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Abstract

A formulation for thick-walled composite blades is devised and implemented numerically. A parametric study
which is focused on the influence of wall thickness on the structural behavior of blades, with an emphasize on the
elastic couplings induced by composite materials is also presented. In contrast with models for thin-walled blades,
the shear stresses perpendicular to the local wall direction are accounted for. The numerical solution is based on a
finite-difference scheme where the displacement field is described by four global displacements for each cross-section
and an out-of-plane warping function for each material point. Overall, the solution procedure employs an iterative
scheme that enables the inclusion of a large number of independent variables. The results reveal and demonstrate
the discrepancies between thick-walled modeling and thin-walled modeling as functions of the wall thickness for
various loading modes, and supply a clear indication of regions where employing a thick-walled model is
inevitable. © 1999 Elsevier Science Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

The design of helicopter blades is known to be a compromise between many different and
contradicting demands. The different requirements emerge from the vast range of operation conditions,
and it is clear that conventional design practice using isotropic materials is not capable of properly
fulfilling all requirements. This is partly due to the fact that the structural-dynamics characteristics of
isotropic blades do not include enough design degrees of freedom.

The introduction of composite materials to the design of the rotor blades has provided many
additional design parameters and degrees of freedom, and one of the promising structural features of
composite structures is the ability to introduce passive couplings into the main rotor structure. Being
slender structures, rotor blades are viewed and treated as beams, where usage of composite materials
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may induce couplings between the main elastic deformation components, namely: the transverse
displacements, the axial displacement, and the twist. Representative relevant studies of the phenomena
associated with the structural modeling of composite blades are: Stemple and Lee, 1989; Chandra et al.,
1990; Rapp, 1990; Kim and Dugundji, 1991; Librescu and Song, 1991; Chandra and Chopra, 1991;
Yuan et al., 1992; Song and Librescu, 1992; Chandra and Chopra, 1992a, 1992b; Kalfon and Rand,
1993; Bauchau and Chiang, 1993; Venkatesan et al., 1993; Kim and Dugundji, 1993; Straub et al., 1994;
Pai and Nayfeh, 1994; Armanios and Badir, 1995; Rand and Barkai, 1996; Epps and Chandra, 1996;
Kosmatka and Lake, 1996 and McCarthy and Chattopadhyay, 1996.

The above mentioned references contain many models that are capable of predicting the coupled
structural behavior of composite beams. However, only few of these models are capable of handling
blades of thick-walled cross-sections (e.g. Pai and Nayfeh, 1994; McCarthy and Chattopadhyay, 1996),
and the literature contains no study of the wall thickness influence on the structural behavior of
composite beams, and in particular on the associated coupling magnitudes. Likewise, no indication
regarding the limitations of thin-walled models in predicting the structural behavior of thick-walled
blades is available. On the other hand, part of the current helicopter blades feature very thick walls.

It should be emphasized that unlike the isotropic case, the extension of the prediction capability of
solid models to the thick-walled case is not confined to the introduction of additional boundary
conditions. This is due to the fact that blades are typically constructed out of the orthotropic laminae
which are placed parallel to the local wall direction, and thus, the material system of coordinates varies
along the cross-sectional circumference, which complicates the formulation as will be clarified later on.
In addition, in contrast with the case of thin-walled beams, the modeling of sharp corners (like the four
corners in a box-beam cross-section) is important and poses some modeling difficulties. Thus, the
analysis presented in this paper includes the warping and the stress distributions over the wall thickness
which requires a much more detailed model with a relatively large number of unknowns.

Since models for thin-walled beams are simpler and more efficient than models that are capable of
consistently dealing with thick-walled beams, additional goal of the present study is to explore the limits
of applicability of thin-walled models when thick-walled cross-sections are under discussion. Hence,
following the model presentation, a parametric study will be presented. The purpose of this study is to
supply a quantitative indication regarding the error which is induced by using thin-walled models for
increasing values of the wall thickness. The study includes all aspects of the structural behavior
including the coupling effects in symmetric and antisymmetric composite beams.

