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Closed-form buckling analysis of unsymmetrically laminated plates
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The local stability of thin-walled fibre-reinforced plastic composite beams can be reduced to individual laminates using
discrete plate theory. These individual plates receive a supporting effect from their surrounding structure, which is modelled
with rotational restraints. In the present investigation, this buckling problem is described by a closed-form solution. The
energy-based method works with the Rayleigh quotient and the principle of the stationary value of the elastic potential energy.
For the analysis of unsymmetrically laminated plates, the classical laminated plate theory (CLPT) considers both the plate
deflection and the in-plane displacements. The first-order shear deformation theory (FSDT) and third-order shear deformation
theory (TSDT) additionally describe the cross-sectional rotations and thus take transverse shear deformations into account. In
addition to the direct consideration of the bending-extension couplings, these have also been investigated using the reduced
bending stiffness (RBS) method. The investigation shows the influence of bending-extension coupling on the stability of
compressively loaded unsymmetrically laminated plates. Moreover, it is found that the transverse shear stiffness reduces
the critical load at relatively high plate thicknesses. The closed-form analytical solution and the RBS method show good
agreement with finite element analyses. The presented closed-form analytical methods provide explicit solutions for the
critical compressive load of unsymmetric laminates under different boundary conditions. Due to the explicit solution, this
method is significantly more computationally efficient than numerical, semi-analytical or exact methods. The present methods
are characterised by a simple applicability as well as a very high computational efficiency and are very suitable for preliminary
design as well as optimisation of laminated structures.

© 2023 The Authors. Proceedings in Applied Mathematics & Mechanics published by Wiley-VCH GmbH.

1 Introduction

Fibre composites have excellent strength and stiffness properties at low density, which makes them ideal for lightweight
structures. These are mostly composed of plate-shaped layered structures called laminates. These laminates consist of very
strong and stiff fibres and a comparatively flexible plastic matrix. Because of the in-plane fibre direction, the laminates have a
comparatively low transverse stiffness. This can lead to high transverse shear deformations, which depend on the transverse
shear stiffness as well as on the plate thickness. Consequently, the transverse shear deformation cannot be neglected in many
cases. The cross-sectional deformation is described differently in the various laminated plate theories. The classical laminated
plate theory (CLPT) neglects the transverse shear deformations, i.e. the cross-section remains flat and perpendicular to the mid-
plane, see [1]. This is satisfied in a good approximation only for thin laminates. First order shear deformation theory (FSDT)
assumes constant transverse shear deformations and gives realistic results even for thicker laminates, see [2–4]. Third order
shear deformation theory (TSDT) describes cubic cross-sectional deformations, which is a more realistic model, see [5, 6].
Therefore, TSDT is also suitable for very thick laminates as well as for laminates with low transverse shear stiffnesses.

Fig. 1: Discrete plate analysis applied to the example of a stiffened plate with the SRSR plate (left) and an I-beam with the SFSR plate
(right).

The lightweight design of laminates generally leads to thin-walled structures. These structures have to be investigated on
their stability, which means performing linear buckling analyses. One way of doing this analytically is the so-called discrete
plate analysis, in which the structure is divided into individual plates and the surrounding structure is modelled with rotational
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elastic restraints. The restraint stiffness can be calculated, for example, as in [7]. These calculations can be performed
extremely efficiently with closed-form analytical methods. For laminates with rotational elastic restraints and symmetrical
othotropic laminate properties, such procedures can be found in [7–9] as well as [10, 11] and [12, 13] for CLPT, FSDT and
TSDT, respectively. The high computational efficiency of these methods plays an important role especially for laminated
structures, as they have significantly more design parameters than isotropic structures. This class of methods is excellent for
design studies, preliminary design and optimisation. The present method provides an explicit solution of the critical load and
extends the previously shown procedures to unsymmetric cross-ply and antisymmetric angle-ply laminates in the context of
CLPT, FSDT and TSDT. The presented method is an short version of [14], detailed information about the method can be
found in here.

