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Abstract SR S,

The aim of this report is to present a consistent theory for the deformation of a
naturally curved and twisted anisotropic beam. The proposed formulation natu-
rally extends the classical Saint-Venant approach to the case of curved and twisted
anisotropic beams. The mathematical model developed under the assumption of
span-wise uniform cross-section, curvature and twist, can take into account any
kind of elastic coupling due to the material properties and the curved geometry.
The consistency of the math-model presented and its generality about the cross-
sectional shape, make it a useful tool even in a preliminary design optimization
context such as, for example, the aeroelastic tailoring of helicopter rotor blades.

The advantage of the present procedure is that it only requires a two-dimensional
discretization: thus, very detailed analyses can be performed and interlaminar
stresses between laminae can be evaluated. Such analyses would be extremely time
consuming if performed with standard finite element codes: that prevents their
recursive use as for example when optimizing a beam design.

Moreover, as a byproduct of the proposed formulation, one obtains the consti-
tutive law of the cross-section in terms of stress resultant and moment and their
conjugate strain measures. This constitutive law takes into account any kind of elas-
tic couplings, e.g. torsion-tension, tension-shear, bending-shear, and constitutes a
fundamental input in aeroelastic analyses of helicopter blades.

Four simple examples are given in order to show the principal features of the
method.




1 Statement and Scope

The relevance of aeroelastic tailoring of helicopter blades is very well known in rotor-
craft community. In fact, the elastic couplings can strongly influence the aeroelastic
behavior of rotor systems and even control their stability. Stability analyses of heli-
copter rotors are often performed using special beam models to simulate the blade
dynamic behavior, i.e. the blade is considered as a one-dimensional continuum
with a general form of elastic couplings. Therefore, the constitutive law expressed
in terms of stress resultant and moment on the cross-section and their conjugate
strain measures is a fundamental input for aeroelastic analyses. In this regard, the
elastic couplings, such as tension-torsion, tension-shear, bending-shear, etc., are of
fundamental importance in performing aeroelastic tailoring.

Such couplings arise from two different sources, namely material properties and
geometric shape of the blade. Obviously, a very general way in order to compute
the elastic constitutive relations is using a general three-dimensional finite element
code, but a drawback of this approach is the amount of computer time required
that cannot be accepted during the preliminary design phases in which different
fiber orientations and materials are to be analyzed in order to meet the design
requirements.

An alternative approach, in order to circumvent this problem, is to take some
suitable simplifying assumptions allowed by the blade geometry and by the aims
of the preliminary design itself, as for example the constancy of the cross-section
properties along the beam axis. This assumption leads to a dramatic improvement
of the analysis since the three-dimensional problem can be easily reduced to a two-
dimensional one. In fact the object of the analysis is now reduced to a simple beam
slice instead of the entire blade. By the use of this simplified physical-mathematical
model, the elastic properties of the blade cross-section can be optimized and prop-
erly tailored and only few three-dimensional analyses are required to assess the final
design.

Solutions in closed form of composite cross-sections are not available and a
two-dimensional finite element model of the blade section is required. This finite
element model is a special one since it is able to recover the three-dimensional
solution with the only assumption of constancy of the cross-section. This kind
of analysis, developed by the writer and its colleagues, was already available for
straight beams. The aim of this work is to extend this approach to naturally twisted
and curved beams retaining the assumption of the constancy of the cross-section
properties. The influence of the pre-twist become mandatory in the analysis of tilt
helicopter rotors like the JVX, in which the amount of twist required in airplane
mode by aerodynamic consideration is much larger than that usually required for
conventional helicopter rotors: therefore a stronger influence can be also expected
from a structural point of view.




The research work reported herein can be summarized as follows:

e Development of the mathematical formulation of the mechanics of a beam
slice, based on the principle of virtual work and taking into account the ef-
fects of a constant pre-twist and pre-bending. The possibility of a cross-section
tilted with respect to the axis has been investigated. This section extends the
approach already available for straight beams. One result of such an analysis is
the solution of the cross-section problem in terms of displacement and stress
distribution due to six independent and equilibrated load conditions corre-
sponding to the components of the cross-section stress resultant and moment.
Moreover, as a byproduct of this analysis, the six by six compliance matrix
of the cross-section is obtained. In addition, the eigenvalue analysis in terms
of warping displacements is performed and the extremity solutions computed.
The results of these analyses can be used as input in subsequent dynamic
analyses in which the beam is treated as a one-dimensional continuum.

e Formulation of different finite elements in anisotropic material like the isopara-
metric plane element, the lamina element, the isoparametric panel and the
stringer element.

o Modification of the pre-existing computer code for straight beam, in order to
include the curved and tilted geometry. Description and organization of the
computer code based on the finite element method.

o Development of some numerical test cases and comparison with NASTRAN
results.
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2 Theoretical Development

2.1 Introduction

The design of composite blades of helicopter rotors demands the analysis of three-
dimensional stress states including interlaminar stresses. Despite the power of mod-
ern computers, standard three-dimensional finite element approximations of the en-
tire rotor blade are not yet considered feasible, because of the huge computer effort
required to achieve a reasonable degree of accuracy in modeling the material proper-
ties of the blade cross-section (Hodges, 1990b). In fact when dealing with composite
beams, particular care must be taken in order to model the material properties, es-
pecially when interlaminar stresses must be evaluated. The example of the circular
composite tube, see Fig. 1 (from Giavotto et al., 1983), shows that the stress state
is three-dimensional even under pure torsion, hence a detailed model of the cross-
section is essential in order to correctly capture it. Moreover, the stacking sequence
of different laminae may have a strong influence on the cross-section distortion and
on the stress distribution, as shown for example by Ghiringhelli and Sala (1990): as
a simple example refer to Fig. 2 (from Ghiringhelli and Sala, 1986), where the in-
plane section distortions of a flat specimen loaded in uniform tension are shown for
two different cross-ply laminates. These examples stress that for composite beams
not only is the out-of-plane distortion, usually accounted for, significant, but also
the in-plane distortion must be taken into account in order to correctly model the
stress behavior. It is important to observe as well, that the interlaminar stresses
between contiguous laminae must be continuous and, since the material properties
are in general different, the conjugate strains are discontinuous. This fact consti-
tutes a prerequisite of any displacement-based finite element approximation and, in
order to model this strain discontinuity, the element size must not be greater than
the thickness of the lamina.

The high degree of detail required to model such problems cannot be tolerated
in a direct three-dimensional approach, since the high number of degrees of freedom
prevents its use in preliminary design phases and in an optimization context. On
the contrary, it would be better to face the problem in two consecutive steps deal-
ing separately with the cross-sectional analysis and with the global-beam analvsis.
In the first step the three-dimensional stress analysis of the beam cross-se.tion,
modeled on a two-dimensional domain, is performed leading to a differential prob-
lem with respect to the span-wise coordinate of the beam. This step is generally
performed with a finite element procedure, as proposed by Giavotto et al. (1983),
although an analytical approach giving solutions in closed form could fit as well for
very simple cross-sections. In this step particular solutions under prescribed stress
resultants are obtained, giving the stiffness of the cross-section and its generalized
warping, i. e. section out-of-plane and in-plane distortion. Moreover eigensolutions
can be obtained giving the diffusion length of self-equilibrated modes, that can be
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Figure 1: Thin-walled composite cylinder [+45/-45] loaded in torsion (not to scale).

superimposed to the central solutions to account for extremity effects, either at the
beam ends or in the neighborood of concentrated loads. These modes, as pointed
out by Rehfield et al. (1990), could also be used as additional kinematical variables
when modeling thin-walled beams, while their role in axially compressed beams and
panels has been dealt with by Merlini (1988). '

The second step is mainly devoted to the behavior of the entire beam, this in
general being naturally curved and twisted: here the beam is considered as a one-
dimensional continuum and its constitutive law is taken from the previous step.
This kind of approach naturally extends the well known Saint-Venant approach to
pretwisted and curved anisotropic beams, and it is gaining more and more attention
in rotor blade modeling, as discussed in a review by Hodges (1990b). Moreover, this
approach seems to be suitable for geometrically nonliner beam analyses, both static
and dynamic, where strains can be assumed to be small and nonlinearities confined
within the one-dimensional beam model, as shown by Borri and Mantegazza (1985)
and Borri and Merlini (1986). This idea can be found in the papers by Parker
(1979a, b), who followed an asymptotic procedure and used the Saint-Venant warp-
ing function, and by Berdichevsky (1981) and Berdichevsky and Staroselsky (1983),
who proposed a variational-asymptotical method. A general assessment of this ap-
proach has been set up by Hodges and his co-workers and is plainly described in
some recent papers: Hodges (1990a), Atilgan and Hodges (1990), Atilgan et al.
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Figure 2: Flat composite specimen loaded in axial tension and in-plane distortion

for two different stacking sequencies.




(1991) and Hodges et al. (1991a). An application to beam free-vibration analysis
can be found in Hodges et al. (1991b).

It is not in the purpose of this report to review the intensive work towards
comprehensive beam modeling found in the literature: an excellent review is found
in Hodges (1990b). Nevertheless, at least the following papers must be mentioned
for their significant contribution to the one-dimensional formulation and analysis of
the nonlinear behavior of either rectilinear or space-curved beams: Reissner (1973,
1981), Simo (1985), Simo and Vu-Quoc (1988), Hodges (1987a, b), Danielson and
Hodges (1987, 1988), Bauchau and Hong (1987), Cardona and Geradin (1988) and
Iura and Atluri (1988, 1989). Other papers are mentioned here contributing to the
three-dimensional analysis of the beam cross-section. Theories by Bauchau (1985)
and Bauchau and Hong (1988) are demonstrated to behave well but the assumption
of indeformability of the cross-section in its own plane seems too strong for a general-
purpose analysis of composite beams. Kosmatka and Dong (1991) proposed an
analytical model of the anisotropic cross-section yielding the global properties of
the section, but their work is restricted to homogeneous beams. Finally, the work
by Stemple and Lee (1988, 1989) is mentioned. though it is not relevant to any of the
two steps stated above: they developed a particular fully three-dimensional finite
element procedure accounting explicitly for warping of anisotropic sections, but it
seems that the prerequisite of stress continuity and strain discontinuity between
laminae could hardly be satisfied in practice by their approach.

