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Abstract

Buckling and imperfection sensitivity are the primary considerations in analysis and design of thin shell
structures. The objective here is to develop accurate and efficient capabilities to predict the postbuckling
behavior of shells, including imperfection sensitivity. The approach used is based on the Lyapunov—Schmidt—
Koiter (LSK) decomposition and asymptotic expansion in conjunction with the finite element method. This
LSK formulation for shells is derived and implemented in a finite element code. The method is applied to
cylindrical and spherical shells. Cases of linear and nonlinear prebuckling behavior, coincident as well as
non-coincident buckling modes, and modal interactions are studied. The results from the asymptotic analysis
are compared to exact solutions obtained by numerically tracking the bifurcated equilibrium branches. The
accuracy of the LSK asymptotic technique, its range of validity, and its limitations are illustrated. © 1999
Elsevier Science Ltd. All rights reserved.
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position vector of a point on the reference surface before deformation

position vector of a point on a lamina before deformation

director normal to the reference surface before deformation

scalar distance of a point on a lamina from the reference surface

tangent vector to the reference surface in the direction of 6* before deformation
covariant basis vector in the direction of 6* before deformation

contravariant basis vector (before deformation)
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position vector of a point on the reference surface after deformation

position vector of a point on a lamina after deformation

director D after deformation

tangent vector to the reference surface in the direction of 6* after deformation
covariant basis vector in the direction of 6* after deformation

contravariant basis vector (after deformation)

displacement of a point on the reference surface

displacement of a point on a lamina

(d—D) change in director
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1. Introduction

Thin-walled structures are capable of carrying loads very efficiently. However, they are prone
to buckling. They often have multiple, coincident or nearly coincident buckling modes, and can
be very sensitive to imperfections. For such structures, even a small imperfection can produce a
large drop in the load carrying capacity. In view of the above, the subject of shell stability always
deserves rigorous attention and stability, not strength, is the more important factor in the design
of shells.

This paper is a continuation of a previous effort by Peek and Kheyrkhahan (1993) to apply the
Lyapunov-Schmidt—Koiter asymptotic approach in conjunction with the finite element method.
This asymptotic approach was conceived by Koiter (1945) independently from the earlier work by
the mathematicians Lyapunov and Schmidt (see e.g. Vainberg and Trenogin, 1962), to explain the
high imperfection sensitivity of the buckling load of certain structures, such as cylindrical shells
under axial compression.

Koiter’s method is applicable for the case of a single buckling mode, or for multiple, fully
coincident modes. The methodology was used in numerous analytical studies (see e.g. Amazigo et
al., 1970; Budiansky, 1974; Hui and Du, 1987; Hutchinson and Amazigo, 1967; Hutchinson
and Frauenthal, 1969; Rizzi and Tatone, 1985; Semenyuk, 1987) on postbuckling behavior and
imperfection sensitivity of various structures for which the prebuckling solution and the buckling
modes can be obtained analytically. For other structures, for which one has to resort to numerical
methods, the singular asymptotic expansions have also proven useful (see e.g. Potier-Ferry, 1987;
Carnoy, 1980).

For many structures and especially thin shells for which geometry and boundary conditions
preclude inextensional deformations a large number of nearly coincident buckling modes occur.
Koiter’s version of the singular asymptotic expansions is not directly applicable for this case. In
view of this, Byskov and Hutchinson (1977) developed an approach in which a number of nearly
coincident or even non-coincident buckling modes can be included in the asymptotic analysis.
Whereas their formulation of the asymptotics is limited to problems with linear prebuckling
behavior, this restriction was removed in the work of Peek and Kheyrkhahan (1993), who gen-
eralized the LSK approach so that it could be applied to structures where the prebuckling behavior
is nonlinear and at the same time the modes included in the asymptotic analysis need not be fully
coincident.

Peek and Kheyrkhahan (1993) applied their generalized LSK asymptotic method to a variety
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of simple one-dimensional structures, with a single buckling mode, or two fully coincident modes.
The purpose of this paper is to apply the LSK approach to more realistic and complicated
structures (shells), and to evaluate the effectiveness of the approach for the case when the modes
are indeed not fully coincident.

2. The LSK asymptotic method

The theory of Lyapunov—Schmidt—Koiter decomposition and asymptotic expansions was dis-
cussed in detail in our previous work (see Peek and Kheyrkhahan, 1993). However, a brief
description of the LSK technique seems necessary so that the readers can follow derivations of the
LSK element, as well as subsequent asymptotic analyses.

Suppose that the structure considered is elastic with a potential energy function ¢ = ¢ (u, 4, i)
where u is the displacement field, A is the load parameter, @ represents an imperfection with @ = 0
corresponding to the perfect structure. The spaces of adm1s51ble displacement and imperfection
fields are denoted by 4 and A, respectively. A principal solution u(/l) exists which vanishesat A = 0
and satisfies the equilibrium condition

¢.,(2),2,0)0u=0 Véued, Vi (1)

where (), denotes a Gateaux (or Frechet) derivative. A reference point on the principal equilibrium
branch is chosen, about which the asymptotic expansion is carried out. The value of the load
parameter A at the reference point is denoted by A.. In contrast to the classical analysis by Koiter
(1945) in which the expansion is performed about a multiple bifurcation point, here the reference
point need not coincide with any of the bifurcation points. Indeed any point on the principal
equilibrium branch can be used as the reference point. The asymptotic expansion is valid in some
neighborhood of the reference point whether the modes are fully coincident, closely spaced, or
well separated. The space of admissible c[_iisplacements A is decomposed into a subspace A,, which

is spanned by a finite number of modes 7, and a complementary space A such that

A=A,®A (2a)

Ay (A= {0} (2b)
and there exists an o > 0 such that

¢S, 0000 >0 Voied witha>0 and [od] =1 (3)
Equations (2) ensure that any displacement field u € A4 can be decomposed uniquely as

u=uy+a, uyeAd, #“eA (4a)
or

=Y &iva, ded (4b)

i

where ¢; are scalar coefficients. Equation (3) ensures positive definiteness of the stability operator
¢¢,., restricted to 4 in a nonvanishing neighborhood of the reference point. This decomposition
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might be viewed by the finite element analyst as a nonlinear static condensation: one goes from a
displacement field u (as described by all the nodal displacements and rotations) to a reduced set
of degrees of freedom ¢&; which are chosen in such a way that for fixed &, there can be no loss of
stability.

The space A4 is often taken to be the orthogonal complement of A,, but as was observed by
Thompson and Hunt (1973), it is not necessary to introduce this restriction. Considerable flexibility
also exists in the choice of the space A4, For the case of fully coincident modes at A = 4., the
natural choice for 4, is the,nullspace of the stability operator evaluated at the reference point. In
this case, the basis vectors @ satisfy

Gouiou=0 Youed (5)

where a superscript ¢ applied to the potential energy or any of its derivatives denotes evaluation
at the reference point, (u, 4, #1) = (u(4.), 4., 0). If the buckling modes are not fully coincident, then
i can be chosen as the eigenvectors corresponding to the smallest eigenvalues y; in

(Dot Hip )T 0U =0, ¥ Sue A 6)

where a dot placed above any entity denotes evaluation of that entity on the principal branch for
the perfect structure, fpllowed by differentiation with respect to 4, and evaluation at A = 4.. More
generally, the modes i need neither be chosen from equation (5) nor from eqn (6). Any set of
linearly independent vectors can be chosen, as long as conditions (2) and (3) are satisfied (Peek
and Kheyrkhahan, 1993). Applying the decomposition of eqn (4), displacements can be written as

u=u()+Xéa+a, ded (7)
J
Correspondingly, the equilibrium conditions can be decomposed into the following two conditions

. <&(z) +2 A+, A, 8u> Si=0 VYoicd (8)

. <&(A) +T e+, 8u> a=0 Vi )

In eqns (8) and (9), the imperfection has been written as # = ¢, where e 4 is a normalized
imperfection shape, and ¢ is the scalar magnitude of imperfection. The methodology is based on
solving first equation (8) for #, and then substituting the results into eqn (9) to obtain a reduced
set of equilibrium equations for the modal displacement parameters &, which are then solved so
that both equilibrium conditions are satisfied.