2. Governing equations for a thick-walled composite beam
An illustrative composite box-beam is shown in Fig. 1. Before deformation, the beam is straight,

untwisted, and is placed along the X axis, while the coordinates Y and Z define the cross-sectional
planes.

A

x

Fig. 1. A general view of a deformed thick-walled blade.
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As shown in Fig. 1, and since the beam is a slender structure, the deformation is based on the cross-
sectional displacements u(X), v(X), and w(X) in the X, Y, and Z directions, respectively, and a twist
angle, ¢(X). These components of the deformation are functions of X only and, therefore, they
represent ‘rigid’ deformation of each cross-section that contains no warping.

To account for the out-of-plane warping, a three-dimensional warping function is superimposed (in
the axial direction) upon the above mentioned displacements. This warping function is denoted by ¥,
and is assumed to be of zero average value over the cross-sectional area (i.e. j"j‘P d4 =0). Vis a
function of X, Y, and Z.

A local system of coordinates x—y—z which before deformation is parallel to the X—Y—Z system is
located at each cross-section (see Fig. 1). An additional system of coordinates, x'—y’—z’, which
represents the deformed attitude of the x—y—z system is also defined. According to Kalfon and Rand
(1993), one may write:

X x
y =DKWy ¢ (1
z z

where the linear version of [D] which depends on the local deformation is given in Appendix A.

A fourth material system of coordinates {—#—{ which is attached to the contour so that & is parallel to
the x direction and # is tangent to the local contour is shown in Fig. 2. The angles «; are measured
between the y and the 5 directions, and r; is the normal distance to the tangent to the contour at the
point under discussion. Hence, o; and r; are constants over each segment. The directions é—n—{ are given
by:

14 1 0 0 x
ne¢=10 coso; sinoy; V¢ 2)
{ 0 —sino; cos o z

The deformation is defined using the radius vectors before and after deformation. This enables the
determination of the the tangent base vectors, with the aid of which the Green strain components will
be expressed. Before deformation, the radius vector for each material point may be generally expressed
as:

Fig. 2. Discretization of a thick-walled cross-section into N; straight segments and the contour system of coordinates &-—1—(.
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Fp=XX+YY+ZZ, G

while, after deformation:

Rp=RX+RY+R.Z, ©)
where:
Ry X+ u(X) Y(X.y.2)
R, t = v(X) +[DI} ¥ . (5)
R. w(X) z

The base vectors before and after deformation take the form:

. 0rp

=7 6
&= 3y (62)
- 3Rp
Gi=—,Xi=XY,Z 6b
aX; (6b)
and the resulting strain components are finally determined as:
IT= = ..

Since the linear formulation requires no distinction between the deformed and undeformed directions,
the above assumed deformation components may be directly used to construct the strain expressions.
Considering this linear case, the only nonvanishing strain components are given by:

Exx = Uy = PVoyy — ZWopy + P, (8a)
Vxz = y¢9x +Y., (Sb)
ny = _Z(l’)sx + 'Psya (80)

where &, is the normal strain, and y,., y., are the shear strains and (),, denotes differentiation with
respect to x.

Referring to Fig. 3, the above strain components may be described in the material system of
coordinates using r (the normal distance to the tangent to the contour at the point under discussion),
and n (the distance from the origin of the {—x—{ system to the crossing point of the n axis and the
normal distance r). It may be shown that r and n are given by:

I=2zcoso—ysina, (9a)

n =y cos o+ zsino. (9b)
Consequently, the strain components in the {—n—{ system directions are given by:

855 = uvtf — yv,éi — ZW,QK =+ lP’é’ (10&)
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Fig. 3. Definition of the distances r and n.

