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A Study on the Elastoplastic Large Deflection Analysis
of Plate Elements

Lee Sang —~ Gab, Ahn Jeong — Hee

Abstract

The overall objective of this study is to develop a plate element for the buckling/collapse
analysis of various plate/shell structures. and to perform two simple analyses of elasto-
plastic large deflection problem for validity of this element. Exact transversal warping
term is included in the displacement fields for better representaion of the effect of shear
deformation. fully nonlinear theory is derived with consideration of the general nonlinear
equilibium equations for plates. and an efficient plasticity model is also implemented. suit-
able for material nonlinear behavior. It will be desirable to use this plate element for the

next study of buckling/collapse analysis of plate/shell structures.
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A iy W oolle} Ajm o] v E AES F UERE F ol 849 o] FaErt

T kgl et fREe Fag 2 2ARA 703 o] Folliz H¥E (shear deformation) &
Ao weid Mindlin & ol&d vlgre & o4 i 2 afM o] e Ay}l F3E o
ko U dvki el ofshd dho] T wgko 2 o] AubgY BEiz TE MO RIS Jebd W ool A
St A3z dekg o] E At etk e} 71ES] Mindlin # o] #e o8k @ A3 olejst =7
& WREAITIA] Rebal o uE gho] FALAFE dukw gl ofdk ko] dvk 9]( waxpmg) o] 4%

o kg w ek (directional derivative) 9] & 48 o] g3t} HME & (variational form) & ¥l 2FA]
& @&y 2 (equilibrium equations in weak form)S & 7HJ el (intermediate configuration)ell

Al M&83}(linearization) o024 H|XME {3t raiMe s ZHAF HYgLHAS g 2l
o Fzto] o3k 94" v A& A28k (fully nonlinear formulation) & E3lo} Awkz oz Hdzte] #
2 3tol] o]ste] FAlE &= v A mxbeto] gid Aol tidte] v]X = G 1 Es| Wolol & Folct,

3H-3-2 (stress resultants) 22 A2 gtgto 2 4 v} 32 48 (multi-stress state) sloll A o] 23t

A=)
531 (yield surface) & 738t ol ¥k & = i, SHEEE 17 o7 HeabA 1ejar i
7t FEEO 7he AAS A FHE A A 8] flske] S E (stress components) 2.2 % 4] 818}

o] frta il o3 FA|M AR Helsh= Fol upghA st Aol vy AFES z vhehda 2
TR} Aldbel Hge T& A F4 44 (metal plasticity) 2224 Simo & Taylor”7h Alkeh vt
" w3laad sl (consistent return mapping algorithm)€ o] w]Add 44 2 (nonlinear
constitutive equation)ell A gatA Wt} x5}

o] Ao Ao # ol AFEES = FAGTE Bt A A
£ 13 &8 2 (plate elements) ] 7iEe] Qi o] & 9|3 TR 2o F &4 (validity) S 2olarz; gt
dut oz 7hgh Aol #pzo) vaAS mHdt gEdEFAd 958 2x%5(cylindrical

shell roof) 3 1% W&o k&3S v Az de) 7158 skt

.ﬁ

2.1 Eto| ¥z (displacement field in plate)

g3 2},

rlo

Fig. 2.13% 22 FA7L holil x, - x,& THU 2 dh= o] W%

U X)=U (X1, X5) = X3 Pl X)— K (x3) Bolxxy), (@0=1,2)

u;(x)=;3(x,, X5) (2.1)
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Bu(X1Xo) =y (X, X0) = o, X)) (2.2)
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Fig. 2.1 Coordinate system and kinematic vari-
ables of plate. 2 3
¢(x3)—hzxzz_ﬁxs (2.3)

L (2.1 0 vz dAlTRA Be| At A FA o o] Mkggo] golahi: o K
5/6 o] ft} v adeke] g v (x)B.(x,, x,)& Fig. 2,13} o] Hits|dghdol] oz FH e}

w,(x), %), Pux, x5), Bulxy, x0) . wylx,. %) Aol AFE BelFel ovjelo] B x, - x,
A gelynn, dYEHErsE A9 FJong Cd&5AS 717 B4 (interpolation fuction) £
AHER A elth el WMol (2.l A Bu(xy. x,)@S #H23HA 7]E2] Mindlin o2l wit 5 =14

(degree of freedom) 2] ¥ &o] ®r}.

