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Abstract

Sandwich structures constitute basic components of advanced supersonic/hypersonic flight and
launch vehicles. These advanced flight vehicles operate in hostile environments consisting of
high temperature, moisture, and pressure fields. As a result, these structures are exposed to large
lateral pressures, large compressive edge loads, and high temperature gradients which can create
large stresses and strains within the structure and can produce the instability of the structure. This
creates the need for a better understanding of the behavior of these structures under these
complex loading conditions. Moreover, a better understanding of the load carrying capacity of
sandwich structures constitutes an essential step towards a more rational design and exploitation

of these constructions.

In order to address these issues, a comprehensive geometrically non-linear theory of doubly
curved sandwich structures constructed of anisotropic laminated face sheets with an orthotropic
core under various loadings for simply supported edge conditions is developed. The effects of
the radii of curvature, initial geometric imperfections, pressure, uniaxial compressive edge loads,
biaxial edge loading consisting of compressive/tensile edge loads, and thermal loads will be
analyzed. The effect of the structural tailoring of the facesheets upon the load carrying capacity
of the structure under these various loading conditions are analyzed. In addition, the
movability/immovability of the unloaded edges and the end-shortening are examined.

To pursue this study, two different formulations of the theory are developed. One of these
formulations is referred to as the mixed formulation, While the second formulation is referred to
as the displacement formulation. Several results are presented encompassing buckling,
postbuckling, and stress/strain analysis in conjunction with the application of the structural
tailoring technique. The great effects of this technique are explored. Moreover, comparisons with
the available theoretical and experimental results are presented and good agreements are

reported.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Overview

Sandwich type construction, due to its outstanding features(listed below), is of great promise in
the design of advanced flight and launch vehicles. In its simplest form the sandwich construction
is composed of two stiff layers (face layers) separated by a thick mid layer of low density
material (core layer). The considerable advantages offered by fibrous composite materials over
conventional materials and the need for overcoming the technical challenges involving the
design of advanced supersonic/hypersonic flight vehicles have prompted an increased use of
sandwich structures with laminated composite facesheets.

The field of sandwich construction has become popular in recent years as a result of
improvements in manufacturing techniques. Prior to modern times the prohibitive cost of
sandwich construction has limited its use. As new manufacturing techniques are now being
developed which make the use of sandwich structures financially feasible, more research work is
becoming increasingly important. The next generation of supersonic/hypersonic flight and
launch vehicles has to be designed to meet increasingly stringent performance requirements.
These flight vehicles are likely to operate in hostile environments consisting of high temperature,
moisture, and pressure fields. The temperatures under which these flight vehicles are likely to
operate range from the extreme lows of cryogenic fuels and low radiation from the sun to the
extreme high temperatures of aerodynamic heating and heat from propulsion units.

The sandwich structures encompasse a number of properties of exceptional importance
the fulfillment of the high demands imposed upon these vehicles. Among others are

High bending stiffness characteristics with little resultant weight penalty
* asmoother aerodynamic surface in a higher speed range

¢ Excellent thermal and sound insulation

* Increased strength at elevated temperatures

* Increased operational time as compared to stiffened-reinforced structures which are
weakened by the occurence of stress concentrations

Traditionally, standard sandwich type constructions were composed of a thick core separating
two identical thin metallic face sheets. This construction allowed the various load components to
be distributed in a specialized way such that the bending moments were predominantly taken up
as tensile and compressive stresses in the faces, while the core carried only transverse shear
stresses (weak core). The ability to design the faces and the core according to their specific



needs yields the high stiffness and strength per unit weight of such constructions. From this
emerges the efficiency and the success of their usage.

However, with advanced sandwich type constructions, this separation of tasks becomes
guestionable. This is the case within the advanced sandwich type construction consisting of
anisotropic fiber-reinforced laminated composite facesheets featuring symmetry/non-symmetry
properties with respect to their own midsurfaces and of a core layer capable of carrying in plane
stresses as well as transverse shear stresses (strong core).

Because these advanced sandwich structures used in high speed flight vehicles will experience
large lateral loads, large compressive edge loads, and high temperature gradients, determination
of the response to these loading conditions constitutes an issue of considerable importance
towards their rational design. This study is likely to contribute to a better understanding and
exploitation of their load carrying capacity. Such an investigation will provide among others,
important information about the character of the snap-through behavior (which is a damaging
phenomenon), the influence the initial geometric imperfections, compressive edge loads, lateral
loads, and the immovability of the edges, and the influence of a number of other geometrical and
physical parameters on the response behavior of these sandwich structures.

In spite of the practical importance of these problems, based on the information available in the
most comprehensive survey paper on sandwich structures [74], one can conclude that these
issues have not yet either been addressed or the results are very limited in scope and depth. The
study of these problems constitutes the topic of this dissertation.

1.2 Scope and Content

One of the goals of this dissertation is to develop a comprehensive structural model of
sandwich structures with anisotropic laminated composite facesheets and to study the behavior of
these structures under a variety of loading conditions, both mechanical and thermal. It is
supposed that the faces are symmetrically laminated with respect to their local midsurfaces as
well as the global midsurface, which runs through the middle surface of the core. The core will
be assumed to exhibit the weak core behavior. The assumed temperature profile will exhibit an
antisymmetric linear variation through the thickness of the sandwich panel. Finally, all edges
will be assumed to be simply supported.

The effects of the radii of curvature, initial geometric imperfections, pressure, uniaxially
compressive edge loads, biaxial edge loading consisting of compressive/tensile edge loads, and
thermal loads will be analyzed. The effect of the structural tailoring of the face sheets upon the
load carrying capacity and of the snap-through behavior will be analyzed. In addition, the effect
of the movability/immovability of the unloaded edges will be examined.

To undertake this study, two different formulations of sandwich constructions will be
developed. One of these representations is in terms of the Airy’s potential function, transversal



deflection, and two displacement measures and is referred to asixéeé formulation The
second formulation is in terms of displacement measures and is referred tadapldsement
formulation Although more difficult to handle for the problem at hand, the latter has the
advantage of allowing one to treat the sandwich panel in the most general conditions.

Results in the form of plots and tables are presented and discussed in the results and discussion
section. In addition, comparisons are made between theoretical and experimental results, cited in
the literature.

1.3 Brief Literature Review

During the last few decades a tremendous amount of research has been devoted to modeling,
analysis and manufacturing of sandwich constructions. According to the survey paper by Noor,
Burton, and Bert [74], sandwich panels were introduced into aircraft structures during World
War Il. In addition, because their light weight coupled with high stiffness, structural efficiency
and durability, sandwich panels have been widely used in shipbuilding, construction, and other
industries. First generation sandwich panels used in aircraft structures were composed of
plywood or wood pulp fiber facings in conjunction with a core made from cork, balsa wood or
synthetic materials. Newer sandwich constructions used in aircraft or spacecraft applications
consist of faces and cores composed of aluminum alloys, titanium, and stainless steel. Modern
sandwich construction consists of anisotropic laminated facesheets with either a honeycomb,
truss, or a foam core.

A substanial amount of literature exists on the subject of sandwich construction, the main
emphasis being placed on the linear theories in contrast to the nonlinear theory. This deficiency
with the nonlinear theory prompted the research involved with this dissertation. Volmir [92]
developed a linear theory for circular cylindrical sandwich panels which incorporated isotropic
facings and a transversely isotropic core with complete structural symmetry for both simply
supported and clamped boundary conditions.

Tennison and Chan [89] developed a linear theory for sandwich cylinders under axial
compression with axisymmetric imperfections incorporated into the theory. In addition, the
facings were isotropic with orthotropic cores. They presented several results as a function of
imperfection amplitude, wavelength, and core shear flexibility efficiency. They also considered
nonshear deformable cores.

Akkas [4] developed a linear theory for shallow spherical and conical shells where emphasis
was placed on the conical cap. The boundary value problem associated with an axisymmetrical,
asymmetrical, and initial postbuckling behavior of a clamped conical sandwich shell under a
uniform pressure with complete structural symmetry were introduced. The results revealed that
the buckling and initial postbuckling response of a sandwich cap are similar to the response of a
conical homogenious cap.



Rao [83] developed the force-deformation relations of a cylindrically curved symmetric
anisotropic sandwich plate utilizing Castigliano’s theorem of minimum complementary energy.
He then adopted the Raleigh-Ritz method to determine the buckling response of fiber reinforced
plastic faced curved sandwich panels under combined axial and bending loads. His results
showed that the buckling strength is maximum when the fiber orientation is aroUndtht0
respect to the circumferential direction. In addition, he showed that the buckling response is very
sensitive to the combined effect of low aspect ratio, low radius,, and bending load coefficient.
Further work has been developed in Rao and Maeyer-piening [80] where the effect of shear
loading has been integrated into the theory. Here they showed the quantitative difference
between positive and negative shear buckling loads. In addition they showed that panels of small
aspect ratios efficiently carry negative shear loads and those of large aspect ratios are able to
carry marginally higher positive shear loads. They finally showed that a fiber orientation angle of
50 degrees measured from the curved edge provides maximum shear buckling strength and that a
deeply curved sandwich shell resists larger negative shear loads while shallow shells resist larger
positive shear loads.

Kim and Hong [40] developed a linear theory to determine the buckling strengths of
unbalanced anisotropic sandwich plates with finite bonding stiffness for simply supported
boundary conditions. The theory accounts for dissimilar anisotropic laminated facings and
adhesive layers with finite bonding stiffness. As a result, the coupling effects within the facings
are accounted for. It was found that the bonding stiffness is critical for sandwich plates
composed of thin faces and a stiff core when it is smaller than the threshold value.

In contrast, Pearce and Webber [76] developed a linear theory with similar face sheets as far as
symmetry is concerned to determine the buckling strengths of flat sandwich panels with simply
supported edge conditions constructed of fiber reinforced laminated facings and a honeycomb
core, subjected to compressive edge loadings with the effect of wrinkling included within the
theory. They showed that the stiffness of the core has a substantial effect on the critical wrinkling
loads. Their theory is developed from an elasticity approach as opposed to an energy approach.
In addition they also showed that carbon fiber faced panels can be manufactured lighter than
sandwich panels with aluminum alloy facings.

Other significant contributions on the subject matter have been developed by Ko and
Jackson [41]. Their work encompassed buckling analysis of flat sandwich panels with
anisotropic laminated facings made from metal matrix composites with titanium honeycomb
cores under severe thermal environments coupled with inplane compressive edge and shear
loadings. Their solution process utilized the Rayleigh-Ritz method. The results showed that
slender rectangular sandwich panels have the most advantageous stiffness to weight ratios for
aerospace structural applications. In addition it was found that the degradation of the buckling
strength under thermal effects was faster in shear than in compression. They also found that the
buckling strength was a function of both the loading condition and the panel aspect ratio. Finally,
under the same specific weight and panel aspect ratio they showed that metal matrix composite
face sheets give higher buckling strengths than the monolithic face sheet counterpart.



In addition to the linear theories a few geometrically nonlinear theories have been developed to
aid in the advancement of the theory and application. Ebcioglu [20] developed one of the most
comprehensive nonlinear theories for flat sandwich panels encompassing most of the general
effects. His theoretical developments were approached from energy variational methods which
aided in future refinements of the theory. His theory encompassed sandwich panels with each
layer being different in thickness and anisotropic material having one plane of elastic symmetry.
Transverse shear, transverse normal strain, inertia effects, and thermal effects are all included
within his theory.

Grigoljuk and Chulkov [28] presented a nonlinear theory of sandwich shells where the faces
are constructed from different materials and thicknesses but are homogeneous and isotropic in
nature. In addition, the Kirchhoff-Love assumptions are introduced into the facings. The core
material is considered to be incompressible in the transverse direction exhibiting transversely-
isotropic properties. In addition, the inplane displacements are considered to be a function of the
transverse coordinate.

Librescu [55] presents a nonlinear theory for anisotropic sandwich plates for both weak and
strong cores where he included the body forces, the thermal effects, and the inertia effects. He
developed his theory via variational energy methods. In addition, he refines his theory for special
simplified cases.

Among all of these nonlinear theories, Fulton [26] presents one of the best developments from
a organized well thought out solution process. His approach to the theory and the solution of the
governing equations have influenced the developments in this dissertation. His theory was
generalized for shallow sandwich shells with dissimilar facesheets both from a geometrical and a
material point of view. Hamilton’s variational method is used in conjunction with the stress
potential method to aid in the solution process. The Extended Galerkin Method is utilized to
solve the governing equations. For a comprehensive literature review of sandwich structures see
Noor, Burton, and Bert [74].

2 Basic Equations

2.1 Preliminaries and Basic Assumptions

The global middle surface of the structure which is selected to coincide with the middle surface
of the core layer, is referred to a curvilinear and orthogonal coordinate sys{en1,2) . The

normal coordinatex; is considered positive when it is measured in the direction of the
downward normal. The uniform thickness of the cor@hiswhile those of the bottom and upper
faces areh’ and h", respectively. As a resultd(= h' +2h + h') is the total thickness of the

structure. For the sake of identification, unless otherwise specified, the quantities associated with
the core will be accompanied by a superposed bar, while those associated with the lower and
upper faces by a single and double primes, respectively, placed on the right or left of the
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respective quantity. In the forthcoming developments, in addition to the mid-surface of the entire
structure(the global midsurface), the mid-surfaces of the upper and lower composite facings will
also be considered in the analysis (see Fig. 2.1).

Fig. 2.1.The depiction of a sandwich-shell element.

The geometrically non-linear theory of doubly curved sandwich panels developed herein is
based on a number of assumptions, namely:

* The face sheets are constructed of a number of orthotropic material layers, the axes of
orthotropy of the individual plies being not necessarily coincident with the geometrical
axesx, of the structure.

* The thickness of the core is much larger than those of the face shee?s, 0¥, h" .

* The core material features orthotropic properties, the axes of orthotropy being parallel to
the geometrical axeg, .

* The cases of both theeakandstrongcore type sandwich structures are considered. In
the former case, the core is capable of carrying transverse shear stresses only, whereas in
the latter case, the core can carry both tangential and transverse shear stresses.

* A perfect bonding between the facesheets and between the faces and the core is
postulated.



* The core and face layers are incompressible in the transverse normal direction.

* The geometrical non-linearities, in the Von-Karman sense, together with the effect of
initial geometric imperfections are included in the model.

* The principles of shallow shell theory are applied in this study.
2.2 Displacement Field
The 3-D displacement field in the facings and the core are represented as

Bottom Face

V(% %) = Vo (%) + (%= ") o %)
Vo (% %) 2 Vo (%) + (%= (%) O<sx<h+t'h (2.1a-c)
V3% %) = V(%)

Core Layer

V(% %) =V5 (%) + i «( %)
Vo(Xg %) =V (%) + X o %) (h<x<h) (2.2a-c)
Va (X, %g) = V()

Top Face

"V, %) 2 V(%) + (%t a iy (%)
V(X %) 2 Vo (%) +(%+'afw,( %) Ch-h <x<-h (2.3a-c)
V3 (X0 %) =" V(%)

In these equationdy,, .y’ v, @', andV, .7, denote the tangential displacements and the
shear angles of the points of the mid-surface of the bottom and upper faces and of the core,
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respectively. In additiona’(= h + h/2) and a"(= h + h'/2) denote the distances between the
global mid-surface and the mid-surfaces of the bottom and top facings, respectively.

Fulfillment of the kinematic continuity conditions at the interfaces between the core and the

facings is expressed mathematically as

(2.4a-d)
/Vl

X3:h

And when used in conjunction with Egs. (2.1) - (2.3), results in the following expressions of the
3-D displacement components.

