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ABSTRACT

AXISYMMETRIC VIBRATIONS OF HOMOGENEOUS AND SANDWICH
SPHERICAL SHELLS WITH A HOLE AT THE CENTER

by
Wai-Kwong Wong
Based on Hamilton’s principle and the theory of elasticity, both linear and nonlinear
governing equations of motion are derived for elastic spherical shells. Most of the
analysis is focused on the free axisymmetric vibrations of homogeneous and
sandwich shallow spherical shells. The nonlinear behavior, which allows for small
deflections, is also discussed.

The linear vibrations of homogeneous and sandwich shallow spherical shells
with a hole at the center are investigated with emphasis placed on the effect of
thickness-éhear deformation and rotatory inertia. The effects of curvature and the
size of the central hole are studied for free axisymmetric motions of spherical shells
with various types of edge conditions. Two tracers are introduced to identify the
transverse-shear deformation and rotatory inertia terms in the homogeneous shell and
in the core of the sandwich shell. The refined model is derived which includes these
two effects while the classical model is formulated by setting the tracers equal to
zero. The face layers of the sandwich shell are taken to be membranes. Equations
governing the axisymmetric motion of shallow shells are deduced yielding a system
of three second-order differential equations in terms of the displacements and time.
The numerical solution of the governing equations is obtained by using the Shooting

Method, in which the natural frequency is assumed to be the same in all



displacements. By introducing dimensionless ratios related to the elastic and
geometric properties of the shell, the equations appear in a form which is readily
adaptable for solutions of homogeneous and sandwich shallow spherical shells as
well as circular plates.

Numerical results for the linear vibrations of a sandwich shell reveal that the
effect of thickness-shear deformation and rotatory inertia must be considered in
calculating the natural frequencies. For both homogeneous and sandwich shells, the
curvature has a dramatic effect on the increase of the fundamental frequencies. The
fundamental frequencies increase with the increase of the size of the central hole for
all of the boundary conditions investigated for the refined model. For the classical
model, the frequency increase with size of hole is limited to the case of the clamped
outer boundary conditions.

Numerical results show that for the nonlinear vibrations of the homogeneous
shell with relatively small curvature, the magnitude of the deflection should be small
in order to get the natural frequency.

On the other hand, the Finite Difference Method, which is employed to solve
both the linear and nonlinear cases, shows that the natural frequency may not be the

same for all displacements.
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CHAPTER 1-

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Research Objectives
The problem of vibrations of both homogeneous and sandwich spherical shells has been
investigated extensively because of the important applications of such structures in
different fields of aerospace and mechanical engineering. Since sandwich structures
possess good heat insulating properties, their shell configurations find wide applications
in various modern and sophisticated components such as space vehicles, domes, nucleéi
reactors, and pressure vessels.

Time-dependent vibratory motions are set up in a spherical shell whenever it is
disturbed from a position of stable equilibrium. If these motions occur in the aBsence of
external loads, they are classified as free vibrations. If these motions are set up by time-
dependent external loads, they are referred to as forced vibrations. A spherical shell,
since it is assumed to be an elastic body, is composed of an infinite number of mass
particles. As a consequence, when it is set into motion it possesses an infinite number of
degrees of freedom. Its response to a disturbance may thus be analyzed into an infinite
number of periodic motions which are referred to as its normal modes of free vibration.
Each of theses normal modes has an associated natural frequency of free vibration.

A knowledge of the free-vibration characteristics of elastic shells is important
both to our general understanding of the fundamentals of the behavior of a shell and to
the industrial application of spherical shell structures. In connection with the latter, the
natural frequencies of the spherical shells must be known in order to avoid the destructive

effect of resonance with nearby rotating or oscillating equipment.



The objective of this investigation is to study linear axisymmetric free vibrations
of homogeneous and sandwich shallow spherical shells with a circular hole at its center,
in which various types of edge conditions are employed. The curvature of the shell and
the size of the central hole are varied to investigate the free natural frequencies by using
the Shooting Method. Emphasis is on the transition from the vibrations of a circular flat
plate to those of a spherical shell. The effects of transverse shear deformation and
rotatory inertia are included in the analysis.

On the other hand, there are many situations such as seismic tests or nuclear
explosions, in which these structures are subjected to transient loads and large amplitudes
of motion may occur. If the amplitude of motion is of the same order as the thickness of
the shell, then for the mathematical description of the motion the linear theory of shells is
inadequate and the use of nonlinear theory of shells is necessary. This will take into
account the large deformation with higher order bending and stretching effects.

The further work of this investigation on nonlinear behavior of the free vibration
of homogeneous spheric:al shells will be discussed because it is necessary to employ
nonlinear theories which allow for finite deflections, since the solqtions predicted by the
linear theory are valid only for small displacements. The nonlinear behavior assumes the
angles of rotation are large compared to the linear strain components and small compared
to unity, thus leading to nonlinear strain-displacement relations. It follows that the

problem becomes geometrically nonlinear but remains linear in material properties.



1.2 Literature Survey
By using a generalized Hamilton’s principle in deﬁvation of the equations of motion,
Koplik [1] and Grossman [2] investigated the vibrations of both linear and nonlinear
spherical shells without a central hole, respectively.

Simplified nonlinear elasticity theory, referred to as the case of small
deformations and small rotations [3], has been applied by many authors in considering
the finite displacements of thin elastic bodies such as plates and shells. Yu [4] introduced
a generalized variational equation of motion in nonlinear elasticity theory i which
displacements and strains are expressed in powers of the thickness coordinate and
stresses are integrated over the thickness to yield shell-stresses. Carrying out the
variational approximation in the thickness direction yields the generalized variational
equation of motion for the shell, with Euler equations yielding the complete system of
stress equatioﬁs of motion, boundary conditions, and stress-strain-displacement relations.
Koplik [1] derived a complete and consistent system of first-order dynamic equations for
both thin homogeneous spherical shells and thin sandwich spherical shells, by adopting
the linearized version of the generalized Hamilton’s principle.

To simplify the nonlinear theory, small deformations and small rotations are
applied, in which the angles of rotation are large compared to the linear strain
components and small compared to unity, thus leading to nonlinear strain-displacement
relations. However, the strains still maintain their linear relationship with the stresses,
with the result that the problem becomes geometrically nonlinear but remains linear m
material properties. For such simplified nonlinear strains, Yu [5] made use of the

ordinary variational equation of motion to derive the nonlinear equations of motion and



boundary conditions for cylindrical shells. Grossman [2] derived a complete and
consistent system of nonlinear dynamic equations for thin homogeneous spherical shells
by adopting the generalized variational equation of motion.

Recently, Xu and Chia [6] employed the Marguerre-type shallow-shell theory to
study dynamics of shallow spherical shells with a circular opening at the apex. However,
in spite of the importance of their research, their work received little attention. Hence, in
this dissertation, we will derive the linear dynamic equations for both the thin
homogeneous and sandwich spherical shells with a hole at the center. Also, we will show
the nonlinear dynamic equations for thin homogeneous spherical shells with holes at the
center. The derivation is based on the work done in [1, 2, 4, 5] and Hamilton’s principle
[7, 8]. The texts by Leissa [9, 10] include a very well-prepared bibliography, covering
the literature in spherical shell and circular plates. The books by Wang [11] and |

Sokolnikoff [12] explain the background of the theory of elasticity.

1.3 Present Work
In Chapter 2 of this dissertation, the linearized stress equations of motion for both thin
homogeneous shallow spherical shells and thin sandwich shallow spherical shells are
derived for axisymmetric vibrations. Two tracers are introduced to identify the effects of
transverse shear deformation and rotatory inertia terms in the homogeneous shell and in
the core of the sandwich shell. The face layers of the sandwich shell are taken to be
membranes. The governing differential equations of the refined model which includes
these two effects are deduced yielding a system of three second-order differential

equations in terms of the displacements. The governing differential equations of the



classical model are formulated by neglecting the two effects by setting the tracers equal
to zero.

Chapter 3 of this investigation, the nonlinear axisymmetric vibrations for thin
homogeneous spherical shells are derived for both the refined and classical models.

In Chapter 4, the Shooting Method [13, 14, 15] is employed to solve for the
natural frequencies of the linear axisymmetric vibrations of homogeneous and sandwich
spherical shells for both models. The analysis is applied for varied curvature and the size
of the central hole of the shells with various edge conditions.

Finally in Chapter 5, the Finite Difference Method [16, 17, 18] is applied to
analyze the ‘transition from linear axisymmetric vibrations to nonlinear axisymmetric

vibrations for the classical model.



CHAPTER 2

EQUATIONS FOR HOMOGENOUS AND SANDWICH SPHERICAL SHELLS

2.1 Spherical Shell Coordinates

In this thesis, the basic assumptions are that the spherical shells are thin and elastic.
Generally, if the shell is composed of a single homogeneous material, the middle surface
is selected as the reference surface. If the shell is of layered construction, it is more
convenient to use, as the reference surface, or so-called neutral surface that is analogous
to the neutral axis of a beam.

In order to understand the sandwich spherical shell coordinates, it is advisable as a
first step to present a single-layered homogeneous spherical shell. The spherical

coordinates for the homogeneous case, ¢, @, and R+z are chosen so that z=0 designates

the middle surface whose radius is R and z = +h designates the outer and inner surfaces.

Figure 1.1 Spherical Coordinates



As shown in Figure 1.1, ¢ is the angle between the normal to the middle surface
and the z axis in the horizontal plane. The coordinates ¢ and € are sufficient to locate a
particular point on the middle surface.

In treating problems with spherical sandwich shells, ¢, 6, z;, are employed with

the three spherical middle surfaces of the layers as the reference surfaces for
measurements in the thickness direction, the subscript i=1,2, or 3 referring to the core,

inner or outer face layers of the sandwich.

Figure 1.2 Cross-section of Sandwich Spherical Shell

As shown in Figure 1.2, this coordinate system requires the use of the three radii,

R,. Based on the assumption from [1], the two face layers are chosen to have the same
thickness and to be of the same material. The core has a thickness 25, , each of the two

face layers a thickness 2h, , and the total thickness of the shell is 2h.

: . h | S
Due to the assumption that the face layers are membranes with —= < 30’ it 18

reasonable to set the three radii, R, approximately equal to R, so as to offer the



convenience of symmetrical integration in the ‘derivation. In this manner, the stress-
strain-displacement relations, introduced later, can be deduced most easily from those of

the homogeneous spherical shell. Of course, both the z and z; coordinates can be used

interchangeably for homogeneous and sandwich problems.

To employ the thin shell assumption the following 1s taken as,

(R+z):R(1+7‘;-)zR @2.1)

due to —Z—<< 1.
R

Further, by assuming ¢ to be much smaller than unity, the corresponding

equations can be reduced to those for shallow spherical shells. For such shells this

assumption leads to the following reductions,

sin ¢ = ¢, cot¢z%, Rp=r, ——=~—. (2.2)

By means of these relations the ¢, 8, z coordinates are then replaced by the
r, 8, z coordinates, respectively.

The criterion for shallowness accepted in [1] as well as by most authors is adopted
as follows,

H_H2%
a 2ha

<

(2.3)

S

where H is the rise from the reference plane to the highest point in the middle surface of
the shell and a is the projected radius of the shell on the reference plane, as shown in

Figure 1.3. If the equation of a meridian of a spherical shell is taken in the form,

R*=(R-H)* +a’



then, R>=R’-2HR+H’+ad’
For a shallow spherical shell, the H 2 term is taken to be zero, resulting 1n,

a’ =2HR. (2.4)
The shallow shell equations can then be further reduced by restricting the analysis to that
of axisymmetric (torsionless) motion. This is accomplished by setting u, =0, £, =0

and independence of 6.

Figure 1.3 Homogeneous Shallow Spherical Shell

2.2 Displacement Form
For a moderately thin shallow spherical shell of uniform thickness 2k with coordinates r,
¢ in the middle surface and its faces at z==+h, the displacefnents are assumed to be of
the following form:
U,(r,0,z,t)=u,(r,0,t)+z8,(r,0,t),

U,(r,0,z,t) =u,(r,0,t)+ z8,(r,0,t), (2.5)

U, (r,0,z,t) =w(r,0,t),
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where the quantities u,, u,,f,,0, and w are the shell-displacements and all are
functions of r, € and time, t only. Whereas u,, u,, and w are displacements at the

middle surface of the shell in the r, 8 and thickness direction z, the variables S, and f3,

are the angular displacements of the normal to the middle surface of the shell in the r
and @ directions.
By taking the axisymmetric (torsionless) assumptions, the displacement form is

further reduced to,
U,(r,0,z,t) =u(r,t) + z5(r,1),
Uy =0, : (2.6)
U,(r,0,z,t) =w(r,t).

It should be noted that the assumed displacements are the truncated forms of the
infinite expansion series for displacements given by Cauchy and Poisson for plates [1].
Since a plate is a special case of a spherical shell with an infinite radius of curvature,
these displacements are assumed in [1] to obtain axisymmetric and shallow spherical
shell equations for infinitesimal displacements.

To present a unified approach for the sandwich spherical shells, r, 8, z,

coordinate system is adopted, where the subscript i=1,2, or 3 referring to the core, inner
or outer face layers of the sandwich respectively.

By taking the axisymmetric (torsionless) and shallow shell assumptions and the face
layers to be membranes and therefore neglecting their flexural rigidities, the resulting

displacements are in the form:
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UP(r,0,2,0) =UP (r,0,2,,) =US’(r,0,2,,1) =0,

UL (r,0,z,,0) =u(r,t) +z,B(r,1),

UP (r,0,z,,t) =u(r,t)-h p(r,1), .7
U (r,0,z,,t) =u(r,t)+ b B(r,1),

U (r,0,2,,0)=UP(r,0,2,,0) =U P (r,0,25,8) = w(r,1).
The superscript (i) =1,2 or 3 designates the core, inner or outer face layer of the sandwich

and z,is measured from the middle surface of each layer.

The quantities u, § and w are the shell-displacements and all are functions of r
and time, ¢ only. Whereas u and w are displacements at the middle surface of the core in
the r and z directions, respectively. The variable £ is the angular displacement of the
normal to the middle surface of the core in the r direction.

With the shell-displacements cilosen in this form it can be seen that the
displacements are continuous at the interfaces between the core and faces of the sandwich
shallow spherical shell. Furthermore, with independence of £ and w, the thickness-
shear deformation of the core can be included in the analysis, although no account is

taken of this effect in the faces.

2.3 Hamilton’s Principle
Of the many procedures that are available to derive the equations of motion for the thin
elastic spherical shell, Hamilton's principle is employed on account of its simplicity and
elegance and because, at the same time, the natural boundary conditions that are to be

derived. Hamilton’s principle is an extension of the principle of virtual work from statics



12

to dynamics. It can be formulated for either a rigid or deformable body by invoking
D’ Alembert’s principle to accommodate inertia forces. Integration with respect to time is

carried out between fixed initial and final instants of time ¢, and ¢, under the constraint
that the virtual displacement is required to vanish at #, and #,. In the case of a
deformable body, the virtual displacement must also vanish at those parts of the boundary
on which displacement are prescribed.