H

2.2 3 U™ A(Equilibrium Equations, Weak Form)

FAZEholal FEHoR 2 FA 0L HAE BH 29 HAA A A t=0d W] 7]F
As Xz gt A7kl 3

ox

e

Bj (reference configuration) B=(0.L) x 2CR’| A 9] 7| Zx %
A 4el (current configuration)el el TAFEAE x2 Jebdck WA (deformation
map)& ¢ BCR'—R'Z, 18]35 ¥ v (deformation gradient)= F=0¢ /0XZ v}epdic)
AY XEB, x€ ¢ (B)ix& 717f 7150] 912 e Xeob x2 A £ 3hr} W A4S Lagrangian 54

o2 vhg-ut o] ¥

[o]
| 21 & TS 3-8 % (kinematically admissible variation) noll tiste] t}&x} 2

G(¢.m=[P: @F- n)av-[ pB- nav-[ - nds=0 (2.5)
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o171l A Pi= A1 Piola-Kirchhoff &2 &4 (stress tensor). p& 7|&FHo Ao Aol Be A
Holtt, 18]z FTWHH(traction)rE= ZAARE BolA, HHEL HAARE 9B, oM 7AHAL} =
0B, UdB,=0B,dB,NdB, = ¢ . A2lE 93l A1 Piola-Kirchhoff §-# &A= A2 Piola-Kirchhoff -
el (S=FP)& thx|8} 1, olo] th$5+= Green-Lagrangian RE L8 E=(FF - 1)/2& 2183}
t}. 28]3 DF - n& W fuje] o2 A vhgr & e =3t (directional derivative) ] &4

2 ol gstel Fe}”,
DFX,u(X)) - ’Iz,% (FXu+ ¢ 1) ), (2.6)

3o A AF3E 2 3= Von Karman 73 #Hi= @8] Green-Lagrangian HE ZelA 2]

2
E nxge ngsta, B 2o FAS ol&gozA vt or ghddt v H& (fully non-

Z704H ¢ : BoRY o A (25)¢ 488 e gt

. , 38 % o
L (G )y=[(DF- n); (S®1+F-2F 1y (OF - dwgdv+G(.m)  (2.7)

rlo

1LA(;

7oA 12 @9 wiEZXoln  Au:BoRE HSFEolt 1eln Hed
(tangent stiffness) A, 242 AL 71318t xQl B Eojn SRS AF ] olrt. wh=|} &

& £33 ¥ (out-of-balance force) A th3} a1, ¢ 7F G ol glojxivt,
G(¢,m=[P: OF mgav-[ « - nds (2.8)

4 (2.7)& 22 (Finite Element Method) 22 #33}7]7F 3¢k Fef wofArt. Artstsl
ﬂ‘?"] u(x)=;1’;2’;39 51’ 529 ﬂ_la B_Z ]‘—t_ Zé%‘!]\ﬂ-'?'l U=[Ul UZ« U.'i‘ wl« wz- Bl~ B‘l]li';‘ U]-—g—l’]» {,;}-O]
Jepd 4 ol

w0 = 3 h XU, (2.9

A7)0 h(X)E Cpo Q54 zhe BHgHroln, N 7t 240 dydoltt. Fho] W% (2.1) 3}
4] (2.9)91 4 #H 9] ul(displacement gradient) = of2lj9} 7ol AAb = Ut}

GRADu(X)=iB,,(X)U,, (2.10)
a=1

7] A B (X)E th&3 o] Foiitt.
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har 000 —x3hgy 0 — kbhy, 0 |

har 00 —xshes 0 —kohy, 0
00 0 -hy 0  —xom, 0
0 hy, O 0 —x3hy, 0 - koh,

B.(X)=] 0 hy,, 0 X3l s 0 — KOhy, (2.11)

00 0 0 —hg 0 — KOsk
0 0 hy 0 0 0 0
0 0 hey 0 0 0 0

L0 0 o 0 0 0 0

gle] Axti Abgste] Madste BIPAHA 212 T 4

4¥e] AU gt tlga 2 £74
ol o]4ta} H#) (discrete problem)2 A%t}

K, AU=f, (2.12)

o7l HHEAE Ko 28 iz BE 220 G024 B3 i}

K =Y| B[S®1+FD7F;BaV. f =F, -y [ B P av (2.13)

o 7)o 4 Fi= @ae] 2§ 14k Mefolch,

2.3 Von Karman 7}Z3s}2| HAls|

Greeen-Lagrangian #38& @4 E=(FF-1)/28 A

2 el A (rotation tensor) «] ¥ o2 UehlH v} Zoh

&g 'l (linear strain tensor) €3} 3]

E,=¢,+1/2(etwy) (6 +wy) (2.14)

olubH o @ [agrangian &2kl A vl 4 W & (infinitesimal strain) @ 22 2 d(small. finite
rotation). % e<w<10]2h= Von Karman®l 7}14& w29, 919] Greeen-Lagrangian M ¥ & &4

],___ 1} 7Lo] *1;\}_14 o7 L},}:}.\/H 2= ol‘;]_.

Ej = e, +12 u; o, wy =0 (2.15)
of Wage] Zrad el Weld (2.1E dAshi. ZEW Aud 22 2HEs AU vy

vhE-t 3k
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2 (2.16)9 ¥ AT HYFEoln RS v PR R oA t}g3} o] 7hehs) bl 5= 2
t}.
AE=B,AU+B,AU=BAU (2.17)
Washizu ol 7|28 & S&ol2 o3 P& Hdygd2o HEE T8 (2.171)S ddsto]

L)

3 52| = N W3l £1= )03 7k
Belshd (2.12)9 22 N SEWAH R Frdch U4 E Keh B33 £iz 53} zto)