Vi(Xg s %) = €10 ) +11( %)+ ( %— é‘)wll( %)
Vo (Xg %) = Eo(%)+N,04) + (%= &)W/ ¥)p H<xg<h+H) (2.5a-c)
V3 (X1 %) = Va( %)

V(%6 = E06) -2 W00 L ()]

;
s/ n06) =3[ a0 ()]
V(% %) = &%) =2 Wa05) W, ( 9]+ (h<xsh) (2.6a-0)
/M n200) 3 W00 W 0x)])
Vs (% X5) = Va(%;)

"Vi(%, %) = &10%) = N1(%) + ( %+ @) ( %)
"V (Xg %) = E,0%) —N206)+ (%+ @) 'h( %) th-"hsx<h  (2.7a<)
"Vi( Xy, %) = Va( %)



In these equations, the newly defined 2-D tangential displacement megs(xgs,) and
Na (X, %,) are

E=(Vi¥ V)2, &=k Vv)/2

. . . . (2.8a-d)
’71:(/V1 - Vl)/z 1 ’72:/( V"= Vz)/2

Hence, it can be seen that the 2-D displacement measures reduce to

&1(Xq, X2), € 2(Xqy X2)s M1 (X X2), N (X4, %), Vo %, Xz),/wl ( % X2)|/¢’2 ( % )9’//4]1 (% %

//wZ(Xl'XZ)

2.3 Strain Displacement Relationships

Assuming that the structure features a stress-free initial geometric imper‘tg"c(ta)vg(xa)) and

in conjunction with the strain-displacement relationships, in a 3-D space, in the Lagrangian
description, adopting the concept of small strains and moderately small rotations [58] and the
principles of shallow shell theory, one obtains the 3-D strain quantities in terms of the 2-D strain
measures which are expressed as

Bottom facings

/

€1~ €t (Xg—a)k

'€= £t (Xg— @)K o, (hs xg< h+'h)
2 €,= Vit (Xz— a)K 1,

2'€3= Vi3 2 €5 Vo3

(2.9a-e)



Core Layer

(2.10a-e)

Upper facings
"e T £yt (xgt'a JK oy
ezzé 822+(X3+//a jK 22 (__h//_ h < X3S __r)
Zuelzzﬂ Vi (X3t a )k o,

Y /) Il I —
2'€e3= Vi3 2 €357 Vo3

I

(2.11a-e)

In these equationg,;, €,,, £15(E Y 15/2),and €,5(E ¥ 13/2), € 4= Y ,42) denote the 2-D
tangential and the transverse shear strain measures, respectively. Their expressions in terms of
the 2-D displacement measures are displayed in Appendix 1.

When the Love-Kirchhoff hypothesis is adopted for both the upper and bottom facings, Egs.
(2.5)-(2.7) can be specialized in the sense of

W, =y, =-vg/0x, (2.12)

Furthermore, for a symmetric sandwich structure, one should stipulate

h=H =h ‘a="a(=g=h+ I (2.13)
2.4 Stress-Strain Relationships

It should be recalled that within the 3-D geometrically non-linear elasticity theory, the
constitutive equations are described by linear relationships between the second Piola-Kirchhoff
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stress and the Lagrange strain tensor components [58]. As a result, for an anisotropic material
featuring monoclinic symmetry and the consideration of the temperature and moisture effects,
the generalized Hooke's law for a constituétti layer of the bottom face sheets can be
expressed as

'S, /611 /(512 : QlG ‘e /{‘ f
'Syt =|'Qu Q! Qx| 1'e - //A\2 T-3'ft,p M (2.14a,b)
'S, . 'Qe Q' Qg ‘ 26, A [

{/523} :/K2|:/Q44 /Q45} {2/923}
'S K 'Qis ' Qss K 2'e;
In these equationsg; denotes the second Piola-Kirchoff stress tensor,

A QsQ
Q=g

]denotes the reduced elastic moduli,
33

}\J =A, —%)\33] denotes the reduced thermal moduli,
33

RENE —%u%] denotes the reduced moisture moduli,
33
and

T(=E T(x,, %))and M(= M(X, , X)) represent the excess temperature and moisture with respect
to the stress free temperature and moisiyend M, , respectively. Herein, the index | takes on

the values 1, 2, or 6 when the index J assumes the values 11, 22, or 12, respectively. The
generalized Hooke’s law for the core and the upper face is obtained by replacing single primes
with a superposed bar and double primes, respectively.

An anisotropic material featuring a monoclinic symmetry can be simulated by an orthotropic
material whose axes of orthotropy are rotated with respect to the geometrical axes of the
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structure. The associated elastic, thermal, and moisture mo:‘g;]uliﬁJ ,and [1,, respectively,

can be expressed in terms of their associated counterparts in the on-axis configuration and the
ply-angles by which the principle material axes are rotated with respect to the geometrical ones.
These relationships are displayed in Appendix 2.

2.5 Stress and Stress Couple Resultants

Consistent with the concept of shallow shell theory, the stress resultants and stress couples
associated with the bottom facings can be represented as

(x3),

{Nig, Mg} = Z_[(XSH( Saﬁ)k{l,(>§/_ 6)} d

(2.15a,b)
" (xa),
v = J (' Sip), o (a,.8=12)
= (X3)k—1
and the ones associated with the core as
o h
{Nog: Mg | = _[ Sip{l %} dx (@,8=12)
-h
(2.16a,b)

h
Ngs = J Saﬁ dx
-h

The stress resultants and stress couples for the upper facings can be obtained from Eqs. (2.15a,b)
by replacing single primes by double primeg, by -a’ and n’ by n”’. Herein, n’and

n’’ denote the number of constituent layers of the bottom and upper facings, respectively, while
(X3)« and(x3),_, denote the distances from the global reference surface (coinciding with that of
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the core layer) to the upper and bottom interfaces ditthiayer, respectively. These definitions
of the stress and stress couple resultants are similiar to the ones in references [55] and [57].

2.6 Constitutive Equations

Substituting Egs. (2.14) into Egs. (2.15) results in the constitutive equations for the bottom
face sheets. These expressions are

"Ny = A+ A ot Aly (# B 1+ El 3'ER 1n

_/NlTl_/ Nﬂ (1: ?
"Npp = At 1t Pof oot Al 15F Ef§ 1F El 23 Efg 12
NN
"Nyg K2[ Aglf o5+ Asy o]
"Nps= KZ[ A 23+ Ay 1?] (2.17a-)
"My =Epgn+Ef ot Bl o FiE it Flo ' FhG 12 (1 2)

="M, # MJ
"My, =Ejf 1t Exf ot Ecy 1 Fas 1F Fis 55'F i 10

M+ M,

The stiffnesses and the thermal and moisture stress and stress couple resultants appearing in Egs.
(2.17) are defined as

! (XS)k
{%’Bw’Dw}:ZJ( | (Qup) (1%, %) s (@.p=1,2,6)
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0 o(xa),
A, = KZZJ' (Q |J)d>§ (1,J=4,9
= ¥ (X3) 1

EL,=B,-a A, (2.18a-h)

Fl, =D, ~24 B, +'a”A,

N T c (XS)k B
N = ZJ (Aap), T (@,8=12)

If the facesheets feature full symmetry about their respective local mid-suﬁggg 0. The

expressions of the stiffness quantities, the stress resultants, and the stress couples for the upper
facings can be formally obtained from Eqgs. (2.17) and (2.18) by replacing single primes by

double primesa’by —a’, andn’by n’’.

For the core considered as an orthotropic body (the axes of orthotropy coinciding with the
geometrical axes), the constitutive equations are given as

N11 = ZH[GME 1t 6.12_‘3 1; - _NT11_ T\|”11 (12 2)
N1, = 2h Qs 1,
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Ny; = 2hK®QsY 15 (2.19a-e)
Mn = (2/3)HS[QL1’?11+ 6117 22] - mT11_ mnr1]1 (1 2)

M12 = (2/ 3)53666’? 12

here the thermal and moisture stress and stress couples are defined as

h
(N;B , M;B) = J(l XS)Xaﬁ Tdx
-h
(a,8=12) (2.20a,b)

h
(N5 5= | 150 i

In Egs. (2.17), (2.18), and (2.19K? and K? are referred to as the shear correction factors
associated with the facings and the core, respectively.

3 Equations of Motion/Equilibrium and Boundary Conditions

3.1 Hamilton's Variational Principle

Hamilton's variational principle is used to derive the equations of motion/equilibrium and the
associated boundary conditions of the theory of shallow sandwich shells. Hamilton's variational
principle may be stated as

6J=5J.(1U—W—T)dt (3.1)

0
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where tyand t, are two arbitrary instants of time, U denotes the strain energy, W denotes the
work done by surface tractions, edge loads, and body forces, and T denotes the kinetic energy of
the 3-D body of the sandwich structure, whildenotes the variation sign.

3.2 Strain Energy

The strain energy stored in a 3-D elastic body can be expressed as

U :EJ‘GU g; dr (3.2)
2 T

It should be stressed that the total strain energy, in a sandwich structure, is simply a summation
of the strain energies in the upper and the lower faces and in theAsogeresult, one can

expressdU as

1 h+H h -h
aJZEJ ’SJ-é%*f_'f»fSTje*j S| dxa (,15123) 33
o n -h _h_h/l

Herein, the usual summation convention over a repeated index is emplgygehotes the

second Piola-Kirchhoff stress tensor amdienotes the undeformed mid-surface of the sandwich
shell. Upon discarding the moisture effects, an alternative fordJafhich will prove useful in

the next developments is given by

(3.4)
h

h+n
U :%5.[ {-[ (Qhpan s 0 =2 o T dé(+J' Qs sty Tp) ox

—-h-n'

Ao . N
"'J' (Qaﬁwpéaﬁ_%)p —2A 45 TG +st3_§3_o‘?3) di} a
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where the Greek indices assume the values 1 and 2 and the usual summation convention over a
repeated index is employed. For the case of the weak core, the underlined term should be
discarded. In addition,

Q3333

Qaﬁwp(z QCX,BOJp - M] and /A\aﬁ(z )\0[3 _%Aeﬁj (35a,b)

denote the modified elastic moduli and thermal compliance expansion coefficients, respectively.
One also assumes that the reduced elastic and thermal coefficients are temperature independent.

3.3 Kinetic Energy
The contribution of kinetic energy in Hamilton’s variational principle can be expressed as

ty ty h+h h —-h
to| Yo |Jh -h ~-h-n"

to 0

Here, in conjunction with Hamilton’s conditiody; = Oatt =t,t;.

3.4 Work Done by External Loads

The work done by external loads is given as

h -h -h-n'

h+h h -h
a\N=‘[UpHi6\4drs+ij6Vdg+jpHéi\/dg] d+stivm (3.7)
o Q

S

P denotes the mass densié(,: § n represents the components of the stress vector prescribed
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on the partQ of the external boundar@, n are the components of the outward unit vector
normal to Q, whileH; denotes the components of the body force vector. The work due to
external loadings can be cast as

W = 5\/\é + 5V\é (3.8)

where W is the variation in the work due to body forces &g is the variation in the work

due to external loadings. The variation in the work due to external loadings can also be expressed
as

OWE = OWE +OW, (3.9)

where W, is the variation in the work due to edge loads &g is the variation in the work
due to lateral loads. The variation in the work due to lateral loads is given as

l, ply
OWg =J- Joe(xl, %)0 g dx dx (3.10)
0 Jo

The variation in the work due to the edge loads consists of the contributions from both facings
and the core. This can be expressed as

W = 5V\éL + 5“& + 5V\/é/L (3.11)

where each contribution is detailed as
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Bottom Facings

Iy
AW, :J- {/ N0 Vo + Npd i+ Nog' V! Mp9'wr 3 MA'y } dxg
0

| (3.12)
2 ~ ° ~ o ~ ~ ~
J- {/N115/V1 +INg AV + N & Vi My’ #' M 'y } dx
0

Using the following relations

/Vlo =&+,
N, =&, +n, (3.13a-c)
/Vs = V3

The AW, can be expressed as

(3.14)
I _ _ _ _ _ _ _
W, :J' {/ N,,08 5+ Ny 5+ Nog& #' Nodn #/ Ngvg' Mgy’ ' M é#’/}ldxt
0
I» _ _ _ _ _ _ _
J' {/N115 Ny Ny # N o+ Ngvs' M gu'+' M é‘l’/}zdx 2
0
Core Layer
W, :J' {N225V2 + N, OV + Nod Vot Mpd 5+ MU }1 dx
0 (3.15)

o - - - -
J {N115V1 + N OV, + N9Vt Moy + M99 }dxz
0

19



Using the following relations

/ 1
h h
L =&~ —/4’1"' _le
/ //
h, h
» =6y — ‘/’2 —//4/2
”h (3.16a-d)
v, :% v
/ //
_Ny_ 'hy hy
W2 Fl 4Fl (»UZ 45 L»UZ
AW, can be cast as
(3.17)

21 '\Zzz = 'h = 'h / = 'n

M, = N22552+ N 206 1+ n 5’71"' n on, - N21Z+ leﬁ o'+ N y—
Il / / I I

—My, j&/’ (szz"' M, 45]&!’ 2 ( 22_4_ M zzzj&/’”z"‘ N Qv }dx il

sz{ 12 11 = 'h = 'h / =
N 0¢ , + N11551 —==0N, +—="0n,; - (le_"' Mlz_—]&l’ 2+(N 12~
. h h 4 4

~ //h ~ /h ~ /h //h ~ //h ! ~
My, 5¢’ N114+M114ﬁ5¢’+N114_M11?5¢’1+N1§V dx ,

Upper Facings

5//\/\/EL J /1 N225//V2 +// N216// V1+// Nz§ \// +// M2§¢’H 1l Mzé‘l’//]} de‘
(3.18)

P
J {// Nlléllvlo +// leé//V;+// Nlé\/é +// I\"'/Iléwlll_i_/l I'\"/I 1§¢’//} dX2
0
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Using the following relations

//Vlo =¢é—-n
Ny =&,-n, (3.19a-c)
//Vs =V3
AW, can be modified as
(3.20)
I
&Nléll_ :J- {N N0 5= N N,.0n 2"'// N,P¢ N N,on # ! N2§V§N Mé‘l’// Y §BUN}. dx
0

P _ N _ _ _ N _
+J {NN11551_HN1@7 'NE N ' Ngvs' Mg’ #' M é‘l’l/} dx ,
0

The total variation in the work due to the edge loads can now be expressed as

(3.21)

S S

l1
MW, = J' {N125§1+ N225§2+ N 5’71"' n 201, - 1254’/1 225¢’ o H 9+

>

+ng25¢"2’ +N 2V 3} dx,

A

I, 2 A
~ ~ L L ES ES S
+J' {Nllé 1+ NHE 2"'_',—11 on, "'_%2 on, = Hy0 /1_ H125’~/’/2+ H 1§¢’//1
0

+ H~125‘/’ /2/ + N~1§V3}dxz
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3.5 Equations of Motion/Equilibrium
3.5.1 The Mixed Formulation

From Eq (3.1), considered in conjunction with Eqgs. (3.3) and (3.7), and the strain-
displacement relationships, Egs. (2.9)-(2.11), carrying out the integration with respegct to

integrating by parts wherever possible, using the expressions of global stress and stress couple
resultants (to be defined later), and invoking the arbitrary and independent character of variations

5&,, 68,, dnq, dn,, owh, ow'y, sy, sy’ , and dv, the equations of motion/equilibrium and
the boundary conditions are derived as

011 Nyt Np,=0
0,1 Ny,+Np;=0 (3.22a-i)
oy ¢ Lyt Ly~ Nyg=0
Oy + Lyt Lz~ Nyg=0
Sy, "A|111"'|'A|122"'le_(h /4H)N13:0
o'y : |'A|22,2"'|:|121"'’\r23_(h /4E)N23:0
Sy |:|111+|:|122+|\/113+(h /4E)N13:O
Syl |:|22,2+|:|121+|\/i23_(h /4E)N23:O
g N11(V311+ V3t Y RJ)"‘ 2 N1£ VgisF V;,12)+ sz(V3 20t Vot Rz)

+ Nyg1+ Nogo+t 3= m,

Herein]/R, and 1/ R, denote the principal curvatures of the global mid-surface, denotes

partial differentiation with respect to surface coordinatgsand g;denotes the distributed

transversal load. In the above equations of motion/equilibrium only the transverse inertia term
was retained. In addition, these equations are expressed in terms of the global stress resultants
and stress couple resultants defined as
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Ny, = N/11+ Ny, + Mll 1(2 )

Ly, =h(Nj; = Ny )+ My, 102 )

Ly, = (N, = Npp) + My, (3.23a-)
Hyy = (' /4)(Nyy + Myy/R) = My, r2)

Ay, = (W /8Ny + My/F) - My,

Ay = (0 /4)(Nyy = My/R)+ My, L2

A, = (0 /)Ny - My/B)+ My,

The associated boundary conditions at the edgeconstant fi = 1,2) result in

N, = N, or £, =&,
N, = N, or i = Et
bon = Lo o o =1 (3.24a-k)
Lo = Lot or e =1y
Hon = Ho or Y=,
|_Alnt = ﬁnt or g =7,
o = oy o yh =0,
|flnt = ﬁnt or gy =,
o = oy o yh =0,
|flnt = ﬁnt or gy =,
Nnt(VS,t + V;,t)"' Nnn( Vont \oén)"' Ng= Ng or %=\

Here the subscripts n and t are used to designate the normal and tangential in-plane directions to
an edge and hence,=1whent =2, and vice-versa. There are nine boundary conditions which
means that the governing equations are of the eighteenth order. Several special cases associated
with these equations will be displayed next.
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Special Cases
Case I) The discarding of transverse shear effects in the facings

In the case of thin facings or when the constituent materials feature large transverse shear
characteristics, the Love-Kirchhoff hypothesis can be adopted for the facings. In this case, using
the variational principle, Eqg. (3.1), in conjunction with Eq. (2.12), the equations of
motion/equilibrium become

00 Ny + Ny =0

0,1 Nyt Ny 1:_0 (3.25a-¢)

oyt Lypatlip,=Ngg=0

Oyt Lappa+Llip—Np=0

w3 N11(V311+ Vauty RJ)"'Z N1£ Vgt \()/,31)2"' Nz(z Vat Vabl F?z
_Cz(N1111+2N1212+ N, 23"’(1"' Cl_h)( Nyt N 23)2"‘ Mu#2M b

+Mops o+ 03= My Vs

The associated boundary conditions become

= By o 6ok,
N, = Nnt or £, = Et
Lo = Lo or Mo =My
L, =L, or n. =7,
Cy N = My = G Nyy= M, or .= % (3.26a-f)
Nt (Ve + Var )+ Noo( Vo + Vo) + My or w="Y

-G, Nnt,t + Mnt,t + an
In this case, the global stress and stress couple resultants are reduced to
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Ny, = Nil+ Ny, + N/1/1 1(2 )

Niz = Nyg
Ly, =h(Ng; = N§)+ My, 102 ) (3.27a-f)
Lo = h(Niz_ N/1/2)+ M,
My ="M +'M - (C 1/5) My, 1L2)
Myp="M 1+ "M 5~ (C ]/ﬁ) M,
where
C,=(H+# )4 G=(h“n)/a (3.28a,b)

In this case, there are six boundary conditions required at each edge. This reduces the order of
the governing equations to the twelfth order.