Equation (8) admits a unique solution @ = 4(&, 4, ¢) € A for any given (£, A, ¢) in the vicinity of
the reference point. The corresponding total displacement can be written as

U= u(E a8 = )+ Y E T+ (E ) (10)
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The set of all such solutions is referred to as the partial equilibrium surface (see e.g. Thompson
and Hunt, 1973; Peek and Kheyrkhahan, 1993). Differentiation of eqn (10) results in

i
u,=a+a,;, u,=u, u;=1u, u;=Iu,,etc (11)

where (*), = 0(*)/0¢,. The derivatives of the displacements with respect to parameters &;, 4, and &,
evaluted at the reference point are denoted as follows

0] (©)] (1))
u= [“,i](gi,a,s):(o,;.(,,())a u= [u,g](g’,‘.i,s)z(o,).(‘,O): u = [u.ij](f,'-l,s):(0,2(,,0) (12)

® @ @)

u= [ﬁ,i](é,,i,s):(0,;.(,0), U= [ﬂ,x](g“,,/l,s):(o,).(,())a u= [ﬁ,i/](if,i,s):(0,).(.,0) (13)
With the aid of eqn (10), eqn (8) can be rewritten as
¢,M(u(5i> /11 8)3 )“7 Sﬁ) 512 = Oa vaﬁeja v(éiaiag) (14)

Taking derivatives of this equation with respect to &, 4, and ¢, and then evaluating the results at
the reference point, produces

() .

QS uoi=0, VouieAd (15)
(4) .
(e) .

(Pt +Poali) 01 = 0 Vo€ A (17)
(i) (OI0)] .

(P tt + Pouquu) i =0 Voied (18)
) .

(qs,cuu u +¢,uuu) ou=0 VoieA (19)

It follows from eqns (15), (11), and (12) that

(@) i)

u=1d+1u (20)
i) )

. . . . 04 . . . 0]
Equation (21) admits unique solutions for # € A. Once this solution is available, u can be calculated
P O CD) .. . ..
from eqn (20). It can be shown that the quantities u, u , and similar higher order derivatives are
.. ® G) GH ) .
all zero (Peek and Kheyrkhahan, 1993). The unknown quantities u, th, u are in space A4, and can

be determined uniquely from eqns (17)—(19). Thus, an asymptotic expansion for the displacements
on the partial equilibrium surface can be obtained as follows

(0) \ 0] () 1 @) (i2)
u(é, A,e) = u(ﬂ)—{—Zf,u +Alu+cu+ 5251@“ +AAZ§, U+ (22)
J ij i

where AL = 1— 4. Consider now the second equilibrium condition, eqn (9). If a reduced potential
energy function is defined as
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V(i 4n ) = pu(Ci 4, 8), 4, el) (23)

and this is differentiated with respect to £, one obtains

Vo= bulitiy) = dui (24)

Thus, stationarity of the reduced potential energy (}; = 0) is seen to be equivalent to the equi-
librium condition (9). The equilibrium states are stable if and only if the matrix ; is positive
definite (Triantafyllidis and Peek, 1992). Asymptotic expansion of eqn (24) about the reference
point (¢, 4,¢) =(0, 4., 0) produces

1 1
Vi =edi +Z ¢i¢;+ Z ¢ &AL+ Ezk: GinéiCi +Z GieCje+ Pise A+ 6 Y il i

Jikod
1 1 ,
+ EZ d)ijkiéjék Ad+ EZ szjméj Aii+--=0 (25)
Jik J

The postbuckling coefficients ¢,., ¢, ¢,;;, ¢, €tc. are derivatives of the reduced potential energy
evaluated at the reference point. It follows from equilibrium at all points along the principal
branch that the derivatives ¢, ¢, ¢, ... are all zero (Peek and Kheyrkhahan, 1993), so the
corresponding terms are not shown in eqn (25). The expressions for other derivatives of the reduced
potential energy can be simplified with the aid of eqn (15), to obtain

. _® . @) N UI0)]

¢ic = ,uﬁuu’ d)ij = ,uuu u, d)iji = ,uuu u (26)
. @ () (k) . (&) . = @)

<l5/j/c = d),uuuu uu, ¢ijc = (¢,uuu u—+ ¢,uuau) uu (27)
. ® O . OO . @A)

qsic/l = (¢,uu u—+ ¢,uﬁu)u’ (:bij/i). =@ uu _2d),uu uu (28)

N CI0(OI0} o anGky - Ghak)y - (kD)

¢[//€l = (bflmuuu uuu _d)flm(u Uu+uu+u M) (29)
. [UIOIQ)] ) Nk GHOK)  KDGD())

qsij/ci :qs,uuuuuu—i_(b.cuuu(u uu+uuu—+ u MM) (30)

The expansion in eqn (25) is valid no matter whether the modes are coincident, closely spaced, or
well separated. Within this general framework, a variety of decompositions of the space of
admissible displacements is possible, depending on the choice of the complementary space 4. The
examples considered by Peek and Kheyrkhahan (1993) suggest that if 4 is chosen as the orthogonal
complement of the space spanned by the buckling modes, the results are more accurate. This is the
decomposition we use to obtain numerical results for shells.

In the case of fully coincident modes, asymptotic series solutions to eqn (25) can be obtained.
For an asymmetric solution (i.e. when the coeflicients ¢, are not all zero), the first term in the
series (or leading order solution) is obtained by solving a truncated version of eqn (25), in which
only the first four terms are included. In order to obtain the next higher order term in the series
solutions the other terms shown in eqn (25) need to be considered as well. Indeed, simply solving
(25) numerically (including only the terms shown) yields a solution with higher order accuracy
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(i.e. the error in the solution of the truncated series for the equilibrium equations is of the same
order as the error in a Taylor series expansion of the exact solution including the first two terms).

For a symmetric bifurcation the coefficients ¢,; are all zero. Calculating the lowest possible
order solution then requires the ¢,;,¢,¢.&, term in eqn (25) to be included in addition to the first
three terms. In this case obtaining a solution with higher order accuracy would require including
additional terms not shown in (25).

In the case of non-coincident modes, asymptotic series solutions can only be obtained if a mode
splitting parameter is introduced (Peek and Kheyrkhahan, 1993; Triantafyllidis and Peek, 1992),
whereby the structure is modified in such a way that for a zero value of the mode splitting
parameter, the modes are fully coincident. In the asymptotic series solutions that then arise, the
mode splitting parameter is also expanded in terms of the solution parameter £. As a result the
solutions calculated from the series expansion correspond not to different solutions for a given
structure, but rather to different solutions for different structures. Since in the examples given
attention is focused on one given structure at a time, the mode splitting parameter is not used here.
However it is clear from the mode slitting formalism, that although the series expansion of the
reduced equilibrium eqn (25) is valid no matter whether the modes are coincident, closely spaced,
or well separated, the asymptotic solutions to this series will in general have a limited range of
validity. This range of validity must extend to a value of the mode splitting parameter that describes
the actual structure to be analyzed. Consequently, solutions to the truncated series version of (25)
will in general only be valid if the modes are sufficiently closely spaced. How close this must be is
investigated in the examples that follow.