Hence, the Hamilton’s principle is given as,

5[(1( ~U+W)dr =0, (2.82)

where U _is the strain energy and K is the kinetic energy, and W is the work potential.
However, W is set to be zero for the free vibration analysis, hence,
5[ (K-Uydr=0. (2.8b)
The times ¢, and ¢, are arbitrary. The symbol & is the variational symbol and is
treated mathematically like a differential symbol. Variational displacements are
arbitrary. Since the strain energy involves the stress and strain terms, with both related to

the displacements, the next section is to show the stress-strain-displacement relations.
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2.4 Stress-Strain-Displacement Relations
2.4.1 Strain-Displacement Relations
The theory of elasticity is employed to derive the strain-displacement relations for the
homogeneous spherical shell, in which the derivation is shown in Appendix A. Then the

strain — displacement relations for the sandwich spherical shells become,

o U0 UY _ou w OB o U2 UD wow B
" or R o R or 60 R r R 'r
6} o8 m 0) )

eg):aU, Ul Ul o, e;g):ﬁl_]r_+ﬂ_=§£‘_+ﬂ_;ﬁ%,
0z, R or or or R or R or
(2) (2) (3) 3

e§§)=L+L:Z+K—Mﬁ, eg):_a&_+_qz_=@. w .aﬁ’
r R r R r or R or R or

2) _ 0
e =Tl 4= e =e =0, (2.9

where the superscript (i) =1,2 or 3 designates the core, inner or outer face layer of the
sandwich, respectively. It should be noted that due to the assumption that the face layers
are membranes, the transverse shearing shell-stresses in the faces are equal to zero, so

that,

e? =¢? =0. (2.10)

rz

While eg) and efg are zero because of the axisymmetric assumption, which is shown in

the Appendix A.
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2.4.2 Stress-Strain Relations
With the assumption of the shell to be elastic, generalized Hooke’s law [7] can be applied

to the shells that are made of elastic materials. The following shows the stress-strain

relations,
ol = f—;f(eﬁj) +ved), 2.11a)
o) = 113" : (eé(,fq’ +Uiefi)), (2.11b)
) :ﬂ 0] (2.11¢c) ‘

o e,
7 2M+,)
where i=1,20r3, E; =E, ,u; =v, and h; = h, due to the same face layers thickness

2
ky is the correction factor having the value 71[—2 as in [1] for the purpose of adjusting the

simple thickness-shear frequency of a homogeneous plate to its exact value. k;, is taken
equal to unity for the sandwich spherical shell.

It should be noted that due to the membrane face layers assumption, we get,

c® =% =0. (2.12a)

rz rZ
The normal stress ag) , which acts in normal direction to the neutral surface, is neglected,
) —
o, =0. (2.12b)
This is based on the argument that on an unloaded outer shell surface it is zero, or if a

load acts on the shell, it is equivalent in magnitude to the external load on the shell,

which is a relatively small value in most cases.
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Furthermore, since eé? and efg are zero, we have,

oy =cl=0. (2.12¢)

2.4.3 Stress Resultant-Displacement Relations
Since the strains, and therefore the stresses, have been shown to be linear across the
thickness of a thin elastic spherical shell, it is convenient to integrate the stress

distributions through the thickness of the shell and to replace the usual consideration of

stresses by a consideration of statically equivalent force resultants, N ® N5, 0 and

r

bending moments resultants, MY M. In the following, all the stresses will be

o’
integrated in which they act on a shell element whose dimensions are infinitesimal in the

rand @ directions and equal to the shell thickness in the normal direction, z; .

Hence the corresponding resultants are,

h

Membrane forces: N = j odz, , (2.13a)
-h',
hi
Bending moments: M{ = [z,00dz,, (2.13b)
—h.
by
Transverse shear force: szl) = J-O',(i)dzl , (2.13¢)
—h

where i=1,2o0r3, jj=rror68, h, = h, due to the same face layers thickness

It should be noted that the following integral equations are for the integration of the

stresses across the thickness:

3

, h, By oh
_[dz, =2h,, J‘zidzi =0, jz?dz,- = T’v (2.14)
h, h, h,
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The membrane force N&

r 2

is obtained by substituting (2.11a) into (2.13a) giving the
force-strain relation,
b h
E
NO = Iog)dzl = I( Do, eég)izl.
_hl l‘-Ul _hi

The force-displacement relation is now obtained by substituting (2.9) into the above

equation,
By
NO = E, ! {a_”_*_ﬂ_'_ 16'3}4-01[ +K+Z1£J dz, ,
1—01 or R or r R r
or NO = 2Eh |:6u 011‘_4,(14.01)2] (2.15a)
1-v} | or r R

For the membrane force N ,(T” , the force-strain relation 1is,

hy
N = ja(z)dzz 12)2 j( 2 4v, e )i22

1 2 —'h2

Then the force-displacement relation is,

E ou w op u B

N® = —2— —t——h = +—— dz, ,
" 1—022 _'L{[ar R h ar] 2[r R h r_} 2

or N® = 2E2h22 [a—“+ 2—+(1+uz)ﬁ—h18ﬁ ozhlﬂ , (2.15b)

1-v; R
. 2E,h, | ou u w op B
similarl NO =222 ,—+(1+0,)—+h =+v —:!. 2.15¢

y r 1- L); |:ar r ( Z)R hl or Zh'l r ( )

By the same substitution process with (2.9), (2.11b), (2.13a) and (2.14), the membrane

forces N, are obtained as follows,

2

Né:)) — 2E1h’ll: 9’14.“ +(1+Ul)w:| (2163)
1-v; Yor r R
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NG = ZEZ"?{ Wt o oh L ﬁ}, (2.16b)
1 U7 ar r

NG-= ZEZ"Z[ Bt o o Lo } (2.160)
1-v; 2 or

To obtain the bending moment M, (2.11a) is substituted into (2.13b) giving the

moment-strain relation,

y
» (1
2 le( T U €g }izr

Mfi) = le (])dzl 0
1 -k

The moment-displacement relation is now obtained by substituting (2.9) into the above

equation,
b
MD = i;j. z [814 +w+z1 a'H}+ulz,[1+3+zlﬁ] dz, .
1-v; 3 or R or r R r
therefore MY = ZE—I}I‘Z{QEH)I -'B—}, (2.17a)
3(1-v;) | or r
hy hy
o E
similarly Mgy = j 2,04 dz, = _;2 “.Zl(eg?) +ue mﬁzv
-k 1 -
3
or MO= 2Bk { %, ﬂ] (2.17b)
31-v)L or r

By the same substitution process utilizing (2.9), (2.11a), (2.11b), (2.132) and (2.14), the

bending moments M >, M®, MY and M > are all equal to zero because all the terms

h;
in the integration involve Izidzi , which is equal to zero.
~h,

To obtain the transverse shear force sz” , we substitute (2.11¢) into (2.13c) giving the

force-strain relation,
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oy = ?dez B ]Lemdz :
; n T 2% (+v,)3 " l

The force-displacement relation is now obtained by substituting (2.9) into the above

equation,
0¥ = E, ]L {6w + ,led
= 2ks(1+U1)_nl or o
therefore QY = ﬂl——[-@-k ﬂ} = ﬂl}——[@+ ,B:I, (2.18)
k. (1+v) | or k,(1+v) | Or

1. .
where k, (=—) is a tracer for transverse shear deformation.
H

From (2.12a) and (2.12c¢), all the other transverse shear forces are equal to zero due to
their related zero stresses.
Since the normal stresses are assumed to be zero in (2.12b), normal forces N g) are equal

to zero.
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2.5 Stress Equations of Motion
In this section, the stress equations of motion for the homogeneous and sandwich

spherical shells are derived by using Hamilton’s principle, introduced in Section 2.3.

f
Refer to (2.8b), & _[ (K -U)dr =0, the kinetic energy K and the strain energy U are shown

To
as the following:

The kinetic energy of an infinitesimal element is given by,

dK""%m[(Uﬁ‘))z +(U M)*av, +%p2[<U'£”>2 +(U)*1dV,

FPlOPP OV, @19)

where the dot indicates a time derivative, dV; = rdrd6dz; is the infinitesimal volume,
i=1,2 or 3, and p; is the density, where p, = p,.

Substituting (2.7) into (2.19) gives,

h1 P2 :
K= % g | ‘jh‘ [ +2,8)° +w2]dzlrdrd9+—%2— £ | £ [~y B)* +* 1z, rdrd

h,
+ 22 [ [l +h )? +1dzyrdrd@.
2 6r—h,

Since the displacements are independent of 6, measured from 0 to 27 , then

y
K= 2;;%[ [1a? + 22 + 27 f° + iz, rdr
r=h

hy
+27z%—j [li? ~2haf+h B* + Vdeyrdr
r
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2n£22—j hf[uz + 2R + b} % + WP ldz,rdr .
r—h,
Integrating over the thickness of the shell gives,
K= 27tp1hlj[u2 + W lrdr + 271‘—'91:—13]‘,82)’(1"
+4mpyh, (42 + W Irdr +4mp,h’h, [ BPrdr .
Taking the variations for the displacements and applying Hamilton’s principle yields,

| !
J(S‘Kdt = 27r”[—(2p1h1-+ 4p,h))iidu — (2 phy + 4p,h, )Wow

to tor

3 )
- (2—'0:;—h1-+ 4p2h12h2) Bopirdrdt.  (2.20)
Since from integrating by parts, for instance,

5Ju2dt = JZué'udt ~2[ué‘u]'l 2!u5udt = —2fu5udt

'o fo
while [L't5u]:}) = 0 because the virtual displacernent or the velocity is zero at f =f; and
r=t,.
In the following the strain energy is determined by using Hamilton’s principle.

The strain energy of one infinitesimal element is given by,

dU = Z L09e? 160l +6 eV, . (2.21)

r rr rz -rz
l

Integrating over the volume of the shell we have,

h
U= _” j[o(‘)e") +osew +oel dz,rdrd6 .
6 r h

I\J|-

i=1



To apply Hamilton’s principle of strain energy yields,

h;
II j[&jm D48 + 30 el + o dey
8 r -h.

55 e + oV6el) 1dz;rdrd 6dr .

By substituting (2.11a), (2.11b) and (2.11c) into the equation we obtain,

jaudt_z R (6 o dees] P (e +viefy e

l"l 1007—}1 1— _Ul

+ - (Sely) +v;0eD)ely) + - (e(') +v,e)0es)

1-v:

1

+ EikH &(i)e(i)_’_ EikH

Del el del) \dz,rdrd 6ds .
2(1+v,) 2(1+v;)

Collecting the terms of variational strain gives,
j&Udt — z J’J""“‘[ 1 (e(l)+ve('))5e(l) - 1 (e(l) +U,€£;))5€(l)
I 6r-h 1T

+ Eky e5e 1dz,rdrd Gdt .
1+v

i

By using stress-strain relations from (2.11a), (2.11b) and (2.11c) yields,

j Judt =3 j {f j (0056 + ol dely + 0% 5e 1dz;rdrd 6t

i= 1109 r—h,

21

(2.22)

By substituting (2.9), (2.10) and (2.12a) into (2.22) and integrating the 6 from 0 to 27,

JSUdt = 27r” j{ o 6(5u)+5_w+ 5(5'8) (D[&l 5W+21%
or r

tor—h R
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“>[a(5w) + 581 )dz,rdrdt

+bqjj{<bﬁwm 2 iy X o 24 2y Lz

o7 -y R or
+27r” j{ <3>[6(5”) ‘Zﬂ 1_6(86rﬁ)]+0<3) ou m ]}dz3rdrdt
tor-—h,

Substituting (2.13) into the above equation yields,

ou 5w

o(du) O
L S NG+ NG+ NG+

j5Udr = 27:”{[1\/“) +NP + N

MY RN 4 th(3)]a(5:B) MY - th(z)Jrth(%)]?rﬁ

6(6w)

+0P[—— +6,8]} rdrdt ,

or

100N) _130N,”) 180ND) Ng  Nig  Nog s,
or r or r or r r r

jaudt =2 jj{[

tor

1aoM Py 1
)
or r

) oy MY @) NO
O(rN,, )—l}h O(rN,; ) . % _p, Ngo 2o o0ysp

or r or r

S LO00) (NP AN AND) (N + N +Nog)

16w }rdrdt
r or R R

27 j [ON® +rN® +rN2YSu+(M Y — iy NP + rh, N )P +(rQ yowl’ dt .

(2.23)

From integration by parts, we have for the first terms as an example,



HN 8(&4) rdrdt = _[[rN ,ouly dr - ”[1 6(?/,,)5 Irdrdr

fo

n n
Applying Hamilton’s principle (2.8b), & [(K - U)dt = [ (5K —8U)dt = 0, and by using

To to

(2.20) and (2.23),we obtain,

+( r Ir rr )__(

. ”{[GN“) NG N | NP NP +ND . N+ NG+ NG
or r ‘ r

for

—(2p,h, +4p,h,)iléu

8M m aN(Z) aN(3) M(l) N(2) N(3)

T4 ”__h I+
—h or r Lo h r
m ) (3) 3 p
_ Mrw R LR LIV 8%

200 0P (NO+ND+ND) (NG NG +NG)
or r R R

+[

23

— (2p.hy + 4 pyhy )Wiow)rdrds

n
—an'[(rN“) +rNP +rNOYou+(M Y —riy NP + rthff))::) bYi, +(rQr(zl))5w]:lodt =0.

Iy

(2.24)

The equation (2.24) can only be satisfied if each of the double and single integral

parts is zero individually. Moreover, since the variational displacements are arbitrary,

each integral equation can only be satisfied if the coefficients of the variational

displacements are zero. Thus, the coefficients of the double integral set to zero give the

following three Stress Equations of Motion:
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N N aNm N END END NG NG N

rr + rr rr rr
( or or ) ( r )=
- Q2ph +4p,h)i =0, (2.25a)
(1) (2) 3 (1‘) (2) (3) M(D (2) N(3)
(aMrr _h]aNrr +hlaNrr )+(Mn "h1N’T +thﬂ )_( 66 _h NGG h 99)
or or or r r r r r r

_oW —k,(FA P1h1 +4p,hh)B =0, (2.25b)

0L Q) (N +Ng) (N +Nigh) (N +Nog)
or r R R R

—Q2phy +4ph)W =0,  (2.250)

where k, is a tracer for rotatory inertia.

2.6 Boundary Conditions
For the single integral part of (2.24) to be zero, the coefficients of the virtual
displacements or the virtual displacements are set to be zero. Since virtual displacements

~ are only zero at all times when the boundary displacements are prescribed, this translates

into the following possible boundary conditions for 7, and r,,
[IND +rN2 +rNPT! =0 or [6u]} =0 (2.26a)
['MY —ryNP +riyN 17 =0 or  [86]) =0 (2.26b)

[ ng)]rl — or [5w]j0 =0 (2.26¢)
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2.7 Displacement Equations of Motion
This section derives the displacement equations of motion for the homogeneous and

sandwich spherical shell. Two models will be presented. Since the equations include the
effects of rotatory inertia £ and transverse shear Q, the model is called the Refined

Model. To obtain results for this model, calculations are made with the tracers

12

k, =k, =1 for the sandwich case and k, =—; and k, =1 for the homogeneous case.
7

The second model, called the Classical Model is obtained by setting k, =k, =0, in

which rotatory inertia and transverse shear effects are neglected.

