —1,
tl = 0.

Let us present the equations of the parabolas bc and cd in the form

bc:t; = by +(b, +bym,)?,
2 i 2 3 1) (52)
Cd: tz_ - b4+(b5+b6m1)*.

Then, substituting the values of (5.2) into (5.1) and integrating the obtained equation at
the boundary conditions

myl,—o = mil,—o =0 (5.3)
and the continuity conditions

m1|y=m—0 = m1|y=y1+0 = mcl’mllly=y1-0 = m(1|y=y1+0
we will have
2T,(z¢, 2)
my = pp(d),  py = mot——— =,
6

(54
2T(z,24) )
wy, = Hiyo +—b“—
6

atyo <y < y,and

2Ty(Lo,
my = uwP(), p= uy1+—2(b£3°£ (5.5)
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at y; < y < 2. Here we use the notations

H be by
2 zdz . ¢ Edeg
Ti(zo,2) = f ;(?) T5(8p.8) = m

212) = 303z + 20) — 2(2% + 220 + 23)]. {i=12),
z = (bs+bem,)t, 2o = (bs+bgm )2, 2y = (bs+bems)?,

5

¢ = (b, +b3m1)%, Co = (b2+b3m‘1)%, ¢ = (b2+b3ml;)%»
q?=p1—t’§—b4, qg:pl—tg_bls

’ ’
mlO - m1|y=y0’ mlO = mlly:yo'

For the waffle-type shells m,;, = my = 0, yo = 0. Just as in [8] one can show that at the
clamped end of the shell a plastic hinge is formed and the corresponding boundary con-
dition has the form

myl,—, = mf. (5.6)

Taking into consideration this condition from (5.4) for all the above cases we obtain the
dependence of 4 on p, in the form

Ti(zo, Zl)+ Ty(&, 51)

b, b, (5.7)

u=
Atw, = w, = 1, h; = h,, 4, = 4, we obtain the dependence for a bimetallic shell and at
w,; = w, = h; = h, = 0 for a uniform smooth shell.

The limiting relations for cylindrical shells strengthened by longitudinal ribs are
obtained from relations (3.1)+3.15) assuming m; = 4, = 0, v; = v = 0, v] = 2m,4,.
In this case surfaces (3.4), (3.5) are missing while (3.6) and (3.7) degenerate. The remaining
limiting correlations in the general case determine in the plane t; = 0 the limiting curve
plotted in Fig. 6. In case of t¥ < 1 and the internal position of the strengthening ribs
(¢ = 1) the parabolas bc and cd are determined, respectively, by equations (3.11) and (3.10)
att;, =0, w, =4, =0, v; = v =0, v] = 2w,4,. If the strengthening ribs are placed
externally (x = — 1) the parabola bc is analogously determined from equation (3.11) and
parabola cd degenerates into a point. The abscissa m’,, is determined from equation (3.14)
ato = 1,1, =0.

In case of t¥ > 1 and the internal position of the strengthening ribs (o = 1) the parabola
bc is again determined by equation (3.11) and the parabola cd degenerates into a point.
If the strengthening ribs are placed externally the curve has the form of the dotted rectangie
abkde in Fig. 6. The abscissa m’ is determined from equation (3.15) at ¢, = 0.

The straight line de in all cases of the shell strengthened by longitudinail ribs is deter-
mined by the equation

t, = 1. (5.8)

Writing the equation for parabolas bc and c¢d again in the form (5.2) in the regions y, < y
< yyand y; < y < 2 we will obtain the solutions (5.3}-(5.4).
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f2

m;

F1G. 6.

Substituting the value of (5.8) into (5.1) and integrating the resulting equation at the
boundary conditions (5.3) and using the continuity conditions:
m11y=yo—0 = m1|y=yo+0 = mdl s ml1|y=y0—0 = m(1|y=yo+0

we will obtain the solution in the region 0 < y < y,

my = p*p,—1y,  my = p*(p,—1)y*/2,
2mi
pi—1

From (5.5), using the boundary condition (5.6), we obtain the dependence (5.7) of
p, on u for a shell strengthened with internally placed ribs.

To obtain a similar dependence for a shell strengthened externally (¢« = —1)at (¥ < 1
or for a shell strengthened internally but at t} > 1, we must take the above changes into
account and substitute into (5.7) m} = m$. As a result we will have

T,
p= A2 e o, (5.10)
be

But if a shell is strengthened externally (¢ = — 1) by ribs whose rigidity t¥ > 1, then by
substituting into (5.9)

(5.9

+
uyo=( ) mio=mi,  mg = u2miip,— DI

mi =mf =mi,y, =2
we will obtain the dependence
mj

Using the expressions (5.2), (5.4), (5.5), (5.8) and (5.9) the flow law (2.6) and relations of
the type (4.2) for cylindrical shells one can readily see that all the necessary kinematical
conditions are satisfied. Hence the obtained solution is exact.

To obtain a solution for shells strengthened by both longitudinal and transverse
ribs it is sufficient to substitute py = p, —t3% for p; in all formulae (5.2)(5.11).

Note that all solutions obtained in this section are also valid in case of 0 < ¢, < 1+1¢F,

if the coefficients by, by, b3, b,, bs, be in (5.2) are determined accordingly from the relations

(3.1)~(3.15). »
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The solutions obtained permit an estimation of the efficiency of using one or other type
of strengthening. To this end, alongside with the given strengthened shell, consider a
shell of the same load-carrying capacity but smooth and uniform with length 2L, radius R
and thickness 2H, made of a material with yield stress oJ.