The present report aims to contribute to the first step outlined above. A quite
general theory is formulated for the three-dimensional cross-section analysis ac-
counting for initial twist and curvature of anisotropic and nonhomogeneous beams.
The constitutive law of the section obtained this way could then be used in most
of the one-dimensional theories for space-curved beams proposed by many authors,
such as those mentioned above. The generality of the proposed theory is only lack-
ing in the sense that it allows for constant twist and curvature along the beam
span: from a practical point of view, this restriction can be suitably overcome in
the one-dimensional analysis by means of a spatial interpolation, using beam finite
elements. Although this theory was motivated by the demands inherent to mod-
eling helicopter rotor blades, it is believed that it constitutes a valid tool in many
other structural fields. Thus it would be proper to begin to state what a beam is.
It is worth noting that what is usually called a beam is not so univocally defined
since there exist many different approximations. Therefore let us recall some basic
definitions and restrictions.

There are at least two fundamental restrictions for a structural member to state
that it is a beam: one involves only geometrical considerations, while the other
concerns structural mechanics. From a geometrical point of view a beam can be
defined as a solid traced by the rigid motion of a cross-section. One particular point
of this section can be taken as the reference point and the line traced by this point
as reference line, which is required to possess a certain level of continuity. The
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geometric beam concept also includes some slenderness restrictions mainly related
to the width of the cross-section that must be much smaller than the length of the
reference line. Moreover, if the cross-section is not constant, its variation should be
restricted to be only moderate.

From the structural point of view, in addition to the influence of the boundary
conditions, we must mention at least two fundamental assumptions, one being rele-
vant to the material properties and the other to the applied loads: these hypotheses
concern the axial distribution of the material properties and the applied loads that
must be very smooth. As a consequence, every structural variable like displacement
or stress should have a gradient along the beam axis that is much lower than the
gradient along the cross-section coordinates.

Now, it should be understood that if a solid must behave like a beam, the
restrictions outlined above must hold not only before the deformation but also
during the deformation and in the deformed configuration too. This issue leads to
the concept of a reference cross-section which could be tilted with respect to the
reference line, and even not exactly planar, in the undeformed configuration as well.
Furthermore, this concept allows for an easy implementation of updated-Lagrangean
incremental techniques. All these hypotheses allow us to consider a beam as a one-
dimensional continuum, a point of which reacts against the deformation with one
resultant and one moment, about the reference point, of the stresses acting upon
the cross-section. With the previous restrictions in mind, these stress resultant and
moment, for a specified reference line, should be independent of the orientation of
the reference cross-section, which obviously cannot be too far from the normal one.
Moreover, some freedom should also hold for the choice of the reference line: in
fact, if we think about a beam which is naturally twisted, a section will be normal
to only one reference line and it will not be normal to any other reference line.

Even if, in our opinion, the main difficulties related to this subject are not
confined to the development of a consistent mathematical model, but instead in the
correct identification of the elastic properties of composite materials, it still remains
difficult to give a comprehensive definition of a beam and we can accept many of
them, depending on a good judgment of what the goal is and what we can use to
obtain it.

2.2 One-dimensional Beam Geometry

In a prescribed fixed orthogonal reference frame (O, E;) (i = 1,2,3), let z be the
position of a generic point P of a reference line I and let ¢ be the tangent to { at P.
We can write

dz(3)
ds

(1)

z = 2(3) t(s) =

where s denotes the arc length along I.




For simplicity let A(s) be a plane cross-section. Associated to it define an
orthogonal triad (P, e;): the unit vectors e,(s) and e,(s) belong to the cross-section
while e3(s) = ei(s) x ez(s) may be tilted with respect to ¢(s); however, we assume
that e3(s) - ¢(s) > 0 holds true anywhere. The orientation of the cross-section can
be specified through a rotation of the section at s = 0,

ei(s) = R(r) - e(0) (2)

where r(s) is the rotation vector and R(r) is the corresponding rotation tensor
which by definition satisfies the orthonormality property R(r)- RT(r) = I. It is
well known that the last can be given the following form

R(r)=I+singk X I+(1—cosg)k x kx 1T (3)

where ¢(s) = /r(s) - r(s) is the magnitude of the rotation vector r(s) = ¢k and k
the unit vector of the axis of the rotation.

The generalized curvature vector ¢(s) of the beam can be introduced through
the derivative of the rotation that can be cast in the form

dR(r)
ds

due to the orthogonality property of the rotation itself. From eqn 2 it follows that

= ¢(s) x R(r)

de;(s)
ds

In this report we confine ourselves to deal with the special case of a helicoidal
beam for which the following limitations hold:

= ¢(s) x e;(s). (4)

dis(t(s)-e,-(s)) =0 dis(c(s)-e,-(s)) =0.

From these equations, taking into account eqn 4, we obtain

dt(s) ) ‘ de(s)
s = c(s) x t(s) s =0

so that the curvature c is constant while the vector t(s) rotates, i.e. it can be
expressed in the following form:

t(s) = R(r) - (0). (5)
. . . . dr(s) .
Moreover, since in this case it can be shown that ¢ = 5 it follows that
r(s) = sc = sck #(s) = sc, (6)
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i.e. the axis of rotation is constant and coincides with the axis of the curvature.
For such a helicoidal beam the equation of the line ! can be written as the
following:
z(s) —a = ¢(s)ak + R(r) - (=(0) — a) (7)
where

t(0)

a=k-—c— a=z(0)+kxt(0)

+ Ak

and ) is an indeterminate scalar quantity which can a.rbltra.nly be set to zero by
choosing the vector a such that z(0)—a be orthogonal to k. Equation 7 corresponds
to the so called helicoidal decomposition of a rigid displacement into a rotation and
a translation parallel to it. The tangent vector £(0) can be resolved in the following
way,

t0)=k®k-t(0)+(I-k®k)-t(0)=
=c(ak + k x (z(0) — a)) (8)

where the identity k X k X I = k®k — I has been taken into account. From eqn 5,
taking eqns 8 and 7 into account, we obtain the expression for the tangent vector
t(s) to the reference line [:

t(s) =clak + k x (z(s) — a)).

Equation 7 can be easily obtained by integrating eqn 1 with eqn 5 on the curvi-
linear abscissa s. At first the tensor S(7r) is introduced,

r)——/R 1S T+ (1 -k x T
4 ®
leading to
xz(s) = x(0) + sS(r) - (0).
Then recalling eqns 8 and 6 and taking the following property into account,
R(r)=I+S(r)-rx1

eqn 7 is obtained.

It is worthwhile noting that this description of helicoidal beams is invariant
with respect to the choice of the reference line. In order to clear up this concept,
let I* denote a new reference line different from !, and let *(s) and z(s) be the
position vectors of two points P* and P belonging to those lines and to the same
cross-section. Hence the line I* can be defined through the equation

z°(s) = z(s) + ea(s)n” (9)
with °(a = 1,2) constant. Recalling eqn 2 we can write

2°(s) — z(s) = R(r) - (z*(0) — =(0)).

11




Then eqn 7 transforms to
z°(s) —a = ¢(s)ak + R(r) - (z*(0) — a).

In order to completely change the reference line we should also chenge the indepen-
dent variable to the new arc length s* on I*. By definition, we have

ds* = \Jdz*(s) - dz*(s) = jds

and since in the present case the the jacobian j is constant, implying s* = js,
from eqn 6 we can obtain the new curvature c¢* = % Hence, by the definition -

£(s) = da: (s) _ 1dz*(s)

-, e easily obtain the tangent vector to the new reference
] ds
line I*:

t°(s) =c" (ak+ k x(z°(s) —a)).

Although the tangent and the curvature vectors depend on the choice of the
reference line, the parameters a and a describing the elicoidal beam are invariant:
with reference to the new line {*, they can be written as
t(0)

c.

a=k- a=z"(0)+kx —= () + Ak

where A* = A — k- (°(0) — «(0)) is a new indeterminate scalar.