Vey = oy — 1oy, (10b)

Ver = Vor + 1. (10c)

The constitutive relations for a general orthotropic lamina consists of nine independent elastic moduli,
Cj;, which are functions of the material properties and the local ply angle relative to the x (or &) axis
(see, e.g. Ochoa and Reddy, 1992). Reduction of these relations for the present case is obtained by
exploiting the beam slenderness and assuming o =1,,=0. In addition, the stress o,, is assumed to
vanish due to the neglect of the in-plane warping (i.e. the cross-sectional shape remains ‘rigid’ in its own
plane). Note that the strains ¢, ¢, are not zero (and may be determined based on the values of the
strain components &z, and yg ), and thus, Poisson’s ratio effects are included in the above present
formulation. Elimination of these assumptions requires the inclusion of the in-plane warping or treating
the beam structure as a three-dimensional structure which are beyond the scope of the present model.
Thus, by substituting the above assumptions in the general constitutive relations for orthotropic
materials, the following reduced relations are obtained:

o Cn 0 Cis &eg
(134 =10 C55 0 Yee |- (11)
Tey Cs O Cées 122
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The stress resultant over the cross-sectional area may be expressed as:

?: V §x§x <Gxx6x + Txyéy + széz>a (12)

where:
Oxx = 0¢¢ (133-)
Tyy = Tgy COS 0 — Tgy Sin a, (13b)
Tyz = Tgy SIN 00 4 Tgy COS oL (13¢c)

As indicated above, the deformation is defined using four cross-sectional displacement components (i,
v, w and ¢) and a local warping function (¥). Likewise, equilibrium is achieved by four integral
equations and one differential equation. The integral equations equate the cross-sectional resultants F,
(in the x direction), F), (in the y direction), F. (in the z direction) and the moment resultant M, (in the x
direction) that are induced by the external resultant loads to the corresponding loads obtained by stress
integrations, namely:

F, = ) o dA, (14a)
F, = ) (tey cos o0 — T¢ sin a)dA, (14b)
F. = ) (tgy sin o + T¢ cos a)dA, (14¢)
M, = JL (ntgr — rtgy)dA. (14d)

The differential equation of equilibrium is the associated differential equilibrium equation in the x (or
&) direction which is given by:

Ocese — Tegoy + Tegog + Be =0, (15)

where B: is the body force in the x direction. To assure consistency of the above integral and differential
equations in the x direction, one should require Fy,.=—[[B: dA4.

There are ecight beam-type boundary conditions at the beam root and tip. For a clamped-free beam,
six of them are the following geometrical boundary conditions at the beam root:

u=v=v,,=w=w,, =¢=0. (16)

The remaining two natural boundary conditions at the beam tip are based on equating the external
transverse tip moments, M;P and MU, to those obtained by stress integrations over the tip cross-
sectional area, A’, namely:

<M(,M;) = JJAI(O'&Z, —oeey)dA. (17)
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Additional contour boundary condition that ensures traction-free surface along the beam should be
taken into account. This condition may be expressed as (see Fig. 3):

1 =0 for { = {}.o. (18)

As shown, the above formulation consistently includes body forces in the x direction and, therefore,
may adequately be used to predict also the effect of rotation on the behavior of composite blades.

3. The numerical methodology
3.1. The discretization

Based on the above linear formulation, a finite-difference numerical scheme that may handle general
geometries and lamination modes of thick-walled cross-sections has been derived. Within this approach,
each straight segment is divided into small cells as shown in Fig. 4(a) for a rectangular cross-section
(detailed notation is provided for the upper flange only which is numbered i = 1). As shown, the cells
along the thickness direction are numbered by the index / (=1,2,..., L) and the cells along the wall
direction by the index n (=1,2,..., N;). Similar discretization is applied to all segments. Subsequently a
value of ¥'(n,l) (i = 1,2,..., N,) is assigned for the out-of-plane warping function at the middle point of
each cell.

In contrast with thin-walled cross-sections, the discretization of a thick-walled cross-section poses
some difficulties. On one hand, it is clear that the orthotropic material laminae are placed parallel to the
wall direction. On the other hand, and as already mentioned, it is not clear what is the exact way in
which segments are connected in ‘real’ thick-walled cross-sections, and therefore, the modeling of the
connecting points between segments is questionable. The technique adopted in the present analysis is
based on the definition of an overlapping factor, C,, that determines the amount of overlapping area
between adjoint segments. It is expected that 0 < C, < 1 will supply a realistic corner modeling in this
case. The sensitivity of the results to C, will be discussed later on.

