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NOMENCLATURE

system stiffness matrix

coefficient in area coordinate equation
laminate coupling stiffness matrix
strain-displacement matrix

coefficient in area coordinate equation
coefficient in area coordinate equation
laminate inplane stiffness matrix
Young's modulus in the 1 direction
Young's modulus in the 2 direction
superscript indicates element value
nodal force array

lamina shear modulus

dummy indices

element stiffness matrix

moment resultants

stress resultants

pseudo nodal force vector

maximum pseudo nodal force

laminate stiffness matrix in material coordinate
system

laminate stiffness matrix in arbitrary coordinate
system

maximum allowable shear strain
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i (1] = transformation matrix

; t = laminate thickness
; U]_5 = invariant material constants for lamina
Ui = nodal force, x-direction
U = strain energy
u = displacenent, x-direction
Vi = nodal force, y-direction
v = displacement, y-direction
W = work
W = displacement, z-direction
XEt = maximum allowable tensile strain, 1 direction
= XEC = maximum allowable compressive strain, 1 direction
Xy VisZ = arbitrary coordinate system
th = maximum allowable tensile strain, 2 direction
ek = maximum allowable compressive strain, 2 direction
“i = constant
A = indicates change in variable
i = shear strain
{8} = displacement vector
€ = normal strain
0 = anqular displacement
K = curvature
o = normal stress
17 = shear stress
V1o = major Poisson's ratio
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minor Poisson's ratio

NS
1 "

area, triangular element




ABSTRACT

\

In the study of fiber-reinforced resin composites, the
analysis of the progressive failure of a laminate with a stress con-
centration subjected to plane stress poses a very interesting but
complex probiem. This thesis approaches this problem by using the
finite element method to examine the proaressive failure of symmetri-
cal laminates.

A modified maximum strain failure theory is proposed and a
finite element computer program developed that accounts for progres-
sive failure. A computer analysis of several unnotched laminate
tensile specimens, with lamina at various angles, was made and these
results are compared with experimental data. d e ues

Circular hole tensile specimens with (0°/90°/90°/0%)  and
(0°/+ 45°/90°)§ lamina were also investigated, and the progressive
failure through the finite element grid presented. The ultimate
failure loads of the circular hole specimens are compared with
experimental data. Material properties used were those for Thornel
300/5208 Graphite-Epoxy.

Although the results obtained cannot be considered conclusive
for all cases, they do compare favorably with experimental data
for the unnotched specimens. The ultimate failure loads of t+.: hole

specimens were somewhat higher than those obtained experimentally.
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INTRODUCTION

The word "composite" in composite material signifies that two
or more materials are combined on a macroscopic scale to form a use-
ful material. The advantage of composites is that the materials can
be combined in ways that usually exhibit the best qualities of their
constituents and often some qualities that neither constituent
possesses. Some properties that may be improved by use of a compos-
ite material are strength, stiffness, weight, corrosion resistance,
fatigue life, and thermal properties.'

Composite materials have been used for centuries. When the
first composite was used is unknown, but recorded history contains
references to various forms of composite materials. For example, the
Egyptians used laminated wood as early as 2780 B.C., and the Israel-
ites added chopped straw to the manufacture of bricks in 800 B.C.°
A short time thereafter, the Mongol bow was developed from a compos-
ite of animal tendons, wood and silk bonded together with an
adhesive. Still later, laminated structures appeared in the Damascus
gun barrels and Japanese ceremonial swords.’

More recently, fiber-reinforced resin composites that have a
high strength-to-weight and stiffness-to-weigh® ratio have become
important in weight sensitive applications such as aircraft and space
vehicles. Some examples of these modern applications of fiber-resin

composites are: an AT-6C aircraft with reinforced plastic fuselage
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built in 1943," helicopter rotor blades specifically designed to

5

reduce vibration and withstand torsional loads,"’® rocket motor cases,'

7

space vehicle structural components,’ and presently an increasing

number of uses such as fuselage and stabilizer components on the F-111,
F-14, F-15, and F-16 aircraft.!’® Through the use of structural com-
pounds made of composite materials, strength-to-weight ratios have
been increased 100 percent over that of comparable metal structures.®
The impact of composites on jet engine performance may be even more
dramatic, where an 800 percent increase in the thrust-to-weight index
appears possible.!

The superior strength-to-weight ratio of these fibrous composites
is related to the failure mechanisms of homogeneous materials where,
generally, the actual strength is considerably lower than the theo-

retical atomic strength. The reason for this strength difference is

the formulation and movement of dislocations in the homogeneous i
material. By forming a material into thin whiskers or fibers with a é
small cross section, conformity in the microstructure is enhanced, the g
probability of internal flaws is reduced, and the formation and

i movement of dislocations restricted, making it possible for the fiber
or whisker to approach its theoretical strength.® Composite sheets or
"lamina" with high longitudinal strength are formed by imbedding many
of these high strength fibers longitudinally in a suitable matrix
material. A composite "laminate" with the desired strenqth and stiff-
ness properties may then be formed by combining layers of lamina
together at various orientations.

Investigation of lamina strenath has generally been approached

from both micromechanical and macromechanical levels.!’®*!'% The




micromechanical approach, which treats a composite material as a
heterogeneous continuum, has been used for simple lamina models!?®??'*?%?
Although theoretically justifiable, this approach has a major limita-
tion in that the analysis required is extremely complex, and there-
fore, limited to very simple geometries.*!

In general, macromechanical prediction of lamina failure has been
approached from one of the following three theories: the maximum
strain theory, maximum stress theory, or maximum work theory.!'?’'* Of
these three theories, the maximum work approach has been proven to
be the most accurate when compared with experimental data.!'’!'?’!?’
However, this theory does not easily lend itself to the analysis of
progressive failure because the damage to the composite cannot be
described and put into post-failure relations. The maximum strain and
maximum stress theories are well suited for a progressive failure type
analysis, but the accuracy of these theories deteriorates when the
fibers are at an angle between 15 and 60 degrees to an applied uni-
axial load.! The reason for this loss of accuracy at intermediate
angles is probably due to not considering the interactive effect on
failure of combined shear and tension.

Failure of unnotched laminates has been approached by combining
plies through lamination theory and apnlying a lamina failure theory
to each ply. 1In doing so, the disadvantages of ply failure theories
are carried through to the laminate. In addition, failure of one
lamina as a failure criterion for the laminate is usually too conser-
vative. Maximum work or distortional enerqgy applications to Taminate
failure, such as that by Tasi-Wu,?® have given good results for

individual laminates, but new properties must be obtained for each




? using the method of Sandhu,’® success-

new laminate. Sendeckyj,”

fully used lamina stress-strain data to predict the nonlinear response
of angle and multi-ply laminates in uniaxial tension. The failure
predictions were less successful, however. The success of this
approach to progressive failure of notched laminates is still to be
determined.

Because of the complexity of the micromechanical approach,
macromechanical principles are usually employed to determine laminate
behavior in the presence of notches. The anisotropy of the laminate
makes the failure properties due to stress concentrations of particu-
lar interest in that the stress concentration factor can be consider-
ably higher for composites than for isotropic materials. In addition,
a hole and crack size effect has been observed on laminate strength.
Macromechanical studies of notched laminate failure have used models
such as the 'inherent flaw model' for holes by Waddoups®® and an
'average' or 'point' stress approach for holes and cracks by Nuismer
and Whitney.’® However, both studies neglect the load-path dependent
damage or progressive failure of the laminate. In doing so, none can
be expected to have general applicability, especially when biaxial
loading is considered.

The purpose of this thesis is to study progressive failure of
notched laminates subjected to in plane loads.

This thesis:

(1) presents a modified maximum strain theory for individual

plies and develops the post failure constitutive relations
for the ply;

(2) develops an incremental finite element program which uses

N————— S




(3)

laminated plate theory to account for stiffness changes

in the laminate due to failure in the plies;

investigates the stress-strain behavior to failure of
several unnotched laminates (under uniaxial tension loads)
and compares the results with experimental data;

traces the progressive failure of two laminates contain-

ing circular holes and compares predicted failure loads

with experimental data.
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COMPOSITE FAILURE

Anisotropic Elasticity

With the advent and increased usage of fibers such as graphite
in composite materials, the assumption that the material is isotropic
is no longer valid. Graphite fibers are highly anisotropic, with the
longitudinal stiffness being an order of magnitude greater than the
transverse stiffness. Then, in order to analyze such fiber-rein-
forced composites, anisotropic elasticity must be employed.

For a three dimensional stress state, the generalized Hooke's

Law for an anisotropic material is given by:

/()]W 'g;.l i

93 2

L $ ¢ =

<T23 = EQyqd <Y23 (1)
131 Y31

\"12 Lﬁz

where the stiffness matrix Qij is symmetrical with 21 independent
constants.'

If there are two orthogonal planes of material property symmetry,
such as parallel and perpendicular to the fibers in a unidirectional
fiber composite, symmetry will also exist relative to a third mutually
orthogonal plane, and the material is said to be orthotropic. The

stress-strain relations for an orthotropic material in a coordinate
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system aligned with the principal material directions, or parallel |
and perpendicular to the fiber direction, becomes:' f
|
(“11 [ Y, 43 0 0 0] (g |
) % g Uy 0 0 0 °2 !
3 g %%y Gy & 0. D €3 j
| rzaf = [0 0 0 qu o0 o ﬁ Yol (2) J
3 L T T Y31 1

\[]2) _P 0 0 0 0 Q§E \Y]Z

where the stiffness matrix has been reduced to nine independent

s

constants.

Lamina Constitutive Relationships

One pertinent assumption in establishing the constitutive or
stress-strain relationships for the lamina of a laminated composite
is that a lamina, when in a composite, is in a state of plane stress.
For a state of plane stress, and with the lamina in the 1-2 plane as

shown in Figure 1, the following stresses are assumed zero:

Figure 1. Unidirectional Lamina
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By sutstituting into Equation (Z), the stress-strain relation becomes:

o) My & 0 €
9y T Qa2 Qpp O £ (4)
2 G 0 g 12

where the components of the stiffness matrix for the orthotropic lamina

given in terms of engineering constants are:

Q= Eqq/(T-vy5 vpq)
Qpp = Epp/ (1-vy- v5y)

Qup = vpEqp/ (=910 vpp) = vpoEpp/ (=915 vpy)
G

12

There are now four independent constants: E]], E22, G]2 and Vyps
which are the elastic moduli in the 1 and 2 directions, the shear
modulus and the major Poisson's ratio, respectively. The major and

minor Poisson's ratios are related by:

Vo1E11 = vigfa2 (6)

where the major Poisson's ratio, Vips is the ratio of strain in the

2 direction to strain in the 1 direction for a load in the one direc-
tion. To tailor a material with the proper stiffness and strength

in various directions, unidirectional laminae are usually put together
with fibers running in several different directions so that the lamina
principal axes are not coincident with the reference axes of the lami-
nate. When this occurs, the constitutive relations for each lamina

must be transformed to the laminate reference axes in order to
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determine the laminate constitutive relationship. The transformation
relationship for stress between an arbitrary x-y axes and the primary

1-2 axes, as shown in Fiqure 2, is

(71 (6]
| (\2 = [T]J] ny (7) 1
2 Txy

€ €
1 %

12 Txy
2 2

where the transformation matrix Ti' IS

J
m n 2mn
[Tij] I P R (9)
-mn  mn m--n '
m = cos 0
n=sin 0

4 //
il ~
~ P
2 ]
/{ /////,/ ///
e 1 <l "v/ = ’// ~ e gl -l ik
i AR T
,/'// ~ i < -~ e
it A
Ea — » X
T A
//'. .

Figure 2. Positive rotation of principal material
axes from arbitrary xy axes




10
In the same way, the primary stress and strain relations are

referenced to the xy axes by:

X I 1
Iy . [TijJ 9 (10)
. ‘xy 12
x 3 1
€y 2 [Tij] €9 (1)
xy i 75
2 2

where Tij inverse is obtained by substituting a negative angle 6 for

the positive angle 6 in the T matrix. Thus, T inverse becomes:

2 2
m n -2mn
[Tij]"] = |a° me  2mn (12)
2002
mn -mn m -n
m = cos 6
n = cos 9

Knowing the orthotropic lamina material properties and refer-
encing them to the xy axes, ¢ is measured in the negative direction.
Then T becomes T-] and the xy stress-strain relationship obtained from

Equations (4), (8), and (10) is

(TX -] !X
Oy = [T]J] [013] [Tij] [,Y (]3)
“xy "xy

where Qij is the orthotropic lamina stiffness from Equation (4).