2.7.1 Refined Model

Substituting the stress resultant-displacements relations from (2.15) to (2.18) into the
stress equation of motion (2.25) results in the following three Displacement Equations of
Motion.

The first one in the y-direction is obtained by substituting (2.15) and (2.16) into (2.25a):

M[a_ ﬁ(y.”m;@v_}

1-v?| or® Yor r R or
2B,h, (0% 0 u. (+v)dw . °p o B
$22220 7 “ i (D) + 2 - —v,h —(&
1-v? _arz 2 8r(r) R or & or? Valy 8r( r)

2E,h, [ 0% & u. (+v)dw , 3°f o B
—tU, — (=)t ——2—+ +v,h, — (&=
1-v; | or® Uzar(r) R or hlar2 l)“hl('ir(r)

WLM(l a—u+u1 £+(l+u,)—v—v-}
or r R
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G2y L0 M) aﬂ h,ﬂ
1-v; rior r R

L 2hy 1 =(=) —aﬁ+u2—+(1+uz)—+h1 'B+uzh1-é
1 v, rpor R or i
2Eh 1| Ou  u w

S () v, —+=+(1
l—ulz(r i b r+( +Ul)R}
_E, h2( ) a—u+ +(1+v )»——uth 6ﬁ - h ’m
1- 02 L Yor r r
_2E hz( ) 5_u+ —+(1+v 2) +u2h1 +h]'B
1- 02 i 2or r

~(2pyy +4pyhy)ii = 0.

By expanding and collecting the terms with the same coefficients yields,

2E.h 0*u v, 0u v,  (1+v) ow
i e B e B e e
1-v2 or* ror r? R or

10u ﬁu+(1+ul)w v, Ou lu Q+v)w
ror r? r R ror r? r R

4Bk 62u+02 ou_v,  (A+v,)ow

1 1)2 ot ror r? R or
1ow v,  (A+v)w vy ou 1 - (A+0)w,
ror r? r R ror r? r R

—(2ph +4p,h,)i =0,

2Eh, 4E,h, 0*u 10u 1
Hs+~———

2E b (1+vy) 4Eh(1+02)]8w
1-v} 1 v, or* ror

R(1-v}) R(1-v}) “or

ul+[

or, [

= (2phy +4pyh)i =0

(2.272)
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The second equation in the f -direction is obtained by substituting (2.15) to (2.18) mto

(2.25b),
2B | OB, 2B,
3(1-v])| or® Yorr
2By | Ou 0wy (vvy)dw , 3B 0 F
1-v] |:ar2+026r(r)+ R or h‘aﬁ UZ]@r(r)
2E2h1h2 (1+v,) ow 82,8

0 u
1-v} {6r2+025(—r—)+ R 5+h182 Z}H_(_)jl

3 _
+ 2E1h'12 ( )aﬁ )Bj|
3(1-v)) r | Or r

2E2hlh? (1) —g—ur—+uz%+(l+02)%—h1%_vzhg}

I- 02 ri
2fzh‘h2(l)[—-—-+ 2—+(l+02) +hl—£+u2h1 'B}
vy

_Ml{ P» ﬁ}
3(1—012)(r) o Ty

2E2h1h2(1)[ ou u | 6ﬁ h }

—_—t— +(l+u )———u
o = DUk

_2E, hh?( )[ P E i+ 2) +02h 2’3+h1 ’8}
or r r

1-v3 r

—ﬂl—[@-l-ﬂ}
k,(1+v) | or

_k (2p1h

g

+4p,h2h,) =0,

Collecting terms with the same coefficients:
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B (B 0 v 1B vg wOB 1 g
31-vf) o> ror 2T ror g’ ’

4Ehh 0B L0298 vy 106 vy _2»_5_/5'__L
1-v [5r2 r or r* e r6r r’ = r or 7F]

h3
k(llflv)[% ﬁ] k(pll+4p2hh)'8 0
1

therefore,
2E1h1 4E2h1 h, o’ 10 1 E,h, ow
2L+ = ) - — (4 B
3(1-v} ) l1-v; “or* ror r* s [ g

k,(1+v,) or

3
~k, G 4 p,hihy) =0
(2.27b)

The third equation in the w-direction is obtained by substituting (2.15), (2.16) and (2.18)
into (2.25¢),

E,hy [62w+%+1%£}

k.(1+4v)|or* oOr ror r
—2Eh‘ )[(l+ 1) +(l+ul) +(1+ ,)—}
1-v} R
_2E,h

2Bz ou u 2w _ 9P _ B]
- 02 ( ) (1+02)8r+(1+02)r+(1+02) 2 (1+v,)h P (1+v,)h |

2E h 0 2 0 1
I—b ()_(1+02)a_z+(1+02)%+(1+02)—;}-+(1+02)h]-§+(l+02)h1ﬁ

- 2phy +4p,hy)w=0,

or,
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- ' ,
E,h, aw+l@_+_a£+£]_[2E1h1(1+ul)+4E2h2(1+uz)][§u_+ﬁ+2_w]

k,(1+v) or* raor or r R(1-v}) R(1-v2) ~or r R
-Q2ph +4p,h,)w=0.
(2.27¢)

Hence, equations (2.27a) through (2.27c) for the Refined Model yields the Linear

Axisymmetric Displacement Equations of Homogeneous and Sandwich Spherical Shells

as follows,
o’u lou 1 ow y -

C,(—a—r—2—+-r—5--r—2u)+C2—aT—C3u=0, (2.28a)
’p 198 1 ow s

. ZL 1D g @ip-chp=o, (2280
or* ror r or

o*w low o B ou u 2w . |
C(—my+ "+ Ly _C(—+—+—)-Cw=0, 2.28¢c
5(6r2 ror or r) 2(6r r R) W ( )

where

_ 2By | 4Esh,

_ o _2E(r0) 4By (+0))
1-v2 1-v;

C
! 2 RA-v?) R(1-v2)

— 2E1h13 + 4E2h12h2

C, =2ph +4p,h,, =
3 = <P+ ap 30-02)  1-02

4

b4

__Eh
> k,(1+v)’

3
C, = kg(z'o;h’ +4p,h2h,), (2.29)

for the sandwich case k, =1, for the homogeneous case k, = lgz— while &, =1.
/2
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2.7.2 Classical Model
The Classical Model for the Displacement Equations of Homogeneous and Sandwich
Spherical Shell is formulated by neglecting the effects of both transverse shear

deformation and rotatory inertia by setting k, =k, =0.

Letting k, = 0 in (2.25b) gives,

_ MO 2) 3 m ¢ (3)
QS} :(8 e —hlaN” +hlBN,, )+(M,, “h N,T>+th,T )
- or or or r r r
M(l) N(Z) N(3)
_( 252 _ h1 86 + hl 80 ) )
r r r

Substituting the above equation into (2.25¢) yields,

o 1 aMP NP oND MY NP N
(—+-) [ —-h +hy —") + (— = ——+ h,—)

or r or or or r r r

M 1 N(Z) N(3)
_( 60 hl 96 + hl 2 )]
r r r

N(l) +N(l) N(Z) N(z) N(3) N(3)
Ny +Ny) Ny +Ngy) ( o ©) by +4p,h)i0 =0,

R R
(2.254d)
By setting k., =01in (2.18), leads to B being neglected and in terms of w,
p= —Q—W—. (2.25e)
or

By substituting the stress resultant-displacements relations from (2.15) to (2.17) into the
stress equation of motion (2.25) gives the following two Displacement Equations of

Motion.
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The first one in the u-direction is obtained by substituting (2.15) and (2.16) into (2.25a),
which is the same as the refined model,

" 2Eh, 4E,h, 2w 1du 1 2Bl (1+0)) | 4Eshy (1+0,). oW

[+t - —ul+
1-v} 1-vf o ror r? [R(l— v}) R(1-vy) ~or

-Q2ph, +4p,hy)i =0.
The second equation in the w-direction is obtained by substituting (2.15) to (2.17) into

(2.254d),

3 2
_z_E_lfa_(Lz)[Mw i(ﬁ)}

3(1-v¥) ér r| ot lorr

2E.hh, 0. 1/|8% 0 1 ow 8%
e “‘*‘){aﬁ e, e RS T 2’“_(‘)}

1-vZ or r o

r2

2E,hh, 0 1] 0%u o u. (+v)ow . 0*B o B
+—E (—+ )| — 4V, — () + ———=——+ h ——+ U, N —(—
1-0v? (8r r){a b2 Gr(r) R or hlar2 o or r

— ) -4, £

.\ 2E,h} (a 1[10p ,8]
3(1-v2) or rlror r

_ 2E,hh, 1[10u u (+v)w 108 B |
HN—-——+v, —+ ——h ————-v,h =
1-v3 (6r r)_r or 02 r? r R h r or 2 r?

2E,hh, 0 1]10u u (d+v,)w 10 p
+——=(—+ —+U, —+——2—+h ——+U,h —
1-v; (ar r)[ or 2z r R h ror o'yl

3
(K2 L, 19 ]
r

3(1-vy) or ror r?
J2Eohhy 0 1f 1du _+(1+02)W o LB P
1- 1)92 6r r 2rc’?r r? r w2 ror 't

e e NS e

_2E,hh, O 1[ 18u+17+(1i2_)_ﬁ+0”1—a£+h£}
1-v? or r “ror r? r R " ror r
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2E\h, 1 ou u 2w
) A+v) 4 1+0)=+(1+0,) =
1—012(R)[( +Ul)6r ( +Ul)r+( +91) R}

2E.h, 1] 0 2 o
e <E>_a+uz>5‘r‘—+<1+uz>%+<1+v2>—R}"-—<1+v2>hla—[:—awz)hl—fj

2E.h 1] u u 2w 0
__1_20%— (E)_(l+Uz)5+(1+vz)7+(l+uz)—R'+(l"'vz)hl'a_€+(1+02)h17

1

—Q2phy +4p,hy)i=0.

Expanding and collecting the terms with the same coefficients yields:

3 2
ﬂl‘_z_ i+l)[%+v_1§§__.v_;ﬂ+l%+%_ﬂ v, aﬂ 1
31-vy) or r or ror r ror r ror r

4E,h’h, 0 1 _0*°F v, 08 v, , 168 v, , L, B 1
22 Ly 2l gy g2 2P
1-v} (ar r)[ar2 ror r* ror r? g ror r’ Al

2Eh(1+v)) 4E,h,(1+v,), Ou u 2w ..
- 12, 22 ) [—+—+—]-(2 +4p,h,)Ww=0.
R(l—vf) R(l—v%) 7 pihy +4p,h,

After simplifying we obtain,

2E.h> 4B h*h, 0 1_0°B 10 1
BBty 0 L0 L LD p
3(1-vf) 1-v; “oOor rort ror r°

2E .k (1+v,) 4E,h,(1+0,). du u 2w .
- n i 2 2ok +4p,h)Ww=0.
R(1-v}) R(1-v?) ][ar R] 2pihy +4p2h2)

By taking the coefficients C,, C, and C, from (2.29) and expanding out f gives:

*B 10°8 10 108 2 10°8 10 1
C -+ —ft———+—————
4(8r3 ror? r*or r*or g rort r*or rd 2

ou u 2w
or
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or

aﬂ 208 1P,

u
fCP P c, —+ +— C,i=0.
al 8r3 r or? 2 8r r 'B) 2 ) W=

By substituting (2.25€) into the above equation yields,

o'w 20w 1 d*w 1 ow w _
C, +— —— +— +C,(— —+— +Cyw=0.
4(6r4 ror® r®or? 6r) ( R ) 3

Hence, the Classical Model for the Linear Axisymmetric Displacement Equations of

Homogeneous and Sandwich Spherical Shells become:

’u l1ou 1 ow

C( L +- L+ C, = -Clii =0 2.30a

1(6r2 ror r? uy or u= ( )
C (a4w+363w—i62w+i—) vo, L2 0 (2.30b)
ot ror® rtort rtor or r R ? '
where

o 2E1h1 4E,h, 2B (1+v) 4B,y (1+0y)

by-p? M 27 RU-v}) R(1-0?)

3 2

Cy =2phy +4pshy, Cy= 2E1h12 +4E2h1 h2~ (231

31-v2)  1-v;



CHAPTER 3
EQUATIONS FOR THE NONLINEAR VIBRATIONS OF HOMOGENEOUS
SPHERICAL SHELLS
3.1 Introduction
In order to study the nonlinear free vibration problem, the nonlinear elasticity theory [2]
is employed to derive the nonlinear governing equations for the homogeneous spherical
shell. Since nonlinear equations represent a logical extension of their linear counterpart,
the derivation in this chapter is similar to that of the linear case presented in Chapter 2.
Therefore, the homogeneous spherical shell is assumed to be thin and elastic. Hence, the
spherical shell coordinates, ¢, @, and R + z are chosen s;) that z =0 designates the
middle surface whose radius is R and z=+h designates the outer and inner surfaces.

Furthermore, the shell is taken to be shallow and vibrates axisymmetrically (torsionless

motion). Then from (2.6), the displacement form is:
U,(r,0,z,t) =u(r,t) + zp(r,1),
Uy, =0, (3.1)
U,(r,0,z,t)=w(r,p).
The governing equations can also be formulated by using the Hamilton’s

principle, introduced in section three of Chapter 2, by (2.8b),

5[ K -Uydr =0 (3.2)

where U is the strain energy and K is the kinetic energy. W is the work potential which is

equal to zero for free vibration.

34
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The times ¢, and ¢, are arbitrary. The symbol & is the variational symbol and is

treated mathematically like a differential symbol.  Variational displacements are
arbitrary. Since the strain energy involves the stress and strain terms, both relating to the

displacements, we obtain the stress-strain-displacement relations in the next section.

3.2 Nonlinear Stress-Strain-Displacement Relations
3.2.1 Nonlinear Strain-Displacement Relations
The nonlinear theory of elasticity [2] is employed to derive the strain-displacement
relations for the homogeneous spherical shell, the derivation work is presented in
Appendix B. The following is the nonlinear strain-displacement relations for the

homogeneous shells,

e =—+——+z—+lw9, | (3.3a)

€go =£+K+2£, (3.3b)
r R r
e =5, | (3.3¢)
or
where the rotation, w, = %( B - ;ﬂ) . (3.3d)
r

3.2.2'Nonlinear Stress-Strain Relations

The following shows the nonlinear stress-strain relations,

o, = 1_E02 (e, +vey), (3.4a)

E
O = r_z(eee +v en)’ (3.4b)
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E

- . 3.4
& 2(1+u)e’~ (3-40)

(o2

It should be noted that the normal stress o, which acts in the normal direction to the

neutral surface, is assumed to be zero.

3.2.3 Nonlinear Stress Resultant-Displacement Relations

Similar to the linear case, it is convenient to integrate the stress distributions through the
thickness of the shell and to replace the stresses by the stress resultants. All the stresses:
will be integrated over the region they act on a shell element whose dimensions are

infinitesimal in the r and @ directions and equal to shell thickness in the normal direction,

<,

h

Membrane forces: N; = jaﬁdz, (3.5a)
~h

h

Bending moments: M; = jzaiidz , (3.5b)

-k :
h
Transverse shear force: Q,, = _"(0',z ~-0,W,)dz, (3.5¢0)

-h
where ii = rror66.