Case Il) Weak(Soft) Core Sandwich Shell with Symmetric Faces

If the core is capable of carrying only transverse shear streE@gs,and Maﬁ become

immaterial. In this case, the equations of motion/equilibrium, the stress and stress couple
resultants, and the associated boundary conditions can be further simplified. In addition, if the
faces are symmetric with respect to the global mid-surface, enh/2 andC, =0. As a

result, the equations of motion/equilibrium modify as

o, Nijp+Nyjp,=0
ok, N,,,+N,,,=0
: 22 Tt (3.29a-€)
oy i Lyatlip=Ngs=0
an, : L22,2+L121_N23:0
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N : N11(V3.11+ Vau+l R])+ 2 N1£ Vait Vaibt

sz(Vazz"' Vos 2ty Rz)"'(l"' '7{2_@( Nyt _N23)+

M1 +2M o+ M g0t 0 =MV

The associated boundary conditions simplify to

N, = N, or £ =&,
N, = N, or £ =&
Lo = o 0=,
L, =L, or n, =1, (3.30a-f)
M, =M, or Vg = Vgp
Nm(vg,t + v;t) + Nnn( Vot V3,n) + Mann or %=\
+2M e +(1+h/20) Ng = My + N,
The global stress and stress couple resultants reduce to
Ny = Njg+ Ny 12 )
Ny, = Ny + Ny,
Ly = F‘( N1, = N{ll) 12)
B (3.31a-f)
Lo = h( N/12 B MIZ)
My = M+ MY, 1(2 )

— ! "
My, = M, + M3,

At this point it should be recalled that two formulations of governing equations will be
presented. One of these is in terms of a Airy’s function and three 2-D displacement measures,
while the other one is in terms of the 2-D displacement measures. These two formulations will be
referred to as the mixed formulation and the displacement formulation, respectively.
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3.5.2 The Displacement Formulation

For the purposes of this dissertation, the displacement formulation has been utilized to develop
the governing equations for a sandwich structure exhibiting the following properties: The faces
are symmetric with respect to their mid-surfaces as well as the global mid-surface, the faces are
of an anisotropic material, and the core exhibits the strong type behavior. The thermal terms have
also been included for the analysis of the thermomechanical behavior. From Eg. (3.1),
considered in conjunction with Eq. (3.4) and Eq. (3.7), using the strain displacement
relationships Egs. (2.9)-(2.11) considered in conjunction with Eqgs. (2.12) and (2.13), carrying
out the integration with respect to,and integrating by parts wherever feasible utilizing Egs.

(2.18), and invoking the independent character of variatiéhs &&,, on,, on,, &v,, the
governing equations in terms of displacement quantities are obtained as

(3.32a)
&
/\11{5111+V31V311 Va3t VaYar (Y R) }1"'/\ ég 136 2t VY gh
HV31Va0+ VaNg1ot VaVgost Vad ard V,3¥,3}2+/\ {1§ b V¥ gt Vg% 31
+3,V31,~ (I Ry) V3]}_ Al&zf 12+ Eo11H Vg N 315t 2V ¥ 3158 2V 3¥ 313 V 3Y 311
V3,Va11+ VaVa1~ (Y R) Vs} Azg 208 VaNas Va¥adh V¥ am

(]/Rz V32} N111 NIZ »=0

(3.32)
P
/\22{5222+V32V322+V329/3 V¥ 305 (Y Rpv, }"'/\ ég 211 1h VM st
V3 oVa11F Va Vot VaNaaft Vadard V,3é’,3}1‘"/\ {5 b VM g Vo o
+V;,1V312_(]/R1)V32}_ Azézg 2177 & 10 2V ¥ 31 2V 3 35 2V Y 3h V 3Y 32
+V31Va20+ VaVa 2~ (Y R) VS}_ Aléf 11t VaMatt VaVah VY

(]/Rl)vs,l}_ Ngzz N12 1=0
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(3.32¢)
2hh hh
%6 QZ V3 122 '

n hﬁQ n n
AVEUERT R Tlvs,lll +A 66{’7 12211 2 1:} + V3100 T N 147 5107

A16{2’7112+’7 21]}"‘ Al ;0 d {’7 i aV,3}L_(]/_h) NTllT(:V—ﬁ Al\I;sz 0

(3.32d)
on,:
2hh Q

A Q.
V112 + A 1J] 107 3 Vaiot

A26{2’72,12+’7122}+ Afl 110 d {’7 Vil aV,3}—(ZI,/_h) NT,z 25(1/7) A’\T;sz 0

R hhO R
Nooll 520+ %Vs,zzz +A 66{’7 2111 11} +

(3.32¢)
Vs

/\11{511V311+E Va1t (V2Va¥a + (YD VanaViot ¥y Vas Yot Vg 1 VGt (1 F’[E 1

. . hhQ

+(1/2)V3, + Vg Vg = VaVg 11— VaVgyi— V4 R}} - 3Q11 {Mannt (W2)Var1ad + A fE ¥ 5,04
&2 Va20+ (Y2)V52Va00 + (Y D Va20Va ot Vap Voo Vg ot VooV, Vaost (¥ RE[CT 2#(19 37
2V3,1V3 V1% 2V3 Vg Vgt (Y R){E 1€ 21 Va¥ad VeV V¥ 52 VY a2 VY ]3}12

"'A26{252,2V312 +28, N30t E ¥ 30t E pY 303 E 1Y 3 E M abV o Fo V¥ Yot

hhQ
3%2 {’72,222+(h/2)V32222}+/\ 6({25 1Y 315 Z 5 310

+ 28, Na1pt 28 5N 310t VgV 3 ¥ 313 2V 3Y 3¥ 335 2V oY 3Y b 2V 3\ 3Y o
. . - 1 2hhQy .
2V31V3 V310t 2V 1\é,2V312} T3 {’71,122 + 1 31127 OV 31154 + A 1{5 N3dd M
EaVant €N gt (Y2V 3 Wa s (Yo But (12N But (12 Vi €ot+ ¥ ¥y Yoo
+V35V3Va11t+ V3Vs Vg ost VaVaVan+ (Y R])[E 22t (YD Ve o Vo= V6 oom \é\ézg

. . 2 hhQ
+(]/R2)[EL1+(]/2)V?’;1+ V1K1~ 31— 35 11_ RlvFSQZ}_ ?)le {’71,122 o110t

V3 2Va2 = VaV320~ VaVaos V4 Rl} -
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(h/Z)V3,1122}+ A16{2£ 131t % 11’ 317 ¢ 1Y 3t ¢ oM shé 1\é S é/l 1V, 3?2 31
Va1aVa1+ Va1VaoVannt VaiVaoVaiit VaVa Vot VaNaNah Va¥ad ghy VaYa¥ 3
VaiVaaVazot VaVaNaost VaVaNaof VaVa¥ah VaYa¥ aho Vay a¥ $2 V 3% ¥ au
+2V3 V3 V3 10+ (Y Rz)[f 124 & o Vaar FiVanu VaYgh VoY 52 VY 572 V ¥ ]z}lz
—FaoV32000= 2F 13 311057 4F ¥ 31115 4F % 3102 4F ¥g 311520 5{5] , Hiav }3‘1’1 d %’3 ,
aV3,22}+ s~ NL{ V311t \;311"' v R)}_ Nz{ V3zh ilszi' R)}_ 2 N{ Vi OV }12_
NlTj,l{Val"' V°31} 22{V32+ v } 12{1V3§' V} 12{2 31 V}l a1 M 225

_2M1T2,12 =0

It should also be noted that the fifth equilibrium equation, Eqg. (3.32e) has been simplified
with the use of the first two equilibrium equations, Egs. (3.32a,b). This has been accomplished
from the fact that the first two equilibrium equations can be identified in the last equilibrium
equation. Since these equilibrium equations are homogeneous, this results in all of the terms
contained within these two equilibrium equations summing to zero. It should also be mentioned
that Eq. (3.32e) contains terms involving the squares of the imperfection. For the case of small
imperfections, which is usually the case, these terms can be discarded. The associated boundary
conditions are:

N, = Nnn or ép = En
N, = N, or & =¢
Lon = Lo or N, =1,
L, =L, or n, =1, (3.33a-f)
M, =M, or Van = Vg,
(VSt +V3t) (V3,n+ \oén)"' Monnt or b=

2M ¢ +(a/h) Npg = My + Ng

The stiffness coefficients appearing in the equilibrium equations are defined as
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Ny = A +2hQyy (12
Nip = Ap+2hQy,
Nes = Ags+2h Qgq

A PR . 3.34a-f
N = A11+(2h/3) Qu (1”2 ( )
Alz = At (Zﬁ/3)612
/\66 = Ags t (25/3)666

where the global mechanical stiffness measures are defined as

:/ +// (Ol),p:l, 2’ 6)

Foo /A”’ ) Ao (3.35a,b)
Fop = Fap *' Fup

If both the upper and bottom face sheets are symmetric with respect to their local and global
mid-surfaces, then

/ -y
Poo = Fup (3.36a,b)

/ 1
Foo = Fup

The global thermal stress and stress couple resultants appearing in the governing equations are
defined as

Niy = Ni+ N NGy 12

N1Tz:/N1T2+// N7,

N = H(/ Np, NlTl) 12

AT T T B T (3.37a-f)
Ny, = h( Nip~ le)

MlTl:/ M 1T1+// M Il—(h/Zﬁ)ML (122

AT _iaaT o aaT
M= M+ My,
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and

_2K’Gy

d
! h

1-2) (3.38)

A more direct method to obtain the governing equations in terms of displacements consists of
expressing the global stress and stress couple resultants in terms of displacements and then
substituting these expressions into the equations of equilibrium.

3.6 Boundary Conditions

The case of simply supported boundary conditions on all four edges will be considered next.
Having in view, that in geometrically nonlinear problems of plates and shells the bending and
stretching problems are coupled, the boundary conditions concern both bending and tangential
contributions. The formulation of the tangential boundary conditions gives rise to two tangential
types of boundary conditions, which are movable and immovable edge conditions. These
correspond to the cases when the motion of the unloaded edges is either unrestrained or
completely restrained, respectively, in the plane tangent to the structure’s midsurface, normal to
the respective edge. As a result, the following two cases become apparent.

Case l) The edges x= constare loaded in compression and freely movalsighis case,
along these edges, the following conditions have to be fulfilled.

=0, n,=0, n,=0, M_,=0 =0 (3.39)

nn

Case ll) The edges, = constare unloaded and immovable this case, along these edges,
the following conditions have to be fulfilled.

§&=0 N,=0, n,=0 1n,=0 M, =0 V=0 (3.40)

As stated earlier, the subscripts n and t are used to designate the normal and tangential in-plane
directions to an edge and henoes 1whent = 2, and vice-versa.
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The condition expressing the immovability of the eddgess 0 on , is fulfilled in an average
sense expressed as

L
J J idxnd>g 0 (3.41)

This condition, in conjunction with the expression Eré[ andsll, Egs. (5.2a) and (5.4a), and in

conjunction with the constitutive equations provides the fictious edge lﬁ)rp,dendering the
edgesx,, = const, immovable.

In addition, the following tangential static boundary conditions, Egs. (3.39a,b) and (3.40b) are
fulfilled in an average sense. These are expressed as

LI
J-Nnndxt == Nnn Ln
0

n=1 2
(t: > J Z , (3.42a,b)

n,t

where N,,, denote the compressive edge loads on the exigeD, L,. The signy indicates no
n,t

summation over the indices n and t.

4 The Thermomechanical Postbuckling Solution of the Governing
Equations

The basic equations necessary for the thermomechanical postbuckling solution have been
presented except for the compatibility equation. The next task is to solve the equations to
generate the postbuckling solution. The method of solution is different for each of the two
formulations. It should be mentioned that for this case within the mixed formulation the
temperature effects have been neglected. For this case only the mechanical postbuckling solution
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is presented. This results from the mathematical limitations on the use of the stress potential
method. Since all of the general effects can be introduced with the use of the displacement
formulation, the desired temperature effects have been included in this formulation.

4.1 Airy’s Potential Function Involving the Mixed Formulation

A representation of the governing equations most suitable for the buckling and postbuckling of
sandwich shell type structures for the case of a weak core with cross-ply laminated faces being
both symmetric with respect to both their local midsurfaces and the global mid-surface will be
utilized. This representation can be seen as a generalization for the case of sandwich shells used
in the case of shear deformable shallow shell theory [59] as well for flat sandwich structures
[55]. For the case considered here, the representation is presented in terms of the Airy’s potential
function @(x,, X,), the transverse displacemevy, and the displacement measurgsandn, .

The Extended Galerkin Method will be the chosen method to arrive at a postbuckling solution.
The Extended Galerkin Method consists of retaining the unfulfiled equation(s) of

motion/equilibrium and the boundary terms in the energy functional, substituting in the

appropriate functions in which the unfulfilled equations of motion/equilibrium and boundary

terms are expressed in terms of, multiplying by the variation in the coefficients of each of the
unfulfilled expressions, and finally, integrating over the domain. The advantage in using the
Extended Galerkin Method consists of the compensation of the non-fulfillment of static
boundary conditions via retaining these in the energy functional.