3. The LSK shell element

In a conventional nonlinear finite element code, calculations at the element level are limited to
computing the tangent stiffness, the element loads and the out-of-balance nodal forces. However,
the ‘Lyapunov—Schmidt—Koiter’ decomposition and asymptotic expansion technique requires that
certain higher order derivatives of the potential function be computed as well. The dot products
of the third and fourth variation of the potential function with the given vectors [corrected buckling
modes given by eqn (20)] have to be calculated. In this section the general formulations of the
‘LSK’ shell element are presented. The goal here is to provide an overview of the procedures
involved in developing the LSK shell element. Algebraic derivations are included only to the extent
that is needed for clarity.

Calculation of the tangent stiffness matrix depends on the relations between strains and dis-
placements. We would like to develop a small strain, large deformation shell element. The first
step is to establish the strain—displacement relations.

3.1. Shell kinematics and discretization

Shell theories for use in finite element applications has been an area of continuing development
(see e.g. Ibrahimbegovic, 1994; Ibrahimbegovic and Frey, 1994; Basar and Ding, 1995, 1996;
Buchter and Ramm, 1992; Buchter et al., 1994; Simo and Fox, 1989). The intent here is not to
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Fig. 1. Geometry of the shell before and after deformation.

develop a new shell theory, but rather to use a simple and reliable displacement-based approach.
For this purpose the following assumptions are made:

(i)
(ii)

(iif)
(iv)

v)

the displacements and rotations may be arbitrarily large, but the strains are small;

material fibers which are (approximately) normal to the reference surface remain straight and
inextensional during deformation, but shear deformations by which the fibers can rotate with
respect to the reference surface are allowed;

the material behavior is linearly elastic;

the normal stress (i.e. normal component of traction acting on a surface parallel to the
reference surface) is assumed to be zero for the purpose of determining the relationship
between the other stress and strain components, and

for the purpose of integrating the strain energy across the thickness of the shell, the strain
tensor is firt expressed in terms of orthonormal basis vectors that do not depend on the across-
thickness coordinate, retaining only the constant and the first order terms in a Taylor series
expansion of these strain components across the thickness; then integration across the thick-
ness is performed analytically, neglecting any difference in area between an infinitesimal
element of a lamina away from the reference surface and the corresponding infinitesimal
element on the reference surface (as projected by the directors).

The geometry of the shell before and after deformation is illustrated in Fig. 1. Therein (0', 0%) are
the surface coordinates defining a point on the reference surface S, with the position vector of a
point on this reference surface being denoted by R = R(0', 6?) before deformation, and r = r(0', %)
after deformation. The across-thickness coordinate 0° identifies different laminae L of the shell,
with the position vector of a point on a lamina being denoted by R = R(0', 0%, 0°) before defor-
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mation, and by F = F(0', 0%, 0°) after deformation. Also shown in Fig. 1 are covariant basis vectors,
tangent vectors, and directors defined by:

Undeformed configuration:

R(0',0°,0°) = R(0",0°) +(D(0",0°) 0 =¢

G =R, G;=D A, =R, i=123 a=12
G, =R, +{D,=A,+{D, a=1,2 (31)
Deformed configuration:
£(0',0%,0°) =rx(0',0*)+(d(0',0*) 0’ =
g=f, g=d a,=r, =123 a=12
g, =r,+{d,=a,+0, a=12 (32)

In the finite element discretization the coordinates and the directors are interpolated from nodal
values, in the deformed as well as the undeformed configurations. As a result the interpolated
directors will not be exactly normal to the reference surface (i.e. A,*D # 0), nor will they have a
magnitude of precisely one. On the other hand, the coordinates (0,, 0,) will be chosen in such a
way that A, and A, are orthonormal with respect to each other at the Gaussian integration points
where the strain energy is evaluated. This can readily be achieved, since different coordinates 0,
and 0, can be chosen for every Gaussian integration point in question.
Referring to Fig. 1, the displacement of a typical point P on a lamina is

i=u+(p (33)
where
p=d—D (34)

is the change in the director. The relations between tangent vectors and the covariant basis vectors
in the deformed and undeformed configurations are found as follows

r=R+u i=R+id (33)
r,=R,+u,=a,=A,+u, (36)
f,ot = R,a+ﬁ,o¢ = ga( = Goc+ﬁ,oc (37)

Substitution of equation (33) in the above results in
g, =G, +u,+(B, (38)
3.2. Strain—displacement relations

The Green—Lagrange strain tensor is
E=E,GG ij=1273 (39)

The strain components E;; are obtained from
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E; = %(9111_ Gy) (40)
where g,; and G,; are metric tensors. The strain tensor can be expanded as follows:
E=E;,GG'+E; (GG +G’G")+E;G’G’ o, =12 41)

where E,; represent in-plane components. The components of in-plane strain tensor given by
Kheyrkhahan (1995) are:

Ey = e+, +0(0) (42)
where

ey =3 [A ugtu,cAgtu,cug] o f=1,2 (43)
and

Kup = % D, us+u, Dy+A,-Bs+B. Agt+u, By+p, uyl (44)

Calculation of in-plane strain tensor (E = E,;G*G"), involves multiplication by the contravariant
basis vectors G* and G*. Kheyrkhahan (1995) calculated these basis vectors and showed that

E =(e,s+(K,z+ O(*))A"AP (45)
where e, is given in eqn (43), and K, is as follows

K,; = (k.5 +e,,Bjs+es Bl) (46)
In the above relation «,; is the same as eqn (44), while quantities B}, and the like are defined by

By=—A"D, (47)

The transverse shear components of the Green—Lagrange strain tensor defined in (39) are given
by

E13 = %(ga.g3_Gx.G3) o= 172 (48)

Substitution of previous equations in the above and further simplification (see Kheyrkhahan,
1995) results in

Eaz3 = eoc3 + O(C) (49)
where
s =5(A, B+u, D+u,-p) a=1.2 (50)

The directors have been defined as material fibers that remain straight, but so far there is no
requirement as to normality, neither in the undeformed nor the deformed configuration. Indeed
in the approach used the coordinates 0' and 0” will be chosen in such a way that the vectors tangent
to the reference surface, A, are orthonormal with respect to each other, but only approximately
orthogonal to the director D. Therefore, the strain tensor components E,; do not bear a direct
physical interpretation as a change in angle between two originally orthogonal material lines, even
for small strains. Rather, for the case that A, are orthonormal, this change in angle is given by
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Vo = LE AP (51)
A
More precisely, for small strains, y, represents the change in angle between the tangent to the
reference surface along the 6, coordinate direction, and the normal to the reference surface. In eqn
(51) A7 are the contravariant components of the metric tensor given by

l—o3 o0, —o
[AU]:[A"f]1:1_o¢1%_o<§ o, 1—ad —a (52)
— 0ol — 0, 1
where
1 0 o
[4]1=|0 1 o], o,=A,"D, D=A, (33)
oy o, 1

and A® = 4% A, is a vector normal to the reference surface.

3.3. Potential function

The potential function ¢ of a finite element is given by
1
¢ = J eTadQ (54)
2 Q

where ¢ is the strain vector, and ¢ represents the stress resultants. Integration is carried out on the
element domain Q. The strain vector is composed of three membrane strains, three curvature
changes, and two transverse shear strains;

8T={€11 e 20 Ky Ky 2Ky s (33)

Correspondingly, the stress resultants are three membrane forces, three bending moments, and
two shears.

GT:{NH Ny, Ny, My, M,, M,, O, Qz} (56)

The in-plane strains e,;, 5, and ¢,,, are determined from eqn (43). Changes in the curvature K,
K,,, and K, are found from eqn (46), and the shear strains y, and v, are calculated from eqn (51).
The stresses and strains are related by the tangent material matrix D.

