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Abstract—This paper presents some numerical results of the effects of several nondimensional
parameters on the buckling and initial post buckling behaviors of shallow sandwich panels
under axial compression. Results are presented that show these effects due to transverse shearing
resistance of the core material, different face-sheet thicknesses, and different core thicknesses.
Further effects on the buckling and initial postbuckling behaviors of sandwich panels are
presented due to the torsional resistance of longitudinal edge stiffeners.

The results show that the range of flatness parameter, 8/d, for which sandwich panels remain
imperfection-insensitive increases with increases in transverse shearing resistance of the core
material and with larger core thicknesses. These results also indicate that this range of 8/d is
smallest when the face-sheet thicknesses are equal. Finally, as in the case of homogeneous
panels, torsional resistance of the longitudinal edge stiffeners has the effect of making the
sandwich panel less imperfection—sensitive.

NOMENCLATURE

a b initial postbuckling coefficients defined in equation (60)

B, B, extensional stiffnesses of the outer and inner face-sheets defined in equation (5)

¢ core thickness

2d projection of the circumferential distance on the reference surface of the composite panel
onto its base plane

Dy, D, flexural stiffnesses of the outer and inner face-sheets

e, e average end-shortening parameter and its value for the prebuckled state at the bifurcation
point

E E, Young’s moduli for the outer and inner face-sheets

Gy:, Gy: transverse shearing moduli for the core material

g:(7), g2(n) functions defined by equations (40) and {41)

(), by () functions defined by equations (42) and (43}
h

distance between reference surfaces of the face-sheets

JG torsional stiffness of the longitudinal stiffeners

K ratio of the panel stiffness after buckling to its stiffness prior to buckling. Defined in
equation (64)

k nondimensional parameter (V3(1—p?))

M, M}, M, bending and twisting moments associated with the i/th face-sheet

Ni, Ni, Ni, normal and shearing stress-resultants associated with the ith face-sheet

gL, 0 transverse shearing stress-resultants associated with the ith face-sheet

do nondimensional parameter (V' 2kR/t*)

R radius of curvature of the reference surface for the composite panel

s relative stiffness parameter defined in equation (65)

So, S slopes of the load-deflection curve immediately before and after buckling

t* weighted thickness of the panel

ts, 12 thicknesses of the outer and inner face-sheets

UV, Wouv,w

X, ¥

surface; dimensionless counterparts
physical axial and circamferential coordinates on the reference surface

883

physical axial, circumferential, and normal displacements of points on the reference
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& B; o, B physical shear angles for the core material in the x and y directions: dimensionless
counterparts

Y1, V2 nondimensional parameters associated with the torsional resistance of the longitudinal
stiffeners defined in equation (26)

é rise of panel above its base plane

A nondimensional parameter defined in equation (63)

€ infinitesimal scalar parameter defined in equation (60)

&y physical axial strain associated with the reference surface of the composite panel

£, n nondimensional axial and circumferential coordinates

Ul value of 7 at the longitudinal stiffener

Y, x 07 postbuckling functions defined in equation (44)

P, 1 postbuckling functions defined in equation (44)

, w postbuckling functions defined in equation (44)

A nondimensional parameter defined in equation (15)

A* ratio of the length of the buckled wave in circumferential direction to the half length of
the buckled wave in the axial direction

v Poisson ratio’s for the face-sheets

a, o nondimensional load parameter and its value at the bifurcation point

oF modified critical value of nondimensional load parameter (o* = o /R/t*)

A, Az, Ay, Ay nondimensional reactions of the core material on the face-sheets defined in equations
(1-4)

D, ¢ physical and nondimensional airy stress functions.

INTRODUCTION

The aerospace industry has been interested in sandwich type constructions since the end of
World War II because of the relatively high strength-weight ratios that structural com-
ponents made in this composite manner exhibit. Conceptual models{l, 2] for sandwich
panels have appeared in the literature that view the composite structural element as con-
sisting of two distinct, thin, isotropic, face-sheets that are separated by a suitable lightweight
core material that is, itself, assumed to be either an isotropic or an orthotropic continuum.
More recently, additional improvements in the strength-weight ratios of composites of
varying geometric configurations have been realized through the use of fiber-reinforced,
layered shells as face-sheets. This improvement in the strength—weight ratio of the composite
structural element arises because of the increased strength-weight ratio of the individual
fibers and the capability of arranging the fiber orientations so as to obtain a minimum
weight for the composite structural element without compromising its load carrying capacity.

