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Scope of work

MASTER THESIS SPRING 2014
for

Stud. Techn. Chungi Zhou

Ultimate strength and post-ultimate behavior of hybrid platform deck girders

Sammenbruddstyrke og etterkritisk oppforsel av hybride beerekonstruksjoner i platformdekk

Topside load-carrying structures in floating offshore platforms may be constructed in many
ways. One option is to use a truss-work structure in combination with plate girders, where the
latter constitute the top flange of the girder. The plate girder carries both local, lateral loads as

we 1l as axial stresses form the global bending moment.

The deck girder may be designed according to conventional rules based on ultimate limit state
principles. These design formulations may be conservative; it may notably be considered that
the stressed skin concept may be utilized. and if it can be documented that the ultimate strength
is significantly larger, this effect may be taken into account in conjunction with reassessment of
the platform, e.g. if more equipment on the deck is desired. The behaviour in the post-ultimate
region will also have to be considered; if the load from failing members may be shed to other

intact members, the structure will be robust.

The purpose of the present work is to contribute to a better understanding of the ultimate
strength and post-ultimate behaviour of such deck girder by performing nonlinear analysis with

the computer programme USFOS.
The project work should comprise the following tasks:
1) Perform modelling of a stiffened plate girder in the deck area exposed to axial compression,

iii



bending and shear. Introduce appropriate boundary conditions to the girder. The analysis
shall be carried out with ABAQUS. Perform eigenvalue analysis and introduce one or more
eigenmodes as imperfections to the girder. Perform nonlinear analysis with proportional
loading. The load combinations to be agreed with the supervisor. Identify the ultimate
resistance of the girder. Compare numerical results with strength formulations given in

DNV-RP-C201 and NS-EN 1993-1-5.

2) Perform nonlinear analysis of the plate girder with stronger secondary stiffeners on the
girder web. Compare with the results from pt 1 and code formulations. It is especially
of interest to see if the girder may carry large shear forces in by tension field redistributing

axial force and bending moment to the girder flanges,

3) To the extent possible conduct alternative analysis with USFOS using the same finite ele-

ment mesh. Initial imperfection may have to be introduced differently.

4) Perform nonlinear analysis of a secondary girder with class 4 cross-section. The girder may
have cut-outs and/or patch loads. The loads shall be applied proportionally for various
load combinations. Determine the ultimate strength of the girder. Compare numerical

results with NS-EN 1993-1-5

5) Perform nonlinear finite element analysis with ABAQUS or USFOS of a hybrid plate girder-
truss-work section in a platform deck. The truss-work shall be modelled with shell fi-
nite elements including secondary stiffeners. Special attention shall be placed on mod-
elling boundary conditions and introducing initial imperfections to trigger local buckling
of plate girder. The truss-work may be modelled with beam elements. The truss work
shall be subjected to combined bending, shear and locally distributed forces. The ultimate
strength for various load shall be determined. Comparison shall be made with capacities
obtained with conventional design formulas, as given in DNV-RP-C201 Buckling Strength
of Plated Structures and NS-EN 1993-1-5 Design of steel structures, Plated structural ele-

ments.

6) If time permits, establish a model of a larger part of the deck structure, based on beam repre-

sentation of the deck girders combined with crude shell modelling of the stiffened plates.
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The plating shall be meshed one or a few all no be included. The effect of omitting the

stiffeners shall be discussed. The ultimate strength of the deck shall be assessed
7) Conclusions and recommendations for further work
Literature studies of specific topics relevant to the thesis work may be included.

The work scope may prove to be larger than initially anticipated. Subject to approval from the

supervisors, topics may be deleted from the list above or reduced in extent.

In the thesis the candidate shall present his personal contribution to the resolution of problems

within the scope of the thesis work.

Theories and conclusions should be based on mathematical derivations and/or logic reasoning

identifying the various steps in the deduction.
The candidate should utilise the existing possibilities for obtaining relevant literature.
Thesis format

The thesis should be organised in a rational manner to give a clear exposition of results, as-
sessments, and conclusions. The text should be brief and to the point, with a clear language.

Telegraphic language should be avoided.

The thesis shall contain the following elements: A text defining the scope, preface, list of con-
tents, summary, main body of thesis, conclusions with recommendations for further work, list of
symbols and acronyms, references and (optional) appendices. All figures, tables and equations

shall be numerated.

The supervisors may require that the candidate, in an early stage of the work, presents a written
plan for the completion of the work. The plan should include a budget for the use of computer
and laboratory resources which will be charged to the department. Overruns shall be reported

to the supervisors.

The original contribution of the candidate and material taken from other sources shall be clearly
defined. Work from other sources shall be properly referenced using an acknowledged referenc-

ing system.



The report shall be submitted in two copies:

- Signed by the candidate
- The text defining the scope included
- In bound volume(s)

- Drawings and/or computer prints which cannot be bound should be organised in a separate

folder.
Thesis supervisor: Prof. Jorgen Amdahl

Deadline: June 10, 2014

Jorgen Amdahl

Trondheim, January 14, 2014

Remark: As the project goes on, more time is devoted into the first three tasks in the list. In
agreement with Professor Amdahl, the research about the first three tasks are carried out in

depth and a plenty of work is completed for this purpose.
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Summary

As for the increasing demands of offshore oil and gas, the new platforms are designed in more
and more serious conditions. The safety check and modification of the complex structure has
become a hot subject. Normally, the deck girder can be regarded as the combination of truss
works and girders, which will suffer from the axial compression from global bending as well as

shear force due to the local equipment loads.

The main goal of this paper is to make contributions to predict the ultimate strength and post-
buckling behavior of this kind of hybrid deck girder. Comparison among various cases is the

main methodology for drawing a conclusion.

The linear eigenvalue analysis is aimed to introduce the initial imperfection into the structure.
The effects of imperfection on the ultimate strength are found to be small for this kind of robust
structure. The way how the stiffener strength and boundary conditions influence the ultimate
capacity is also investigated. In addition, two nonlinear finite element software (Abaqus and
USFOS) provide similar pre- and post-buckling behavior, while the deviation for the ultimate
strength is in a quite large but acceptable level. The simplified estimate according to design
standards is also investigated here and the comparison with finite element analysis shows that
the regulations can give a quite good prediction about the ultimate capacity of stiffened plates

and primary girder section.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Nowadays, there are a plenty of demands of new platforms to support the exploration of oil and
gas offshore. At the meantime, the modification of existing platforms is also a new hot branch

in the structure analysis field.

The hybrid deck girder, which consists of truss works and girders, is a typical type of platform
deck. The girder will suffer from both local, lateral loads as well as axial stresses form the global
bending moment.The ultimate strength analysis of the platform deck is an essential part in the
design stage to ensure the structural stability. The buckling of girders and braces within the truss
work may exert the dramatic effects on the their own resistance for failure, while the effects on
the whole system may be small since the adjacent members can take the force for the buckled

members.

As mentioned above, the complexity of structure increases the difficulties to estimate the ul-
timate strength and corresponding post ultimate behaviors. In addition, the design principle
will tend to provide the conservative estimate in the design state. Although the nonlinear finite
element method performed by the advanced software such as Abaqus and USFOS can always
predict the structure behavior well, it is hard to predict the deformation in advance due to com-

plexities.

Compared with truss works, there are more difficulties in predicting the behavior of the stiff-
ened girders. There are a lot of researches with regards to the stress estimation. Wagner [1]
developed the tension field theory for evaluating the critical shear buckling stress for web or
girders. In addition, Tang et al [2] conducted several tests to study the effects of the longitudinal

and transverse stiffeners on the girders.



CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION

In this thesis, some contributions are expected to make to predict the ultimate strength and
post-buckling behavior of hybrid deck girder. For example, the effects of the stiffeners on the
girders will be investigated to provide a clear insight into the role of the stiffener strength played
in structural ultimate capacity. The check of the difference between the DNV regulations and
finite element analysis will be also studied to see the conservative effects from the design prin-
ciples. Furthermore, results from two commercial finite element software (Abaqus and USFOS)
will be compared to see the deviations in terms of the results for the ultimate analysis. In order
to provide a clear overview about this project for readers, the main work done in this thesis is

listed below.

Effects of initial geometric imperfection on ultimate capacity — Section 7.2

e Effects of boundary conditions on ultimate capacity —Section 7.3

* Effects of secondary stiffeners on ultimate capacity —Section 7.4

e Comparison between two software (Abaqus and USFOS) —Section 8.4
 Capacity check of stiffened plates - —Section 9.1&9.2
e Capacity check of primary girder —Section 9.4



Chapter 2

Review of Frame Failure Mechanism

2.1 Introduction

In practice, structures are usually designed for the coexisting of shear force, bending moment
and even other types of loads. Evans [3] stated the complexity of estimate about the ultimate
strength for webs under both shear forces and bending moments. Compared with one frame
under pure bending moment, a frame under shear force will reduce its bending capacity. Simi-
larly, the occurrence of bending moment makes the full shear capacity not available any longer.

The various proportionality of the stress will lead to different collapse mechanisms.

Additionally, the initial imperfection will also exert an influence on the ultimate capacity of the
structure. The imperfection assumed as the out-of-straightness during manufacturing can be
simply expressed by one reasonable practical factor and the element length. As for the buckling

issues, the regulations from DNV will demonstrate the problems in details.

2.2 Bending and shear interaction

The interaction between bending and shear on the ultimate strength of one plate girder is plot-
ted in Figure 2.1. The line OC is the critical line to define the border of different failure mech-
anisms. The region OCS means the girder will fail in shear mechanism and the collapse in the

other part belongs to the flange failure.
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Figure 2.1: Diagram showing interaction between shear and bending effects [14]

Evans et al [4] carried out a study to estimate a value of the applied critical bending moment
changing the mechanism from web to flange. Their conclusion is that the critical bending
moment is approximately equal to the plastic bending capacity of the girder with the flanges

only.

Daley [5] presented an equation to show the relationship of this interaction, where «a is a param-

eter which depends on the cross-section and the value is equal to or greater than one.

T
Mult a-Tult

=1 2.1)

The Figure 2.2 is plotted based on the equation and it is markable that the section with a > 1

will reserve some bending strength at the point of full shear.

Theoretically, the vertical part of the girder is responsible for resisting the shear force, the height
including the top and bottom flanges instead of the web’s height is treated as the height resisting
shear force. As the shear capacity of web is used up, the moment capacity of section reduces
until the level of residual section modulus, which is defined by the free flange contribution only.
From the figure 2.2, a flat bar has no residual capacity, whereas a stiffener with flange area retain

almost 1/3 of initial moment capacity.
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Figure 2.2: Bending/shear interaction diagrams for different cross-section [5]

When the web is fully yielded and a shear hinge starts to form, the flanges can still provide ad-
ditional load capacity. In a truly pure shear collapse, even the whole area of flanges should be
expected to reach the yield stress. However, bending hinges in the flanges will occur at a lower

level of energy compared to the energy needed for pure shear collapse.

Graciano [6] studied the interaction between concentrated loads, shear and bending (shown
in Figure 2.3). He stated that the total patch loading resistance will be dramatically reduced
because of the coexisting of bending and shear and bending action has a major influence on the

reduction of patch capacity.

Pn [Eq. (1041
10

0.8
0.6
04

0z

oo

Figure 2.3: Intercation surface among concentrated loading p,,, shear V,, and bending M,, [9]
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2.3 Collapse mechanism

In this sectin, the response mechanisms for the case with symmetric central loads are studied
and possible response mechanisms are listed below. As for the case with asymmetric loads,

please refer to IACS framing requirements.[7]
e 2 shear hinge
* 3-hinge bending/shear

* 4-hinge bending/shear

;1_—_—_—_____:__:_—————__.____ o — R ey S
. s
3 hinge
—_— [ 1 I e reee T
—— —— @ [ —
4 hinge
3 rk
2 hinge

® bending hinge (no shear)
@ bending hinge (reduced capacity due to shear)

@ shear hinge

Figure 2.4: Typical symmetrical collapse mechanisms

Among different mechanisms, the mechanism requiring the lowest load capacity should be the
dominant one, which mainly depends on the shape of cross-section, the load length and the
load magnitude. The 3-hinge bending/shear is usually chosen as the dominant mechanism,
even though it normally needs a larger collapse load than the 4-hinged mechanism. Through
several finite element analyses, Daley [5] proved that the difference in the collapse loads of 3-
hinged and 4-hinged mechanisms is in an acceptable range. The 2-hinged mechanism can be
avoided by adjusting the web area to be larger than the minimum permissible web area in the

pure shear force. The shear area is shown in equation 2.2.

6
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1 3
Ay = —P.b.S.£ (2.2)
2 oy

The 3-hinged mechanism is therefore usually adopted in the design state, and in this project we

can see the 2-hinged mechanism caused by simulated shear force later.

2.4 Initial imperfection

Initial imperfections have a significant impact on the physical buckling strength of structures
subjected to compression. Likewise, in a numerical simulation of system collapse, buckling is
often highly dependent on the initial deformation. There are two main sources of imperfec-

tions:
¢ Geometric deviations
¢ Residual stresses

Geometric imperfections refer to variations in the data of cross-section and axial out-of-straightness.
The variations in cross-section data is mainly caused by the manufacturing of the profile, while
the axial out-of-straightness is particularly due to structure fabrication. Additionally, welding
can induce residual stress, which arises from both the manufacturing of the profile and the

structure fabrication.

Generally, there are some difficulties in knowing the magnitude and direction of imperfections.
Design column curves, which contains the effects of true imperfections and residual stresses,
are often simulated very well by means of an equivalent imperfection. Very often this imperfec-
tion is approximately equal to the tolerance level for out-of-straightness specified by the code.
For example, the expression for equivalent imperfection based on some codes (ECCS, Euro3) is

shown below.[8]

w;/1=0.0015(1—-0.2/1) (2.3)
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where w; is the out-of-straightness amplitude
I is the element length

A is reduced slenderness ratio

The equivalent imperfection is assumed to take the effects of both geometry deviations and
residual stresses into account. The second part in the bracket in the equation 2.3 can be ne-

glected for simplified cases.

Graciano [9] pointed out the reduction of capacity caused by initial imperfection is normally
less than 12% of the resistance with respect to perfect model. Additionally, for most cases, the
initial imperfection can be directly modelled by the shape of a sinus-wave or the first eigenmode

from eigenvalue analysis.

2.5 Regulation check according to DNV RP

DET NORSKE VERITAS (DNV) describes two different, but equally acceptable methods, for

buckling and ultimate strength assessment of plated structures in DNV RP C201[10].

The first method, as given in Part 1, is a conventional buckling code for stiffened and unstiffened

panels of steel, which is applicable for plates, stiffeners and girders.

The second method, as given in Part 2, is a computerized semi-analytical model called PULS
(Panel Ultimate Limit State). It is based on a recognized non-linear plate theory, Rayleigh-
Ritz discretizations of deflections and a numerical procedure for solving the equilibrium equa-
tions.The method is essentially geometrically non-linear with stress control in critical positions

along plate edges and plate stiffener junction lines for handing material plasticity.

The Excel program developed by DNV for buckling resistance includes check of unstiffened
plates, check of stiffeners from both the stiffener and plate sides, and check of the girder sec-

tion if there is.

The methodology for buckling check of stiffened plates are explained in the DNV RP C201 in
details [10]. Results from DNV Excel program and PULS will be discussed in the chapter 9.



Chapter 3

Review of Researches on Plate Girder

Plate girders are usually used in the ships, platforms and drilling rigs. The combination of the
shear force, axial force and bending moment will decide the critical load and corresponding
buckling modes. The vital geometrical parameters are the web thickness, the flange area and
the strength of longitudinal and transverse stiffeners. In this chapter, some previous researches

relating to the strength of plate girders are reviewed.

3.1 The tension field concept

The tension field formed in the web plate can help the plate girders to reserve considerable
strength in the post-buckling region. When a plate girder is subjected to shear forces, the devel-

opment of stress in the web can be treated as two steps: [11]

Step 1: Initially, the tension and compression stress are equal and the directions are perpen-

dicular to each other.

Step 2: When the compressive stress reaches the principle value for buckling, it can’t take any
more pressure in that direction. While the in the tension direction, there is no buckling

problem and the additional stress can be tolerated by the tension band.

The experimental results published by Evans et al [12] are superimposed in the Figure 3.1 below

showing the principal strain and stress in the web during the development of tension band.
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Figure 3.1: Principal stresses and strains in the web panel LS3-A with 0.29V};,4x, 0.97V};,4x and
web strains on failure plateau [12]

3.1.1 Web shear capacity

In the unbuckled region, the shear capacity can be expressed as

m’E  h,
TN oD

Tcr

where the buckling coefficient k, for simply supported edges is given by

4
k:534+W fOrd/bZl
a
(3.2)
5.34
k:4+W fOTa/bSI
a
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3.1.2 Tension band capacity

Membrane stress tends to occur and tension band will fail when it exceeds the yield stress. Using

the two-dimensional stress components in web (shown in Figure 3.2).
Ty \\/, r‘ﬁ\\’/ Cgs)2

Figure 3.2: Stress state in a web plate [11]

Applying the von Mises’ yiled criterion, we have the membrane stress

Vv _ 2 2 3. 2 3 i
o = an—?)Tcr (I—Zszn 2(p)—§rcrszn2(p (3.3)

Rockey [13] developed the tension field mode which can predict the failure mode accurately

with predominated shear forces.

Referring to the mathematical transformation[14], the total shear capacity can be obtained as

V. T b o)
=2 4 V3sin®0(cotd — —)—— +4v/3sind (3.4)
Viw  Tyw d oy

The total shear capacities can be treated as three components:
e the first term is the buckling strength.