The equilibrium Egs. (3.29a,b) can be fulfilled by expressing the stress resultants in terms of
the Airy’s potential functionp(= ¢(x,,)) in the following form

Nug = Coew SaoPep (4.1)

where c,; denotes the 2-D permutation symbol. The first two equilibrium equations being

eliminated establishes a need for a compatibility equation involving the tangential strain
measures to be established and fulfilled. By eliminating the displacements from the strain
displacement relationships, a compatibility equation can be obtained. For weak core doubly
curved sandwich panels this equation is

11201 € 22117 Y 1215F (2/R)v 3 #+(2/R )zV,31T 2\;,31‘5 2¥11 ¥ppt 2 <é11 o 4 \é12°V312
+2V311V32,= 0
(4.2)

where
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_J I Lo I _
E11= Ent €11 €5 E5t €9 VuTr Y 13 Y 12 (4.3a-c)

By performing a partial inversion of the constitutive equations, Egs. (2.18a,b), Eq. (4.2) can be
expressed in terms of the basic functions mentioned above. Having this in view these
formulations considered in conjunction with Eq (4.1) , the compatibility equation can be

expressed as

AQDZ(p,1111+ A?ﬂ’, 2oost (Aggh 2 ADJM’, 128 (2 R)V 355(2 R),v 3732 % 31231 Yoot (4.4)

2V311V3 20+ 2V3 V305~ 4V ¥ 317 O

where the stiffness quantitieAEﬁ represent the inverted counterparts Af;. The remaining
three equilibrium equations, Egs. (3.29c,d,e) expressed in terngs Qf, n,,and v; appear as
follows

(4.5a-c)
ANt Adl 21t Al 1208 (A Al 232AH 1 Albs, 2% d(’?l tiav )ﬁo

Aol 220t Aodl 120t Al 211 (A1 Al 1132 A s 21 Alls, 1‘11d(’7z +tpav )330

§0,22(V311+V°311+]/ R])‘Z(P, 1;(V312+ Vaht @, {1V.32'£ Vbl R)z‘ F N 311
2(Fyp + 2Fge)V 31100~ F o) 3000 d @(n a1t aV,3)1+ d é’? 2% av 3)25' q=0

Within the mixed formulation, eqs (4.4) and (4.5a-c) constitute the governing system of
equations. To facilitate the solution process of this governing system of equations, the expression
for the transverse deflection for simply supported boundary conditions satisfying the boundary

conditionv; =0 can be assumed in the following form

V3(Xg, Xp) = Wy SINA 3 SINU % (4.6)

whereA,, =mm/ L ,u,, = nii/ L, ,w,,,are the modal amplitudes, aridand L,are the panel side
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edges. The representation of the initial geometric imperfection for the most critical postbuckling
conditions can be expressed as

V3(X1) Xp) = Won SINA 1 SINK % 4.7)

Wherew:mare the modal amplitudes of the initial geometric imperfection shape. As in the Navier
type solution, the transversal logg can be represented as

Os(Xq, Xp) = Oy SINA 1% SINU L % (4.8)

Moreover, the Airy’s potential function can be expressed as [54,55]
1 ~ ~ -
q’(xa):(l’l(xa)_E(NllX%"' |\Ez)§_2 N, X %) (4.9)

where N, N,,,and Nj,represent the average compressive and shear edge loads

andg, represents a particular solution of Eq (4.4). From this point forwﬁgi/yill be excluded

from any further analysis since the primary concern is uniaxial and biaxial compressive edge
loadings. Substituting Egs. (4.6), (4.7), and (4.9) into Eq (4.4), and solving the non-homogeneous
partial differential equation, following a similar procedure as presented in [55,58], yields the
expression fowp, as

P1(X,) = ALCORA X, + A, coRU, %+ A SIA % S, % (4.10)

where the coefficient\, and A; are determined as

A, =AW +2w, W), A= Aw, & =1.2) (4.11a,b)

The constantsﬁa, ,5.3 are displayed in Appendix 3. It can be readily seen that the particular
solution g, satisfies the following conditions

(4.12a-d)
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Ly Lo Ly Lo
J- (P1,11| dx =0, J @, 22| dx =0, J 901,12| dx =0, J¢1,12| dx =0
0 X2 :O,L2 0 X1=O,L1 0 X2 =O,L2 0 Xl=O,|_1

This reveals thaN~11and sz acquire the meaning of average in plane compressive edge loads,

expressed mathematically as

L2 _ Ll _
J<0,22| dx, = =Ny Ly, Jcp,1]| dx=-N, L (4.13a,b)
0 XlZO,Ll 0 X2:0,L2

Proceeding in the same manner as for the compatibility equation and adopting the established
properties that £ ¢ = Ay, = Fis= F,5=0 for cross-ply laminated faces the coupled equilibrium

equations, Egs. (4.5a,b) can be fulfilled by assurpand n, in the following form

N1(Xg) = BicOsA % si %, N, (04 )= G simh % COR % (4.14a,b)

where the coefficient®, and C, can be expressed as

B, = BW,,, C= GW, (4.15a,b)

The constant$, and C, are displayed in Appendix 3.

Currently, three of the governing system of equations are fulfilled. In addition the expressions
for the functions ¢, n,, n,, vz,and v; are known. There yet remains to determine the
expressions faf, and &, . These can be established from the following relationships
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(4.16a,b)
Nip =@ 5= Aif 11+ A o5t Al(tj/z)vz,ﬁ" Ay \2,1 %~ A{ W R+ AY2 ?‘éz
+ A12V;2V32_ A{Vv{ R)

Nip = =015 = Aef 12% Aef ot Ae¥ a¥ 35 Ag¥ 3V a5 AeY 3Y 32 122

Knowing the expressions fop, v;,and v;, é,andé,can be determined from Egs. (4.16a,b).
The expressions faf, (x,, X,) andé, (x4, X,) are given here as

(4.17a,b)
&, = DXy + D,SiN2A X, + Dgsin2A X, COLU X, + Dy CO& Xy Sifl yXy+ ( DNyt DN op X,

§2 = ExXo + Epsin2p, Xo + E5CORA ) X SirPU , X%+ B, Sik 1, % OB Xz"'( B Ny E6~Nz)z %

where
(D E)=(D,E )W +2Wn W), D= Dw,, E=Ew, (123) (418a<)

The expressions fob,, E, (i =1,4) and D, D, Es,and E4 are supplied in Appendix 3.

One of the methods allowing for the formulation of postbuckling equations in terms of the
modal amplitudes consists of the discretization of eq. (4.5c) via the Galerkin method [55,58].
However, a more inclusive way permitting among others to compensate for the non-fulfillment
of certain boundary conditions (non essential ones) is by the use of the Extended Galerkin
Method [26]. Replacement of the expressionsppf/;, v;, n., N,, ¢,,and &,into Hamilton’s
variational equation, Eq. (3.1), and carrying out the indicated integrations, results in the
following nonlinear algebraic equation expressed in terms of the modal amphdas:
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(4.19)

Pl[Wmm W:nn’ N.Lr NZZ] + PZ[ Vﬁnn Winn wm}+ E[ \R/mn \%/mn Win WI]‘IF\'- Pg’:]\;z_zlz +N?12-1] +q r%n0

m=1...,M
n=1...,N

In these equationsi, P,,and P; are linear, quadratic and cubic polynomials of the unknown
modal amplitudesP,,, are constants that depend on the material and geometric properties of the

panel. Nnand sz are the compressive edge loaug,,are the modal imperfection amplitudes,
while g,,,denotes the amplitude of the lateral load. The equilibrium configurations for a given
flat or curved panel are determined by solving the nonlinear algebraic Egs (4.19) via Newton’s
Method. As a by-product, the values Nf,and N.,fulfilling the linearized counterpart of Eq.
(4.19) corresponding tav,,, #0 can be obtained. These values correspond to the buckling
bifurcation solution.

4.2 Displacement Formulation

In contrast to the mixed representation of the governing equations, the displacement method
proves to be an efficient method, allowing more of the general structural attributes to be
accounted for theoreticalljfEquations (3.32a-e) which represent the governing equations in
terms of displacements will be utilized to determine the thermomechanical postbuckling
behavior for a sandwich panel comprised of symmetrically laminated faces with respect to their
local and global mid-surfaces featuring a strong core type behavior with a linear antisymmetric
temperature profile distributed through the panel thickness. Just as with the stress potential
method, the Extended Galerkin Method will be adopted to determine the postbuckling behavior,
with the unfulfilled expressions retained as residual terms in the energy functional.

A linear antisymmetric temperature profile distributed throughout the panel thickness can be
represented as

1
T(X, %, %) = X TUX, %) (4.20)
where
% _ 2Ty - 2T (4.21)
H H
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Such a temperature field can arise during the accelerated flight of a space vehicle. Herein,
T.{= T,(x, %)}and T,{=T,(x, %)} denote the temperature distributions at the surfaces

1
X3 = —H/2andx; = H/2, respectively. As concerns the problem at h&dn be represented as
1 1 . .
T(X, %) = TmnSINA ,, % SINU,, % (4.22)

1
Adopting this representation fof(x,) and utilizing Egs. (4.6), (4.7), (4.22), and (3.37a,b) in
conjunction with Egs. (3.32a,b§, and ¢, can be assumed in the following form

(4.23a,b)

Sl _ IR ginoa X, + P2 Sin2u X, + "3 gim X1 COBl X, + 4 COb X Si X,
¢, G, " G, " G; " G,

FS : F6 : I:7 F8
+ G SIN2A X, COS2U X, + G COZA X, Sidu X, + G X + X,

5 6 7 GS

where

(4.24a-c)

(F.G ,F5.Ge)= (F.G, R, G) (W, +2 W W), (F, G)=(F, G) W, k= 6=0
i=1,2
Uosdl

The expressions foF, G, F, G, R, and G, are provided in Appendix 3. As concerns the

coefficients F,, Fg, G;,andGg, these are determined from the in-plane static boundary

counditions, Egs. (3.42a,b) with the aid of Eqgs. (4.6), (4.7), and (4.16a,b). These coefficients
have been determined and are expressed as
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A2 . 2 Ao gs =~ NoAge— ApAos ~
F = __m(Wrznn + 2Wmner) + —AQG 22 Ny, + e o L 26sz (4.25a,b)
8 Q Q
2 2
o NN e — AcASe ~ =N N\ ~
G, = _ﬁ(wﬁm r2w w, )+ 12ee” Pusfae g A ~ N1\ 66 N,
8 Q Q
where
Q= /\11/\ 22/\ 66 /\zd\ee +2A 12A16A26_ A 11A226_ /\22 Afe (4-26)

It turns out thatFgand G, are arbitrary and do not have an effect on the final postbuckling
solution. The equilibrium equations, Egs. (3.32a,b) are now fulfilled with the expressions for
é,and &,now known. To fulfill the equilibrium equations, Egs. (3.32c,d)and n,can be
assumed in the following form

{'71(’(1’ XZ)} . {Hl}cos}\ X, SN % +{H2} Sif X, CO X, (4.27a,b)

N2 (X1, X,) Iy l,

where

(1) = o W + (AT, (AL2) (4.28)
The expressions foH,, I, I:T‘iT,and ﬁTare provided in Appendix 3. Having determined the

expressions for,and n),, the equilibrium equations, Egs. (3.32c,d) are now fulfilled. With the

fulfillment of the four equilibrium equations Egs. (3.32a-d), there remains unfulfilled the fifth
equilibrium equation, Eg. (3.32e). This unfulfilled equilibrium equation will be retained within
the energy functional. Retainment of the unfulfilled equilibrium equation, the unfulfilled
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R 1
boundary terms, and replacement of the expressionssfovs, &,,&,,n,,N,, 05, and T

within variational equation, Eqg. (3.1), and carrying out the indicated integrations following in the
same manner as within the mixed formulation results in the following nonlinear algebraic

equation governing the postbuckling response expressed as

(4.29)

P[ mn’Wmn’ Nll’ N22]+ PZ[ Vﬁnn Winn m]\+ 5{ \R/mn \%/mn WmniNl]ﬁ'_ (%4_%] +Q1 Tl mn

2

+Q2 qmn =0

Within this nonlinear algebraic equatioR, and R, denote the principal radii of curvature.
P, P,,and P, are linear, quadratic, and cubic polynomials of the unknown modal
amplitudesw,,,. Q,and Q, are coefficients containing geometrical and thermomechanical
properties of the sandwich structure.

4.3 Immovability of The Edges

If the tangential motion of any pair of opposite edges is prevented (immovable edges), the
effects of the immovability of the edges needs to be incorporated into the thermomechanical
postbuckling equation. This can be accomplished by determining the fictitious edge loads
obtained from the immovability conditions, Eq. (3.41).

If two edges are immovable alorfg, =0, L;)the condition

J J'o"'fl/dx Jdx dx, =0 (4.30)

needs to be fulfilled. Incorporating the expressionéigirom Eq. (4.23a) results in

(4.31)
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L pl
J. {2A Ficos2A X, + A [F; cod X, COE X,—A F, shy, % sim,x% +
0 0

2A ;F5 CO0S2A | X, COU X+ F;Hdx dx, = O

Utilizing the expressions for the coefficients from Egs. (4.24a-c) and Eqs (4.25a,b), the
expression for the fictitious edge load;;can be determined. This expression fof,can be

incorporated into the postbuckling equation. This expressmN{Qns not provided here.

If the two edges are immovable alotx, =0, L,), the condition

J J'o"'fz/o"‘x dx, dx =0 (4.32)

needs to be fulfilled. Incorporating the expressionéipirom Eq. (4.23b) results in

(4.33)

L el
J- {ZunGZ COS2U \ X, = M, G3 sink mX1 siru ot UGy COlﬁm X CQs, %+
0 0

21165 COS2A 1y X COLU , X, + Gg} dx dx = 0

Utilizing the expressions for the coefficients from Egs. (4.24a-c) and Eqs (4.25a,b), the
expression for the ficticious edge load,,can be determined. This expression fds,can be
incorporated into the postbuckling equation. The expressmangns not provided here. A
number of results for two immovable edges al¢rg =0, L,) have been presented in the results
and conclusions section.
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4.4 The End-shortening of the Edges

During uniaxial compression, the edges have a tendency to displace inwardly. A measure of
this end-shortening in the, -direction can be determined from the following integral expression.

LlLJo del/dx dx d (4.34)

Similiarly the amount of end- shortening in thedirection can be determined from the
following integral expression.

2

|—1|—2J.o J 0, /0, )dx dx (4.35)

Incorporating the expressions fdr and &,from Eqgs. (4.23a,b) gives the expressions for the

amount of end-shortening during compression. These expressions are not provided here. Results
for end-shortening are provided in the results and discussion section.

5 Stress/Strain Analysis

5.1 Stress/Strain Formulation

The determination of the stresses and the strains at each point within the structure can be
determined with the use of the stress/strain equations, egs. (2.14a,b), the strain displacement
equations, egs. (2.9a-e), (2.10a-e), (2.11a-e), and the displacement fubgtiépsn,,andn, .

With the use of the extended Galerkin Method, the deflection at each point within the structure
can be determined per each fixed load. Knowing the deflection at each point within the structure,
allows the evaluation of the strains at each point within the structure which then allows

the evaluation of the stresses at each point within the structure.
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The stress/strain equations were presented in section 2.4. Neglecting the thermal and moisture
effects and considering only the 2-D stress conditions, within the facings, they are

'Si /Qn /le : QlG ‘e
'Syt =|'Qun Qxn ' Qu /ezz (5.1a,b)
'S, ‘ 'Qis ' Qs ' Qgs ‘ 2'ep,

{/523} =/K2|:/Q44 /Q45} {2/923}
'Si3 K 'Qis ' Qss K 2'e;

Replacement of single primes with double primes and superposed bars, respectively in Egs. (5.1)
yield the respective equations for the top face and the core respectively. In addition, the core
layer is considered as an orthotropic layer with the orthotropic axes coinciding with the
geometrical axes. To determine the stresses, the strain relations are needed. The strain relations
presented in section 2.3 are presented again here as

Bottom facings

/

€1~ £t (Xg—a)k
'€= £t (X3~ @)K o < X< ht'h)

/ (2.9a-e)
2 e,= Y+ (X3~ a) g,

2'e3= Vs 2635 Vo
Core Layer

€1 =€t XK 13

€ =€t XK 2 (-h< x< B (2.10a-e)
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Upper facings
"e = £t (xgt'a YK gy
€p= Expt(Xzt'a Kk » (__h”_ h < X< __})
2//912:” Vit (Xg+ a )k 3
2'e3= Vi3 2 €7 Vo

I

(2.11a-e)

In order to evaluate the strains within the structure, the strain-displacement relationships are
needed. For the most general case, these relationships are presented in Appendix 1. When the

Love-Kirchoff assumptions are adopted for the facings, these relationships are simplified and
presented as

Bottom Facings

/ _ (<
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Core Layer
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_ 1
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Upper Facings

! 511:511_’711+(]/2)V23,1+V3,1Vi°,,1_ Vo) Ry

! 126128517 N 127N o1tV 3Y 35 V°,3Y,3§' V,3Y°,32 (172 (5.4a-d)
! K11 ="V3nu
! K1y = =2V31;

Replacement of the expressions &, €,, 4, N, V3,and v, as obtained from Egs. (4.23a,b),
(4.27a,b), (4.6), and (4.7) into the strain-displacement relationships, Egs. (5.2a-d), (5.3a-e), and
(5.4a-d) provides the strain-displacment relationships as a function of deflection in terms of the
geometrical and material properties of the sandwich structure. Knowing the deflections for each
applied load and the material and geometrical properties of the structure, allows for the
determination of the strains and the stresses at each point within the structure. These strain-
displacement relationships are expressed as

Bottom Facings
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(5.5¢)
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(5.6¢)
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6 Results and Discussion

6.1 Buckling of Flat and Curved Anisotropic Sandwich Panels

Theoretical data developed from the linear counterpart of the postbuckling equation have been
developed and compared with experimental data [5,39]. In Table 6.1, data concerning a three-
layer symmetric flat sandwich panel with isotropic facings (Comprised of Dura-Aluminum
E=6.96x 10 kg/cm,v=03) and a transversely isotropic weak core (of Penoplast)
uniaxially compressed is considered. In Table 6.2, data concerning a flat sandwich panel with
isotropic facings and a weak orthotropic core uniaxially compressed is considered. In Table 6.3,
data concerning a circular cylindrical sandwich panel, with isotropic facings and a transversely
isotropic weak core, uniaxially compressed and comprised of the same materials, as for the case,
in Table 6.1, is considered.