2 Closed-form solution

The present method describes the buckling behaviour and buckling resistance of the compressively loaded laminates that are
shown in Fig. 1. The first of the two boundary conditions considered is a laminated plate that is simply supported at all
edges and has torsional elastic restraints at the two unloaded edges. This laminate is denoted as SRSR. The second laminate
has no support on one unloaded edge instead, this is a free edge and the laminate is called SFSR. In addition, two different
laminate types are considered in this study. Due to the fact that the unsymmetric cross-ply (CP) and the antisymmetric angle-
ply (AP) laminates have different bending-extension couplings, it is necessary to specify distinct in-plane boundary conditions
for the purely analytical description of the problem. The boundary conditions of these two cases are given below for the three
considered laminate theories CLPT, FSDT and TSDT. At the boundary x = 0, a applies to the simple support (S):

CP:

N0
xx = v0 = 0,

AP:

N0
xy = u0 = 0,









CLPT:

w0 =M0
xx = 0

FSDT:

w0 =M0
xx = ψy = 0

TSDT:

w0 =M0
xx = ψy = Pxx = 0

(1)

At the edge y = 0, b the following applies to the simple support with the rotational elastic restraint (R):

CP:

N0
yy = u0 = 0,

AP:

N0
xy = v0 = 0,









CLPT:

w0 =





[
−M0

yy − k0
∂w0

∂y

]
y=0

= 0

[
M0

yy − kb
∂w0

∂y

]
y=b

= 0

FSDT:

w0 = ψx =





[
−M0

yy + k0ψy

]
y=0

= 0
[
M0

yy + kbψy

]
y=b

= 0

TSDT:

w0 = ψx

= Pyy =





[
−M0

yy +
4
3t2Pyy + k0ψy

]
y=0

= 0
[
M0

yy − 4
3t2Pyy + kbψy

]
y=b

= 0

(2)

At the edge y = b for the free edge (F) the following applies:

CP, AP:

N0
yy = N0

xy = 0,





CLPT:
M0

yy = Q̂y = 0

FSDT:
M0

yy =M0
xy = Qy = 0

TSDT:{
M0

yy − 4
3t2Pyy = Pyy =M0

xy − 4
3t2Pxy

= 4
3t2

(
∂Pyy

∂y + 2
∂Pxy

∂x

)
+Qy − 4

t2Ry = 0

(3)
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The displacement field of the laminated plate theories can be written as:

CLPT : u(x, y, z) = u0(x, y)− z ∂w0(x,y)
∂x ,

v(x, y, z) = v0(x, y)− z ∂w0(x,y)
∂y ,

w(x, y, z) = w0(x, y).
FSDT : u (x, y, z) = u0 (x, y) + zψx (x, y) ,

v (x, y, z) = v0 (x, y) + zψy (x, y) ,
w (x, y) = w0 (x, y) .

TSDT : u(x, y, z) = u0(x, y) + zψx(x, y)− 4z3

3t2

(
ψx(x, y) +

∂w0(x,y)
∂x

)
,

v(x, y, z) = v0(x, y) + zψy(x, y)− 4z3

3t2

(
ψy(x, y) +

∂w0(x,y)
∂y

)
,

w(x, y) = w0(x, y).

(4)

The method is using a single-term Ritz method, also known as Rayleigh quotient, to describe the buckling problem of the
SRSR and SFSR plates from Fig. 1. In order to achieve this, corresponding shape functions of the displacement quantities
from the deflected system are considered. Each of the displacement quantities contains a single Ritz constant (U , V , W , X ,
Y ) and the functions are separated with respect to x and y as shown in the following equation:

Φ1,...,n = c1,...,n Φ
(1)
1,...,n (x) Φ

(2)
1,...,n (y) ,





n = 3 for CLPT

n = 5 for FSDT
and TSDT

(5)

with

Φi =




u0 (x, y)

v0 (x, y)

w0 (x, y)

ψx (x, y)

ψy (x, y)




, ci =




U

V

W

X

Y




, Φ
(1)
i =




u1 (x)

v1 (x)

w1 (x)

ψx1
(x)

ψy1
(x)




, Φ
(2)
i =




u2 (y)

v2 (y)

w2 (y)

ψx2
(y)

ψy2
(y)




.