* the second term represents the contribution from the tension field in the post-buckling

stage.

e The third term indicates the contributions from the flanges.

11
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The inclination of the tension field has to be decided before calculating the shear capacity. Evans
put forward an empirical formulae that the value of inclination of the tension field causing the
ultimate shear loads tends to be roughly 2/3 of the inclination angle described by the diagonal

line in the web.[3]

2 d
0 ~ gtan_l(z) (3.5)

3.1.3 Extreme cases with weak and strong flanges

So far, the discussion is about the case that the tension stress is anchored at both the top flange
and the vertical stiffener, but for the extreme cases, the layout of tension field may be different

from the case above.

If the flange of the girder is very weak, the contribution from the flanges may be very small
and becomes negligible. In such a case, the tension filed can only be anchored at the vertical

stiffeners as shown in Figure 3.3

%

|"‘ a >le a >

Figure 3.3: Formulatin of tension field for the cases with weak flanges [11]

This way to calculate ultimate strength for weak flange is also called Basler’s theory [15] and the
expression of ultimate shear capacity is shown in equation 3.6.

1% b o)
s _ Fer +\/§sin20(cot9—g) il

(3.6)

If the flange becomes very strong, the hinge of the tension field will also anchor on the flange

side.Then the expression becomes

12
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v, 1 3 1 b
s LT (V3L Ter +4VB(o)M, (3.7)
Viw 4Tyw 2 4 Ty d

3.2 The effects of stiffeners

3.2.1 Transverse stiffeners

The transverse stiffeners on the web are designed for increasing the shear resistance. Theoret-
ically, we can image that the transverse stiffeners will divide the whole web panel into several

sub-panels with smaller aspect ratios.

Tang et al [2] conducted 9 tests with various aspect ratios (0.62-1.24) to analyze the effects of
space between transverse stiffeners. The webs with very large slenderness ratios (over 800) guar-
antee the development of considerable strength during the post-buckling. His experimental

results can be concluded that

* The tension field mechanism can predict quite accurate results for the plate girders with

adequate transverse stiffeners. The maximum derivation among the nine tests is 15%.
* The empirical formulae about the inclination of the tension field works well

e The transverse stiffeners will obviously improve the strength of the plate girder. Even
though some stiffeners may be not adequate enough, they also provide a significant im-

provement in the ultimate capacity.

3.2.2 Longitudinal stiffeners

The longitudinal stiffeners are designed to improve the buckling capacity of the web panel,

mainly for the bending capacity.

Tang et al [12] conducted 18 plate girder tests with strong, intermediate, weak stiffeners, as well
as some cases without stiffeners. The results for different stiffeners are plotted in Figure 3.4.

Some conclusions can be summarized as follows

13
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Figure 3.4: load/deflection plot with various stiffeners [12]

* For all the cases, tension field mechanism can always predict ultimate failure capacity in

areasonable range.

* The bending capacity in the panels with adequate stiffeners is less than that in the unstiff-

ened panels.

* The plate girder with weak longitudinal stiffeners shows a sharp load reduction after col-

lapse, while the girder with stronger stiffeners tends to have a gentler drop-off.
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* The plate girders with inadequate stiffeners (weak and intermediated) will collapse unsta-
bly, and then the value of the load capacity in the reduced level is approximately equal to

the ultimate capacity of an unstiffened web.

3.2.3 Stiffener requirements

Transverse stiffeners must be capable of supporting the tension field. They are designed to resist
buckling, while the optimum rigidity of stiffeners refers to the minimum requirement of the
stiffener to remain stable during buckling. Mossonnet [16] pointed out the required rigidity of
stiffeners to remain fully effective during the post-buckling process to the ultimate load has to

be several times larger than y *.

Y= k % Y * (3.8)

For simple cases, k can be found directly from the previous research[17].

One plot about the stiffener deflection in the post-buckling is shown below. The horizontal
coordinate represents the ratio between applied shear force and critical shear force, while the

vertical axis is the ratio between stiffener deformation and web thickness.

VE/t’
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Figure 3.5: Deflection of the transverse stiffener in terms of stiffener rigidity and load factor [18]
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In order to gain a clear understanding about the function of stiffeners in the post-buckling re-
gion, three contours plots of the web deflections with different stiffener rigidities are shown in

Figure 3.6. [18]

() (©ylyx=1,7/tau.r =3.8

7

(c) buckled pattern of a web in shear and fitted
with one central transverse stiffener: (c)y/ys* =
3,t/tau.r=5.9

Figure 3.6: load/deflection plot with different rigidities [18]

From the Figure 3.6, it is obvious that the strength of stiffeners will affect the forming of tension

field, either locally with strong stiffeners or globally with week stiffeners.

16
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A lot of previous researches recommended value for the flexural rigidity. For example, the tests
conducted by M. Skaloud [18] showed that when the y * /vy is around 7, then the deflections of
the longitudinal stiffener are so small that the sub-panel can be treated as the rigid supports,
however, the further research showed that when the flexural rigidity reaches a certain value, a
considerable increase of the stiffness rigidity results merely in a slight growth in the ultimate
capacity. In practice, the recommended values for k should be 3 and 4 for transverse and longi-

tudinal stiffeners respectively.

According to researches so far, the ratio k is mainly affected by:
e The type of the stiffener
* The cross-section of the stiffener

e The ratio between the depth and thickness of the web

17






Chapter 4

Review of Non-linear Finite Element Method

4.1 Introduction

This chapter mainly refers to the compendium about finite element method.[19].

Since M. J. Turner generated and idealized the direct stiffness method in the middle of 20th
century, finite element method has developed to be the most popular numerical technique for
approximate solutions in the structural analysis field. The three basic principles behind the

finite element methods are listed
* Equilibrium (expressed by stress )
» Kinematic compatibility (expressed by strains)
e Stress-strain relationship

When the displacements are comparatively small and the material is assumed to be linear and
elastic, then linear finite element method can be adopted. In reality, the true failure modes at
the ultimate stress or structural post-buckling behavior are essential for design in the ultimate
limited states or accidental limited states, the assumptions for linear analysis needs to be mod-

ified and nonlinearities should be taken into account.

Nowadays, nonlinear analyses are wildly used in stress analyses during the assessment of exist-
ing structures. Nonlinearities in the finite element method will definitely increase the compu-
tational time, but this issue tends to be overcame by the new generation of robust and powerful

computers.
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4.2 Nonlinearities of nonlinear analysis

4.2.1 Geometry nonlinearity

The geometrical nonlinearity of a bar system and the stiffness relationship is a third degree poly-

nomial, plotted in Figure 4.1.

lingar theory
nonlinear theory

e | .
£1 ;’. A h
2 2
t/’

o

Figure 4.1: Load-deflection characteristics for a two-bar system [19]

The resultant stiffness can be regarded as the sum of the linear stiffness term and an additional
correction term because of nonlinear geometrical effects. Mathematically, the linear stiffness
relationship can be expressed as

R=Kr (4.1)

where R is external loads
Kis a constant stiffness based on the linear strain stress relationship

r is displacement

The expressions of the stiffness relationship with geometrical nonlinearities is modified

R=K(r).r (4.2)

where K(r) is instantaneous stiffness based on the current displacement
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In order to solve equation 4.2, it can be written based on a finite incremental form

AR = Kj(r).Ar (4.3)

where AR and Ar finite increments in loads and displacements

Kj(r) is tangent or incremental stiffness

As for the relationship among different stiffness concepts (Ko, K, K7, K), one plot is shown in

Figure 4.2

Figure 4.2: Explaination of various stiffness [19]

(Ko, Kg, K7, K) refers to linear, geometrical, incremental and secant stiffness respectively.

4.2.2 Material nonlinearity

After exceeding the proportionality limit (o), the linear relationship between stress and strain
expressed by Hook’s Law is not accurate any longer. The typical material properties is shown in

the Figure 4.3.

The elastic strain is expressed by Hooke’s law:

€.=0/E (4.4)
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Figure 4.3: Definition of material properties [19]

Nonlinear material properties can be described by the following definitions. The stress at the
point A can be shown as:
o = Ege¢ (4.5)

where Ejs is the secant modulus, which depends on the current stress strain.

When load is applied at point A, the increment of stress, Ao can be expressed by:

Ao = ETAe (4.6)

By unloading at point A, Hooke’s law applies:

Ao = EAe (unloading) 4.7)

The elasto-plastic material behaviors can be described by three rules in non-linear FEM:
e Ainitial yield stress: define the condition of the criterion for yielding

* A hardening rule: describe the modification of the yield due to strain hardening during

plastic deformation

* Flow rule: allow determination of plastic strain increment at each point in the load history.
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4.2.3 Boundary nonlinearity

Nonlinearity may also related to the boundary condition, for example, press a cylinder roller
onto a flat plane by a certain displacement (shown in Figure 4.4). The boundary nonlinearity
can occur even if the material is perfectly linear and the displacement is infinitesimal. This kind
of nonlinearity is mainly caused by the nonlinear changes of contact area.

Load. P ? Mon-hnear
contact behaviour

"
I Yy g g
d

Me-contact assumption

—>
Tip displacement

Figure 4.4: Example of boundary nonlinear [19]

This type of nonlinearity is not important in this project. For the nonlinear analyses in this

project, the other two nonlinearities will be introduced.

4.3 Solution techniques

4.3.1 General

The characteristic features of various types of nonlinear response are illustrated in Figure 4.5.

1

(a) (b) (<)

Example problem
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o

5 50

Figure 4.5: Characteristic features of nonlinear response[19]

Basic response patterns: (a) Linear until brittle failure,
(b) Stiffening or hardening,

(c) Softening.
where F and L donate failure and limit points respectively

More complex response patterns: (d) snap-through
(e) snap-back,

(f)&(g) bifurcation combined with limit points and snap-back
where B and T identify bifurcation and turning points respectively.

For nonlinear analyses, the solution is not unique any more, which means that the solution
achieved may not necessarily be the solution sought. Three basic methods from various solu-

tions will be described here
* Euler-Cauchy method
e Newton-Rapshon iterative method
* Combined method

Mathematical knowledge and physical insight into the structural nature are usually combined

to obtain a qualified solution with satisfied accuracy.
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4.3.2 Basic solution techniques

Euler-Cauchy method

This method provides a displacement increment which is based on the external loading incre-
ment. Then the total displacement is obtained by adding the new displacement increment. For

step No. (m+1) the mathematical expressions are shown below

ARm+1=Rm+1— Ry
ATm+1 :Kl(rm)_lARm+1 (4.8)

I'm+1=Tm+Arms1

The load should be added to the desired level. The method is illustrated for a single degree of

freedom in Figure 4.6.

calculated by
R Euler-Cauchy

\ true variation of K( r)jr=R
AR, v, = br, = K (0) AR,
-1
T, = r,+hr, = rl+l(1(r1) AR,
r, = r,thr, = r2+KI(rz)-lAR3

4R,

AR

Figure 4.6: Euler-Cauchy increment [19]

In this method, the stiffness in the previous step will be used for calculating the increment of
displacement in the next step. Then the deviation between approximate and true values occur

as shown in Figure 4.6. The accuracy can be increased by adopting small load increment.
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Newton-Raphson method

The main principle behind this method is the iteration shown in Figure 4.7.

Bl

/ L
R
R-Ri -//T

Figure 4.7: Newton-Raphson iteration [19]

The displacement increment at each step is based on the deviation between the approximate

and true values at that step. The mathematical expression is that

R—Rint = KiinyArp+1 (4.9)

Since the updated K; at each step lead to an iterative procedure for calculating AR;+, this
method is quite time-consuming. In order to reduce the unnecessary calculations, the modified
Newton-Raphson iteration is put forward to update K less frequently. Figure 4.8 demonstrates

two alternative methods to modify Netwon-Raphson methods.

The modified Newton-Raphson method can dramatically save the computational time, while
the successive estimation in Newton-Raphson methods may result in slow convergence rate or
no convergence at all. Additionally, the reasonable convergence criterion is expected to be given

to stop the calculation procedure.
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(a) No updating of K; (b) Kjupdated after 1. iteration

Figure 4.8: Modified Newton-Raphson methods for single degree of freedom [19]

Combined methods

The two methods mentioned above are often combined. The external load is used to control the
increments and during each increment, iteration is used to obtain equilibrium. The combina-
tion of Euler-Cauchy method and a modified Newton-Raphson iteration is illustrated in Figure

4.9

: iteration
increment

T 3
1 2 T, r

Figure 4.9: Combined incremental and iterative solution procedure [19]

The procedure is completed by applying load based on equation 4.8 followed by iteration at each
level by using equation 4.9. Commonly, a modified Newton-Raphson method is used keeping
the gradient K; constant during several iteration cycles. Convergence criterion is also needed to

stop Iteration.
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4.3.3 Advanced solution procedures

In terms of the unstable problems, the load-displacement response may be similar with the
sketch in figure 4.5(d) - 4.5(g). During the response, the variation of load is not monotonically
increasing with displacement increment. Any extreme point in the load-displacement curve will
need special technique to get acceptable results. Under this occasions, arc-length method shall

be adopted.

As the deflection weakens the structural capacity, the external loads should be automatically
made adjustments to fit the internal reaction forces. A displacement vector Ar and a load incre-
ment parameter AA are used to describe the increment in load-displacement space, such that
AR = AAR. Consequently, this will result in one more equation to be solved for the equation
matrix. The advantage of this method is that the additional equation helps the solution matrix
to avoid 'singular’, while this new equation may also cause asymmetric troubles. Several existing

methods can help to solve the arc length. Two of them are plotted in Figure 4.10.

Load

Load

+Displacement — Digplacement
(a) Riks-Wempner’s method (b) Ramm’s method

Figure 4.10: Arc-length control method[19]

In Ramm’s method, the iterative corrector is perpendicular to the tangental plane at the current

step, while it is orthogonal to the incremental vector (Ary, Arp) in the Riks methods.

Fried [20] shown another alterative method, naming orthogonal trajectory iteration method.Additionally,

Crisfield [21] gave the example of very complicated iterative path.
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Chapter 5

Modelling of Platform Girder in Abaqus

5.1 Introduction

The platform main deck is primarily regarded as a truss work where the top flange consists of a
stiffened girder. The stiffened girder is subjected to axial compression from global bending as
well as shear force due to local equipment loads. In this project, part of girder section from the

platform deck is taken and analyzed. Figure 5.1 below shows a part of the drawing about the

platform deck.
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Figure 5.1: Drawing of the platform deck

The red rectangular in Figure 5.1 indicates the girder section to be analyzed in this paper. The
girder section is stiffened by longitudinal stiffeners and secondary girders. Two extra section are
added at the ends to modify the connections. The simplified girder section and its correspond-

ing dimensions are shown in the Figure 5.2.
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Figure 5.2: Drawing of the girder section

The girder has two flat bars almost equally spaced. In order to increase the strength, it has been
proposed to replace the flat bars with T-profiles. The effects of this will also be investigated and
the dimensions of the stiffeners used in this paper are listed below. The yielding stress of the

material used in this girder section is 420 MPa.

Table 5.1: Dimensions of stiffeners in this project

Stiffener type h b f t
Flatbar 150 10 N/A N/A
T-profile 300 10 130 20

5.2 Geometry model

Based on the girder section shown in Figure 5.2, the similar modelled structure in Abaqus is

shown in Figure 5.3.

Figure 5.3: Girder section model in Abaqus

In the simplified model, the secondary girders are not induced, however, their effects on the web

are simulated by additional boundary conditions to restrain the lateral displacement of the web
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at the locations of the secondary girders. Furthermore, the triangular supports for the flanges
are appended to prevent deformation of the flanges. The effects of the flange supports will be

discussed in the buckling mode analysis and the ultimate strength analysis later.

5.3 Finite element model

Abraham stated that for design purpose, the shell elements in the analysis will present more
conservative results than the solid elements. [22] The shell elements (S4R) are selected to model

the whole structure.

The Figure 5.4 below illustrates the differences between a conventional shell and a continuum

shell element.

T T T ')\'.

Trisp lac emerd and rotation
degrees of feedarm

conventionsl shel rmadel
geomelry isspeciied st the reference suface, Thkressis defined by section propery.

Finite Elem ent Medel Element
Structural Body
being modeled
e
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Displas ement

degress of freedom anky

Continyumshall modgl
full 3-0 gaometry is specifiad, Element thickness & defined by nodal gaomeatry.

Figure 5.4: Conventional and continuum shell elements [23]

Conventional shell elements normally discretize a body by defining the geometry at a reference
surface. In this method, thickness is defined by the section property. This type of elements have
both translational and rotational degree of freedom. In contrast, continuum shell elements dis-
cretize an entire three-dimensional body. The thickness can be obtained from the nodal posi-

tions of elements.[23]

The reason of adopting the conventional S4R element is that it can be valid to model both thin
and thick elements. Empirically, S4R elements can provide quite reasonable and accurate results

for most cases. Moreover, the reduced integration method not only suits well for cases with
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nonlinear membrane strain, but also helps to decrease the calculation time. The difference

among S4R, S8R and S4 will be analyzed later in this paper.

5.4 Material properties

The yield stress of the material is provided to be 420 MPa and Young’s Modulus is given to be
2.1E+05MPa. For nonlinear analysis, the strain hardening will also be taken into account. The
hardening properties of the actual material are not known. In lieu of this, a relatively moderate

hardening was assumed as the blue line in figure 5.5

In general, the methods to describe nonlinear material properties can be divided into two cat-
egories (nominal and true). The true strain and stress are employed in Abaqus to define the
material nonlinearity, while USFOS will use nominal strain and stress. The explanations of con-

version from nominal values to true values are attached in the Appendix A.