Table 6.1. Comparisons of theoretical and experimental buckling predictions for a flat
sandwich panel with isotropic facings and a transversely-isotropic core with
simply supported edge conditions.

L,(cm) Ly(cm) h(cm) h(cm) G(kg/cn?) Theory* Exp* % Error

1 60 40 0.05 0.425 99.4 3.79 3.6 +5.28
2 60 40 0.10 0.650 149.6 9.03 8.25 +9.45
3 40 60 0.10 0.700 117.1 11.3 12.3 -8.13
4 40 60 0.10 1.400 96.5 17.4 16.00 +8.75
5 80 60 0.05 0.450 73.5 4.21 4.00 +5.25
6 80 60 0.05 0.450 74.1 4.24 4.10 +3.41

(*Ny; L, x10° kg)

Table 6.2. Comparisons of theoretical and experimental buckling predictions for a flat
sandwich panel with isotropic facings and an orthotropic core with simply
supported edge conditions.

L,(cm) Ly(cm) h(cm) h(cm) Gp= Gy* Theory* Exp* % Error

1 60 40 0.05 0.45 140.4 100.8 5.29 5.85 -9.57
2 60 40 0.25 1.25 390.0 103.0 47.22 46.7 +1.11
3 60 40 0.25 1.15 337.0 97.0 38.2 36.5 +4.66
4 80 60 0.10 0.95 138.1 78.6 17.34 15.25 +13.7
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(*Ny; L, x 10° kg), (** kg / cn)

Table 6.3. Comparisons of theoretical and experimental buckling predictions for a circular
cylindrical sandwich panel with isotropic facings and a transversely-isotropic
core with simply supported edge conditidas{(60cm, L, = 40 cm,h= 0.1 cm,

R, =, R, =100 cm
h(cm) (_s(kg/cmz) Theory* Exp* % Error

1 0.750 81.3 9.114 8.2 +11.4

2 0.750 84 9.3 7.8 +19.23
3 0475 150 10.49 8.9 +17.865
4 0.200 127 6.643 6.28 +5.78

5 0.200 566 16.35 14.6 +11.99
6 0.225 92 5.965 5.0 +19.3

7 0.500 32.6 5.087 4.4 +15.61
8 0.475 40 5.369 4.62 +16.212
9 0.500 141 10.36 9.25 +12.00
10 0.700 104 10.26 8.55 +20.00

(*Ny; L, x10° kg)

The results, in Tables 6.1 and 6.2, reveal a reasonable agreement between theory and
experiment. It is also revealed that the theoretical results slightly overpredict the experimental
results. The results presented in Table 6.3 reveal overpredictions as high as 20%. One possible
interpretation of these discrepancies are given to the disregard of the geometrical imperfections.
Another explanation for this discrepancy is given to the fact that nothing is mentioned about the
conditions under which these experimental results were obtained. In addition, nothing is
mentioned about what type of simply supported edge conditions were used to obtain the
experimental results. All of these factors play a role in the discrepancy between the theoretical
and experimental results.

The data, appearing in Table 6.4, contain comparisons between theory and experimental
buckling results [77] of uniaxially compressed sandwich plates with anisotropic laminated

facings. These comparisons concern a sandwich panel with the following geometrical and
material properties listed below.

FacinggCarbon Fiber Reinforced Plastic)

L, = L, =228mm, h' =h” = 0375mm(*0.5mm),h = 25 mm
E, =14200N / mn?, E, = 9800N/mnf, G,, = 4300 N/ miAv,,= 034

Core layefnon-metallic honeycomb core)
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Gy3 =60N/mn?, G,;= 352 N/ mnf

Table 6.4. Comparisons of theoretical and experimental buckling loads
for anisotropic laminated flat sandwich panels (simply supported
edge conditions).

Facing Layup [0/9010] [45°/0/45°] [45°/0*/45°]
Experimental (N/mm) 185 161 262
Present (N/mm) 137 161 200
% Error -25.95 0 -23.66

(* indicates a 0.250 mm thick ply)

In Table 6.4, the comparisons show that buckling predictions for tA@MS] lay-up agrees
perfectly with those obtaind via experimental results. In contrast, the’f0y2thd [45/0 /45
lay-ups, for the present theoretical results, reveal a slightly conservative nature compared with
the experimental values.

In addition to the comparisons of theory and experiment, several results have been developed

based on the theory presented. The following materials with their properties and designations,
displayed in the following tables, were used to generate the results.

Table 6.5. Material properties for the facesheets.

Type Material E,(psi) E,(psi) Gp(psi) vy, a,(infin/°F) a, (in/in/°F)
F1  HS Graphite Epoxy  26.25 15 1.05 028 6.3 20.5
F2 IM7/977-2 11.6 10.9 1.4 0.06 0.9 0.93
F3 SCS-6/Ti-15-3 27.72 18.09 8.15 030 - e
F4 IM7/K3BR-4 22.0 1.2 0.6 030  -—- -

F5 CFRP 33.22 1.936 0.761 032  -—-

[Note: Multiply (E,,E,,G,,)*x10°% (a,,a,)x107°]

Table 6.6. Material properties for the core.

Type Core Type Gy3(psi) Gys(psi)
Cl1 Titanium Honeycomb  2.083510° 0.9435x 10°
C2 Aluminum Honeycomb 21177 13112.1
C3  Aluminum Honeycomb 14200 8600
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In Figs. 6.1 and 6.2, the buckling load as a function of the panel face thickness for a flat
sandwich panel with 3 ply facings for various values of the paranae{éine distance between
the midsurface of the core and the midsurface of the facings) is depicted. Fig. 6.1 is depicted for
all four edges being movable, while Fig. 6.2 is depicted for the two unloaded edges being
immovable. In both cases, the results reveal that with an increase in both the panel face thickness
and the parametex, a continuous increase of the buckling load is experienced. In contrast to the
movability of all four edges, the immovability of the edges reveals lower buckling loads. Similar
results to the ones in Fig. 6.1 have been provided in Pearce and webber [76]. Their results have

been depicted fot: 45 angle ply facings. Several approximate data points have been taken from
their results and plotted against the present results. The present results reveal close agreement.

In Fig. 6.3, the buckling load as a function of ply angle for a flat sandwich panel with 4 ply
facings consisting of metal matrix composite facings (Material F3) and a C1 type core has been
depicted. This figure has been presented to show very close agreement between the present
theory and the theory where similar results have been developed in Ko and Jackson [41]. Several
approximate data points have been taken from their results and plotted against the present results.
Very close agreement is revealed between their results and the present results. In this figure, the
low sensitivity to the variation in the ply angle is revealed. This is attributed to the low
orthotropicity ratio of the material used within the facings. In addition, it can be seen that at a
panel aspect ratio ofy = 0.9, the peak buckling load occurs approximately at a ply angle of

6=50". For a panel aspect ratio ap =1, the peak buckling load appears to occur

approximately at a ply angle &= 45". From this, a trend can be observed such that as the panel
aspect ratigy increases, the ply anddat which the peak buckling load occurs, decreases.

In Fig. 6.4 and Fig. 6.5, the buckling load as a function of ply angle for a flat sandwich panel
for various aspect ratios is depicted. In both cases, the facings consist of a F1 (HS Graphite
Epoxy) material in conjunction with an aluminum honeycomb core. The sandwich panel
depicted in Fig. 6.4 consists of facings with one ply in contrast to the panel depicted in Fig. 6.5
which consists of facings with four plies. The results for the panel depicted in Fig. 6.4 reveal that
the peak buckling load occurs at greater ply angles up to panel aspect rgtieslofFor aspect

ratios greater than one, the peak buckling load occurs at ply angies 0f. In addition, the
discontinuities which reveal changes in the mode shape of deflection seem to occur at larger ply
angles up to panel aspect ratiosyof=1. Beyond aspect ratio values of one, there does not

appear to be any discontinuities which reveals that beyond this value the panel deflects with the
same mode shape.

In contrast to the panel depicted in Fig. 6.4, the panel depicted in Fig. 6.5 with four ply facings
appears to be more sensitive to mode shape of deflection changes. In addition, up to aspect ratios
of ¢ =12, the peak buckling load occurs at larger ply angles beyond which the ply angles seem
to decrease at the point where the peak buckling loads occur. By comparing Fig. 6.5 to the other
figures, again it can be seen that there appears to be more discontinuities revealing the sensitivity
of mode shape of deflection changes to ply angle. This is being attributed to a soft aluminum
honeycomb core.

53



In Figs. 6.6, 6.8, and 6.9, the buckling load as a function of ply angle at various aspect ratios
for a flat sandwich panel are depicted. All of the geometrical and material properties are
consistent for the panels depicted in all three figures. The difference exists in the number of plies
embedded within the facings. With a face thicknesk;of 0.02in, Fig. 6.6, 6.8, and 6.9 depict

a panel with one, three, and five ply facings, respectively. It is revealed that a flat sandwich panel
with 3 ply facings having the same thickness as a flat sandwich panel with one ply facings
exhibits higher buckling loads within a small margin at lower aspect ratios and between ply

angles of @ =30"and 8 =60°. At higher aspect ratios and small and large ply angles there
appears to be very little difference. Comparisons of the panels with three and five ply facings
reveals a very small difference. In conclusion, it appears that for a flat sandwich panel with a
constant face thickness that increasing the number of plies within the facings is only beneficial to
increasing the buckling load capacity up to a point.

Fig. 6.10 and Fig. 6.12 depict a flat sandwich panel as a function of ply angle for various
aspect ratios where the difference exists in the number of plies within the facings and the face
thickness. In contrast to Fig. 6.6 as discussed earlier which depicts a flat sandwich panel with
one ply facings with a face thickness di=0.02in, Fig. 6.10 and Fig. 6.12 depict a panel
containing three and five ply facings with face thicknesseshaf0.06inand 0.08in,
respectively. By comparing the three cases it is revealed that proportionately increasing the face
thickness in conjunction with the number of plies within the facings, increases the buckling load
capacity at all ply angles and aspect ratios. It is also revealed that as the aspect ratio increases the
peak buckling load decreases and the ply angle at which the peak buckling load occurs decreases.

In Fig. 6.7, the counterpart of Fig. 6.6 for two immovable edges is depicted. It is seen that for
two immovable edges that the buckling loads are lower. It is also revealed that at small and large
ply angles that the margin between the buckling loads appears to be small. Between ply angles of

6 = 35 and 6 = 60’ the margin appears to be much greater.

In Fig. 6.11 which is the counterpart of Fig. 6.10 for two immovable edges with three ply
facings, the buckling loads appear to be smaller. Noticeable differences appear in the peak
buckling loads which occur at smaller ply angles than its counterpart for all four edges being
movable. Another noticeable difference is that discontinuities appear at larger ply angles. It can
be seen that prior to the discontinuity there is a rise in the buckling load capacity with a decrease
afterwards. In Fig. 6.13, which is the counterpart of Fig. 6.12 for the case of two immovable
edges with four ply facings the same trend at larger buckling loads seems to be exhibited as in
Fig. 6.11.

In Figs. 6.14, 6.15, and 6.16 the buckling load as a function of ply angle for a circular
cylindrical sandwich panel with various aspect ratios is depicted for one, three, and four ply
facings. As seen with the case of the flat sandwich panel as the number of plies and the face
thickness increase proportionately the buckling load increases. In addition it is seen that at
smaller aspect ratios the buckling load ply angle interaction seems to behave in the same manner
as its flat panel counterpart. At larger aspect ratios this behavior seems to depart from the flat
panel counterpart. At these larger aspect ratios there appears to be a decrease in the buckling load
capacity followed by an increase and then a final decrease in the buckling loads with mode shape
of deflection changes.
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In Fig. 6.17, the buckling load as a function of the panel aspect ratio is depicted for a flat
sandwich panel with five ply facings for three different lay-ups. All three lay-ups reveal a
decrease in the buckling load with an increase in the aspect ratio. Thaq%e0°’/-90°/9(]
lay-up appears to exhibit the lowest buckling loads up to an aspect rafic=&4, beyond

which the [45/-45°/45°/-45°/45°] lay-up exhibits the lowest buckling loads . This latter lay-up
also exhibits the largest buckling loads of the three lay-ups up to an aspect tatio24 . For

aspect ratios greater thgn[J2.4 the [0/0/0/0/0] lay-up yields the largest buckling loads.

In Fig. 6.18, which is the counterpart of Fig. 6.17 for the case of two immovable edges, the
buckling loads appear to occur at smaller values than for the case of all four edges being
movable. This difference appears to be more pronounced at smaller aspect ratios as opposed to
the larger aspect ratios. In addition, the [0/0/0/0/0] an&/{8@/90°/-90°/90°] lay-ups relative to
one another seem to reveal the same trend as in the case of all four edges being movable. The
[45°/-45°/145°/-45°/45°] lay-up seems to reveal the lowest buckling load capacity of the three lay-
ups up to aspect ratios @f (01 beyond which this lay-up exhibits the largest buckling load

capacity to an aspect ratio ¢f 1175 . Finally from an aspect ratio ¢f [12.1or greater this lay-
up exhibits the lowest buckling load capacity.

In Fig. 6.19, the counterpart of Fig. 6.17 for the case of a circular cylindrical sandwich panel is
depicted. Clearly it is seen that the buckling loads occur at larger values than in the case of its
flat panel counterpart. Another difference can be seen in the48%45°/-45°/45°] and
[90°-90°/90°/-90°/90°] layups where instead of the buckling loads decreasing with increasing
aspect ratios, they appear to increase beyond an aspect rgtiald6. The [0/0/0/0/0] lay-up
appears to exhibit the same trend as in the case of the flat sandwich panel but at larger values of
the buckling load.

In Figs. 6.20 and 6.21, the buckling load as a function of aspect ratio for a circular cylindrical
sandwich panel for various curvatures is depicted. Fig. 6.20 is depicted for a lay-up of [0/0/0/0/0]
and Fig. 6.21 is depicted for a lay-up of J485°/45%/-45°/45°]. The [0/0/0/0/0] lay-up appears to
reveal that the buckling load decreases with an increase in the panel aspect ratio at smaller
curvatures. At larger values of the curvature, the buckling loads decrease to aspect ratios of
¢ 013 to ¢ 0175, between curvatures of 0.0075 and 0.0150 in magnitude. For the

[45°/-45°/145°/-45°/45°] lay-up, depicted in Fig. 6.21, the buckling load decreases with an increase
in the aspect ratio. In contrast to the [0/0/0/0/0] lay-up, discontinuities are revealed at larger
curvatures indicating that mode shape of deflection changes are occuring.

6.2 Thermomechanical Postbuckling of Anisotropic Sandwich Panels

In Figs. 6.22 and 6.23, the amplitude of pressure as a function of amplitude of deflection is
depicted, for four ply facings. Figure 6.22 depicts these interactions for all four edges being
movable while Fig. 6.23 depicts these interactions for two immovable edges along the unloaded
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edges. It is revealed that beyond ply angles Bt the load capacity of the panel decreases. It

is also revealed that by the comparison of the two cases, that for the case of two immovable
edges between ply angles of>@&0° that the load capacity of the panel is greater than for the
case of all four edges being movable.

In Fig. 6.25, the compressive edge load deflection interaction is depicted for one ply facings
with all four edges movable for the geometrical and material properties specified. It is revealed
that the buckling bifurcation increases to ply angles 8fa8@&r which the buckling bifurcation
decreases. In addition, within the deep postbuckling range, it can be seen that the load carrying
capacity decreases as the ply angles increase.

In Fig. 6.26, the same interactions are depicted as in Fig. 6.25 but for a different set of
materials and a smaller face thickness. Here it is revealed that the buckling bifurcation increases
to ply angles of 45after which, as the ply angles increase, the buckling bifurcation decreases.
The same type of behavior can be seen where, as the ply angles increase, the load carrying
capacity of the panel decreases, within the deep postbuckling range. In Fig. 6.24, the same trend
can be seen as in Fig. 6.26.

In Fig. 6.27, the same conditions are depicted as in Fig. 6.26 but for three ply facings. The
same type of behavior can be seen for the deep postbuckling range but differs at the buckling
bifurcation. It is revealed that at the smaller ply angles the buckling bifurcation is a little larger in
magnitude as opposed to the conditions depicted in Fig. 6.26.