Denoting the lamina stiffness with respect to the xy axes as

Qij’ then
(0]
X it x
By 2= Mgk 55
Txy "xy
where

W1 = 04,0 10,0 01, F

Upon multiplication, the terms of the 6ij matrix become:

22 4
n- + Qpon

£ n4)

Ay = Q11m4 +2(Q), + 20gg) m
Qyp = Qg * Qpp - 4Qg6) nen Qyp(m
Q3 = (0 + 0, + 20gg) w'n - (0, - 0pp *+ 204¢) mn’

4 32 4
Quqn™ + 2(0q, + 2Qgg) m™n" + Qppm

Q3 = (-0y + Oy + 2gg) M - (0, - Qyp + 20gg) w0

Qg3 = (Qy * Oy = 20gg) n'n’ + Qggn” + n)

11

(16)

A more convenient form of the transformed lamina stiffness, in terms

of invariants as given by Tsai and Pagano® and used later in the
computer analysis, is:
Q]] = U] + U, cos(20) + U3 cos (45)
Q]Z = U4 = U3 COS(40)
013 = % U2 sin(20) + U3 sin(49)
0y = Uy - Uy cos(20) + Uy cos(46)

by ® %’Uz sin(20) - Uy sin(46)

033 = U5 - U3 cos(40)

e e —




where

Uy = g (30g) + 30y + 20, + 40g4)

Up = 7 (@) - Q)

Uy = g (Qq + Qpp - 20, - 40g¢) (18)
Ug = g (Qqq + Qgp + 60y - 40gq)

Us = g (Qq7 + Qgp - 20;5 + 40gq)

Laminated Plate Theory

Strain Displacement Relationships

A Taminate is composed of several orthotropic layers. As such,
the description of the behavior of a single lamina, as previously
discussed, forms the basis or building block with which the behavior
of a laminate may be described. Equation (14) gives the constitutive
relationship for a lamina with respect to an arbitrary xy coordinate
system. Considering the arbitrary xy axes to be oriented with the
laminate axes, Equation (14) can be thought of as a stress-strain

h

relationship for the kt layer of a multi-layered laminate and may be

written as

(o}, = [Q] (e}, (19)

Knowing the variation of stress and strain through the laminate
thickness is essential to the definition of the extensional and bend-
ing stiffness of a laminate. The laminate is assumed to consist of

layers of perfectly bonded laminae, such that the displacements arc

continuous across lamina boundaries and ore lamina cannot slip
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relative to another. With this assumption, and if the laminate is
thin, it may be assumed that a line originally straight and perpen-
dicular to the middle surfrcs of the laminate will remain straight
and perpendicular to the mEQd]e when the laminate is extended and
bent.

Considering a section of laminate in the xy plane deformed due
to some loading, as shown in Figure 3, the geometrical midplane under-
goes some displacement, uss in the x-direction. With the above

assumption, the line ABD remains straight and normal to the deformed

—_————
W
oA
\41 |
S
z
(04
l«— Z (1
(5
undeformed deformed
cross section cross section

Figure 3. Geometry of deformation in the xz plane

midplane and the displacement in the x-direction of any point, C, on

the normal ABD is given by the linear relationship’

Ue = Ug = 2™
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where Zc is the z coordinate of the point C and « is the slope of ABD
with respect to the original vertical line. Also, under deformation,

line ABD remains perpendicular to the middle surface so that the slope

of the laminate surface in the x-direction is

- oW
47 e

where w is the displacement in the z-direction. Substituting Equation

(21) into Equation (20), the displacement, u, at any point, z, through

the laminate thickness is

8 -y W
R TR (22)

By similar reasoning, the displacement, v, in the y-direction is

d oW
e L oY (23)

The assumptions thus far are equivalent to ignoring the shearina
strains in planes perpendicular to the middle surface, that is, ; o

sz = 0. Also, the line ABD is assumed to have constant length so

that €, = 0.

' These assumptions, known as the Kirchhoff-Love hypothe- -, 7 % i

sis, reduce the strain-displacement relationships to!

Ex = %%
& = ;_; (24)
i

Differentiating Equations (22) and (23) and substitutina into Equa-

tion (24), the strains become




15

au ')Zw
g, =2 g 2
X dX ¥
ax
v ol
0 3 W
€, T — = Z —7 (25)
y a'y dyz 2
au 1% .
= 0l El I W
ny i Ay 7 X 22 3X0y
or
. 0
£ £ ¥
X X ] X
£ 0
. = e + Z K o)
y ¥ ? (26)
- 0 L
Yxy xy “xy

where the middle surface strains are

(-
0 Auo
X X
v
0] - 0 P
av av
) Bl '79
xy CIREE

and the middle surface curvatures are'

< 22 g (28)

By substitution of the strain variation through the thickness,
Equation (26) into Equation (19), the stresses in the kth layer can

be expressed in terms of the laminate middle surface strains and
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curvatures as

—

512 Q-22 623
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Laminate Constitutive Equations

16

t Z¢& & (29)

Since the 6}j can be different for each layer of the laminate,

the stress variation through the laminate is not necessarily linear

even though the strain variation is linear. To investigate these non-

linear stresses, the resultant laminate forces and moments, denoted by

N and M respectively, are obtained by integration of the stresses in

each layer of lamina through the laminate thickness.' For example,

N

t
2 «_Tx dZ
_t-

2

t

= 2 0, 2dz
t
2

where t is the total

laminate thickness.

The total force and moment resultants for a n-layered laminate

may then be defined as

t
NX >
N =
v
N t
; S -3
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and
i
My 2 Ix
M B ) zdz (32)
Y ¥
Mey -5 'y

or, using Equation (29) and summing over the laminate thickness, for

a laminate with n layers,!

Ny n ﬁi]l
2R z ¥:
ny o f?13
Mx n d]]
My A :E: 612
Mxy _ __613

0y,
Y,
Up3

0,
Q2
Q3

Q_13

e

Q33
>k

0
Zk tx
Lo
Y
0
Zk-1 Vx
\
z 0
k €y
0
t
y
0
L “al ny

~

(34)

[e°] and [k] are not functions of z, but are midplane values, so they

can be removed from

(34) can be written

Nx T’:H
Ny = E]2
ny) 513
Mx | 611
0 Sl L
Mxy Bl3

under the summation signs and Equations (33) and

35"

12
22
Z3

12
Ze
23

Py TR SR

( ™M
X O O x O

St

m

11
12
13

ol

11
12

013

12
22
23

12
22
23

B3]

X
Ky (35)

Kyy

[“"x
(36)




For laminates that are symmetric in both geometry and material

properties about the middle surface, Equations (35) and (36) simplify
considerably. In particular, because of the symmetry of [Gii]P and
the lamina thickness tys all the [Bij] are equal to zero and the

force and moment resultants for a symmetric laminate are

N, By Ep Ei3) [

Ny$ = 1By B Egl £ oy (40)
% "xy) SENL TR Try
|
- M, ) D11 Dy Dys] [

Myd = D12 Dap Dpsf (*y (41)
| Mxyu P13 Vs 033_ “xy

For the remainder of this investigation, the laminate will be
considered to be symmetrical and in a state of pure tension or com-

ﬁ
% , pression, that is, bending moments will be zero and only Equation (40)

will apply.




Ply Failure Criteria

Modified Maximum Strain Theory

Most experimental determinations of the strength of a material
are based on uniaxial stress states. However, the practical problem
usually involves at least a biaxial state of stress. For an ortho-
tropic lamina, strength criteria parallel and transverse to the fiber
direction due to tension, compression and shear strength may all be
experimentally determined. To relate this uniaxial strength informa-
tion to an analysis of ply damage and progressive failure, the follow-
ing modified maximum strain theory is proposed. The lamina is said to

have failed in the fiber direction if

€ > X ¢ or €1 < 3 ¢ (42)
and transverse to the fibers if
9 > Y‘t or €g < ch (43)

where th’ X

,and Y ., Y  indicate the maximum allowable tensile
£C et (o

and compressive strains in the 1 and 2 directions. In the same way,

the lamina is said to have failed in shear if

lY]Zl . SL (44)

where S{ is the maximum allowable shear strain.
This failure theory makes it possible to obtain post-failure
constitutive equations. However, stress or strain interactions, such

as the combined effect of transverse strain and shear on failure, have

been ignored.
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Post Failure Constitutive Equations

In forming the modified strain theory, the following assumptions

were made:

(1) If a lamina fails in the fiber direction, the matrix will
still carry a load transverse to the fibers, but will not
carry a shear load.

(2) If a lamina fails transverse to the fiber direction, it
will not carry a shear load, but the fibers will carry a
normal load parallel to the fibers.

(3) If a lamina fails in shear, the matrix will not carry a
load transverse to the fibers, but the fibers will carry
a normal load.

(4) If a lamina fails in the fiber direction and in shear or
fails both parallel and transverse to the fibers, the Tamina
is considered to have totally failed and will not support
a load.

Each of the above assumptions indicates a partial or total fail-

ure of the lamina. Examination of Equation (4) shows that for a
partial failure of a lamina at a given strain, the stress is changed
by a change or softening of the stiffness matrix. In the computer
solution of the biaxial stress problem, the changes in stiffness and
load are used. Therefore, the post-failure lamina constitutive equa-
tions will be expressed in terms of change in stress and stiffness due
to partial or total lamina failure.

Using Equation (4), the change in stress due to a change in

stiffness is given by
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/\0] f,]
Ad, E [/\Qij] £q (45)
. 12
where Qij is the change in stiffness due to failure, or
AQ.. = Q.. - post failure stiffness (46)

ij iJ
The AQij terms for the various types of lamina failure are found
as follows:
(1) Lamina failure in the fiber direction is assumed to cause
E]], G]Z’ Vigs to equal zero leaving E22 as the only factor
contributing to the new Qij stiffness. Using Equations (5)

and (46), the AQij terms are found to be

1 - vv)
s Rt
2e (1= v]2v2]) (
47)
V12 Eny

&y = ST

Mgg = Gy

(2) In the same way, lamina failure transverse to the fibers is
assumed to cause E22, GlZ' V17 to equal zero leaving E‘] as

the only contributing stiffness factor. For this type

failure the [\Qij terms are




'1

22
o - )
iy R v]2v2])
E
E et
AQ]] e v]2v2])
(48)
G i
12 e v]zvz{)
Meg * Sya
Lamina failure in shear is assumed to cause E22s 612‘ Vige

to equal zero leaving E]] as the only contributing stiffness
factor. Thus, Equation (49) also gives the AQij terms for
shear failure.

Lamina failure in the fiber direction and in shear, or fail-
ure both parallel and transverse to the fibers, is assumed
to cause total lamina failure and therefore, zero remaining
stiffness. The AQij terms obtained by Equations (5)

and (46) are

En
B Rl § ey 5
AQ = _,E_Z.Z..._____... —
22 - (1 - vypvp)
: (49)
Mo s
{ AN & v]sz])
Mg = G2

Denoting AQij as the change in lamina stiffness with respect to

the arbitrary xy axes and using Equations (8), (10), and (45), the

saciise

change in stress in the xy coordinate system due to a change in stiff-

ness is given by
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Ao f
X X |
= AD. |
/\ny [I\QIJ"k e,y (50) j
Myy) Txy |k 73
where
= 1
[AQij]k = [Tij]k [’\Qij]k [Tij]k (51)

The AQij terms are calculated by use of Equations (17) and (18) where

AQ

i terms are substituted for Qij terms.

Laminate Failure Criteria

With Taminate strength, just as with the determination of lamin-
ate stiffness, the basic building block is the lamina with its inherent
characteristics. Basic to determining the strength of a laminate is 7
a knowledge of the stress state in each lamina. However, failure of

one layer does not necessarily imply failure of the entire laminate. 1

The laminate may, in fact, be capable of higher loads despite a
significant change in stiffness.