The assumed engineering properties and the corresponding true values are plotted in the Fig-
ure 5.5. The straight line with the slope of the young’s modulus represents the elastic properties,

which is followed by plastic nonlinear properties.
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Figure 5.5: Material properties expressed by true and engineering strain and stress

32



CHAPTER 5. MODELLING OF PLATFORM GIRDER IN ABAQUS

5.5 Loadsin Abaqus
Various load conditions listed below will be studied in this paper from the simple single loads to
the combination loads.

e Pure compression

* Pure shear

* Combination of shear and compression

For the cases under compression, the forces are modelled by using normal ‘shell edge load’ ap-

plied on the edge of the shell elements (shown in Figure 5.6).

Figure 5.6: Applied compression at the ends in Abaqus

For cases under shear force, three concentrated loads together with proper boundary condi-
tions are utilized to model the shear force. The Figure 5.7 illustrates the applied concentrated

loads.

Figure 5.7: Applied shear in the middle in Abaqus
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Since the shear ‘shell edge load” will lead to asymmetric deformation and obviously cause the
largest bending moment at the clamped ends. Instead, we decide to choose the concentrated
loads leading to the largest bending moment in the mid-span and the tension fields at the

ends

5.6 Boundary conditions

As mentioned that the secondary girders are not included in this simplified girder model,its
effects are modeled by extra boundary condition shown by the arrows in Figure 5.8. At the loca-

tions of the secondary girders, the web is restrained against the lateral displacement.

Figure 5.8: Boundary conditions in Abaqus

In terms of the ends of the girder section, clamped ends will be regarded as the most proper
boundary conditions due to the the fixity at the ends. Two extra sections (in red cylinders in fig-
ure 5.8) without stiffeners are added at both two ends to avoid concentration loads under shear

force. The way to model boundary conditions for this case in Abaqus is explained below.
e Clamped ends
— Compression

The end under compression is only free to move in the load direction, while the other

end is fully fixed for six degrees of freedom.
- Shear
All ends are fully fixed for all degrees of freedom.
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e Simply supported ends
— Compression

Both ends are only free to move in the compression direction, one point on the neu-
tral axis at each end is set to rotate about the outward axis. One extra point in the

middle is fixed in the compression direction. (figure 5.9(a))
— Shear

One point on the neutral axis at each end is set to be free to move in the longitudinal
direction, and to rotate about the outward axis, but the freedom in the shear force

direction has to be fixed. (Figure 5.9(b))

ﬂxedl I fixed

free free free

g

(a) Compression case

(b) Shear case

Figure 5.9: Modelled simply supported boundary conditions

When both loads are applied, the proper combination of shear and compression boundary con-
ditions should be chosen. The effects of boundary conditions will be investigated by comparing

cases with two simply supported ends and one clamped, one simply supported end.
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Chapter 6

Eigenmode Analyses

6.1 Introduction

In nonlinear analysis it is necessary to introduce geometric imperfections to trigger buckling in
arealistic manner. This may be done in several ways, the eigenmodes for linear buckling will be

used in this paper.

Abaqus can help to run the linear eigenvalue analysis and suitable buckling eigenmodes will be

picked out from the results.

The linear buckling analysis will consist of another two steps in addition to the initial step. The
first step consists of a pre-loading step with the characteristic load pattern. Next, the buckling
step will introduce a small perturbation load and then calculate eigenvalues and eigenvectors

based on the equation 6.1.

(Ko+AiKa)vi=0 (6.1

Where Kj is the stiffness matrix caused by the preload
K, is the stiffness matrix due to incremental load

A; and v;are eigenvalues and eigenvectors
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6.2 Eigenmodes under compression

Initially, the top flanges were free to move without triangular supports. The first eigenmode
(Figure 6.2(a)) is dominated by flange buckling, while the web buckling mode (Figure 6.2(b))

can be found at a higher eigenmode.

(a) Flange domiated eigenmode

(b) Web dominated eigenmode

Figure 6.1: Important eigenmodes for the case without flange supports

Later, the flange supports are introduced to simulate the effects of secondary girder to prevent
the unrealistic deformation of the top flanges.The most suitable and reasonable eigenmodes

(Figure 6.2) are selected from the output results.

Due to the large cross-section area in the top flange and possibility of the flange failure, the
buckling mode in the flange seems to be as same important as the buckling mode in the web.
The combined eigenmodes in the web and flange are adopted to model the imperfections.
Through the two figures above, the flange supports can prevent the flange deformation obvi-

ously when the web buckling mode is dominated.
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(a) Flange domiated eigenmode

(b) Web dominated eigenmode

Figure 6.2: Important eigenmodes for the case with flange supports

6.3 Eigenmodes under shear

Theoretically, the shear force will cause extremely high stress in the extra web section and failure
mode will occur there as well, but these corresponding eigenmodes are not the expected ones.
So two methods are put forward to enhance the strength the added web sections at the ends in

order to gain the reasonable eigenmodes.
* Method 1: A new more rigid material for the web sections at the ends

A new material property for the two added web sections is defined in this method. The Young’s
Modulus is ten times larger than original value for other parts and the yield stress is enhanced

to be 1000 times larger. The potential satisfying eigenmodes are listed in Figure 6.3.
* Method 2: Define web sections at the ends as rigid elements in Abaqus

In Abaqus, elements can be set as rigid element using the command ‘constraint’. Then the ele-

ments can be regarded as infinite rigid elements shown in Figure 6.4.

The potential eigenmodes (18th eigenmode and 19th eigenmode) for the method 2 under pure

shear forces are shown in Figure 6.5.
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(a) 2nd eigenmode

(b) 13rd eigenmode

(c) 14th eigenmode

Figure 6.3: Potential eigenmodes for method 1 under pure shear

Figure 6.4: Method 2: model with infinite rigid elements at the ends in Abaqus
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(a) 18th eigenmode

(b) 19th eigenmode

Figure 6.5: Potential eigenmode for method 2 under shear

The 2nd eigenmode (Figure 6.3(a)) in the method 1 is used to analyze the effects of the eigen-
mode on the ultimate strength later. Two eigenmodes in each method with symmetric and
asymmetric deformed eigenmodes are selected to study influences of the deformed shape on

the ultimate capacity.

From the eigenmode analysis, we can conclude that these two methods seem to give quite sim-
ilar buckling modes. Specifically, the 18th eigenmode in method 2 is alike 13th eigenmode in
method 1, and 19th eigenmode and 14th eigenmode are quite similar. The web will mainly re-
sist shear forces, and for this shear load case, the tension fields at the ends occur easier than that

in the middle panel.

6.4 Eigenmodesunder combination of compression and shear

As for the results of the eigenvalue analysis for combination of compression and shear, no shear
dominant eigenmode can be found; however, the dominated eigenmodes in the top flange and

web section are quite similar with those under pure compression. The well-shaped eigenmodes
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for combination of shear and compression are shown in the Figure 6.6.

(a) Flange domiated eigenmode

(b) Web dominated eigenmode

Figure 6.6: Important eigenmodes for the case under shear and compression

According to Figure 6.6 and Figure 6.2, the conclusion is that the effects of shear on the eigen-
mode analysis are negligible, compared with compression. Additionally, in some cases, it is also
feasible to apply eigenmodes from the cases under pure compression when running analyses

under pure shear forces.

When analyzing the effects of stiffeners, the stiffeners are changed to T-profile with double
height. The buckling eigenmodes in the flange and web are shown in Figure 6.7(a) and Fig-

ure 6.7 (b) respectively.

Since the height of stiffeners is doubled, the local stiffener buckling will become more notice-
able. Due to the effects of stronger stiffeners, the buckling mode on the web tends to be replaced

by the local ones.

Furthermore, the stiffeners are strengthened by the bracketed supports at a distance of every
1875 mm. Then the larger deformation in the stiffeners shown in the Figure 6.7(b) is successfully
constrained and the buckling eigenmode of the web is not important any more. The important

eigenmode for this case is shown in the Figure 6.8.
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(a) Flange domiated eigenmode

(b) Web dominated eigenmode

Figure 6.7: Important eigenmodes for the case with T-profile stiffeners under combined loads

Figure 6.8: Important eigenmodes for the case with supported T-profiles under combined loads

In conclusion, we can find the following points from the eigenmode analyses:

o The buckling mode in the pure compression will dominate the deformation under the

combined shear force and compression.

o The reinforced stiffeners will prevent the local deformation and affect the eigenmodes

dramatically.

o Eigenmodes depend on the geometrical layout of the structure and the type of applied

force, but has nothing to do with the magnitude of forces.
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Chapter 7

Ultimate Strength Analyses with Abaqus

7.1 Introduction

In Abaqus, the method of riks is used to perform the post-buckling analysis. The features of riks

method are listed based on the tutorial documents with regard to Abaqus:[23]

is generally used to predict unstable, geometrically nonlinear collapse of a structure.

includes nonlinearities form boundary conditions and material.

e is often applied after an eigenvalue buckling analysis to investigate a structure’s collapse.

can be used for the cases with snap-through problems

In the Riks analysis, the load during a step is always proportional and the current load magni-

tude is defined by:

Ptoml:PO"'/l(Pref_PO) (7.1)

where Py is the 'dead load’, which exists at the beginning of the step and never be redefined.
P;.r denotes the reference load defined in the Riks step.

A is the load proportionality factor.

The load proportionality factor is the output at each increment as part of the solution.
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The Riks method performs well in post-buckling problems, no matter how stable the post-
buckling behavior is. However, since there is some discontinuous response at the point of buck-
ling, the exact post-buckling problem can be analyzed directly. One alternative is to introduce
an initial geometrical imperfection, then the problem will have continuous response instead
of bifurcation and some responses in the buckling mode will occur before reaching the critical

load.[24]

In this chapter, the effects of different eigenmodes and the magnitude of initial imperfection
will be estimated under different load conditions. The effects of different boundary conditions

and stiffeners will also be analyzed as well.

7.2 Effect of initial imperfectons

Initial imperfections are modelled with distorted coordinates using the eigenmodes from Chap-
ter 6. Originally, for one eigenmode, the maximum amplitude is somewhat arbitrarily selected
to be 10mm. This corresponds to 2% of stiffener spacing. For two included buckling modes,,
the deflection about 0.15% of length is used to model the initial geometric imperfection (equa-

tion 2.3).

Here we assume that the boundary conditions are clamped for all the cases, and the effects of

boundary condition will be investigated in the next section.

7.2.1 Pure compression

As for the cases under compression, the buckling of the top flange seems to be critical. The
effects of the flange supports will be studied here as well. All the cases about compression are
listed in Table 7.1. All the corresponding stress distribution at the ultimate strength can be

found in the Appendix B.

The results of ultimate strength analysis for the first four cases are plotted in Figure 7.1 and 7.2

with flange dominated and web dominated eigenmodes respectively.
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Table 7.1: Case list under pure compression

Case No. Flange support Eigenmodes Imperfection (mm)

1 No Flange dominated 10

2 Yes Flange dominated 10

3 No Web dominated 10

4 Yes Web dominated 10

5 Yes Two eigenmodes 5 for web & 5 for flange

6 Yes Two eigenmodes 10 for web & 10 for flange
7 Yes Two eigenmodes 15 for web & 15 for flange
8 Yes Two eigenmodes No imperfections

Flange dominated eigenmode

No flange support ||

25y — With flange support

201

Global loads [MN]

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Axial displacement [mm]

Figure 7.1: Effect of flange supports with flange dominated eigenmodes

Web dominated eigenmode

No flange support ||
With flange support

251

20

Global loads [MN]

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Axial displacement [mm]

Figure 7.2: Effect of flange supports with web dominated eigenmodes
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From the results, it is obvious that no matter what kind of eigenmode is introduced, the addi-
tional flange support can enhance the total strength of this girder, but the increment in ultimate

capacity is limited.

The differences between the ultimate loads with web and flange dominated eigenmodes are

small, two reasons may be concluded as follows:
— The ultimate strength is quite robust to different eigenmodes.
— Due to large slenderness, the top flange is as sensitive as the web to buckle.

Based on the results above, the buckling modes of the top flange and web almost have the same
importance. In order to model the realistic imperfection of the plate girder, two eigenmodes will

be used together to modify the initial imperfection in both flange and web.

Theoretically, the 5 mm imperfections for two eigenmodes (case 5 in Table 7.1) can give a good
estimation for this 12-meter-long structure. The failure mode for the case 5 at the ultimate

strength is shown in figure 7.3 (Case 5 in Appendix B).

5, Mises

SNEG, (fraction = -1.0)

(Awg: 75%)
+4‘1l?e+0§

+2.9766+02
+2.616e+02
+2.2568+02

Figure 7.3: Von Mises stress distribution at the ultimate strength under pure compression( case
no. 5)

For the failure process, the stiffener will reach its buckling capacity at first and the stiffened
plate tends to buckle, which will weaken the whole structure, then the top flange will collapse

together with the web section. The structure fails due to buckling.
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In order to investigate the effect of initial imperfections under pure compression, more cases

with buckling eigenmodes from web and flanges (case 6-8 in table 6.1) are designed and the

results with respects to the load/deflection relationship are shown in the Figure 7.4.

Various imperfections in web and flange eigenmodes under pure compression

251

201

151

Global loads[MN]

No imperfection
5mm imperfection
10mm imperfection
15mm imperfection

\

10

20 30 40
Axial displacement[mm]

50

60

Figure 7.4: Effect of imperfections under pure compression

According to the collapse behavior and the results shown in the figure above, we can draw the

following conclusions:

¢ Initial imperfection will definitely decrease the ultimate capacity.

o The larger the initial imperfection is, the more nonlinear the response becomes.

o Nonlinear analysis of this structure is robust to the initial imperfections under pure com-

pression.

7.2.2 Pure shear

As two methods for analyzing pure shear force and their corresponding potential eigenmodes

are studied in the last chapter, the influences of these two methods and different eigenmodes

on the ultimate stress of the plate girder will be discussed here. The cases under pure shear force

are listed in Table 7.2 and the corresponding stress distribution at the failure step are attached

in Appendix B.
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Table 7.2: Case list under pure shear

Case No. Method No. Eigenmodes Imperfection
(mm)
9 1 2 5
10 1 13 5
11 1 14 5
12 2 18 5
13 2 19 5
14 2 19 10
15 2 19 15
16 2 19 No
iz Methods:

Method 1: A new rigid material for the web sections at the ends
Method 2: Define web sections at the ends as rigid elements from Abaqus

The first five cases are designed for investigating the effects of two methods and different eigen-

modes. The results of ultimate analysis are plotted in Figure 7.5.

5mm imperfection under shear

Global loads [MN]

Method 1 - 2nd eigenmode
Method 1 - 13rd eigenmode
2r/] Method 1 - 14th eigenmode |1
Method 2 - 18th eigenmode
Method 2 - 19th eigenmode

0 1 1 1 Il 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180

Vertical displacement [mm]

Figure 7.5: Comparison of ultimate capacity for two methods
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As for the method 1, the eigenmodes 13 and 14 can provide a larger strength capacity than eigen-
mode 2 after the initial yielding. The method 2 with the infinite rigid elements can take almost
the same global loads as method 1, but the larger inclination of slope indicates that the whole

structure becomes more rigid due to infinite rigid elements.

According to figure 75, the curves for eigenmode 13 and 14 almost overlap each other, so do
the curves for eigenmodes 18 and 19. Given the certain magnitude of largest deflection, the

symmetric and asymmetric imperfections tend to give the same level of ultimate capacity.

The failure modes for eigenmode 18 and 19 are shown in Figure 7.6. The symmetric imperfec-
tion cause the symmetric failure modes, while the asymmetric imperfection will lead to asym-

metric stress distribution during collapse.

(b) Failure mode of eigenmode 19 (symmetric)

Figure 7.6: Comparison between failure modes based on different eigenmodes

Additionally, in contrast to method 1, the method 2 can show proper stress distribution for the
main body of the girder, references about the stress distribution at the ultimate strength can be
found in Appendix B. The Von Mises stress distribution for the ultimate strength with eigenmode

19 is shown in Figure 7.7 (Case 13 in the Appendix B).
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S, Mises

SMEG, (fraction = -1.0)

(Avg: 75%)
+4.436e+02
+4.0686+02
+3.700e+02

+3.332e+02
+2.964e+02

+3.875e+01
+1.940e+00

Figure 7.7: Von Mises stress distribution at the ultimate strength under pure shear( case no. 13)

The stress in the web section at the ends are higher than other section due to the membrane
stress near the fixed boundary conditions and the tension field will appear when the shear buck-

ling capacity is fulfilled.

The strain stress relationship is elastic until the occurrence of the first yielding, which is fol-
lowed by the hardening in the plastic zone. Then the whole structure begins to collapse and the

membrane stress forms the tension fields at the ends to bear more loads.

The sensitivity of ultimate capacity of the structure to the initial imperfection under the pure
shear is discussed by case 13-16, which is shown in Figure 7.8 in next page. Based on the ultimate

capacity study under shear force, the following conclusions are summed up:
o Initial imperfection will definitely decrease the shear ultimate capacity.
o The larger the imperfection is, the smaller the hardening zone is.

o Regardless of imperfections, the post-buckling behaviors due to the membrane stress are

almost the same.

o The magnitude of deformation determines the reduction of the capacity, while the effects

of the direction of the deformation are tiny.
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15

Global loads [MN]
=

(9]
T

No imperfection

—— 5mm imperfection
10mm imperfection

— 15mm imperfection

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
Vertical displacement [mm]

Figure 7.8: Effects of imperfections under pure shear

7.2.3 Combined shear and compression

As discussed in last chapter, the eigenmodes for combined compression and shear are similar
with those under pure compression. Based on the buckling mode analysis, the shear eigen-
modes are not dramatically important to cause the structure to collapse under combined forces.
So we introduce the imperfections in the flange and web from the buckling analysis under com-

bined forces.