3.2. The system of equations

With the aid of Egs. (14a), (14b), (14c), (14d) and (5), it is possible to express the equilibrium
equations in terms of the displacements and to construct a linear system of (N x L x Ny)+4 equations
and unknowns that may be written as:

[SHU} = {/}L (19)
where the unknown vector, {U}, is given by
{U} = <uvxsvaxxxawaxxxa¢axa'Pl(151)5 cee 9]PN‘V(N9L)>T' (20)

The local differential equation Eq. (15) supplies one equation per each cell while the integral
equilibrium equations (Egs. (14a), (14b), (14c) and (14d)) supply the additional four integral equations.
Consequently, the loading vector {f} consists of the external resultant loads and all other quantities
that do not contain components of {U }. Generally, this vector may be written as:

N =1hLhsfad LM (1)
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n= N(l) n:N(l) -1 r n=2 n=1
° ° e =L ° ™
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Fig. 4. Discretization of a thick-walled box-beam into N;=4 segments, and a discretization of each segment into N segments along
its length and L segments along its thickness.

where:
fl =F, +fx(V:xx»woxxa'Pi(nal)ax)a (228.)
f‘z = F\f’ +f‘\ (vvx,\'»n;»,\‘x’llli(n’l)’,\‘)’ (22b)

fi=F, (22¢)



O. Rappel, O. Rand | International Journal of Solids and Structures 37 (2000) 1019-1043 1027

fo =My 4 my (v, W, V(1,1 ) (22d)

S =S (b s P00, W) WD) s B ). (22¢)

Note that all the terms of the matrix [S] and the functions fi, f,, m, and /" are also explicit functions
of the cross-sectional geometry and the lamination mode. All derivatives with respect to y, z or s are
expressed using a finite-difference scheme.

As shown, most of the computational effort is invested in the warping modeling. The above
formulation includes N x L x Ny warping unknowns and only 4 cross-sectional displacements. This
demonstrates the basic difference between isotropic and composite beam analysis (note that in the
isotropic case, the warping and the shear modeling are not essential for the determination of the axial
stresses).

3.3. The contour boundary conditions

For a thick-walled cross-section, the contour boundary condition (18) may also be expressed by a
finite-difference scheme. This results in additional 2 x N x Ny equations (one per each boundary
segment), and the same number of additional unknowns which are the warping values at the segment
boundary edges, ¥i(n) and ¥, (n), see Fig. 4(a).

The contour boundary condition may be described as t:,=0, or Css(},- +n¢,,)=0, which may be
expressed as:

V. = —ng.y. (23)

To implement the above condition, ¥ is expressed using a polynomial expansion in the { direction at
the contour vicinities. To demonstrate that for the inner contour at the cell column n over segment i=1
[see Fig. 4(a)], ¥ is expressed as:

Y’:a0+a1C+a2C2. (24)

By substituting the first three points values 'I’}(n), ¥ '(n,1), ¥ '(n,2) and the corresponding { values,
Lo, Lot 4t/2 and {y+34t/2, respectively, in Eq. (24) (where {, is the { coordinate of the inner boundary),
it is possible to express ag, @; and a, in terms of 'P}(n), ¥ 1(n,1), ¥'(n,2) and Az, and the corresponding
boundary equation becomes a; +2a,{o=—n¢,, (=¥, at {={p).

More details about this procedure and expressions for the components of the matrix [S] may be
found in Rappel, 1997.

3.4. The iterative scheme

The iterative scheme is initiated by some deformation assumption. Then, the resultant external loads
at discrete cross-sections along the beam are evaluated. Subsequently, Eq. (19) is solved and the
unknown vector, {U}, is obtained for each cross-section. The natural boundary conditions at the beam
tip (Eq. (17)) are then used to obtain the values of v,,,w,,, there. This is done by expressing the stress
components of Eq. (17) in terms of the displacements which yields two equations where the only
unknowns are v, and w,,,. These values are then integrated along the beam and the distributions of
V,ox(x) and w,(x) are obtained. With the aid of the geometric boundary conditions at the root (Eq.
(16)), the distributions of u, v,., w,,, v, w and ¢ along the beam are also determined. Using this new
estimation of the deformation, the vector { f} at each cross-section is updated (since it is a function of
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Fig. 5. Thick-walled box-beam notation.

longitudinal derivatives of the unknowns (see Egs. (22a), (22b), (22¢), (22d) and (22¢)) and the iterative
process is repeated until convergence is achieved. Numerical study has shown that the above quasi-linear
scheme exhibits reasonable convergence characteristics.