Equations (2.14) give the following equations for the integration of the stresses across the
thickness,
h h h 3
2
[dz=2h, [zdz=0, jzzdz::—-h—.
~h ~h ~h

(3.6)

Membrane force N, can be obtained by substituting (3.4a) into (3.5a),

h E h
Nrr = J‘O-rrdZ - 2 I(err TUeg HZ :
Zh I-v° 2,
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The nonlinear force-displacement relation is now obtained by substituting (3.3) into the

above equation,

E ¢t[ou w o8 1, |:u w ,B}
N_= —t—t z—+—w, |+ —+—+ 7~ [¢dz,
7 1—02_'[1{[& R “or 2°° R "
therefore N, = 12Eh2 [Z—u+u£+(l+u)%+—;—a)§}. (3.7a)
-v*lor r

By the same substituting process with (3.3), (3.4b), (3.5a) and (3.6), the nonlinear

membrane force N, 1s,

h E h
Ngg = _(Ueadz = I(eaa +ve, M
h

2 1-v?
E t[u w p ou w op 1 2]
= —+—+z5 |40 —+—+z—+ =0, ¢dz,
1-v? _";{[r R Zr} {ar R “ar 29"
2Eh ou u w U .,
or N, = v—+—+(+v)—+—w, |. 3.7b
% 1—02[ or r ( )R 2 HJ ( )

To get the bending moment M, , we substitute (3.4a) into (3.5b) giving us the moment-

strain relation,

2
-h

h E h
Mrr = jzarrdz = 1 _"Z(err Tv €op )iZ '
—h

The nonlinear moment-displacement relation is now obtained by substituting (3.3) into

the above equation,

E ou w_ Of 2} [u ,B}
M _ = —+—t+z—+—= + +—+z—|rdz,
7 I—UZHZ[@r R 0 i "
3
therefore M, = —M[%H)ﬁ} (3.7¢)
3(1-v¥)Lor r
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Similarly for M, ,

h E
Mg, = jzaegdz = m jz(egg +ve, Mz
—U

-h

2Eh’ oB /3}
M,=— o—+—]|. 3.7d
or o0 3(1_02){0 P (3.7d)

The nonlinear transverse shear force O is obtained by substituting (3.4a) and (3.4c)

mto (3.5¢),
f E ! E [/
0, = :’;(a,'z -0,0,)dz =m_fherzdz —m:‘;(eﬂ + U egy ,dz .

The nonlinear force-displacement relation is obtained by substituting (3.3) into the above

equation,
f 1 u w_ p
0. J{ } j[— ~+z B .1 mg}+u[—+—+z—} w,dz
2(1+u) f s or 2 r R r
therefore,
Eh ow 2Eh | Ou u w 1 ,
= —+f| -k, —— | —+v—+(1+U)—=+—
O~ ks(1+u){8r ﬂ} ’1—02{& vordrug 20’9}0)"
Eh ow
= —+ |-k N , 3.7
ks(1+u){6r 'B} @ (3.7¢)

where k_ is a tracer for transverse shear deformation, and £, is a tracer for the effect of

transverse shear force on membrane force.
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3.3 Nonlinear Stress Equations of Motion
In this section, we derive the nonlinear stress equations of motion for the homogeneous

spherical shell by using Hamilton’s principle which is given by equation (3.2),

o j(K —U)dr =0, where K is the kinetic energy and U is the strain energy.

0

The kinetic energy of one infinitesimal element is given by,
dK = £ p(U2 +0?2 3.8
= —pWU;+U)AV (3.8)

where the dot indicates time derivatives, dV = rdrd@dz is the infinitesimal volume, and
p 1s the density.

Substituting (3.1) into (3.8) yields,

K= g” }[(u +2z8)? +W?|dzrdrd @

Or-h

h
= D[] (10 +20ip+ 2% B + i )derdrad .

fr-h

Integrating over the thickness of the shell and over 8, measured form O to 27 gives,
2 2 ph ¢ s
K= 27rphj[u + W rdr + 2ﬂTJﬂ rdr .

Taking the variations for the displacements and applying Hamilton’s principle,

f f 3
| oKt = 27 [ [1-2 phiiiu ~ 2’? BB — 2 phivdwlrdrdt . (3.9)

1o Ipr

Integrating the first term by parts, we have,

1 f 19 h
[ou’dr = [206udt =2{udul; -2 [ididr = -2 [iduds

fo o 4] o



where [uéu]x) = O since the virtual displacement is zero at t =¢, and =

On the other hand, the strain energy of an infinitesimal element is given by,

40

du = ;(ar,e,, +0 g9y +0,.€,)dV . (3.10)
Integrating over the volume of the shell, we have,
= —” j[a,, vy + O gglge +0 €, 1dzrdrd .
6 r—h
Applying Hamilton’s principle we get,
j dUdt = ~ j i j 80 ,.e, +0,,0e, +0604€4 +Codesy +0, ¢, +0, O, |dzrdrdOdr .
10 6 r-h

Substituting (3.4) yields,

j 6Udt—

2 (err + Legy )5err
z Ay 1 -U

(5‘366 + Uéerr )e€9 +t—F E (et90 + ve,, )&99
1-v? 1-v?

+ E oe,.e,, + E e, oe,, ldzrdrd Gdt .
21+0) 7 2(1+v)

Collecting the terms of variational strain gives,

j = _”.‘ I[ (e,, +Vegg )oe,, + " 2i (egg +v€,,)0€4g

1y 106 r—h

+ie e, dzrdrd 6dt ,
1+v

therefore

j SUdt = j {f j [0,,¢,, +0gySegy +0 .0, |dzrdrd bdt .

080 r—h
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To include the effect of transverse shear force on membrane force by (3.5c), we have an

additional term,

Ic?Udr '”“‘[0' S, + 004 + (0, —0,0,)0e, Jdzrdrd &dt . (3.11)

1,8 r-h
By substituting (3.3) into (3.11) and integrating & fromO0 to 27,

5w 6(6‘u) 6(5,3) [@+5_u+ op
or or Tes R r r

jaudt_ 274”{ N

tor —

—]

+(o, —0,0, )[a(éw)

+ O0f) }dzrdrdt .

By using (3.5) we have,

Sw 8(5u) A,y [6_w . _c_?y_]+ n, %

jaudt =27 jj{N,,[ ~ ’

ty

—I1+M,,

6(5w)

+0.1 + o0f] }rdrdt ,

hence,

jéUdZ I j.!{[—la(rN")+N06]5u [_la(rM ) M06+Q ]5,8
or r r or

+[_l orQ,) N N,
r oOr R

+ NI;" 1owrdrdt

+ 27 j [FN,, 8 + 1M 6B +rQ, 6wl dt . (3.12)

fo

Integrating the first term by parts gives,

”N 5(5“) drdt_j[rN Su]? dr H 1a(rév,,)5 Irdrdt ,

Ior or
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Applying Hamilton’s principle (3.2), & I (K-U)dt = I (6K -8U)dr= 0 together with

o '0

(3.9) and (3.12) gives,

1154 r

L) %( N_ +N,,) -2 ph)Swhrdrd0dt

r Or

27 [(rN,,0u+rM 50 +rQ, 5wl dt = 0. (3.13)

To
Equation (3.13) can only be satisfied if each of the double and single integral
parts is zero individually. Moreover, since the variational displacements are arbitrary,
each integral equation can only be satisfied if the coefficients of the variational
displacements are zero. Thus, the coefficients of the double integral are set to zero giving

the following three Nonlinear Stress Equations of Motion:

aN" +Nrr _N90 _zphii:()’ (314a)
or r r
2k, ph’ .
My My My o ZPH 5 (3.14b)
or r r 3
0
&Jr_Q_rz_l(N”JrN%)_zphw:o’ (3.14¢)
or r R

where k, is a tracer for rotatory inertia.

It should be noted [2] that by O, = ;{—g‘h—){@+ ﬂ] in (3.14b) by setting k£, =0 i
+

(3.7¢), and Q. = Eh {a—w+ ﬂ}—kINﬂa)g in (3.14c) by setting k, =1 in (3.7¢).

k.(1+v)| or
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For the single integral part of (3.13) to be-zero, the coefficients of the virtual

displacements or the virtual displacements are set equal to zero.

Since wvirtual

displacements are only zero at all times when the boundary displacements are prescribed,

this translates into the following possible boundary conditions for r,and r,,

[rN,,]:L =0 or [5u]2) =0
[rM,,]::) =0 or [5,3]:; =0

[rQ.1: =0 or [ow]} =0

(3.15a)
(3.15b)

(3.15¢)

Hence the following gives the boundary conditions for the free vibration of spherical

shells:

® Free edge condition at r,

u(r,)=0, M, (r,)=0, 0, (r,)=0.

® Clamped edge condition at 1,

u(n)=0, B(n)=0, w(n)=0.

® Simple Supported edge condition at 1,

u(r) =0, M, (n)=0, w(n)=0.

® Free edge condition at 1,

u(n) =0, M, (r)=0, 0, (rn)=0.

(3.16a)

(3.16b)

(3.16¢)

(3.16d)



3.4 Nonlinear Displacement Equations of Motion
In this section we derive the nonlinear displacement equations of motion for the
homogeneous spherical shell. Two models will be presented. When the equations include
the effects of rotatory inertia £ and transverse shear Q_, the model is called the Refined

Model. To obtain results for this model, calculations are made with the tracers

k, =— and k, =1 for the homogeneous case. The second model, called the Classical

Model is obtained by setting k, =k, =0, which neglects the rotatory inertia and

transverse shear effects.

3.4.1 Nonlinear Refined Model

By substituting the nonlinear stress resultant-displacement relations from (3.7) mto the
nonlinear stress equation of motion (3.14), we obtain the following three nonlinear
displacement equations of motion of homogeneous spherical shells.

The first one, in the u-direction, is obtained by substituting (3.7a) and (3.7b) into (3.14a),

2Eh | 0%u w. 10w}
— +— (=) +(+0)—(—= g
l—vz{ér ( ) (+e) (R) 2 ér]
2Eh 1[ou u w 1 ,
+ )N —+v—+{1+0)—+—
1—1)2(r)_6r r ( U)R 20)0}

2BEh 1] ou u w U,
- No—+—+(+0)—+—w
l—uz(r)_ or r ( )R 2 9}

—2phu=0.
By expanding and collecting the terms with the same coefficients we get,

2Bh 0w vdou v (+v)dw 1,0 1-v_ ,
—[—+ ~u+ —+—=(—+—)w,
1-v° or ror r R or 2 or r
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+l@+—v—u—2%—%u]—2phii=0,

ror r? ror r?

therefore,

2Bh o*u 1ou 1 2Eh(1+v)ow 1 2Eh
— 4+

o 1-v_, ..
—+—)w,; —2phii =0.
1-v* or* ror r? R(1-v*) or 2 1—02)(ar r Yoy ~2p

(3.17a)

The second equation in the f -direction is obtained by substituting (3.7c), (3.7d) and

(3.7e) with k, =0 into (3.14b),

3 2 3 3
2w (0,08, 280 Ao, 0] 20 1,5 0]
3(1-v?)| or? or r 3(1-v?) r’lor rl 3-vH rl or r

3
B Jou )
k. (1+v)| or

Simplifying we have,

2ER®  5? 1
h a ﬁ.{.ﬁ%_iﬁ_i__%_}_i Uaﬂ izﬂ]

3(1-v%) or> ror r? ror r? ror r
Eh ow . G
— -+ — -_-0,
k(lto) or Pl-—3—F
thus,
2B 3°B 138 1 Eh  ow 2k, ph* ..
=L g -— 1 p- =0. 3.17b
3(1-v?) or* ror rQ'B] ks(1+u)[6r Al 3 P ( )

The third equation in w-direction is obtained by substituting (3.7a), (3.7b) and (3.7¢) with

k, =1 into (3.14c),

2
_E_h___aW_F%‘i_l@_*_ﬁ]
k.(1+v) or* or ror r




46

2Eh 0 1 o v A+v) 1 4
— 4= — + D+ I+ — @
1 v? (6 r[ 9(6r+r)u Do R " 2(09]
2Eh —)[(1+ )—5”+(1+u) +(1+ AN (1+u)a)9]
1-v? or r R
-2phw =0,

or,

Eh 0*w low of B, 2Eh(+v) du u 2w, 12Eh(1+v) ,
—_— t——t =] +t—t—]-———0
k,(1+v) or* ror or r R(1-0%) o r R 2 R1-v%)

2Eh (i l)[606;(£+~U—)u+ a-+ U)w+ ~w,]-2phw=0.
1 v? r o r R 2

(3.17¢)

Hence, the Refined Model for the Nonlinear Axisymmetric Displacements Equations of

Homogeneous Spherical Shells is given by,

o'u 1ou 1 ow ¢, , 0 1-v .
l(a—é-+‘;5——2u)+ z—a—'-+'31(5-+—)603—('3u:0, (3.18a)
azp 10 1 ow .
C,(—— —_—— e — — —_— — :O’ 318b
4(ar2 ror r? 'B) (ar Pr—ciP ( )
?*w l1ow o B ou u 2w, ¢, ,
—_—t——t——+ ) -, (—+—+—)——
C5(6r2 ror or r) C2(6r r R) 20)9
o 1 0 v (1+v) 1 ..
—61(5;+7)[a)9(5+—r—)u+a)9 R w+5a)g]~c3w=0, (3.18¢)
where,
Cl: 2Eh c —E@Q—F_U) C3:2ph,

1-v?’ 2 RU-vYH
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3 2k, ph’
z_lE_h_z_, Cszi, o= iy (3.19)
3(1-0?%) k. (1+v) 3

Cy

where k_ is a tracer for transverse shear deformation and &, is a tracer for rotatory

mertia.

3.4.2 Nonlinear Classical Model
The Classical Model for the Nonlinear Axisymmetric Displacement Equations of
Homogeneous Spherical Shell is formulated by neglecting the effects of both transverse

shear deformation and rotatory inertia, i.e. setting k, =k, =0.

By setting &, = 0 in equation (3.14b) with k, =0 we have,

Q =aMrr +Mrr _M99 )
™ or r r

Substituting the above equation into (3.14c) with &, =1 yields,

o 1.aM, M, M, 1 .
LS B e N - (N, +N,,)~2phi=0. 3.14d
(6r r)[ or r r @] R( " p) ~ 2PN ( )

By setting k. =0 and k, =0 for equation (3.7¢), in which # is neglected,

ow
== .14
i) . (3.14e)

Then Substituting (3.14¢e) into (3.3d) yields,

ow
w, == (3.14f)
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Substituting the nonlinear stress resultant-displacements (3.7) into the nonlinear
stress equations of motion (3.14a) and (3.14d) gives the following two nonlinear
axisymmetric displacement equations of motion:

The first equation in the u-direction is obtained by substituting (3.7a), (3.7b) and

(3.14f) into (3.14a), which is the same as the refined model,

2
2Bh &’ 1ou 1 . 2Eh(+v)w 1 2Eh a I_U)w9_2phu—0

[_ —

2 u 2
1-v> orr ror r R(1-v°) or 2'1-v
The second equation in the w-direction is obtained by substituting (3.14f), (3.7a) to (3.7d)

into (3.14d) giving,

= or? or r

3 2
W 0 L[TB 0 P
3(1-v?) or r

s - -
+_2§Zl__§_ 24_1) l%.*_u_é{
3(1-v°) or r|ror re |

5 - -
_Lhz i+l) Ul'aﬁ-f‘ﬁz
3(1-v°) or r| ror r°]

L2Eh 0 1w D v drv)aw 1 aw
1 v? (ar r)[ar( r) ur ‘R & w+2(6r)]
2Eh @2
I )(ar)]
-2phw=0.