The strength of an angle-ply laminate, symmetric about its middle
surface, may be determined by examining the state of damage in each
layer for a particular load. The laminate strains are calculated from
the known load and stiffness prior to failure of a lamina. If one or
more lamina have failed, as determined from the failure criterion, a
new laminate stiffness is calculated and the laminate strains recalcu-
lated to determine the post-failure strains. Then it must be verified

that the remaining laminae, at their increased strain levels, do not
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fail at this applied load. Should an applied load cause progressive
failure, where all layers successfully fail at the same load, the
lTaminate is said to have suffered gross failure.'

An alternative method, described in the next section, uses the
original laminate stiffness to determine the strains at each load or
failure cycle. When a failure takes place, a change in stiffness due
to the failure is calculated. Using the change in stiffness and the
known strains, a pseudo load is calculated and added to the original
load, giving the required increase in strain. In an iterative finite
element program this method is useful in that the stiffness matrix is

only inverted once.

Laminate Post-Failure Constitutive Equations

The strength of a symmetric angle-ply laminate subjected to
plane stress is determined by first finding the strains for a known

load. Inverting the stiffness matrix, Equation (40) can be written

0
Ex Ny

0 . -1

Cy [Eij] N)’ (52)
0

Txy Nyy

From the previous assumption that plane sections perpendicular
to the midplane axis remain plane, and for a state of plane stress,
Equation (52) gives the state of strain for all layers. Then, by

Equation (8), the strain with respect to the 1-2 axes for each layer

kK, is




~nN
o

0
= “X
e R [TU.]k a; (53)
. (0]
i T Txy
2 Jk 2

The lamina strains are compared with the lamina failure criteria,
Equations (42), (43), and (44), to determine modes of failure.

Should failures occur, changes in stiffness for each Tayer are
calculated using Equations (47), (48), or (49), depending on the type
of failure, and Equation (51). The total change in laminate stiffness
is found by summing the laminar stiffness changes. For an n ply

laminate, the total change in stiffness, AEij’ is
n
[aE;;] = > (00350 (2 - 29) (54)
k=1

where Aﬁgj is from Equation (51) and 2, - 2z, ; is the thickness of
lamina n.
Knowing the change in stiffness and the laminate strains, a

pseudo force, PN, due to the loss of stiffness is found by

0
PNx €y
» 0
PN [AEij] £y (55)
0
Pny ny

Addinc this pseudo force to the applied load of Equation (52) gives

the increased strain due to lamina failure. Then, the new strain

is
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5 N+ PN
X X X
-1
€y = [E] Ny + PNX (56)
)xy ny+ Pny

Equations (53) through (56) are repeated until equilibrium is obtained

or the laminate experiences gross failure.

Application to Composite Structures

Thus far in this thesis, lamina and laminate have been analyzed
in a state of plane stress, but the geometry and boundary conditions
have not been considered. It has been assumed that the state of
Strain is constant throughout the laminate and that the stress is con-
stant throughout each Tayer. In actual appiications the stress in a

laminate and in a Tamina may vary considerably due to qeometry and

loading conditions. Stress concentrations such as holes, notches and
cracks may increase the local stress to a much greater value than the
stress at another point in the member. Such localized stresses may
lead to localized laminate failure and ultimately to complete laminate
failure at reduced loads.

In order to analyze a varying state of stress at points across a

laminate, the finite element method will be used in conjunction with

the previous ply and laminate equations.




NUMERICAL PROCEDURE

Finite Element Method For Plane Stress Analysis

In a matrix analysis of composite materials the standard approach
is to divide the composite laminate into a finite number of elements
connected at joints or nodal points. The stiffness or flexibility
properties of each individual element are then established by an
element analysis, and the element stiffnesses combined to form the
stiffness matrix for the complete structure. In the discussion that
follows, a brief description of the displacement method for a constant
strain triangle element will be presented and then incorporated with
the previous ply and laminate equations in an iteration method to
provide a solution to the nonlinear composite laminate problem.

Figure 4 depicts a typical triangular element with nodes i, j,
and m, numbered in counter-clockwise order. Each node may have dis-
placements in the x and y directions. Then, denoting displacements
in the x and y directions by u and v respectively, the six components

of element displacement may be written as the vector {5}%  where

u
m
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Figure 4. Plane Stress Triangular Element

The displacement within an element have to be uniquely defined

by these six displacement values. Representing the displacements by

two linear polynomials??

u-= a] A azx + u3y

vV = 4y 6 usx G a6y

the nodal displacements can be written
u. = u] * azxi + a3yi

u, = 0y + azxj + u3yj

= + os%. o
w91 Yo'y 3y

m

(58)

(59)
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Vi T ap toagXy +oagyy (60)
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Evaluating the six constants « in terms of the nodal displacements,

gives??
e _
i 2¢ﬂ(ai biX+ciY)ui i (aj+ij+CjY)uj i (am+me+CmY)um (61)
and
= B :
v = 2‘:!(ai*-b].xﬂ‘c].y)vi + (ai+bjx+cjy)vj + (am+bmx+cmy)vm (62)
where
a3 = Adm ~ My
by = ¥5 = Yy (53)
| Sy S T S 3
‘ and
LS N
2A4= det |1 X; yj = 2 (area of triangle ijm) (64)
1 %o T

Neglecting any initial strain, the total strain at any point

within the element can be defined by its three components that con-

tribute to the internal work. From Equations (24)




/

J)_u_
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€, \ o Jav
£ <8y
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Using Equations (57), (61), (62), and

triangular element expressed in terms

£ e
X
e e
> = {s
L.y [B]~ {8}
ny
where
b: ‘@ - b.
1 J
S|
C; bi cj
and the B terms are
By =¥ - X g =
bJ = ym = yi CJ =
by = 5 - Yj Cn =

is
Nx e e, |e
Ny = [E] £y
Ny Yxy

(65), the strain within the

of nodal displacement is

(66)
0 bm 0
c; 0 e (67)
bj m bm
*m =%
Bg ™ R (68)
XJ = X1~

within an anisotropic element

[E](BI®(s}°

(69)
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Nodal forces can also be expressed in terms of the nodal dis-
placements. Denoting U and V as the nodal forces in the x and y
directions and assuming zero body forces, the nodal force vector {F}€

for a triangular element can be written
/in
y
{F}€ =ﬁ * 3 (70)
J

U

m

\Vm/

The stresses that result from these nodal forces can be found
by equating the work done by the forces to the strain energy stored in

the element. The work done by the nodal forces is”?

ro|—

(Uiui Vv, Uj“j + Vjvj 0w+ vam) (71)

or

"

~o|—

L
W {(F1® (8)° (72)

The strain energy is given by”’

wa b
U = 5 If(oxgx + (1y€y + Inyxy)dA

;
g{n}e (e 4

where Ais the area of the triangular element and t is the element

thickness. Using Equations (66) and (69), the strain energy can be
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rewritten

L= 3y
U= $446)° (81N (81 161" (74)

Equating the work and energy equations and taking the transpose of

both sides,
{(F¥® =4t [8]'[E][B](5}C (75)

Denoting the element stiffness matrix [K]e,

R e (76)

and

[K1® =4t [B]'[E][B] (77)

Equations (76) and (77) are now sufficient for computation with the
actual matrix operations being accomplished in the computer program.
Combining the element stiffness matrices and their force and dis-

placement vectors gives the structural system of equations
[A] {8} = {F} (78)

where [A] is the structural stiffness matrix.

Solution Method for Nonlinear Material Properties

Initial Stress Process

The expressions derived in the previous sections describe fully
the stress-strain relations for a laminated composite material in a

state of plane stress. The essential nonlinearity is evident from
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Equations (54), (55), and (56) with the composite stiffness matrix
being dependent on the state of total stress. This problem, as
described in the following section, can be approached using peace-
wise lTinearization to obtain a solution iteratively.'®*?°

The "initial stress" process approaches the solution of a non-
linear problem as a series of approximations.!® '9°2°725 In the first
step after a load increment a purely elastic problem is solved deter-
mining an increment of strain {Ac<'} and of stress {Ac'} at every point
of the structure. The nonlinearity implies that for the increment of |
strain found, the increment of stress will, in general, not be

correct. If the true increment of stress for equilibrium is {Ac}, then

the correct solution can be maintained by a set of pseudo body forces

equilibrating the "initial stress" system {Ac'} - {Ac}.!®

At the second stage of computation the system of pseudo body
forces can be removed by allowing the structure (with unchanged elastic
properties) to deform further. An additional set of strain and stress
increments is caused, and once again they are likely to exceed those
permitted by the nonlinear problem. The redistribution of pseudo body
forces is repeated and the process continued until it converges to the

nonlinear equilibrium conditions.

Application to Composite Materials

In laminated composite materials, the nonlinearity comes from

failure or partial failure of a ply within a laminate. Ply failure
or partial failure implies that a change in stiffness has taken place
and that the load used and displacements found, for an elastic solu-

tion, are not correct. To arrive at the correct solution, pseudo body
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forces are calculated using the change in stiffness and the laminate
strains. These pseudo forces are allowed to further deform the lami-
nate using the original elastic properties. New strains are found and
the process repeated until equilibrium is obtained.

Specific steps in the initial stress process as applied to
composite materials are:
(1) The problem is set up by using Equation (77), for each
element, to construct the structural stiffness matrix.
An incremental load and other boundary conditions are
entered into Equation (78) which gives the following

system of equations to be solved:
[A] {8} = {F} (79)

(2) The stiffness matrix [A] is partially inverted and the
displacement {8} computed.

(3) Strains within each element are found by Equatioﬁ'(66)

(>
X

e, § = [(81%1s)¢ (80)

Yy

(4) From Equation (8), the principal strains in each lamina

are obtained,

. e e
L.-‘ EX
£5 = [T]V cy (81)
12 Txy
2 k 2




(8)

(9)
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Lamina failure criteria, Equations (42), (43), and (44)
are applied. If there are no failures, go to step 10.
The change in element stiffness due to failure is computed

using Equation (54),

n
[4€] = D LA, (2 - 2) (82)
k=1

Pseudo forces at each node point are found using [AE] as
the element stiffness and Equations (66) and (75). Denot-

ing the pseudo forces PF,

{PF} = [B]'[AE]

The maximum pseudo force, PFmax’ is compared with an
accuracy constant ACC. If PFmax is less than ACC, equilib-
rium has been reached, go to step 10.

Using the pseudo forces and the partially inverted stiff-
ness matrix of step 2, additional displacements are found
and added to the original displacements. Return to step 3.
The load is incremented by adding the displacements
obtained for an incremental load to existing displacements

and returning to step 3.

Should the iteration process of steps 3 through 9 be repeated

20 times within an increment without reaching equilibrium, the laminate

is considered to have suffered gross failure and the process is

stopped.




SOLUTION OF PROBLEMS

Uniaxial Tension Specimens

To check the reliability of the modified strain theory and the
finite element program, the predicted stress-strain curves and failure
loads for (OO)S, (90“)5, (0”/90“/90”/0“)5, (90°/+ 45"/0“)S and
(90°/j_45°/90°)S laminates were obtained for uniaxial tension loads.
Figure 5 shows the finite element grid used. The 12 element grid,
scaled to 5 inches (12.7 cm) in length and 1 inch (2.54 cm) in width,
was loaded using incremental displacements in the direction shown.

Zero displacement conditions were specified for nodes opposite the load
end in the load direction and along one side transverse to the load
direction.

To establish a stress-strain relationship for comparison to
experimental data, one element was chosen and its state of stress and
strain written out at the end of each increment. The failure status
of eacy ply within each element, nodal displacements, iterations and
the maximum pseudo force for each iteration were also written out.

Material properties used were those for Thornel 300/5208 graphite-

epoxy, listed in Appendix A.
Circular Hole Specimens

Two laminates containing circular holes and loaded in uniaxial

tension were investigated using the finite element arid shown in




Figure 5.
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Figure 6. The 99 element grid was given an incremental displacement
load in the direction shown, with zero displacement conditions imposed
on the end opposite the load in the load direction and along the hole
side transverse to the load direction. The scale for the arid repre-
sented a specimen 3 inches (7.62 cm) wide with a hole 1 inch (2.54 cm)
in diameter.

At the end of each increment the status of eacy ply within each
element was printed out. Total failure loads were determined using
the nodal displacements and stiffnesses at failure to calculate the
nodal forces at the load points. ?