The Table 7.3 illustrates the various composition of shear and compression in the combined

cases.

Table 7.3: Compositions of shear and compression in the combined loads

Case No. Shear Compression
(of ultimate stress) (of ultimate stress)
Pure shear 100% 0%
Shear dominated 80% 20%
Both equal 50% 50%
Compression dominated 20% 80%
Pure compression 0% 100%
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The cases 17-21(shown in Table 7.4) are designed for analyzing the relationship between the
ultimate capacity of the girder and the proportion of shear and compression for the combined
force. The remaining cases 22-32 are used to discuss the effects of imperfections under the

combined loads. All these cases adopt the buckling eigenmodes for combined force mentioned

in Chapter 6.
Table 7.4: Case list under combined loads
Case No. Stress composition Imperfection
(mm)

17 Pure shear 5 for web & 5 for flange
18 Shear dominated 5 for web & 5 for flange
19 Both equal 5 for web & 5 for flange
20 Compression dominated 5 for web & 5 for flange
21 Pure compression 5 for web & 5 for flange
22-26 As cases 17-21 10 for web & 10 for flange
27-31 As cases 17-21 15 for web & 15 for flange

In the nonlinear analysis for the ultimate strength, the excitation forces dominate the failure
modes of structures. Like the case 18, the case with dominated shear force motivates the shear

failure modes (Figure 7.9).

S, Mises
SNES, (fraction = -1.0)
(Avg: 75%)

+5.421e+02
+4.970e+02
+4.519e+02

Figure 7.9: Failure modes of case 18 at post-buckling: shear dominated

Similarly, the bending failure modes will be triggered due to the dominated compress force in

case 20 (Figure 7.10).
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S, Mises

SNEG, (fracton = -1,0)
(Avg: 75%)

+5.552e+01
+8.736e+00

Figure 7.10: Failure modes of case 20 at post-buckling: compression dominated

The ultimate strength of the structure with various combined forces are shown in Figure 7.11.
The interaction of shear and compression on the ultimate strength of the structure can be ex-
pressed roughly by the parabola curve, which means the ultimate capacity can be treated as the
sum of the capacity utilizations under different loads, but the failure mechanism will greatly

depend on the dominated load.

25

N
o

-
(3]

10

Compression [MN]

0 1 Il 1 Il 1
0 2 4 6 8 10 12

Shear [MN]

Figure 7.11: Interaction of compression and shear for ultimate capacity
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The effects of the initial imperfections on the ultimate capacity are studied by introducing Omm,
5mm and 10mm imperfection based on the eigenmode analysis under combined forces. It

means that no shear eigenmode is included and the results are plotted in Figure 7.12.

No imperfection
25 5mm imperfection |
10mm imperfection
__ 201 7
pd
=,
c
Q9 15¢ 7
n
n
o
Q.
g 10+ 7
&)
5L N
0 1 Il Il 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 10 12

Shear [MN]
Figure 7.12: Effects of imperfections under the combined loads
The conclusions from the studies with regards to the ultimate strength under combined forces

with various composition, some conclusions are given below to explain the phenomenons in

this section.

o Although eigenmodes under combined forces are almost the same as those under the pure
compression and no shear buckling mode is introduced, it is still valid for shear dominat-

ing cases to fail in a shear mechanism .

o The effects of geometric imperfection become noticeable gradually when the compres-

sion starts to dominate.

o Since no shear buckling mode is taken into account for the combined cases, the ultimate

capacity under pure shear is almost the same with different initial imperfections

o The utilization can be treated as the sum of the capacity utilization under different loads,

but the failure mechanism will depend on the dominated load.
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7.3 Effect of boundary conditions

7.3.1 Introduction

The boundary conditions for a given problem can be formulated to solve the differential equa-
tions. The boundary condition is related to the prescribed displacements and stresses. In this

paper, three different boundary conditions are analyzed under the combined loads.
e Clamped at two ends
e Simply supported at two ends
e Clamped at one end and simply supported at the other one

The cases designed for comparing the different boundaries are tabulated in Table 7.5.

Table 7.5: Case list for various boundaries

Case No.  Boundary conditions Stress composition

17-21 Two clamped ends pure shear, shear dominated, both
com dominated, pure compression

One clamped end and

one simply supported end

37-41 Two simply supported ends As cases 17-21

32-36 As cases 17-21

7.3.2 Comparison of three boundary conditions

For the cases with dominant shear, dominant compression and equal shear & compression,
the stress distribution at the step of ultimate stress are shown in Figure 7.13- 7.15 for different

boundary conditions.

From the figures 7.13- 7.15, we can conclude that the clamped ends will the concentrated stress
and then fail near the ends. The failure for the simply supported case occurs in the middle of the
plate girder. For the shear dominated cases, the failure will occur in a shear failure mechanism,

while the bending failure mode takes place when the compression tends to dominate.
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(a) Shear dominated (case 18 App. B) (b) Compression dominated (case 20 App. B)

Figure 7.13: Stress distribution at the ultimate step for two clamped ends

(a) Shear dominated (case 33 App. B) (b) Compression dominated (case 35 App. B)

Figure 7.14: Stress distribution at the ultimate step for combined boundary conditions

(a) Shear dominated (case 38 App. B) (b) Compression dominated (case 40 App. B)

Figure 7.15: Stress distribution at the ultimate step for two simply supported ends
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One markable conclusion from the figures above is that clamped boundary conditions tend to
have membrane stress concentration near the ends, while simply supported case prefer to fail
in the middle section. Results about the effects of boundary conditions on the ultimate capacity

of the girder section are shown in Figure 7.16 below.

Two clamped ends
25 One clamped & one simply supported |-
Two simply supported ends
__20r b
Z
=
c
9 15+ b
[2}
(22}
o
a
5 10} ]
o
5 L -
0 1 Il Il 1 I
0 2 4 6 8 10 12

Shear [MN]

Figure 7.16: Effect of boundary conditions with the same imperfection

¢ Shear dominated cases

Clamped boundary conditions possesse more resistance, the main reason is the membrane
stress at the fixed ends can make contributions to the ultimate capacity. Another reason is that
the flange can contribute to resist more loads after the web is utilized in the shear failure mech-

anism.
o Compression dominated cases

The effects from the boundary conditions are quite small, even negligible because of the limi-
tations from boundary conditions. Specifically speaking, when the compression is quite large
and uniform distributed, the displacement of the whole end is totally the same in the direction
of compression force and no rationality takes place at the simply supported ends. This corre-

sponds to the clamped ends under pure compression
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7.4 Effect of secondary stiffeners

7.4.1 Introduction

As studied by previous researches, the stiffeners help to increase the structural strength and
affect the stress distribution. The magnitude of the enhancement depends on the strength of
stiffeners. In order to increase the strength, the flat bar in the previous cases are replaced by
strong T-profile stiffeners, and T-profile stiffeners with stiffener supports. The dimensions of

the stiffeners are illustrated in Table 5.1.

The cases for analyzing the stiffeners are tabulated in Table 7.6. Case 17-21 means the previous
cases with various composition under the combined forces. Case 42-46 are designed for study
the difference between different stiffeners and case 47-51 are used to analyze the effects of the

supports for stiffeners. The stress distribution of all the cases at the ultimate step can be found

in Appendix B.
Table 7.6: Case list for stiffener effects
Case No. Stiffener types Stress composition
17-21 Flat bars pure shea}r, shear dominated, bqth
com dominated, pure compression
42-46 T-profile As cases 17-21
47-51 T-profile with supports As cases 17-21

7.4.2 T-Profile stiffeners

From the eigenmode analysis, the buckling of the double-height stiffeners tends to become
dominant and replaces the buckling of the web. So it will be introduced as the initial geomet-
ric imperfection into the ultimate analysis here. The failure modes of the flat bar and T-profile

stiffener in the shear dominated cases are given in Figure 7.17 .
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(a) Failure mode of flatbar stiffener

(b) Failure mode of T-profile stiffener

Figure 7.17: Comparison of failure modes caused by stiffeners under shear dominated

From Figure 7.17, we can observe that the strong T-profile stiffeners remain stable and the ten-
sion fields take place between the stiffeners, while the flat bar stiffeners are wrapped during the

forming of the tension field.

7.4.3 T-Profile stiffeners with supports

The stiffeners on the web are reinforced by the brackets every 1875mm. In order to simplify the

modelling, the brackets are builded as rectangular webs as shown in the figure below.

Figure 7.18: Plot of the girder with stiffener supports
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From the eigenmode analysis, the stiffener supports enable stiffeners to be strong and stable,
and then the deformations in the web and stiffener are not important anymore. Instead, the
deformation and failure tends to take place locally. The failure modes of shear and compression

dominant cases are shown in Figure 7.19.

(b) Compression dominated case

Figure 7.19: Failure modes for T-profile stiffeners with supports

On the basis of the results form nonlinear analysis, the increment of the ultimate capacity due

to changes of stiffener strength is listed in Table 7.7, 7.8.

Table 7.7: Increment of ultimate strength due to strong stiffeners

Stress case Flat bar(MN) T-profile(MN) Increment(%)
Pure shear 11.565 12.004 3.80
Pure com 25.787 29.641 14.95

Table 7.8: Increment of ultimate strength due to stiffener support

Stress case T-profile(MN) T-profile Increment (%)
support(MN)

Pure shear 12.004 12.374 3.08

Pure com 29.641 30.459 2.76
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In order to show the results in a intuitionistic and clear way, the plot of ultimate strength with

various stiffeners is shown in Figure 7.20

T T
Flat bar stiffener
T-profile stiffener
T-profile stiffener with supports

30K

Compression [MN]

0 2 4 é Els 1|0 12
Shear [MN]

Figure 7.20: Effect of secondary stiffener strength on ultimate capacity

For the effects of secondary stiffeners on the ultimate strength, several conclusions can be drawn

as follows:

¢ In contrast to flat bars, the stronger T-profile stiffener can improve the ultimate strength
dramatically, from around 15% under pure compression to 3.80% under pure shear. This
is because the longitudinal stiffeners can increase more bending capacity compared with

shear capacity.

o The stiffener supports can improve the ultimate capacity of the structure at almost the

same level (3%) for all the cases.

o Strong stiffeners can effectively prevent the global buckling or failure. Instead, the defor-

mation will occur locally between the stiffeners.
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Chapter 8

Ultimate Strength Analyses with USFOS

8.1 Introduction

As a leading computer program, USFOS is designated for nonlinear static and dynamic analy-
sis of frame structures. As described in the USFOS manual,[25] the nonlinear analysis can be

concluded as the basic following steps:
e Incremental load is applied in steps
* The nodal coordinates and element stiffness are updated after each step

* In each load step, the plastic capacity will be checked in each element to see whether the
critical value is exceeded or not. If the capacity is fully occupied, the load step will be

scaled to make the force comply ‘exactly’ with the yield condition

e When the force in the element reaches the yield surface, a plastic hinge occurs. Since the

element later may be unloaded and become elastic, if so, the plastic hinge can be removed.
e The load step is reversed if global instability is detected

As for the load increment in each step, the sign of the load increment and size of the load incre-

ment will needed to be considered.

In USFOS, the current stiffness parameter and the tangential stiffness matrix determinate decide

the sign of the load increment. For load step no. i, the Current Stiffness is defined by

i _ArYAR' Apl,
P= Ari" AR Ap?

(8.1
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For most problems, the current stiffness parameter mentioned in the user manual [26] can give
a good indication about the sign of the load increment. In regards the spring-back problems,

more corrections are needed.

As for the size of the load increment, it is the outcome of several functions and they can be

concluded as followings:

The history specifications in the user’s load control file

Occurrence of plastic hinges

Exceedance of the maximum displacement increment defined by user

The incremental procedure defined by ‘arc length’

Adjustments during equilibrium iterations

Additionally, the advanced technique, arc length iteration procedure, is used to overcome the
instabilities of the iteration when passing limiting points and bifurcations. More details can be

found in the USFOS User’s manual.[26]

8.2 Introducing imperfection from Abaqus

The function ‘Struman’ in the USFOS can help to create the input model file in USFOS based on
the input file for Abaqus. As for the initial imperfection, it is not feasible to run the eigenvalue
analysis in USFOS, while one possible way is to export the geometry containing the imperfec-

tions from Abaugs and then use the function 'Struman’.

The geometries for all steps can be found from the output file (odb.) in Abaqus, (File->Import-
>Part->*.0db), next select "Import deformed configuration" option and choose the original in-

crement step as the initial imperfection. (shown in Figure below).
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ODB: Combined_Clamped_Input_ShearD.odb
Instances in ODB

Instance Type
ASSEMBLY Deformable

Girder Support-1 Deformable

Part Attributes
Part name: | Girder Support-1
Modeling space: 3D

Deformed Configuration

Import deformed configuration.
Step | Static H

Frame |Increment 0: Arc Length= 0.000 B

Figure 8.1: Export the deformed geometry from Abaqus

8.3 Defining model parameter in USFOS

Unlike Abaqus, USFOS uses the engineering strain and stress. The characteristic values for this
material are assumed reasonably based on experience and can be found in the table in step (i) in
appendix A. The blue line in Figure 5.5 shows a clear impression about this material engineering

properties.

In terms of defining the material properties, it is hard to define the nonlinear material plasticity
in the USFOS. In USFOS, the material plasticity is simply defined by hardening parameter given

in equation 8.2, which is treated as a reference value after yielding.

Oy —0y

S —— 8.2
0.15x E (8:2)

Hardening =

The cases in USFOS are listed in Table 8.1. In order to calibrate results from Abaqus accurately,
all parameters should set to be the same as those in Abaqus. The imperfection is the output from

Abaqus and boundary conditions for all these cases are assumed to be fully clamped.

67



CHAPTER 8. ULTIMATE STRENGTH ANALYSES WITH USFOS

Table 8.1: Case list in USOFS

Case No.  Applied loads Imperfection (mm) Boundary
52 Pure shear 5 for web & 5 for flange Clamped
53 Shear dominant 5 for web & 5 for flange Clamped
54 Equally combined 5 for web &5 for flange Clamped
55 Compression dominant 5 for web & 5 for flange Clamped
56 Pure compression 5 for web & 5 for flange Clamped

The compression forces are applied as the nodal loads at one end of the model and three con-
centrated loads at the same location are used to simulate the shear effects. In order to compare
the largest load proportional factor for collapse, the applied global load in USFOS should be
made sure to be equal to the load sum in Abaqus. The Figure 8.2 illustrates the way of the loads

applied in USFOS

Figure 8.2: Load application in USFOS

8.4 Results comparison between USFOS and Abaqus

The Von Mises stress distribution at the step of the ultimate strength and curves for the rela-
tionship between global load and displacement are shown in Figures 8.3 - 8.5 for the cases with

large shear, large compression and two equal components respectively.
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(a) Stress distribution in USFOS

S, Mises

SNEG, (fraction = -1.0)
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(b) Stress distribution in Abaqus

100 T

90 .

80 B
—
& 70f / |
&
S
c 60r '/ N
RS
& 50— ~ i
Q
o
Q 40F 4
o
8
9 30 .

20

10 USFOS

Abaqus
0 1 L 1 L
-70 -60 -50 -40 -30 -20 -10 0

Nodal displacement [mm]

(c) Load/deflection curves

Figure 8.3: Results comparsion for compression dominated cases
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o

(a) Stress distribution in USFOS
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(b) Stress distribution in Abaqus
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Figure 8.4: Results comparsion for compression dominated cases
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(a) Stress distribution in USFOS
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(b) Stress distribution in Abaqus

100 T
90 /
80 A |
§ ) ; \
5}
% 50
g |
S 40 j
o
8
9 20 \
20 \
10 | —— USFOS
Abaqus \
0 1
-250 -200 -150 -100 -50 0

Nodal displacement [mm]

(c) Load/deflection curves

Figure 8.5: Results comparsion for compression dominated cases
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From the figures above, we can conclude that Abaqus and USFOS describe similar stress distri-
bution when the structure collapses. Additionally, the load deflection relationship before and
after the ultimate stress almost has the same tendency, but a dramatic deviation exists between

peak stresses estimated by these two software.

From the Von Mises stress distribution for various loads, we can see that the stress contours from
two software are quite similar under compression, while the difference becomes obvious when
shear force is dominant. The reason should be that shell elements can provide very good estima-
tion for buckling problems caused by bending, which has been proved by previous researches.
The performance of shell element under shear may be not very stable and the deviation exists

between these two softwares.

Given the same global load, the corresponding largest load proportional factors describing the
ultimate capacity for different load cases between various load cases is shown in Figure 8.4. As

for the specific values, they are tabulated in Table 8.3 in the next page.

Abaqus

25

- N
[5)] o

Compression [MN]
=

0 1 1 1 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 10 12

Shear [MN]

Figure 8.6: Comparison of ultimate strength between USFOS and Abaqus
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Table 8.2: Difference between LPF in two softwares

Full Dominant  Equal Dominant  Full

shear shear both compression compression
Abaqus 77.098 92.118 105.323 89.359 73.678
USFOS 65.633 79.729 96.18 81.853 67.967
Difference(%) 14.87 13.45 8.68 8.40 7.75

The two softwares can provide very similar failure mechanism and post-buckling behavior, while
the range of the difference about the peak collapse loads varies from the 14.87% to 7.75%. For

the big differences in the ultimate capacity, three possible reasons are checked as follows .
e Check the applied total force

The purpose of the reaction check is to guarantee that the force with the structure is equal to the
applied force enlarged by the load proportional factor. The reaction check is completed at the
ultimate strength step for the pure compression case. The total reaction force in USFOS can be
found in the result file, while the total reaction force in ABAQUA has to be found out by summing

the nodal reaction force at the end (shown in Figure 8.7).