Considerable work has been done relative to obtaining information concerning the
buckling and initial post-buckling behaviors of fiber-reinforced, layered, complete cylindrical
shells under axial and lateral pressure[3-5]. Even more work has been done regarding these
behaviors for isotropic shells of various geometries and loading conditions[6]. These works,
however, with the exception of those of[7], have not encompassed the sandwich concept as
detailed in the opening paragraph.

The present investigation is confined to the study of the buckling and initial post-
buckling behavior of edge-stiffened, circular cylindrical, composite panels with isotropic
face-sheets under uniform axial compression. The composite panel consists of two isotropic
face-sheets that are separated by an orthotropic core material. The face-sheets may have
unequal thicknesses and be of different materials, while the core material is considered to be
capable of transmitting only transverse shearing forces. Thus, the in-plane resistance of the
core material is assumed to be negligible in comparison to the in-plane resistances of the
face-sheets. Furthermore, transverse normal deformations in the core material are also
ignored.
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The straight edges of the sandwich panel are assumed to be reinforced by stiffeners that
are constrained to stay in the undeformed reference surface of the panel. Therefore, it is
assumed that the flexural stiffness of the longitudinal stiffeners relative to axes normal to the
straight edges of the panel is infinite. The flexural stiffness of the stiffeners relative to axes
normal to the reference surface of the composite panel is considered to be negligible; thus, the
circumferential displacements of the straight edges of the panel are unconstrained by
the stiffeners. Finally, the stiffeners are assumed to twist freely about their entire length.
The boundary conditions used in this study incorporate the conditions used by Koiter[8] in
his study of the buckling and initial post-buckling behaviors of longitudinally reinforced,
narrow, homogeneous panels under axial compression which are identical to those used
by Stephens[9] in extending Koiter’s analysis to include the torsional resistance of longi-
tudinal stiffeners.

The theoretical basis for the present study is essentially a perturbation technique proposed
by Koiter[10] and that was transcribed by Budiansky[11} into a form more suitable for
application to thin shell type structures whose prebuckling behavior is linear.

MATHEMATICAL MODEL

The field equations governing the moderately large deflections of circular, cylindrical,
sandwich panels derived by Fulton[1] can be expressed in the following form:

VW + pe = 2K(n Worg — 2000y Wagy + Poge Wapn) —As(@ + Wo0)ie — Ax(B + W,p)y =0, (1)

V4¢ —_ W,éé - 2k(w,§" ot W,é: W,M) = 0, (2)
l=v_, 1 +v

2 Vi + ) (“’é + ﬁ’n)’n - Asle + Wn:) =0, 3)
l—-v_, 1+v

2 v ‘B + 2 (a’§ + B’n)’" - A4(ﬂ + Wn]) =0. (4)

Fig. 1. Circular cylindrical sandwich panel.
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The signs of some of the terms in these equations differ from those presented by Fulton;
however, they are fully equivalent. The differences arise because of the sign convention on
w and the definitions of the quantities « and 8.

The nondimensional quantities appearing in equations (1-4) are related to the corre-
sponding physical quantities through the relations

£=Rxn =2y, g0 = @KYM K = 30—,
E 3+ E;3 2k
(,*)22_1ii__£_2,w=_v:,¢= —, @,
Et, + E,t, t (Eit, + E51)(*)
_Rz R B Gu.hqd __ Gy.h'q3
1*qy° t*qo ! _C[Eltl + E,t,] g _C[E1t1 +E2t2],

G, (B, + B,) (R)2 G,.(B, + B;) (R)Z N, Rk
3T %\ )T n \)

c0=—
¢B\B, 9o ¢B,B, 9o t* (Eqty + Eyt,]

In the foregoing expressions R is the radius of the composite panel, ¢, and ¢, denote face-
sheet thicknesses, and c¢ signifies the core thickness. Young’s moduli for the face-sheets are
denoted by E, and E,, the transverse shearing moduli for the core material by G,, and G,,,
and Poisson’s ratio by v. The quantities w, ¢, «, f are the nondimensional transverse deflec-
tion, airy stress function, and core shearing angles in the axial and circumferential directions,
respectively; and W, @, &, B are the corresponding physical quantities. The in-plane stiff-
nesses of the face-sheets are defined by the relations

B, = E""'Z (i =1,2), (5)

1 —-v

where i = 2 denotes the face-sheet nearest the center of curvature and i = 1 denotes the other.
The distance between the middle surfaces of the two face-sheets is signified by 4, and &, y
are the nondimensional axial and circumferential coordinates corresponding to the physical
coordinates x, y. Finally, the Laplacian operator in equations (1-4) is given by

V( )E( )9§{+( )srm' (6)