2.3 One-dimensional Beam Equations

In a generic deformed position of the beam, let T'(s) and M (s) denote respectively
the resultant and the moment of the stresses acting upon the cross-section A(s).
In the small-displacement linear theory, the equilibrium equations of the beam are
written as

dT(s)

=0
dds (10)
Agf” —T(s) x t(s) =0

where the explicit influence of the distributed external forces is omitted. since our
interest is confined to homogeneous solutions. These equations can be immediately
integrated leading to:

T(s) =T(0)
(11)
M(s) = M(0) + T(0) x (z(s) — (0)).
Both of eqn 11 have a very well-known and clear physical meaning. Looking at the

expression for ®(s) — 2(0) in eqn 7 we can see that the general solution depends on
s by means of linear and circular functions.
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Moreover it is interesting to obtain the solutions of eqn 10 in terms of cross-
sectional components, i.e. Ti(s) = T(s)-e; and M;(s) = M(s) - e;. For simplicity
we assume the fixed reference triad to be oriented as the cross-section triad at
s = 0, so that E; = €;(0), and define T(s) = Ti(s)E;, M(s) = M;(s)E;, i.e.
T(s) = RT(r) - T(s), M(s) = RT(r)- M(s). This is equivalent to pulling back the
stress resultant and moment to the cross-section at s = 0. By observing that

ii%sl = R(r)- (d-%’ﬁi)%xi'(s))
%s—)=R(r)' (di:s(i)+éx1\“l(s))

where ¢ = RTA(r) - ¢ = ¢, the one-dimensional beam equilibrium equations in terms
of T'(s) and M(s) are easily written as
dT(s)
ds
dM(s)
ds

where t = RT(r) - t(s) = £(0). These equations can be grouped into one equation
of the form

+eéxT(s)=0

+eéx M(s)+ExT(s)=0

dS(s)

+7-8(s)=0 (12) .
ds

where

f e . [éxI] 0 -
S(s) = (T(s). M(s)) T—[Txlléxl]

Observing that the operator 7 is constant and the following property holds,

7° + 2029 + AT =0,

as it can be easily seen, by differentiating eqn 12 we obtain é?—d‘i—(:—)- =7 S(s),
d{8(s) a4 - #S(s) .6 -
R T -S(s) and i T - S(s), whence
&S d*'S(s S
(S) 9.2 (b) + 4J2 (3) —_ 0. (13)

dss T Tge Y ga

The peculiarity of this equation is that each component of the vector S(s) is gov-
erned by the same differential equation. Thus, the eigenvalues are immediately
found to be the solutions of the characteristic equation

AYA —ic)’(A+ic)? =0 1=v-1

13
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As a consequence, eqn 12 admits a solution of the following form:
3(s) = (Ao + ¢Bo) + (Ac + $B.) cos ¢ + +(A, + 6B,)sin . (14)

Imposing the initial condition at s = 0, by means of subsequent derivatives of eqn 12
at s = 0 we can obtain:

Ao = (r+227 +e*T*) - 5(0)
A, = —c . (21 + c’sz) S(0)
A, = 1/2c37° - (5I+ 3.:-27’) .5(0)
A . 2 Lo - (15)
Bo= —c'T- (I+2c"’1' +e T) .5(0)
B.= —1/2c37°. (I +e- T’) 5(0)
B, = —1/2c277. (I + c'272> .5(0)
Then we can express eqn 14 in the following form:
-~ s - -~
S(s) = [I+ Z(—c)—k¢k(¢)7k] - S(0) (16)
k=1
where
Yy =0

l,L"g‘——-‘) ~2cos¢ — l<1$sin<¢5
Y3 = —¢cos¢>— -smo+‘7¢
Vg=1—cos¢ — —¢sm¢
Us = ¢+ 5¢cos¢— 5sxn¢.

It is intersting to derive an approximation of these expressions for small curva-
ture. This is easily obtained observing that:

AY
oo 2
Then S(s) can be approximated by
A k
8(s) = [I + Z = s) ] - 3(0). (17)

This is a consistent approximation since for small curvature the differential equi-
23 (s)
dss
Moreover, since for ¢ = 0 also 7~ = 0, for this particular case we have

Ao=8(0) ¢By=-sT-80) A.=A,=B.=B,=0

librium eqn 13 is approximated by = 0, which admits eqn 17 as solution.
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so that we obtain a linear solution for the generalized stress resultant in the form

S(s) = (I - sT) - §(0).

2.4 Three-dimensional Beam Deformation

In order to obtain the constitutive equations of the cross-section, i.e. the cross-
sectional rigidity matrix, let us consider the beam as a three-dimensional continuum.

The position vector £q of a generic material point Q in the cross-section can be
expressed as

2q(£%, ) = x(s) + {ea(s)

where z(s) is the position of the point P on ! and £*(a = 1,2) are the carte-
sian coordinates along the cross-sectional axes e,(s). This representation induces
curvilinear coordinates £* (k = 1,2,3), €3 = s, with covariant basis vectors

g.=¢€, gs=t+cxb

where b = zy — z is the vector from point P to point Q. Moreover, denoting by g
the determinant of the metric tensor such that \/g = g, x g, - g5, the contravariant
basis vectors are given by

g _J3Xeaxes o _ e
| V9 V9
In the following, in order to compute the strain tensor, we need the expression for
the displacement gradient tensor. Let Vs denote the gradient of the displacement
) Os : N
vector s, i.e. Vs = gt 3eF° and let Vs denote the covariant derivative of s along

the direction d, i.e. V48 = d-Vs. In the same way the covariant derivatives of s
along the cross-sectional basis vectors e; are denoted by Ve, s and are given by

os
otk

Substituting in this equation the expressions for the contravariant basis vectors we
easily obtain

Ves=e;-Vs=e,-g*

Os
Ve =5
v 1 [ 0Os Os
et = 7 \5e o 905
—— i .a—.;f + Cc X e 2
IRV AC GRS T
d°s O0s ) .. )
where -6—63 = 6_53 — ¢ x 8 denotes the corotational derivative with the cross-

sectional triad, with respect to the arc length.
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Within the approximation of small displacements the strain tensor is the sym-
metric part of the displacement gradient tensor, i.e. € = % (Vs + Vrs), and there
is no need to distinguish among the various nonlinear stress tensors. Then let o
denote the stress tensor at the generic point Q, corresponding to the displacement
field s and let us assume the validity of Hooke's law, i.e. & = D - € where D is
the elasticity tensor. We do not specify any restriction to the nature of the elastic
tensor D except that it is symmetrical and positive definite and its corotational
derivative is zero. Moreover, let n denote the unit normal to the cross-section and
P = o - n the corresponding stress vector. :

For the sake of simplicity, we assume that the external loads are applied only
at the end sections of the beam, and the distributed loads are negligible or absent.
For our purposes, these hypotheses do not affect the results we are looking for.

2.5 Virtual Work Principle and F.E.M. Approximation

Using the notation of the previous paragraphs, the principle of virtual work written
for an infinitesimal beam slice reads

/tr(ae ‘D-e)/Gad =2 /63 - pdd (18)
ds

where 6s denotes the virtual displacement of the generic point @ and ée =
: (V&s + VTb's) is the corresponding virtual strain tensor. This principle obvi-
ously includes the one-dimensional beam equations as a special case; in fact for a
virtual rigid displacement of the form

0s = bu(s) — b x 6¢(s)

the virtual strain tensor vanishes identically and from eqn 18 we obtain

-}(5u~T+6¢-M)=O (19)

where

T=/pd.4 M=/bxpd.~l

are respectively the cross-sectional stress resultant and moment. Moreover. since
48 is rigid, we must have

déu dé

— =d¢p xt doo =0

ds ds
and substituting these expressions into eqn 19 we can easily obtain the one-
dimensional beam equations

dT dM
E-O —&—s—-{'th—O
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which show the consistency of the three-dimensional and one-dimensional ap-
proaches.

In order to perform a finite element approximation of eqn 18 it is much easier
to rewrite it in the pulled-back form,

[tr(se- b -&)/5aa = % [ 53 paa (20)
in which the hat denotes the pull-back operation to the cross-section at s = 0, i.e.

63 =RT .és p=RT-p
6ée=RT-6¢-R é=RT-¢-R

and D is the pulling back at s = 0 of the elastic tensor, which is constant with
respect to s by our assumption. This is equivalent to refer all vectors and tensors
to the cross-sectional components.

The finite element approximation of eqn 20 is easily obtained by means of the
following displacement representation:

8(¢5) = N(£%)- S(s)
where § denotes the vector array of the displacement at the nodes of the finite
element mesh of the discretized cross-section, and N denotes the matrix of the
shape functions.

Using the definition previously given of covariant derivative along the cross-
sectional axes, the independent components of the strain tensor € can be given
the form A(£%) - S'(s) + B(£2) - §(s) where A, B are suitable given functions of
the cross-sectional coordinates and () denotes the differentiation along the beam

axis. Discretization of eqn 20 then leads to the following set of ordinary differential
equations:

M- S + CTS =P (21)
¢c-§ + E-§ =P
where
M=[AT.D. Ada
¢=[B-D-AdA
E:f‘T-D-BdA
P=fN - pdA.

The variables P can be called nodal stresses in the sense that they represent the
discretized stresses acting upon the cross-sectional surface. Equation 21 constitutes
a set of first-order ordinary differential equations in the variables § and P and
can be put in a second-order form by eliminating the nodal stress variables. After
differentiation of the first of eqn 21 and substitution into the second, we obtain

M.-§3"+&"-¢6).§-E-§=0 (22)
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Equations 21 and 22 are the discretized differential homogeneous equations of equi-
librium with constant coefficients and symplectic structure, hence the eigenvalues
are of the type: A = Fa F tb. From physical considerations, according to Saint-
Venant's principle, we expect six eigenvalues with zero real part, representing the
solutions corresponding to nonzero stress resultants, and eigenvalues with nonzero
real part, corresponding to the exponentially decaying self-equilibrated modes. Fol-
lowing Giavotto et al. (1983), the non-decaying solutions are called central solutions
while the decaying ones are called extremity solutions.

Considering the heam as a one-dimensional continuum, we are interested in the
cross-sectional constitutive equations, i.e. in finding out the cross-sectional rigidity
matrix. In this case, it is common to understand the strain energy as a function of
the stress resultant and moment only, so that we are mainly interested in central
solutions which can be viewed as a particular solution under a prescribed combina-
tion of the stress resultant and moment at a given cross-section, and subjected to
particular boundary conditions that avoid the existence of any extremity solution.
This goal can be achieved with the procedure shown in the subsequent paragraphs.