Figure 8.7: Check nodal reaction force in Abaqus

The procedure of summing the nodal force in Abaqus is attached in Appendix C. The difference

between the force in the structure and the applied force is tabulated in the table below.
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Table 8.3: Check the applied total force at the ultimate capacity

Reaction force Applied force Difference

N) N) (%)
Abaqus 25684440 25684400 1.56E-04
USFOS 23790000 23792300 9.67E-03

The differences between the applied and reaction forces are so small that we can conclude that
with regards to the big difference between the ultimate capacity, there are no errors relating to

the applied or reaction forces.
* Check the type of shell element

In Abaqus, there are various types of shell elements and integration analytical methods, while
USFOS has only one type of shell element. Two more types of elements (54 and S8R) in Abaqus
are adopted to check the effects of the different element types. S8R represents an 8-node doubly
curved thick shell element with reduced integration and S4 stands for a 4-node doubly curved
general purpose shell element with finite membrane strains. The results of the largest load pro-

portional factor relating to ultimate capacity is given in the table below.

Table 8.4: Check load proportional factor with different elements types

Element Full Dominant  Equal Dominant  Full
type shear shear both com com
S4R 77.098 92.118 105.323 89.359 73.678
S8R 76.372 91.374 105.633 89.844 75.020
S4 75.690 90.846 107.282 90.509 75.493

From the table, we can notice that the different types of elements have slight effects on the ulti-
mate load proportional factor. Elements S4R will provide a little more shear capacity, while the
bending resistance is higher when adopting elements S4. Compared with the load proportional
factor from USFOS, we can conclude that the shell elements in USFOS are closer to the elements
S4 in Abaqus. In addition, the different types of shell elements won not be the reason to cause

the huge difference between Abaqus and USFOS.
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¢ Check material plastic properties

Abaqus can define suficient hardening in the plastic zone (blue line in Figure 8.8), while USFOS
can only accept one hardening parameter (red line in Figure 8.8). The differences for the plas-
ticity after yielding can be found in the figure below. Another material with higher hardening
parameter is defined in USFOS (green line in Figure 8.8) in order to check the effects from the

plastic material properties.

Material hardening properties
600 T T T T T T T
Material in Abaqus
Material in USFOS
New material in USFOS

soor / |

400+ b

300 b

Stress

200 1+ b

100 |- q

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14 0.16

Strian

Figure 8.8: Material hardening in USFOS and Abaqus

The ultimate load proportional factor with these two plastic properties under different forces

are listed in the table below.

Table 8.5: Check load proportional factor with different plasitc material

Material Full shear Both equal Full compression
Original 65.633 96.18 67.967
New 65.639 96.196 67.977

The difference between the original and new materials is quite small, so we can conclude the

plastic behavior of the material is not dramatic for the ultimate capacity analysis and the plastic
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properties is not the reason causing the deviation between these two software. The results are

obtained based on the cases considered in this project.

Except the possible reasons above, we can only assume the difference is the algorithm between
these two software when calculating the ultimate stress. The average difference among all the
cases from these two software is approximate 10%. Although this value is a little larger than the
normal industrial range, it is still in an acceptable level after considering the nonlinear finite
element methods in two different software. One possible explanation is that Abaqus tends to
provide non-conservative results, while USFOS will normally estimate the consequences con-

servatively.
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Chapter 9

Capacity Check based on Design Standards

9.1 Introduction

The simplified calculation method mentioned in the design standards, for example DNV RP
C201 [10] can provide an estimate with respect to the buckling strength of the structure. If setting
the material factor from 1.15 to 1.0, calibration with the finite element method can check the

feasibility of these formulae to estimate the structural ultimate capacity.

In this chapter, the EXCEL spreadsheet and software PULS based on the DNV standards are used
to check the ultimate strength of the stiffened web. In addition, another check for the whole
girder section is also completed referring to the DNV RP C201 [10]. The results are listed and
explained in the following sections, and the calculation procedures are attached in the Appendix

D &E.

9.2 Capacity check of stiffened plates according to DNV RP C201

The DNV EXCEL spreadsheet, ’ buckling of stiffened plate panel ’ is adopted to check the ulti-
mate capacity of stiffened web. The comparison between the results from this simple program
and finite element method is shown in Table 9.1. Furthermore, the calculation in the EXCEL is

attached in the Appendix D.
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Table 9.1: Capacity check for stiffened web with DNV EXCEL spreadsheet

Case DNV EXCEL(MN) Abaqus(MN) Difference(%)
Flatbar Shear 10.899 11.565 -5.76
Compression 24.735 25.787 -4.08
Torofile Shear 10.899 12.374 -11.92
P Compression 28.694 29.641 -3.19

From Table 9.1, it is easy to notice for the cases with compression, the difference between the
DNV simplified method and nonlinear finite element method is very small, 4.08% and 3.19%
respectively for two cases with flat bar and T-profile stiffeners. This means that the simplified
method can give a good estimate for the ultimate capacity under compression by changing the

material factor from 1.15 to 1.0.

For the shear cases, the deviation between the results is a little larger. The reason may be that
the applied shear in Abaqus is simulated by the concentrated loads instead of the real shear at
the end of the web. In addition, from the EXCEL spreadsheet, we can notice the failure load for
these two cases under shear doesn’t change at all. The reason should be that the ultimate shear
capacity is mainly affected by the transverse stiffeners instead of longitudinal stiffeners. So the

reinforced longitudinal stiffener will not improve the shear capacity in a large level.

9.3 Capacity check of stiffened plates according to PULS

PULS is a software based on the DNV standards used for estimating the ultimate capacity for
simply structures. Here it is used to check the ultimate capacity of the stiffened web without

flanges. The table with the output results from PULS is shown below.

The results obtained from PULS are almost the same as those from the simple EXCEL program
except the case with T-profile stiffener under pure compression. Like the EXCEL program, in
PULS different stiffeners provide the same shear capacity. Compared with results in EXCEL, the
T-profile stiffener can increase more resistance for the compression, when strong stiffeners are

used.
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Table 9.2: Capacity check for stiffened web with PULS

Case DNV PULS (MN)  Abaqus(MN) Difference(%)
Flatbar Shear 10.899 11.565 -5.76
Compression 24.513 25.787 -4.94
Torofile Shear 10.899 12.374 -11.92
P Compression 32.490 29.641 +9.61

The global buckling mode in PULS is shown in the figure below, the location of stiffeners is
not exactly the same as the layout of model, so corresponding buckling mode and failure mode
are different from that in Abaqus. This may be the reason of the deviation between the DNV

recommended method and nonlinear finite element method.

Figure 9.1: Global buckling mode in PULS

The algorithm in the PULS is almost the same as EXCEL. So almost the same conclusion can
be found that PULS can also give a good estimate for the ultimate resistance under the pure
compression, while when the shear force is considered, some errors are introduced. These dif-
ferences are either caused by the special way to apply shear force in this paper or due to the
algorithm behind PULS. Compared with DNV EXCEL program, PULS is more user-friendly and
often used as a post-processor with other programs, while EXCEL spreadsheet is more direct to

give solutions.
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9.4 Capacity check of primary girders according to DNV-RP-C201

For the check of the primary girders, it is necessary to obtain the top and bottom stress at the
mid-span and end sections by finite element methods. For the capacity check at different sec-
tions, another parameter z* is regarded as the distance from the neutral axia of the effective
section to the working point of the axial force. z* is varied to select the maximum utilization.
Simplified z* can be treated as 0 for the conservative estimate. Here one assumption is made

that z* is equal to -150mm.

On the basis of the section force from the FEM analysis at the collapse step, the maximum uti-
lization factors checked by different equations under external excitations are very close to 1. The

two main checked sections are given below.
¢ 1.059 at the end supports
* 1.001 in the middle section

From the utilization factor, the capacity of the middle section and supports are fully occupied
and the supports seem to fail more easily. The values are quite close to 1.0, which means that
this calculation procedure can provide a reasonable estimation for the capacity of the whole
girder section based on some reasonable assumptions. The detailed calculation procedure is

shown in the Appendix E.

9.5 Conclusions with regards to capacity check

On the basis of the complex hand calculation referring to DNV CP R201 together with the results
from DNV EXCEL spreadsheet, the calibration with the results with regards to nonlinear finite
element methods seems to provide some positive results. The conclusion for the check in this

chapter can be concluded as follows:

o The EXCEL spreadsheet and PULS can provide reasonable estimation about the ultimate

capacity of stiffened plates with some differences, especially for the case under pure com-
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pression. The reason should be that the compression will lead to the buckling issue which
is as the DNV standards assumed. When the large shear is applied, the buckling may not

be the dominant failure mode any more, which will cause some deviations.

o The way, concluded from the DNV RP C201, to estimate the primary girder based on the
stress from nonlinear finite element method works well to provide a good prediction about

the utilization ratio of the structure.

o From Table 9.1 (negative differences) and the results for the primary girder check (uti-
lization 1.059 and 1.001), it is obvious that DNV standards tend to provide a conservative
result compared with nonlinear finite element method. This conclusion fits well with the

main characteristics of design standards,
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Chapter 10

Conclusion

The nonlinear finite element analyses in this girder section provide the ultimate capacity and
its corresponding post-ultimate behavior. Cases are studied to investigate the various effects in

details.

Based on the specific discussion about the results in this paper, the following conclusions can

be summarized from different aspects.

 Simplified method from DNV RP C201 can give a good estimate about the ultimate ca-
pacity for the girder or plated structures. The conservative difference is around 4 % for
the cases under compression, while more considerations are needed when shear is intro-
duced. The dominated compression will lead to the buckling failure and DNV rules can
estimate the buckling strength accurately, but dominated shear force will cause shear fail-
ure mechanism. In this circumstance, the DNV RP C201 will have difficulties in predicting

the ultimate strength as accurate as the cases under pure compression.

e Reinforced stiffeners can improve the ultimate capacity at a certain,but small level. In
contrast to flat bar stiffener, T-profile stiffener can improve 14.95% in compression resis-

tance, while only 3.80% in shear resistance.

¢ Boundary conditions influence the ultimate capacity, especially for shear dominated cases.
This may result from the flange contribution under shear. In addition, simply supported
boundary conditions can provide conservative results and the clamped ends can provide

21.9% more shear capacity compared with simply supported ends.

e For the nonlinear ultimate analysis, the effects of initial imperfections are not dramatic
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for robust structures. Compared with other cases, the effects of the imperfections under

pure shear are more markable.

e Some differences, varying from the 14.87% under pure shear to 7.75% under pure com-
pression, exist between two nonlinear programs in predicting the ultimate strength. Al-

though the tolerance is larger than the industrial criteria, it is still acceptable.

* From the eigenvalue analysis, the combined case has almost the same buckling eigen-
mode with the case under pure compression. Shear failure mechanism can occur, even

though no shear buckling mode is introduced.

* The eigenvalue analysis is essential for introducing the geometric imperfections into the
structure. The buckling modes depend on the type of applied force, the layout of the struc-

ture and so on. Choosing the most suitable buckling mode is significantly important.

* In view of the previous case studies, the shell elements perform quite well in the buckling
problems, while the performance is not very stable when shear, internal pressure or other
load conditions are applied. In this project, compared with dominating shear force, dom-
inated compression always leads to results, which fits better with theoretical knowledges.

This may prove the limitations of the shell elements.
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Recommendation for Further Work

During the case studies for the ultimate strength and post-ultimate behavior of the special girder
section, several conclusions are found through comparisons. Since the huge amount of work
and limited time, several recommended further checks are listed below based on the obtained
results so far. In addition, the remaining tasks in the original task list will be left as the further

work to be finished.

e For the deviation between the results from Abaqus and USFOS, more studies and cases

should be designed to find out the reasons or the explanations about the differences.

* Thefeasibility of the simplified method based on the DNV RP C201 should be further mod-
ified for the shear dominated cases. For example, the effects of the longitudinal stiffeners

on the ultimate shear capacity should be taken into account.

* The increment of ultimate strength due to stiffeners should be calculated according to
previous researches. The comparison with nonlinear finite element method is also ex-

pected to see how the simplified method works.

e Perform nonlinear analysis of a secondary girder with class 4 cross-section. The girder
may have cut-outs and/or patch loads. The loads shall be applied proportionally for vari-
ous load combinations. Determine the ultimate strength of the girder. Compare numeri-

cal results with NS-EN 1993-1-5

e Perform nonlinear finite element analysis with ABAQUS or USFOS of a hybrid plate girder-
truss-work section in a platform deck. The truss-work shall be modelled with shell fi-

nite elements including secondary stiffeners. Special attention shall be placed on mod-
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elling boundary conditions and introducing initial imperfections to trigger local buckling
of plate girder. The truss-work may be modelled with beam elements. The truss work
shall be subjected to combined bending, shear and locally distributed forces. The ultimate
strength for various load shall be determined. Comparison shall be made with capacities
obtained with conventional design formulas, as given in DNV-RP-C201 Buckling Strength
of Plated Structures and NS-EN 1993-1-5 Design of steel structures, Plated structural ele-

ments.
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Appendix A

Define material nonlinearity in Abaqus

The steps transforming from the measured normal stress strain data (step (i) to the stress strain

relationship (step (vii)) in Abaqus are listed below.

(i) This data is based on the nominal (engineering) stress and strain.

Nominal stress (MPa) Nominal strain

0.00E+00 0.00E+00
4.20E+02 2.00E- 03
4.70E+02 7.50E- 02
5.00E+02 1.50E- 01

(ii) Abaqus expects the stress strain data to be entered as true stress and true plastic strain.

(iii) To convert the nominal stress to true stress, use the following equation.

Otru=0nom(l +€nom) (A.1)

(iv) To convert the nominal strain to true strain, use the following equation

€rru=In(1+€nom) (A.2)

(v) To calculate the modulus of elasticity, divide the first nonzero true stress by the first nonzero

true strain.

(vi) To convert the true strain to true plastic strain, use the following equation
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Otru

€Epl =€rru— E

(vii) The results as the material input in Abaqus should be

True stress (MPa) Plastic strain Elastic modulus (Mpa)
4.2084E+02 0.000E+00 2.1063E+05
5.0525E+02 6.992E- 02

5.7500E+02 1.037E- 01
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Appendix B

Von Mises stress distribution at the step of ul-

timate capacity for all cases
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES
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+3.763e+01
+1.063e+00

OO Gupsa ETIWIBAAD  Meaom/Biasdasd 8121 Was g 14 L0 30 S0 W, Euipa Daylgni Tima 2004

Saap Bt

[rement 21 e leegin = 1521
Pemary var: & ez

Cataemed

Va4 Dataimasas eale Fazia: 410800508

Figure B.4: Case 4
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

5, Mises

Mid, (fraction = 0.0)

(Avg: 75%)
+4.350e+02
+3.991e+02
+3.631e+02
+3.271e+02
+2.912e402
+2.552e+02
+2.192e+02
+1.832e+02
+1.473e402
+1.113e+02
+7.535e+01
+3.938e+01
+3.413e+00

DO Bupeal EIELLFIWE Clampnd 010 Aleaun/Slasiasd B131  Hes Aps 14 18105 W, Bevape Daylghi Tone 2014

o Blatie

mary Vi 5. Waan
Cobyoried Var U Debaimaian Boale Fatiar 41 080a e 08

Figure B.5: Case 5

S, Mises

Mid, (fraction = 0.0) :

(Awg: 75%)
+4.404e402
+4.041e+02
+3.678e+02
+3.315e+02
+2.951e+02
+2.588e+02
+2.225e+02
+1.862e+02
+1.498e+02
+1.135e+02
+7.720e+01
+4.088e+01
+4.556e400

DO Gupea- BIELIFIOWL0 000  Avssas/Blasgand BAZ-1  Fii fpe U8 1241155 W, Exape Baylges Time 2084

z

Soep Bt
Dommenl A7 A lamgin = 2387
X Peoary v 5. W

Debioned Var U Debaimaris Soske Faghar +1.080e 408

Figure B.6: Case 6
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

S, Mises

Mid, {fraction = 0.0}
(Avg: 759%)
+4.388e+02

+4.026e+02
+3.6646+02
+3.303e+02
+2.941e+02
+2.579e+02
+2.217e4+02
+1.855e402
+1.493e+02
+1.131e+02
+7.690e+01
+4.070e+01
+4.509e+00

OO0 Fepen UELEZL_MIEWIS000  Atsaeslandast £.12-1 15 e 18 11 5700 W, Davnpe Daylyni Tome 2004

Rap S

Dsesemest A7 belesgine  H14
Frimary Vs %, Hars

Dakan e

Raimad Vari U Cafsimatas Beale Faciar: +1,0000-450

Figure B.7: Case 7

S, Mises

Mid, (fraction = 0.0) "
(Awg: 75%)
+4.338e+02

+3.980e+02
+3.622e+02
+3.265e+02
+2.907e+02
+2.549e+02
+2,191e+02
+1.833e+02
+1.475e+02
+1.117e+02
+7.590e+01
+4.0112+01
+4.317e+00

O0B Sepparl BLEZ] Mampodt  Abequn/Slasiasd 6120 Fidpe 18 8241150 W, Beape Buyighi Time 1884

Figure B.8: Case 8
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY

FOR ALL CASES

S, Mises

Mid, (fraction = 0.0}

{Avg: 75%)
+8.814e403
+8.080e+03
+7.345e+03
+6.611e+03
+5.877e+03
+5.142e+03
+4,408e+03
+3.673e+03
+2,939e+03
+2.2042+03
+1.470e403
+7.352e+02
+7.384e-01

L

0% Sapas_2P_NanlapelELodD  Absaed/Biasdasd 6.10-2  Wad Ao 16 L5 2428 W, Fasape Dayighi Tome 2014

z

Siap: Slalc
Broament 1B A losglt = EELD
X Pimary Vas: 5, Waes
Defaimed Vvt U Defaomation Seake Factan +1.000e+00

Figure B.9: Case 9

5, Mises

Mid, (fraction = 0.0)

(Avg: 75%)
+8.904e+03

+8.162e+03
+7.420e+03
+6.67%e+03
+5.937e+03
+5.195e+03
+4,453e+03
+3.711e+03
+2.963e+03
+2.227e+03
+1.485e+03
+7.427e+02
+7.307e-01

COB Brasi 2P Nas_B11 000  Absqun/Blasdaid B 10-2  Wad Ais 16 13 2900 W, Busapa Guyhyai Tome 2004

Figure B.10: Case 10
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

5, Mises

Mid, {fraction = 0.0}

(Bvg: 75%)
+8.910e+03
+8.168e+03
+7.425e+03
+6.683e+03
+5.940e+03
+5.198e+03
+4.455e+03
+3.713e+03
+2.871e+03
+2.228e+03
+1.486e+03
+7.432e+02
+7.168e-01

008 Sanar_18_Has_E1d.00b  Abaaua/Blasdad 610-3 Wad Ao 16 175720 W, Eviapa Durylgat T 2084

Suap: Slale
[ L B dee Lesgin m DO
K Primary Voo 5, Mises

Detaimed Vel U Delaimalos Sosle Faciar +1,000e400

Figure B.11: Case 11

S, Mises

Mid, (fraction = 0.0)

(Avg: 75%)
+4.468e+02
+4.097e+02
+3.726e+02
+3.355e+02
+2.985e+02
+2.614e+02
+2.243e+02
+1.872e+02
+1.502¢+02
+1.131e+02
+7.602e+01
+3.895e+01
+1.877e+00

OB Bhaa Wby (eb L BINA00 M/ Biandact 101 Wed de 18 0045 20 W Busape Dayige Tima 2804

z

Figure B.12: Case 12
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APPENDIX B.

VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY

FOR ALL CASES

5, Mises

(Avg: 759%)
+4.465%e+02
+4.097e+02
+3.725e+02
+3.354e+02
+2.982e+02
+2.610e+02
+2.238e+02
+1.866e+02
+1.494e+02
+1.122e+02
+7.502e+01
+3.783e+01
+6.38%e-01

Mid, (fraction = 0.

0 ‘

OB Sraar_RigaBoay_Mes_E18s0b  Absgen/Slangasd B.10:1  Fiide U 172047 W, Evape Dayhgnl Time 2084

20 dee lasgin = 1175,
H

Dalarmad Var: U Dalasmatian Scals Faciar: +1,0008480

Figure B.13: Case 13

5, Mises

(Avg: 75%)

+3.340e+02
+2.971e+02
+2.602e+02
+2.234e+02
+1.,865e+02
+1.496e+02
+1.127e+02
+7.588e+01
+3.901e+01
+2.136&+00

Mid, (fraction = 0.0) i

ODB: Shear_RgaBosy_lssei B9 MDode  Absgayfiasdesd B.02-0 Fidgs 1817 34: 55 W. Buspe Duylgst Time 2004

Figure B.14: Case 14

96



APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

S, Mises

Mid, (fraction = 0.0) :

(Avg: 75%)
+4.429e+02
+4.061e+02
+3.693e+02
+3.325e+02
+2.987e+02
+2.58%e+02
+2.221e+02
+1.854e+02
+1.486e+02
+1.11Be+02
+7.500e+01
+3.822e+01
+1.429e+00

08 Bra_kigubosy_topal B9 Motk  Abssay/Biarded S.12:1 P 18 172457 W, Euape Baylged Tome 2644

Suap:
Doamani L s lesgit @ BIED
R Pmary Vi 5
"

Figure B.15: Case 15

5, Mises
SNEG, (fraction = -1.0)
SPOS, (fraction = 1.0)

{Avg: 75%)
+4.576e+02
+4.196e+02
+3.817e+02
+3.437e4+02
+3.057e+02
+2.678e+02
+2.298e+02

+1.53%e+02
+1.15%e+02
+7.792e+01
+3.995e+01
+1.979e+00

DO Goear Rigiobety feps L EI% (0000  Atstan/Sansad GAT-1  Fii e 18 17 24:54 W, Exeape Dayies Tome 1089

Soep Fuatie
el IR Az lamgie = 1631
Primary Var: 5, lisax

Delasmed Va8 Delaimstins Soake Fatas +1,000e-+ 00

Figure B.16: Case 16
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

5, Mises

Mid, (fraction = 0.0) :

(Awg: 75%)
+4.514e402
+4.139e+02
+3.764e+02
+3.389e+02
+3.0142+02
+2.63%+02
+2.264e+02
+1.890e+02
+1.515e+02
+1.140e4+02
+7.650e+01
+3.901e+01
+1.524¢+00

08 Combinsd Clomped_fepal Bheafofh  Abaqes'Siamdast 6130 Wed for 16 004145 W, Exape Dayigns Time 2814

Siap: Sualc

[ecwmant 33 bcleagis w1518
B Pomary Vas: 5, Maes

Bulaoed Vas: o

ataeratias feale Factar: &1 000a +10

Figure B.17: Case 17

5, Mises
Mid, (fraction = 0.0)
(Avg: 75%)

+4.510e+02
+4,136e+02
+3.762e+02
+3.388e+02
+3.014e+02
+2.641e+02
+2.267e+02
+1.893e+02
+1.519e+02
+1.145e+02
+7.70%e+01
+3.970e+01
+2.303e+00

OB Camiissd_Clamped_fapsl Boaailiodt  Aostew/Rasdssd G021 Wed A 16 0943120 W, Kwaibn DayFyet Tome 2094

el
oo 1 becleaglt e JRE
K Brimay Vs F, Hams

Dfuiried arl U Dafaieatis Feale Fagn +1 000 +10

Figure B.18: Case 18
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

5, Mises .
Mid, (fraction = 0.0) '
(Avg: 75%)

+4.554e+02
+4.176e+02
+3.798e+02
+3.420e+02
+3.042e+02
+2.664e+02
+2.286e+02
+1.508e+02
+1.530e+02
+1.152e+02
+7.738e+01
+3.958e+01
+1.778e+00

OB Cambiend Clomped fapal Boih.oft  Absga/Slestnd G121 Mas Ape 14 18:41:27 W, Eueape Daylght Time 1804

Siep: Sual

Drcument 17 s lasges w1184
K Pimany Va5, Mise

[

s
“med Ve 0 Deliematios Seake Faciss +1.0002400

Figure B.19: Case 19

3, Mises

Mid, {fraction = 0.0} :

(Avg: 75%)
+4.351e+02
+3.952e+02
+3.633e+02
+3.274e+02
+2.915e+02
+2.558e+02
+2.196e+02
+1.837e4+02
+1.47Be+02
+1.119&+02
+7.599e+01
+4.008e+01
+4.165e+00

G08: Camborsd_Clampad_lrpal Combiosh  Abssay/Basdadd 6121 Mar Aps 14 18:41:12 W, Ecsapa Dayighs Time 2004

Figure B.20: Case 20
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

5, Mises
Mid, (fraction = 0.0)
(Avg: 75%)

+4,362e+02
+4,003e+02
+3.644e+02
+3.284e+02
+2.925e+02
+2.566e+02
+2.207e+02
+1.848e+02
+1.48%9e+02
+1.130e+02
+7.704e+01
+4.112e+01
+5.20%e+00

QDB Camtinsd_Clamped_lspal Comladh  Bsaew/Siaatast b13-1  Has S 14 144 28 W, Besaies DiySgs Tome 2024

el
Bromes 1 becleaglt @ LT4
Brimany V- %, M

Dfuiried arl U Dafaieatis Feale Fagn +1 000 +10

Figure B.21: Case 21

5, Mises
Mid, (fraction = 0.0) .
(Avg: 75%)

+4.511e+02
+4.136e+02
+3.761le+02
+3.386e+02
+3.011e+02
+2.636e+02
+2.261e402
+1.886e+02
+1.511e+02
+1.136e+02
+7.607e+01
+3.857e+01
+1.069e+00

O08: Cambeed_Clamped_[npul Sheaf[2].008  AbagurfSlasdand 6120 Sal e 19 10-41:41 W. Ecvape Duylght Time 2008

Figure B.22: Case 22
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

5, Mises
Mid, (fraction = 0.0) "
(Awg: 75%)

+4.508e+02
+4.134e+02
+3.761e+02
+3.387e+02
+3.014e+02
+2.640e+02
+2.267e+02
+1.6853e+02
+1.520e+02
+1.146e+02
+7.727e+01
+3.992e+01
+2.573e+00

O0B: Campiaed Clamped Ineal SoeaD{2) oot Ebagas'Sasded 6120 Gal Aes 13 05551 W, Esape Daylgnt Tome 2008

Siee: Siae

frcement 5 declesgihm FESS

Primary Vae: . Hisen

Dafaimed Vot U Defaimalan ek Faciar: o1.00be e 00

®

Figure B.23: Case 23

3, Mises
Mid, (fraction = 0.0) :
{Avg: 75%)

+4.547e+02
+4,170e+02
+3.793e+02
+3.416e+02
+3.038e+02
+2.661e+02
+2.284e+02
+1.907e+02
+1.530e+02
+1.153e+02
+7.761e+01
+3.991e+01
+2.200e+00

OO Cambinad Clmpd_apl (L] 508 AbsaayfBiasdasd B.UE L il dgs 18 1948014 W, Busapa Daylghl Tima 2014

Saw Bl
Daeamasi LB ke laages w108
K Pimasy Va8, Waan

Dabieriad Vs 0 Dubaematios Soake Faskar #1000 400

Figure B.24: Case 24
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

S, Mises

Mid, {fraction = 0.0) :

(Avg: 75%)
+4.351e+02
+3.952e+02
+3.633e+02
+3.274e4+02
+2.915e+02
+2.556+02
+2.197e+02
+1.838e+02
+1.479e+02
+1.120e4+02
+7.612e+01
+4.022e+01
+4.318&+00

OOl Campast Clampnt Iipal ComBiZlaal  Absasw/Beasdesd 020 Fides 18 1948 14 W. Busisn Dayhget Tine 2804

‘ Sunpe Suatic
iscienant i e langih w2128
P B Pimary Ve F M

Dabaimed Varl U Dalaimation ol Fassar 1 500 +50

Figure B.25: Case 25

5, Mises

Mid, (fraction = 0.0) .

(Avg: 75%)
+4,379e+02
+4,018e+02
+3.658e+02
+3.297e+02
+2.937e+02
+2.577e+02
+2.2168+02
+1.B56e+02
+1.495e+02
+1.135e+02
+7.747e+01
+4.143e+01
+5.393e+00

ODB Cambised_Clanped_fnpal ComPi2)adb  Ataqun/Slandasst £12-1  Fiidps LB 12701 W, Ecvape Cuyight Tima 2084

Siag: Sl

agmest 13 b leagin = 1109
Puimasy Var: 5, Moz

Cafsimad Vi =

Figure B.26: Case 26
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

S, Mises
Mid, {fraction = 0.0} :
(Avg: 75%)

+4.513e+02

+4.13%9e+02
+3.765e+02
+3.391e+02
+3.017e+02
+2.643e+02
+2.269e+02
+1.895e+02
+1.521e+02
+1.147e+02
+7.729¢+01
+3.98%+01
+2.452e+00

08 Campoaad_Clampad_lsgei_ SoeaF[4]200  AbaqenFasdad £12-1 Sl dp 19 1064152 W, Bveape Dayghi Toms 2008

Spe S
Doenest  Th A lesgls & DT
P % Finay e 5, e

Pimary Vs
Dataimad Var U Dafaimatan Seale Faziar: 41,0008+00

Figure B.27: Case 27

3, Mises

Mid, {fraction = 0.0} :

(Avg: 759%)
+4.509e+02
+4.136e+02
+3.762e+02
+3.389e+02
+3.015e+02
+2.642e+02
+2.269e+02
+1.895e+02
+1.522e+02
+1.14Be+02
+7.749e+01
+4.015e+01
+2.809e+00

OB Campemt Clamimilosni Boaai Y d) aab  Mosasn/Baandusd B11-0  Bal ki 1% 08 U5 BL W, Basaim Daylgni Toma 2014
H
F B
Irvmrani 2t v Lang B
LT Bt
Datarmsad Yar, U Dafaimatian Bosle Fassin +1,000n 00

Figure B.28: Case 28
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

=, Mises )

Mid, {fraction = 0.0) :

(Avg: 75%)
+4.554e+02
+4.1768+02
+3.798e+02
+3.420e+02
+3.042e+02
+2.663e+02
+2.2685e+02
+1.5907e+02
+1.52%e+02
+1.151e+02
+7.724e+01
+3.942e+01
+1.6042+00

OOk Cambiaed_Clamped_inpat_Bals(4].5ab  Absqen/Blasdand 6121 Sai fp 191237 50 W, Ecvaps Duylght Tome 2004

s Bt
Tgamest 10 keclesgie s 1208
Brlraey v £, Hama

iy
Dafsimad Voo U Dafsimaiian Bele Tazar: +1,08005 00

Figure B.29: Case 29

S, Mises

Mid, (fraction = 0.0

{Avg: 75%)
+4,3%4e+02
+4,030e+02
+3.665e+02
+3.301e+02
+2.936e4+02
+2.572e+02
+2.207e+02
+1.843e+02
+1.478e+02
+1.114e+02
+7.455e+01
+3.851e+01
+2.061e+00

08 Cambiagd_Clampad_tapal Camb{d) odh  Absew/Siasdaid B.12:1  Fildgs 18 10 2655 W. Eusapn Daylghl Toma 2014

fuap Sl
[semest 20 d lenges = ATHA
B Ponary Var: 5, Wasa

P,
Dalaimad Vai: U Debaimatiss Seale Faciar; +1 0008 +10

Figure B.30: Case 30
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

S, Mises

Mid, {fraction = 0.0}
(Avg: 75%)
+4.425e+02

+4.060e+02
+3.694e+02
+3.329e+02
+2.964e+02
+2.589e+02
+2.233e+02
+1.86Be+02
+1.503e+02
+1.138e+02
+7.724e401
+4.071e+01
+4.186&+00

Q0B Cambined_Clampad_inpal ComP{4) b  Abaqen/Sundasd 8.12-0  Sales 19 D6 5849 W, Bussgn Duyhgei Tina 2504

Singe Suat
Goanant 23 k< lesgitm $328
P K Fimary ae 5, Hies

Dafaimed Var U Delzimalas Scale Faciar: 18082480

Figure B.31: Case 31

5, Mises

Mid, (fraction = 0.0)
(Awg: 75%)
+4,502e+02

+4,127e+02
+3.752e+02
+3.376e+02
+3.001e+02
+2.626e+02
+2,251e+02
+1.876e+02
+1.501e+02
+1.126e+02
+7.505e+01
+3.753e+01
+2.123e-02

0B Camtiena lopal SunaF ast  Moases/Biaraand BAL1  Ha hor 14 1848 53 W, Exvaon Dayfget Tons 2814
z
‘ Sies:
-. ¥ ST
B K B e 5 Hies
U Bafsematis Sere Faciar, +1.8085 450

Figure B.32: Case 32
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

3, Mises

Mid, {fraction = 0.0} :

(Avg: 75%)
+4.437e+02
+4.068e+02
+3.698e+02
+3.32Be+02
+2.959e+02
+2.58%+02
+2.219e+02
+1.5850e+02
+1.480e+02
+1.111e+02
+7.409e+01
+3.713e+01
+1.644e-01

08 Cambegd_lepwl SiaaDafh  Abagey/Siadsed S.150 M b 14 1647 1 W. Bazze Daylgel Tone 2004

‘ Sump: Suaic
Ioemans 16 b lasgin = 2004
5 M

Figure B.33: Case 33

S, Mises
Mid, (fraction = 0.0)
(Awg: 75%)

+4.574e+02
+4,195e+02
+3.816e+02
+3.436e+02
+3.057e+02
+2.67Be+02
+2.298e+02
+1.919e+02
+1.540e402
+1.160e+02
+7.8092+01
+4.015e+01
+2.218e+00

00D Cambiasd_lipniBain b Bosasw/Bandssd B.93-0 o B 14 147125 W, Dastis Day i Tome 2004

Figure B.34: Case 34
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

3, Mises

Mid, {fraction = 0.0) .

(Avg: 75%)
+4.324e+02
+3.967e+02
+3.610e+02
+3.253e+02
+2.896e+02
+2.539e+02
+2.182e+02
+1.825e+02
+1.467e402
+1.110e+02
+7.532e+01
+3.961e+01
+3.899e+00

DO Cambined_lapul CamPadn  SiwaenSaatais bAL-1 Wed dee 1613 0512 W, Baape Daylignl Tome 2004

o Slati
Ircemert 17 fu laegin = B2T
Pemary Var: 5,

. nax
Debiioen Yar U Debiimarins Soske Faghae +1.000e+08

Figure B.35: Case 35

S, Miges

Mid, {fraction = 0.0} .

(Avg: 75%)
+4.364e402
+4.002¢+02
+3.640e+02
+3.278e+02
+2.916e+02
+2.554e402
+2.191e+02
+1.829&+02
+1.467e+02
+1.105e+02
+7.429e+01
+3.807e+01
+1.855e+00

08 Cambecd_[rpwl Camloth  Absjaa/Slessad B0 Wed dor 16 B3-42:14 W. Buape Daylgsl Tome 2014

Suepe Suaic
Droanart 2 b larglh = 2108
vy Vil B

x

3 -
Dabaimed Yar: U Dabaimatan Serke Faciar: 41000400

Figure B.36: Case 36
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APPENDIX B.

VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY

FOR ALL CASES

5, Mises

(Avg: 75%)
+4.808e+02
+4.,407e+02
+4,007e+02
+3.606e+02
+3.206e+02
+2.B06e+02
+2.4056+02
+2.005e+02
+1.604e+02
+1.204e+02
+8.036e+01
+4.032e+01
+2.800e-01

Mid, (fraction = 0.0) i .

r

S, Mises

(Avg: 75%)
+4,612e+02
+4.228e+02
+3.844e+02
+3.45%e+02
+3.075e+02
+2.691e+02
+2.307e+02
+1.922e+02
+1.538e+02
+1.154e+02
+7.687e+01
+3.854e+01
+1.145e-01

OO Combinnd_fina_BoaaiFoth  AlstanBlasdad 6150 Mas b 04 1000450 W, Buvaps Daylghi Toms 2804

Figure B.37: Case 37

Mid, (fraction = 0.0) ‘

OB Cambiaed_frae_Stenfoab  AbaqesSiamtad 6130 Hae dps 14 18:44:42 W, Bueape Gaylght Tine 2814

Suare
Dasemen 15 g Lang freey

Brimary Vs 5, Hies

Cafaimad Var U Dafaimatas Scale Fazias: 410000400

Figure B.38: Case 38
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

S, Mises
Mid, (fraction = 0.0) "
(Awg: 75%)

+4,32%e+02
+3.970e+02
+3.612e+02
+3.254e+02
+2.896e+02
+2.538e+02
+2.180e+02
+1.822e+02
+1.463e+02
+1.105e+02
+7.471e+01
+3.890e+01
+3.084e+00

OOB Cambiasd_fas_boib odé  AbsgeyfElasded b 120 Has Aps 14 184442 W, Busaps Duglght Tone 2004

Figure B.39: Case 39

5, Mises

Mid, (fraction = 0.0)

{Avg: 75%)
+4.321e+02
+3.964e+02
+3.607e+02
+3.250e+02
+2.893e+02
+2.536e+02
+2.17%e+02
+1.822e+02
+1.465e+02
+1.107e+02
+7.504e+01
+3.933e+01
+3.621e+00

OO Combingd_Fisa_CamDiadb  AbaienFlasdad b12-1  Wad A 10 D342 44 W, Exiapa Daylghi Tima 2004

Suap Sl
[retmenl 20 A lamgis = 2159
K Pimary Var: 5, Maea

Dabioriad V- i Dybaimatias Soale Faciae: +1,0008400

Figure B.40: Case 40
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

S, Mises i

Mid, (fraction = 0.0) :

(Avg: 75%)
+4.321e+02
+3.9646+02
+3.607e+02
+3.250e+02
+2.893e+02
+2.536e+02
+2.17%9e+02
+1.822e+02
+1.465e+02
+1.107e+02
+7.504e+01
+3.933e+01
+3.621e+00

08: Cambesd_Foar_ComDadh  Mbaqes/Biardsdd £13-1  Wed dor 18 04244 W, Exsapa Daylgh Tima 2814

Bap: Blate
[resaman 6 b langie w3158
et

x

Piovay Voot F, Hses
Dataimad Var: U Dabaimatan Seale Faciar: 41.000e 400

Figure B.41: Case 41

5, Mises

Mid, {fraction = 0.0) .
(Awg: 75%) @
+4.720e+02

+4.326e+02
+3.933e+02
+3.540e+02
+3.147e+02
+2.754e+02
+2.360e+02
+1.967e+02
+1.574e+02
+1.1B81e+02
+7.875e+01
+3.943e+01
+1.110e-01

OB Belleseifapal Brea 0aaD  Absdes/Biantant B30 Was A 2511 55 5B W, Buiepe Dayignt Time 204

S Bt
Doemenl M- h lamgin = 5243
® Pomary Wavs 5, Waan
Delaveed Var U Defaimasins Goske Fashar: +1.080+08

Figure B.42: Case 42
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

S, Mises

Mid, (fraction = 0.0) z
(Avg: 75%) . @
+4.557e+02

+4.178e+02
+3.799e+02
+3.420e4+02
+3.042e+02
+2.663e+02
+2.284e+02
+1.905e+02
+1.527e+02
+1.148e4+02
+7.692e+01
+3.9042+01
+1.166e+00

0B Siftamer_[rpel SteaD o8t AbasaxTlasded BAZ0 Mas fo 1L 15 0601 W, Euzoe Daylght Tome 2014

Sirp: Siate
trcemant 20 e langie w BIBE
*® Primary V! F, Hises
Dafaimad Var U Dalaimatas Scrle Faciar: #1000 400

Figure B.43: Case 43

5, Mises

Mid, (fraction = 0.0)
(Avg: 75%) Q]
+4.768e+02

+4,373e+02
+3.978e+02
+3.584e+02
+3.18%e+02
+2.794e+02
+2.399e+02
+2.,004&+02
+1.610e+02
+1.215e+02
+8.200e+01
+4.252e+01
+3.043e+00

OO Billase_topal Buis Ce06  AbstanTlasaad 6 U5 as Ape 11 0308000 W, Beape ayiges Tima 1804

Figure B.44: Case 44
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APPENDIX B.

VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY

FOR ALL CASES

5, Mises

(Avg: 75%)
+4,756e+02
+4,361e+02
+3.966e+02
+3.571e+02
+3.176e+02
+2.781e+02
+2.386e+02
+1.991e+02
+1.596e+02
+1.201e+02
+8.058e+01
+4,108e+01
+1.583e+00

Mid, (fraction = 0.0) @

-~

5, Mises

(Avg: 75%)
+4.896e+02
+4.48%+02
+4.082e+02
+3.675e+02
+3.268e+02
+2.B6le+02
+2.454e+02
+2.047e+02
+1.640e+02
+1.233e+02
+8.259e+01
+4.18%e+01
+1.181e+00

00D Silleser sesi ComD 0not  Abswas/Boasdasd 8020 1o e 11 11 5556 W, Basave Daylgal Time 2004

Figure B.45: Case 45

Mid, (fraction = 0.0) @

08 Sllasas_fapal CamP_0s4E  Abagun/Slastat 131 Mos dps 21 13:30-45 W, Baape Duylgel Toma 2014

Saap: Suatic
mani L5 b lasgiem 152

Pemary Vart 5. Hies

Cutaomed Var: U Defaimatas Scale Faziar: 410800508

Figure B.46: Case 46
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

5, Mises
SMEG, (fraction = -1.0)
SPOS, (fraction = 1.0) m
{Avg: 75%)

+4.930e+02

+4.110e+02
+3.700e+02
+3.290e+02
+2.8B0e+02
+2.470e+02
+2.061e+02
+1.651e+02
+1.241e4+02
+8.309e+01
+4.210e+01
+1.107e+00

O Bellaaspailses mpelabea T A0 Absdes/Bastad BAL-1 Has A 21 14 85 D6 W, Buape Duyight Time 2044

z
26 dc langih w BERD
® P 5 Waan
, Dobyoried Var U Debaimavion Goake Fasiar +1 000e+ 00

Figure B.47: Case 47

3, Mises

SMEG, (fraction = -1.0)

SPOS, (fraction = 1.0) @

{Avg: 75%)
+4,805e+02
+4.405e+02
+4.005e+02
+3.606e+02
+3.206e+02
+2.,806e+02

+1.607e+02
+1.208e+02
+8.082e+01
+4.,085e+01
+8.876e-01

OOl T Tnpparisas_pal Wb Abenen/Slamiad 8100 Mas e 28 1035 51 W, Baape Daylgsi Time 2014

Figure B.48: Case 48
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

5, Mises

SMEG, (fraction = -1.0)

SPOS, (fraction = 1.0) a]

(Avg: 75%)
+4,86%e+02
+4.453e4+02
+4,058e+02
+3.652e+02
+3.247e+02
+2.841e+02
+2.436e+02
+2,0308+02
+1.625e+02
+1.2159e+02
+8.135e+01
+4,07%e+01
+2.40%e-01

OO Sillsmpimtit_ s npaL 900 M0l Boades/Blamtast B13-1  Man B 28 14:02 B4 W, Bstas Dy g Tone 2844

Figure B.49: Case 49

5, Mises

SNEG, (fraction = -1.0)

SPOS, (fraction = 1.0 a]

(Avg: 75%)
+4 458e+02
+4.087e+02
+3.717e+02
+3.346e+02
+2.975e+02
+2.605e+02
+2.234e402
+1.864e+02
+1.4930402
+1.122e+02
+7.5168+01
+3.809e+01
+1.029e+00

O0B: SillaappeiiaassuicomD N o0 AbssuafBlasded 6120 Han Aot 21 14: B2 DS W, Evrape Duylgsl Tome 2014

Figure B.50: Case 50
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

S, Mises

SNEG, (fraction = -1.0)

5POS, (fraction = 1.0) _ @

(Avg: 75%)
+4.328e+02
+3.96Be+02
+3.60Be+02
+3.247e+02
+2.887e+02
+2.527e+02
+2.166e+02
+1.806e+02
+1.446e+02
+1.086e+02
+7.252e+01
+3.649e+01
+4.539&-01

08 Bellneppari_sas_inpel_coml_Nadt  AbagyFlasasd 6.12-1  Mam A 28 140208 W, Eeape Cuyighs Tone 2394

Figure B.51: Case 51

GLASTO - PLASTIC BEAM BENOING

Pl bzt

Figure B.52: Case 52
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

BLASTO - PLASTIC BEAM BENDING

Praat: amzstee.

Figure B.53: Case 53

BLASTO - PLASTIC BEAM BENDING

e

Figure B.54: Case 54
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APPENDIX B. VON MISES STRESS DISTRIBUTION AT THE STEP OF ULTIMATE CAPACITY
FOR ALL CASES

BLASTO - PLASTIC BEAM BENOING

e

Figure B.55: Case 55

BLASTO - PLASTIC BEAM BENOING

e

Figure B.56: Case 56
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Appendix C

Nodal reaction check in Abaqus
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Check reaction force at the end nodes for case No.5

Web Section Top Flange Bottom Flange
0 341342 0 260509 0 293357
50 313037 50 413698 50 489133
100 303872 100 346488 100 450004
150 293597 150 344357 150 468596
200 286215 200 339521 200 494075
250 279714 250 343438 250 785114
300 274764 300 345765 300 519916
350 271068 350 350850 350 522749
400 268381 400 354826 400 542949
450 266855 450 359020 450 613597
500 265964 500 362377 500 364484
550 266155 550 364928 sum:|_5543974]
600 266748 600 367997
650 268459 650 369741
700 270459 700 384296
750 273634 750 588807
800 277105 800 383234
850 281798 850 369158
900 286947 900 367515
950 293533 950 364598
1000 300921 1000 362158
1050 310287 1050 359106
1100 321064 1100 355257
1150 334540 1150 351950
1200 350160 1200 347774
1250 368654 1250 346729
1300 390466 1300 343261
1350 412700 1350 349099
1400 455519 1400 356513
sum:| 8893958 1450 426548

1500 266990

Total reaction force 25684440
Total applied force 25684400

8893958+11246508+5543974
73,384*1000*350



Appendix D

Capacity check for primary girder bases on

DNV-RP-C201
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LOAD DATA:
Stresses on plate edge/corner

® Uniform Stress

Longitudinal compr.: O,y =

289,34

Transverse COmMPress.: Gy sd =

Shear Stress: Ty =

Lateral load / pressure: Py =

Min. pr. in adj. spans: Py, =

N/mm2
N/mm2
N/mm?2

N/mm*
N/mm®

Recommend-cdi BjCKLING OF STIFFENED PLATE PANEL Sign:
DNV-RP-C201 Time: 22:00
Oct. 2010 Vers. 14.0, Nauticus Hull, Jan. 2011 Date: 02.06.2014
PRINCIPAL DATA
ldentification i
Material Factor Yu 1,00}-
Yicld stress fy= 420,0|N/mm?2
Modulus of Elasticity E= 210 000jN/mm?2
Poissons Ratio V= 0.3]-
Shear Modulus G= 80 769|N/mm2
PLATE
Thickness t= 15,0fmm
Stiffencr Spacing s= 500,0|mm
Stiffener Length I= 3750,0jmm
Girder Length L; = 1500,0|mm
. Plot Nothing v
Panel length (max.no stiff spans*/)  lp= 11250,0jmm
STIFFENER AND GIRDERS Stiffener: Girder:
Stiffener Type Flat bar v T-profile :J
Total Height of scction = 150,0|mm hi= 400,0|mm
Web Thickness 1= 10,0Jmm 1= 15,0jmm
Flange width = mm b= 210,0]mm
Flange thickness ty= mm ty= 35,0|mm
Buckling length factor: (optional) k7 = 0,50 K gurder =
Distance between tripping brackets: [y = mm betw.lateral supp.: Ly = mm
Fabrication method: Welded cross section v
Stiffener end support: Continuous Stiffeners ¥ | Continuous Girder v
Tension field action: Tension Field Action is NOT Allowed W Stiffened plate is effective against sigma-Y v

(i.c. Method 1 is used)

(O Linear Varying Stress

Stresses on opposite side
Longitudinal compr.:  Gypu=
Transverse compress.. Oy =
Load factor for stresses: 7y =

Load factor for lateral load: y; =

289,34|N/mm?2
0,00|N/mm2
1,00]-

1,00}-

Maximum usage factor:

Local buckling, cross section class-type requirements:
Maximal webheight: Stiffener: h, <=
Maximal flangewidth: Stiffener: ¢ <=

314,2
0.0

Pressure distrubution:  Overpr. may occur on both sides W | Support mom. factor: ky; = 12,00] 0,0000E+00
Press. variation betw. spans: Equal pressurc Midspan mom. factor: K, = 24,00 0,0000E+00
(for stiffener with effective plate)
BUCKLING CHECK SUMMARY:
Buckling modes: Cjsd Oy rd Oyxd Tha Pgq Max UF
Unstiffened plate buckling: 289,34 385,22 167,31 242,49 1,004 0,689
Stiffened plate panel: Qsa fi ¥ UF
Design load on plate side: 0,00 3169 1.5 1,000
Design load on stiffencr side: 0,00 264.4 1.5 1,000
Requirement to plate resistance: Oysa <= 167.3 0,000
Requirement to shear capacity: Vgy = 0 [kN] Vira = 363,7 [kN] 0,000
Girder check: Qsg fi FAd UF
Design load on plate side: 104,16 420,0 0.0 0,016
Design load on girder side: 104,1624 420,0 0,0 0,016
Requirement to shear capacity: Vgg = 0 [kN] Ve = 1 4549 [kN] 0,000

Girder: h,<= 4712
Girder: c<= 366,5

1,000 OK

OK, within Sect. Type HI
OK, within Sect. Type HI

Offshore RuleCheck XL

DET NORSKE VERITAS

Shell Buckling, Plate Buckling



Recommend-cdi gjCKLING OF STIFFENED PLATE PANEL Sign:
DNV-RP-C201 ) Time: 13:18
Oct. 2010 Vers. 14.0, Nauticus Hull, Jan. 2011 Date: 02.06.2014
PRINCIPAL DATA
Identification |
Material Factor Y™ 1.00}-
Yicld stress fe= 420,0]N/mm2
Modulus of Elasticity E= 210 000|N/mm2
Poissons Ratio V= 0.3]-
Shear Modulus G= 80 769{N/mm2
PLATE
Thickness t 15,0lmm
Stiffener Spacing s 500,0Jmm
Stiffener Length I= 3750,0lmm
Girder Length Lg 1500,0jmm )
Panel length (max.no stiff spans*/) Lp= 11250,0}mm Plot Nothing b4
STIFFENER AND GIRDERS Stiffener: Girder:
Stiffener Type Flat bar v T-profile v
Total Height of section hy= 150,0]mm B = 400,0|mm
Web Thickness ty= 10,0|mm = 15,0|mm
Flange width b= mm b= 210,0)mm
Flange thickncss ty= mm 1= 35,0)mm
Buckling length factor: (optional) k5 = 0,50 K gurter=
Distance between tripping brackets: [t = mm ‘betw.lateral supp.: Ly = mm
Fabrication method: Welded cross section A
Stiffener end support:  Continuous Stiffeners ¥ | Continuous Girder il
Tension ficld action: Tension Field Action is NOT Allowed w  Stiffened plate is effective against sigma-Y v
(i.c. Method 1 is used)
LOAD DATA: ) . ]
Stresses on plate edge/corner ® uniform Stress Stresses on opposite side O Linear Varying stress
Longitudinal compr.: Gy = 0,00{N/mm2 Longitudinal compr.:  OGou= 0,00|N/mm?2
Transverse compress.. Oy = N/mm2 Transverse compress.: Gy = 0,00fN/mm?2
Shear Stress: Tu= 242,42|N/mm2 Load factor for stresses: Y. = 1,00)-
Lateral load / pressure: Py = N/mm*
Min. pr. in adj. spans: Py, = N/mm’ Load factor for lateral load: y,= 1,00)-
Pressure distrubution:  Overpr. may occur on both sides W Support mom. factor: Kyy = 12,00] 0,0000E+00,
Press. variation betw. spans: Equal pressure Midspan mom. factor: k,» = 24,00] 0,0000E+00
(for stiffener with cffective plate)
BUCKLING CHECK SUMMARY:
Buckling modes: Cjsa Oy Rd OyRrd TRa Pgy Max UF
Unstiffened plate buckling: 419,88 385,22 167,31 242,49 0,036 1,000
Stiffened plate panel: Qsq fy z* UF
Design load on plate side: 0,00 3169 -3,2 0,999
Design load on stiffener side: 0,00 197,2 -3.2 0,999
Requirement to plate resistance: Oysq <= 3.9 1,000
Requirement to shear capacity: Vg, = 0 [kN} Vga = 363,7 [kN] 0,000
Girder check: Jsa fic * UF
Design load on plate side: 0,00 420,0 0,0 0,000
Design load on girder side: 0 420,0 0.0 0,000
Requirement to shear capacity: Vgy= 0 [kN] Vra =1 454,9 [kN] 0,000
Local buckling, cross section class-type requirements:
Maximal webheight: Stiffener: h, <=  314,2 Girder: h,<= 4712 OK, within Sect. Type HI
Maximal flangewidth: Stiffener: c<= 0,0 Girder: c<= 366.5 OK, within Sect. Type I
Maximum usage factor: 1,000 OK