By expanding and collecting the terms with the same coefficients we have,

2ER* 6 107 ) 10 ) 1
B P8 p-2L-Lp
3(1-v®) Oor r or® ror

r—,2,3+———+—;ﬂ————“2—

ror r ror r

2Eh 8 l)[@(ﬁ _u_) (1+u)§rv_w+_l_8w3
r or r R oOr 2 or




_2Eh(1+v) ou y_+2_w]_12Eh(1+;)) (Qw_)z 2 phiv =0
R(1- u)ar r R 2 R1-v°) or

After simplifying we have,
2EhR’ 1
(/- 'B 'B——Zﬂ]
3(1-v )6r r r&r r
2Eh 6 1)[-61(—5—+2)u+(1+0)%w+1(@)3]
1 r or or r R 0O 2 oOr

2Eh(1+u) 6u _Lf_+2_w]__1_2Eh(l+u) (Qw_)z _2phiv = 0.

R(1-v%) or r R 2 R1-v%) or

By taking the coefficients c,, ¢, and ¢, from (3.19) and expanding out § leads to,

4(8r ror: r*or r*or r3 rorr r*or r

3 2
Pp 1B 108 13p, 2,188 10 13/3)

e (St DI s LDy 2 O

oW, 3
R or 28r)]

Oou u 2w, ¢,
— —_—r e — —\¢ — 0
C2(6r r R) 2 (6 )’ C3W =

therefore,
63,6 26,8 108, LLow 0 L+ ow 1 ow._s
—+—p0) +c )= (=—+—= w+
S TTa Pal P 'B) ‘( lor Gr r) R o 2%
oG Ea 2 2 =0,
or
By sﬁbstituting (3.14e) into the above equation yields,
o'w 20w 18w 1 ow u 2w, ¢
c + - -— +— —t—+—)+
4(6>r4 ror rrort r 6) 2( r.R) 2(6)
1. ow, 0O (1+u)gw_ 1(531)3]_‘_%“):0.

_Cl(_r Q)[_(__— —) or W+2 or

49
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Hence, we have the Classical Model for the Nonlinear Axisymmetric Displacement

Equations of Homogeneous Spherical Shell:

u 1ou 1 ow ¢, 0 1-v_ow,
el dow 1o L al Iz W ico, 3.20a
l(érz ror rzu) 5 2(8 r )(6r) . ( )
o'w 20w 10w 1 ow ou u 2w ¢, Ow,
c S ) + 0, (—+ —+ ) + 2 (—
4(67r4 ror r*ort r*o ) 2(8r R) 2 (8r)

0 1. ow 6 v (1+v)ow 1 ow s .
-, (—+[—(—+=)u+ —wW+—(—)"]+ =0, 3.20b
((r )[8r(8r r)u R arw 2(6r)] e ( )
where
3
¢ =2k _2BRAYD) o ooh, =N (3.21)

s c, = , = .
1-v? 2 RO-0Y 3(1-0v?)



CHAPTER 4
LINEAR AXISYMMETRIC VIBRATIONS OF HOMOGENEOUS AND
SANDWICH SPHERICAL SHELLS
4.1 Shooting Method

In order to determine the natural frequencies and mode shapes of a homogeneous and
sandwich spherical shell, it is assumed that each of the normal modes executes simple
harmonic motion with an associated natural frequency . The result is that the period
and phase of the motion are the same for all points in the shell. Since the free vibrations
take place at the natural frequencies of the system and in general, the motion will consist
of several simultaneous oscillations at the various natural frequencies of the system.

However, under certain specified conditions, all the coordinates will undergo
harmonic motion corresponding to the natural frequencies of the system. When such
motion takes place in every part of the system, the motion is called the principal mode of
vibration of the normal-mode vibration. Although normal-mode vibrations represent a
very restricted type of motion, they are extremely important in that the more general
types of motion can be represented by the superposition of normal-mode vibrations.
With these considerations in mind, the time dependence of ;hé shell variables can be
removed by assuming that their spatial and temporal variations are separable. Therefore,

we will assume that the frequencies for the components are the same:

u(r,t) =u(rye’”, (4.1a)
B(r,t)= B(r)e'”, (4.1b)
w(r,t) = w(r)e'™ . (4.1c)
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Let us take the refined model given by Equations (2.28). If Equations (4.1) are

substituted into (2.28), the modes of free vibration (1, £, w) must satisfy the system of

'differential equations:

d’u ldu 1 dw
C 4= —u)+C,— +C,0’u =0, 4.2a
1(drz rdr rt )+ dr @ U (4.22)
d* 1d 1 dw
AL LB L g @y pyrcoip=0, (4.2b)
dr rdr r dr

2
dw 1dw df P

du u 2w
C Dy C,(—+=+=—>)+C,0’w=0. 4.2
S(drz rdr dr r) 2(dr r R) W (4.2¢)

Then the governing differential equations become the ordinary differential
equations (4.2). We use the Shooting Method [13, 14, 15] to find the frequency, @ using
the boundary conditions to be given later. Equations (4.2) can be written as a system of
first order differential equations and then integrated numerically using Runge-Kutta
algorithm. |

In order to demonstrate the various effects of the many parameters included in the
above frequency analysis and to permit a more convenient manner by which the natural

frequencies can be calculated, it is advantageous to introduce the following dimensionless

ratios:
_E
P, _ 2h, _H,  2(+v,) E,(+v)
r,=—, r, =—=, r,=——= = ,
o, h, H, E, E,(1+v,)
' 2(1+v))
2
. _E,(1-v) r2:1+1)2 (4.3)
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In (4.3), the subscript 1 refers to the core and the subscript 2 refers to either face
layer inasmuch as the sandwich construction implies face layers of the same thickness
and material. Furthermore, the total thickness of the composite shell is given by

2h=2h +4h,. (4.4)

For the purpose of the dimensionless frequency, the ratio £ will be employed [1],
1)

o

where, w, =—1—— H =—1— ————El—, (4.5a)
2h\ p, 20\ 2p,(d+v))

o, is equal to the first simple-thickness shear frequency of an infinite homogeneous

o

plate divided by z. The rise H is related to the radius a of the edge and the mean radius

aZ

R of the sphere by H = R’ For the sandwich case, the @, is defined by

(4.5b)

o

_p k .k, (1+3r,1,)
12(1+1,)°

where P represents the lowest simple thickness-shear frequency. Reduction to the

homogeneous case, by taking k, =%, k, =1,and r, =0 yields,
/4

®, = -li (4.5¢)
T

By taking (2.29) in terms of the dimensionless ratios in (4.3) yields,
2E h 2E b (1+v,)

¢ =1_10121 [(L+rnl], G, :_Rl(l—vf)l [1+r,nn], C,=2phll+r,r,],

3 2 3
P L Y O A oA B Co =k, 22 (1130,

30-v)) k,(1+v)) 3

(4.6)
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For the sandwich case k, =1, for the homogeneous case k, = % while k p =1, and
T

1 _2H
R d°
The case now considered is an ordinary sandwich spherical shell with a cellular

cellulose acetate core and aluminum face layers of equal thickness for which r, =34.4,
r, =1683, n, =2177, r,=1189, v, =0.09091, v, =0.29709, E, =5297psi,

E, =10.5x10%psi, p, =0.000311b/in>, and p, =0.010664 Ib/n>. The geometrical

ratios are chosen as r, = L and 2h = i, which are typical values for thin sandwich

10 a

spherical shells. The total shell thickness 24 is taken to be % inch. Then qa is 6 inches,

and h = % inch by (44) and r, = % Finally, for the refined model, we get

k, =k, =1. From [1], @, is equal to 9,350 cps because the lowest simple thickness-

shear frequency of the associated infinite sandwich plate is 10,600 cps from (4.5b).

H
Values for the rise start with 5— = 0 for the circular plate and terminate with f—h =6,

which is equivalent to a ratio of total thickness to middle surface radius, 2h = 21—0
a

However, Koplik [1] and most of the previous papers only considered the maximum rise
equal to 5.

In order to investigate the homogeneous spherical shell, r, is set to be zero and

the dimensionless ratios r,, r, and r, are automatically eliminated from equations (4.6).
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A steel shell is chosen with Poisson’s ratio, v, taken as 0.3 and % = 5%’ where h = h.
a

Then, E, = 29x10°psi, p, = 0.02696 1b/in°, and h, = % by taking a=6 inches. From

[1], @, is equal to 67,800 cps because the lowest simple thickness-shear frequency is

213,000 cps from (4.5¢).

The foregoing two Sections, (4.2) and (4.3) present the results of the refined
model and classical model, respectively. Three boundary conditions will be applied to
each model for both sandwich and homogeneous cases: (1) clamped on the outside and

free on the inside, (2) simply supported on the outside and free on the outside, (3) free on

the outside and free on the inside. The dimensionless radius, i.e. — at the outer edge
a

boundary is equal to 1, where a(=6inches) is the outer radius. Four different
dimensionless sizes of holes, a:2=0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3 are applied to the inner edge
a

boundary, where b is the radius of the hole at the center. Using the shooting method, we
obtain almost the same values of the natural frequency @ as found in [1]. The transverse

deflection w normalized to be the magnitude of 1 at the hole is plotted in figures later.

4.2 Refined Model
Three boundary cases of the refined model for both sandwich and homogeneous spherical
shells are presented in this section. A free boundary condition is applied at the inner edge
with three different boundaries at the outer edge: clamped edge, simply supported edge

and free edge. It should be noted that displacement in the u direction at free boundary
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edge is set equal to zero. The free inner boundary becomes zero by plugging it with a
rigid central ring.

The displacement boundary conditions are now obtained by substituting (2.15),
(2.17) and (2.18) into (2.26):
For the clamped outer boundary, r =1:

u(1)=0, B(1)=0, w(l) =0, ) (4.7a)

For the simply supported outer boundary, r =1:

dﬂ( )|

u(1)=0, (A+3r,n) =, +(, +30,r,n)—| .

w(l) =0. A (4.7b)

For the free outer boundary, r =1:

u(1)=0, A+3r,n)——=|,, +(, +3v,r,n)—|,., =0,
dw(r) B0 = 4.7¢)
dr
. b
For the free inner boundary, r=—=¢:
a
u(e)=0, A+3r,n)—— 5+(vl+3vzrhr1)—’6—@- e =0,
dW(r) r:s+ﬁ(r) r=e T V" (47d)
dr

In the following three sub-sections, (4.2.1), (4.2.2) and (4.2.3) we will present the
results for the clamped outer boundary, simply supported outer boundary and free outer
boundary, respectively. Each sub-section consists of both sandwich and homogeneous

cases. For each sandwich or homogeneous case we have four tables (a, b, ¢, d) and two
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plots (Figures a and b). Table (a) shows the dimensionless frequency 2 a5 a function of
)

o

curvature or the rise % from 0 to 6 and the dimensionless size of the hole, ¢ = 2 from 0
a

to 0.3, where @, =9,350 cps for the sandwich case and 67800 cps for the homogeneous

case. Table (b) is Table (a) multiplied by w,. Table (c) illustrates the dependence of

2 with different sizes of holes for a shell having the maximum allowable rise, % =6,
®

o

compared with those of a circular plate with zero rise, 2%1_ =(. Table (d) shows how L
1)

varies curvature for a shell with no center hole, i.e. £ =0, compared with a shell with a
hole, £ =0.3.

Figure (a) and Figure (b) plot the mode shapes with the normalized transverse

displacement w as the ordinate and dimensionless radial coordinate — as the abscissa.
a

4.2.1 Clamped and Free Case

In order to get the natural frequencies and the normal mode shapes of free vibration of
refined model, Equations (4.2) are first written into a system by using the fourth-order
Runge-Kutta algorithm. By the displacement boundary conditions found in (4.7a), the six
sﬁooting boundary values at the outer edge are set:

uDH=0,u'QD=a, pO=0, FQ=y,wl)=0 and w'(1) =0,

and using an initial guess for @,
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where the prime indicates differentiation with respect to r. Hence, a, y & @ are the
unknowns. The shooting method is used to find «, ¥y & ® so that the system (4.2)
satisfies the boundary conditions.

The numerical results for the sandwich case (both tracers, k, and k,equal to

unity) are given in Table 4.1.a and Table 4.1.b, showing that the frequency increases with

mcrease of the rise —2—1% and the size of hole ¢. Comparing our results for b =0 with
a

that by Koplik [1] we find that Koplik gave 2 from 0.05172 for zero rise to 0.26960 for

o

a maximum rise equal to 5, which leads to less than 0.2 percent of error.

Table 4.1.a Refined Model of Dimensionless Frequencies of Clamped-Free Sandwich

Case
wlw,
H/2h bla=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 0.05182 0.05336 0.05741 0.06360
1 0.08910 0.09037 0.09354 0.09818
2 0.14177 0.14404 0.14927 0.15599
3 0.18414 0.18680 0.19332 0.20305
4 0.22611 0.22859 0.23466 0.24412
5 0.26926 0.27157 0.27709 0.28577
6 0.31300 0.31524 0.32042 0.32848

Table 4.1.b Refined Model of Fundamental Frequencies of Clamped-Free Sandwich

Case
0]

H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 484.5 498.9 534.8 594.7
1 833.1 845.0 874.6 918.0
2 1325.5 1346.8 1395.7 1458.5
3 1721.7 1746.6 1807.6 1898.5
4 2114.1 2137.4 2194.0 2282.6
5 2517.6 2539.2 2590.8 2671.9
6 2926.6 2947.5 2995.9 3071.4
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Table 4.1.c¢ Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Rise According to the Refined
Model of Clamped-Free Sandwich Case

bla wlw, olo, Aw/w, % Increase of
for H/2h =0 forH/2h = 6 w/o,
0 0.05182 0.31300 0.26118 504 %
0.1 0.05336 0.31524 0.26188 490 %
0.2 0.05741 0.32042 0.26301 458 %
0.3 0.06360 0.32848 0.26488 416 %

Table 4.1.d Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Size of Hole According to the

Refined Model of Clamped-Free Sandwich Case

H/2h /o, olw, Aw/w, % Increase of

for b/a=0 for b/a =0.3 w/w,
0 0.05182 0.06360 0.01178 22.7%
1 0.08910 0.09818 0.00908 10.2%
2 0.14177 0.15599 0.01422 10.0%
3 0.18414 0.20305 0.01891 10.3%
4 0.22611 0.24412 0.01801 8.0%
5 0.26926 0.28577 0.01651 6.1%
6 0.31300 0.32848 0.01548 4.9%

We note that in Table 4.1.c, the frequencies £ increase between 416 percent
@

and 504 percent from the zero rise to the maximum allowable rise in the four different

sizes of holes. However, Table 4.1.d demonstrates that the frequencies increase between
4.9 percent and 22.7 percent from b = 0 to the maximum dimensionless hole, b =0.3 in
a a

the seven different rises. The mode shapes are plotted in Figure 4.1.a and Figure 4.1.b.