In contrast to Fig. 6.27, Fig. 6.28 depicts the same conditions and interactions but at a larger
face thickness. Here it is seen that the buckling bifurcation points are much higher with the
familiar behavior that as the ply angles increase in the deep postbuckling range, the load carrying
capacity of the panel decreases. The counterpart of Fig. 6.28 is depicted in Fig. 6.29, where the
compressive edge loading as a function of the end-shortening is depicted. Here it is seen that as
the ply angles increase, the end-shortening capacity increases. At smaller ply angles, the end-
shortening capacity is much smaller.

In contrast to Fig. 6.28, Fig. 6.30 depicts the same conditions and interactions but at a
proportionately larger face thickness. Here it is seen that the same type of behavior exists but at a
much higher load carrying capacity. The counterpart of Fig. 6.30 is depicted in Fig. 6.31 where
the same type of behavior can be seen as in Fig. 6.29.

In Fig. 6.32, the counterpart of Fig. 6.28 is depicted for the case of two immovable edges along
the unloaded edges. Here it is revealed that the onset of buckling occurs at much smaller ply
angles for all ply angle configurations. In addition, it is apparent that the maximum buckling
bifurcation occurs at a ply angle of°3s opposed to 4%s previously seen with the case of all
four edges being movable. In Fig. 6.33, which is the counterpart of Fig. 6.32, again it is seen that
at larger ply angles the end-shortening is greater for a given compressive edge load. In addition,
it is also revealed that the buckling bifurcation occurs at smaller magnitudes of the end-
shortening as opposed to the case of all four edges being movable.
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In Fig. 6.34. which is the counterpart of Fig. 6.30, for the case of two immovable edges, it is
revealed that the same type of behavior is seen as depicted for the case in Fig. 6.32. Where the
maximum buckling bifurcation is reached at around ply angles ©f\V8zhout being repetitive,
the counterpart of Fig. 6.34 which is depicted in Fig. 6.35, reveals the same type of behavior as
depicted in Fig. 6.33.

In Fig. 6.36, for a fixed biaxial load ratio, the uniaxially compressive edge load as a function of
deflection is depicted for a flat sandwich panel with three ply facings. The biaxial load ratio

which is defined ad_ = N,/ Ny, is fixed at a ratio of 0.25. This implies tH&j,is smaller in

magnitude tharﬁn. With all four edges being loaded , in contrast to Fig. 6.27 m?ﬁgzrs 0, it

is seen that the buckling load capacity is much smaller and that the load carrying capacity of the
panel beyond buckling is reduced.

In Fig. 6.38, which is an extension of Fig. 6.37 for various fixed biaxial load ratios with the
uniaxial compressive edge load,;;as a function of the amplitude of deflection, for the given

lay-up depicted, it is revealed that as the biaxial load ratio increases the onset of buckling
decreases. In addition, at larger ratios, on the negative scale, which implies two edges are in
tension while the other two edges are in compression, the load carrying capacity of the panel
appears to increase in the deep postbuckling range. Also, the onset of buckling occurs at much
larger load magnitudes.

In Fig. 6.39, the influence of geometrical imperfections on the compressive edge load-
deflection interaction of a flat sandwich panel with simply supported edge conditions consisting
of a fixed lay-up in the facings is depicted. It is revealed that buckling bifurcation occurs in the
absence of geometrical imperfections. In addition, if positive imperfections exist, it is revealed
that a monotonous increase of the deflection with the compressive edge load occurs in the
positive direction. The influence of geometrical imperfections on the compressive edge load-
deflection interaction reveals the same type of behavior, in the case of a circular cylindrical
sandwich panel, as depicted in Fig. 6.40. In the case of a circular cylindrical sandwich panel, it is
apparent that buckling bifurcation occurs without imperfections, as in the previous case, but at a
higher compressive edge load. In addition, the same type of monotonous behavior is seen with
positive imperfections attributed to positive deflections and negative imperfections attributed to
negative dflections.

In Fig. 6.41, for the given combinations of loadings and geometrical and material properties,
with three ply facings, exposed to positive bottom surface temperatures it is revealed that the
snap-through type behavior appears to be suppresed at ply angléslofotitrast to Fig. 6.41,

In Fig. 6.42, for the given conditions it appears that the snap-through behavior is suppresed at ply
angles of 3% 45, and 60 . In Fig. 6.43, where positive temperatures appear on the upper
surface, it appears again that the snap-through behavior can be suppressed at ply anfles of 30
45°, and 60.
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6.3 Stress/Strain of Anisotropic Sandwich Panels

In Fig. 6.44, the inplane stram; is plotted as a function of ply angle, in the geometrical and

material coordinate systems, at the onset of buckling bifurcation, for a flat sandwich panel with
one ply facings. These relationships have been depicted for both movable and two immovable
edges. It is revealed that the inplane strajp, in the geometrical coordinate system, is very

sensitive to the variation in the ply angles, for both movable and immovables edges. In contrast,
£,1, In the geometrical coordinate system, appears to be slighlty lower, in magnitude, for the

case of two immovable edges. The trend reveals a substantial decrease from ply arfigies of 0
ply angles of aproximately 8%eyond which a substantial increase to ply angles 8fi90
revealed. The inplane strap,, in the material coordinate system for both cases of the tangential

boundary conditions, reveals a very small sensitivity to the variation in the ply angles. In
addition, the inplane straig,;, within the material coordinate system, reveals only a slight

difference between the cases of movable and two immovable edges.

In Fig. 6.45, the inplane strais,,is depicted for the same relationships as depicted in Fig.
6.44. It is revealed that the trends seen in Fig. 6.44 for both the geometrical and material
coordinate systems are reversed, in Fig. 6.45. In addition, the inplane stegopears to reveal

a larger margin between both types of tangential boundary conditions, within the geometrical
coordinate system. Witlke,, =0, for two immovable edges, in the geometrical coordinate

system,&,, for all four edges being movable, reveals a slightly larger sensitivity to the variation
in the ply angles, in contrast to the trend revealed in Fig. 6.44, for the inplanesgirain

In Fig. 6.46, The inplane shear straip, as a function of ply angle, with one ply facings for a

flat sandwich panel, in the geometrical and material coordinate systems, at the onset of buckling
bifurcation, is depicted. The trends in both coordinate systems for both movable and two

immovable edges reveal a very large sensitivity to the variation in ply angles. The largest

magnitude of the inplane shear straip, is revealed in the material coordinate system for the

case of all four edges being movable.

In Fig. 6.47, the inplane stress, as a function of ply angle for a flat sandwich panel with one

ply facings, at the onset of buckling bifurcation, is depicted. The trends reveal a sudden dip
followed by an uphill type increase for both cases of tangential boundary conditions and in both
coordinate systems. The majority of the largest magnitude of the inplanecstyesssts for the

case of movable edges in the material coordinate system. The lowest values are seen in the
geometrical coordinate system for the case of movable edges.

In Fig. 6.48, the inplane stress,, is depicted for the same relationships as depicted in Fig.
6.47. The inplane stresg,, in the material coordinate system for the both types of edge

conditions reveals a large sensitivity to the variation in the ply angles with a fall and rise type of
trend. In contrast, the trend exhibited, within the geometrical coordinate system, reveals a much
smaller sensitivity to the variation in the ply angles.
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The inplane shear stress, as a function of the ply angle for a flat sandwich panel, at the
onset of buckling bifurcation, is depicted in Fig. 6.49. Here the same type of tread,for the

material coordinate system can be seen as was seen in Fig. 6.46, where the relationship of shear
strain to the variation in the ply angle was depicted. It is also revealed, within the geometrical
coordinate system, that the inplane shear siwgss= 0 for both types of edge conditions.

The inplane stresses,;, 0,,, 0,,as a function of ply angle for circular cylindrical sandwich

panel with one ply facings, at the onset of buckling bifurcation, in the geometrical and material
coordinate systems for movable edges is depicted in Fig. 6.50. The trends revealed by these three
inplane stresses show similar trends as seen for the flat sandwich panel counterpart but at slightly
larger magnitudes of stress.

The counterpart of Fig. 6.50 for the inplane stragps €,,, ¥ ;,iS depicted in Fig. 6.51. In
comparison to the flat sandwich panel counterpart, the inplane st&rgins,,, y ;,appear to be
slightly larger.
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6.4 Buckling, Postbuckling, and Stress/Strain Figures

Buckling Results
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Fig 6.1. The effect of the distance between the local midsurface of the
faces and the midsurface of the core upon the buckling load and the panel
face thickness interaction for a flat panel. All four edges are movable and
simply supported. (Note: n = 1 s fixed ; L, = L, = 9 in, Materials F5:C2)
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Fig. 6.2. The counterpart of Fig. 6.1. for the case of two immovable edges
along (x, =0, L,). (Note: m=n =1)
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Buckling Load, N 4, (Ib/in)

Buckling Load, N ;;x 10 (Ib/in)
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Fig. 6.3. The influence of the fiber orientation,in the facings, on the compressive
buckling strengths of a flat sandwich panel with four layered facings. All
four edges are movable and simply supported. (Note: m = n =1)
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Fig. 6.4. The influence of the fiber orientation,in the facings, on the compressive
buckling strengths of a flat sandwich panel with single layered facings. All four
edges are movable and simply supported. (Note: prior to the first discontinuities,
m=n=1beyondwhichn=1,m=2;L,=24in,h=0.05in,h,=0.5in,
Materials F1:C3)
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Buckling Load, N ;,(Ib/in)
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Fig. 6.5. The influence of the fiber orientation,in the facings, on the
compressive buckling strengths of a flat sandwich panel with four

layered facings. All four edges are movable and simply supported.
(L,=24in, h;=0.08in, h, = 0.5 in, Materials F1:C3)
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Fig. 6.6. The influence of the fiber orientation,in the facings, on the compressive

buckling strengths of a flat sandwich panel with single layered facings. All four

edges are movable and simply supported. (Note: prior to the first discontinuities,
m=n=1beyondwhichn=1,m=2;L,=24in, h;=0.02in, hc =0.5in,

Materials F1:C1)
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Buckling Load, N ;; x 10° (Ib/in)

Buckling Load, N, x 10 (Ib/in)
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Fig. 6.7. The counterpart of Fig. 6.6. for the case of two immovable edges
along (x, =0, L,).(Note: prior to the first discontinuities, m = n = 1 beyond

whichn=1, m=2)
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Fig. 6.8. The influence of the fiber orientation,in the facings, on the compressive
buckling strengths of a flat sandwich panel with three layered facings. All four
edges are movable and simply supported. (Note: prior to the first discontinuities,
m=n=1, beyond whichn=1,m=2;L,=24in,h=0.02,h,=0.5in,
Materials F1:C1)
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Buckling Load, N, x 10 (Ib/in)
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Fig. 6.9. The influence of the fiber orientation,in the facings, on the compressive
buckling strengths of a flat sandwich panel with five layered facings. All four
edges are movable and simply supported. (Note: prior to the first discontinuities,
m=n=1beyondwhichn=1,m=2;L,=24in,h;=0.02in,h,=0.5in,
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Fig. 6.10. The influence of the fiber orientation,in the facings, on the compressive
buckling strengths of a flat sandwich panel with three layered facings. All four
edges are movable and simply supported. (Note: prior to the first discontinuities,
m=n=1beyondwhichn=1,m=2;L,=24in, h;=0.06in, h,=0.51in,
Materials F1:C1)
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Buckling Load, N ;; x 10 (Ib/in)

Buckling Load, N, x 10° (Ib/in)
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Fig. 6.11. The counterpart of Fig. 6.10. for the case of two immovable edges
along (x, = 0, L,). (Note: prior to the first discontinuities, m = n = 1 beyond

whichn=1, m=2)
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Fig. 6.12. The influence of the fiber orientation,in the facings, on the
compressive buckling strengths of a flat sandwich panel with four
layered facings. All four edges are movable and simply supported.
(Note: prior to the first discontinuities, m = n = 1 beyond which
n=1m=2;L,=24in,h;=0.08in, hc =0.5in, Materials F1:C1)
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Buckling Load, N ;; x 10® (Ib/in)
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Fig. 6.13. The counterpart of Fig. 6.12. for the case of two immovable edges
along (x, = 0, L,).(Note: prior to the first discontinuities, m = n = 1 beyond

whichn=1, m=2)
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Fig. 6.14. The influence of the fiber orientation,in the facings, on the
compressive buckling strengths of a circular cylindrical sandwich panel
with single layered facings. All four edges are movable and simply
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supported. (L, =24 in, h;=0.02in, h,=0.5in, R, = 100 in, Materials F1:C1)
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Buckling Load, N, x 10° (Ib/in)
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Fig. 6.15. The influence of the fiber orientation,in the facings, on the
compressive buckling strengths of a circular cylindrical sandwich panel

with three layered facings. All four edges are movable and simply
supported. (L, = 24 in, h;=0.06 in, h,= 0.5 in, R, = 100 in, Materials F1.C1)
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Fig. 6.16. The influence of the fiber orientation,in the facings, on the
compressive buckling strengths of a circular cylindrical sandwich panel
with four layered facings. All four edges are movable and simply
supported. (L, =24 in, h,=0.08 in, h, = 0.5 in, R, = 100 in, Materials F1:C1)
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Buckling Load, N ;; x 10 (Ib/in)

Buckling Load, N ;; x 10 (Ib/in)
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Fig. 6.17. The Buckling Load vs the panel aspect ratio | for a flat

sandwich panel with five layered facings for three different fiber

orientations. All four edges are movable and simply supported.

(Ly =24in, h;=0.025in, h, = 0.5 in, Materials F2:C1)
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Fig. 6.18. The counterpart of Fig. 6.17. for the case of two immovable edges
along (x, =0, L,).
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Buckling Load, N ;; x 10° (Ib/in)

Buckling Load, N ,, x 10° (Ibfin)

12 - 2.10144
\ — [0°/0°/0°/0°/0°]
\ — — [45°/-45°/45°/-45°/45°]
10 | \ — - [90°/-90°/90°/-90°/90°] - 1.75120
€
£
sl - 1.40006 €
o
-
x
6 - - 1.05072 >
k)
IS,
o
a4l ~0.70048 2
=
o
>
[}
2 -1 0.35024
(m=n=1)
0 | | | | | | | | | - 0.00000
0.75 1.00 1.25 150 1.75 2.00 225 250 275 3.00
Panel Aspect Ratio,
Fig. 6.19. The Buckling Load vs the panel aspect ratio  for a circular
cylindrical sandwich panel with five layered facings for three different
fiber orientations. All four edges are movable and simply supported.
(L, =241in, h;=0.025in, hc =0.51in, R, = 80 in Materials F2:C1)
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Fig. 6.20. The effect of the curvature on the buckling load and aspect ratio
interaction for a fixed fiber orientation in the facings comprised of five layers
for a circular cylindrical sandwich panel. All four edges are movable and simply
supported. (L, = 24 in, h;=0.025 in, h, = 0.5 in, Materials F2:C1)

69



Buckling Load, N ;; x 10% (Ib/in)
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Fig. 6.21. The effect of the curvature on the buckling load and aspect ratio
interaction for a fixed fiber orientation in the facings comprised of five layers
for a circular cylindrical sandwich panel. All four edges are movable and
simply supported. (L, =24 in, h;=0.025in, h, = 0.5 in, Materials F2:C1)
Postbuckling Results
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Fig. 6.22. The influence of the fiber orientation, in the facings, on the
pressure deflection interaction of a circular cylindrical sandwich panel
with four layered facings. All four edges are movable and simply supported.
(L, =L,=24in,h=0.08in, h,=0.5in, R, = 100 in, Materials F1:C1)
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Compressive Edge Load, N 4, (Ib/in)
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Fig. 6.23. The counterpart of Fig. 6.22 for the case of two immovable edges
along (x, =0, L,).
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Fig. 6.24. The influence of the fiber orientation, in the facings, on the
compressive load deflection interaction of a flat sandwich panel with
four layered facings. All four edges are movable and simply supported.
(Ly=L,=24in,h;=0.0228 in, h = 0.5 in, Materials F4:C1)
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Fig. 6.25. The influence of the fiber orientation, in the facings, on the
compressive load deflection interaction of a flat sandwich panel with
one layered facings. All four edges are movable and simply supported.
(L;=L,=241in,h;=0.05in, h,= 0.5 in, Materials F1:C3)
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Fig. 6.26. The Load deflection interaction of a flat sandwich panel with
one layered facings. All four edges are movable and simply supported.
(Ly=L,=241in,h;=0.02in, h, = 0.5 in, Materials F1:C1)
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Fig. 6.27. The Load deflection interaction of a flat sandwich panel with
three layered facings. All four edges are movable and simply supported.
(L;=L,=24in, h;=0.02in, hc =0.5in, Materials F1:C1)
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Fig. 6.28. The influence of the fiber orientation, in the facings, on the
compressive load deflection interaction of a flat sandwich panel with

three layered facings. All four edges are movable and simply supported.
(Ly=L,=24in, h;=0.06in, h, = 0.5 in, Materials F1:C1)
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Fig. 6.29. The counterpart of Fig. 6.28., in the (N, 4,) plane. (see Fig. 6.28.
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Fig. 6.30. The influence of the fiber orientation, in the facings, on the
compressive load deflection interaction of a flat sandwich panel with
four layered facings. All four edges are movable and simply supported.