Offshore RuleCheck XL

DET NORSKE VERITAS

Shell Buckling, Plate Buckling,



Recommend-cd| ByCKLING OF STIFFENED PLATE PANEL Sign:
DNV-RP-C201 ) Time: 11:17
Oct. 2010 Vers. 14.0, Nauticus Hull, Jan. 2011 Date: 02.06.2014
PRINCIPAL DATA
Identification |
Matcrial Factor ™M= 1,00}-
Yicld stress fy= 420,0|N/mm2
Modulus of Elasticity = 210 000|N/mm2
Poissons Ratio v= 0,3)-
Shear Modulus G= 80 769|N/mm2
PLATE
Thickness 1= 15,0]jmm
Stiffener Spacing s= 500,0mm
Stiffener Length I= 3750,0jmm
Girder Length Lg = 1500,0]jmm Plot Nothing -
Panel length (max.no stiff spans*/) Lp= 11250,0ymm
STIFFENER AND GIRDERS Stiffener: Girder:
Stiffener Type T-profile v T-profile v
Total Height of section M= 350,0jmm hig= 400,0[mm
Web Thickness fe= 10,0fmm te= 15,0fmm
Flange width = 130,0jmm = 210,0jmm
Flange thickness 1= 20,0jmm 1= 35.0jmm
Buckling length factor: (optional) k7= 0,50 K girder =
Distance between tripping brackets: Iy = mm betw.lateral supp.: 146 = mm
Fabrication method: Welded cross section v Welded cross section v
Stiffencr end support: Continuous Stiffeners W | Continuous Girder v
Tension field action: Tension Field Action is NOT Atlowed W Stiffened plate is effective against sigma-Y v
(i.c. Method 1 is used)
LOAD DATA: . )
Stresses on plate edge/corner ® unform Stress Stresses on opposite side O Unear Vanying Stress
Longitudinal compr.: G4 = 335,60]N/mm2 Longitudinal compr.:  Cou= 335.60|N/mm2
Transverse compress.: Oygy = N/mm?2 Transverse compress.: Oy o = 0,00]N/mm2
Shear Stress: Ta= N/mm2 Load factor for stresses: 7y, = 1,00(-
Lateral load / pressure; Py = N/mm*
Min. pr. in adj. spans: Py, = N/mm’ Load factor for lateral load: y,= 1,00}~
Pressure distrubution:  Overpr. may occur on both sides W | Support mom. factor: k3 = 12,00] 0,0000E+00
Press. variation betw. spans: Equal pressure Midspan mom. factor: K = 24,00] 0.0000E+00
(for stiffener with effective plate)
BUCKLING CHECK SUMMARY:
Buckling modes: Ojsd OxRd Oyrd Tra Pgy Max UF
Unstiffened plate buckling: 335.60 385,22 167,31 242,49 0,767 0,799
Stiffened plate panel: Qsq fy 2t UF
Design load on plate side: 0,00 4200 34,5 1,000
Design load on stiffener side: 0,00 262,5 27.6 0,966
Requirement to plate resistance: Oy sq <= 167,3 0,000
Requirement to shear capacity: Vgq = 0 [kN] Vgq = 848,7 [kN] 0,000
Girder check: Qsa fy z* UF
Design load on plate side: 179,88 420,0 0,0 0,028
Design load on girder side: 179,8816 420,0 0,0 0,028
Requirement to shear capacity: Vg = 0 [kN} Via = 1 454,9 [kN] 0,000
Local buckling, cross section class-type requircments:
Maximal webheight: Stiffener: h, <= 3142 Girder: h,<= 4712 Not OK, Local buckl. may ot
Maximal flangewidth: Stiffener: c<= 2094 Girder: c<= 366,5 OK, within Sect. Type III
Maximum usage factor: 1,000 OK

Offshore RuleCheck XL DET NORSKE VERITAS Shell Buckling, Plate Buckling



Recommend-cdi gjCKLING OF STIFFENED PLATE PANEL Sign:
DNV-RP-C201 , Time: 13:13
Oct. 2010 Vers. 14.0, Nauticus Hull, Jan. 2011 Date: 02.06.2014
PRINCIPAL DATA
Identification |
Material Factor M= 1,004-
Yield stress fy= 420,0|N/mm2
Modulus of Elasticity E= 210 O00§N/mm2
Poissons Ratio v= 0.3]-
Shear Modulus G= 80 769{N/mm2
PLATE
Thickness 1= 15,0mm
Stiffener Spacing s= 500.0jmm
Stiffener Length I= 3750,0|mm
Girder Length Lg = 1500,0|mm
5 Plot Nothing >,
Panel length (max.no stiff spans*/) Ly = 11250,0|mm
STIFFENER AND GIRDERS Stiffener: Girder:
Stiffener Type T-profile M T-profile nS
Total Height of section hi= 350,0|mm = 400,0jmm
Web Thickness te= 10,0jmm te= 15,0jmm
Flange width b= 130,0jmm b= 210,0lmm
Flange thickness ty= 20,0lmm ty= 35,0/mm
Buckling lcngth factor: (optional) k5 = 0,50 K girder =
Distance between tripping brackets: /= mm .betw.lateral supp.: Lyg = mm
Fabrication method: Welded cross section v Welded cross section v
Stiffener end support: Continuous Stiffeners W Continuous Girder v ‘
Tension ficld action: Tension Field Action is NOT Allowed ¥ Stiffened plate is effective against sigma-Y v
(i.c. Method 1 is used)
LOAD DATA: ) ]
Stresses on plate edge/corner © Unform stress Stresses on opposite side O Linear Varying Stress
Longitudinal compr.: G = 0,00[N/mm2 Longitudinal compr.: Ged = 0,00|N/mm2
Transverse compress.: Gy = N/mm2 Transverse compress.: Oy = 0,00[N/mm2
Shear Stress: Ty = 242,42|N/mm?2 Load factor for stresses: Y. = 1,00}-
Lateral load / pressure: Py = N/mm*
Min. pr. in adj. spans: Pyy, = N/mm* Load factor for lateral load: y, = 1,004-
Pressure distrubution:  Overpr. may occur on both sides % | Support mom. factor: k3 = 12,00} 0,0000E+00
Press. variation betw. spans: Equal pressurc Midspan mom. factor: kp» = 24,001 0,0000E+00
(for stiffencr with effective plate)
BUCKLING CHECK SUMMARY:
Buckling modes: Ojsd Oy Rd Oy Rra Tra Psq Max UF
Unstiffened plate buckling: 419,88 385,22 167,31 242,49 0,036 1,000
Stiffened plate panel: Qsa fy z* UF
Design load on plate side: 0,00 420,0 -1,0 0,999
Design load on stiffener side: 0,00 186.7 -1.0 0,999
Requirement to plate resistance: Oy <= 3,9 1,000
Requirement to shear capacity: Vgy = 0 [kN] Vgy = 848,7 {kN] 0,000
Girder check: Qsd fy z* UF
Design load on plate side: 0,00 420,0 0,0 0,000
Design load on girder side: 0 4200 0.0 0,000
Requirement to shear capacity: Vgq = 0 [kN] Ve = 14549 [kN] 0,000
Local buckling, cross section class-type requircments:
Maximal webheight: Stiffener: h, <= 3142 Girder:  h,<= 4712 Not OK, Local buckl. may o
Maximal flangewidth: Stiffener: c<= 209,44 Girder: c<= 366,5 OK, within Sect. Type III
Maximum usage factor: 1,000 0K

Offshore RuleCheck XL DET NORSKE VERITAS Shell Buckling, Plate Buckling
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Capacity check of primary girders according
to DNV-CP-R201

Material data If
Yield stress: [ . i tf fy = 420-MPa
i ‘
L‘*—ﬂ Ie ny = fy
Elastic modulus: P E = 21.10°-MPa
h ! E
—i-ﬂ-.-—-— —_——
_ _ hw | tw 8= 26
Passion's ratio
; v:=03
. \
Steel density p 7850'k_g
| m3
Material factors ’ y r . | ' t Y = 10
[ |
: Ip *
Panel geometry:
Plate thickness t:= 30-mm
Plate width beween stiffeners &= 312.5-mm
Stiffener dimensions hgife == 150-mm  tgp:= 20-mm toy = 10-mm
bsf = 350-mm hg = hstiff +t
Girder geometry T profile
Plot of the girder section Le
% Stiffener
] -——{ - Girder
Girder span L LG = 150-m

Buckling length factor B:=038



Buckling length Ly = B-Lg

Distance between vertical stiffeners/tripping brackets on girder Lgr =375m

Span of stiffeners (distance between secondary girders) 1:=375m

Primary girder dimensions hg := 1500-mm lp = 500-mm  ty, := 15-mm
te := 30mm hy =hg-tr hy=147Tm
h:= hG +t

Length of panel: Lp = 12.5-m

Analysis method

assuming that the stiffened plate is effective against transverse

Method 1 .
compression stresses.

assuming that the stiffened plate is not effective against transverse

Method 2 compression stresses.

Method = 2

Design forces (The maximum collapse load at the collapse step)

Stresses in the top flange of girder, mid filed (from FEM analysis) OTop = 239.84-MPa

Stresses in the bottom flange of girder, mid filed (from FEM analysis) “Bot -~ 364.89-MPa

Stresses in the top flange of girder, support (from FEM analysis) 9Tops -~ 169.89-MPa

Stresses in the bottom flange of girder, support (from FEM analysis) “Bots = 334.87-MP:

23593
f-factor for variable action on the deck f= (E)

Design variable function load (include load factor) PSd = £-0-13-g kg
= £0-135—

m



Effective flange

Assumptions
- Postive bending moment gives compression in top flange
- Positive stresses are in compression
- One cross section is checked
- The web satisfies section class 3
Total length of top flange
l¢ := 1500-mm
Choose to use the same width in top and bottom flange

le = 500-mm

Elastic section properties (based on gross area of web and
effective area of flange

Ap=lpt A, = 0015m’ N B B R
| | |
Ag =1t 2 -
f= et Ag = 0.015m Zt ; htl
Ay = hyty 2 |
Ay, = 0.022m" {
- ’ !
Agi= Ay +Ap+ Ay, " |
Aee A Ag = 0052m” Zp | he |
eff = g | j
t h E : *
f w t
Af-? + AW.(T + tf) + Ap' (h - E)
zy = A zy = 0.765m
g

2 3 , 2 3
1 3 tg t']p t)” hw tw'hw
[0.—E-le-tf +(Zo—2] -AP+T+Af h-—-Zo-E +Ay Zo-tf~—'? + T

Io = 0.021m*



By = zg b, = 0.735m

c w ¢ = 0.735m
o hw t
A= z = 0.765m
3 hy, +1t o5
= 2 Zp =u0./om
Effective elastic section modulus on plate side
I
Wpi=7- W, = 27.797L
p p -
Effective elastic section modulus on stiffener side
Iy
W= — W = 27.252L
Zt
My := min(W,,, Wy)-, M, = 1.145x 10" ]
Yy p>s)y y 7

Equivalent load
PO = 0-MPa

For simply calculation, the equivalent stress is assumed to be zero. Assessement of PO can
be obtained in Nauticus Hull for secondary girders

Dimensioning forces for girder

Calculate the bending momend and axial force in the middle field

(UTop - UBot)'

M := 3 Wp
N (UTop ; °'Bot). Ay

Calculate the bending momend and axial force in the supports

g - Tops o)



(GTops - "Bots)

Ng = > -Ag
Bending moment at the middle section Mppm =M
Bending moment at the supports MsupFEM = Mg
For the case under pure compression ViEeMm = 0-kN
Shear force
dsq) = (PSd + Pg)-Lp
qgq = PSd + Py dgq; =0

For simpicity calculation, the shear is not considered for this case, but it can be introduced
to compare the shear combination cases.

Based on the buckling check of the maximum axial force at the middle of the girder span:

NSd = 13.9194.- MN

Support Moment, p on the plate side

2
dsd-Lp-Lg
12

. _ 6
Mgq = + |MgyprEM| M|gq = 2293 x 10°]

Field Moment, p on the plate side

6
+ |MpeM| Mygq = 1.738x 10°]




Torsional buckling

Moment of inertia (exclusive of plate flange)

1 P =
Iy E-(hw-tw3 + tf-lc3) . Iy = 3.129x 10” *m*
184,
Az = hyty +tple
25
o T E-ly ,
EGT = _
Ay ) | fpgT = 2.063x 10" Pa
Af + T -LGT
fy
AGT = AGT = 0451
fEGT
wr = 035-(A\gT - 06) T = —0.052

Torsional buckling strenqth of girders

fTG = fy if >‘GT <06

2
2 2\” 2
I+ pT+2GT _\/(1+“'T+>‘GT) —42GT
2
22GT

otherwise

v

frg = 42x 10°Pa

Characteristic buckling strength of girder

Radius of gyration

ini= |— cross area =section class 3 in this section i = 0.633m



Buckling slenderness

A= — \ = 18.961
le
. N\2
1
Euler stress fr = TE| — fr. = 5765 x 10° Pa
E L E
k
Check at stiffener side
f-
TG
= | = NG = 027
E
= 4 + 0.08 i 0.2
g = | 0.34 + 0.08-— |-(Ag - 02) e = 0.031
1e S
fr = f1g

fgs = | £ if Xg <02

' 1+us+>~02—\/(1+us+>\02)2-4->\02

222G

otherwise

figs = 4.066 x 10°Pa
Check at plate side

fy
NGp = o Agp = 027

by = (0.34 + o.os-?)-(pr - 02) My, = 0.03

(S
frp = fTG
fop= |fp if NG <02

1+pp+XG2—‘[(l +p.p+)\02)2—4-)\02
220G

fip

otherwise

fGp = 4067 10°Pa



Resistance parameters

Design axial force resistance
f,
y
Npgqi= Ay—
Rd g m
Design stiffener induced axial buckling resistance

fi
Gs
NigRd = Ag'—
Tm
Design plate induced axial buckling resistance

fg

, p

NkpRd = Ag--_Y—
m

Design bending moment resistance on stiffener side in tension

fy
Mipg = Wy ——
Tm
Design bending moment resistance on plate side in tension
f,
y
= W - —
MpRd = Wp -
Assuming
ltl = 0.4-LG
f,
— y
NGT04 = >
nEly

A
(Aﬁ—gj-(min(OALG,LGT))z
wTo4 = 035-(A\gTo4 — 0:9)

fTG04 = fy if >‘GT04 < 0.6

Ngq = 2.186x 10'N

Nisrd = 2117 10'N

7
Nkde =2117x 10°'N

Mgpq = 1.145% 107

7
MpRq = 1-167x 1073

>‘GT04 = 0451

Wro4 = —0.052

2
2 2\~ 2
c 1+ 1104 + AGT04 ’\/(1*"“T04+>‘GT04) = 42GT04

y 2
2:7\GT04

otherwise

fTG04 = 42x lOsPa



Assuming

1t2 = O.S-LG
f.
. y
AGTO8 = oy
Ttz AGTog = 0451
AW . 2
(Af+—3- -(mm(O.sLG,LGT))
KT8 = 0.35-(>\GT08 - 0.6) Ktog = —0.052

fTGos = fy if )\GTog <0.6

)

2 2\~ 2
I+ HT08 + AGTO8 _j (1 + 1T08 + AGT08 ) ~42GT08 .
y otherwise

2
2:7GTo8

fTGos =42x 108 Pa

Design bending moment resistance on stiffener side

fTGo4

Msird = Ws = — Mg Rq = 1-145% 107

Design bending moment resistance on stiffener side

f:
TGOS 7
MSZRd = WS._'Y— MSZRd =1.145x 10"
m

Design bending moment resistance on stiffener side in tension

frG
Moy i= We— 7
sRd = W MgRgq = 1.145x 10"

Euler buckling strength

NEy = fg-Aefr NEy = 3.001 x 10°N



Check of continuous girders

Buckling check:

Z* is the distance from the neutral axis of the effective section to the working point of
axial force. z* may be varied in order to optimise the resistance. The value of z* is
positive towards the plate and the simplification z*=0 is always allowed to calculate
the problem conservatively.

Zgtar = —150-mm

Lateral pressure on plate side

At support
Ngg  Mjsq - Ngd-Ztar

+
Nisrd Ngq
Mord| ' -5

Ey

= 1.059

Ngg  Mjsd—Nsg'Zgar  Nsg

+ -2 = 0222
NipRd Ngq Nrd
Mpra'| 1 - T
Ey
In the middle of the section
Ngq  Mjpgq ~Nsq'Zgar  Nsg
n 2 ~ —0.265
Nksrd Ngqg NRrd
Msth’ 1- N
Ey

Ngq  Mpgd — Ngg-Ztar

+ = 1.001
NkpRd Nsq
Mprd'| 1 -~
Ey

Section check

Support (& N ﬂ?ﬂ).L o
Ay Wp )y
Middle N Mygg) g
aw n 0
g p)ly
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