D, 0 0
6=D¢ whereD=|0 D, 0 (57)
0 0 D,

The submatrices D,,, D,, and D, correspond to membrane, bending, and shear respectively, and
are defined by
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1 v 0
Eh v 1 0 I 10
D, — D,—--D, D,=cGh 58
1—y? 1—v| 712 [0 J 9
00 -

In the above, v is the Poisson ratio, £ is the modulus of elasticity, and G is the shear modulus
G=E/(242v).

The factor c is introduced to account for out-of-straight deformations of the fibers. A value of
¢ = 1is consistent with the assumption that straight fibers remain straight. However, this assump-
tion implies a constant distribution of shear stress across the thickness, which violates the condition
that the shear stress must vanish at the surfaces of the shell. The actual distribution of shear
stresses is closer to parabolic, corresponding to an S-shaped deformation of the fibers. For this a
value of ¢ = 5/6 is appropriate, which is the value used in all the examples presented here.

Within the shell element a nine-node isoparametric formulation is used to interpolate from the
nodal values of the displacements and directors. Membrane and shear locking is avoided by the
use of selective reduced integration.

The LSK formulation requires calculation of the derivatives of the element potential energy up
to the fourth order with respect to the nodal displacements. This differentiation process is carried
out fully analytically, resulting, in some lengthy expressions, which are given by Kheyrkhahan
(1995), but not reproduced here for the sake of brevity. The needed derivatives of the potential
energy with respect to nodal coordinates are also evaluated analytically by Kheyrkhahan (1995).
These are used in the imperfection sensitivity calculations presented here.

Pressure loads acting on the shell surface, and their contribution to the derivatives of the
potential energy are also included. Although on a single element level, the pressure loads are non-
conservative, in most physically realistic situations the pressure load does become a conservative
load when one considers the system as a whole. (The potential of the pressure load is the pressure
multiplied by the change of volume contained by the shell.) This also applies to the spherical cap
problem with external pressure presented here. The formulation for element pressure loads used
here is such that (i) it results in symmetric contribution to the element tangent stiffness matrix,
and (ii) it gives the proper pressure potential for the system as a whole, when the pressure loading
is conservative. This is achieved by writing the change in volume contained by the shell as a sum
of element contributions, which then gives rise to the element contributions to the pressure potential
(see Kheyrkhahan, 1995).

3.4. Example 1: Cylinder with two coincident modes under axial load

Consider a cylinder of length / under axial loading between lubricated rigid end plates. Such
lubricated rigid end plates restrain the displacement component normal to the end plate (both into
or out of the plate) at all points across the thickness of the shell, but the component of displacement
tangential to the lubricated plate is not restrained. (Thus, rotation of the director is restrained
about an axis in the circumferential direction, but unrestrained about an axis in the axial direction
of the shell.) According to the classical analysis based on the Donnel, Von Karman, Vlasov
moderate deflection shell theory, the buckling modes involve a sinusoidal shape in the axial as well
as circumferential direction, and the corresponding axial buckling stresses are given by:
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1 1
A= 50"’ <C—|— C> (59)
where
oy Eh (60)
R/3(1—v?)
and
pi
C="— 61
(87 + B3] (D

In the above equations E is the modulus of elasticity, v is the Poisson ratio, and / is the shell
thickness. In addition R is the radius, while 5, and /5, are dimensionless wavenumbers given by

I, mi, /
ﬁl_l,_ i ll_m
: (62)
PR
7, @R T

In the above relations m and 2n are the number of half waves involved in the buckling mode for
the axial and circumferential directions, respectively; /, and /, are the corresponding half-wave-
lengths; and /; is a reference half wavelength (half wavelength of the axisymmetric mode with the
lowest buckling load) given by

I, = n—\/E (63)

[12(1 —v?)]"*
The buckling load 4 given by eqn (59) is minimized when C = 1. In this case eqn (61) becomes
(B =37 +B5 =0’ (64)

which represents the Koiter’s circle (Fig. 2). The points on Koiter’s circle correspond to buckling
modes for which the critical load is a minimum. However, boundary conditions dictate that only
discrete values of 8, and /3, are possible corresponding to integer values of m and n [see eqn (62)].
This gives rise to a grid of points corresponding to possible values of f, and f,. The points falling
closest to Koiter’s circle will correspond to the lowest buckling loads. (More precisely, the contours
of constant buckling load in the f3,, f, wavenumber space are circles which are tangent to Koiter’s
circle at the origin.)

By appropriate choice of the problem parameters one can ensure that the grid of possible
buckling modes on the Koiter’s circle includes modes at points (1,0) and (1/2,1/2). These are
shown as points A and B in Fig. 2. They correspond to two fully coincident buckling modes at the
lowest possible bifurcation load. Point A corresponds to an axisymmetric mode shown in Fig. 3a.
The length of the cylinder is chosen such that this mode involves two half waves in the axial
direction (i.e. m = 2).

In regard to the circumferential direction, the thickness of the cylinder is chosen so that the
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Fig. 2. The Koiter’s circle, the grid shown corresponds to two coincident buckling modes.

mode at B (Fig. 2) corresponds to a mode involving 24 full waves in the circumferential direction
(i.e. n = 24). This mode is illustrated in Fig. 3b. For the full cylinder, a large number of closely
spaced modes with nearby values of n would be possible. However, to reduce the number of
possible modes, attention is focused on a cylindrical panel with symmetry boundary conditions at
the ends, rather than on the full cylinder. The width of the panel is taken to be one 48th of the
circumference, so that the mode corresponding to point B in Fig. 2 (or mode 2 in Fig. 3) involves
one half wavelength over the width of the panel. This means that the modes that are possible for
the panel are also modes for the cylindrical shell with (n = 0,24, 48,72, ....). Thus, the solutions
for the cylindrical panel problem (Fig. 4) also correspond to solutions for the full cylinder, but for
the full cylinder there may be additional solutions (corresponding for instance to secondary
bifurcations) that are not present in the cylindrical panel problem.

In the finite element analysis, the cylindrical panel is discretized into 16 nine-node shell elements.
This implies an element length of one quarter of the minimum buckling wavelength in the axial
direction, and one eighth the minimum buckling wavelength in the circumferential direction. A
converged solution is obtained on the principal branch at a reference point which is very close to
the bifurcation point (0.997). Since the stability operator ¢, loses its positive definiteness at the
critical point, we cannot get a converged solution exactly at A = 1.0. However, the reference point
does not have to coincide with the bifurcation point (Peek and Kheyrkhahan, 1993). The first and
the second buckling modes of the complete cylinder as obtained from the finite element solution
are shown in Fig. 3.

Evaluation of the third order postbuckling coefficients ¢,; using the finite element based
approach yields zero for all postbuckling coefficients, except for ¢, = ¢r1» = ¢,y. With proper
normalization of the modes the asymptotic expansion of the reduced equilibrium equations results
in

{_A)~51 +%¢1225% +---=0

(65)
—Aﬂvfz +¢122€1§2 +=0



M. Kheyrkhahan, R. Peek|International Journal of Solids and Structures 36 (1999) 2641-2681

AT

(a) First buckling mode

Il
ity
l 11 ||| "l m il i Ml " |||||||| |
‘mlnm mll umllll I|||||||||Il it M |Illlllll
,w\““amwmmmwmwmn%ﬁ;mP
by ““\'\ i "'\\\\\\‘!V”/n‘a'ﬂm\l""h'M"“““'I|HHH'”“"“hu‘u“"lmnh\\“! i m”/ i
i !,'\{“‘,',’/ m}\\\\ ”7” i i ‘.|nl|||=H'""Il"“lu"},}HIhnn‘}'uunium‘”m,: n““' ’,/fm““‘l{,; i
il 1A M i Wi