Average end-shortening parameter

In order to compare the stiffness of the composite panel in its prebuckled and initial
post-buckled states an average end-shortening parameter is defined through the relation

I ¢
=37 J.A g, dx dy N

where &, is the physical axial strain associated with the reference surface of the composite
panel and 2d is the projection of the circumferential length of this reference surface onto
the base plane of the panel. For a membrane prebuckled state, equation (7) reduces to the
nondimensional form

(1*)?a.
e = 2o L d¢ dn. (8)
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Here o, is the value of the nondimensional load parameter at the bifurcation point. Defining
the prebuckling stiffness of the composite panel by S, one obtains from equation (8)

1 de| (2

Se  do|,.,. 4di’

L d¢ dn. (9)

Buckling equations

To study the buckling behavior of the cylindrical sandwich panel a solution of equations
(1-4) is sought in the form

w Wo wy
f{ — ﬁz +e ‘f; +0(2). (10)
B )\,

Here ¢ is an infinitesimal scalar parameter and ¢ is a nondimensional load parameter.
Substituting equations (10) into equations (1-4), recalling that the prebuckled state is

assumed to be a membrane state (¢, = —n*/2k, w, = constant, «, = «, = 0), and linearizing
with respect to ¢, one obtains the system of differential equations
V4W1 + ¢1a§§ + 20W1,§§ — Aoy + Wug),g - Ay (B, + wl’q)m =0, (1m
Vi — Wy,ee =0, (12)
I—v 1 +v
V2("1 + 3 (“ug + ﬁ]aq)’{ — Aj(ay + W1,¢) =0, (13)
l—v_, 1 +v
2 v ﬁl +T(a1,§+ﬁh”)m_l\4(ﬂl + Wln;):O‘ (14)

Since the panel is assumed to be long compared to its width the boundary conditions at the
ends will not effect the buckling load; consequently, a solution to equations (11-14) is
assumed in the form

wi(&.n) = wy() cos %5
&(&.n) = d1(n) cos n—f—
2, (&) = o, () sin ”75

BuEn) = Byl cos . as)

The ¢ dependence of equations (11-14) is eliminated by means of equations (15). One
obtains, in this manner, a set of homogeneous, ordinary differential equations:

i fof e - n )

_ (1;.)2@ - Al(—g)al ~ A8, =0, (16)
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2
: T
8t = 2(3) 91+ @6, + (miw, =0, ()
1-v 2 1+v (m\,,
= s+ (0 = ()8 AsGal, =0, (1$)
Y 1 —v (m\? L+v(m\ ,
17 {A4 + ) (z) ]ﬂl + 5 (}E)al - A4W/1 = 0. (19)

To obtain suitable boundary conditions to accompany equations (16-19) certain simplifying
assumptions are made along the straight edges of the panel. Thus, the edges are assumed to
remain straight and the flexural rigidity of the stiffeners about a normal to the reference
surface of the panel is neglected. These conditions, together with the evenness of the tangen-
tial displacement » about the stiffener, yield the following boundary conditions along the
straight edges:

wi(7) = 0, (20)
wi() + yo(m/2)*w (7)) = 0, @n
¢1() =0, (23)
(7)) — (n/A)B,(7) = 0, (24)
2

B -+ + 1:(3) B = 0 @s)

JG JGgqy, B, + B ,
Herey, = m go/R and y, = 7% }3132 2, (26)

The torsional resistance of the longitudinal stringers is denoted by JG and the flexural
stiffnesses of the face-sheets by

Ei#?

TR v @7

D
Equations (20-23) are Koiter type boundary conditions similar to those used in[8, 9]. Con-
ditions (24) and (25) stipulate that the bending and twisting moments due to the membrane

forces in the face-sheets vanish.
The buckling mode (w;, ¢, «,, f,) is assumed to be symmetrical so that symmetry con-

siderations at the center of the panel lead to

w,;(0) =0, (28)
wy(0) =0, (29)
$1(0) =0, (30)
$"(0) =0, (31)
aj(0) =0, (32)

B,(0) = 0. (33)
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Equations (16-19) together with the boundary conditions (20-25) and (28-33) constitute a
linear eigenvalue problem that determines the critical value of the load parameter ¢ and the
buckling quantities w,, ¢,, o,, §; associated with it. In the foregoing equations, and in all
subsequent work, differentiation with respect to # is signified by ( ). The critical value of the
nondimensional load parameter ¢ corresponds to the minimum value of ¢ on the set of
values associated with A. The ratio of the length of the buckled mode in the circumferential
direction to the length of the buckled mode in the axial direction is given by