Before continuing, it is extremely important to establish some fundamental prop-
erties of the operators M, C and-E. These properties come from the consideration
that for rigid displacement of the entire beam, the stress vector p is identically zero
so that the nodal stress vector P is also zero. For our purposes the displacement §
can be expressed as an infinitesimal rigid displacement of the form

s=a(s)-bxp(s) b=RT-b
so that the nodal displacements can be expressed as
5(s)=Z-X(s) X(s)=(u(s) (s))
where Z collects the constant operators Z; of the nodes Q:.
Z;=[1,-b;xI] b =R"-b.
Recalling that for rigid displacement we have
W =—-éxi-txp ¢=-Ex0
or oaT .
X =7 X,
from eqn 21 it follows that the operators M., C and E must satisfy the properties
M-Z.T +& - Z=0
.z +E-Z=0
and since the operator M is nonsingular we also obtain:

MtEz=-2 7 (23)
Ez=¢c M. -2 ’
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2.6 Displacement Resolution

Since it is well known that the central solutions entail cross-sectional distortion, it
is extremely significant to resolve the displacement s into a rigid part that does
not strain the cross-section and into a residual part w called warping, which is re-
sponsible for the cross-sectional distortion. This resolution, in pulled-back notation,
reads
(Y =a(s)-bx P(s) +w(¢*) @w=R" w. (24)

It is immediately seen that this resolution is six times indeterminate, meaning that
the warping itself needs further specification. Obviously, the specification of the
warping entails the specification also of the translation # and the rotation ¢ be-
cause, according to eqn 24, they must represent the same displacement 5. Moreover,
irrespectively of the particular warping determination adopted, the stress distribu-
tion over the cross-section is not affected.

If the same kind of resolution is adopted for the virtual displacement, the virtual
work principle, eqn 20 is rewritten as:

s a e d [
/tr(&e-D-e)ﬁdA-ds/6w-pdA+

+ (6 +exbi+txép) T+ (66 +&xép) M. (25)

It can be seen that in general, the warping contributes directly to the internal
virtual work, but, if the interest is focused on central solutions only, there is a great
interest in defining the internal energy, the warping W and the stress vector p, as
a function of the stress resultant and moment only. To this end, eqn 25 suggests
an intrinsic definition of the warping as a particular displacement W satisfying the
following orthogonality condition:

/ﬁy-i;dA =0 (26)

as proposed by Borri and Merlini (1986). By doing so, the associated quantities
@ +éxu+tx¢and @ +éx @, which can be grouped in the following vector,

E=(@+éxa+ixpd+exd)=X -7 X (27)

assume the meaning of intrinsic measures of the cross-sectional deformation, being
conjugate of the generalized stress resultant S: that becomes evident from eqn 25,
here written in the form

[tr(e- b &) y/gda = 5¢ - 5.

The meaning of the orthogonality condition in eqn 26 is clear: it allows one to obtain
the one-dimensional expression of the strain energy in a straightforward manner.
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Indeed, it could be observed that that condition is too strong, since an arbitrary
constant value for that integral would suffice: for our purposes, let choose a null
value for such constant.

In practice, the a priori imposition of the orthogonality condition in eqn 26 is
a difficult task. Hence it is better to compute a particular warping, which does
not satisfy eqn 26, and then recover the intrinsic warping by means of a special
projection as shown later on.

2.7 Central Solution

Let us perform a finite element approximation of the warping by writing
(") = N(£7) - W(s)
where W denotes the vector of the warping displacement at the nodes of the finite
element mesh. The vector of the nodal displacements assumes the form:
S=Z-X+W.
The discretized counterpart of the virtual work principle eqn 25 leads to the follow-
ing set of ordinary differential equations:
K. Y=L | (28)

where : e
Y=(W,W,X X)

P ~T o & -7
L=(P,P.Z2" P 7" P

and the matrix K has the following structure:

Taking into account the properties of the operators M, € and E previously ob-
tained, eqn 23, and the definition of the cross-sectional deformation, eqn 27, eqn 28
transforms to

where




and the matrix K has the following structure:

- - T -

M C M-Z O
C E ~.Z O
2. 276" .Mz o
(o] (o] o (o)

which clearly shows that the rigid displacement parameter X will remain indeter-
minate. i

From this equation the cross-sectional deformation vector £ is easily eliminated,
leading to

M-W+& W=P-M.-2.F'.3
e Wi+EW=P-€62.F"58
g=F" (s_zT.M w_z" (':T-v‘v)
where: ) o
F=2 -M-2Z
M=NM-M-2-F'.2 M
é=¢-¢.2.F".2"-Mm
E=E-¢.z2.F'.27.¢".

Eliminating Pand P by differentiation of the first group and by substitution into
the second group, taking eqn 12 into account, the following second-order differential
equation set is obtained:

-

+(ET-C)W_EW=6-8 (29)

L/

MW
- - - =1 - " A=l
whereG=C-Z-F +M-Z-F -T.
This set of equations is six times redundant since we know that the warping is six

times indeterminate and in fact it can be recognized that the following properties
hold:

Zi.m=0 2".¢"=0
Zr.é=0 2 E=0
ZT-GEO.

Then it is possible to eliminate six rows from the previous set of equations, set
six components of W", W’, W to zero, and solve the remaining equations. This
is equivalent to putting six independent single-point constraints on the warping;:
a common practice to do this in finite element procedures is to add extremely
high artificial rigidities to the diagonal terms of six independent equations and set
the corresponding right-hand side to zero. The warping W so determined will be
21
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denoted with an overbar, and the same notation will be adopted for the operators
involved. i

Looking at the form of S given in eqn 16, a particular solution for W can be
computed along with the corresponding cross-sectional strain € and the nodal stress
vector P. This solution can be concisely written in the following form:

W=W.§ £€=C-8§ P=II§

where the ogerators W, C and IT are constant. Moreover, since by definition we
have S = Z" - P, the following property holds:

Z.m=1 (30)

It must be noted that W, C strictly depend on the particular set of single-point
constraints imposed on the warping. On the contrary, the stress distribution is not
affected; consequently, JT does not depend on this particular choice. As it will be
shown in the next paragraph, from the knowledge of these quantities it is possible to
determine an intrinsic warping and an intrinsic cross-sectional strain, as proposed
by Borri and Merlini (1986).

The particular solution previously mentioned is obtained recalling the form 17
of the stress resultant and moment, and expression 15 of the integration constants.
This form suggests one should single out the particular solution of the warping
displacement in the following form:

W=U,+6Vo+ (U +0¢Ve)cosé + (U, + ¢V,)sin¢.

Then from eqn 29 the following sets of linear algebric equations in terms of

— e amee — et m—

(31)

(M +E)- U.+cH - U, = -G-A.-cH-V.+2M .V,

H .U.+(M+E)U,=-G-A,+20M-V.+cH -V,
where for sake of coinciseness we have defined H = -H =C- c’. Recalling
expressions 15, these equations lead to the solution in terms of the stress resultant

and moment corresponding to the section at s = 0, i.e. S(0), and, in particular,
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we obtain W(0) = Uy + U, and W'(0) = ¢(Vo+ V. +U,), that can be used in
order to compute the global section strain £(0). The particular case of straight

beams, i.e. ¢ = 0, can be recovered considering that in this case ;Vo = sV, and
U.=U,=V,=V,=0.

It is extremely interesting to observe the symmetry of eqns 31 and that they can
be solved in sequence, i.e. at first for Vo then for Uy, subsequently for V. and V,
and at last for U, and U,. In addition, due to the symmetry of these equations,
we observe the possibility of stacking the equations for V., V, and for U.,U, in
complex form, which can be more efficient for computational purposes. To this end
let us define the following complex constants:

Then the complex equations for U and for V are written in the following form that
replaces the last four equations 31:

(M +icH+E)-V=~G B
-G

(*M +icH+E)- U= 4 H - 2icM)-V.

>
+
2
oy

2.8 Intrinsic Warping

As intrinsic warping w, according to eqn 26, we defined that particular warping
which is orthogonal to the stress distribution. Then we have P- W =0 for any
independent set of stress resultants and moments, which entails IT7 - W = 0. Using
this property allows us to recover from the warping W the intrinsic warping w. In
fact, the nodal displacement vector S can be written both in terms of W and in
terms of the intrinsic warping W in the following way:

§$=2-X+W=2Z2.-X+W

from which we easily see that the two warpings differ by a rigid displacement of the
cross-section. In fact we have

W—W:—Z-(Y—X)
and since both warpings refer to the same loading conditions we also have
W-W=(W-W).8=2.(X-X)=2.0.&

where Q is the constant operator that takes into account the dependency relation
between the warping distributions:




Left-multiplying this equation by ITT, we obtain the final result
Q=I0"-W

where the property 30 has been taken into account. Finally, the intrinsic warping
distribution is expressed in the form

W=W-2.Q=P- W

where P = I — Z - HT is the particular projection needed to recover the intrinsic
warping. That the operator P is a true projector, in fact, is easily verified since
P? = P. Moreover, this projector is orthogonal to the rigid displacement of the
cross-section since we have P - Z = 0, and its transpose is orthogonal to the stress
distribution since PT - IT = 0.

After the intrinsic warping is determined, the intrinsic cross-sectional strain can
be recovered. This is obtained observing that

" = . —_ T " S —_— AT e a
E-E=X'-X-T (Xx-X)=0.§ -7 -3s.
Hence, taking the equilibrium equation 12 into account and setting E=C.8, we
obtain the cross-sectional compliance matrix in the form:

¢=¢c-0.7-77.3.

An alternative approach is also possible, as indicated by Giavotto et al. (1983):
this consists of computing the internal energy stored in the section for each inde-
pendent component of the generalized stress resultant S. )

The compliance matrix € is not singular, thus the cross-section rigidity X is
obtained by inversion.




3 Formulation of Finite Elements

The Finite Elements developed for the cross-sectional analysis are depicted in Fig. 3:
they are isoparametric elements on the cross-section domain. The most general
element is the Plane Element: it is a full three-dimensional solid element, whose
view on the cross-section is a quadrilateral polygon; the Lamina Element is quite
similar to it and is designed to model very thin solids. The Panel Elementis a plane
stress element whose view on the cross-section is an arc of line: it is used to model
walls in hollow beams; the Joint Element is quite similar to it and only works in
shear. Finally, the Stringer Element is a one-dimensional element which is seen on
the cross-section as a point.