4. Results

To demonstrate the capabilities and some numerical aspects of the present formulation and solution
procedure, the study presented in this section has been carried out for the composite box-beam shown in
Fig. 5. As shown, the beam length, width, height and thickness are denoted /, a, b and ¢, respectively,
and the results presented in this paper are for typical Graphite/Epoxy laminae with the following
material properties: E;;=142. x 10° N/mz, E»,=E3;=9.8 x 10° N/mz, G»=G;3=6.0 x 10° N/m2,
G23:4.8 X 109 N/mz, V12:V13:0.42, V23:0.5.

Part of the following discussion makes use of results obtained for thin-walled models. Such results
were acquired by using the present model with a single cell along its thickness, namely L = 1 [see Fig.
4(a)], and ignoring the boundary conditions of Eq. (18).
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Fig. 6. Sensitivity of an antisymmetric thin-walled Graphite-Epoxy box-beam under tip moment to the number of circumferential
cells, Ntor (uniform lamination angle of 15°, @ = 0.039m, » = 0.019m, ¢ = 0.001 m, M "P=1N-m): (a) The twist rate (the ana-
lytic value is (¢,+).=8.66 x 107* rad/m, (b) The extension rate (the analytic value is (u,y),=2.66 x 107,

4.1. Validation

4.1.1. Discretization refinement

Since the computation effort increases as a cubic function of the number of cells, the required number
of cells has been determined first. As an example, a composite antisymmetric thin-walled beam
undergoing a torsional moment was studied. Fig. 6(a) shows the beam twist rate due to a tip torsional
moment as a function of the number of cells along the circumference Nyor=N"+NP+ NS+ N
(note that only one cell in the wall thickness direction is employed for a thin-walled structure). The
results are also compared with the analytical expressions of Rand and Barkai (1996). As shown, the
results asymptotically approach a constant value which also agrees with the analytical result. The
corresponding extension rate described in Fig. 6(b) exhibits similarly. Based on these results, and on
additional similar results obtained for other loading modes, a number of Ntor=150 cells along the
circumference has been chosen for the correlations described in what follows. Similar study has shown
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that for walls which are uniformly laminated along their thickness, L = 5 [see Fig. 4(a)] is sufficient.
Since no analytic solution exists in this case, the above study was confined to the convergence of the
numerical results only.

4.1.2. Composite beam behavior

Since no published results for the behavior of thick-walled beams are available, the following
validation of the numerical model are confined to correlation with thin-walled models.

As a first step, the present model results were correlated with well established results for thin-walled
cross-sections. A correlation with experimental and finite-element based theoretical results reported in
Chandra et al. (1990) has been carried out. Representative results for antisymmetric box-beam under a
tip torsional moment and axial force are presented in Fig. 7(a,b). In both cases, the resulting twist is
presented. As shown, the present analysis generates reasonable prediction capability. A vast range of
similar correlations has produced an analogous conclusion.

4.2. Thick-walled cross-sections

Various thick-walled rectangular cross-sections are presented in Fig. 8. Subsequently, a thickness
coefficient has been defined as C,=t/a. As shown in Fig. 8, a thickness coefficient of about 0.2
represents an upper realistic value of the thick-walled rectangular cross-section. Beyond that, a three-
dimensional treatment seems to be inevitable.

4.2.1. Influence of the overlapping parameter

Fig. 9(a,b) presents the influence of the overlapping parameter, C,, on the resulting extension rate,
twist rate and the bending curvature rate in isotropic thick-walled box-beams. As expected, the
sensitivity to C, is higher for higher C, values. Overall, an overlapping parameter in the range of
0.55 < C,4 < 0.6 produces reasonable correlation and this value has been chosen for the present study.