2d 2q,d

* .
A { A R

(34)
Initial post-buckling behavior

To investigate the initial postbuckling behavior of the sandwich panel, the quantities w,
¢, o, B are expanded in asymptotic series of the infinitesimal scalar parameter ¢. Accordingly,

W Wwo W W,
ol _ 1o ¢, 2] $2 3
wl =C 2 + g 2, + ¢ , + 0(e”) (35)

o
p Bo B B2

Substituting equation (35) into the general nonlinear equilibrium equations (1-4), observing
that at the bifurcation point w,, @q, @y, By satisfy the equations associated with the pre-
buckled equilibrium state and w,, ¢,, o, B, satisfy equations (11-14) associated with the
buckling mode, and letting & — 0 yields a system of differential equations that describes the
initial postbuckling behavior of the panel:

2
Viw, + Paoze + 20, Wy e — Aq(0p + Waup)ie — Ay(B, + Wasn)sy = 2k {h1(’7) + hy(n) cos %ﬁ ,
(36)
4 2né
V3%, — wasee = 2k{ g1(n) + g,(n) cos =P (37)
P—v_, I+v
3 Vi, + 5 (@256 + Baoghre — A3l + Wye) =0, (38)
1 —v 1+v
) Vzﬂz + ) (“2,5 + ﬁz:»)m - A4(182 + Wzn;) =0. (39)

The functions appearing on the right-hand sides of equations (36) and (37) are defined in
terms of the quantities w;, ¢, associated with the buckling mode and are given by the
relations

1 2
9100 =3 (3) 110* + winiony, )

1 2
9200 = =3 () 10" =~ waowiny, @n

4

1 2
) = =5 (5) 6100w + 201witn) + 1wl “2)
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1 2
) = =3 (5) 010w — 2810iwicn) + 6, wico. (43)

Observing the structure of the right-hand sides of equations (36~37) it is clear that w,, ¢, ,
o, , f, may be expressed as

W) = k{p(n) + ¥(n) cos %}

A

$a(m) = k{o(n) + () cos 21-5—} (44)
{ 2

. T
o5(&,n) = k{ow(n) +1(y) sin Té}’
2né
Baem = kfutr) + 90 cos 2=}
Eliminating the ¢ dependence from equations (36-39) by means of equations (44) one

obtains the following set of four independent boundary value problems for the unknown
functions appearing in the right-hand sides of equations (44).

Fig. 2. Cross-section of sandwich panel,

The boundary value problems for the functions (i}, x(n), t(m), 3m); p(n}, u(m); 8(n);
and w(n) are, respectively:

Problem No. 1

2o =2(Z) v + (5) o + (%) von = 20:0, @5)
w0~ [+ 2(Z) oo+ () - 20Z) + (F) oo

_ (_2{5)2%(,,) = A(F et - 4,90 = 26, 0)
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yon - [ne+ 5 (Z) Joon + 5= (T - A =0 @
- A+ &) f -2 (F)so+avr =0, @
2 A 2 A
with boundary conditions
Y =y =y =y"=t"=9=0 on n=0 49)
and
z,(l=z[f”=x’=:x”=r=9‘+v(g§)r=0 on n=f. (50)
Problem No. 2
p(m — Al () + p" ()} = 2R, (), (51
w'n) = Adum) + p'(n)} =0, (52)
with
p'=p"=p=0 on n=0 (53)
and
p=u=0 on n=1 (54)
Problem No. 3
0%(n) = 2q,(m), (55)
with
=6"=0 on n=0 (56)
=0 on n=*H. (57)
Problem No. 4.
1—v
— &) — As () =0, (58)
@' (0) = (@) =0. (59)

The boundary value problems (45-50), (51-54), (55-57), and (58, 59) determine the coef-
ficients appearing in the definitions (44) and hence characterize the initial postbuckling
behavior of the composite panel. Equations (58, 59) show that w(y) = 0.

It is shown in[11] that the expansions (35), when they are assumed to be asymptotically
valid for ¢ — 0, imply a relationship of the form

$ —l4as+be®+ 0(%). (60)