Yerd 4 Qo

K =Y[ [k +k+k'+k]dV. f=F -3 B'Sdv (2.18)
A7)olM HH3E Kol 8 HEFGFNA AR ki 718433 B3 (geometric part)o]al vpr
A 52 AE Q) - (material part) 224 th&3} 2}

k,=B,S, k,+k/'+k,=B/D”B,+B/D"B,+B,D"B+B, DB, (2.19)

2 (2.18)3} (2.19)0l1419] 8& 4 (2.15)9] &8 W& & (engineering strain) Eoll g% &2
(stress)o]t}.
o432 Z& Von Karman® 7}4€ Washizu 920l 7|28 ¥ F¥o|&d o3 Ay Z5 33y

Aol A&atd 4 (2713 22 &d vdFel o Hastel A ey v aakgte] SAF Al

Wy FAE S uf o]Ee] 4FS ns) B A nupekz & Aoluh vhg Moz 4 (2.7),
(2.13)3 (2.19)¢) Bh24 444 D" nastus st
# =EdAMz 8 ¥ Serendipity & 248 AMgdon] T4 wa-e Gauss-Lobatto 2 E%, o
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Wl A+ shear lockingg ##38h7] ¢15ke] #2214 # 9 (reduced integration - 2X2 Gaussian 4
w9 2}83}90 ). Gauss-Lobatto B EH o= Mindlin o] &9 93t @ 2ol= 34 ¢A&S vt &

o]izo) 2|3t Q Aofi= 5] HEHE ALLE}ICEH
2.4 A~ 2 d(plasticity model)

A48 Al 243k 3 (nonlinear isotropic hardening rule)® 43 olF 73k A (linear
kinematic hardening rule) S &2 A&l vy Hatw AWt H|Hy FAWA4 o] E&4
o] 4= x| A 4bel| 1= whEkARAFed AH(return mapping algorithm)” & Z-ggtch vy 5 Zshy el

e H BEe thgal go] MR AFREOR o) ol
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S =[S Siz Sia S Sul _
p-—L o o U=¥ g o (2.21)
=[E|},2E |5 2E |3, E 2, 2E 53] (1= 2
\ 0 0 1 0
0 0 o o U=
2
o 7)ol A] AbR3Fa ol Aake] 1R A S vhad WAHAESS dvtstE F3HH A (generalized
midpoint rule) & #-&3to] kgAY ALE +58k: 222 Newton-Rahpson ¥ £ 23t 42§ =

S A7) byl EFAA H A7 (consistent elastoplastic tangent modulus)& #AlAtsh=dl S
U}, o]2:S QokshH olzfe] Table 2.1 -2.29F 2t} Table 2,114 Qo P& Hel& 9ste] =qis &

100 0 200-10

0v20 0 0 06000
Q=%200\/§OO.P=%00600 (2.22)

1001 0 10020

00 0 02 00006
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Table 2.1 Return Mapping Algorithm.

) Update strain tensor and compute trial elastic stresses
E, ,=E,+V'a 8'=D(E,,, -E/) n"=8° -, £=Q7"
2) Check the trial elastic stresses for yielding state

Ll =11/20" 0" -1/3%7 | <07
3) Solve ¢ ({)=0 for {. enforcing consistency condition at ¢,,; from Table 2.2
{
j . e b i ‘:? ( — 1 ‘ 1
4) Compute modified elastic tangent moduli (H=D -|—41+2/3 ,(HP]

5) Update stresses. plastic strain and back-stresses of yield surface
1

- [ - E
M= 14273 ’(H"( ()D : M+t
a’u+| = an +23 (H ’]u+l
Sn+| = ,In+l +au+|
Enfl” =E"p + (P quﬂ

er,  =er +\N273 L (L) (¢ () from Table 2.2)

) Compute consistent elastoplastic tangent moduli :

Sy g PSP
el 00T . \ n+l
oE e PSP PN
— 2 . , !
where. Y,,, = 3y, Y, ( Y Y HH YY), P
Y, =1+23 AH, y,=1-23« £

Table 2.2 Determination of Plastic Lagrange Multiplier.

BEL Y G r+2G r+ &y + &)
(+EA0)R (1+G Ay

where. E = 13EA1- v)+23H, G =2G +23H
2) ;ﬂp(kl=znp(k—ll+@k(k)¢ X))

3) ¢ (W)= 124 A) - 13K X(e,)

) $20)=

¢ (%)
Ak = p - £ )
4) Ak+D =A%) 5o
, (§||E)_ G[azzh:‘*’z |(E.,13“+(§g_zh)2+(§x|k): ” ) *)
$O) ==K [ 1+G vy oA e
5) If | /41 >tol. then k«—k+1 and goto 1)
3. Fx|siM g nE
Mindlin 2o thatod #|Qbgh Te] Mo ol o3t T 2 Ao] e FAlof it kg o] J8ks v)
e AN eI AR olel e e A3e ok slek oAk B Ael b o A el 7
Serel MU E S FHY el Y AR (e A A5l detel EskuA gk 217pol
dato] ot AR SAsio]l HAA Qi ABE FREHA U of 7|4 FasHe ] FAL We) 2
olol tist FA 2| 8] h/az} 0.10]WQ] A2 g8 o] 7 Lol 535t 0 2 Mindlin o]&9 93 7+ 2 1+ &
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Abg3h. C12l 3 Von Karmanel ol@h 7ol A SFAls]is aabdae] dae od vldd o 4osd
Al Aajel vluwgto g A WESE 3= snap-through % snap-back @7e] Uehhs €53 4 4
% (cylindrical shell roof)ell thste] 2t & F7 18] AAZA ek v dE AE5S thg2 271 M P&
7h FRle] A Al e bz el 15 Wake] 458 e Wiz F o] gad tiHd e s 6