3.1 Plane Element

This element is a quadrilateral element used to model the cross-section of solid
beams. The formulation of this element is based on an analytical expression of the
strain and stress tensors in terms of cross-sectional components, that is given in the
following.

From the programmer’s point of view it is easier to adopt a little different nota-
tion than that used so far: in particular let us denote with {V} the vector array of
the cross sectional components of a generic vector V, ie. {V}T = [V}, V3, V5] where
Vk = e, - V. Following the same kind of notation, we denote with € = e;-€-e; the
cross-sectional components of the strain tensor €, and for convenience we introduce
the strain array vector {é}7T = [&],&]] where

{éo}T ["61& 2€3, é33] {EI}T = [ém 622,-—612]

represent the out-of-plane and in-plane strain tensor arrays.
Taking into account the expressions of the displacement gradient tensor reported
above, we can write

(135 + [Polta)

{&:} = [Di){5}
where {3} is the displacement vector array and the differential operators [Dy] and
[D/] have the following definition:

{eo} =

and

-0
D -4 c2+\/'a£l 26 oa 0]
(Dol = &g D —Cl+\/_6€2 (Pr]=] 0 é? °
&% & D 9 0
| 52 Bgt " |




ELEMENT LIBRARY
NAME TOPOLOGY

PLANE ELEMENT

LAMINA ELEMENT :5C 6 24

STRINGER ELEMENT o

JOINT ELEMENT 1 0=0 2

THIN PANEL ELEMENT

Figure 3: Element library.




with D defined as follows:
-~ 0 . 0
D = "(tl -— 6362)-6—2,7 - (tg + C3€l)525.
The metric determinant /g can be computed by
V9 = t3 — 26! + &1€2,

and we recall that, within the approximation of a helicoidal beam, the vector arrays
{t} and {é} are constants.
Assuming the following finite element discretization

{8(6")} = [NV(€)] - {5(s)}

. _ 9 :
and letting § = Z=, we can write

o3’
{0} = [Ao}{S'} + [Bol{5} {1} = [BJ{S5},
where:

[A01=—\}—§[N<e°>1 [Bo]=%[DoJ[N(€°)] (B1] = (D[N (™)),

Collecting the previous formulae we obtain

{&} = [A{8} + (B){S}

a-[] me[5]

where:

The numerical evaluation of the matrices [Bp] and [B)] requires the differentiation
of the shape funtions [IN(£2)] with respect to the cross-sectional coordinates £°:
this is easily performed according to the particular type of finite element used.
The element implementation follows an isoparametric formulation based upon 2
to 4 nodes for each side and allows for linear, parabolic and cubic displacement
interpolation. The total number of nodes ranges from 4 to 12. The shape functions
are reported in Table 1, where p and ¢ denote non-dimensional cartesian coordinates
on the parent domain, as shown in Fig. 4.

The constitutive equation & = D - € can be written in terms of out-of-plane and
in-plane eomponents, with reference to the cross-section triad, in the following way:

{60} = [Dool{éo} + [Doil{ér}
{6:} = [Drl{eo} + [Dul{és)
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[ Element order | ~___ Shape function |

Linear N, = el +;‘)(1 +q)
N,=Y1-p)(1+9)
Ny=11-p)1-9)
No=1(1+p)(1-9q)

[ Quadratic Ny = i(lTp)(l + (}T+ L(Ns + Ng)
Np = 11 - p)(1 +q) + 5(Ns + N)
Ny =3(1 - p)(1 - g) + (Vs + Ny)
Ni=1(1+p)1-q)+ 3N+ Ny)
Ns=4(1~p")(1+9)
Ne=3(1-p)(1-¢%)
N:=1(1-p)(1-9)
Ns=1(1+p)(1-g*)

Cubic Ny =11 +p)(1+49)(—10+9(p* + ¢%))
N2 = £(1 - p)(1 +g)(—10 + 9(p* + ¢?))
N3 = (1 - p)(1 - q)(—=10 + 9(p* + ¢%))
Ny =£(1+p)1 - g)(—10 + 9(p* + ¢%))

Ns = 2(1+¢)(1 - p*)1 +3p)

Ne = (1 +¢)(1-p")(1 - 3p)

Nz = £(1-p)(1 - ¢*)(1+3p)

Ns = £(1-p)(1 - ¢*)1 - 3p)

No = £(1-q)(1 - p*)(1 - 3p)

Nio = £(1-g)(1 - p»)(1 +3p)

N = £(1+p)(1 - ¢*)(1 - 3p)

Nz = Z(1+p)(1 - ¢*)(1 + 3p)

it et et e ]
———

p— —

Table 1: Shape functions of the Plane Element.
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X3

Figure 4: Parent domain of the Plane Element.

The array vectors {60} ! and {d,} are the out-of-plane and in-plane stress ten-
sor arrays, while the matrices [Doo), [Doi], [D10],[D11), group the cross-sectional
components of the elasticity tensor D. Since D is symmetric, the equivalence
[Do;] = [Do]T is assumed. These matrices depend on the particular material:
the user may supply the elasticity tensor D directly or its inverse, or he can sup-
ply the elastic properties along the orthotropy directions for orthotropic materials.
Orthotropic materials are allowed with an orthotropy plane normal to the cross-
section: the user must supply the orientation of this plane on the cross-section and
the orientation of the orthotropy directions in this plane by means of two angles.
These angles are unique for each element and can be supplied with reference to
either the physical or the parent domain.

The standard integration procedure uses Gauss-Legendre points and weights to
compute the stiffness matrices [M], {C] and [E] of the element. In the case of linear
and parabolic interpolation functions it is possible to force the use of integration
points located at the nodes of the element: this allows us recovering stresses at the
nodes themselves.

3.2 Lamina Element

This element is very similar to the plane element and has been designed to model
very thin structural elements, as for example interlaminar layers. It can be consid-
ered as a degeneration of the plane element, in fact the formulation is almost the
same, except the strain which is kept constant through the element thickness. The
shape functions along the lamina direction are the same as the plane element, while
a linear interpolation is used in the transverse direction. A relaxed integration can
be used through the thickness. The geometry of the lamina element is defined by

1The array vector {G o} represents the stress vector acting at the generic point on the cross-section
and coincides with the vector elsewhere called p.
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means of 2 to 4 nodes on its reference line and by means of its thickness at each
node. This element can only be orthotropic with an orthotropy plane tangent to
its reference line.

3.3 Panel Element

The panel element can be used to model thin-walled beams: it is a thin element
of constant thickness, defined from a geometrical point of view as a surface which
intersects the cross section along a line f(£%). An isoparametric description, with
a number of nodes ranging from 2 to 4, is assumed for this line. :

From a mechanical point of view the panel is a membrane working in plane
stress; then letting ¥ be the unit normal to the line f(£%), the identity o -v =0
is trivially satisfied. Moreover, letting p be the unit tangent to the line f(£°), the
significant components of the stress tensor can be grouped in the stress array vector

~ T N N -
{O’P} = [aum 7,3, 633]
being 6,, = p-0-u. 0,3 = p-0-e3and &33 = e3- 7 - e;. Following the same kind
of notation, we define the strain tensor array {ép} as
2 1T _
{€p}" = [€us, 2803, €]
and the plane stress state constitutive equation as
{6p} = [Dp]- {ép}

where [Dp] denotes the elasticity matrix typical of the plane stress state.
The expression of the components €,,, 2¢,3 and €33 comes from the general
expression of the strain tensor taking into account that in this case we have

o Os Os
9" 56 = H5s,

where ds, represents the differential of the curvilinear abscissa along the line f.
Then the partial derivatives with respect to the cross section coordinates are to be
replaced by

9 el
ae= ¥ ® s,
and from the general expression of the displacement gradient tensor we obtain:
Os 1 (0s Os
V.8=+— Ve,s=—|=—=—-4-9:—1}.
uS 63“ e,s \/5 (663 M 9363“)

Assuming the following finite element discretization
{8} = [N(s)] - {5(s))
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[ Element order Shape function |

Linear M =3(1-p)
N, =1(1+p)
Quadratic Ny = 1(p* - p)
N, = 1(p* +p)
N3 =(1-p?%
[ Cubic M, = 5(—1+ (1 +p(9 - %))
Ny = L(-1+p(-1+p(9+9p))
Ny = £(9 + p(—27 + p(—9 + 27p)))
N, = £(9 + p(+27 + p(—9 — 27p)))

e

Table 2: Shape functions of the Panel Element.

we can write

{€p} = [Ap)IN(s,){5'} + [Br][N(s,)){ 5}

where, as it is easily verified,

0 0 0
P B2
[Arl=| Vg 5 X
0 0 —
Ve
[ y i iy a 0
H1 ds, K2 Bs,
[BP] = | H263 — a#]'a:" —H1€C3 — ama: U1C2 — faCy + 5—:
é ¢ a2
: ' Os,

and a = '93, fia = jo - 5. The shape functions for linear, parabolic and cubic
interpolation are reported in Table 2, where p denotes non-dimensional cartesian

coordinates on the parent domain, as shown in Fig. 5.
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Xy

%X
Figure 5: Parent domain of the Panel Element.

When using a curvilinear element, care must be taken for two reasons. First, the
matrix [Dp] has constant components referred to the local directions u, v and ej,
hence it is not a constant matrix when referred to the cross section triad. Second,
due to the component &,, this element requires &,, different from zero in order
to be equilibrated: this stress component can be provided by other elements. The
program takes care of the first problem: the user is allowed to supply the elasticity
matrix [Dp] with reference to the parent domain. About the second problem, it is
left to the user to judge the opportunity of using curvilinear elements. Nevertheless,
it is always possible to supply singular data for [Dp] so that &,, will be zero.
Furthermore, in order to emulate semi-monocoque behavior the user can set to zero
both the extensional rigidities.