4.2.2. Influence of the wall thickness

The influence of the wall thickness in isotropic beams has been studied first. Fig. 10(a) presents the
W, values created by a tip load over a thick-walled isotropic beam as a function of the thickness
coefficient. The values are normalized by the analytic expression for the thick-walled case. As shown, the
value obtained for the thick-walled model is practically unit regardless C,. However, the thin-walled
model produces higher w,.,, values. This is mainly due to the erroneous low estimation of the moment
of inertia in this case.

Similarly, the behavior of thick-walled beam undergoing a tip torsional moment is presented in Fig.
10(b). In the absence of a closed-form solution for thick-walled cross-sections for the present loading
mode, the reference analytic values are for thin-walled cross-section. Similar to Fig. 10(a), it is shown
that for a thick-walled cross-section, the torsional rigidity is increasing as a function of 7 in a more rapid
manner than the one predicted by the thin-walled solution (and therefore ¢,, of the thick-walled beam is
lower). Phenomenally, this result is expected, and can be analytically demonstrated in the case of a
circular thick-walled cross-section which is bounded by the radii r and R. In this case, the approximate
torsional rigidity (which is based on the thin-walled assumptions) is given by J,/aR* = (1 + 7)°(1 — 7)/4,
where 7=r/R. However, the exact solution in this case is J/nR*= (1 +7)/2 and, therefore,
Jo)J =1+ 7?/(1 4+ 7)/2. Clearly J,/J — 1 when 7—1 (i.e. the thin-walled case) and J,/J < 1 for lower
values of 7 (i.e. as the thickness increases). For 7 = 0.5, which corresponds to C,=0.5, J,/J = 0.9. It is
important to note that the characteristics of a rectangular cross-section presented in Fig. 10(b) show
considerably larger discrepancies between the approximate and exact rigidity, and thus, it may be
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Fig. 7. Correlation of the present analysis results for antisymmetric thin-walled Graphite-Epoxy box-beam with the experimental
and Finite-Element theoretical results of Chandra et al. (1990). (¢ = 0.024m, b = 0.012m, ¢ = 0.00076 m): (a) The twist at x/
[ = 0.5 due to a tip torsional moment of M "P=1 Ib-in, (b) The twist at x// = 0.5 due to a tip axial force of F%P = 11b.

concluded that a rectangular cross-section is much more sensitive to the thickness coefficient than a
circular cross-section.

4.2.3. Antisymmetric composite beams
Within this section, the discussion will deal with the influence of the wall thickness on the behavior of
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Fig. 8. Definition of the thickness coefficient C, for a cross-section of a/b = 2.

antisymmetric composite beams, and in particular, the influence of the wall thickness on the induced
couplings. First, for a loading of a tip torsional moment, Fig. 11(a,b) present the resulting twist and
extension rates. All values are normalized with the analytic solution results for this case (see Rand and
Barkai, 1996). As shown, for C,=0.25, (u,y)/(u,y), = 0.80 while (¢,,)/(¢,x)e = 0.79 and, in other words,
an error of about 20% in the prediction of both (u,,) and (¢,, ) is obtained when a thin-walled model is
applied to a thick-walled cross-section of the above thickness coefficient. However, since the functions
shown in Fig. 11(a,b) are practically identical, the coupling magnitude ¢,,/u,, for this case is not
modified by the wall thickness compared with the one predicted using a thin-walled model.

Fig. 12(a,b) shows that when a tip axial force is applied, the resulting values for C,=0.25 are (¢,,)/
(,x)e = 0.79 and (4, )/(U,x ), = 0.90. Thus, as indicated by Fig. 13, the prediction of the coupling
magnitude ¢, /u,, using a thin-walled model induces an error of about 20% for C, = 0.25. Note that, as
expected, reciprocity (namely, ¢,./F' =u, /M") is maintained and demonstrated by the fact that Fig.
11(b) and Fig. 12(a) are practically identical.