v &) 41 S 9] Aol el T4 (arc length method) " ¥ S Ab&3}31 T}

~Of
[t}

3.1 ¥E% 4 X|£(cyclidrical shell roof)

o JFatsol 2Esh dAE
Qo) 71kt 9] A& e}
iz WS E Taylor 42 22487H4 drigdoz §a8d F2& weddh vy dan"'s 4}
&3k Avpel vluwakdch Fig. 3.13 #Zo] Hol(L)ok Z(b)o] 27k 508mm<] AFH & 2 gof thato]
o] weke] % Bk GEAAA7|a F g R = AfHo R gkl Yol JFEE PE AHEAIH
O, S (1/R)L 1/2540mmoil o] A (h) 6 3591 12 Tmmel thste] 71stetaiel v H g A5 S 1%
sholct. §HE AT (E) = 3.10275kN/mm?o] 1 PoissonZl (V)= 0.30]c}. ojuf 45d 4 #)5o] tf3 <]
& nedste] 1/4 ¥HE 20709 24(5%5 mesh) 2 #&ate] AHESHSITH

7} Ao th3t 8l - A A 24 (load-deflection curve)2 Fig. 3.29] YeFHSICE Fig. 3.2(a)9} o]
77} 6.35mm <) 7 -$-oll+= snap-back #4o]l e} 21 2™ snap-through &4 Fig. 3.2(b)9} &

ot
mfl

o

o) SEAZE 12 Tmm<) 7ol vhebba SIck
el 7ol ¥ YA UE welE Yon
woddel BRst FRE 4R 7|5
MHEAEE HNE ¢ 98 Aoz Aw
Figureolli= veR =g 2t =717} 6.35mm <]
4% 1007H2] 24(10x10 mesh) 2 &3t A}
8 71319} snap-back ol 2ojet 51| 7 of
F 9o Aol wS ¥ A FAsA eln

P2 okoiti= 20702 R4 (5%5 mesh) & AH&E 7

olt}, 12]1 snap-back XS HAHYo=w
Fig. 3.3° Uehi = Fig. 3.3(c) (d).(e)= 1

A S ehar Sl
thgrolli= % (b)o] 2.000mm<l AFH 4 A
of sE FA, AAWe] rEHE g e] g

Aol g 4SS Von Karman 7H4sHe] A 2

Stob eba Mo oot WA sk wjE AREe Fig. 3.1 Coordinaye system of cylindrical shell

roof.
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e sel ghadd died sl Aol vhgh o1t

3.1.1 5 2 FAol 3t & (effect of curvature and thickness)
DAAAE A4S 8 1/3000. 1/2500. 1/2000. 1/1500. 1/1250.
1/1000mmell thste] zhzte] 57 Wstel] tigh 7]8}8 2l B] Y AE& Sl vlaa] B7] lsh 2t A
el digk stas FA9 Alwoer e st5-H9 S48 Fig 3.400 | ol¢k= &g +4 10. 25, 50.
100, 150, 200mmelfl tjated ztzhe] FEof it st5-H 9 T4& Fig. 3.5°1 JeHATE Z Figures
o] FZol Ut (a).(c).(e).(g).(i).(k)i= Von Karman 7}33te] 4218t ojg AnpEo)n, 3o 9}
b).(d).(f).(h).(j). (D & B gl 2% GX8tef] wE Asel Zapsolnt. g 2 g5l
that =+akslE (limit load) 9 =S = (post-buckling strength) & L& F42 +& F U
717 st (bifurcation load) #+ &7 Table 3.1 8.2k}

gl Aai e npel o] z Z oA FAT FAYNEAFE FoetE e

P / b* (kN/mm") (x10%)
P / b* (kN/mm") (x10)

(8) =So00(mm) Pty saslinene [ @ ressotmm) vea xarman
) 100 200 300 0o ° 100 o0 o o o
'(“) '(m;;‘ 400 3500 ° 100 200 300 400 800

P / b' (kN/mm®) (x10)
P / b* (kN/mm") (x10)

3 Py
. L
(e) R=2600(mum) Voa Xarman 4) R=2800(mm)  Pully meniinear 2 (1) R=1260(mm) Voa Karmas z ) R=1250(m=) Pully nestinear
n s

o o °
100 200 300 00 800 o 100 200 300 400 600 ° 200 00 800 C %
200 w00 00 800

w(mm) w(mm) w(mm) (i
mm)

de¢ o o} o
] S
=
4 P
g 8
N g
« 3 z
k]
) -
z =
N ~
2z s ~
(o) R=2000(mm)
h L h k) *=
- = - e Jo o ! (! } AOOO(-T) V.‘l Karmea R . m> R=1000(mam ) Pully noaltnear
I 200 w00 w00 o 00 o -
~(mem) —

Fig. 3.4 (Cont.) Load-deflection curves cor- Fig. 3.4 Load-deflection curves corresponding
responding to each curva- to each curvature.

ture.
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Table 3.1 Limit load and post-buckling strength of cylindrical shell roof.