The panel element can be also used in order to model a thin laminate: its
stiffness matrix can be evaluated stacking the characteristics of a sequence of layers
that can be made each of different material with different orthotropy orientations.
Obviously this element can be used only if the interlaminar stresses are considered
not to be important.

3.4 Joint Element

The joint element has been implemented to model an elastic link between an offset
stringer and a thin panel. It is a two-node shear element obtained as a degeneration
of a panel element, with both the extensional rigidities set to zero.

3.5 Stringer Element

The stringer element is mainly used to model stiffners in thin-walled beams: on
the cross-section domain, this element can be classified as a point element. A
stringer is modeled by a line element which is able to sustain an axial load N along
the direction A of the stringer itself with an axial rigidity K . Letting s, be the
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curvilinear abscissa along the stringer, the constitutive equation of the stringer is

obviously given by
ds

N=KA®A - —
ds A
where s is the diplacement of the stringer.

In order to use this element in the context of the present approach, we have to
specify the derivative of the displacement with respect to the curvilinear abscissa
in terms of the derivative along the beam axis and evaluate the virtual change
of the potential energy of the stringer. To this end, let Q be the point of the
intersection of the stringer with the generic cross-section and let {* be the cross-
sectional coordinates of the point Q. Moreover, if dQ denotes an infinitesimal length
vector along the stringer, we have

dQ = g, d¢* = Ads,,

(standing on the cross-section, this element can be classified as point element)and
obviously ds) = v/dQ - dQ. Along the line element of the stringer the coordinate
differentials dé* can be expressed in terms of ds, as follows,

dfk = gk . Ads,\,

and assuming the stringer intersect the cross-section (i.e. A-e; different from zero)
we obtain the relationship between d¢3 and ds, in the form

83'A

d{s = g3 Ads, =
g \ \/5

dS'\,

whence

ds _esAds
dsy /g d€¥
Then, the virtual change of the potential energy of an infinitesimal length of
stringer is given by:

ds ds 3 g
oY = a5, -NdsA-TP-NdE =K

33"\,\®A.iii

V9 de*’

This equation shows that the contribution of the stringer to the virtual change
of the potential energy depends on the position of the stringer itself within the
cross-section, due to the different lengths of d¢® and ds,.

In terms of cross-sectional components, since the shape function reduces in this
case to the identity, we have 8 = S and therefore

6V = (18} + e x 1I{3)) (81) ({8} + [& x 1){3)).
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where [ M) is given by:
€3 - A

Ve

The other finite element stiffness matrices [C] and [E] are then computed by the
formulae:

(] = KE2AHAY

[C] = (& x I)T[M] (B} = [& x I|T[M][& x I).
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4 The Computer Code

This section draws the basic ideas of the organization of the computer code as
it should be for an efficient analysis of the cross-section of curved and twisted
anisotropic beams. The numerical examples discussed later on have been obtained
by an early program written to analyze only straight beams then modified for the
present scope. The modifications performed, even if correct, are not the best from
the point of view of program architecture and modularity: in particular, in the
present version the displacement resolution is performed at element level and should
be brought outside, following the formulation given above. Thus, most but not all
the features discussed herein are actually implemented in the present code.

4.1 Input Data

Input data are grouped into three main blocks:
e Control data:

— case description;
— execution flags and parameters, curvature data;
— outputs required and node/element selection;

— eigenvalue solution parameters.
¢ Node data:

— node identifier and coordinates:
— nodal renumbering sequence:
- single point constraints:

— multiple point constraints.
e Element data:
— material properties;

— element properties;

— element connections.

4.2 Disk and Memory Data Management System

The computer program interfaces with mass storage units by means of a home-made
disk manager based on a paging technique similar to that used by virtual operating
systems. Only few physical files are required by the disk manager: that has the nice
effect to allow the user handling simple procedures to perform start, restart, backup
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and restore operations. On the contrary, several logical files are allowed within the
program and can be accessed both in sequential and in direct mode.

A memory manager is also implemented allowing memory dynamic allocation,
memory packing and other features. This memory manager is fully integrated
with the disk manager to get a high programming flexibility. The performances of
this system can be tuned at installation time, according to the specific hardware
configuration, by means of a set of parameters grouped in a block data.

4.3 Organization of the Computer Code

The program is organized in several main modules:

e Case Input. This module reads the data for the execution control:

— Case description, execution flags, parameter values and restart options;

— Outputs required: echo of input data, displacements, stresses, strains,
intermediate results;

— Node/element data selection for warping, stress and strain printouts;

— Reference systems for input data.
e Data Input. This module performs the following items:

— Node data input. The nodal data are rearranged in ascending order
with regard to the node identifier; index vectors for external/internal
numbering correspondence are prepared, accounting for possible external
reordering sequence.

— Constraint input. Single and multiple point constraints are available. An
automatic procedure is implemented for eliminating any singularity due
to rigid body motions; a table of constrained DOF's is printed. Single
point constraints are handled as very strong springs: the default spring
rigidity can be modified in input. Each multiple point constraint generate
a kinematic equation that is added to the analysis by means of a Lagrange
Multiplier.

— Equations numbering. The equations related to each node are numbered,
accounting for the presence of multi-point constraints: each constraint
equation is automatically inserted after the first degree of fredoom in-
volved in order to ensure any singularity to be removed. The equations
related to the generalized cross-section deformation parameters are num-
bered as last ones.

~ Element Data input. The element data are stored in a logical file struc-
tured with variable length records: each record contains the element
identifier, the element type, the connected nodes, the material data and
physical properties and other informations specific to the element.
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— Equation pointer array. For each element an array of pointers to the
equations involved is set and stored on disk.

o Element Matriz Computation. The matrices M, C, E and P are computed
for each element and stored on a disk file.

o Assembling Module. The matrices of the cross-section finite element analysis
are assembled by this module. The assembling process can be performed
either with an in-core procedure or with an out-of-memory one. The out-of-
memory procedure runs with a frontal technique which is very effective for
large problems. The in-core procedure is based on a skyline assembler/solver
routine which can speed up the execution when large amount of core memory
is available. The assembler/solver package can work either in real or complex
mode, for the analysis of straight or curved beams respectively.

o Solution Module. This module performs the solution iterations according to
the execution options: two solution steps on a real matrix are run for straight
beams, while six steps are required on a Hermitian matrix for curved beams.
In any case the coefficient matrix is the same for each step, thus only one
decomposition is needed. The right-hand side vector is setup at each step,
then the frontal or skyline solution is performed. Both the implemented solvers
contain an automatic procedure for singularity elimination that can be turned
off with an input option. Finally, the section intrinsic warping is recovered,
as discussed in the theoretical section of this report.

o Cross-section Stiffness and Mass Module. The 6 x 6 stiffness matrix of the
cross-section is computed and it is evaluated also with reference to the prin-
cipal axes of the normal stress. By integrating the density on the area of
each element the mass matrix of the cross-section is also computed. Then the
center of gravity of the cross-section and its inertial properties and principal
axes are computed.

o Stress and Strain Recovery. Stresses and strains can be recovered either with
reference to the element frames or to the cross-section global frame.

o Eztremity Solution. The solution of the extremity problem can be permormed
with two different formulations: a full analysis to extract all the eigenvalues
and a reduced one, based on the Lanczo’s algorithm, to extract only a few
eigenvalues of interest. This module computes eigenvalues and eigenvectors
and can recover the eigenstresses too.

o Printout Module. It performs any output selected by the user and prints the
cross-section global characteristics.
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Figure 6: Elementary study cases. Simply curved and twisted beams.

5 Numerical Exw.nples

5.1 A Curved or Twisted Isotropic Solid Beam

The first study case presented is very simple and aims to only determine the fea-
sibility of the method presented without any claim to be exhaustive. An isotropic
square cross-section of 120x120 mm is analyzed and results are presented for two
cases, see Fig. 6: a simply curved beam with radius of curvature of 200 mm (Case
A) and a simply twisted beam with a twist of 90° degrees over 314.5 mm of length
(Case B).

The beam cross-section has been modeled with 25 square 8-node isoparametric
elements for a total of 294 DOFs. The analysis by the present approach is com-
pared with theoretical results, when available, and with three-dimensional numerical
analyses by MSC-NASTRAN. The three-dimensional discretization of half a beam
is composed of 10 or 12 slices of 25 20-node isoparametric solid elements (CHEXA),
for a total of 250 elements and 4248 DOFs for case A, and 300 elements and 5040
DOF's for case B. These models, see Fig. 7, are loaded at the free extremity with
suitable nodal forces giving the desired resultants. Note that the present approach

involves more than one order of magnitude reduction of the problem size relative
to MSC-NASTRAN.
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Figure 7: Elementary study cases. MSC-NASTRAN mesh.

Case A: Curved Beam

Theoretical results are only available for a simply curved beam acted upon by a
bending moment in the curvature plane. A comparison of the normal stress is given
in Fig. 8: it can be seen that the present analysis and the three-dimensional one
agree very well and discrepancies are confined within 0.3%. We also observe that
the maximum value of the compression stress is about 30% greater than the straight
beam with the same cross-section.

Figures 9, 10 and 11 report some stress distributions for different load conditions,
showing significant effects due to the curvature. As expected, the stress distributions
are different from the corresponding ones of the straight-beam case: for example,
the in-plane stress component o, is different from zero, the shear stress distribution
0,3 due to T} is not symmetric and the shear center is closer to the curvature center.
A comparison with MSC-NASTRAN results is given in Fig. 12: the difference in
computed stresses is under 2%.

Case B: Twisted Beam

Also in the twisted beam case is the difference with respect to the rectilinear beam
with the same cross-section very significant. In Fig. 13 the shear stress under four
elementary load conditions is plotted: shear stresses arise at the four corners even
under bending and tension loading, thus satisfying the boundary conditions on the
lateral surface.