The reader should note that for the case of axial force, the different axial strain distribution in thick-
walled cross-section (compared with thin-walled cross-section) induces different shear stress distribution
and subsequently different twist angle. This is due to the ‘effective arm’ of the induced shear stresses
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Fig. 9. Isotropic box-beam behavior for various overlapping parameter, C, (¢ = 0.024m, b = 0.012m, M =1 N-m): (a)
C,=0.0256, (b): C,=0.256.

which is different compared with the one obtained in thin-walled cross-section. However, for the case of
torsional moment, the different shear strain distribution in thick-walled cross-section does induce a
different distribution of axial stress, however, this distribution does not have a significant influence on
the axial resultants.

The out-of-plane warping distribution is also influenced by the wall thickness. The warping
distribution along the circumference and the thickness of a cross-section with a C,=0.168 is shown in
Fig. 14. As shown, the warping over the central line (the 3rd layer of cells) is similar to the case of thin-
walled cross-section. Note that the warping vanishes over the flanges and webs middle points. Also, in
the vertical segments, the (absolute value of the) warping is higher over the inner boundary, while in the
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Fig. 10. The values of w,,,, and ¢,, for an isotropic box-beam as predicted by thin-walled and thick-walled models as a function
of the thickness coefficient: (a) The bending curvature due to a tip bending force normalized by the corresponding thick-walled ana-
lytic solution; (b) The twist due to a tip torsional moment normalized by the corresponding thin-walled analytic solution.

horizontal segments, the warping is higher over the outer boundary. Fig. 15 shows that the warping is a
linear function of the thickness, and decreases dramatically as the wall thickness is increased.

The corresponding axial stress is presented in Fig. 16. The fact that the axial stress is almost
symmetric about the wall middle plane shows that this stress is mainly a bending stress of the flange.
This axial stress dramatically decreases with the wall thickness, and therefore, the cross-sectional
tendency to bend is also smaller for a thick cross-section.

The stresses 7:, and 1z are presented in Fig. 17(a,b). As shown, 14, is a linear function of the
thickness while t:; exhibits a “parabolic’ variation over the wall thickness. Note that while 74, decreases
with C,, 1z increases with C, (while the analytic solution for thin-walled cross-sections predicts no g
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15°,a = 0.024m, b = 0.012m, r = 0.00076 m, M1Y‘p = 1 N-m): (a) The values of ¢,,; (b) The values of u,,.

stresses at all). This behavior validates again the classical thin-walled assumptions (namely
Tey({) = 14 ({=0)=const. and 1 =0).

4.2.4. Symmetric composite beams

To demonstrate the thickness effect in symmetric beams, a symmetric blade has been constructed out
of two flanges with identical unbalanced ply angle of [0];¢ (Which therefore features C4 # 0) with a web
ply angle of [0,—0]s5 (i.e. C;6=0). The cantilever beam has been loaded with a tip beamwise load. It is
well known that such a beam exhibits a ‘Bending—Torsion’ coupling which in the present case induces
elastic beamwise bending and twist — see, e.g. Rand (1994, 1998). Thus, the purpose of the present
study was to demonstrate the error induced by thin-walled models as a function of the wall thickness. It
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should be noted that unlike the case of the antisymmetric beam, the twist (¢,,) is not constant along the
beam and so the bending curvature (w,., ).

Fig. 18 presents the resulting beamwise displacement and twist angle as obtained by the present thick-
walled analysis normalized by the corresponding deformation as obtained by a thin-walled analysis for
three spanwise locations. The ratio between the results of the above two methods may be approximated
by e34C for both the beamwise displacement and the twist angle. Only small differences are observed
between the various spanwise locations.

Fig. 19 presents the corresponding coupling magnitude. As shown, for C,=0.2 an error of about 8—
10% is induced by using a thin-wall modeling. In general, the coupling variation shown in Fig. 19 may
be approximated as 1—0.45C,, which provides a clear estimation of the error induced in the present case
when a thin-walled analysis is used.
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sional moment (uniform lamination angle of 15°, @ = 0.024 m, » = 0.012 m, ¢z = 0.00076 m).