[

t 10(mm) 25(mm) 50(mm) 100(mm) 150(mm) 200(mm)
Load(Def) Load(Def) | Load(Def) | Load(Def) | Load(Def) | Load(Def)

I/R kN mm kN mm kN mm kN mm kN mm kN mm
1/3000 BV* | 5.66el 8.78e2 8.12e3 7.83e4 2.88e5 7.3%5
(1/mm) | BF* |5.65¢1 8.77e2 8.07e3 7.68e4 2.79e5 7.05e5

LV* | 7.32e1(81) 9.24e2(116) | 5.52e3(157)

LF* | 7.44e1(81) 9.45e2(117) | 5.64e3(157)

PV™ |3.18¢1(206) 3.68e2(219) |3.01e3(228) -

PF* |3.65e1(201) 4.27e2(216) | 3.45e3(223) -
1/2500 BV |6.97el 1.03e3 9.20e3 8.70e4 3.18eb 7.89%5
(1/mm) BF |6.97el 1.02e3 9.15e3 8.53e4 3.07e5 7.50e5

LV [9.02e1(92) 1.17e3(130) | 7.22e3(175) | 4.02e5(234) -

LF 9.23e1(92) 1.21e3(131) | 7.48e3(176) | 4.18e3(241)

PV 14.65e1(238) 4.87e2(264) - | 3.42e3(276) | 3.59e4(285)

PF |5.60e1(224) 6.04e2(257) | 4.23e3(269) | 4.08e4(276) -
1/2000 BV ]9.10el 1.26e3 1.08e4 9.87e4 3.57e5 8.71e5
(1/mm) BF [9.11el 1.26e3 1.08e4 9.67e4 3.44e5 8.23eb

LV |1.15e2(109) 1.55e3(151) | 9.87e3(201) | 5.53e4(268) 1.54e5(333)

LF |1.19e2(109) 1.62e3(152) 1.04e4(203) | 5.82e4(272)

PV |7.64e1(258) 7.40e2(329) | 4.29e3(354) | 3.78e4(373) 1.50e5(384)

PF 19.26e1(163) 1.03e3(306) | 6.10e3(339) | 4.93e4(348)
1/1500 BV |1.31e2 1.68e3 1.36e4 1.17e5 4.11e5 9.82e5
(1/mm) BF |1.31e2 1.68e3 1.35e4 1.15e5 3.95e5 9.26e5

LV [1.53e2(135) 2.17e3(187) 1.42e4(243) | 8.38e4(325) | 2.24e5(383) |4.51e5(439)

LF |1.64e2(137) 2.36e3(189) 1.58e4(249) | 9.30e4(333) | 2.43e5(397)

PV |1.30e2(175) 1.43e3(395) | 6.76e3(499) | 4.30e4(533) 1.57e5(553) | 4.07e5(571)

PF |1.49e2(157) 2.06e3(241) | 1.28e4(406) | 7.64e4(467) | 2.35e5(469)
1/1250 BV |1.67e2 2.06e3 1.5%4 1.32e5 4.51eb 1.06e6
(1/mm) BF |1.68e2 2.05e3 1.58e3 1.295 4.34eb 9.99e5

LV |1.86e2(160) 2.60e3(222) 1.73e4(282) 1.05e5(369) | 2.86e5(434) | 5.68e5(488)

LF |[2.06e2(162) 2.97e3(225) | 2.03e4(292) 1.25e5(390) | 3.29e5(462) -

PV |1.71e2(185) 2.14e3(319) 1.05e4(594) | 5.12e4(698) 1.63e5(726) | 4.03e5(748)

PF ]2.01e2(173) 2.86e3(249) 1.97e4(333) 1.21e5(480) | 3.22e5(540)
1/1000 BV |2.20e2 2.65e3 1.96e4 1.55e5 5.11e5 1.16e6
(1/mm) BF |2.2le2 2.64e3 1.95¢e4 1.52e5 4.93e5 1.10e6

LV |2.46e2(185) 2.67e3(287) 1.65e4(382) 1.01e5(474) | 2.5e59(538) | 5.91e5(596)

LF |[2.83e2(188) - - - -

PV |2.25e2(210) 2.52e3(335) 1.52e4(480) |8.49e4(700) | 2.2e59(855) | 4.84e5(959)

PF |2.77e2(198) - - - - -

BV”* : Bifurcation Load by Von Karman

LV* : Limit Load by Von Karman

PV* : Post-buckling Strength by Von Karman

BF* : Bifurcation Load by Fully Nonlinear.
LF* : Limit Load by Fully Nonlinear.
PF* : Post-buckling Strength by Fully Nonlinear.
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Table 3.2 Limit load and post-buckling strength with simply supported condition.