(L, =L,=24in,h;=0.08in, h,=0.5in, Materials F1:C1)
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Fig. 6.31. The counterpart of Fig. 6.30., in the (N, 4,) plane. (see Fig. 6.30.

for m, n values)
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Fig. 6.32. The counterpart of Fig. 6.28. for the case of two immovable edges
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Fig. 6.33. The counterpart of Fig. 6.32., in the (N, 4,) plane. (see Fig. 6.32.
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Fig. 6.34. The counterpart of Fig. 6.30. for the case of two immovable edges
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Fig. 6.36. A flat sandwich panel with three layered facings subjected to a
fixed biaxial edge loading L. All four edges are movable and simply

supported. (L, =L,=241in, h;=0.02in, h, =0.51in, L, =0.25
Materials F1:C1)
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Fig. 6.37. A flat sandwich panel with three layered facings subjected to
prescribed biaxial edge loadings LR. All four edges are movable and

simply supported. (L, =L, =24 in, h;=0.02 in, h,= 0.5 in, Materials F1:C1).
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Fig. 6.38. A flat sandwich panel with three layered facings subjected to
prescribed biaxial edge loadings L. All four edges are movable and

simply supported. (L, =L, =24 in, h;=0.02 in, h,= 0.5 in, Materials F1:C1)
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Fig. 6.39. The influence of the initial geometric imperfection on the compressive
edge load-deflection interaction of a flat sandwich panel consisting of four layered
facings with a fixed lay-up. All four edges are movable and simply supported.
(L,=L,=24in,h;=0.02in, h,= 0.5 in, Materials F1:C1).
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Fig. 6.40. The influence of the initial geometric imperfection on the compressive
edge load-deflection interaction of a circular cylindrical sandwich panel consisting
of four layered facings with a fixed lay-up. All four edges are movable and simply
supported. (L, =L, =24 in, h;=0.02in, h,= 0.5 in, R, =50 in, Materials F1:C1).
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Fig. 6.41. A double curved sandwich panel with three layered facings subjected
to a fixed compressive edge load and a temperature rise T, . All four edges are

movable and simply supported. (L, = L, =24 in, h;=0.045 in, h,=0.25in,
R; =R, =450in, N;; = 4200 Ib/in, Materials F1:C3)
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Fig. 6.42. A flat sandwich panel with three layered facings subjected to a fixed
compressive edge load with an initial imperfection and a temperature rise Ty, All

four edges are movable and simply supported. (L, = L, =24 in, h;=0.01125 in,
h,=0.35in, w, =-0.0875in, N,; = 1850 Ib/in, Materials F1:C3)
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Fig. 6.43. A flat sandwich panel with three layered facings subjected to
a fixed compressive edge load, A fixed pressure, and a temperature rise
Ty All four edges are movable and simply supported. (L, =L, =24 in,

h;=0.054 in, h, = 0.485 in, N;, = 11750 Ib/in, g = 15 psi, Materials F1:C3)
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Fig. 6.46. The influence of the fiber orientation on the inplane strain
Y, at buckling bifurcation for a flat sandwich panel with single layered
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Fig. 6.50. The influence of the fiber orientation on the inplane stresses
at buckling bifurcation for a circular cylindrical sandwich panel with single
layered facings. All four edges are movable and simply supported. (Note:
prior to the first discontinuities, m = n = 1 beyond whichn=1, m=2;
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7 Summary, Conclusions, and Future Developments

As a brief overview, a comprehensive geometrically non-linear theory of doubly-curved
sandwich structures constructed of anisotropic laminated facings with an orthotropic core under
various loading conditions for simply supported boundary conditions has been developed for a
symmetric sandwich structure with an orthotropic weak core. As an application of the theory,
several results were compared with experimental results found in the literature which were found
to agree reasonably well. In addition, results which encompassed buckling, postbuckling, and
stress/strain analysis have been obtained. These results were developed utilizing various types of
advanced materials, under various loading conditions, which encompassed uniaxial compressive
edge loads, biaxial edge loads (tensile and compressive), thermal loads, lateral pressure, and
imperfections.

The results showed that the load carrying capacity of the sandwich structure can be enhanced
via the use of the structural tailoring technique. The results also showed that the sandwich
structure is capable of sustaining large compressive edge loads in the deep postbuckling range. It
was also revealed that buckling bifurcation can be increased by the appropriate lay-up. In
addition, it was found that sandwich structures are imperfection insensitive. It was also revealed
that for the case of two immovable edges the buckling bifurcation occurs at lower compressive
edge loads. The phenomenon of the snap-through type behavior occurred only under special
loading conditions. Finally, large stresses and strains were found to exist under compressive edge
loads (both uniaxial and biaxial).

Future developments of the associated work, presented here, should include the buckling and
thermomechanical postbuckling response of doubly curved sandwich panels comprised of
anisotropic laminated facings with weak core behavior, under various loading conditions with
the effect of the inplane temperature profile integrated into the theory, for both simply supported
and clamped edges. Some additional complexities could be integrated into the theory such as the
temperature dependent material properties, the effect of the antisymmetry with respect to the
local and global midsurfaces for both simply supported and clamped edges under various loading
conditions, the modeling of a compressible core with all of the above mentioned complexities,
and several other effects involving e.g. the physical nonlinearities which will act as a catalyst in
the evolutionary process of the knowledge base of sandwich structures and will enable one to
search further for an optimal design of sandwich constructions.
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Appendix 1
Strain Displacement Relationships
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Appendix 2

The Reduced Elastic Moduli, Thermal Coefficients, and Moisture Swelling Coefficients as a

Function of Ply-Angles for The Respectiv&th Layer of The Respective Face
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Note:
For the upper face, replace single primes with double primes and for the core replace single
primes with superposed bars and equaje (., , 0 k ,1 = )
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Appendix 3

Coefficients of the displacement functions
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Iﬁmn = r11A8m + r12A6rnu 2n+ I_13A4rv"l4n+ r14A2 rl'rl6n+ rlsl'l8 n

fmn = Ty A%+ T A%+ TpgA S 2+ Tou A TosA® 2 b To6A® (i TorA? A Togh® W 4 Toold® 4
PV SN TS WYV e TR PNTLRS BOTTAAC e

- Rl)[q)slu?n + QoA+ @3 3’_] +(Y Rz)[(p34/\2 it D3t W P36A” i }w

Pann = (Y Rl)[<04lA7m F QA+ QA+ @A #6} +(¥ Rz)[§045}\7 it PacA” W QA W
P 5]

Y 3mn = (I Rl)[y ST TLE VY ST 7 AN TR S O AT ;l"' v Rz)[V35/17n+ Vah” Wit Vard* iy
+V38/\?nl1 n]

V amn = (]/ Rl)[y 41A5rrl*l2n + Y42A3mu4n+ Y 437 r#GéI + (]/ Rz)[y44)\7 m" )’45)\5 HZ i Y46A3 H4]w

Mimn = ’711)‘7m+’712/\5m+’713)‘5n#12n+ ’714/\3m""715)‘3 rHZn"‘ ’716)‘3 H4 FNA Fnih /rﬁ2 +
NisAmtn +No6A S,

Momn = ’721/17n +’722H5n""723)\2n#5n+’724H3n+’725)\2r£13n+’726)\4#3n+’727)\2 M ﬁ""lzss;)\4 K n
6
+n29Am“n
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i

imn = 111A7m+112A5m+113A5n#2n+114A3 mt ’15)\3 r"ll2n+116A3 H4 F 1174 HZ 1187 %4 1107 /-nln6 n

i

_ 7 5 2 5 3 2 3 4,3 2 4
amn = Lo F 1o + 1A S g T H 1 psA” T H 1eA™ 7 b lpg 0 F10A” [ F10A™ |
6
+ig0A MU

Aimn = N1 m + M1oA% + AW +N1AS +N1AS 12+ NIAS U +N1A  + N1 S +
NieAmth +N30A i

>

A

ngmn:r’;luz+’7£2/1'r51+’723A2un+’724/1n+’725)‘m/1n+’726)‘4un+’727un+’728)‘mun
’729A4Hn+’73o}\6lln

iil—mn:[-1I—l/\7m-|-l-1r2A5 ti )‘5Hn+ll4/\3 i )‘3un+l A3un+ll7/\ +[l8)‘mun+I19Amun

"";o)‘mlli

_ 4 4
’2mn [21l*ln+122Hn+123Amun+[24un+125Amun+126A Hn+127un+[28Amun+129A mHn

’30)\6 Hn

M1y = NiNos = 2A%NA 1N 66 + Al

M= 2/\211/\ 22N\ 66 - 4A3 6/\11 Q/\Ziz/\ AT AR A 1:(\266+ 8A6 Ao\ 1\ 11+ AAAN A 66
= 2AFNA LN g + BRI N g5 = AATG A — 2 KNG,

M3= /\412 + /\211/\222 + 2NN 22/\266_ 2N\ N 66A%6_ 2NN\ 22/\212 = N A A N g6t

BAZNA1N 12— AALAN 1\ o5t AN D — BAG AN 1 66— 2K N\ gs+ 686 B +
BALNA 1N 5 = 12A s Ao\ 1o+ AN\ g

M4 =2A 11/\222/\ 66 2A§6/\ 1\ 22— 212/\ PYAY AR TA 2Z\266+ 4A226/\ 12N\ es t
AP AN G\ 66— BRGNS, + BAG AN 1N 5= A A Ros 2 BN,

= /\222/\266 - 2A226/\ 22N\ gs + Aée
Mo = Al = 2A%A 1A 65 + N3N %

Moo = 2(/\ 11A266_ Alze/\ 66)d1 + 2(/A\Zni\ 66 Aize/\ll) dz
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M3 = —ZAfG/\le + 4'0’126/\12/\ 66 4A§6A26 - 2/\11/\212/\66 G AYEA 12/\266+ 4As AN 1\ 66~
4A226/\211 +8A 5 Ao\ 1/\ 12— 2 Azlé\ll/\ 2t 2/\211/\ 22\ 66

o0 = 2(2/\ 1\ 66~ A216)d1d2 + AL + Ao
M5 = (_2/\212/\ 66 = M\ 12N+ HAu6 Aog\ 66— BAGN 11 + BAG A\ 1o 2R\ + A oA 66) d,
"'(_2/\11/\212 = AN 12N g+ 2N 1\ 6 Aie Aog\ 1+ BATN 1, — 2K\ g6 + 2\211/\22) d,

M6 = Ao+ 4A3iz/\ 66 T 6A]2.6A226 - 12Aq A26/\212_ 8As A\ 1\ 66t 4’\212’\266 - 2\11/\212/\ 2~
= AN N 1\ g6t 2N\ 1\ 24\2 66~ APs Ao\ 14\ 227 8A214\12/\ 2t 8'%6{\11/\ 127
2A226/\11/\ 66 2A§€/\ 22\ 66+ /\211/\222

M7 = 2/\11d 1d22 + ZAeedf d,

r28 = (—2/\212— 4/\12/\ 66t 2/,\\266— 4A16A26+ Aj\\ll/’\\ 22)dld 2+( j\ 24\ iy 4&2}Cf +
+(2/A\11/A\ 66 4A:2L6)d22

M9 = 2A sed 1d22 + 2/A\zzdf d,

a0 = (8A§6/\12 = 2R3\ es + 2N 1N+ 2\ ppNeo = NN 5o = AN o o= AALARN 2}d i
+(8A16 Ao\ 12+ AA1AN 66~ 2 Azzé\ll L AVTAR AN 2\21!\66 - 4\12/\266_ 8’%6/\22) &

M3 = (4/\ 22\ 66~ 2A226)d1d2 + /\222d12 + /\266 C§

M3 = _4A16A?§6_ 2'6226;\12 2+ 4'636[\12[\ 66 2[\212/\22;\ 66 A 12/\ 22\266"' 4Aq A26A 22;\ 66~
AP A + 8 A A\ 1N 2= 2K\ 13 oo + 2N 1N o\ g

M3 = (_ZAEG/A\zz + 2/\222;\66)511 + (_ZAge;\ees + 20 22/\266) d,

M3 =-2 Age/\ 2N\ es t /\222/\266 + A246

M5 = dfdzz

103



P31 = AleAgef\zz - A&e/\zzz/\ee + AQG/\ PARZA 66 A32é\12

Ps3p = Ale/\ 11/\222_ A&e/\zlz/\zz +2 A16/\ 1\ 2\ 66 2 Alepgzé\lz -2 A26/\ 17\ 2\ 66
Pos\ 1\ 1\ 2o+ 25 1 + AN,

P33 = ~ASN 5o +3AL AN 1~ 2AN N s — 2 A6 BN 1s + AN 1N o\ 66t Al A A e
P35 = AlPAod\ o = AN 1o + AN 1A o\ 66 A s

P35 = —2A0\ 17\ 2/ 66t 2A32é\11 - 2A4 A226/\12 - A}.6/\212/\22 + 2 A\ 1\ 2\ 66t Azé\S 15"
+ A 1N~ AosN 1o 1\ 2

P36 = _2A16/\212/\ 66 T 3Afe AN 12+ AN 1\ 2\ 65 A314\22 - 2A '%6/\11 + AN 1N 1\ 66
Qa1 = ZAfe/\n/\ 66 /\211/\266 - Ai46

Pap = _3Afe/\12/\ 66T 3A§6A26 + 3\ A 11/\266+ 2'“126/\11/\ 22~ 8A6 Ad\ 1N 11t 4'&2‘6\211 -
= 2N1 A M 65— AR 1\ 66t 2N A e + 2R,

Qa3 = Afe/\zz/\ 66~ 3A§6'A226 +4 Ag A\ 1\ 66t 9 Ass Azé\z 156 '§6A12A 1t 3 A 1\ o
= 2N N6 = BAGA 1A 25+ 2NN 1N 55+ AN T\ o\ g AP DG, = A\ pp\ogg= Ao +

+ A226/\ 11\ 66~ 3/\312/\ 66

Py = ZAfe/\zzz = AA6 A\ 1\ 207 AP\ A s A 1£ 7] éﬁ/\ll/\ 2~ N\ 11/\222/\ 66 T ?LZ
+ /\212/\ AT AR A 22/\266_ A226/\ 12\ 66

Qa5 = Afe/\lz/\ RASTA 1{\266"' Ag Aos\ 17\ 66~ A316'°26

Oue = ~A AR\ 17\ 66T 3A216A§6 + 2/\212/\266 + 2@6/\12/\ 22~ 3Ag Aze/\zlz"' 2 ’§6/\11/\ 12~
BRASEAY AR AN N /\312/\ 66 ~ AusAod\ 1\ 2ot N\ 1\ 24\2 66 Aize/\ 22\ 66~ Aée/\n/\ 66

®g7 = 3A16AN\ 2\ 66~ 3A 18A326+ 4 Ag A\ 1\ 2t 3 &2@12/\ 66 /%e/\iz - A\pRA 22/\266_
- /\212/\ 22/\ 66 A%J\ 11/\ 22" 2 Aie/\zzz + /\11/\222/\ 66

Pag = /\222/\266 - 2A226/\ 22N\ gs + Aés
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Y31 = AleAze/\ 2!\ 66T Azzé\lz/\ 66 A 12/\ 22/\266_ Aie '%:?6

Y32 = 3A$6A226 + 2A126A12/\ 227 A16 A26/\ 1{\ 22 Aglé\zz/\ 66 3 ALG '%6/\212-" 2 és/\lz/\ 1"
= NN 1 o\ 5= AN 66— A AP\ 1\ 66t 2N 1A%6 + N3N gs + A 1 5N g6

Y3z = _3AfeAze - Afe/\zlz +4 A AN 1\ 11+ SAAN A o5 '&{éll/\ 22~ N\ 11/\21Z\66 +
+ N3N 2o\ g6 = 2A56NT1 = 3N A 1N g6+ BATA 12/ 65

Vas = Als + NiNos =~ 2 AN 11\ 66
Y35 = 2A§e/\ 22\ 66~ /\222/\266 - Age

Y36 = 3A16A?£6_ 8As A\ 1\ 2t 2 Aezef\ll/\ 22~ 3A6 Ad\ A\ g6t 2 '&29%2 + 2\212/\ AT
+3A 1N 5N6 = BAZN 12N 65— 2N\ 1N\ g + AAZNS,