/! llll ||
ln A mm"
uml\\mm

mm I ||l
LTI 'm?ln

"“"1" f

Iy i
”#/)ll;:‘*‘ll’/, \I|l‘=|i::l "" | | :I\‘\HH’ \\‘\w'/’“\\{llll
I\\f Al M1, nnemottissscgipyen it g \ lm A
m /n\,/ 'M |m Ayt ulm i\ g
i ';”Z”"\“ee\\;,f:':'ll:'.'.‘:a{:\i';ii;,n,qﬂl.umnmlH::::mm i “\‘\'\Hffmm'\“\\\w i
il :7.’.‘}{‘.‘.\\ w,’,’,’,’,"ﬂlmu}uuu'l'ﬂﬂlﬂlHHHHlliffmmlnum il ‘,“\‘“\w"’ 'ﬂm\ i
{ry 'mmnnm ""ll"'““llIIIl||||Il qmummlI,,.umnm T
iy 'nuﬂﬂ}lmlﬂl )

(b) Second buckling mode
Fig. 3. The buckling modes of a cylinder subjected to axial load.

for which the bifurcated solution can be written as
& =¢(40(8), & =008, A1=24+0(&)
E = —J1BEFOE), & =+ /2364082, 1=+ LE+0(E)

2655

(66)
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Fig. 4. The cylindrical panel and the nodal points which are used to define the buckling deflections.

where 1, = — 1, /\/5 and £ is a solution parameter, which can assume positive or negative values.
Thus there are a total of three bifurcated solution branches through the multiple bifurcation point.
The solution above, without the higher order terms, will be referred to as the leading order solution.
A higher order accurate solution may be obtained by including also the ¢,;;, term in the truncated
series of the reduced equilibrium equations (Peck and Kheyrkhahan, 1993), and solving the
resulting equations numerically, to obtain higher order accurate values of &, &,, and A. Higher
order accurate values of the displacements are then obtained from

m i 1 m m (if)
u=u()+ Y Gt Y Y & (67)
i=1

i=1j=1

This higher order accurate solution is illustrated in Fig. 5 together with the leading order solution,
and the exact solution, computed by numerically tracking the bifurcated solution branches. The
buckling displacements shown in Fig. 5 are defined as

u = i(Wl Fwy—wy—wy), Uy = %(Wz —wy) (68)

where w; refers to the transverse displacement at the node labeled 7 in Fig. 4. This definition ensures
that the first buckling mode contributes only to buckling displacement u;, and the second buckling
mode only to buckling displacement u,. Another view of the bifurcation diagram can be obtained
by plotting the load as a function of end shortening (Fig. 6). As can be seen inclusion of the higher
order term increases accuracy and the results follow the exact solution up to 25% load drop.

So far the solutions for the perfect structure have been investigated. Consider now a cylinder
with a geometric imperfection that is a linear combination of the buckling modes, in the form

2

i = e(@ i+ a,u) (69)
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Fig. 5. Bifurcation diagrams of a cylindrical panel subjected to axial load.

where ¢ is the imperfection amplitude, and &, and @, describe the direction of the imperfection
with & +&3 = 1. The reduced equilibrium equation for this case can be written as

(A +ADa e—ALE, +%¢mgg+. =0
o+ AN Gre—AAEs 4+ P& Ext =0 70

It has been shown by Koiter (1945) and by Triantafyllidis and Peek (1992) that the worst shape
of a geometric imperfection corresponds to the incremental displacements on the bifurcated branch
of the perfect structure for which the load drops most rapidly. This is the solution branch given
by eqn (66), and corresponds to the two descending bifurcated branches shown in Fig. 5. Thus it
is seen that the worst shape of imperfection is given by
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Fig. 6. Relation between load and end-shortening of a cylindrical panel subjected to axial load.

a8 = —/1, G=t./2 (71)

For this case a ‘full analysis’ is performed by numerically tracking the solutions for the imperfect
structure. This requires the analysis to be repeated for a range of values of the imperfection
amplitude e. The results of these analyses are shown in Figs 7 and 8. As can be seen increasing the
imperfection amplitude causes the local maximum of the equilibrium path to drop significantly
below the bifurcation load of the perfect structure. For instance, one may note that for the
imperfection amplitude of 0.2 the limit point is about 56% of the bifurcation load. Figure 7 clearly
illustrates the shell’s sensitivity to imperfections. The limit point loads obtained from each of these
analyses are plotted in Fig. 9 as functions of imperfection amplitude under the label ‘Full Analysis’.

For the asymmetric bifurcation, the drop in the load carrying capacity of the structure (defined
as the difference between the load / at the bifurcation point and that at the first limit point for the
imperfect structure) can be written as (see e.g. Triantafyllidis and Peek, 1992)

Al — 74
—=2 1/2 2
Py < ) )8 +0(e) (72)
This result can be obtained from only the leading order terms in eqn (70). This relationship (not
including any higher order terms) is shown in Fig. 9 as the ‘L.O. asymptotic’ result. Therein the

modes have been normalized in such a way that ¢ = 1 represents a maximum geometric imperfection
amplitude of one shell thickness.



M. Kheyrkhahan, R. Peek|International Journal of Solids and Structures 36 (1999) 2641-2681 2659

1.1+

Principal Branch R

|
1. 04 l\ Exact Bif. Branch — e —

Imperfect Branch

Load Parameter, A

—r—r—r—fey——r—r T T T T T T T T
-0.4 0.0 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6 2.0

Buckling Deflection, u,

Fig. 7. Equilibrium branches of an imperfect cylindrical panel, the imperfection amplitudes considered are ¢ = 0.001,
0.002, 0.003, 0.005, 0.007, 0.01, 0.015, 0.02, 0.03, 0.04, 0.05, 0.06, 0.07, 0.08, 0.09, 0.1, 0.12, 0.15, and 0.2.

Including also the term of order ¢A/ yields the following improved solution for the load at the

limit point (see e.g. Koiter, 1945; Kheyrkhahan, 1995)
ij=2il[—s+ e* — A&l 7] (73)
which is shown in Fig. 9 as the ‘Improved Asymptotic’ result.

Further improvements in the asymptotic solution can be obtained if one includes also the
¢iiC;CiC, terms in eqn (70). In this case one needs to solve the system numerically. It can be shown
that for this problem with linear prebuckling solution, this yields a higher order accurate solution,
which is therefore shown in Fig. 9 under the label ‘H.O. Asymptotics’.

The results in Fig. 9 indicate that all asymptotic calculations predict the drop in the load-
carrying capacity with an accuracy better than 10% (of the load drop) for imperfection amplitudes
up to e = 0.1 (i.e. one tenth of the wall thickness). At an imperfection amplitude of ¢ = 0.2, the
accuracy of the improved asymptotic and higher order asymptotic results are still within 10% (on
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Fig. 8. Equilibrium paths of an imperfect cylindrical panel, the imperfection amplitudes considered are 0.01, 0.05, and
0.1. The fundamental equilibrium path and the bifurcated equilibrium path of the perfect structure are shown in solid
lines.

the unconservative side), and for the leading order asymptotic result the accuracy is within 20%
(on the conservative side). These errors are not large, compared to what might have been incurred
by failing to pick the worst shape of imperfection. For a number of design situations, larger
imperfections can occur, and in such circumstances it is still advisable to complement the asymptotic
analyses by full analyses of the system. Nevertheless, the asymptotics are still valuable in identifying
the worst shapes of imperfection, and gaining an improved overall understanding of the behavior
of the structure.

3.5. Example 2: Cylinder with two closely spaced modes under axial load

By slightly modifying the dimensions of the cylindrical panel of the preceding example, one
obtains a system with two closely-spaced buckling modes. More specifically, the changes made are
such that point A in Fig. 2 remains on the Koiter’s circle. Thus the axisymetric mode remains at
the minimum buckling load of 4,. However point B (in Fig. 2) moves away from Koiter’s circle,
and therefore corresponds to a mode with a higher buckling load of 4, = 1+, say. In this case

the reduced equilibrium equations for the perfect system can be written as (see Kheryrkhanan,
1995)
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Fig. 9. ‘Load drop—imperfection amplitude’ diagrams for an imperfect cylindrical panel.