t 10(mm) 25(mm) 50(mm) 100(mm) 150(mm) 200(mm)
/R Load(Def) | Load(Def) Load(Def) Load(Def) Load(Def) Load(Def)
KN mm kKN mm kKN mm kKN mm kKN mm kKN mm
‘ B\ | 8.98el { 1.20e3 9.71e3 8.37e4 2.99¢e5 7.26e5
BE | 8.98el 1.20e3 9.67e3 8.25e4 2.90e5 6.91e5
172000 | LV [9.82e1(117) | 1.40e3(158) 9.41e3(207) 5.57e4(270) 1.37e5(293) |  2.42e5(290)
(1/mm) LF 11.03e2(117) 1.48e3(160) 1.01e4(210) 5.83e4(274) 1.36e5(285) 2.31e5(274)
‘ PV :8.3591(163) 1.58e2(570) 4.35e3(567) 3.63e4(483) 5.5Te4(445) 2.73e4(452)
PF 59.2101(142) 1 2.1802(524) - 7.69e3(484) 3.69¢4(403) 3.18e4(392) 3.21e4(403)
o} & 1/2000mmel 7t Friloll Wit A% FHsto] mdth A4 SHE-MN S Fig 3
4(e) (Do} 2, vr=#1 ¥ F$-olli= Fig. 3.8(a).(b)oll LFERRATE “re] v a9 # %]l 4 $-2] Table
3.1} #o] WA 25l Aol Table 3.200 zF FAlof tigh F3teta. FHu$ 45 R /14 st s

20, W Aol A ek

e F o] HFEF FEE FAVE 26mmE L Y A 98]

fotelsit). HeetEe nAAAY 497k 2

213, Von Karman®} Fully Nonlinear?] 7 %17 45238 488 1ol

A% A

Sof 1

A7

A SR

& Fig. 3.690 hebd Za} ho] o

SR gk vk %) ¥l A Qo] Fak

1

T 25mmd
Fig 3.99 YEhyo] wlmalde) skl Me] 2 gad e u)s
YA A K} of$- ole = BE3HA ARz YL

84o) 557 WFY Aolch

5
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WOl it} o] He 7lo] ukake] XX wiel A o]

113
=

3.1.3 A7 gridoll thet & (effect of material elastoplasticity)

Zgo| 1/2000mmo] 1 A 2ol Asrolvkad S aredste] Fully
Nonlinear® s} gt 315 - ¥ 9] 7t e rell it vlai g AIE] flstke] shEd Aol Al e
2 o] Fig. 3.10(a)ek 2ol YebALE. o 7)ol A= kA 24 Al i (perfect plastic material) & ©]
Arslsln 883 ( 0,=x, in Eq. (2.20))% 340N/mm’o.2 4a}iv}. g <:3hebgat s 2
T 7} FAo st} gokste] Table 3.4 YERACE ghdut ek A vt vhad S neldh Feit

H]i13h7] 9ete] dEAH o7 FA 26mmel Z$-olut Fig. 3.10(b)oll LERNRALE. Fig. 3.10(b)ollA +

F gl vhshzrol W Z7lol 4l Aol Aol G| AlASAA Aol AT Aol vhyt

dol Mgz gAY AEH

Table 3.3 Limit load and post-buckling strength with material elastoplasticity.

t 10(mm) 25(mm) 50(mm) 100(mm) 150(mm) 200(mm)
Load(Def) Load(Def) Load(Def) Load(Def) Load(Def) Load(Def)

I/R kN mm kN mm kN mm kN mm kN mm kKN mm
1/2000 LF | 6.36e1(106) | 5.42e2(426) | 1.83e3(445) | 4.78e5(550) | 8.23e3(590) | 1.21e4(620)
(1/mm) PF | 2.53e1(190) | 2.10e2(320) | 1.47e¢3(585) | 4.64e3(630) | 8.12e3(650) | 1.21e4(650)
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Table 3.4 Critical buckling strength and ultimate strength of square plate under uniaxial compression.




DS B ol e & 5 A AesHEI AEF FEE ) &S o F vk 12 m A A%
of gy A%E 4eh4lel 4] snap-through¥lt: 49 Fig 3.119) Jehuiiizdl, shd7s

3.65} wlanshul ﬂfﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁqﬂml*“ﬂﬂ°lFﬂéﬂ%k££%ﬂ@%%%%°l%ﬂﬂ%*
A& A oF 7 vk et ue s 399l Fig. 3.4(H)9 Table 3.1(5+5 1/2000mm . €44 o] it
o 392l Fig. 3.10(a)} Table 3.4% nlisle] vyl dAldow Faahss) 3uF 2ol dA7e

—

%! Fig.