The warping distribution for this case over the thickness middle line is presented in Fig. 20. In
contrast with the case of an antisymmetric beam, this distribution is very interesting since its
characteristics are changed along the beam. As shown, for the free end, the distribution is similar to the
one obtained for isotropic beam due to a tip beamwise load, while in the inboard cross-sections, a
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Fig. 16. The axial stress distribution over the wall thickness at j = 6 (see scheme in Fig. 14) as obtained by the thick-walled model
for antisymmetric box-beams of various C, values due to a tip torsional moment (uniform lamination angle of 15°, ¢ = 0.024 m,

b =10.012m,

{ = 0.00076 m, M = 1 1b- €).

distribution which is similar to the one obtained for isotropic beam due to a tip torsional moment is
superimposed on the one obtained at the tip. This may be explained by the fact that the twist ¢,,,
vanishes at the tip, but the value of w,,,, is constant along the beam since the shear force resultant is
constant (due to the tip load).



O. Rappel, O. Rand | International Journal of Solids and Structures 37 (2000) 1019-1043 1039

2.5 2 1.5 -1 0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5
0 S—— ; ! ; ; : ;
ST M
‘‘‘‘‘ T
Nl—l Lo T T e
= 10
£
(@ 2
v‘e 15 + R— e S 4 % 0 X X 1o}
< |y Ct = 0.095
£ 20 L i
5 .Ct=0.168
Ct=0.336
25 4 \_
30
v t/2
3000 :
—. Ct = 0.0336 (*100) \
_____ Ct = 0.095 i
2500 + '
e Ct = 0,168 )
Ct=0.336
—
® 3
Z
ap
(<4
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5. Concluding remarks

The influence of wall thickness on the structural behavior of composite blades has been studied using
a finite-difference based numerical model. Unlike models for thin-walled beams, the shear stresses
perpendicular to the wall thickness are accounted for. Due to the required warping modeling in the wall
thickness direction, the numerical model for thick-walled cross-sections is by far more complicated and
requires substantially larger computational resources. One of the aspects of the problem which is
difficult to model is the connection between sharp corners of segments similar to the four corners in a
box-beam.
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Fig. 18. The deformation due to a tip beamwise load of a symmetric composite box-beam as obtained by the thick-walled analysis
normalized by the prediction of a thin-walled analysis for three spanwise locations (flange lamination angle of 10°, a/b = 2): (a)
The beamwise displacement; (b) The twist angle.

The present model provides qualitative and quantitative indications regarding the amount of error
induced by using thin-walled assumptions when dealing with thick-walled configurations. Approximate
expressions for the above induced error are also provided. It has been shown that both the stiffness and
the coupling magnitudes are considerably influenced by the wall thickness and the resulting discrepancy
in the predicted characteristics may reach a value of 10-20% for thickness coefficient of C, =~ 0.2.

Overall, it may be stated that basically, thick-walled composite beams maintain the composite induced
coupling characteristics, while their magnitude is a function of the wall thickness. Typical changes in the
stiffness and the composite induce couplings may be modeled as exponential functions in the form of
e %% where a is in the range of 0.5 < a < 1.0.
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Appendix A. The elastic transformation matrix

The elastic transformation matrix [D] (see Eq. (1)) is defined by a sequence of rotations of Euler
angles (see also, Kalfon and Rand, 1993):

C,C. S:8,C.— CiS. C.S,C:+5,S.
[D]=| C,S. CiC.+5,S,S. —S.C.+C.S,S. |, (A1)
-8,  S:Cy CCy

where C;=cos(0;), S;=sin(0;) and 0;=0,,0,,0.. Assuming that the rotations are executed by a rotation
of 0. about the Z axis, followed by a rotation of the resulting system by 0, about its Y axis, followed by
a rotation of the resulting system by 6, about its X axis, the above rotation angles are given by:

0c= . sin(0) = 7%, cos(0)) = —i—;, sin(0.) = 7%

Li=JU4un? + 0 Ly =1+ (02,

In the linear case, 0, = —w,y, 0. = v,y, and cos(0y), cos(0,) and cos(6.) may be treated as units. In
addition, all derivatives with respect to X may be replaced with derivatives with respect to x. In this
linear case, [D] becomes:

(I +u.x)

cos(0,) = 7
1

(A2)

1 —Vox Wi
(D)= | v, 1 -¢ | (A3)
W P 1
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