The approaches are selected in such a way that they represent the buckling shape according to the different boundary condi-
tions. In the x-direction sine as well as cosine functions and in the y-direction polynomials of third as well as fourth order
have been chosen. These functions allow different values of restraint stiffness at the unloaded edges. Due to the different
in-plane boundary conditions, the approaches of unsymmetric cross-ply and antisymmetric angle-ply laminates are different
in the displacements u0 and v0. For the cross-ply laminate these are:

u1 = cos
(
mπ x

a

)
, u2 =

(
y
b

)
+W2

(
y
b

)2
+W3

(
y
b

)3
+W4

(
y
b

)4
,

v1 = sin
(
mπ x

a

)
, v2 = 1 + 2W2

(
y
b

)
+ 3W3

(
y
b

)2
+ 4W4

(
y
b

)3
.

(6)

The approaches of the antisymmetric angle-ply laminate show the following structure:

u1 = sin
(
mπ x

a

)
, u2 = 1 + 2W2

(
y
b

)
+ 3W3

(
y
b

)2
+ 4W4

(
y
b

)3
,

v1 = cos
(
mπ x

a

)
, v2 =

(
y
b

)
+W2

(
y
b

)2
+W3

(
y
b

)3
+W4

(
y
b

)4
.

(7)

For the remaining quantities, the approaches are identical and read as follows:

w1 = sin
(
mπ x

a

)
, w2 =

(
y
b

)
+W2

(
y
b

)2
+W3

(
y
b

)3
+W4

(
y
b

)4
,

ψx1
= cos

(
mπ x

a

)
, ψx2

=
(
y
b

)
+W2

(
y
b

)2
+W3

(
y
b

)3
+W4

(
y
b

)4
,

ψy1
= sin

(
mπ x

a

)
, ψy2

= 1 + 2W2

(
y
b

)
+ 3W3

(
y
b

)2
+ 4W4

(
y
b

)3
.

(8)

The approaches obtained in this way are substituted into the total potential energy of the laminate, which is composed of
the inner potential, the external potential and the potential of the rotational elastic restraint:

Π = Πi +Πa +Πs. (9)
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The individual components can be described as:

Πi =
1

2

∫ b

0

∫ a

0

εTN dx dy, (10)

Πa = −Ncr

2

∫ b

0

∫ a

0

{
ξx

(
∂w0

∂x

)2

+ ξy

(
∂w0

∂y

)2
}
dx dy, (11)

Πs =
1

2

a∫

0

t/2∫

−t/2

{
k0
t

[
ϕ2

]
y=0

+
kb
t

[
ϕ2

]
y=b

}
dz dx (12)

with

ϕ =
∂v(x, y, z)

∂z
. (13)

The plate dimensions length, width and thickness are given as a, b and t respectively. Substituting the approaches (5) into
the corresponding total potential of CLPT, FSDT or TSDT allows the extraction of Ritz’s constants and leads to the following
form for all laminated plate theories:

Π =
1

2
cTΛ c =

1

2
Λijcjci,





i, j = 1, 2, 3 for CLPT

i, j = 1, .., 5 for FSDT
and TSDT

(14)

with

Λij =




λ11 λ12 λ13 λ14 λ15

λ12 λ22 λ23 λ24 λ25

λ13 λ23 Ncrλ33 + λ33 λ34 λ35

λ14 λ24 λ34 λ44 λ45

λ15 λ25 λ35 λ45 λ55




,





i, j = 1, 2, 3
for CLPT

i, j = 1, .., 5
for FSDT
and TSDT

(15)

In the matrix Λ the integral expressions and the stiffness parameters are collected. A detailed description of these expressions
can be found in [14].