Tolg WS 4= aluh vhyRk 1Y Aol HehatEa HEF Buel Srhgol Aol FAN el o
ﬂlﬁﬁﬂéﬂabﬂm}@ﬂiﬁfnﬁ Agolis 1A ghge oF & vk

3.2 15 &3 gh= XMut3{ Il (square plate under uniaxial compression)

x3 Fig. 3.12¢9F 32 2714 (w/h=0.001) 7h

W Fol wEAAE e waxb=500%

s Mol AFR¥l Az E=21.000kg/mm”,
v=0.3, 0,=24.0kg/mm?*°] 3L Table 3. 4ol v}t}

W wpo} 7o) 77kA o] M) (A =b /NG E )it il
elafich. 2Hgaks B FRAA 2] A
S melste] 1/4vHe aledshal 5x5 Qi KL
ato] siAlstalt. Fig. 3.13(d)ell vhebad e} 3t
o] 5x5 ¢} 10X10 K aitgho 28t af 2] Az

IHH}IHI%
J
i

RENEESNEE

J

Fig. 3.12 Coordinate system of a simply support-

—
Q

ed square plate under uniaxial com-

pression. =7 E i A LA FqFe] Alolir Holal Q)
T ™7 T 2] oe T T T
. ) Elestic
| Bowe | est “ ]
g 04 | Ultimate Strength e — — — o

Ultiminate Strength

- \.
! [
S T Elstopl >\:
. .
i Elstoplastic J oz stoplastic
: — ~— [Ilastic Buckling Strength
0.2 .
Dlastic Buckling Streagth
- —0.1
0.1 -
(a) A=5.0 (t=3.38mm) 1 L (b) A=4.0 (t=4.23mm)
1 i L " A1 1
0.0 0.0 L —L - -
0 1 2 3 4 [ 0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0
w/h w/h

Fig. 3.13 (Cont.) Load-deflection curves of a simply supported square plate under uniaxial compres-
sion.

_24_



faze] ke thEg o Hel phek ol

T T T T T T T T \G 0.7 1.0 E T T T T T
Bastie -~ 1 0.9 .
- - -10.6 . Elastic 4
b J 08 [ .
Ultminste strength -
1% e Cttiminets A
4 o Strength 1
0.6 b
- - - qoe | T p——= — — — -
Elastic strength Elstoplastic o 05 Elastic Buckling Strength N
} L Elstoplastic 5x5 Vb
1% o b Elstoplastic 10X10 h
- 402 03 F h
1 02 B
o 0.1 r 1
| (¢) A=3.0 (t=5.63mm) i 0.1 - (d) A=2.5 (t=6.76mm) h
P L1 R VT S 0.0 0.0 L " 1 " ) L
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
w/h w/h
r — — —r—12 14 — : —
o Elastic ',.-"‘ 4 Elastic .- b
L WALLLL Y/ 7 e, 4
L Ultimate Strength F-.-7==——"*<""=""flastic Buckling Strength
Elastic Buckling Strength 1.0 —_— — Ultimate Strength 4
0.8
08
Elstoplastic b. Elstoplastic
406 ~ 3 4
1 S o6 | b
| Ho04 I 1
04 —
L <102 0.2
(e) A=2.0 (t=8.45mm) 4 L (f) »1.8 (t=9.389mm) ]
PO S TS S SR S N S VU SR S S S
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.8 0.8 1.0
w/h w/h

Fig. 3.13 Load-deflection curves of a simply supported square plate under uniaxial compression.

o RIS M At gle Bk 55 hRE TR HEE ki & T olvh

Al {=5.0.4.0. 3.0. 2.5. 2.0. 1.8. 1.5 tigk 2 def(Euler) o] &4 =8 = (Elastic buck-
ling stress. 0.). 94 A##-2# (Critical buckling stress. o,) @ HZ&3 (Ultimate stress. 0,)&
Table 3.40l, “12]31 o]irg Al gu] (=155 At L& Algulo] digh e 4 g diwd Ass
Fig. 3.139] LFERRRACE. o 7)ol A ¥k 3}5a8-8 & Awukg- 2o} 17 % &4 (eigenvalue problem)Z
A ekl # A Askar Qlvk v Ag &7 Qlake] g ehgh Faido] & vERER] 98 7] wiE-oll
Pow(P:abs. wi A& 988k AR HS F4sk=0l. Table 3.49 Fig. 3.13(a).(b).
o A Zhzro] Wbk Aol e HE S T o

Aatal vk Fw & shs-A A d e JAAE SESHeR ke d BE s @ag e

g
st}
o
Fu

o #71d el %ol vhebrbar Qlar. 271l A ghe] IFEo] 245 7] AR

Fig. 3.13(a).(b).(c).(d):= {=5.0. 4.0. 3.0. 2.5%1 vl H k2 o] a4 Anp2A] ghdnl 9ol A
PAFE S o] B FEEH I o] dASHA 2t Jen. 5ol Skl uket €d Fefstol A

—9K—-



2rdstel A HEo] Wil AstE|HA HEdE mdatsict. ojufe] HFS
Brh of A2 2 dolth Fig. 3.13(e)= o AL 3({=2.0)9] sts-H 10w
Mok s S AFRESH R AE S At dlen. Fo] Fg7] wFol g il M=
A3 A7k Fig. 3.13(0oll A ek 3ol Algn] 7k A=1.80]1d<] 7% Fho] ¥|w A7t o] vl-¢- =1
Alxlo] AT HESHo] dAshar, o5 FAZE QRS dovhs de g e "
zropx] Al fvk