The former shows the graph with L2 =0 with different rises while the latter is the case of
a .

the dimensionless hole, 2 =0.3.
a
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To calculate frequencies of a homogeneous shell based on the refined theory we

further put r, =0, &, = 127 and k, =1 in Equation (4.6). Similar to the sandwich case,
pa

Table 4.2.a and Table 4.2.b show that the frequency of the homogeneous shell increases

with the bigger hole and the curvature. Comparing the present results with the no hole

case with the data by Koplik [1], it was found that 2 i equal to 0.01237 for zero rise
1)

o

which yields a result 0.4 percent higher, while 2 s equal to 0.05257 for rise of 5 which
()

o

only leads to 0.04 percent of error.

Table 4.2.a Refined Model of Dimensionless Frequencies of Clamped-Free
Homogeneous Case

olo,
H/2h b/a=0 B/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 0.01242 0.01705 0.02109 0.02678
1 0.01681 0.02072 0.02426 0.02941
2 0.02564 0.02899 0.03188 0.03614
3 0.03526 0.03881 0.04147 0.04512
4 0.04441 0.04887 0.05175 0.05517
5 0.05259 0.05842 0.06206 0.06567
6 0.05988 0.06690 0.07190 0.07623

Table 4.2.b Refined Model of Fundamental Frequencies of Clarhped-Free Homogeneous

Case
w
H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 842.1 1156.0 1429.9 1815.7
1 1139.7 1404.8 1644.8 1994.0
2 1738.4 1965.5 2161.5 2450.3
3 2390.6 2631.3 2811.7 3059.1
4 3011.0 3313.4 3508.7 3740.5
5 3565.6 3960.9 4207.7 4452 .4
6 4059.9 4535.8 4874.8 5168.4
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Table 4.2.c Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Rise According to the Refined

Model of a Clamped-Free Homogeneous Case

bla wlw, wlo, Aw/w, % Increase of
for H2h =0 forH/2h = 6 wlo,
0 0.01242 0.05988 0.04746 382%
0.1 0.01705 0.06690 0.04985 292%
0.2 0.02109 0.07190 0.05081 241%
03 0.02678 0.07623 0.04945 185%

Table 4.2.d Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Size of Hole According to the

Refined Model of a Clamped-Free Homogeneous Case

H/2h w/o, olw, Ao/, % Increase of
for b/a=0 for b/a=0.3 , 0/,
0 0.01242 0.02678 0.01436 115.6%
1 0.01681 0.02941 0.01260 75.0%
2 0.02564 0.03614 0.01050 41.0%
3 0.03526 0.04512 0.00986 28.0%
4 0.04441 0.05517 0.01076 24.2%
5 0.05259 0.06567 0.01308 24.9%
6 0.05988 0.07623 0.01635 27.3%

Table 4.2.c illustrates that the frequencies increase between 185 percent to 382
percent from zero rise to the maximum allowable rise in the four different size of hole

cases. Table 4.2.d shows that the frequencies increase between 24.2 percent to 115.6

percent from —b— = (0 to the maximum dimensionless hole, 2 =0.3 in the seven different
a a

rise cases. Figure 4.2.a and Figure 4.2.b plot the mode shapes for zero rise and a rise of

six with different sizes of holes, respectively.
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4.2.2 Simply Supported and Free Case
Similar to the clamped on outside and free on inside case, Equations (4.2) are first written
into a system by using the fourth-order Runge-Kutta algorithm. From the displacement

boundary conditions found in (4.7b), the six shooting boundary values, u(1), u'(1), S(1),
£'(D), w(l) and w'(l) at the outer edge are set:

— (v, +3v,r1,1,)
(+3r,n)

u)=0,u'D=a, pO=y, /()= ¥, wl)=0 and w'(1) = A4,

where a, y & w are the unknowns, and A is found to be independent of @ and is set
equal to one in the analysis. Then the three unknowns, «, y & @ are determined by

employing the Shooting Method stated in the previous section.
Table 4.3.a and Table 4.3.b present the frequency of the sandwich case in which

the frequency increases with increase in rise and the size of hole.

Table 4.3.a Refined Model of Dimensionless Frequencies of Simply Supported-Free
Sandwich Case

wlo,
H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 0.04083 0.04221 0.04591 0.05166
1 0.08443 0.08537 0.08777 0.09144
2 0.14123 0.14328 0.14784 0.15342
3 0.18413 0.18679 0.19322 0.20261
4 0.22609 0.22859 0.23467 0.24408
5 0.26923 0.27156 0.27711 0.28579
6 0.31297 0.31522 0.32043 0.32852
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Table 4.3.b Refined Model of Fundamental Frequencies of Simply Supported-Free

Sandwich Case

)

H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 381.7 394.7 429.3 483.0
1 789.4 798.2 820.7 854.9
2 1320.5 1339.7 1382.3 1434.5
3 1721.7 1746.5 1806.6 1894.4
4 2114.0 2137.3 2194.2 2282.1
5 2517.3 2539.1 2591.0 2672.2
6 2926.2 2947.3 2996.1 3071.6

As shown in Table 4.3.c, there is a noticeable increase of the frequency from 536

percent to 667 percent from zero rise to the maximum allowable rise in the four different

size of hole cases. Table 4.3.d demonstrates that the frequencies increase from 5.0

percent to 26.5 percent from b = 0 to the maximum dimensionless hole, b =0.3 in the

a

a

seven different rise cases. The mode shapes are plotted in Figure 4.3.a and Figure 4.3.b.

The former plots the case of % =0 with different hole sizes, while the latter shows the

rise of six.

Table 4.3.c Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Rise According to the Refined

Model of a Simply Supported-Free Sandwich Case

bla o/o, w/o, Ao/, % Increase of
for H2h =0 forH/2h = 6 o/,
0 0.04083 0.31297 0.27214 667 %
0.1 0.04221 0.31522 0.27301 647 %
0.2 0.04591 0.32043 0.27452 598 %
0.3 0.05166 0.32852 0.27686 536 %
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Table 4.3.d Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Size of Hole According to the

Refined Model of a Simply Supported-Free Sandwich Case

H/2h olo, o/, Ao/, % Increase of

for b/a=0 for b/a =0.3 w/w,

0 0.04083 0.05166 0.01083 26.5%

1 0.08443 0.09144 0.00701 8.3%

2 0.14123 0.15342 0.01219 8.6%

3 0.18413 0.20261 0.01848 10.0%

4 0.22609 0.24408 0.01799 8.0%

5 0.26923 0.28579 0.01656 6.2%

6 0.31297 0.32852 0.01555 5.0%
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Table 4.4.a and Table 4.4.b show that the frequency of the homogeneous shell

increases with the size of hole and the curvature.

Table 4.4.a Refined Model of Dimensionless Frequencies of Simply Supported-Free
Homogeneous Case

wlw,
H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 0.00603 0.00908 0.01145 0.01473
1 0.01362 0.01551 0.01712 0.01953
2 0.02481 0.02662 0.02786 0.02957
3 0.03526 0.03822 0.03962 0.04113
4 0.04357 0.04898 0.05144 0.05315
5 0.05042 0.05732 0.06241 0.06522
6 0.05692 0.06378 0.07088 0.07689

Table 4.4.b Refined Model of Fundamental Frequencies of Simply Supported-Free

Homogeneous Case

%)

H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 408.8 615.6 776.3 998.7
1 9234 1051.6 1160.7 1324.1
2 1682.1 1804.8 1888.9 2004.8
3 2390.6 2591.3 2686.2 2788.6
4 2954.0 3320.8 3487.6 3603.6
5 3418.5 3886.3 4231.4 4421.9
6 3859.2 43243 4805.7 5213.1

The frequencies shown in Table 4.4.c increase between 422 percent and 844

percent from the zero rise to the maximum allowable rise in the four different size of hole

cases. Table 4.4.d shows that the frequencies increase between 16.6 percent to 144.3

percent from b = 0 to the maximum dimensionless hole, b = 0.3 in the seven different
a a

rise cases. Figure 4.4.a and Figure 4.4.b plot the mode shapes for no hole case and the

dimensionless hole size of 0.2 with different rises, respectively.
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Table 4.4.c Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Rise According to the Refined

Model of a Simply Supported-Free Homogeneous Case

bla wlw, wlo, Aw/w, % Increase of
for H2h =0 forH/2h = 6 o/,
0 0.00603 0.05692 0.05089 844 %
0.1 0.00908 0.06378 0.05470 602 %
0.2 0.01145 0.07088 0.05943 519 %
0.3 0.01473 0.07689 0.06216 422 %

Table 4.4.d Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Size of Hole According to the
Refined Model of a Simply Supported-Free Homogeneous Case ’

H/2h /o, wlw, Aw/w, % Increase of

for b/a=0 for b/a=0.3 /o,
0 0.00603 0.01473 0.00870 144.3%
1 0.01362 0.01953 0.00591 43.4%
2 0.02481 0.02957 0.00476 - 19.2%
3 0.03526 0.04113 0.00587 16.6%
4 0.04357 0.05315 0.00958 22.0%
5 0.05042 0.06522 0.01480 29.4%
6 0.05692 0.07689 0.01997 35.1%
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4.2.3 Free and Free Case
To employ the fourth-order Runge-Kutta algorithm for Equations (4.2) written into a
system, the six shooting boundary values, u(1), u'(1), 1), B'1), w(1) and w'(1) at the
outer edge from (4.7c) are:

— (u,- +3v,n,1,)
(1+3r,n)

u(l):O’ u’(l):}'7 ﬁ(l):y’ ﬂ'(l): Y W(l):a and W'(l):_}/’

where a, ¥y & o are the unknowns, and Ais found to be independent of @ in the
analysis and taken as one in value.

By using the procedures of the Shooting Method, the numerical results for the
sandwich case are obtained in Table 4.5.a and Table 4.5.b. Similar to the previous two

boundary cases, the frequency increases with the size of hole and the rise.

Table 4.5.a Refined Model of Dimensionless Frequencies of Free-Free Sandwich Case

wlo,
H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 0.08126 0.08400 0.09124 0.12460
1 0.09512 0.09751 0.10384 0.11382
2 0.12797 0.12979 0.13465 0.14251
3 0.16875 0.17021 0.17402 0.18026
4 0.21257 0.21384 0.21705 0.22225
5 0.25744 0.25865 0.26157 0.26620
6 0.30242 0.30366 0.30654 0.31096
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Table 4.5.b Refined Model of Fundamental Frequencies of Free-Free Sandwich Case

@
H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 759.8 785.4 853.1 958.0
1 889.4 911.7 970.9 1064.3
2 1196.5 1213.6 1258.9 1332.5
3 1577.9 1591.5 1627.1 1685.4
4 1987.6 1999.4 2029.4 2078.0
5 2407.1 2418.4 2445.6 2488.9
6 2827.6 2839.3 2866.1 2907.5

It can be seen from Table 4.5.c, that the frequencies increase between 150 percent

to 272 percent from the zero rise to the maximum allowable rise in the four different size

of hole cases. Table 4.5.d shows that the frequencies increase between 2.8 percent to 53.3

percent from b =0to b =0.3 in the seven different rise cases. The mode shapes are

a

plotted in Figure 4.5.a and Figure 4.5.b for the case with L4 =0 and the case with b =0.3,

a

with different rises respectively. It should be noted that since both boundaries are set to

be free, the normalized transverse deflection, w at the outer edge boundary is not zero

while the w-displacement at the inner boundary is normalized to be one.

Table 4.5.c Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Rise According to the Refined
Model of a Free-Free Sandwich Case

bla oo, wlo, Aw/w, % Increase of
for H2h =0 forH/2h =6 v/,
0 0.08126 0.30242 0.22116 272 %
0.1 0.08400 0.30366 0.21966 262 %
0.2 0.09124 0.30654 0.21530 236 %
0.3 0.12460 0.31096 0.18636 150 %
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Table 4.5.d Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Size of Hole According to the

Refined Model of a Free-Free Sandwich Case

H/2h wlw, wlw, Ao/, % Increase of

for b/a=0 for b/a=0.3 w/w,

0 0.08126 0.12460 0.04334 53.3%

1 0.09512 0.11382 0.01870 19.7%

2 0.12797: 0.14251 0.01454 11.4%

3 0.16875 (0.18026 0.01151 6.8%

4 0.21257 0.22225 0.00968 4.6%

5 0.25744 0.26620 0.00876 3.4%

6 0.30242 0.31096 0.00854 2.8%










80

Similar to the sandwich case, Table 4.6.a and Table 4.6.b show that the frequency

of the homogeneous shell increases with the size of hole and the curvature.

Table 4.6.a Refined Model of Dimensionless Frequencies of Free-Free Homogeneous

Case
wlw,
H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 0.02566 0.03419 0.04256 0.05450
1 0.02687 0.03510 0.04329 0.05507
2 0.03021 0.03770 0.04541 0.05674
3 0.03503 0.04164 0.04872 0.05940
4 0.04077 0.04654 0.05295 0.06290
5 0.04702 0.05208 0.05788 0.06709
6 0.05354 0.05801 0.06327 0.07180

Table 4.6.b Refined Model of Fundamental Frequencies of Free-Free Homogeneous

Case
10
H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 1739.7 2318.1 2885.6 3695.1
1 1821.8 2379.8 2935.1 3733.7
2 2048.2 2556.1 3078.8 3847.0
3 2375.0 2823.2 3303.2 4027.3
4 2764.2 3155.4 3590.0 4264.6
5 3188.0 3531.0 3924.3 4548.7
6 3630.0 3933.1 4289.7 4868.0

Table 4.6.c Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Rise According to the Refined
Model of a Free-Free Homogeneous Case

bla wlo, olo, Aov/o, % Increase of
for H2h=0 | forH2h=6 wlo,
0 0.02566 0.05354 0.02788 109 %
0.1 0.03419 0.05801 0.02382 70.0 %
0.2 0.04256 0.06327 0.02071 49.0 %
0.3 0.05450 0.07180 0.01730 32.0 %
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Table 4.6.d Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Size of Hole According to the
Refined Model of a Free-Free Homogeneous Case

H/2h wlw, wlo, Aolw, % Increase of

for b/a=0 for b/a=0.3 /o,

0 0.02566 0.05450 0.02884 112.4%

1 0.02687 0.05507 0.02820 104.9%

2 0.03021 0.05674 0.02653 87.8%

3 0.03503 0.05940 0.02437 69.6%

4 0.04077 0.06290 0.02213 54.3%

5 0.04702 0.06709 0.02007 42.7%

6 0.05354 0.07180 0.01826 34.1%

Table 4.6.c demonstrates that the frequencies increase between 32 percent and
109 percent from zero rise to the maximum allowable rise in the four different size of

hole cases. Table 4.6.d shows that the frequencies increase between 34.1 percent to

112.4 percent from b =0 to b =0.3 in the seven different rise cases. Figure 4.6.a and
a a

Figure 4.6.b plot the mode shapes for zero rise and rise of six with different sizes of

holes, respectively.
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4.3 Classical Model
Similar to the refined model presented in Section (4.2), three boundary cases of the
classical model for both sandwich and homogeneous shells are shown in this section. A
free boundary is applied at the inner edge with three different boundaries at the outer
edge: clamped edge, simply supported edge and free edge, respectively.