<
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It can be shown that the coefficient a in this expansion is identically zero for the composite
panel and that

b= _2_16_2{ JBTW, — GWIW + H(B'w: — WY — (Pow) + $1w )p'] dn
o, [3wt dn

LW )"+ dwowiy + 4w — 2w,)*0] dn
4 fow? dn

The sign of the-ipitial post-buckling coefficient b determines whether the load increases or
decreases immediately after buckling. The significance of the coefficient b is connected with
the notions of imperfection-sensitive and imperfection-insensitive structures. It has been
shown in[11] that structures containing geometric imperfections (imperfect structures) are
imperfection-sénsitive, in the sense that the buckling load for the imperfect structure should
be expected to be less than the buckling load for the corresponding perfect structure, when-
ever the load for the perfect structure initially decreases upon bifurcation buckling (see
Fig. 3). On the other hand a structure is said to be imperfection-insensitive (in the sense that

|

Load Load
£, Perfect
‘R \\
£ Py = —— == N % ol
Ve ~ e
N / \\ d
\ /

\ 7/

\ /
\ /\ /\ /
Imperfect \

I i
\[

Buckiing Displacement
{a) {(b)

Fig. 3. Generalized load-displacement curves for general structure.

the load-deflection curve for the imperfect structure exhibits a much milder growth of dis-
placement as the load reaches and exceeds the classical buckling load for the perfect struc-
ture) whenever the load for the perfect structure increases immediately after bifurcation
buckling (see Fig. 3). Accordingly, a structure is said to be imperfection-sensitive or imper-
fection-insensitive according to whether b is negative or positive. In calculating & it has been
assumed that the buckling mode (w;, ¢,, a;, B,) has been normalized so that the maximum
value of the physical deflection W, is equal to the total thickness of the panel.

Let S denote the initial slope of the load vs end-shortening curve corresponding to the
bifurcation path. It is not difficult to show that

So

S 1+ A (62)
where
So(t*)* 2
= . 63
A 2dba, L(WI"E) dé&dy (63)
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Finally, as a measure of the stiffness of the panel immediately after buckling relative to
its stiffness prior to buckling we define the stiffness ratio

S ksz(Wn,;)z d¢ d’l}—l 64
K—gg‘{l o bf dcdn | ©9

An expression that is somewhat more convenient to work with is the relative stiffness
parameter

2 K
== t . 65
s narc an(l_K) (65)

Figure 4 indicates how the initial post-buckling coefficient b and the relative stiffness param-
eter s are to be used to determine the nature of the initial slope of the bifurcation branch.
When b >0 and 0 < s < 1 the initial slope of the buckled path rises so that the buckled
structure retains the capacity to carry load in excess of the bifurcation load. This type of

b>0
O<s«l
G em———— - 50 s=0
4/2<5<0
s ==l <O
les<-i2t

Load o

Generalized deflection

Fig. 4. Graphical description of the initial postbuckling coefficient b and the relative stiffness
parameter s.

behavior characterizes the imperfection-insensitive structure. When b <0 and -0'5 <s <0
the initial slope of the buckled path is downward to the right and when b <0 and s < —0-5
the buckled path has a backward sloping tangent. In either case the structure is said to be
imperfection-sensitive, i.e. the presence of small geometric imperfections has a significant
effect in reducing the load at which the structure will buckle.

NUMERICAL PROCEDURES

Buckling behavior

The linear eigenvalue problem that characterizes the bifurcation load for the composite
panel is solved numerically using first order finite difference formulas. Thus, equations
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(16-19) along with the boundary and symmetry conditions (20-25) and (28-33), respectively,
are replaced by the finite difference analogue

AJYJ—I+BJYJ+CJY_]+I:0’(J:1>27'9N)]
CKY_, +LYy+ KY, =0, (66)
—GYyy +HYy+GYy., =0, J

where 4;, B;, C; and K, L, G, H are 6 x 6 matricesand Y is a 6 x 1 column matrix. The
lowest eigenvalue for this set of equations can be found conveniently by means of a modified
Potters” method{12] that has been suggested by Fulton and Blum[13]. The critical value of
the load parameter o corresponds, therefore, to the minimum value of ¢ over the range of
4 for which the modified buckling determinant

_(LHKAT'B) B+ 4,00 Byt 4,00  (BytAyOy )
L+ KAg'By| |By+ A4,Q0] |B,+ A4,0,] | By + An Oy |

- DET(D) (67)

vanishes. Here
DET(D) = DET{G + (H — GQy_,)Ox}. (68)

Equations (67) and (68) are arrived at in a natural way through the Gaussian reduction of
a tridiagonal set of matrix equations. The quantity {G + (H — GQx_,)Qx} appears as the
coefficient of the last unknown column matrix in the reduced triangularized set of matrix
equations. Since the system (66) is homogeneous, nontrivial solutions for ¥ exist if and
only if DET(D) =0. The lowest value of ¢ on the set of all wave length ratios A* that
satisfies DET(D) = 0 is the critical load.