As their load-carrying capacities are equal, we take the expression for u, py in (5.1)
and obtain the following condition of equal strength [9]

Pi_ 90P _

u* o ooup

As oop,H = adp¥H,, the relative weight of waffle-type shells (with respect to that of the
equivalent smooth one} is obtained from the formula

0,0 * - *
GoPip {1 +ﬂ[£2 +(1 sz)fl]}. (5.12)
OoP1Po AP

Here p, p{ are the specific weights of the material of the facing and that of the strengthening
layer, p, the specific weight of the equivalent shell, 1 = A, = i, is the non-dimensional

yield stress of the strengthening layer.
For the ribbed shell we have [16]

p o oopip |, ptt +pt§)

Uoplpo\ APy Aapa
where p,, p, are the specific weights of the rib materials. To obtain the values of p; con-
tained in (5.12) and (5.13) we must determine the coordinates of the intersection points of the

joad-carrying capacity curves (the plot for p,vsu) for the strengthened shell with the para-
bola

b =

(5.13)

P = cu’. (5.14)

Similarly, to determine p? it is necessary to find the coordinates of the intersection, points
of the load-carrying capacity curve for the smooth shell with the parabola

oy ,
Py =5 .
Gy

Substituting the values of p, and p{ obtained at the given values of t*, % and h,, h, into
(5.12) and (5.13) we will determine the relative weight. For the cylindrical waffle-type shells
with clamped edges a similar calculation has been done in [9]. The efficiency of various
types of strengthening for some kinds of shell loading and edge fastening has been esti-
mated in {16]. '

In Fig. 7, for illustration, there are given the diagrams of the limit load dependences
pivsp for the waflle-type shells at h; = h, = 4, 4; = A, = 1 calculated by formulas (5.7).
Curve 1 corresponds to a smooth shell, (1¥ = t3 = 0), curve 2 corresponds to the values
t¥ = 1§ = 025, while curve 3 corresponds to the values t¥ = 0-5, t¥ = 1, and curve 4 cor-
responds to the values t¥ = 0-8, 1% = 0-4. Here are also given the parabolas of equistrength
(5.14) for different values c.

Note that for t¥ = t%, hy = h,, 4; = 1, = 1 the load carrying capacity of shells does
not depend on the position of the stiffening layer. For t¥ s t¥ there has been discovered a
weak dependence of the load carrying capacity of shells on the position of the stiffening
layer. For the parameter values in question the difference is 0-5-1-5 per cent. It should be
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noted that for t¥ < t% the load carrying capacity of the shell is higher at the exterior position
of the stiffening layer, being lower at t¥ > t%. Similar results have been obtained in paper [9]
for the edge-clamped shell, the difference being 4-10 per cent.

In Fig. 8 the dependences of the relative weight b on the quantity ¢ for the parameter
values in question are given. Analysis of these dependences permits one to draw the fol-
lowing conclusion :

(1) The relative weight for the stiffened shells decreases with decreasing length,

(2) Increase of the specific volume of the circumferential ribs in comparison with that
of the longitudinal ribs is unreasonable from the standpoint of weight.

7. \3
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AGcrpakT—IlonyyeHs! TOUYHblE WpPeAENbHbIE COOTHOWIEHHA ISt MMOJAKPEIUIEHHBIX OCECHMMTEPHYHBIX
o6onoyex. ITpy 3TOM B 3aBUCHMMOCTH OT Y4YeTa WU Hey4YeTa BIIUSHHA Y3JIOB NEPECEYEHUA MOKKPEIUIAIOLIUX
3/7IEMEHTOB O00NOUKH MOAPA3AEIAeTC Ha NOAKpenieHHble ¥ BadieoOpasHpie. B 4acTHBIX cydasx -HalkmeH
Hbl€ COOTHOLLEHMsI CBOIATCS K IIPENENIbHBIM COOTHOUIEHHSM i 00O0JI0YeK, NOAKPEIUICHHBIX pebpaMu
OAHOTO HarpaBJieHMsA, IS OHMETAIMYECKMX H OQHOPOAHLIX M30TPOMHbIX obonouek. ITpemnararorca
npubsinKeHHble TIpeaesbHbie COOTHOIWEHUA. IIpuBoauTCA XpaTtkuii 0630p pe3ynbTraToB aHA/JIHM3a APYrHX
THMIOB TOAKPEIUIEHHBIX 06osodex. OOCyX)aaercs BOMPOC JIMHEAPU3ALIMM NpEdesbHbBIX COOTHOLUEHHH 3a
CHET MOJETMPOBAHHUS PACCMATPUBaEMBbIX 000JIOUEK CIOMCTBIMH MOJENAMHU. B kayecTBe IPUMEPA MCIONb30-
BaHUA TOJNYYEHHBIX TIPENENbHBIX COOTHOLIGHMH pelleHa 3alaya O Hecyluelt CrnocOoGHOCTH KOHCONBHOMU
TIOAKPEIIEHHON LHAMHAPHYECKOH OOOJIOMKH, HAIPY)KEHHOM BHYTPEHHMM THAPOCTATHYECKMM [aBIEHHEM
TTonyyeHsl GopMyJib, MO3BOJAIOIIHE OLEHUTD 30 dEeKTHBHOCTE MCIIONIB30BaHUA NIOAKpeUAtowero Habopa.