Substituting the solution forms from (4.1a) and (4.1b) into (2.30) we have,

du ldu 1 dw
cdu a1 e, cou=0, 438
l(drz rdr r? W+t dr 3@ ¥ (4.82)

d*w 2d*w 1 d*w ldw

u
Pl AL Mo et —+—— C, 0, 4.8b
dar* rdr® r* dr2 r® dr )t ( ) W= (4-:85)

Cy(

where C, to C, are found in (4.6).

To obtain results for the classical model, the tracers k, and kg are set equal to
zero by neglecting the effects of transverse shear deformation and rotatory inertia,
respectively. Such assumptions lead to the displacement boundary conditions described

in (2.26b) and (2.26¢) in terms of w-displacement only. Hence, now taking k,= 0 in

Equation (2.18), yields ﬂ:—j—w which is (2.25¢). In order to get the outer
r

displacement boundary condition in (2.26b), we first substitute (2.25¢) into the (2.15b),

(2.15¢) and (2.17a) and then (2.26b) at r =1 becomes,

dzw(r)

2
r

1+3r,n)

To evaluate the displacement boundary condition in (2.26¢) in terms of the w-

displacement, set k, =0 in (2.25b) which give:



dM(l) dN(2) dN(S\ M(l) N(_Z) N(Sl
Qg):( rr_hl r +h1 rr )+( rr__hl rr +h1 rr)
dr dr dr r r
M(l) N(2> N(3)
_( 08 _hl 66 +h1 09 )
r r r

Substituting (2.15) and (2.17) together with (2.25¢), (2.26¢) at r =1 yields,

=0.

r=1

d*w(r)y 1d*w(r) 1 dw(r)
+- -—
dar* r dr* r’ dr

The clamped outer displacement boundaries at r =1 are,

aw(r)
dr

=0.

u(l) =0, w(l) =0,

r=1

The simply supported outer displacement boundaries at r =1 are,
u(1) =0, w(l) =0,

1 aw(r)

2
d"w(r) v+ (U, +30,1,1)—
’

(1+3r,,r1)72———

r=1 :0‘

The free outer displacement boundaries at r =1 are,
u()=0,

v + (U, +30,1,1 )_l_iu_}gr_)
r

d*w(r)

(1+3r,,r1)——dr—2—- -_—O,

r=1

d’w(r)  1dw(r) 1 dw(r)

=0.
dr® rodr? r* dr

r=1
: . . . b
The free inner displacement boundaries at r = — =& are
a

u(e) =0,

1 aw(r)
’

d*w(r)

(1+3rhr1)—d7 :0,

.. T(U, +30,1,17)

r=¢
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(4.9a)

(4.9b)

(4.9¢)

(4.99)
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dw(r)  1d*w(r) 1 dw(r)|

=0.
dr’ rodr? r* dr

r=¢

The following three sub-sections, (4.3.1), (4.3.2) and (4.3.3) will present the
results of clamped outer boundary, simply supported outer boundary and free outer
boundary, respectively.  Each sub-section consists of both the sandwich and
homogeneous cases. Each sandwich or homogeneous case will demonstrate four tables

(a, b, c, d, ) and two plots (Figures a and b). Table (a) shows the dimensionless

frequency, £ by varying the curvature or the rise 2£h from 0 to 6 and the dimensionless
1)

o

size of the hole, ¢ = 2 from O to 0.3, where @, =9,350 cps for the sandwich case and
a

67,800 cps for the homogeneous case. Table (b) gives the fundamental natural

frequency, @, which is Table (a) multiplied by @, . Table (c) illustrates the results of

2 with different sizes of holes for the shell having the maximum allowable rise,
®

o

% = 6, compared with those for a circular plate with zero rise, EHZ =(0. Table (d) shows

w } ) .
the results of — with varied curvature for the shell with no center hole, ¢=0,
w

o

compared with those for the shell with hole, £ =0.3. Table (e) illustrates the comparison
results for the plate case, i.e. 2H_h = 0 with the analytical solutions by Leissa [10].
Figure (a) and Figure (b) plot the mode shapes with the normalized transverse

displacement w as the ordinate and the dimensionless radial coordinate — as the abscissa.
a
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4.3.1 Clamped and Free Case
In order to obtain the natural frequencies and the normal mode shapes of free vibration
for the refined model, Equations (4.8) are first written into a system by using the fourth-
order Runge-Kutta algorithm. From the displacement boundary conditions found in
(4.9a), the six shooting boundary values, u(1), u'(1), w(1), w'(), w'(l)and w"(1)at the
outer edge are set: u(1)=0, u'QD =a, w)=0, w1 =0, w' D=4, w"(D=y.
a, ¥ & o are the unknowns, and A is set equal to one as in the previous cases.

The three unknowns, «, ¥ & @ are determined by employing the Shooting

Method. The numerical results for the sandwich case are presented in Table 4.7.a and
Table 4.7.b, in which the frequency increases as the rise and the size of hole become

bigger, except the case between the hole size of 0 and 0.2.
. H . . C
Comparing the present results for 5;: 0 with the analytical solution in Table
4.7.e, we observe that the values of the frequencies are quite close to each other, except in

the case of 2 =0.
a

Table 4.7.a Classical Model of Dimensionless Frequencies of Clamped-Free Sandwich

Case

olo,
H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 0.12593 0.12094 0.12336 0.13526
1 0.14413 0.13951 0.14151 0.15206
2 0.18807 0.18388 0.18521 0.19366
3 0.24325 0.23910 0.24003 0.24723
4 0.30212 0.29764 0.29860 0.30566
5 0.36087 0.35578 0.35737 0.36547
6 0.41707 0.41125 0.41424 0.42469
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Table 4.7.b Classical Model of Fundamental Frequencies of Clamped-Free Sandwich

Case
w
H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 1177.4 1130.8 1153.5 1264.6
1 1347.6 1304.4 1323.1 1421.7
2 1758.5 1719.3 1731.7 1810.7
3 2274.4 2235.6 2244.2 2311.6
4 2824.8 2782.9 2791.9 2857.9
5 3374.1 3326.6 3341.1 3417.1
6 3899.6 3845.2 3873.1 3970.9

We notice that in Table 4.7.c, the frequencies increase over two hundred percent
from the zero rise to the maximum allowable rise in the four different size of hole cases.

However, Table 4.7.d illustrates that the frequencies increase between 1.2 percent and 7.4

percent from b =0 to b =0.3 in the seven different rise cases. Figure 4.7.a plots the
a a

mode shapes of the case with b =0 with different rises, while Figure 4.7.b plots the case
' a

of the dimensionless hole, -b— =0.3.
a

Table 4.7.c Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Rise According to the Classical
Model of a Clamped-Free Sandwich Case

bla o/, oo, Aw/w, % Increase of
for H2h =0 forH2h =6 olo,
0 0.12593 0.41707 0.29114 231%
0.1 0.12094 0.41125 0.29031 240%
0.2 0.12336 0.41424 0.29088 236%
0.3 0.13526 0.42469 0.28943 214%
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Table 4.7.d Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Size of Hole According to the

Classical Model of a Clamped-Free Sandwich Case

H/2h /o, /o, Ao /o, % Increase of

for b/a=0 for b/a =0.3 w/w,
0 0.12593 0.13526 0.00933 7.4%
1 0.14413 0.15206 0.00793 5.5%
2 0.18807 0.19366 0.00559 3.0%
3 0.24325 0.24723 0.00398 1.6%
4 0.30212 0.30566 0.00354 1.2%
5 0.36087 0.36547 0.00460 1.3%
6 0.41707 0.42469 0.00762 1.8%

Table 4.7.e Comparison of Classical Model of Dimensionless Frequency of Circular

Plate for Clamped-Free Sandwich Case (-;—{}; =0)

wlw,
b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
Present Study 0.12593 0.12094 0.12336 0.13526
Leissa [10] 0.12066 0.12002 0.12300 0.13503
% error 4.4% 0.8% 0.3% 0.2%
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To calculate the frequencies of a homogeneous shell based on the classical theory

we further put r, =0, k, =0 and k, =0 in Equation (4.6). Similar to the sandwich case,

Table 4.8.a and Table 4.8.b show that the frequency of the homogeneous shell increases

with the bigger hole and the curvature, except for the case where the hole size b =0.1.
a

Comparing the present results for -Iih =0 with the analytical solution in Table 4.8.¢, the

: . . b
values of the frequencies are quite close to each other, except in the case of —=0.
a

Table 4.8.a Classical Model of Dimensionless Frequencies of Clamped-Free
Homogeneous Case

olw,
H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 0.01301 0.01249 0.01273 0.01396
1 0.01729 - 0.01683 0.01699 0.01795
2 0.02605 0.02561 0.02570 0.02642
3 0.03575 0.03523 0.03534 0.03610
4 0.04510 0.04445 0.04474 0.04585
5 0.05353 0.05275 0.05339 0.05515
6 0.06101 0.06019 0.06119 0.06373

Table 4.8.b Classical Model of Fundamental Frequencies of Clamped-Free
Homogeneous Case

W

H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 882.1 846.8 863.1 946.5
1 1172.3 1141.1 1151.9 1217.0
2 1766.2 1736.4 1742.5 1791.3
3 2423.9 2388.6 2396.1 2447.6
4 3057.8 3013.7 3033.4 3108.6
5 3629.3 3576.5 3619.8 3739.2
6 4136.5 4080.9 4148.7 4320.9
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Table 4.8.c demonstrates that the frequency increases over three hundred percent

from zero rise to the maximum allowable rise in the four different size of hole cases.

Table 4.8.d illustrates that the frequency increase between 1.0 percent and 7.3 percent

b . . . b ) o )
from — = 0 to the maximum dimensionless hole, — = 0.3 in the seven different rise cases.

a

a

Figure 4.8.a and Figure 4.8.b plot the mode shapes for zero rise and rise of six with

different sizes of holes, respectively.

Table 4.8.c Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Rise According to the Classical

Model of a Clamped-Free Homogeneous Case

bla wlo, wlw, Aw/o, % Increase of
for H/2h =0 for H/2h = 6 v/o,
0 0.01301 0.06101 0.04800 369 %
0.1 0.01249 0.06019 0.04770 382 %
0.2 0.01273 0.06119 0.04846 381 %
0.3 0.01396 0.06373 0.04977 357 %

Table 4.8.d Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Size of Hole According to the

Classical Model of a Clamped-Free Homogeneous Case

H/2h o/, ‘w/lo, Aw/w, % Increase of

for b/a=0 for b/a =0.3 @ /@,
0 0.01301 0.01396 0.00095 7.3%
1 0.01729 0.01795 0.00066 3.8%
2 0.02605 0.02642 0.00037 1.4%
3 0.03575 0.03610 0.00035 1.0%
4 0.04510 0.04585 0.00075 1.7%
5 0.05353 0.05515 0.00162 3.0%
6 0.06101 0.06373 0.00272 4.5%
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4.3.2 Simply Supported and Free Case
Similar to the clamped on outside and free on inside case, Equations (4.8) are first written
into a system by using the fourth-order Runge-Kutta algorithm. From the displacement

boundary conditions found in (4.9b), the six shooting boundary values, u(l), u'(l),
w(l),w'(1), w'(1)and w"(1) at the outer edge are set as follows:

_ —(v, +30,1,1)
(1+3r,n)

uD=0, UD=a, w)=0, w D=4, w(Q A, w"(1)=y, where

a, y & o are the unknowns, and A is found to be independent of @ and taken equal to
one in the analysis. Then the three unknowns, a, ¥ & @ are solved by employing the

process from the Shooting Method stated in the previous section.
Table 4.9.a and Table 4.9.b present the frequency of the sandwich case in which

the frequency increases with the increase of the rise, except for the case where the hole

. b ’ ) .
size —=0.1. However, the frequency fluctuates as the size of hole varies.
a

Comparing the present results for —21% =0 with the analytical solution in Table
4.9.e, we observe that the values of the frequencies are quite close to each other, except

for the case of 2 =0.
a
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Table 4.9.a Classical Model of Dimensionless Frequencies of Simply Supported-Free

Sandwich Case
wlw,

H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 0.06218 0.05795 0.05594 0.05519
1 0.09792 0.09495 0.09354 0.09307
2 0.16292 0.16046 0.15934 0.15921
3 0.23223 0.22946 0.22858 0.22922
4 0.29970 0.29594 0.29582 0.29842
5 0.36074 0.35540 0.35540 0.36429
6 0.41190 0.40527 0.41041 0.42434

Table 4.9.b Classical Model of Dimensionless Frequencies of Simply Supported-Free

Sandwich Case
W

H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 581.3 541.8 523.0 516.0
1 979.2 887.8 874.6 870.2
2 1523.3 1500.2 1489.9 1488.6
3 2171.4 2145.5 2137.3 2143.9
4 2802.2 2767.0 2766.0 2790.3
5 3373.0 3323.0 3323.0 3406.1
6 3851.3 3789.3 3837.3 3967.6

As shown in Table 4.9.c, there is a noticeable increase of the frequency from 562

percent to 669 percent from the zero rise to the maximum allowable rise in the four

different size of hole cases. Table 4.9.d shows that the frequencies fluctuate between 0.4

percent to 11.2 percent from b = 0 to the maximum dimensionless hole, b =0.3 in the

seven different rise cases. The mode shapes are plotted in Figure 4.9.a and Figure 4.9.b.

The former shows the case of ﬁh— =0 with different hole sizes, while the latter plots the

rise of six.
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Table 4.9.c Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Rise According to the Classical
Model of a Simply Supported-Free Sandwich Case

bla wlo, wl/o, Av/w, % Increase of
for H/2h =0 forH/2h =6 @/,
0 0.06218 0.41190 0.34972 562 %
0.1 0.05795 0.40527 0.34732 599 %
0.2 0.05594 0.41041 0.35447 634 %
0.3 0.05519 0.42434 0.36915 669 %

Table 4.9.d Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Size of Hole According to the
Classical Model of a Simply Supported-Free Sandwich Case

H/2h wlo, - o/, Ao /w, % Increase (+)
for b/a=0 for b/a =0.3 . or Decrease (-)
of o/w,
0 0.06218 0.05519 -0.00699 . -11.2%
1 0.09792 0.09307 -0.00485 -5.0%
2 0.16292 0.15921 -0.00371 -2.3%
3 0.23223 0.22922 -0.00301 -1.3%
4 0.29970 0.29842 -0.00128 -0.4%
5 0.36074 0.36429 0.00355 1.0%
6 0.41190 0.42434 0.01244 3.0%

Table 4.9.e Comparison of Classical Model of Dimensionless Frequency of Circular

Plate for Simply Supported-Free Sandwich Case (f—h =0)

o/,
b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
Present Study 0.06218 0.05795 0.05594 0.05519
Leissa [10] 0.05823 0.05728 0.05570 0.05509
% error 6.8% 1.2% 0.4% 0.2%
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Table 4.10.a and Table 4.10.b show that the changes of frequency of the

homogeneous shell are similar to those of the sandwich case discussed above.