Material properties used were those for Thornel 300/5208 graphite-

epoxy, listed in Appendix A.




load direction

Figure 6.
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Finite element grid, circular hole in uniaxial tension
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RESULTS

Uniaxial Tension Specimens

Stress vs. strain diagrams for the uniaxial tension problems
are given in Figures 7 through 11. Data points plotted are those
obtained by Sendeckyj for Thornell 300/5208 graphite-epoxy laminates.®
The solid Tine is the predicted stress-strain curve as obtained from
a chosen element. Changes in nodal displacements written out at the
end of each increment were equal for all elements, indicating the

strains, and thus the stresses, were equal for all elements.

Circular Hole Specimens

(0"'/90°/90°/O"’)S Laminate

Figures 12 through 16 give the damage or progressive failure
status of the (0°/90°/90°/O°)S laminate at;the end of each load incre-
ment. The first number code indicates the status of the 0° plies
and the second number the status of the 90° plies. The specific
numbers give the mode of failure within the ply.

The total failure load calculated for this notched laminate was

37,600 psi (2.6 X% 108 Pa) while that obtained experimentally by

Nuismer and Whitney was 28,200 psi (1.9 x 10° pa).?®
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Figure 7. Stress vs strain, (0“)S laminate in uniaxial tension
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(0°/+ 45°/9O°)S Laminate

Figures 17 through 20 give the damage or progressive failure
status of the (0°/+ 45°/90°)S laminate at the end of each load incre-
ment. The numbers in the code indicate the failure status of the plies
as follows: the first number for the 0° ply, the second number for
the + 45° ply, the third number for the - 45° ply and the fourth
number for the 90° ply.

The total failure load was calculated to be 47,800 psi (3.3 x

108 Pa) while an experimental value of 45,700 psi (3.2 x 108 Pa)

was obtained by Nuismer and Whitney.3°




N
—
—
|

\ 2 \ *
i \ /// \ i
/ \
— \L \ [
it N O |
(/ \\ / s \ 3 ; /
/ i
/ | | )
/ \ ﬁl |
\ \ I
Ne \ ‘ /
\ i \ /
\\ / A \ (/
; <3 NG / /(
\\ A A \‘ & J l/
— /4’\ = 7 N /
/ \ 5 \ K \/-/
i \ | / /
/ "\ |
/ A S ,’ - /
\7\7 i ./" ' - ’ N ~
\ 7 £ \ 4 / \

\/ \
/\ 0002 , \
0002 '\,
number ——X \ 7\
. 2/ \0002 / \ 0002 \
| 90° p]y 000?\ } \
]l,:\wsz ply 0% \gooy A \
-»\+45o ply s 1
SOF DY A\ \
# 02 ) 0002p007 - | * :

no failure 2
fiber failure 3

matrix failure
matrix and fiber failure

n n

] =

Figure 17. (0°/+ 45”/90”)S circular hole partial failure at
.008 in. (.020 cm) displacement load




|
|
| 53
f f i ‘
| ! I ‘ |
T o o —— -
i \ ,/\ Y‘
1 \ g N P \
‘ \ / \ g | o002
| X / \
| \ \ 0002
] i \ ! ;
| \
\ !
{ \ !
| SRS, ¥/ \ |
/ .
i = \ - ’ 0002
y \ 0002 }
4 ’ ~ |
/
/ \ \ ‘ <
// \ \ | "'
/ \ | : J
// \ L | 0002 >~ 0002 /
- 3 \ 0002 \. )
A ——) \
\ T \
\ \
Y4 \ S \
X / \ e ) /
\\ / \ ~} 0002 / 0002 0002
/ \ R /
: N A \ Pl Bl /
. \ & 0002
= )'\\\ \ 4 N
/ = \ 0002 |
// \ \ | 0002 J
\ A s 002
e 7T : o W
TR e ~
] \/ ; . 0002 0002
- / [/ ooz
V4 B | ~ .
7 |~"0002 [06002 N X .
it y e / \0002
: - 0002 Y,
/9802 O\
\ 0002
R 0002
N 00027
2000 0002 \ " 0002
number
code: SE
0000
"Il‘~90° ply | )
-45° ply 2\ \ '
+45° ply o Gl |
3 D002
Oo‘p]y 5002[0002 | 000 o
0 = no failure 2 = matrix failure
1 = fiber failure 3 =

matrix and fiber failure

Figure 18. (0°/+ 457/907) . circular hole partial failure at

.012 in. (.030 cm) displacement load

. S e T Y




2000/

number
code:
0000
‘ LL 90°
|“ase
_+45°

Figure 19.

A i
|
TR T i ¥ I ¥ i
\ il
\ £ \ 0002 | 0002
\\ 0002 \ |
\ \ | 6002
X \ 0002 !
/ \ |
/
0002 \ / 0002 \
\ \
\
/
A - \ .
/ - \
7~ - e 0002
0002 / )1\ 0002
/ \ 0002 7 y
£ \ / \
/ \\ i ~ !
, ) | ‘
0002 \ A \ [
// \ \ 0002 )
\ 0002 | i
L \ 0002
) \
he \ \
\ \ ~. \ !
\ 7z ,
\ 0002
ks % \ ~ [ 0002 0002
/ \ 0002 S / /
\\,/oog? \ o2 & / poo2
—— X A : [
AN =k ATeone ~._/
\ 41 [ 0002 N
\ Pz 4 PE 0002
/ \ A | ~ l /
| ‘
\ P t ) /
/ \ . / 0002
| 0002
| 0002 !
/ : \» .
/0002 L0007
0002 \
0002 : / 0002
N\ oo N/ /0002
"\\ / \' R .
N /N 0002
N\ \ 5 /
/\ 0002 \ 000
\»
0002\ 0002 \ 0002
\ 2
/ g foo {0002
‘\ / \ 5
\/1202 \ 0002 \ 0007
,’,\ 5 ‘b \
‘l 222 “ \ 0002
Y1222 10002 \
>\ 0022 | | -
\ 0002{0002
12220222 L pes ==

i

no failure
fiber failure

=

2 = matrix failure
3 matrix and fiber failure

(0°/+ 45”/90“)S circular hole partial failure at

.016 in. (.041

cm) displacement load




A i
ok =t P G007 |
\ 0002 R | o002
\\ \
\ \
\ 0002 1 A
0002 \ l
: \ |
0002 \ ;
/'.\' # |
0002 / \ | o002
; \ 1 0002 |
' \ 0002 ' ;
/i \ \ | /‘
/ \ { | /
2 \ \ >, |
/ by \ W 0002
\ 0002 | i
\ h \ \
\ \ \ /
\ o002 & “ /
\ |
\ g \oo0o2 0002 S /6002
N, SLoooz |\ . N o e {
0002\ \ |
il = (‘\\ = \ ,/ | s / 1002
/o A 0002 f‘ s i
// \ : | 0002
/ \
7 ; |
N 0002 3 0002 1002 |
‘ \.,/" 0002 | / 0002 !
\ AN = . [
\ \ | 0002 \ :
\ \ ] 0002 J \
\/ \ spas 1022 3202
\ \ 0002 i
\ 7 - N S0z 302 \ 100:
RN e i 3002 ; ‘ |
/ N 45002 Y% /
\/ ‘ ) [ 2002 \/ . 0002
N\ //\ s %'000:30005 AN 30 3002
3 7T 5
, 1022 0022
2000}/
number A 1
code: ‘ e |
0000 Vil |
‘E\QOO p]y \ 000 i
v o 1 ) 0 C |
-45° ply 0241022 .
+45° ply _'02'\ 0002 | 0002 J
=05 ply C i el L e
0 = no failure 2 = matrix failure
1 = fiber failure 3 = matrix and fiber failure
Figure 20. (0"

/+ 45°/90°)_

circular hole, complete failure at
.020 in. (.051 cm) displacement load




T —

DISCUSSION

In general, the theoretical stress-strain results, Figures 7
through 11, for the unnotched tensile specimens compare favorably
with experimental data with some variation in the ultimate failure
point of the laminate. Fiqures 7 and 8 show the theoretical failure
stresses and strains for the 0” and 90° laminates to be somewhat below
the experimental failure values. These differences might be the result
of choosing low values for the maximum allowable strains. However,
Figures 9 and 11, using the same maximum allowable strains, indicate
theoretical ultimate strengths for the (O”/90”/9O'/0"‘)S and %

(90°/+ 45°/90°). laminates slightly higher than the experimental

values. The Tow experimental failure values of Figure 9 were sus-
pected to be due to damage to the surface 0° plies during specimen
handling and fabrication.’? In Figure 11, where the + 45° plies are
the dominant load carrying plies, deviation from the experimental
values may be influenced by the assumption that the shear stress vs
strain is linear, when in actuality, it is highly nonlinear.”’
(90"/t_45°/90°)S theoretical results, Fiqure 10, compare well with
experimental data. The horizontal jumps in the theoretical curves of
Figures 9, 10, and 11, indicate increased strain due to failure of
the 90° plies.

The progressive failure of the circular hole specimens produced

interesting results in that the failure of both specimens beaan at
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the hole edge in a direction perpendicular to the load direction but
did not progress in the shortest direction to the specimen outer edge.
Figures 12 through 16, and Figures 17 through 20, seem to indicate
that for both the (07/90°/90°/07) . and (0°/+ 45°/90°)_ laminates
the failure path was approximately 45 above the shortest, or hori-
zontal path across the grid. However, it should be noted that although
the failure status of the elements in Figures 16 and 20 probably qive i
a good indication of the ultimate failure modes, they may not be exact
because equilibrium of the pseudo nodal forces was not obtained for

the failure load.

Figures 12 through 16 show the 90° plies of the (0’“/90‘)/90"/0")S §
laminate failing first in the matrix as expected, with the 0% plies
following essentially the same element failure pattern at higher loads.
The ultimate failure load of 37,600 psi (2.6 x 108 Pa) obtained theo-

retically was much higher than the 28,200 psi (1.9 x 108 Pa) experi-

mental value. This error of over 30 percent possibly indicates that
the modified strain theory used needs refinement.

Figures 17 through 20, for the (O"/_t45°/90°)S laminate show
the 90° ply failing first in the matrix, with this failure progressina i
throughout most of the structure before the ultimate failure load was
reached. Failure of the + 45° and 0° plies is more limited throughout
the load range and indicates the progressive path of total failure.

Although the theoretical failure load of 47,800 psi (3.3 «x 108 Pa) is

close to the experimental value of 45,700 psi (3.2 x 108 Pa), this

experimental value is suspected to be too high. The error is sus-

n

pected because, in the study by Nuismer and Whitney,*’

other failure




stresses decreased with increasing hole size as expected, whereas

this particular value increased. Comparison with other data in this
study®® indicates that the actual failure stress might be around

40,000 psi (2.8 x 100 Pa). If this is the case, the error is consider-
able and perhaps is again pointing to a necessary refinement of the
modified strain theory.

In all problem solutions, it was assumed that the lamina had the
same stress-strain curve in compression as tension. Also, compressive-
failure strains were assumed to be the same as those for tension.

These assumptions, made partially because of the lack of reliable com-
pression data, are certainly incorrect and would have to be modified
for probiems involving substantial compression. However, for the haole
problems considered, where compression occurs only in a small reagion
at the top of the hole, this is not expected to result in the appre-
ciable errors.

One other factor not considered in the investigation is the free

edge effects.?’

The assumption was made that the strain through the
laminate was constant at any given point. With this assumption, the
stresses in plies at different orientations will generally be differ-
ent. At free edges, although the average stress along the free edage
is set equal to zero, this leads to mathematically non-zero surface
tractions along the free edge of each ply, thus violating the actual
boundary conditions. If the actual boundary conditions are used, it
can be shown to result in significant interlaminar shear and normal

stresses that have been shown to be responsible for delamination along

free boundaries.?’”  However, this effect has been shown to perturb
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the inplane stresses predicted from laminated plate theory in only

a small region near the boundary. Furthermore, observation of notched
specimens subjected to monotonic failure loads has produced no evi-
dence of delamination at the notch before failure occurs. Thus, the

free edge effect is expected to be of importance in the proaressive

failure of notched laminates only if fatique loadings are considered.