The triangularization procedure introduces singularities into the determinant (68) that
occur at DET(D) = 0. Consequently, in a machine search for the lowest eigenvalue of the
system (66) care must be taken not to interpret zeros associated with singularities of equation
(68) as zeros associated with eigenvalues. Equation (67) is essentially a quasi-normalized
expression of the determinant of the full system (66) and must therefore be a continuous
function of ¢ and 1 whose zeros are associated with eigenvalues only.

According to Potters” method the Q; are given by the recurrence relation

Q= —(B;+4;Q;-)7'C;,(j=12,.... N
with (69)
0, = —(L + KA5'By) MK + K45 HC, .

To obtain the lowest eigenvalue for the system (66), the load parameter o was incremented
in steps of 1-0 until a sign change in M(o; 1) occurred for a fixed value of 4. An interval
halving technique was then employed to refine ¢ to within 1 per cent. This procedure was
repeated for 7 values of the wave parameter 4, where the range of 4 was selected so as to
include the minimum value of ¢ over all L.

A seventh order Lagrange interpolating polynomial of the form

,
o(4) = )Y L(l)eo,,
K=o
with

L) = ‘[’10(;. Y HO (0 — ). (71)
i= j=

k#j k#j
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was used to represent the segment of the ¢ vs A curve in the range of 4 values selected.
Differentiation of equation (70) and Newton’s method for finding roots of polynomial
expressions were used to determine the absolute minimum of ¢ and the corresponding value
of wave parameter A (see Fig. 5).

30 B o s i o ko e e
s O U

P
o

5 e o e s s o o

i
|
i
!
i
i
!
1
x

3 dn o i oo

A

Fig. 5. Plot of dimensionless load parameter ¢ vs dimensionless wave parameter A.

Having the critical value of load parameter o and the corresponding wave parameter 4,
the quantities w,, ¢,, o, f; associated with the buckling mode were calculated by observing
that the matrix D appearing in equation (68) is singular for these values. Thus, the rows of
D are linearly dependent and, in the present case, a reduced 5 x 5 system of equations was
solved for the vector Yy ;. The vectors Y,{j = N, N —1,..., 0) are then generated by means
of the recurrence relation

Vectors Y; were normalized so that the maximum physical deflection was equal to the total
thickness of the composite panel.

Initial post-buckling behavior

The numerical procedures used to obtain solutions for the three linear boundary value
problems that characterize the initial post-buckling of the panel are described below.

Boundary value Problem No. 1 {equations 45-50) was solved using the central finite
difference analogue

AZ;  + B2+ CZyuy =D, (j=0,1,..., N)
"‘KZ..& +LZO+KZI 30, (73)
—GZy_y + HZy + GZy,, =0,

where 4;, B;, C;, K, L, G, H are 6 x 6 matrices while Z ;and D;are 6 x 1 column matrices,
Potters’ method leads to the recurrence relations

Zj:Sj+Qij+l5(j=N9N““la--‘az»lao): (74)
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Sj = (BJ -+ AJ— Qj_.l)—l(l)j - AJ’S}-&I),}
Q}’ = —(B; + 4; Qj»i}al C;.

Starting values for 5;, Q;, Z; are obtained from the formulas

So = (L + KAg 'By)~'KA; ' D,, |
QO == "‘(L 4 KAQ—IB())—}(K“‘{” KAEICo)., ¢ (7{);
Zys1 ={G + (H — GOy )0y} HGSy_, + (GO, — H)Sy). |

Calculations for the vectors Z; are direct; i.e. the process does not involve an iterative
procedure.

Boundary value Problem No. 2 (equations 51-34) was solved using a mixed method.
Since only first derivatives of p(n) were required in the computation (the function u(y} was
not needed at all) of the initial postbuckling coefficient 4 and the relative stiffness parameter
5, the function u(y) was eliminated among the two equations and the result integrated
directly to obtain

rm) — Ay + Ar(n) = Fn), 7
10) = r() = 0; {78}
where

#(n) = p’(n) and
i =Af [ [2n,0 A [ 2y didude. (9
For) = | 2h(3) 43— A, [ [ [ aidude+ o7, [ i ardpde 09

Values of the function F(x) at the mesh points of a finite difference grid were determined
numerically using the trapezoidal rule. Having these nodal values for F{(»), equations (77}
and (78) were solved using central finite difference formulas in the same manner as in
Problem No. 1. Accordingly, the central difference analogue corresponding to equations
(77,78} is

Fioy = R+ Ay + ADR 1y +1jpy = Fi 1P {80y
ro=ry=0, (J=1L2,...,N) {81)
Gaussian triangularization leads to the recurrence relationships
ri=Qiri +S8;,  (U=12,.. . N-1) {82)
with
Q;=k—0;-)7", } 8
= =07 HD; ~ S;-1)
and
k =2+ (A, + AH (84

The boundary value Problem No. 3 was first integrated directly so as to obtain the required
second derivatives

6"(n) = f: f:zgx(/i) d/ dy - % f: fg f::zgl(;.) d; dp dr. (85)
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The function g,(A) appearing in the integrands of equation (85) is known at the mesh points
of the finite difference grid, therefore, the required values of 6”(n) were evaluated using the
trapezoidal rule.