(Za =2 +30E+ =0 (74)
Uvz_i)éz‘i‘(lséléz‘f“”:o (75)

where 1, = 4.4, is the buckling load as calculated from the linearized eigenvalue problem [eqn
(6)]. One solution to the above is an axisymmetric case given by

& =0, A=4,, and ¢, arbitrary (76)

There are no solutions involving &, = 0 except the principal branch. If &, # 0 then from eqn (75)
we have
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Fig. 10. Schematic figure of the asymptotic solutions to the bifurcated branches of a cylinder with non-coincident modes.

/1 = /12 + ()bél (77)
Substitution into (74) results in
(=2 — P& +50E =0 (78)

Since 4, — 4, is small, the ratio of £, and &, for very large values is given by

&
oG

At the point where &, = 0, the parameter &, is either zero or is found from &, =(4,—4,)/¢.
Substitution of &, into (77) gives A = 4,. Therefore, this point is on the same solution as (76). A
simple change of variables {n = & —[(4,—4,)/2¢]} and substitution into (78) leads to the hyper-
bolic relation

=2\ 1
(1 ) — 58 =0 (80)

< (79)

2¢

which is symmetric about n = 0 and &, = 0. The above equation is shown in Fig. 10. Regarding
the sign of (1, —4,)/¢ there are several possibilities. For [(4,—4,)/¢] > 0 one obtains:
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&

Fig. 11. Schematic figure of the bifurcated branches for a cylinder with non-coincident modes.

. branch (I) descending
Ifp <0 and A, <4, then . (81)
branch (II) ascending

. branch (I) ascending
If¢p >0 and A, >4, then . (82)
branch (II) descending

In our numerical study ¢ turned out to be negative and 4, < 4,. Therefore, we have [(A4, —4,)/¢] > 0
and eqn (81) applies. A schematic drawing of the bifurcated branches in &, —/ space is shown in
Fig. 11.

The bifurcated solution branches for the perfect structure are shown in Figs 12-14 for mode
separations of 5%, 15%, and 25%, respectively. All three bifurcated branches are numerically
tracked. Branch switching at the secondary bifurcation point B in Fig. 11 is carefully handled to
generate both sides of the descending branch. The asymptotic solutions are shown in Figs 12-14
by solid lines.

In the case of the axisymmetric bifurcated branch (the horizontal dotted lines), the exact and
asymptotic solutions coincide. For the rising bifurcated branches, as the two bifurcation points
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Fig. 12. Bifurcated branches for a cylinder with non-coincident modes, the two bifurcation points are 5% apart.

are moved further apart, the accuracy is not greatly affected. In the case of the descending branches
(which are of more interest) the exact solutions and asymptotics agree up to 20% load drop, when
the bifurcation points are 5% apart. However, when the two modes are 15% apart the agreement
lasts up to 15% load drop. As the modes are moved further apart to 25%, the asymptotics match
the exact solutions up to 10% load drop.

This example shows that despite up to 25% mode separation the asymptotics still provide a
reasonable approximation to the exact solution in the vicinity of the bifurcation points. Certainly
the asymptotics allow one to identify the most critical one of the branches, which in this case is a
secondary bifurcated branch. This illustrates how the asymptotics and the full analysis can be used
to complement each other, by first identifying the most critical branch with the asymptotics, and
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Fig. 13. Bifurcated branches for a cylinder with non-coincident modes, the two bifurcation points are 15% apart.

then using the full solution to track it, in order to obtain more accurate results further away from

the bifurcation point.

3.6. Example 3: Spherical cap subjected to uniform external pressure

Whereas the previous two examples covered a small number of coincident or non-coincident
modes with linear prebuckling behavior, this example has two additional features: nonlinear
prebuckling behavior, and a large number of potentially interacting modes. For this purpose, a
spherical cap that is fully fixed all around the edge is considered. The radius to thickness ratio is
1000, and the meridional angle from the apex to the lower edge is 20°. Normally for the finite
element analysis of shells, it is sufficient for the elements to be small compared to typical dimensions
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Fig. 14. Bifurcated branches for a cylinder with non-coincident modes, the two bifurcation points are 25% apart.

of the shell, except perhaps in certain boundary layer regions where stresses vary rapidly and some
mesh refinement is needed in order to properly resolve these variations. However if the problem
involves buckling, it is also necessary for the element size to be small compared to typical buckling
wavelengths. The mesh used for this purpose is shown in Fig. 15. It involves 426 nine-node shell
elements, 2046 nodal points, and 10,230 degrees of freedom. In view of computing limitations and
the large number of solutions that needed to be computed in order to provide the results reported
here, only half the shell is modeled, using symmetry boundary conditions. This means that only
solutions which are symmetric about a plane through the axis of axisymmetry are considered, even
though solutions that do not possess this symmetry are also conceivable.

In order to visualize the bifurcated solutions, it is useful to define buckling displacements as the
Discrete Fourier Transform of the transverse displacement at evenly spaced nodes around the
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Fig. 15. The finite element mesh used to model the spherical cap.

circumference. If the transverse displacements are denoted by wy, w,, w,, . .., wy for points covering
half the circumference (beginning with w, on the plane of symmetry, and ending with w, on the
diametrically opposite end of the plane of symmetry), then the buckling displacement can be
written as

) 1 N nkj
iy = W, Y w;cos <N>’ W =w, (83)

For the mesh considered the displacements w; are taken to be those on a circle of nodes at an angle
of 16.6° from the apex, for which N = 108. The use of these buckling displacements makes it easier
to interpret the results, since (except for k = 0) the buckling displacements , are all zero for the
principal solution. Furthermore these buckling displacements allow any periodicity of the solution,
as well as symmetry-breaking secondary bifurcations to be readily identified.

Results for the bifurcated branches of the perfect structure are shown in Figs 16 and 17. Therein
dashed lines are derived from the asymptotics, whereas solid lines correspond to ‘exact’ results
computed by numerically tracking the bifurcated branches. Also solid black dots (of circular
shape) identify secondary bifurcations located by the full analysis (by means of a change in the
number of negative eigenvalues of the tangent stiffness matrix), whereas hollow dots indicate
secondary bifurcations identified by the asymptotics. More specifically, the results for the perfect
system were calculated as follows:

(1) The principal solution is calculated by solving the full system up to a point close to the first
bifurcation. This point is then used as the reference point, the linearized eigenvalue problem
[of eqn (6)] is solved, and the postbuckling coefficients ¢, and ¢, are calculated. In this case
sixteen buckling modes are considered. The corresponding buckling loads and circumferential
wavenumbers are shown in Table 1, and the mode shapes are shown in Figs 18-21.

(i1) Since there is some separation of the modes, bifurcated branches emanate from the principal
solution at each of the bifurcation loads and in the direction of the corresponding buckling
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Fig. 16. Bifurcated branches for the spherical cap. Solid lines represent the exact solutions and dashed lines represent
the asymptotics.
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Table 1
The buckling loads and their wave numbers for the spherical cap
subjected to uniform pressure

Buckling mode Wave number Buckling load
1 14 0.79136
2 13 0.79397
3 15 0.79525
4 12 0.80323
5 16 0.80514
6 11 0.81917
7 17 0.82042
8 10 0.84124
9 18 0.84342

10 19 0.86566

11 9 0.86959

12 20 0.89430

13 8 0.90538

14 21 0.92675

15 9 0.93206

16 8 0.93486

mode. These bifurcated branches were tracked numerically for modes 1 to 4 and are denoted
by solid lines in Figs 16a, b and 17a, b, respectively.