APPENDIX A

THORNEL 300/5208 GRAPHITE-EPOXY PROPERTIES

10

23 x 10% psi  (15.9 x 10'0 pa)

10

1.6 x 10% psi (1.1 x 10'0 pa)

.77 x 10% psi (.53 x 10'° pa)

9.5 x 10~
4.1 x 10

3.1 x 10"

33 % 107°




APPENDIX B

COMPUTER PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Main Program

The Main program is the executive routine that controls the
sequence of steps by calling subroutines that set up and execute
the problem. Subroutines called by Main are given in the Computer

Program section.

Subroutines

Setup

Subroutine Setup is called by the Main program. It reads the
data deck, adjusts the structure size by scaling factors, checks the
bandwidth and adjusts it if necessary. Setup then calls Stifgn, and
upon return of control, writes out the data deck and returns control

to Main.

Stifgn
Subroutine Stifgn computes the laminate stiffness matrix by
using the orthotronic lamina properties and Equations (17), (18), and

(37). Control is returned to Setup.

Constr
Subroutine Constr. is called by Main. It controls the construc-

tion of the system stiffness matrix by calling Subroutine Elcons for




each element, and then returns control to Main.

Elcons

Subroutine Elcons is called by Constr. This subroutine con-
structs the stiffness matrixes for the individual elements by using
Equation (77), and then combines the element stiffnesses to form the

structure stiffness matrix. Control is reaturned to Constr.

Excite
Subroutine Excite is called by the Main proqram and enters the
problem boundary conditions. If the boundary conditions are specified
forces, these forces are entered directly into the force matrix. For
displacement boundary conditions, a pseudo force dependent only on
the specified displacement is entered into the force matrix, the
corresponding diagonal elements of the stiffness matrix are not
changed, but assumed equal to one, and the remaining terms in the
related rows and columns are set equal to zero. Control is returned

to Main.

Subroutine Gausel is called by the Main program. It solves the
boundary value problem by Gaussian elimination, leaving the stiffness
matrix in partially inverted form. This partially inverted matrix is

subsequently used in Subroutine Foredu during iteration. Control is

returned to Main.
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Elfail
Subroutine El1fail is called by the Main program. This sub-
routine controls the system failure analysis, iteration, incremen-
tation and output. Subroutines called by Elfail are: Strain, Layer,
Pforce, Foredu, and Output. Upon failure to reach equilibrium

within 20 iterations, control is returned to Main.

Strain
Subroutine Strain is called by Elfail. It calculates element

strains using Equation (66) and returns control to Elfail.

Layer

Subroutine Layer is called by Elfail. This subroutine applies
the failure criteria to each lamina within each element. Should
failure occur, it is noted in the failure tracing array ITT, Subrou-
tine DIstif is called, then control is returned to Elfail. If no

failures occur, control is returned to Elfail.

DIstif
Subroutine DIstif is called by Layer. It calculates the change
in element stiffness due to failures determined in Layer. Culcula-

tions are made using Equation (54) and control returned to Layer.

Pforce
Subroutine Pforce is called by Elfail. Using Equation (83), this

subroutine calculates the pseudo nodal forces due to changes in stiff-

ness. Control is returned to Elfail.




Subroutine Foredu is called by Elfail. It uses the partially
inverted stiffness matrix to reduce the force matrix and then back
substitutes to solve for displacements due to iteration or incremen- (

tation. These displacements are added to the total displacement vector

IS —

and control is returned to Elfail.

Qutput
Subroutine Output is called by El1fail. At the end of each
increment or upon failure to reach equilibrium, Output writes out
l the applied displacement or load, the failure status of each lamina 3

! within each element, the nodal displacements and the pseudo nodal

forces. Control is returned to Elfail.
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APPENDIX C

COMPUTER PROGRAM VARIABLES

System stiffness matrix
Force matrix, nodal values

‘nitial force matrix with boundary conditions entered,
used in incrementation |

Delta displacement vector, nodal values
Total displacement vector, nodal values
Orthotropic Tamina stiffness

Delta stiffness due to failure

E11 through E33 make up the laminate stiffness matrix

Two times lamina angle in radians
Lamina angle in radians

Failure tracing matrix

Strain in element chosen for output
Stress in element chosen for output

Force matrix use in iteration

Maximum nodal force during jteration




EPX
EPY
GXY
ESTRN
LMSTRN
LMSTRS
B

BB

EP

66
Element strain in the x direction
Element strain in the y direction
Element shear strain
Lamina strain matrix referenced to xy coordinate system
Lamina strain matrix referenced to the principal lamina axes
Lamina stress matrix referenced to the principal lamina axes
B transpose used in Subroutine Pforce
Calculation matrix used in Subroutine Pforce

Calculation matrix used in Subroutine Pforce
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APPENDIX D
COMPUTER PROGRAM INPUT DATA

Bandwidth; 2(largest difference in node numbers + 1)
Matrix order; 2(number of nodes)
Number of elements

1; Coordinate data is input sequentially
2; Coordinate data is input as one pair per card

Nodal numbers for each element in counter-clockwise order

Nodal coordinates, ordered pairs, x-coordinate first

X-scaling factor

Y-scaling factor

Number of non-zero applied displacements, x-face

Number of non-zero applied forces, x-face

End points of integration path to get a total force, x-face

1; Resulting force is based on Toads applied fo the x-face

25 Resulting force is based on displacements applied to A
the x-face 3

Number of non-zero applied displacements y-face

Number of non-zero applied forces, y-face

End points of integration path to get a total force, y-face

15 Resultina force is based on loads applied to the y-face

25 Resulting force is based on displacements applied to
the y-face

Total number of zero displacements

Humber of unique ply orientations

e p—— oy —y— - p— p—
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V12 =

ANGLE

THK =
ALLOW(1,1)=
ALLOW(2,1)=
ALLOW(3,1)=
ALLOW(4,1)=

1; Maximum strain failure
25 Maximum stress failure

Array positions of coordinate numbers of non-zero applied
displacements, x-face (2 X node number -1)

Array positions of coordinate numbers of non-zero applied
forces, x-face (2 X node number -1)

Magnitude of applied displacement increment, x-face
Magnitude of applied force increment, x-face
Nodal numbers adjacent to applied force nodes, x-face

Array positions of coordinate numbers of non-zero applied
displacements, y-face (2 Y node number)

Array positions of coordinate numbers of non-zero applied
forces. y-face (2 X node number)

Magnitude of applied displacement increment, y-face
Magnitude of applied force increment, y-face
Nodal numbers adjacent to applied force nodes, y-face

Array identification numbers for zero displacement
conditions

Orthotropic material modulus in fiber direction
Orthotropic material modulus transverse to fibers
Orthotropic material shear modulus

Orthotropic material major Poisson's ratio

Orientation angles of individual plies, positive counter-
clockwise from the x-axis, in degrees

Thickness of all plies at each unique orientation
Limiting ply tensile strain, parallel to fibers
Limiting ply tensile strain, transverse to fibers

Limiting ply shear strain

Limiting ply tensile stress, parallel to fibers




ALLOW(5,1)

ALLOW(6,1)
ALLOW(1,2)
ALLOW(2,2)
ALLOW(3,2)
ALLOW(4,2)
ALLOW(5,2)
ALLOW(6,2)
ACC

NEM

Limiting
Limiting
Limiting
Limiting
Limiting
Limiting

Limiting

ply
ply
ply
ply
ply
ply

ply

tensile stress, transverse to fibers
shear stress

compressive strain, parallel to fibers
compressive strain, transverse to fibers
shear strain

compressive stress, parallel to fibers

compressive stress, transverse to fibers

Limiting ply shear stress

Iteration accuracy factor

Element number of element chosen for stress and strain
outputs
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wRITE (Ly20U0) [
160 = 1J

CONT e

READ (9,1010) X1, X2,

f.,"/\IL

XU NXF
PZCs HANG

Afeamn o e Gl b

IF (XD «£Q. C) w0 TO 70
e AL (9D:2030) (liurx(l)e [ = 1:KXD)
KEnd (022000) EX(L)
LF (WXF L&, 0) 10 R0
Hehl (Hel010) CisFEX(1)e L = LoNXF)
\ ) §90d ) EX(<)

AU (D01010) ‘\-I(IJ_)I I :lﬂ;!)'
i (ot sk, ) ) Tu 990
' 0 (9»2010) YEE): 1 = LalNYD)
i vl ok ) > 3 10U
g (S«1020) €Lk CL)e = 1:08XF)
Lab (D21000) EY(L)
REAU (501010) ((ixr(lod)r I = 1e2)0
reAU (501010) (1l (f)e 1 = 10H2C)
nehu (5,1080) Es F2» G Y12
CAD (D90CT70) (ANGLE(I)e I = 1.MNANG)
HEAD (S:1080) (Thm(l)e § = LisNANG)
KEAD (9210%0) ((ALLGu(Ivd)e 1 = 206)
nEAU (Se1080) ACC
KeAU (S501010) NEM
oabl STIFOLN
axITe (695010)
wHITE (6,5030) Iebs WHD» NEL, NXY
whITE (605080) (int(I)e [ = 12NEJ)
aRITE (0p5050) (AYM(I)Ye 1 = LeNRD)
wiRITE (023000) SFXy SFY
WRITE (0e5030) AU INKF o @iX1» NX2»

HZC e HNANG NEATL

IF Gaxu Qe 0) GU TO 1iU
witlTe (095030) (LuwPX(f)e T = 1.HXD)
osi¢ITE (0e5070) EA(L)
IF (MXF (€W, 0) oU TO 120
rRITe (LrDO0S0) (WEFPX(1)e I = 1aNXF)
wRITE (0rSCBO) EX(2)
WRITE (0050306 (CeX{lpd)y .= Te2)y
IF (NYD +BEQ, 0) GO TO 13U
wiRITE Oy5030) (WUPY(L)» I = 1.HYD)
wiRlTe (605070) EY (1)
1F (NYF ,E0Q, 0) 6u TQ 140
wRITeE (025030) (HEPY (1) I = 1oHYF)
alRlTe (ophH0uU) ET(2)
wRITE (695030) ((WY(1ed)r I = 102),
WRITE (695030) (NZP(LI)Yr I = 1yNZ2C)
wtlTE (095000) Ely E20» Gr V12
wHITE (LeS09U) (nisole (1) [ = LaNANG)
wRITE (0r000U) (T (I)e 1 = 12NALG)
aRITe (Le6QL10) ((ALLOW(LIPd)y U =
alTE (0rSUT7Y) ACC
WRITE. (0950350) NEM
whiTe (606020)
e TURM
FORMAT (20(I13¢1Kx))
FORMAT (b6(313,1X))

192)¢



1030 FORMAT
lLU40 FURMATL
1000 FORMAT
1060 FURMAT
1070 FORMAT
Lubu FURMAT
1090 FORMAT
SUQ0 FURMAIT
1
95010 FuRMAT
SU2U FURMAT
1
5000 FOHMAT
D040 FCRMAT
UL FORMAT

(¢0Fu4,1)
(LOXLELH,8)
(L0F3,0)
(lUF841)
(10FB.3)
(LOFU45)
(b 12,6)

72

( /9 &Xr 1eHFOR ELEMENT 13, 28He THE BANURIOTH HAS Bkl o

TIHCHANGED FUM v T2 WK TO
(Ihily 2Xy 9(l4n=PLANE STRESS=~}))
( //9 22Xy WURFCK KrpFEREhCEr THE

AOHIN ITS ENTIRETTC » //0 UX» 1
(1xy 20106)

(S(3xy 3I8))
(C(Ixy 2F7,8))

VU0 FOURMAT (19X, 4E15,8)

S070 FORMAT
Sund FOKMAT

(1Xy 10rle.o)
(1xy 10F12.1)

YUV FURIAT (99X 10F8,39)
00U FOKHAT (OXy» 10F8,9)

oUll FukMaT

( 6(5¢ 2LiK,0¢ / )

oUcU FORMAT ( //2&49 (1ur=PLANL STRESS=))

ENO

SULskuU
COMMON
Cutiliol
cuMMon
COMMObN
vel s
Wilel)
u(le2)
w(led)
W(2el)
W(2r2)
w2 3)
w(drl)
d(dire)
W(303)
BT 0
Ul .
ue
ud
J4
ub .
vwu 10
ANGeR
30 HF =