The numerical analogues described were programmed on the IBM 670-150 in Fortran IV
language using double precision throughout. The finite difference grid spacing was chosen
so that the number of interval was always equal to 36.

DISCUSSION OF THE NUMERICAL RESULTS
Figure 6 shows plots of modified buckling parameter 0* = o/R/t*, the initial postbuckling
parameter b, and the relative stiffness parameter s, for a wide range of values of the ratio of
the transverse shearing modulus of the core material to the Young’s modulus of the face-
sheets (g = G,/E,) as functions of the flatness parameter §/d. The data exhibited in these
plots are for the fixed parameters E,/F, =1, G,,/G,, = 1,¢,/t, = 1, and ¢/t, = 0-5. Torsional
resistance of the stiffeners is taken as zero.
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Fig. 6. Effect of transverse shearing resistance on the buckling and initial postbuckling behaviors
of sandwich panels (E\/E; = 1, Gy:/Gy: = 1, t1/t; = 1, ¢/t; = 05, y, = 0).

Firs't note that for values of g approaching zero, the buckling and initial postbuckling
behaviors approach those for a single homogeneous panel as given by Koiter[8]. Also
observe that, for small values of §/d, the panel behaves essentially as a flat plate,
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The middle plot of Fig. 6 shows that as the ratio g increases, the range of the flatness
parameter J/d for which the panel remains imperfection-insensitive increases significantly.
Moreover, this plot reveals that panels for which g is realistic are unlikely to be imperfection-
sensitive.

Finally, the bottom plot of Fig. 6 indicates that, for the range of J/d considered, panels
for which g is realistic are not likely to have backward sloping load-deflection curves.
Indeed, it is quite likely that the postbuckling branch will rise and hence possess the charac-
teristic of a flat plate.

The curves exhibited in Fig. 6 generally extend to the limit of applicability of the theory
with regard to the flatness parameter 6/d. However, while no detailed investigation has been
made to establish quantitatively how the various material and geometric parameters that
characterize the sandwich panel effect the range of applicability of the theory it can be
concluded that each parameter considered as a family parameter in this study increases this
range.

Figure 7 shows the effect that different relative face-sheet thicknesses have on the buckling
and initial postbuckling behavior of the sandwich panel. The plots are obtained for fixed
values of G./E, =004, E|[E, =1, G,,/G,, =1, ¢/t, = | and zero torsional resistance of
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I
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== 172 174

6 ©0do5 o000 0015 0020

8/d

Fig. 7. Effect of different face-sheet thicknesses on the buckling and initial postbuckling
behaviors of sandwich panels (G./E; = 0:04, G,./Gx; = 1, E, JE»=1,¢c/ty =1, v, =0).



Imperfection sensitivity of axially compressed stringer reinforced cylindrical sandwich panels 899

the stiffeners. Again, one observes what one expects relative to the buckling behavior. Note
that the range of imperfection-insensitivity increases as the ratio of the outer face-sheet
thickness to the inner face-sheet thickness increases. This observation also seems to be valid
for ratios ¢,/t, < 1, however, the flattening effect observed for these curves for higher values
of &/d may reflect the nearing of the end of the range of validity for the theory.

Figure 8 shows the effect of different values of 4/t, on the buckling and initial post-
buckling behavior when G,,/E, =004, E\/E, =1, G,.,/G,. = 1, t,/t, =1 and the torsional
resistance of the stiffeners is zero.
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Fig. 8. Effect of different core thicknesses on the buckling and initial postbuckling behaviors of
sandwich panels (G./E; = 0-04, G,,/G. = 1, EyJE; = 1, ti/t; = 1, y1 = 0).

Again the range of §/d for which the panel remains imperfection-insensitive is increased
with increasing values of A/t . It is interesting to note that for small values of é/d (nearly
flat plates) the initial postbuckling coeflicient decreases significantly for increasing values of
hlt,. This may be an indication that an imperfection—sensitive condition can arise for a
flat sandwich plate under certain conditions—notably when the ratio g is small and the
ratio of the distance between the middle surfaces of the face-sheets and the face-sheet
thickness is large.