For this case only a comparison of the present analysis vs a three-dimensional
one is reported, as theoretical results were not found: the stress distributions on the
cross-section, see Fig. 14, are quite similar for the two analyses even if discrepancies
are more evident than for case A. A more detailed discretization would reduce these
differences.
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Figure 8: Case A. Normal stress due to bending.

Figure 9: Case A. Stress o1, contour plot due to M;.
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Figure 10: Case A. Stress 0,3 contour plot due to T,.

s & 000 -. Py

——00-9 8

s @ ~0-00 »

> >0 >—e ™

W e D e e e Y e s ]

i3] “Ilf.‘l.ll.l"\l’;l‘
¢ 5-00-0—0-00-0—0-0s0mreh-e ¢

LNCIRV IR TN S AP P PO Py Ny
\l -.t.IIIOI}OI.t"I.I ~.

o ¢ #0000 ~.-
5 0 o8 =06t Sr

00 ¢
adan B

$ 0 N800ttt 0006 4

0 ¢ 00— 00t 0-00-0 ¢

il ‘l.f;‘.tl"‘.‘tlll -8
"0 0o - - ase o e

S 8 00 S

| W O W VS
0 0 0000t 0t ()

00 0000t ssa b s aas (=W

s § 4t 6—Gud sttt a b T8

o ¢ 006 ..

L W W P

I o Lo S Y W WPy PV IP Y
* ¢ —oto—a—s .o -—00-0 0

o0 o %0 0 S 00 v GO0 9 600 s s
Vo ¢dtev veve ¢eee QU0IT

WLl iyt Ll
i

§

O o Cmmp——

“ “ ttf‘iil/‘
) \-\-\t\tfololcdm-lolloﬂ Av.

445 25575R1Y
WW“ \\‘M.)H armame N
“\

i

!\L‘.II
mma“uuadm
-=- vaav )
ﬁa... ....—:

§ o d
ﬂMfIH?:‘“\““\g
fffofolfnﬂiv\\

N T2 A
~ 7

LR
””y”ﬁ%ﬂ*

i
VWA VWL VWD

Y YYIY YWY WW Y VWL
# 9 € 90 9 G 9 ¢ G 9o ¢ 9 S G @

due to: (a) Ty, (b) T, (¢) M.

Figure 11: Case A. Shear stresses

41




i NIRRT 1T
AR N ;

s an
g cnrd

|\ 18

C‘\ Rl o ) /~ .

—&%’M” /’o.. AR RN N A NN
}

=)

)

AN s e am, 2020,

N EE R ERTY]

fere eov s 909y Q:Q

b —— — 2

.o

»

| a
)

AIRRIN R 2R

ABMARIRIE T P

Figure 12: Case A. Some stress distributions due to different section resultants.

Comparison with MSC-NASTRAN (dotted lines) results.

d

e
Figure 13: Case B. Shear stresses due to: (a) My, (b) Mj, (¢) T, (d) Ts.




Figure 14: Case B. Some stress distributions due to different section resultants.
Comparison with MSC-NASTRAN (dotted lines) results.

5.2 A Rectilinear Composite Box-Beam

~ As a second example, the rectilinear composite box-beam already investigated
by Smith and Chopra (1990) is considered (see Fig. 15): the experimental and
numerical results they present give the opportunity to compare the performances of
different approaches to the analysis of composite beams. Ten specimens have been
analyzed having two different aspect ratios and several laminations: the geometric
data, the stacking sequences and the elastic properties of the material, unidirectional
GR/EP AS4/3501-6, are reported in Tables 3, 4 and 5. The stacking sequences

| LEaseA | CaseB |

L ~30. in. | 30. in.
c 2.060 in. | .0953 in.
d 1.025 in. | .0537 in.
L/d 29 56
ply thickness ©.005 in. | .005 in.
wall thickness (6 plies) | .030 in. | .030 in.

Table 3: Box-beam. Geometric data.
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N

Figure 15: The rectilinear composite box-beam.

Specimen | Case | Configuration | Upper and | Side
# lower walls | walls
1 A symmetrical 0/90 0/90
2 B anti-symm. 15 15/15
3 B anti-symm. 0/30 0/30
4 B anti-symm. 0/45 0/45
5 A | symmetrical 15 15/-15
6 A symmetrical 30 30/-30
7 A symmetrical 45 45/-45
8 B symmetrical 15 15/-15
9 B symmetrical 30 30/-30
10 B symmetrical 45 45/-45
Table 4: Box-beam. Stacking sequences.
Orthotropic Young’s modulus E; = 20.59 msi
Transversal Young’s modulus Er = 1.42 msi
Tangential modulus Grr = 0.87 msi
Poisson’s ratio veir = 0.42

Table 5: Box-beam. Elastic properties.




X2

Figure 16: Box-beam. Symmetric and anti-symmetric configurations.

Figure 17: Box-beam. Mesh of the cross-section.

45




z |
D |
G |
Figure 18: Box-beam, Specimen 3. Deformed cross-section due to: (a) bending
moment M,, (b) torque M3 and (c) axial force T;.

considered allow us to analyze either uncoupled behavior or symmetric or anti-
symmetric couplings: refer to Fig. 16 for the orientation of the laminations. The
model of the cross-section, see Fig. 17, stands on 288 8-node isoparametric plane
elements, each bounded within a single ply: the analysis DOFs amount to 2886.

The deformed cross-sections under a few elementary load conditions are shown
in Fig. 18. Some diagonal terms of the flexibility matrix of the cross-section, namely
flexure about X, and torsion, are given in Table 6 for all the specimens and plotted
in Fig. 19 versus the characteristic angle of lamination.

Some coupling effects are given in Table 7: two off-diagonal terms of the flexibil-
ity matrix are reported for all the specimens. The section torsion under axial load
and bending is also plotted in Fig. 20 versus the characteristic angle of lamination.
These plots show that, as it is expected, for the symmetric specimens (1 and 5
to 10) axial extension does not couple with torsion while flexure does; the opposite
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Specimen

#

OMNOSOI#OONO-;'

Flexure
due to M;

2.665 x 10~
1.844 x 1073
2.018 x 10~%
2.890 x 10-*
6.860 x 10~
1.250 x 10~
2.380 x 10~3
5.620 x 10-3

—
o

1.060 x 10~4

Torsion

due to M,

(rad/in) (rad/in)

1.042 x 105 [ 1.406 x 10~°

1.125 x 10~*
6.445 x 105
6.836 x 10~%
9.790 x 10~
7.260 x 10~°
6.960 x 10—¢
8.332 x 10~%
6.120 x 10~%
5.903 x 10~%

Table 6: Box-beam. Flexure and torsion due to unit moments.

Specimen | Flexure Torsion
# due to T35 | due to M,
(rad/in) (rad/in)
1 0.0 )
2 8.34 x 10°¢ 0.0
3 2.70 x 10-¢ 0.0
4 1.41 x10°¢ 0.0
5 0.0 3.03 x 10~¢
6 0.0 3.42 x 10-¢
7 0.0 4.39 x 10~¢
8 0.0 247 x 10~%
9 0.0 3.60 x 10™°
10 0.0 3.61 x 10-%

Table 7: Box-beam. Some coupling effects.
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Figure 20: Box-beam. Some couplings effects.
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happens for the anti-symmetric specimens (2 to 4). Moreover, the influence on these
couplings of the fiber orientation and of the specimen aspect ratio can be observed.
It is well known that the knowledge of results like these ones would be a valuable
support while tailoring a real beam, for example for aeroelastic purposes: all the
elastic effects must be taken into account in order to achieve a desired coupling
level, and this can be a very difficult task for a complex beam if adequate tools are
not at hand, as this quite simple example of a box-beam can demonstrate.

The cross-section stiffness has been integrated along the beam span to obtain
a beam model for the experiments reported by Smith and Chopra (1990): that
allows us to extend the comparison among different analysis methods, presented in
that work. Figure 21 shows the results obtained: the effectiveness of the present
approach with respect to others methods can be appreciated even if we cannot point
out a best one.

Hereafter the strain and stress distributions across the wall thickness are pre-
sented for two points of the cross-section of specimen 3, chosen at the mid-side of the
upper and right walls, for two load conditions, namely axial load and torque. As it
will be observed, some stress or strain components are discontinuous between lami-
nae: accounting for these discontinuities is implicit in the present formulation based
on a fully three-dimensional stress state. Obviously discontinuous elastic proper-
ties must be reproduced with an adequate finite element model of the composite
cross-section.

In the case of axial load, Figs. 22 to 25, the stress component o33 is discontinuous
between layers at 0° and layers at 30°, while strain €33 keeps constant. As a conse-
quence, alternate shear stresses o3 in the upper-side wall and o3 in the right-side
one arise: the corresponding strains €;3 and €,3 are continuous and linearly varying
across the thickness. A transverse stress state can be observed: the extensional
stress 3 in the upper-side wall and &2, in the right-side one are alternate, while
the corresponding strains €;; and €,; are linearly varying. Transverse strains €;; or
€11 are present, while stresses oy, or &;; are zero. The transverse shear stress o,
and strain €, are zero.

In the case of torque, Figs. 26 to 29, the results are qualitatively similar: the
stress components &3 in the upper-side wall and o3 in the right-side one are
discontinuous between the layers, while the corresponding strains €;3 and €,3 are
linearly varying, and an axial stress o33 arises, with null strain €33. A discontinuous
behavior of the extensional stress ¢, in the upper-side wall and o, in the right-
side one can be observed, while the corresponding strains €,; and €, are linearly
varying. Transverse strains €;; or €;, are present, while stresses @»; or o, are zero.
The transverse shear stress o), and strain €,, are again zero.