FAZE ek IHA=5.0)2 AFZEE ko] Rl Zh7hg Stell A Aol b Aske] qF el vk ®o] A

ke
=
i)
[0
o

O
_3
o
=
=)
)
‘:
=0
)
N
)
—i -
A
o
123
>
J;m
>~
.l;
=
UJ
o

r-

it
=2
2l

O

a2

~N
)
i)
2
2
[
pe)
2
x
B
o,
o
iz

snap-through, snap-back @’o] velti= 7|8kl Bl & Al G334 S0 Y& oy

& A840l Avsh % AL Y= AR Wop o] eliko] AFH I iz AfeketHe) MY Ba A
L

AE7h rbn AnRth 4 pREe 3] AXAL FA} 27he wolis g Ao 48
23 Von Karman®] 7bdstol 44jskst Aziske] 7 %olt= zpol 7k 7408 waistgii=dl o4& 443
ol M durHoz Pals= natge] oz 4zhunl Jui o]/ Slste] gl MY oL 44

7)
83tz Zo] vighAl Zoh gy HEe B AKS mesto A wul A Ml vy Aiss et
T oAMen, dHE FAe] sl

(stress components)i’.i’r_ AAgIgto 2] SRR TE A
T A3E g4 =48 F Az

turn mapping algorithm)& djg 4- 51 HLo] WhE A4S 7b2)5x i qf o] Aol nf- «jtst

&3 dabggolet @  olvh

&
e

= ooleld Alszel waAS elshis ol uhebAsih U
oz gakshl Jelal Alsizk 3sof 7}

<
23 2dvkyl gESkA g MM consistent re-

e
I
I

duk g s} 2Bl ol ALEE W 9tz Bolut A(shell) B Al 7k
= 271A F ey ¥ (misalignment) 522 A3 z4u/B 350 et iy AHs siAd. o] ¢d-tal
A AR @ 49 3}141"0“‘3%01 o] - F8& o Algglch T3 Az 2 vERd £ Qi S

o] Jge gAY 4Astslo] domiz 47 ueld F A% Aotk ek o] w e AL W



[

Do

10)

—
—_

=
o Joh A- A i) Hgo] et

shnnel whadd Ul shelel ghak A

TS

Al s gekebA arefebar ol it olte] 84k e Heed le Abi

ot

rek

it

Hughes. T.J.R.. Cohen. M. and Haroun. M.. "Reduced and selective integration techniques in
the finite element analysis of plates.” Nuclear Engng Design. Vol. 46. pp. 203 222. 1978.

Pica. A.. Wood. R.D. and Hinton. E.. "Finite element analysis of geometrically nonlinear plate
behaviour using a mindlin theory.” Computers & Structures. Vol. 11. pp. 203 - 215. 1980.

Pica. A. and Wood. R.D.. "Postbuckling behaviour of plates and shells using a mindlin shallow
formulation.” Computers & Structures. Vol. 12, pp. 759 - 768. 1980.

Hughes. T.J.R. and Cohen. M.. "The Heterosis finite element for plate bending.” Computers &
Structures. Vol. 9. pp. 445 - 450. 1978.

ol A7k #H Y#. AL el Wyt Warping kol gk A @tk 42y ehs] ShentEs] =iy
A5 A2, pp. 29 - 38. 1992.

Washizu. K., Variational methods in elasticity and plasticity. 2nd ed.. Pergamon Press. 1975.

TN

Pinsky. P.M.. Taylor. R.L. and Pister. K.S.. "Finite deformation of elastic beams.” in Proceed-
ing I[UTAM Symp. on Variational Methods in Mechanics of Solids(S. Nemat - Nasser & K.
Washizu. eds.) Pergmon Press. pp.115 - 120. 1980.

Marsden. J.E. and Hughes. T.J.R.. Mathematical foundations of elasticity. Prentice-Hall. Inc..
Englewood Cliffs. New Jersey. 1983.

Simo. J.C. and Taylor. R.L.. "A consistent return mapping algorithm for plane stress elasto-
plasticity” . Report No. UCB/SESM - 85/04. Uni. of California. Berkeley. 1985.

Riks. E.. "An incremental approach to the solution of snapping and buckling problems’. Int. .J.
Solids and Struct.. Vol. 15. pp. 529-551. 1979.

Crisfield. M.A.. "An arc-length method including line searchs and accelerations”. Int. J. Num.
Meth. Eng.. Vol. 19. pp. 1269 - 1289. 1983.

Ramm. E.. "Riks/Wempner approach - An extension of the displacement control method in
nonlinear analysis™. in Recent advances in nonlinear computational mechanics. E Hinton et
al. Eds.. Pineridge. pp. 63 - 86. 1982.

oF odul. "thEQlel Wil dg i dk vhardl A 2 |y woksake] 7)ahe A vl e i detthEtal, vhat

BHQl =i, 1992,

_or_



@/Collection |