(iii) In a similar way as for the full system, the reduced equilibrium equations are solved including
all sixteen modes. This is achieved with the same numerical procedure for tracking the
bifurcated branches as is used for the full system, except that in this case there are only 16
equations with 16 unknowns. The ¢,; terms as well as the ¢,;, terms are included in the
reduced equilibrium equations. Once the modal displacements ¢&; are obtained, the cor-
responding buckling displacements denoted in Figs 16 and 17 by dashed lines are computed
with the aid of eqn (83).

Examine first the bifurcated branch corresponding to mode 1 (circumferential wavenumber k = 14)
shown in Fig. 16a. Initially the exact solution (solid line) and asymptotic solution (dashed line)
coincide, so that it is impossible to distinguish them. The asymptotics also reproduce the location
of the first secondary bifurcation fairly accurately, as can be seen from two nearby dots, one solid
and the other hollow. This first secondary bifurcated branch was not tracked. Continuing instead
on the primary bifurcated branch, a second secondary bifurcation point is located by the full
analysis, but the asymptotic solution veers off at approximately the same point. This suggests that
due to some inadvertent imperfection the asymptotic solution has switched to a secondary bifur-
cated branch.

Unintended imperfections can also be observed by examining the buckling displacements for
circumferential wavenumbers & = 8, 10, and 12, shown in Fig. 16a by dashed lines close to the
principal branch. These are seen to be small, but they should be zero. Indeed, the bifurcated branch
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(a) Mode 1, wave number = 14 (b) Mode 2, wave number = 13
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(c) Mode 3, wave number = 15 (d) Mode 4, wave number = 12

Fig. 18. Buckling modes of a spherical shell subjected to uniform pressure.

under investigation should be periodic in the circumferential direction with & = 14 repetitions of
the same solutions around the circumference. This means that only the buckling displacements
for wavenumbers k£ = 0, 14, 28,42, ... can be nonzero, except if a symmetry-breaking secondary
bifurcation occurs (see e.g. Wohlever, 1993; Healy, 1988). Therefore, the observed deviations from
zero for buckling displacements corresponding to k£ = 8, 10, and 12 waves are due to imperfections.
Such imperfections arise because of the finite element discretization.

According to the symmetry group terminology used by Healy (1988) and Wohlever (1993) the
symmetries of the spherical cap are those of a continuous dihedral group denoted by D_. Any
amount of rotation about the axis of axisymmetry, or a reflection about a plane through this axis
does not alter the structure. However for the discretization used the mesh is periodic with k = 12
repetitions of the same mesh pattern around the circumference. In addition each unit cell is
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symmetric. This corresponds to the dihedral symmetry group denoted by D,,. Therefore, except
for the mode with circumferential wavenumber k& = 12, the discretized structure is not a perfect
one. This explains the non-zero buckling displacements for £ = 8, 10, and 12, and also the tendency
for the numerical tracking of the bifurcated branches to veer off onto secondary bifurcated
branches. Indeed the veering of the bifurcated branches is also observed for the bifurcated branches
corresponding to modes 2 and 3 (see Figs 16b and 17a, respectively). However for mode 4 with
k = 12 (Fig. 17b) there is no veering of the bifurcated branches, as expected, because in regard to
this bifurcated branch the discretized structure is perfect, and the only inadvertent imperfections
that could arise are due to numerical truncation errors, which in this case (using double precision
computer arithmetic with an accuracy of about 16 decimal digits) are significantly smaller than

i=5, k=16

(c) Mode 7, wave number = 17

i=6, k=11

Fig. 19. Buckling modes of a spherical shell, continued.

the discretization error.
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(c) Mode 11, wave number = 9 (d) Mode 12, wave number = 20

Fig. 20. Buckling modes of a spherical shell, continued.

Of all the solutions for the perfect spherical cap shown in Figs 16 and 17 it appears that the only
significant differences between the asymptotic and exact solutions arise when these represent
different solution branches. This means that the accuracy of the asymptotics still is very good in
the range examined. However an extremely complicated picture emerges for the bifurcation
diagram of this structure. Even though the asymptotics make it possible to compute the solutions
more rapidly, there are just too many solution branches to be computed if one wants to obtain the
full bifurcation diagram (which includes secondary branches, tertiary branches, etc.). Indeed Figs
16 and 17 provide only a tiny glimpse of the bifurcation diagram for this structure.

If obtaining a full bifurcation diagram for the structure considered is not feasible, there are two
other possibilities: one of them is to employ dynamic analysis methods whereby one abandons any
attempt to obtain static equilibrium solutions on the bifurcated branches, and instead models the
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i=13, k=8 i=14 , k=21

(a) Mode 13, wave number = 8 (b) Mode 14, wave number = 21

i=16 , k=9 i=16 , k=8

T

(c) Mode 15, wave number = 9 (d) Mode 16, wave number = 8

Fig. 21. Buckling modes of a spherical shell, continued.

dynamic behavior of the system after loss of stability. The other approach is to include a geometric
imperfection, and examine its effect on the load carrying capacity of the structure. For a design
problem, where one wants to avoid loss of stability, rather than understand what happens if loss
of stability does occur, this imperfection based approach is still an appealing one. However, in lieu
of a complete bifurcation diagram, one lacks the information as to what the worst shape of
imperfection might be. Therefore it is particularly important to perform the analysis for various
shapes of imperfections so that one can cover the worst situation that might arise in the actual
structure. Again it is here that the asymptotic methods can help, by reducing the computational
effort required for every imperfection considered by several orders of magnitude.

In order to investigate the possibilities of the asymptotics in predicting imperfection sensitivity
we introduce random geometric imperfections into the spherical cap. For comparison, the equi-
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Load Parameter, A
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-0.15 -0.12 -0.09 -0.06 -0.03 0.00

Buckling Deflection, (k=8)

I I

Fig. 22. Equilibrium paths of a spherical cap with random imperfections, the imperfection amplitudes considered are
¢ =0.06,0.08, 0.1, 0.12, 0.14, 0.16, 0.18, 0.23, 0.28, 0.34, 0.5, 0.75, 1.0, 1.2, 1.5, 2.0, 3.0, and 4.0.

librium paths for several imperfection amplitudes are tracked numerically (Fig. 22). The first local
maximum (limit point) of each curve in Fig. 22 provides one point on the load drop-imperfection
amplitude diagram. This ‘exact’ solution is shown with a solid line in Fig. 23.

The relation between the imperfection amplitude and the drop in the load carrying capacity is
generated by the LSK method with little effort. One simply solves the reduced equilibrium eqns
(25), by numerically tracking the equilibrium branch for the imperfect system starting at low values
of the load parameter 4 where a unique solution can readily be identified. This process is repeated
for as many imperfection amplitudes as are necessary to generate a smooth curve. The results are
shown in Fig. 23 for different truncations of the Taylor series for the reduced equilibrium equations.
Specifically for the curve labeled ¢,;, the terms corresponding to the postbuckling coefficients ¢,
¢i» ¢y and ¢, are included. For the curve labeled ¢,;, the ¢, term is included as well by
approximating it by ¢, ~ ¢,/4., a relationship that is strictly valid only for linear prebuckling,
but is also used here as an approximation. Finally for the curve labeled ‘¢,;/, the ¢;;, terms are
included as well as all of the above. As can be seen in Fig. 23, the LSK method can provide an
accuracy of better than 10% up to imperfections that are two and a half times the shell thickness.
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Fig. 23. ‘Load drop—imperfection amplitude’ diagrams for a spherical cap with random imperfections.