Even if, in this example, the rectilinear shape of the beam walls prevents any
interlaminar stress to arise, it is expected that the presence of a transverse stress
state would induce interlaminar stresses in the case of curved walls. Indeed, inter-
laminar stresses are also present in this example in the corner areas, but a more
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Figure 28: Box-beam, right-side wall. Strain under torque.
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Figure 30: The curved cross-ply specimen.

| Geometric dimensions | Elastic properties |
R=45mm E1; = 14074kg /mm?
h =10 mm Ey = Ex3 = 1478kg/mm?
b=6.0mm M=z = 21 Vo3 = 3
stacking sequence: [0/90], | G12 = G13 = Go3 = 598kg /mm?

Table 8: Cross-ply specimen. Geometric and material data.

detailed mesh would be necessary in order to correctly capture them, and that was
beyond the scope of this test case.

5.3 A Curved Cross-ply Specimen

A comparison with a fully three-dimensional approach has been attempted ana-
lyzing a curved composite specimen made of four symmetric graphite-epoxy cross-
ply layers. This specimen, see Fig. 30 and Table 8, is characterized by a strong
curvature (R/h=4.5, R/b=.75) and extends over 180°: the mid cross-section is con-
sidered when the specimen is loaded as shown with a resultant force of 1000 kg.

The three-dimensional mesh is made with 20-node isoparametric brick elements
to model each ply; because of symmetry, a quarter of the specimen has been modeled
for a total of 432 elements, see Fig. 31. For the two-dimensional analysis of the
cross-section three meshes have been modeled as shown in Fig. 32: a coarse one
equivalent to the 3-D model as far as the section is concerned (4 x 6 parabolic plane
elements for half a section); a medium one with 2 elements for each layer and still 6
elements on the section half-span; and a refined one with 3 elements for each layer
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Figure 31: Cross-ply specimen. 3-D mesh of a quarter of the specimen.

Figure 32: Cross-ply specimen. 2-D meshes of a half of the cross-section: (a) coarse,
(b) medium, (c) fine.
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(Moh [ Nodes [ DOFs | Blements|
3-D
2-D coarse

2-D medium
2-D fine

Table 9: Cross-ply specimen. Sizes of the finite element models.

and 12 elements on the section half-span. Using these three models ensures reaching
convergence of results. The sizes of the finite element models are given in Table 9:
these data stress once more the effectiveness of the present approach.

Results are compared in terms of stress and strain across the thickness at the
center of the specimen. The stress state near the end sides of the specimen section
is under free edge effect and it is not reported here: interlaminar layers should have
been modeled in order to study these effects and this was not the purpose of this
example. As shown in Fig. 33, the three 2-D models yield the same results, showing
that even ti:e coarse mesh is adequate. Moreover, both the 2-D and 3-D analyses are
able to handle the discontinuities in the material elastic properties: the stress o33
and strain €33 normal to the cross-section are in good agreement. On the contrary,
the two transverse stress and strain components differ in magnitude in 2-D and 3-D
models. This discrepancy would probably reduce with a more refined discretization
along the curved beam in the 3-D model: in fact, the displacement representation
along the beam axis in the present approach must be considered ezact.

5.4 A Curved Composite I-Beam

The last numerical example refers to a curved I-shaped beam: this beam was first
analyzed, using a different approach, by Peck (1991) and it constitutes a good
numerical test for the present method. The analysis target is to calculate the axial
force and the curling moment acting upon the flange elements of the beam loaded
independently with a bending moment and an axial load. A peculiarity of this
example is the high shear force transferred between the flanges and web due to
the curvature, even under bending moment and axial loads: therefore the curling
moment of the flanges becomes a significant test quantity.

The geometric data of this example are reported in Fig. 34, and sign conventions
in Fig. 35. Four different laminations have been tested, as described in Table 10: the
elastic properties of the material, graphite-epoxy GR/EP T300/5208, are reported
in Table 11. The finite element discretization of the cross-section is summarized
as follows, see Fig. 36: 8 x 2 elements across the thickness of the web (two plane
elements averaging each one 6 layers), and 12 x 22 elements across the thickness of
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Figure 33: Cross-ply specimen.

thickness at the center of the specimen.
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Figure 35: I-beam. Conventions for positive internal forces.

—

[ l Case | Layers Thickness | _ "Lamination
Web | all 12 | .005 in.  [6(x45)],
Flange | 1 22 .005 in. | [3(0/90),2(0), 3(+45),0/90,0,0/90,0,0/90]
Flange | 2 22 .005 in. [22(0)]
Flange | 3 22 .005 in. [9(0), 4(90), 9(0)]
Flange | 4 .005 in. (22(90))

Table 10: I-beam. Stacking sequences.




e ———

Orthotropic Young’s modulus Ef 2.63 x10° Ib in.~?
Transversal Young’s modulus Er 1.50 x10% Ib in."2
Tangential modulus Grr 1.04 x10° Ib in.~2
Poisson’s ratio vLT .28

o

Table 11: I-beam. Elastic properties.

Figure 36: I-beam. Mesh of the cross-section.
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Case | Axial rigidity | Bending rigidity
(1b) (Ib in."?)

1 5.2815 x10 1.7305 x10°
2 5.8488 x 108 1.9591 x107
3 5.4504 x10° 1.8466 x107
4 1.5726 x10° 3.8004 x10°

.

Table 12: I-beam. Cross-sectional rigidities.

each flange (a plane element for each layer). All the elements are 8-node isoparamet-
ric elements. The total number of degrees of freedom is 5343: a three-dimensional
discretization of the whole beam giving such detail would be computationally ex-
pensive.

Axial and bending rigidities in the analyzed cases are reported in Table 12: it has
been observed that in the first three cases, although the stiffnesses are comparable
in magnitude, the distribution of the axial force and the curling moment on the
flanges are quite different.

The deformed cross-sections, the axial stress and the curling moment in the
flanges due to tension and bending moment for Case 1 are shown in Figs. 37, 38
and 39. The axial tension is far from being constant along the flange span, showing
- that this kind of cross-section is not an optimum with respect to the maximum stress
design criterium. This is mainly due to the interaction of the curling moment with
the axial stress. Some strain components are plotted in Fig. 40 across the upper
flange thickness (coordinates X and Y are measured with reference to the frame
depicted in Fig. 35). It can be observed that while the extensional strain appears
to be linear, the in-plane shear strain does not behave in such a way. This fact
suggests that, for composite sections, it can be wrong to adopt a linear variation of
the displacement through the thickness, which is usual in simpler approaches.

In Case 2 the flanges are made of uniaxial laminate with fibers along the beam
axis, thus increasing the section axial and bending stiffness. Axial forces in the
flanges come out to be about twice than Case 1 (see Figs. 42 and 43), but they can
not spread along the flange width, due to the flange’s poor stiffness to withstand
the curling moment, which is lower than Case 1. That becomes evident from the
deformed shape shown in Fig. 41 and is confirmed by the strains plotted in Fig. 44:
the flanges do not deform significantly near their free edge and thus do not cooperate
to the structural strength. This analysis stresses that the lamination of Case 2 is
not a good choice as it would be for a straight beam.

Case 3 is similar to Case 2 but four layers have fibers along the flange span
thus giving some capability to withstand the curling moment. That yields a more
uniform distribution along the flange span of the axial stress, see Figs. 46 and 47.
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a | b

Figure 37: I-beam, Case 1. Deformed cross-section under (a) tension, (b) bending
moment.

Nevertheless, the improvement is poor with respect to Case 2, since the transverse
plies are located at the middle of the flange thickness: it can be seen from the
deformation results in Figs. 45 and 48 that a wide area of the flange does not work
significantly. After all, the axial and bending stiffness of the section is reduced with
respect to Case 2. .

In Case 4 all the plies lie along the flange span: this is the best configuration
as regards to withstand the curling moment, but it lowers the axial strength of the
flanges. As a consequence, the flanges do not quite work at all under tension and
bending and the web is called to carry axial and bending loads. The results for
Case 4 are shown in Figs. 49 to 52.

The present results were compared with the three-dimensional analysis by Peck
(1991) on the beam model shown in Fig. 53. The MSC-NASTR AN mesh consists of
350 8-node plate elements and amounts to 9000 DOFs. In the central cross-section
the applied loads give a compression axial force of 1593 Ib and a bending moment
of 9558 1b in. The axial stress and the curling moment in the flanges are shown in
Fig. 54 together with the results of the present approach.
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Figure 41: I-beam, Case 2. Deformed cross-section under (a) tension, (b) bending
moment.
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Figure 45: I-beam. Case 3. Deformed cross-section under (a) tension, (b) bending
moment.
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Figure 48: I-beam, Case 3. Some strain components acros
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Figure 49: I-beam, Case 4. Deformed cross-section under (a) tension, (b) bending
moment.
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upper flange due to tension.

82




P ;;—,:’g—_‘:f.;“i‘_i;i;\:‘ : T3 Q(\\; ,
g\t

-

S comun antmte wEnES CEEEED SHEEE ChEED SEGNED STy ==

Figure 53: I-beam. MSC-NASTRAN mesh (Peck, 1991).
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6 Conclusions

The method developed to obtain the cross-sectional constitutive equations of natu-
rally curved and twisted anisotropic beams is consistent with the three-dimensional
theory of elasticity. No specific simplifications have been introduced except con-
stancy of section, curvature and twist, which are commonly used in beam theory.
The potential of the method is implied in the fact that it requires a two-dimensional
approximation, thus achieving a degree of detail which is considered unfeasible with
a three-dimensional approach. The finite element analysis of the beam cross-section
constitutes a good step towards the understanding the complexity of composite
beams and a useful mathematical tool for the tailoring of real designs.

The scope of the research, contained in the proposal, has been reached. Never-
theless, additional research work in this direction should be done: in particular, it
is in the authors’ opinion that it would be extremely useful and profitable to choose
as benchmark some significant test case taken from real design; these should be
submitted to different research centers and helicopter industries in order to assess
the state of the art in the computation of composite blades.
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