The system is in a state of equilibrium according to the principle of the stationary value of the elastic potential energy. This
can be described for the deflected plate with the Ritz equations, which read as follows:

∂Π

∂ci
= Λijcj = 0,





i, j = 1, 2, 3 for CLPT

i, j = 1, .., 5 for FSDT
and TSDT

(16)

This results in a linear system of equations which represents an eigenvalue problem with respect to the critical load. For its
solution, the vanishing of the coefficient matrix determinant is required:

det(Λij) = 0. (17)

These conditions result in an equation that can be solved for the critical load Ncr, which for the CLPT results in:

Ncr = −λ11λ22λ33 − λ11λ23
2 − λ12

2λ33 + 2λ12λ13λ23 − λ13
2λ22

λ̄33
(
λ11λ22 − λ12

2
) . (18)

For FSDT and TSDT, the solution can be defined using the Levi-Civita symbol εijklm as follows:

Ncr = −

5∑
i=1

5∑
j=1

5∑
k=1

5∑
l=1

5∑
m=1

εijklmλ1iλ2jλ3kλ4lλ5m

5∑
i=1

5∑
j=1

5∑
l=1

5∑
m=1

εij3lmλ1iλ2jλ33λ4lλ5m

. (19)

Due to the explicit representations of the solutions, this method is significantly more computationally efficient than numerical,
semi-analytical or exact methods and straightforward to implement.

© 2023 The Authors. Proceedings in Applied Mathematics & Mechanics published by Wiley-VCH GmbH. www.gamm-proceedings.com



PAMM · Proc. Appl. Math. Mech. 22:1 (2022) 5 of 6

Fig. 2: Cross-ply [(0◦/90◦)2]: The non-dimensional buckling load kx is given as a function of the rotational restraints k0, kb for different
relative widths b/t (5, 10, 100) and the boundary conditions SRSR and SFSR with the aspect ratio of a/b = 10. Graphic is taken from [14].

3 Results

The present analytical method (CF) is verified by finite element analysis (FEA) of single plates with rotational restraints.
Results from the RBS method are also included in the analysis. Here, the bending stiffnesses have been reduced from the
stiffness matrix of the constitutive law by using RBS and the laminates have subsequently been considered as symmetrical.
These are then calculated using the closed-form analytical methods as well. The main difference is that once the bending-
extension coupling is considered directly and in the RBS using reduced stiffnesses. In Fig. 2 the restraint stiffness (k0, kb) of a
cross-ply laminate is investigated for different relative widths (b/t). In the upper part of the graph are curves of the SRSR plate
and in the lower part those of the SFSR plate. It can be observed that the analytical CLPT solutions show a good agreement
for large b/t ratios, but a very large deviation for small ones. For the higher-order laminated plate theories FSDT and TSDT,
good agreements between CF and RBS with FEA are observed.

The antisymmetric angle-ply laminates in the context of TSDT show very good agreement between CF and FEA in Fig. 3
for the SRSR plate on the one hand. The fibre angles are mapped very well. The RBS, on the other hand, shows larger
differences for small ply repetitions n. Larger deviations are observed for the SFSR plate.

4 Conclusion

The presented methods calculate the buckling loads of laminated plates that exhibit symmetric as well as unsymmetric or-
thotropic behaviour, namely unsymmetric cross-ply and antisymmetric angle-ply laminates. The CLPT neglects the influence
of the transverse shear deformations and consequently overestimates the critical load for small relative widths. The present CF
method shows very good agreement for cross-ply laminates in direct application as well as with the RBS method. With regard
to angle-ply laminates, on the one hand it can be noted that the laminate with the free edge (SFSR plate) shows larger devia-
tions. If necessary, other methods such as a Lévy-type solution or FEA should be used. On the other hand, the RBS method
shows significant deviations for small layer repetitions. Besides the cases mentioned, good agreements can be observed for
the angle-ply laminates as well. Due to the explicit solution, the method shows a very high computational efficiency as well
as a good applicability and is very well suited for the preliminary design and optimisation of laminated structures.
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Fig. 3: Angle-ply [(θ◦/− θ◦)n]: The non-dimensional buckling load kx is given with respect to the ply angle θ for the relative width of
b/t = 10 and the aspect ratio of a/b = 1. The ply repetitions n = 1, 2,∞ for the boundary conditions SRSR and SFSR with the rotational
elastic restraints k0 = kb = 105 N and k0 = 104 N, respectively, are considered. Graphic is taken from [14].
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