LRI A EO A A 1}

Subroutine Stifgn

TINE STIFGN
4 CONSTY 7 lu!".ﬁ; NE:X, SYy NA“(J'
/ FATOAY 7/ ELLe Ei2y (_15’ E22,
£ ANESOT /4 B E29 G Vias THKI
/. COMPTY / ANGeR({L)y THETA(S)
Vie » 2 / e}
£l / (1l,u « vi2 % v2l)
Vel % GLyl)
(€2 *Vlzay2Ll) 4 (1.0 = V12%V2
ufli2)
Ed / (1,0 = v12 % v21)
(L1 #Vlesvel) /7 (1,0 = Vi2xve
0,0
0,0
2,0 « G

DL R I I R

{

129
50V
125

(Qilsl) = Q(2,2))

(QCls1) + QlZ262) = 24 % Qf

125 (G(Lsl) ¢ Glcp2) + O4 % Qf

125 (GlLlod) + C(zy2) = 24 * G
I = 1,HANO

LR

I2)

INPUT DECK IS REPRODUCED
6AY)

AT e MNXLe NX29 MNY1» NY2
E230 £33y wil(3e3)e EE(S»)
5)e ANLILE(D) e ALLOW(622)
T 50 vS)

L}

1)

(3¢ % (W(Lled) 4+ Q(202)) + 24 % Q(L92) + 24 * Q(303})

1,2) - 24 % Q(313))
1912) = 24 % Q(303))
162) + 2, % Q(3+3))

(1) = ANGLE(L) * ((2,0 % 3,141592653) / 180.0)

HT + THK(I)

Pk TRANSFORMED CAMLA STIFFNESS MATRIX (E) 1S COMPUTED

ELll
cl2
cld
el

.
0,
0,
0,

HT




prer AVANADIE (Q?Y "

€23 = 0, ' : W) e B
EST = O

DC 20 I = 1:NANG

1l = ell + (Ul +U2:C0S(ANG2RITI) ) #U3*CUS(2,4ANGEZR(I) ) ) #ThK (1) /KT
tle = E1l2 4 (UB=Ud+C05(c *AIG2K(I))) «THK(TL)/HT

E13 = EL3 4 (0,508UaSLin(ANG2R(1) ) +US#STN(2, sALG2R(1) ) )4 THA(T) /T
Ee2 = el + (Jl'ui&CJB(thZN(I))0U5‘COS(2.*ﬁ'ULN(‘)))‘]HK(L)/“T
£23 = £e3 + (0,50l s SIN(ANGER(I))~U34SIN(2, «ANGRR(1)) ) #THR(T) /W T
33 = B33 + (USH=USACOUS(c o %ANOGER(T) ) )« THK (L) /HT

20 CONT(NUE
WRITE (6+5000)
wickTe (0p9010) E1L1y EL2y EL13y E22y EZ3, E3I
Rie TURN
H0UU FORMAT (1idly 15X ebHInE COMPOSITE A=MATRIX IS)
5010 FOKMAT (/19X3L15,5 /7 S0XCELS,5 // HOXELD,H)
[ARTY)

Subroutine Constr

SULRVUUT1IwnE CONSTR
CONSTR FIRST CALLS ELCONS WHICH CONSTRUCTS THE I1HNCIVIDUAL ELEMENT
SHTIFFMNESS MATRICS N ThitN USES THE ELEMENT MATKRICES TG COLSTRUCT
The STIFFLESS YAIrIX FOR THE wHOLE STRUCTURE,
COMIMOl / ARKAYS / A(30,200)» FO(200) FIN(200)s DIS(200),TDIS(200)
COMMOlI 7 GEONMET / IBL» Hebly 1RD» NZCy MIA(H50) s WZP(H0) 9 AYIN(2006)
wo 10 J = 19HRD
FOlsry = 00
DO Lo f = 1»I60
ALy = 040
LU CenTlikuE
B9 24U [ = A eiElL
S IR T
Cnlll LLCCNS (13)
0 CunTINUE
ke TUKRN
EiD

Subroutine Elcons

SUGKOUT Live ELCONS (13)

COMMUIY /7 ARZAYS /7 AC30.200) e FO(200) ) FI(200)y CIS(200),TDIS(200)
COMMUIN 7/ GEUWET / [Bur iNklLy NRDe HZCe NM(GSC)» LZP(%0) 9 XYi4(200)
COMMON / MATUAT 7 E1L1) EL12, E13r E22, E23y ESSr G(303) 0 EE(S93)
WEMLENSTON (0L (3)

NOWEL) = NM(LS=2)
Lobte) = kM(L3=1)
HOUKS)Y = LIM(IS )

o 20 1 = fw2

M=1+1

GO 20 v = My

IF (HOL(L) = NOD(J)) 209 10, 10
10 MT = NOL(T)

NOD(I) = NUD(J)
NOuU(u) = NT
20 CONTINUE




HEY = NOLU(Y) = 2 Ky

HeY = Nowl2) * 2 b b
1Y = NOU(S) * 2

WIX = N1Y =

NEX = N2Y = 1

HIX = N3IY = |}

el = N2Y = NLY

1ol = N3v = nN1Y

a2 = N3Y = i 2Y

Ale = XTMINLIY=1l) = XYM(HZY=
ALd = AT (NLY=1) = X(m (oY=
X238 = XYM(N2Y=1) = XY~ ({SY=-
(12 = XYMNLIY ) = XYM(NY
113 = XYM(NLY ) = XYA(N3Y
Y23 = XYM(N2Y ) = XYM(HaY
akl = AgS({Xx1e

oAk = SUKT (AKY)

Al2 = X1¢ / SAR

Ald = X113 7/ SAR

X223 = XK2o [/ SAR

Y2 = ¥12 /7 SAR

Y3 = Y1d 7 SAR

Y23 = Y23 / SAR

1Y2d = Y235 » Y23

AK2d = Acd « X233

XY23 = A<3 x Y23

TYLES = LS % Y13

ANED S XS w X1

AYLES = XIS & YIS

Yrie = vle = vie

AX12 = Xle « xl12

Arle = Xl x Y12

) & 467 IR 48 U IO 2

RX &S = XD x X23

A33Y = X133 & Y23

YIIK = ¥LS = x23

fyez2 = Yi2 » Y23

Xx22 = X122 x x23

A22Y = X12 x Y23

Y22X = Y12 x X23

TYLE = Yl « Y13

AXLl = X12 % X13

X1LY = X12 % Y13

YIIX = Yie = X13

Al LeNLX) = AX 10LX)
fx( 2';-11) l'\( r'vlJlX)

AINSL+LlrivlXx)
Al(licl+20ieln)
ACNIL+1 LX)
A(LdL+20i0LX)
M LyidlY)
AlHek  lY)
Alri@l+leilY)
A(NSL  pivlY)
A(NSL+LorilY)
Al 1,h2X)
Al 21N2X)
Allide+losNex)
AlNde+2rticx)
Al LoticY)
A(d2  ahicY)

i nn

(I L O L A K B

1)
1)
1)
)
)
)

74

* Y13 = X1J x Yi2) * 2,0

Afis2l+1lrivlXx)
A(N2L+2oNLX)
AlwdLlelefilx)
A3l 201iAX)
Al LeddlY)
Alivel PilY)
ACHELELebidY)
Al LYY

A(NILriniviY)
A LeondlX)
Al Zrivet)
A2 4L l1zX)
ACNIZ 20 e n)
Al LriveY)
rileY)

Alinde

P T T e I I I I s

E11%YY23 « 2,04E£13«XY23 + E332XX23

EL3*YYR2d = (ELl2+EJII)*XY23 +6.234XX23
EloxX33Y=E1L*YY33~-L33+4xXAS+E£104%Y33X
Elz¥X33Y=EL3*YY 3=t &3¢ NXBI4E35%YIIX
ELL=aYY22«E 13X Y=L 158Y22A¢E3o¢XX22
EL34Y 2212822~ 33Y22X 428X Xl
BEezxtX2d » 202238 XY23 & EaSeYY20

ELlEtY3X=ECI*YNI3=E LoxYY3O+E IS XISY
E23%YIIX~EL2PXNIS=EII*Y IS +ERI N SIY
EC3eXX22~L 124 Y22Xwr S3xX22Y+EL1S4YY 22
Cle®XR22=La3eY2LX=E23¥X2AY+L 33xYY 22
E11«YY1d = 2,0%013¢XY1S + 33¢xX13

E1S¢YY13 = (E1&+4E33)+XY13+L25%KX13

CI2eX11Y=ELIAYY11ap334XXL14E155Y11X
E12aX11Y=ELl34YY 1 1= 2 3¢ XXl +R33¢Y 11X
FlexXX13 = 2,0«L23+4XY13 + £33xyYlo

FleeYLIX=C23xXR11=F13«YYLl4L35eX11Y




Lo

20

30
4G

icu
L0

140

150

lou
170

160

190

e e e et e

[*a° »
e AL P ARE AT {
| ¥ :

ol .whii}sba.ﬁ. Cui .

A(hd2+4101:7Y) ALdE+LeiicY ) 4 E230YLIX=E22¢0211=C3346YY1146232X11Y

Al Lin3k) = A( LotiiaX) # ELLe¥YY12 = 2,.05F13:XY L2 + £33XX12
Al 23Xy = AL 2rtiOX) + ELI®YYL2 = (Fl2+cdJ)sXr12+ccd3ssX12
Al LendY) = A( 1o113Y) + E22#¢XX12 = 2,0«i25+4AY12 + E23sYYI12
Re TURN

[119]

Subroutine Excite

SULKROUT INE EXCITE
COMMQIe / ARRAYS 7 A(30020C), FO(200)» FIN(200),» DIS(220),T015(200)
CUMMON / GEONTT 7 18U Nel.s MREDs NZCy HI(B50) s NZO(HO)» XYNM(200)
COMMOMN / XLLOAUS 7/ NAUe wXFy (UPX(L0)y MNEPX(LO) s :X(2910)y Ea(2)
CONMMONI / YL.OADS / HYDs NYFy wiGPY(10) e MFPY(10) e 1iY(2910)y EY(2)
3L = 1Bu =~ §
WOC = XU 4 NYD

IF (LpRC JeQ, 0) w0 TO 249

V0 130 ¢ = 1l,HDC

IF (1L =~ LX) 10, 10, 20

= NOPY (] = NXUL)
= EY(1)
IF (Ibo = J) 40, 40, 60

DG S0 A = 1,1lusd
FO(U#K~IBD) = FUlJtk=Ie0) = A(Ll=K+IB0D»JEK=IED) % D
CONTItiUE
6O TO 89
IF (J oED, l) 6 TO 60
Ju S d = L

0C 70 K = 1,JM

FO(K) = FO(K) = A(J=K+L1K) % D
CONT IUE

IF (108D = NRD + o) 90¢ %0, 110

DO 100 K = 221bsw

FO(J*K=1) = FO(JtK=1) = A(KsJd) % D
CUNT INUZ

w0 TO 130

IF (J .o, HWRD)Y 60 TU 130

IL = WHU = J + i

LV 120 K = 2rliL

FO(UtK=1) = FC(JUHK=L1) = A(KiJ) « D
CONTINUE

CONT INUE

Lo 230 1 = 1,NDC

IF (I = ivx) 180, 140G 150

NCPA(T)

EY(L)
F (IGD = J) 12us 170 190
g0 69 K = Lifwl
AlLl=d+iDrutR=[s0) = 0,0
CONT LNUL
GO TO 2)0
IF (J stdy 1) GO TO 210

v

0

()

J = hWUPY(I = HXu)
P =

1




200
2lu

<30
240

260

¢70
28U

<90

U9

310

320

330
40

290

[ -

UM = U = )
OV 200 K = 1,JUM
Alu=hrlin) = 0,V
CONFINLLE
LO 220 K = 2y ]vu
A(Ked) = 0,0
CONTINUE

CFO(Y) = A(lrJ) x D

CONTIHUE
NEFC = NAF + INYF
IF (FC JEQ, 0) ou T¢ 260
0o 270 l - l'an(,
AF (1 = NXF) 2500 2500 269

J = NFPA(])

K = WX(L1e]) % 2

L = NX(29]1) % 2

D = EX(e)

S = (XTM(L) = XYM(K)) 7/ 2,0
60 T0 270

o = REPY (T = NXF)

K = NY(L)X = HxF) *« 2 =
L= NY(2r] = NXF) * 2 =

U = EY()