Y37 = _3A56A226 +9A, A26/\212_ 6 A§6A11/\ 22t '%6/\11/\ s6+ 3As Ad\ 1\ 2 A 17” 3\§2A 66 T
+ 3NN\ 2N\ 1N\ 66— 2/\21Z\266 + 2/\212/\11/\ 22T AA1ALN 1\ o6 6A21‘é\12/\ 22~ /\212/\222 -
REAYEA 22/\266 + A126/\ 22N\ 66

Y3s = ~ArgAod\ 11\ 66T ASlGQZG + @6/\212 RAYPYA 11/\266_ 4 Ag A\ 1N\ 1t /\212/\11/\ 66
AT 1N 66+ AN 55 = 2 Ao\ — AT 2o g6

Yar = Afep%/\ 117 Aie/\u + AN 1N 1\ 66 Azé\z AT

Viz = —2A2AN 15+ 25N 55 = AN A 1\ 00t NP A = AN AL+ AN N, +
2A26/\ 12/\ 11/\ 66 2A1ef\ 1{\ zé\ 66

Vs = 3AAN 1 + AN 1A o st AN A A o5 A D=2 Ks AN yo— 2 AN g
Vas = AN 1N 1N o5 Ao + As AN 1= AN \es

Vas = "2A%AN 12~ A\ 1\ 1N 2 A Aar+ AN+ AN N2 =2 AN 1\ o\ g6t
2PN 1N 1\ 66t 2A% 40 2,

Vs = 3A16AN 1, — 2 A AsN 22— A1y = 2 AN s + AN 1A o o6t AD A A o
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N1 (A16/\66 AN )K
12 = { ey +( Al = 2A 1A go) oo}

Nz = (_4A16A26/A\ 12~ 2A16AzéA\ 66" &1/\22 + /\12/\66 + 2/\12/\ 66 11/\ 22/\ 66t
4A226/\11)K1 + ( A1z + A 1Noes= 2 Ag A 11+ A LA 1A o5 Aelé\es)ﬂz

M4 = _(2;\ o o+ A 11d22)K1

Nis = {(4A§6_ 2/\22;\ 66)d1+(2A16A26+ 2\ 12\ 66~ A 1/;\ 2 N2 17 /A\Zee) C&}Kl +

(Ale 66~ 2A16A 26T N e)d1 + (A11A 66 A -2 Azlg dz}xz

N6 (2/\ 12/\ 22/\ 66~ 4N’ 4\12 +/\212/\22 + 2A16A26/\ 22 -A 11\ 25~ /\22/\ + AZ?G/\GG)Kl"'
(_3/\%2/\66 =20 st A 6+ A LA D ot 6A LA D 17 2A A A &N 1
2A16/\22 2A26/\11)/\2

Mg = {_/A\Zzzdl + ( A5 = 2A A 66)d2}x 1t {(/A\ N ot A A e 2 Azz)sdi + (/\266 + AP s~
- 2A16 Aze)dz}x 2

Moo = (Agei\zz - AZZZ/\GG)Kl + (A 12/\ 22/\ 66 A 22\2 66~ A‘zze/\ee + ASG/A\lZ -2 A, Aze/A\ 22)K 2
21~ (Azef\ 2 66 ASzgﬂz
UPPES (Azef\ A1t A o Q/A\

PR (2A16/\222+ 25 = 26N\ 1\ 55— 2R\ LA eax 1"'( AA® 15 As Bs— 2 AN 1
REA T AP AY R PTARTA 29K 2
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Moy = A26d1d; 2

’725:(4A16/A\22_2A26/A\ 12~ 2AzéA\ 6}d5 i"{(A{Aé 27 AZ% G%ZA/;G )151"'1(_2'0‘[}6 12

+ A26A11_ Auj\ ee)dz}x 2

N2 = (2A16/\ 2\ 66— 4A 16A226_ 2AN 1N 5t 2 A26/\212+ 2 A\ 11\ 66)K 1+( A16/\212+

AP = Al 1A oot A i 272 AD A J)l\ 2
Na7 = 2A005A, + AgdidA ,
’728:(2A16/A\66_2A16/A\ 12)d5 1+(A1€A\ ofl + Ay 1@)£_\ 2
_(_ AR 2 ~ (A3 AA R
’729—( 2A1N 1\ g6t 2A16'°26)/\1+( Ast A\ 1/\ 66)/\2
_ AT
111_(A16/\11/\ 66 Ale;/\l
l15 :(Alei\ eed 1t Al([\ 10 QK 1

l13 = (_ZAZG/A\ N 1t A Ah A gt AgAs+ AN 1A\ 22)K 1t (2 Rt 2 AN%i -
—2A16A 1N 127 2A04\ o\ GQK 2

l14 = A16d1d; 1

’15:{(_2'6\26[\12_ Azef\ 66T AléA\ 2)d I"(AA 1I2A[B 2 A/lA\s )sed}g +1(4 A/Ss 11

2A16/A\ 66 2A1€/A\ 12)d Ao

l16 = (Azei\zlz"' AzeA 11;\ 2t A16A226_ 2 AG/A\ 12/\ 227 Aiei\ 22\ GQK it (2 Azé\ [1\ 68
2A16/\ 12/A\ 66 2A2t[\ 1[\ 12 4A218°26 + Zﬂe/\zlz)xz

l17 = A26dld; 1+2 A26d21/_\2

’18:(A26/\66d2+ Axd\ 22d)x I"(ZAzé\ o5 2 AN 1)2d/_\1 2
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Ao 2N 65~ ASZ(;K1 + 2( Ao R~ Al 1M 66)K 2

l19
l2q

(
(Agef\ 66 A ZZAZGG)KZ

Py

{( Age -2A 22/\ 66)d 1 Azeedz }Kz

I3 = (/\ 12\ 2N 65+ AN 2\ 65~ AsNes + Aoe\12 ~ 2 A Ao\ 22)K 1t (_2/\ i\ A et
Ass\11 = 2 A Pod\ e+ 4 Kid\ 5o = 4 Ag A\ 12+ N 1f\es + 2/\12/\266)K2

l24 = (_[\ 241 - ZAeedldz)K 2

I25 = {(/A\ N o+ A A o 2A223d1 + (/A\ 127\ 66+ Noge= 2 Ag Aze) dz}x 1t {(/\212_ N =

“2A1A 55 + 2A56A 06+ 2 A\ 6E)d i (_2;\ A o 4K J)Gdz}xz

l26 = (_/\312 + A o\ 127 3N e + N1\ 2 6= 2N 14\ g5 2R3N 11 + B Ap\ 1o+
2A16 Ao\ 66— 2A21<A22)K1 + (2/\ PASTAY: A £ 66" AN + 2A6 A\ 11— N1\ o
+ AN gs _4Afe/\12)ﬂz

[57 = _dfdzxz

I28 :(/A\lz"'/A\es)dldK 1‘(2;\ 8 g A 6612)K2

lo9 = {(A A 66 /A\Zee_ 2N A26)d1+ (/\ N o+ A A 66~ 2 Azl}@}xl + {( Ao~ 2Ap,A 66) d
_/A\?lez}xz

30 = (/\ AR AN A AN 66~ 2A6 A\ 11t A216/\12 - A€6/\66)K1 + ( A{G/\ll - A211A66)K2
iy = (Afe/\ o6 ~/\ 11/\266)QlTl + ( AN 14\ 66~ ASlk)Qsz

N1z = {_/A\Zeedl + (_2;\ 1M es* Aie) dz}ﬁ 1+ ( A godit Adl 1 )ﬁ "
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.
Nis

.
N1a4

’715

’716

T

N7
T

Nig

.
N1

’720

T _
N =

’722

= (_4A16A26/\ 127 2A16A 0 o6 '681/6\22 + /\212/\66 + 2/\12/\266_ ANRAP YA .

4A226/\11)QL+ (_ZAle/\ 1\ 66t 3R1Ps + ANt AN\ 22— A 1\ o6
- ZAQGA 11/A\ 12)QT12+ ( Azlg\lz + /\11/\266_ 2R, Azei\ 1t A 12;\ 1[\ 66 Aglé\ee)égz

=(-2Aeddo-A 030N + AgdidQ1,

Ao g5 = 2 Ageh 1o+ A\ 29d 1+(_4A1é\ AN & Ad )1d}QT i

—2A A 66+4A26)d +(2A16 Pos+ 2\ A oot Ny 2\11/\22_/\266)dz}QIl"'
266+/\12/\66 2A16A26)d +( A et A A 12‘2A2])6C£}ﬁ;2

{
{-
{(A

(2/\ 12N o 65~ ARG 1 + ool g + 2P Ao 2= A 1N 5 Ao + AZZG/A\66)QL+
(_4A16/\ P ot AL A o5 3A 1 ¢ BANL + 2 AN A o+ A 1A géle"'
(_3/\%2;\66 20 1 N5t ApP gl g6+ A LA 1 o5 BA LA Py +2A0 AN 5= A%1m
2A126A 22~ 2A§6/\11)Q12—2

= ~d,d3Q],
= (_Z/A\ 2 d,= A eadzz)éll (2A16 + Asd Q)Q (/A\ 12+ A 69 dydQ T,

= {‘Azzzdl +(A§6 -2A A ee)dz}ﬁTll"'{ Azg\ oA it (_2 Azé\ 1t 4 A[é 27

_A26/A\ 66)d 2}QT12+ {(A A 66~ 2 Ayt A 22) d; + (A266+ A 66~ 2 As Aze) } 22

(Aze/\zz A’ 2/\66)91-1 ( 2P0\ 1N 22t 2AL o A/ 2\ oot Aga)Qsz +
(/\12/\ 21\ g6+ A 2N AssMes + Ao 1z =2 Ag Ao\ 22)QT22

(_/\222[\66 + AZA 22)62 2+ ( Ao\ o\ o5 Aezaﬁ 22

{( A5 =27 66)d 2~ /A\222d1}f2 I+ ( A 501+ A\ g )é T2

109



N33 = (2A16/\222+ 2% = 2”6 1A 5= 2R\ A eaéTn‘" (_/\ A? oF Nphy, +
3A 12\ 22\ 65— 3A%\ 12)912 + ( Aog\12* Ao K~ 2AcN 121\ 22~ A\ oA\ o6t

Aze[\ 11A zz)éTzz
’724 = (_/\ aedg - 2/\22d1d2)Q 12"' Aysd df T22

M35 = (4Alej\ 22~ 2A5\ 1= 2A 54 G;d QT {(2&26_ AP s+ A 1 22) d+ (/\212_
2A 1A 2+ 3N A o 2)}§T12+{(A16A\ 0 AR & 2A M )zd "i(_ZA A

+ AzeA 1 Ale/A\ ee)d 2}QT22

N36 = (2A16/\ 2\ 66~ 4A1A 26 2AN 12N\ 22t 2 A\ 15t 2 A6 1 66)QT11+ (_/A\ o\ A o

_2/\212/\66 + 2A§6/\11 + 2716 Ao\ 15— AAIAN 66 '&1/6\22 + AN N - /\313912 +
(A16/\212+ Als A= AN 1N sot A\ i 272 AD N 1)952

’7;7 = _dldgﬁIZ

N3 = 2A,d50], + {_/A\ nud3 + (/\12 -A 66) dldz}f2 Tot+ AdidQ T

’7;9 = (2A16[\ 66 2A1<[\ 12)d 9T11+ {(A 14\ 66 2A 165‘ ged "I(_/\ /;\1 66 '& 16
/A\11/A\12)d 2}52T12+(A1JA\ o8l it A1€A\ 16 )zéTzz

Ugo = (_2A16/\ 12\ 66t 2A218°26)Q 11 +( Aif/\lZ AN 1N g6~ 2 AreAok 1)9 T12+
(Ale/\ 11/\ 66 A?ie)ng

’Il = (Alei\ 11/A\ 66 A31<;é1Tl + ( Afei\ll - /\211[\66)6 Iz

1y = {( Als = 2/\11/\ 66)dl_ /A\zlldz}élz + ( Ale/A\ ged1t Alg\ 1d ;ﬁ 11
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I3 = (_2A26/\ 1N 12t A1 AN gt AlsAs + Ad 1) 22)QT11+ (_3 Ribiz +
BAA 12N 66— Nif\ a2 + A 11/\212)sz + (ZAfs + 2MN7 = 2A6N 11\ 12— 2A0\ 1\ GQQ T2

114 = Ased 1d262T11+ (_Z/A\ 1dds A eéfj)ﬁsz

s :{(_ZAzef\ 12~ Ao\ gst ALQ 2}d i"( AA T2AD 5 AR )sed}QT 1
{(3;\12[\ 66~ 2\ A\ oo /A\Zlgdl +(2A126 +ApA = A A 66 2}9 4Azé\ i

~2A16/\ 66~ 2A1d\ 12) d pTzz

116 = (Aze/\ 12t Aze/\ 11/\ 2t A16A226 2 Ae/\ 12/\ 227 Au[\ 2!\ ef)éTll'" (_/\3 15 2/\212;\66 +
2A% A2 + 2 Ao 1o~ Aod\iy + AL A 5= AL\ A egﬁle‘"(ZA B N e
2A16/\ 12/\ 66 2A26/\ 1{\ 12- 4A216°26 + 2A16/\212)Q-2|—2

11, = —d? dZQ
I1g = AzedldzéTn"' {(A 12_;\ egd d 2_/\ 2512}62;2 +2 Ag (if)sz

g = (Aze/\ 6 2% Axd\ o4 )QTll {(_/A\ A & Kl 2/\22)dl+( 1 662 A16A2; }
+(2A26[\ 66~ 2Azd\ 12)d 0

30 = (Azel\ o o= A (;Qll ( PoP\ 1z + A oA o 5= 2 ArgAsl 2}52 T (2 AR5
2 A5 12\ GG)QTZZ

1= ﬁIz(Aze/\ 2\ 66 Aeza + ﬁ2T2( Po\ oo~ AzzAzee)
I3 = QIZ(AZJA\ oA 1+ Al ol )"’QTz%( K 25 2R N 66) dl_/A\zeesQ}

33 = QL(/\ N 2N 66t N A 66 AssNos + Ao N1z — 2 At Ard\ 22) + QTl{ A A oF
Ao\ =2 AN 1N 32~ A\ oA\ 65 2AA A oF 3A K ;6+ ng(_ ZASTAP AN
AssPN 11 =2 As Ao\ 66+ 4 Kid\ oz = 4 Ag A\ 1o+ N if\es + 2\ 12/\266)
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134 = Q1A d - Q Tzz(/\ £+ 2N g & dz)

I35 = QL{( N ot A A o6~ 2A° ;dl ( 1N 66+/\266 2As A%) dz} + Qle{( 4 AZJA\ 12t

AoeN oo+ Ard\ 22)d 1t (_2 A\ 15

2Ai6 Ags + 2A 1A 66)d 1t (_

T _AT(_ A3 LA A & ~oy A A A A
l26 = Qll(_/\ 12 F AN N 1= 3N N ge + A 1\ 2\ 66~

Ad o Ad )1d}2+ QT {Q/A\z N5
A\ gt 4A21}sdz}

2Ai6 Ao 66~ ZAie(A\zz) + élz( A.'LJ\ /A\zz ~AAN A ot Al o o SAA 17
2Ai6A 1A 65 3A216A26)+QT ( N A 66 A i 6t ApAT, + 2R AN 1~ A A, +

Al26/A\66 - 4Afe/A\12)

T _ AT 42
17 =-Qpd1d,

28 ZQL{(;\ 1+ A ee)d d 2}+QT1£A

29 ZQL{( 1A o6t Mg 2A16A26)d "'( A ot A e ZAZ}dz}

16 d 2 Azéf)"'ﬁsz(_

2/\11C1d2—/\ 66 81)

“2AA 1, = Al 66)d1+ Al 19}"‘@T {( 2A A o '&)6(1 A 1‘2}

QL{(4 A

’30 = QL( 11/\ 1!\ 66+/\ 1{\ 66~ 2A16A26/\ 1t Azle,(\lz Afe/\ee) + élz( Aﬁe"’ 2 66;\211

2A16/\ 11/\ 127

and

Ald\ 11\ 63 + QTzé A21/6\11 - /\211/\ 66)

i€ ,)2

alB, =1,2)

=20\ Nyt

27 12\2 66 2A226A11 + 6A4 AZJ\ 12t
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{Note: B;ﬁ is obtained by replacing the single prime (/) with a double prime (//).}
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