Figure 9 shows the effect of torsional resistance of the edge stiffeners on the buckling and
initial postbuckling behaviors of the sandwich panel for various values of the ratio g =
G, /E, when E,JE, =1, G,,/G,, =1, t;[t, = 1, ¢[t, = 05, and 6/d = 0-008.
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Fig. 9. Effect of torsional resistance on the buckling and initial postbuckling behaviors of
Sandwich panels with G,./G,; = 1, E/E, = 1, t,[t, = 1, ¢/t = 0-5, 8/d = 0-008.

The numbers appearing in the upper plot of Fig. 9 correspond to values of 6* for g = 0-40.
These values were not plotted so that the remaining curves could be situated on the same
page.

The buckling behavior indicates a substantial increase in the buckling resistance of sand-
wich panels as the support condition changes from an essentially simple-support for small
values of torsional resistance parameter y, to a clamped support for large values of y,.
Clearly, the presence of significant torsional resistance in the longitudinal stiffeners tends
to reduce the degree of imperfection-sensitiveness and has the greater effect for smaller
values of g.

Figure 10 shows the effect of torsional resistance of the longitudinal stiffeners on the
buckling and initial postbuckling behaviors of the sandwich panel for various values of
hit, when G,/E, =004, E|[E, = 1, G,,/G,, = 1, t,/t, = 1, and 6/d = 0-008.

The buckling behavior appears as one expects, i.e. the buckling resistance of the sandwich
panel increases from the values characterizing the simple-support condition (y; =0) to
those associated with the clamped support (y, large).
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Fig. 10. Effect of torsional resistance on the buckling and initial post-buckling behaviors of
sandwich panels with A/t, as a family parameter (G,./E, = 0-04, G,,/G,, =1, E,/JE; =1,
t1/t; = 1, 8/d = 0-008).

It is interesting to note that the initial post-buckling coefficient b, for large values of
torsional resistance of the stiffeners, decreases sharply as A/r, is increased. However, b
appears to be approaching an asymptotic value that lies in the imperfection—insensitive
region.
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Pe3stome — B Hacrosieit pabote paccMaTpHBAKOT YUC/ICHHBIE PE3Y/IbTATHI BIMSAHUA HECKO/b-
KHX Ge3MepHBIX MapaMeTpoB Ha KOPOOJIEHHE M Ha UCXOLHOE, CIEAYIOLIEE 3a KOpOO/IeHHEM,
MOBEIEHHE HEeryybOKMX MHOTOCTIOMHBIX MaHeded, MOABEPrHyTHIX OCEBOMY cCxaTuro. [lo
pe3yJIbTaTaM BHAHO, YTO 3TH 3 (EKThl BOSHHKAIOT BCIAEACTBUE COIPOTHEIEHHS HOTIEPEYHOMY
cABUTrOBOMY NeOpMHMPOBAHHIO MaTEPHAIa CEPIEYHHKA, BC/IEACTBUE OONBIIHX TONEPEYHUKOB
rpaHU-TMCTOB U cepaevynuka. J{obGaBoyHoe BnMsHME Ha KOPOOJIEHHE M Ha Cleaylolee 3a
KOpoOJieHHeM IOBEEHHE, OKA3biBAET COHNPOTHBICHHE KPYUYEHHIO NPOAOIBLHBIX 3JEMEHTOB
JKECTKOCTH KPOMOK.

W3 pe3y1bTaToB CleAyeT, YTO KOIQOHLMEHT MII0CKOCHOCTH, 8/d, IpH KOTOPbIX HErly6ok1e
MHOFOCTIOMHBIC TIAHENH OCTAKOTCS HEYYyBCTBUTEIBHBIMH K HCKAXKCHHIO ITOBBIILAETCH C MOBbI-
LIeHHEM CONPOTHBJIEHHS NOMEPEYHOMY CABUroBoMy AeOPMHPOBAHMIO MaTepHala cepraey-
HHKA U [1pH OOIbILEH TONUMHE cepAeYHUKA. Pe3ynbTaThl TaKKe YKa3bIBaKOT, 4TO KO3DDUIIUEHT,
8/d, camblii Manbif, KOrHa TOMIMHBI IPAHH-THCTA ONMHAKOBbie. M HAaKOHEL, KaK B Clyuae
ONHOPONHBIX TAHENeH, COMPOTUBIIEHHE KPYUEHHIO TPOMOJBHBIX pebep KECTKOCTH KPOMOK
aenaer HerjayOoKHe MHOTOCITONHbIE NAHEIH MEHEe YyBCTBHTENBHBIMU K UCKRKEHHIO.