S = (KYM(L) = XYM(K)) / 2,0
FUlY) = FO(J) ¢+ 5 % D
CONTIHUE

CO 340 1 = LlyNZC

J = NZP(I)

FO(J) = 0,40

LO 290 K = 2,18L

AlKrd) = 0,0
CONT INUE

[F (IBD = J) 300, 300, 320
GO 310 K = LIl

A=K+ lEDrU+K=IB0) = 040
CUNTINUE

w0 TO 340
IF (J +E%, 1) GU TO 340
JUL = J =}
DO 330 K = LoJM
AlCL=K+urK) = 0,0
ConT [HUR

DO 350 1 = 1,lRU
FInCL) = FOCI)
CONTINUE
RETURN
eND

76




10

20

30

35
45
W

80
o5
50

(51V]

Bi-yi A sl ARI ;
bt Lo # 'R l.:.'....f_i.!JLE (‘OPY ¥

Subroutine Gausel

SUBROUT INC GAUSEL
COMMON / ARRAYS / A(300200)» FO(Z00) s FILN(200)s {1S(200),TDIS(200)
COMMUIw / GLOMET / 1Bus wEL)y NRD» NZCr NM(450)r NP (Y40) e XTH(200)
I = ITvy = 2
Nl = LD = 82
N2 = NE o+ )
U0 20 N = 2N
Je = Ide + N
0o Y0 § = Wed2
R = A(l=N+22h=1) 7/ A(Ll)in=1)
ACL=N+L1oN) = ACL=Hi+tleN) = [« * A(220~))
FOCLY = FOCLY = R ® FO(li~l)

CONTINUE
MIZN 4+ ]

BOL20 J = Myd2

DY 20 [ = Jyd2

AfI=d+lpd) = A(l=u+lsu) = A(I=NE2)N=1) %A (J=N+22H=~1) 7/ A(L1,H=1)
CONT INUE

OV 40 N = N2)NRu
UO 30 I = meJ2
K = A(l=+cril=1l) /7 A(LlsN=1)
ACL=lv#1loN) = ACL=HELleli) = R ¥ A{2/N=1)
FO(L) = FO(L) = R % FO(N«=1)
CUNT INUE
M =N+ 1
D0 40 J = MpJ2
VY 40 T = Jrd2
IF (J=iRD) 45, 45, 35
A(I"\J*l'd) = Ov‘)
Afl=utlpd) = A(I=u+led) = A(I=N#2oN=1)#A(Jd=N+22H=1) / A(Lsii=1)
CONTINUE
o 80 J = 1etIRO
R = 0,0
I = hRO - J
UO 50 K = 2,1BU
IF (I+a=NRU) 5%y 55y 80
TOIS(I+R) = 0,0
R = + A(KoI+1l) # TUIS(I4K)
CONTINUL
TUIS(I+1) = (FO(i+l) = K) /7 A(l,1+1)
CONTINUE
RETURN

enND




T Nt bl

L

b hed

SULROQUT InE
CUMMON /
COMMON
CUMMON
CuidmON
COMmMON
COMMUIN
COMIMON

ELFATL
ARKAYS
CONGTL
GEONMET
YATOAT
AMISOT
LCOMFTY
CenrTa

R L
S . S e

UINENSIUIv S TRIV(3)

LO 4 1 = 1,0ANG
THETA(TD)
CONTINUE
INC = L
CONTINUE
D¢ 10 L
FO(L) =
cenT IhuR
go 30 f =
13 =0 %3
CALL STRALN
CALL LATER
IF (LAY
LE 1
EECLn])
cel(lre)
eEd L0 3)
LL(ere)
LE(293)
ce(303)
tE(enl)
LE(Sy1)
te(3s2)
Lo 2b K
STrS(K)
CONTINUE
STRN(1)
STRN(Z)
STRN(S)
po 27 K
o 27 L
SThRS(K)
CUil‘lh\."L
Do 28 K = 1,3
bu 26 L L3
EE(KoL)= 0,0
26 CulTINUL
30 CUNTINUE
wo 39 | =
J = WZP({T)
FU(J) = 0,0

(4]

L+ NRD
W0

o

10
Lokl

(L3,
(I3,
WINL o
NEy MEM)
ELL
gle
£1d
tee
€23
E3S
EE(1s2)
£L(1.3)
Ee (21 3)
= o3

0,0

(AT U AU T ST R R 3}

20

aemm
T ©
< X

>
—<

1,3
1,3

27

1.12¢C

35 CONTINhUE
FONMAX
Vo 40 I
F = FO(I)
FOC(I)
= F

= 0.0

1/NRD

FO(l)
FOo(I)

ANGLE(I) »

STRS(AK) + EE(KIL)

78

AVALABLE COPY

Subroutine Elfail

A(300200)
HESs 1% A,
10, Nkl
Elly .12y
Ll €29 G
ANG2K (D)
ACCr LM
STnS(3)y

FO(200)
f.‘QY ’ :.';‘A“Gl
tROD Y

FIN(200), DIS(2C0),TDIS(200)
MEATL, DiXLle NX29» NYL, HY2
NZCy NG4S )y HZP(u0) s XYIM(2060)
13y E22) E23y ES3y G(3r3) e EE(S,3)
V12, THK(S)e ANCLE(S)e ALLOG(692)0
THETA(S)» ITT(150,9)

HT

FOO(200)

(3,14159 , 180,0)

EP X
EF Xy

E[’Y'
LYy

GXY)

GXYr LAY)

0) CALL PFURCE (I3) EPXy» EPY,» GXY)
60 TO JU

ck(l,1)

L‘c(l;Z)

EE(L)3)

LE(292)

te(2,3)

te (3,3)

* STRN(L)

- FOO(I)




W
)
.

L/ [

FOMAX = AMAX
0 CconT UL
vRITE (0b%)
4b FURMAT (liX,
Lltfor X0 THFEUM
IF (FUMAX LLT,
FLY = LIT & 1L
IF (LIT «GT.
CALL FOREWLU
G T0 S
S5U CaLlk GUTPUT ¢
-vf\ITE_ (0' 71))
M\ITE (LrQ)
4 WRITE (0989)
Wil Te (0090)
aRITE (0910G0)

o= NhD / 2
E 0O 55 I = oM
J= & x | =
K =2 % [

; WRITE (6,110
! 95 LUlTLINUE
\ WRITE (0999)
E INC = INC + 1
Do 60 I = 1,
| FO(L) = FIN(
60 CONTINUL
CALL FOREDU
LET = 0
oV TO S
70 CALE CUNPUT (
wRITE (6079)
vaITL (u:i)O)
WRITE (60685)
axkIle (0090)
ZRITE (0s100)
m = kD / 2
LO 7¢ I = 1,
J e x ]l -
K=2x* 1
WITE (by)ll0
Te CONTINUE
75 FORMAT (1hO0,
80 rukraT (17X
L7 17Xe 1upHSHL
85 FOKHAT (1n0.
Y90 FURMAT L7X
L1/ 17Xy 14HSHE
100 FURMAT (110,

79

1(ADS(FO(T))» FOMAX)

IMCy IIT» FOUMAX
LIHIGCRe BT =0 [3r L1Hee 2X» L12HITTERATION =» 13,
1A% =0 BELL %)

ACC) 60 TO 50

20) 6O 1O 7V

INCy I1T)

NEM

(STRu(l) e T = 1,3)
NEM

(STRS(I)» I = 1,3)

1

) T TOLISGJ) ey TLIS(K)y FO(J)» FO(K)

NRD
n

INCy» IIT)

HNEM

(SThiv(I) e I = 1,3)
NEM

(STRS(TYe I = 143)

M
1

) Iy TOIS(J) e TOIS(K)y FO(J)r FO(K)

15Xy 221THEZ STRAIN I ELEMENT » 13, 2X» 3HIS:» /7)
10HA=STRALN =0 E12¢50 7/ 17X 10HY=STRAIN =0 E12,5»
AR STaln =» E12,5)

165Xy 22HTHE STRESS IN ELEMENT » I3 2X» SHISIe Z7)
1O0HA=STHRESS =y E12450 /7 17Xe 10HY=STRESS =0 Ele 5
AR STRESS =0 El2,5)

19X SHUCDEe 44Xy OHX=DISPy U4Xy OHY«DISPr 5X»

L/HA=FOURCE Y BXy THI=FOKCEr /)
9SG FORAAT (1H1)
110 FORMAT (16X,

RETURN

END

I3, 2(Uxy Fb4), 24X, E1L1,4))

""""'-“-"-""".-'.-""'.'.-'!l"'l'llllllllllllll-llllllllllllllllll'
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Subroutine Strain

80

SUBROUTINE STRAIN (13, EPX, EPY» GXY)

COMIMOL / ARRAYS / A(30:20U0Q0)y FC(200),» FIN(200), QIS(EOO)rTOLb(%OU)
COMMON! /7 GEOUMET / ThU» NELy MKO» HZCe NM(450)» NZP(GCG) XYM(200)
JlY = Nid(13=2) =
MRY = NA(I3=1) x%

[ B AV \V &

WY = WM(ES ) %

X1l2 = XYl (N1Y=1) XY (2Y=1)
ALY = XYei(NLY=1) X (NSYw=1)
ACD = XYH(N2Y=1l) = Xyit(ildy=1)
Y12 = AYMUINLY ) = XVM(nN2Y )
Y13 = XYMUENLY ) = XYM{NIY )
Y23 = XYM(N2Y ) = XTMINSY )
ARS = AUS(X12#Y1S = x13+Y12)

vl STuISUNLY=1)

g2 =TOISELy )

33 =1D1IS(iI2Y=1)

v =T0IS(HIR2Y )

UH =TOIS(L3Y=1)

v =TLISidY )

EPX = (Y23xD1l = Y1343 + Y12+D9) / AR2
EPY ==(X23%(e¢ = AL3*L4 + X12#D0) / AR2
ORY = (Ye3#02 = YL3#uh + Y12+06 = X23#%DL1 + X13%D3 = X12+US) / ARZ
Re TURN

ENO

Subroutine Layer

SUBROUTINE LAYER (13y» EPXy EPY» GXYs LAY)

COMMOM / CONSTL / WNEJ» 1SXy NSYr MANGy IIFAIL» NxLys NX2» WYLs N2
COMMUN /7 SATOAT 2 EXLe EX2, E13r E224 E23s ES3y C0303) 0 EE(323)
COMHIUt / ANLISOT / Ely E2y G V12» THR(S)» ANGLE(S)» ALLTW(622) 0 HY
COMMOI! 7/ COMPTL / ANGEZR(D), THETA(S),y ITT(150+15)

REAL ESTKN(3) )y LESTRN(I) ) LMSTRS(3)r T(323)

ESTRiINGL) EPX

ESTRIv(2) Py

CSTRI(S) GXY 7 240
EAY S
J= 137 8
w0 1951 K = 1oNAKL
LTIy =t
TClel) = (COS(THETA(K))) % (COS(THETA(K)))
F(le2) = (SIM(THeTA(K))) * (SIN(THETA(K)))
T(le3) = 2,0 * SIN(THETA(K)) * COS(THETA(K))
Tt2rly = T(Ls2)
Jt2ee) = TULyk)
{253y = = V(L3
T(o9l) = = SIN(THETA(K)) % COS(THETA(K))
T2} = = Tt35l)
16930) = Toelek) = TELed)
O L0 LI = 1pd