Instead of using a random imperfection, one can also pick imperfections according to the mode
shapes that are expected to interact most strongly. This requires certain relationships between the
wavenumbers of the interacting modes. For this spherical cap the lowest wavenumber among the
16 buckling modes calculated is £ = 8, which belongs to both modes 13 and 16 (Table 1). Mode 5
has the wavenumber of 16 which is twice the wavenumber of mode 13. Peek (1995) showed that if
the wavenumbers corresponding to the modes i, j and k in ¢, are m,, m,, and m,, then one can
only obtain a nonzero ¢, if m;+m;+m; = 0. This condition is satisfied for modes 5 and 13. Thus,
we expect that the third order postbuckling coefficient ¢s 5,3 be nonzero as indeed it is.

The imperfection is chosen to correspond to the incremental displacements that would occur on
the most steeply descending bifurcated branch involving the interaction of modes 5 and 13, if
modes 5 and 13 were fully coincident. This leads to an imperfection shape given by

a=e(/Lat/20) (84)
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Load Parameter, A

0.0 s o s o o e o L e o e o e e
-0.25 -0.20 -0.15 -0.10 -0.05 0.00
Buckling Deflection, (k=16)

Fig. 24. Equilibrium paths of a spherical cap with an imperfection in the form of a linear combination of modes 5 and
13 (wave numbers 16 and 8, respectively). The imperfection amplitudes considered are: ¢ = 0.1, 0.15, 0.2, 0.28, 0.4, 0.5,
0.7,0.9, 1.2, 1.5, 2.0, 2.4, 3.0, 3.7. Buckling deflection shown is for wavenumber 16.

The same imperfection sensitivity analyses performed for the random imperfection, are also
performed for this imperfection shape, with the results shown in Figs 24-26. The equilibrium
branches obtained from the analysis of the full system for various amplitudes of imperfection are
shown in Figs 24 and 25 for buckling displacements corresponding to modes 5 and 13, respectively.
As expected, only the buckling displacements corresponding to these wavenumbers were found to
be nonzero.

The results in Fig. 26 show excellent agreement with the exact solution when the third and fourth
order postbuckling coefficients are included.

4. Conclusions

After having extended the Lyapunov—Schmidt—Koiter decomposition and asymptotic expansion
technique to include nonlinear prebuckling behavior as well as multiple not necessarily coincident
modes (Peek and Kheyrkhahan, 1993), this paper focuses on the application of this framework to
general shells modeled by the finite element method. For this purpose a conventional displacement-
based nonlinear shell element formulation (with four to nine nodes and selective reduced inte-
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Load Parameter, A
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Buckling Deflection, (k=8)
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Fig. 25. Equilibrium paths of a spherical cap with an imperfection in the form of a linear combination of modes 5 and
13 (wave numbers 16 and 8, respectively). The imperfection amplitudes considered are: ¢ = 0.1, 0.15, 0.2, 0.28, 0.4, 0.5,
0.7,0.9, 1.2, 1.5, 2.0, 2.4, 3.0, 3.7. Buckling deflection shown is for wavenumber 8.

gration) is developed with capabilities to evaluate (analytically) the derivatives of the potential
energy with respect to the nodal displacements up to the fourth order, as well as the derivatives
with respect to the nodal coordinates needed for the imperfection sensitivity analysis. The resulting
‘LSK shell element’ is integrated into a general purpose nonlinear finite element program, and
used for examples covering nonlinear prebuckling behavior as well as multiple potentially inter-
acting modes (coincident or not).

The advantage of the method is that it allows the bifurcation diagram for the structure (i.e. all
solutions in the neighborhood of a bifurcation point) to be investigated with a reduced set of
equilibrium equations, with one degree of freedom for each potentially interacting mode. Thus the
finite element analyst may view the LSK approach as a nonlinear static condensation, in which
the reduced set of equilibrium equations are in the form of a Taylor series expansion. Including
only the leading order term in the series can already provide significant insight into the behavior
of the system. Comparison of the asymptotic results from the truncated Taylor series for the
reduced equilibrium equations with ‘exact’ results reveals that including certain higher order terms
significantly improves the accuracy of the asymptotic results. The asymptotic predictions were
found to have good accuracy within about 20% of the bifurcation load, and for mode separations
up to 25%.
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Fig. 26. ‘Load drop—imperfection amplitude’ diagrams of a spherical cap. The imperfection considered is a linear
combination of modes 5 and 13.

For many applications the number of potentially interacting modes becomes quite large. For
instance for the spherical cap problem considered here, 16 potentially interacting modes were
included in the asymptotic analysis. In this case, the asymptotics were still found to give accurate
results, where the ‘exact’ and asymptotic solutions could be compared for the same solution
branch. Thus the range of validity of the asymptotics was not exceeded. However the bifurcation
diagram that emerges is so complex, that computing all the bifurcated branches, secondary
bifurcated branches, and so on in the vicinity of the primary bifurcation points does not seem
currently feasible, even though the asymptotics reduce the computational effort required by several
orders of magnitude. More specifically, even with the range of validity of the asymptotics, the
bifurcation diagram is too complex and it is not feasible to obtain a full picture of it. In this case
it is preferable to use the asymptotics to investigate the imperfection sensitivity of the structure.

The LSK shell element developed also allows the leading order term in the reduced equilibrium
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equations to be calculated for an arbitrary geometric imperfection. Therefore, the asymptotics can
also be used to calculate the drop in the load carrying capacity of the structure due to imperfections.
Here too, the accuracy of the asymptotics is found to be good for imperfections producing drops
in the load carrying capacity of up to somewhere between 20-50% depending on the specific
example considered. This corresponds to geometric imperfection amplitudes of the order of the
shell thickness (more precisely, in case of the cylindrical panel the imperfection amplitudes were
up to one fifth of the shell thickness, and in the case of the spherical cap the imperfection amplitudes
were as large as two and a half times the shell thickness). Indeed for the cylindrical shell it is
observed (by numerically tracking the equilibrium path) that imperfections larger than one fifth
the shell thickness do not even produce a limit point (see Fig. 7). In this case, the range of validity
of the asymptotics is as good as it can possibly be.

Finally it is worth comparing this methodology for investigating (multiple) bifurcations with
the symmetry group approach developed by Healy and Wohlever (1988, 1993). Their approach is
not limited to elastic structures, nor is there any question about a potentially limited range of
validity of the asymptotics. Also it allows one to avoid computing solution branches that can be
obtained by a symmetry operation such as reflection or rotation on some other solution branch.
This symmetry group approach does however require the symmetries of the structure to be
described before beginning the analysis, so that these symmetries can be incorporated into the
analysis methodology. In contrast, when using the asymptotics, the description of the finite element
model is no different from that of a conventional finite element analysis. Essentially the symmetry
group approach is more reliable than the asymptotics, but it also tends to require more com-
putational effort to track any given equilibrium branch, since even with exploitation of the
symmetries, the systems of equations to be solved tend to be larger than the reduced equilibrium
equations of the asymptotic approach. Indeed in the symmetry group approach, the computational
effort for tracking the bifurcated branches increases, with each symmetry-breaking bifurcation.
Therefore, for structures with very complex bifurcation diagrams, such as the spherical cap
considered here, obtaining a complete picture of the bifurcation diagram may still not be feasible.

For the case of the imperfect structures, symmetries are broken. So there is less advantage in
using the symmetry group approach. Indeed a general random imperfection will break all
symmetries. This renders the symmetry group approach not applicable, whereas the asymptotic
approach can still be used.

Despite the arguments presented, the asymptotics and symmetry group approach should be
regarded as complementary rather than competing methodologies. Indeed one may fail to solve
even the reduced equilibrium equations without an understanding of the symmetries of the struc-
ture. On the other hand symmetries can also be exploited in conjunction with the asymptotic
approach. For instance, for a periodic structure (cyclic symmetry group) the asymptotic reduced
equilibrium equations for the whole structure can be derived from a finite element discretization
of only one of the unit cells using only the degrees of freedom associated with that unit cell (Peek,
1995).
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