LHMSTRNCL) = 0,0

Qo 20 L = 13

LESTRI(T) = LRSTRN(L) ¢ T(IeL) * ESTRN(L)
CUNTINUL
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0% 28 [ = 1»2
LMSTRSCE) = 0,0
0O 29 L = 12
LMOTRS (L) = LMSTRS(I) + GQ(loL) x LMSTRN(L)
<0 CONTINUL
LEMSTRS () G(39d) % LMLTIRN(I)
DO 1wl ] 1,3
IF (MPRIL JEQ. 2) 6O T0 50
IF (LMSTRM(LIY JLT, 0.0) GO TO 40
IF (LESTRNCT) = ALLOW(Lyl)) 140e 140, 70
40 IF (LMSTRIOL) + ALLUN(1,2)) 70, 140, 140
50 CUNT THUE
£ =0 e
IF (LMSTRS(I) LT, 0.0) GO TO ©0
IF (LMSTRS(I) - aliOW(L,1)) 140, 140, 70
ol IF (LMSTKRS(I) + ALLOW(L.2)) 70, 140. 140
70 CONT [INUE
GU TC (50, 90, 100)s I
80 I tdn) =2
GO TO 140
9u 1E GGGy Bty L) 16U T 95
ITi (oK) = 5
GO TO 140
95 ITI(Jek) = 3
60 Tu 140
100 M = FTETEJeK}
GO TO (105» 1oy 107, 14O, 1086), M
105 ITT(JWK) = &4
GO 10 140

nn

; 106 ITTidsR) = 6
GO TO 140

107 ITT(JsR) = 7
G0 10 140

108 ITT(Jon) = 8
1490  CONT INUE
141 CONTINUL
IF (ITT(JeK) (EG, 1)6O0 TO 150
H s ITT(ueK)
EAY = LAY ¥ L
i IF (EAY «6Te 1Y 60 7@ L45
DO a2 S 143
gO BYa k. = 15d
EECIsL) = G50
142  CONTINUE
145 CUNTINUE
CALL DLSTIF (MNyK)
15U CU;«TI“U(‘_
151 CuliTIHUE

EE{2rl) = EE(L142)
EE(Sel) = EE(L23)
eitdse) = ER(2rS)
e TUKN

END
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Subroutine Dlstif

SUURQUTIKE DLSTLIF (HaK)

CUMMON £ MATUAL 7 Elly EL2¢ EL3x £22, E25y E33, L(3p3)r EE(3;3)
CUNMMUN / ANLISOT / el E2)» Gy V12s THKA(S)» ANGLE(S) e ALLCu(62)s KT
CONMMOIv / CUMPTLY / ANGeR (D), THETA(S), ITT(1%0:9)

GO TO (100, 10, 20y U 20, 30 206, 30) N

Ll = ol(-‘) * (3, # (\:(l‘l) i ‘-(17:)) + 2. * (\4(1?:‘) + -2' * 'J(ébi))
U2 = 500 & (u(lsl) = Q(L33))

U3 =2 125 ok 1G{Tal) = GCLsdy = 2, % QlLp2) = 2, % G{S¥3))

U4 = k29 % (Gilel) & @(Lp2) # by % @ELN2) = 24 * GI3}1)

Uo = 129 ® (QELaLY # QL3 = 2, % QiLs2) * da * QLI93))

GuU TQ 40

Ul = ybl2b % (3, ® (Glard) & WE2r2)) & 2, & Q0LZ) 4 2« % Bit3p3))
Ud = 4000 # (Q({243) = Q(2,2))

U = 4125 x (Q(203) + Q(2,2) = 2, * Q(1,2) = 2, * Q(323))

VY4 = 12D x (Q(299) + U(ecrp2) + 64 % Q(l42) = 2, * G(513))

US = 4120 % (U(293) + G(92) = 2¢ * Q(Lr2) + 2, * Q(3+3))

0O TU 40

UL = 125 % (3, * (Qlrel) + QU202)) + 2, * O(Ls2) % 2y * G(35:3))
LUe = D00 % (Q(Lrl) = Q(2,2))

U3 = L1285 * (G(ls,1) + G(2,2) = 2¢ % G(1,2) = 2, * Q(343})

Ut = ol2b ® (Q(Lsl) ® 9(2:2) + by * Q(1p2) = 2, ® G(3x3))

UsS = 129 * (Q(Ls1) & Q(2e2) = 24 % Q(1:2) + 2, * Q(I323))
coh T INUE

Ee (Lo l)SEE (Lo L)+ (UL#ULHTUS (ALG2R(K) J4U34C0S (2, «ALG2R(K) ) ) #TiiK (K)
/KT

CECL ) Zer(1s2) H(UB~L3BCUS (2, 4ANG2R (X)) ) *xTHK (K ) /1T

EECLr3)ZLE(Lr3) +(0 DU FUZASTIN(ANGER (K) ) +U32SIN (2, *ANGER (K ) ) ) THK (K)
1/HT

CE(202)ZEE(202) +{ULl=U2*CLS (ANG2R(K) ) +U3+COS (2, +*ANG2R(K) ) ) *THK(K)
E/RT

Le(2r3)=RE(213) #1050 UL*STHN(ANGER (K) ) =U3*SIN (2, xANG2R(K)) )+ THK(K)
L/rid

EL (39 3)=LE(3rd) #(US~UIICUS (2, rAING2R (KD ) ) *THK (K) /ZHT

CuliT iU

rE TUKRN

e
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L)
Subroutine Pforce
E
SUBLROUTINE PHORCL (I3, ©PX, EPYs» GXY)
COMMON / ARRAYS / A(3002U0), FO(200) e FIN(2C0), DIS(200),TNIS(200) ]
COMMON / CEULET / IBU» lolly (KD 1i2Ce NM{US0)» NZP(40)» XY (200)
COMMON / "ATUAT / ELlLs l2y ©130 E22» E23y £33) Q(303)s EE(3)3)
COMMON 7/ ANISOT / Ele L2r G V12y THK(S) s ANGLE(SH) s ALLOW(692)s HT
UIALHSION Bloerd)r LULwII) e EP(I)
O 10 [ = 1.6
DO 10 J = 1,3
pB(Iled) = 0,0
B (I,y) = 0,0
10 CONTINUE
PlY = NM(T3=~2) % 2 :
N2Y = No(13=)) = ¢
1Y = KNM(LS ) * 2
SIDP3) = AYM(NRY=1) = XYM{HNlY=1) .
GE3ed) = XYM(HLY=1) = XVh(N3Y=1) ;
0lled) = XYM(M3Y=1) = XYii(N2Y=1)
E(Se1) = XYMWLLY ) = XYu(n2y )
o(3e1) = XYMIN3Y ) = XYo(N1Y )
;- D(Llol) = XYM(N2Y ) = XYri(N3Y )
B(crd) = vs(lel)
L(2e2) = 8(113)
4 B(423) = B(3s1)
3 Lir2) = B(I3) ]
B(brd) = B(5Hel)
L(6:12) = L(5r3)
uv ¢0 I = 146

DO &0 Kk = 13
po 20 L = 143
BU(Len) = bo(lsK) + BCIyL) * EE(LIK)
20 CONT1UE
eP(l) = EPX * HT 7 2,0
tP(2) = ePY * HT / 2,0
= / 2.0

EP(3) GXY * MT
O 30 § = 1,3
| FOGlY=L1) = FO(nlY=1) + GB(LleI) * EP(I)
i FUMLY ) = FO(ILY ) + ui(2,1) = EP(])
| FOlreY=1) = FU(ieY=1) + Li3(Se1) « EP(I)
FO(W2Y ) = FO(waY ) + BB3(wy1) * EP(I)
FOINSY=l) = FCO(IWJIY=1) * ©BD(%e1) * EP(I)
FOHU3Y ) = FUGWAY ) + LB(usl) = EP(I)
30 CONTINUL
hE TUKRN

END
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Subroutine Foredu

SUBKOUTIIE FOREDU
COMMUIN / ARRAYS / A(30¢200), FO(200), FIN(209), LIS(200),TDiIS(200)
COMMUN / GEOMET / Ibue Ly NRDe NZCy NM(450), NZP(40) s AYM(200)
lse = Iy = @ :
N1 = NRD = 82
Ne = N1l + 1
DO 10 H = 2/MNL
J2 = Jue + N
0O 10 | = NyJ2 |
FO(I) = FO(I) = (A(L=N+2,N=1) / A(1/N~1)) * FO(N=1)
10 CONTnUE
oU 20 W = N2rNRUu
DO 20 | = Ny,J2
FO(I) = FO(I) = (A(I=N+2,N=1) / A(1)N=1)) % FO(N=1)
20 CONT1INVUE
DO 60 JU = 1/)NRD
R =0,0
I = NRD = J
L0 50 K = 2,1IBD
IF (I+K=NKU) 40, 40, 30
3u DIS(I+K) = 0,0
3 40 R = R + A(KeI+1) * DIS(I4K)
50 CONTINUe
DIS(I+1) = (FO(I+1) = R) / A(leI+})
60 CONTiNUE

-

00 70 I = 1.NRO
TLDIS(I) = TulS(l) + DIS(I)
70 CONTINUE
RETUKIN

cND




Subroutine Qutput

SULIOUTINE OUTPUT (INC» IIT)

CUMMUIN / CONSTL / NE3» WNSXy NSYr MNANG» NFAIL, NXL, NX2,» NY1, MNY2 |
CUMMUN: / GEOMET / Itiue iNEly NRDs HZCe NM(450), P (40)» XYM(200) ;
COMMOl: /7 ALOADD / NXUs WAF, LIPX(L0)» NFPX(1C), i1£(2010)y EA(2)

COMMUN /Z YLOAUS 7/ HYUe» WNYFy NUPY(10)s NFPY(L10)s 1.Y(2010)0 EY(2)

COMMON / AN1SOT 7/ EXle Z20 Gy V12, THK(S) e ANGLE(9) s ALLOW(69&)» HT

COlMON / COMI'TY / ANGZR(D) s THETA(S)y ITT(150,9)

I CILIT oGT7,. 20) wRITE (02100) I1T, INC
IF (I17 GLE. 20) wrITE (0el70) INC, IIT
IF (NSX 4tG, 1) GO TO 10
TALOAD = EX(L1) * FLOAT(INC)
TYLOAUL = kY (1) * FLOAT(ING)
whlTE (60110) 114C» TALOAL» TYLOAD
oV Tu 20
10 TXLOAD = £X(2) * FLOAT(INC)
TYLOAD = €Y(2) * FLOAT(INC) 3
wRITE (Le120) INCe TXLOAL» TYLOAD
du uRlTC. (br130)
aniTE (60140)
WRAITL (001500 (ANGLE(L)r I = 1995)
wu 30 1 = 1.NEL
WwRITE (0el60) I (ITT(INJ)s J = 1,i{lANG)
30 CONTINUE
100 FORMAT (LHO,» 15X, 294THE LAMINATE HAS FAILED AFTERy 139 7/ 15X,
1 LTHITERATIONS IN THE. 1% 1Xy L1OHINCREMENNT,)
110 FORMAT (1H » 15X, 23hTHE MAGNITULE OF THE APPLIED / 15X»
1 cYHUISPLACEMENT THROUGH THE» T4y 7 1545 13HINCREMEN]D WAS)
1 FO 4r oHLILHLSY / 10X 2cHIN THE X DIRECTION ANU, Fo,.49
1 / 19X, 2orIINCHES IN THE Y DIRECTION,)
120 FURMAT (1r o 19X» 281THE MAGHITULE OF THE APPLIEDL / 15X

1 LOHLOAD THROUGH THE, 149 11Xy 9HINCREMENT / 15X» 3HWAS,
1 F11,0, Ixy» L14HLo/ZIN vl THE X /7 15Xe BHFACE ANDe FL11,00 1Xo
1 1eHLB/iN O THE / 15Xe 7Y FACE,)

130 FURMAT (1r0, 15X: 134FAILURE CCDE: / 17Xe 1UH1 = NO FAILURE / 17X
1 291Me = FALLED PAKALLEL TO FIBERS / 17x, 34143 = FAILEU PERPI

LWgICULAK TOU FIBERS / 17Xy 19M4% = FAILED IN SkiAR / 17Xy 474 = FAIL
loeD PARALLEL AnU PERPINGICULAR TO FIBERS / 17X, 4216 = FAILED PARA
leLEL TO FIBEKRS Aisw I SHEAR / 17Xy 47H7 = FAlLeis FERPINDICULAR TO
1F IBERS ARG IN SHeaR 7 L7xy 29HE = FAILED IN ALL THREE MODES 7/ 17X
1 29H2060t5 REFRESCNT TOTAL FAILURE /7)

140 FOURMAT (22X, H8HLAMINA L LAMINA 2 LAMINA 3 LaMINA % LAMINA O)

150 FOKMAT (LbX, 71zl v S(LHANGE » FB,0y 2X)» /)

160 FORMAT (LASXe 12, 7Xe 5(C 11, 9X))

170 FURMAT (15X, L1IHIHIS 1S THE. I%e 1X» 1OHINCREMENT. / 15X,
1 CTHEGUILLIBRIUNM waS OBTAINED IMe I3» 1Xe LLIHITERATIONS, /)
RETURN
ENOD
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