Table 4.10.a Classical Model of Dimensionless Frequencies of Simply Supported-Free
Homogeneous Case

olo,
H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 0.00643 0.00599 0.00578 0.00570
1 0.01386 0.01359 0.01346 0.01343
2 0.02507 0.02477 0.02468 0.02476
3 0.03574 0.03523 0.03532 0.03585
4 0.04436 0.04361 0.04416 0.04574
5 0.05132 0.05055 0.05140 0.05394
6 0.05782 0.05713 0.05811 0.06104

Table 4.10.b Classical Model of Fundamental Frequencies of Simply Supported-Free
Homogeneous Case

@

H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 bla=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 436.0 406.1 391.9 386.5
1 939.7 921.4 912.6 910.6
2 1699.7 1679.4 1673.3 1678.7
3 2423.2 2388.6 2394.7 2430.6
4 3007.6 2956.8 2994.0 3101.2
5 3479.5 3427.3 3484.9 3657.1
6 3920.2 3873.4 3939.9 4138.5

The frequencies shown in Table 4.10.c increase between 799 percent and 971
percent from the zero rise to the maximum allowable rise in the four different size of hole

cases. Table 4.10.d demonstrates that the frequency fluctuates between 0.3 percent and

11.4 percent from b =0 to b =0.3 in the seven different rise cases.
a a

Figure 4.10.a and Figure 4.10.b show the mode shapes for the zero hole case and the

dimensionless hole size of 0.2 with different rises, respectively.
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Table 4.10.c Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Rise According to the Classical

Model of a Simply Supported-Free Homogeneous Case

bla wlo, wlo, Aw/w, % Increase of
for H2h=0 | forH2h=6 wlo,
0 0.00643 0.05782 0.05139 799 %
0.1 0.00599 0.05713 0.05114 854 %
0.2 0.00578 0.05811 0.05233 905 %
0.3 0.0057 0.06104 0.05534 971 %

Table 4.10.d Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Size of Hole According to the
Classical Model of a Simply Supported-Free Homogeneous Case

H/2h /o, wlo, Ao/, % Increase (+)
for b/a=0 for b/a =0.3 or Decrease (-)
_ of w/w,
0 0.00643 0.00570 -0.00073 -11.4%
1 0.01386 0.01343 -0.00043 -3.1%
2 0.02507 0.02476 -0.00031 -1.2%
3 0.03574 0.03585 0.00011 0.3%
4 0.04436 0.04574 0.00138 3.1%
5 0.05132 0.05394 0.00262 5.1%
6 0.05782 0.06104 0.00322 5.6%

Table 4.10.e Comparison of Classical Model of Dimensionless Frequency éf Circular

Plate for Simply Supported-Free Homogeneous Case (—2}% 0)
wlo,
b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
Present Study 0.00643 0.00599 0.00578 0.00570
Leissa [10] 0.00602 0.00592 0.00575 0.00569
% error 6.8% 1.2% 0.5% 0.2%
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4.3.3 Free and Free Case
To apply the fourth-order Runge-Kutta algorithm for Equations (4.8) written into a
system, the six shooting boundary values, u(1), u'(1), w(1), w'(l), w"(I)and w”(1) at the

outer edge are set as follows:

uH=0, uwM=a, w) =7, w) =24, Wity = —GT30nn)
(1+3r,n)

_ (0, +3v,1,1)

"1
Wi (1+3r,n)

+A,

where «, ¥ & o are the unknowns, and A is independent of @ in the analysis and taken
as one in value.
Using the procedures of the Shooting Method, we obtain the numerical results for

the sandwich case in Table 4.11.a and Table 4.11.b. The frequency decreases with the
. . . H
larger hole and increases with the curvature. Comparing the present results for > =0

with the analytical solution in Table 4.11.e, we observe that the values of the frequencies

) ) b
are quite close to each other, except in the case of —=0.
a

Table 4.11.a Classical Model of Dimensionless Frequencies of Free-Free Sandwich Case

olo,
H/2h b/a=0 B/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 0.11138 0.10439 0.09996 0.09876
1 0.12191 0.12326 0.11555 0.11158
2 0.14897 0.14383 0.14071 0.13993
3 0.18521 0.18112 0.17877 0.17826
4 0.22591 0.22619 0.22089 0.22069
5 0.26864 0.26596 0.26479 0.26496
6 0.31213 0.30995 0.30935 0.30997
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Table 4.11.b Classical Model of Fundamental Frequencies of Free-Free Sandwich Case

w

H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 bla=0.2 ‘b/a=0.3
0 1041.4 976.0 934.6 923.5
1 1139.8 1152.4 1080.4 1043.3
2 1392.9 1344.8 1315.7 1308.3
3 1731.8 1693.5 1671.5 1666.8
4 2112.3 2081.5 2065.3 2063.4
5 2511.8 2486.7 2475.8 2477.3
6 2918.4 2898.0 2892.4 2898.3

As shown in Table 4.11.c, the frequencies increase between 180 percent and 214

percent from the zero rise to the maximum allowable rise in the four different size of

hole cases. However, Table 4.11.d illustrates that the frequencies decrease between 0.7

percent and 11.3 percent from b =0 to b =0.3 in the seven different rise cases. Figure
a

a

4.11.a plots the mode shapes of the case with b =0 with different rises. Figure 4.11.b

plots the case of the dimensionless hole, b =0.3, in which they have the same mode

a

shapes. Similar to the refined model shown in Section (4.2.3), the w deflection is

normalized to be unity at the inner boundary.
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Table 4.11.c Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Rise According to the Classical
Model of a Free-Free Sandwich Case

bla olo, wlo, Ao/w, % Increase of
for H2h =0 forH2h =6 wlo,
0 0.11138 0.31213 0.20075 180 %
0.1 0.10439 0.30995 0.20556 197 %
0.2 0.09996 0.30935 0.20939 209 %
0.3 0.09876 0.30997 0.21121 214 %

Table 4.11.d Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Size of Hole According to the

Classical Model of a Free-Free Sandwich Case

H/2h olw, ol/o, Aw /o, % Increase (+)
for b/a=0 for b/a=0.3 or Decrease (-)
of w/w,
0 0.11138 0.09876 -0.01262 -11.3%
1 0.12191 0.11158 -0.01033 -8.5%
2 0.14897 0.13993 -0.00904 -6.1%
3 0.18521 0.17826 -0.00695 -3.8%
4 0.22591 0.22069 -0.00522 -2.3%
5 0.26864 0.26496 -0.00368 -1.4%
6 0.31213 0.30997 -0.00216 -0.7%

Table 4.11.e Comparison of Classical Model of Dimensionless Frequency of Circular
Plate for Free-Free Sandwich Case (f—h =0)

olw,
b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
Present Study 0.11138 0.10439 0.09996 0.09876
Leissa [10] 0.10625 0.10358 0.09974 0.09870
% error 3.5% 0.5% 0.2% 0.1%
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Similar to the sandwich case, Table 4.12.a and Table 4.12.b show that the
frequency of the homogeneous shell increases with the curvature but decrease with the
bigger hole. Similarly, Table 4.12.e shows that the values of the frequencies are close to

that of the analytical solution.

Table 4.12.a Classical Model of Dimensionless Frequencies of Free-Free Homogeneous

Case

olw,
H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 0.01152 0.01079 0.01032 0.01020
1 0.01405 0.01346 0.01309 0.01299
2 0.01977 0.01935 0.01911 0.01905
3 0.02665 0.02635 0.02618 0.02616
4 0.03394 0.03370 0.03360 0.03362
5 0.04134 0.04116 0.04112 0.04119
6 0.04874 0.04860 0.04863 0.04877

Table 4.12.b Classical Model of Fundamental Frequencies of Free-Free Homogeneous

Case
)

H/2h b/a=0 b/a=0.1 b/a=0.2 b/a=0.3
0 . 781.1 731.6 699.7 691.6
1 952.6 912.6 887.5 880.7
2 1340.4 1311.9 1295.7 1291.6
3 1806.9 1786.5 1775.0 1773.6
4 2301.1 2284.9 2278.1 2279.4
5 2802.9 2790.6 2787.9 2792.7
6 3304.6 3295.1 3297.1 3306.6
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The frequencies presented in Table 4.12.c increase over 300 percent from the zero

rise to the maximum rise in the four different size of hole cases. Table 4.12.d illustrates

that the frequencies decrease between 0.1 percent and 11.5 percent from 2: 0 to
a

b . . )
— = 0.3 in the seven different rise cases.
a

Figure 4.12.a and Figure 4.12.b plot the mode shapes for zero rise and rise of six

with different sizes of holes, respectively.

Table 4.12.c Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Rise According to the Classical
Model of a Simply Free-Free Homogeneous Case

bla olo, o/, Awl/o, % Increase of
for H2h =0 forH/2h = 6 wlo,
0 0.01152 0.04874 0.03722 323 %
0.1 0.01079 0.04860 0.03781 350 %
0.2 0.01032 0.04863 0.03831 371%
0.3 0.01020 0.04877 0.03857 378 %

Table 4.12.d Increase of Dimensionless Frequency with Size of Hole According to the
Classical Model of a Free-Free Sandwich Case

H/2h o/, olo, Ao /v, % Increase (+)
for b/a=0 for b/a =0.3 or Decrease (-)
of w/w,
0 0.01152 0.01020 -0.00132 11.5%
1 0.01405 0.01299 20.00106 7.5%
2 0.01977 0.01905 ~0.00072 3.6%
3 0.02665 0.02616 -0.00049 1.8%
4 0.03394 0.03362 -0.00032 -0.9%
5 0.04134 0.04119 -0.00015 -0.4%
6 0.04874 0.04877 0.00003 01%
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4.4 Comparison of Results for Two Models

The fundamental frequency changes with the rise for the three boundary cases with
b = 0.3 are plotted in Figure 4.13. The solid lines represent the sandwich case while the
a

cross lines represent the homogeneous case, where the notation c-f is the clamped on
outside and free on inside, ss-f is the simply supported on outside and free on inside, and
f-f is free on inside and free on inside. It can be seen that there are big differences in
frequency between the three boundary conditions in the homogeneous case, especiélly
when the rise is small.

The following six figures show the comparison results for the two models with
the three boundary cases. In each boundary case, two figures will be presented, in which
figure (a) plots the sandwich case and figure (b) plots the homogeneous case. The solid
line represents the classical model and the cross line represents the refined model.

As shown Figure 4.14.b of the clamped on outside and free on inside boundary case, the

error is insignificantly small between the models when b =0 so that the use of the
a

classical theory in calculating the fundamental frequencies is fully justified. This
contrasts with the case of the sandwich shell shown in Figure 4.14.a for which results of
the classical model deviated from those of the refined model. The same conclusion can
be applied in the simply supported on outside and free on inside boundary case as shown
in the comparison of Figure 4.15.a and Figure 4.15.b. However, there is no such
phenomenon in the free on outside and free on inside boundary case as shown in the

comparison of Figure 4.16.a and Figure 4.16.b.
























CHAPTER §
NONLINEAR AXISYMMETRIC VIBRATIONS OF HOMOGENEOUS
SPHERICAL SHELLS
5.1 Finite Difference Method
In our previous work on linear vibrations of spherical shells, we were able to obtain the
numerical solution by means of the shooting method. However, the assumption of the
displacement forms u(r,r) = u(r)e’™, B(r.t) = B(re'™, and w(r,t) =w(r)e’” in (4.1) is
no longer valid in the nonlinear case. For example, the classical model for the nonlinear

axisymmetric displacement equations of a homogeneous spherical shell were given

previously (3.20) as follows:

1-v_ow

0’u 1 0 .
cl(ar—2+———r—u)+cz (5+—r“)(57)2“03“=0’ (5.1a)

64W+283W_L52W+L_5_W_) +c (a_u+£+2_w)+f_2_(@)2
ot ror rrort rPor or r R 2 or

C4(

T W B Y
Cl(8r+r)[6r(6r+ u+

L ow,
L) eiv=0, (.1b
PUTR e TG rerst G

_ 2Eh . = 2Eh(+v) ' 2BR°

) , c,=2ph, = — 5.1c
2 2 R(l—[)z) 3 ph C4 3(1_02) ( )

Substituting u(r,t) = u(r)e'® and w(r,t) = w(r)e'® into (5.1a) and (5.1b) yields,

d’u ldu 1 dw i ¢ ,d 1-v_ dWw 5, w2 —
—t—— 0, —e'" + L (—+—)(—) () + i@ -0,
Cl(drz r dr r2 u)e C, dr € > (dr . )( dr) (e ) c,oue

dw 2dw 1dw 1 dw, .u du u 2W. i € AW 2, w2
+= - +——)e'® b, (= F =+ D) + (22
ar® rar® r*dr* r dr) Cz(dr r R)e 2(dr) ™)

[
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d 1. dw d v uo (A+0)dw o 1
—c (—+ ) [—(—+—= + fuids 4—
C](dr r)[ dr (dr r)u(e ) R dr we) 2 ( dr

dw

)’ (e™)’]

,
—c;0 we'™ =0.

Due to the nonlinear nature of Equations (5.1), the time dependence through ' cannot
be eliminated.
In order to determine the solution of (5.1), a finite difference method is employed.

Length and time are divided into a grid and we let,
u(e +iAr, jAt) =u/ , (5.2a)
w(e +iAr, jAt) = w;] . (5.2b)

¢ is the size of the hole, i =01,.....,N, and j=01,...M , Ar= 1—75 N is the number

o 1 . L.
of divisions, and At = _A? is the time increment.

The governing differential equations (5.1) are approximated by using of the

following formulas [16, 17, 18]:

ou(r,t) ul, —ul, Ou(r,r) _ ul, = 2ul +ul,
or 20r or’ Ar? ’

azu(r,t) _ u,ijrl - 2u,»j +u,-j_l ow(r,t) _ wi{»l ~ wz'j—l
or? At? ’ or 20r

o’ w(r,1) _ Wij+1 —2ij + wij;l O*w(r,t) _ Wij+z - 2Wij+1 +2Wij—1 - Wij—z
or? Ar? ’ or’ 2Ar°

64W(rat) _ Wij+2 — 4wi{+1 + 6W,J _4Wij_1 + Wjjvz 52W(r, t) _ M)ij+1 _zwij + "vij_1
or’ Art ’ or’ At? ’

(5.2¢)
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where the subscript i represents the radial position while the superscript j represents the

time position. Replacing (5.1) with the above approximation (5.2) and solving for the

Jj+1
i

highest time increment, u/™, wij+1 in terms of the lower time increment, we have the
equations:
w™ = fiulultwly, (5.3a)
w/™ = £l wl Tt wly, (5.3b)
where u, =u

u,u,_,and w, =w,_,,w,

i+1,

i1 W,,....etc,, f, and f, contain all terms at time
stepj and j-1.
Here we have a two time step method. We need the values of the variables at

time j—1, and j to find the values at time j+1 in (5.3). Similarly, the boundary

conditions are also approximated by using (5.2¢) since they involve derivatives. Let the

initial condition for the rise, f—h =0, be the analytical solutions [10],

u(r0) = AJ,(or) + A Y, (wr), | (5.4a)

w(r,0) = AyJ,(kr) + BY,(kr) + C 1, (kr) + DK, (kr), (5.4b)

C .
where k* =%, J,,J,.Y,,Y I,  and K, are Bessel functions.
¢ 0 1 0 1 0 [1]
4

We take this initial condition to be the same as that chosen by [10] for the uncoupled
version of (5.1).

To start the process, we assign the initial condition (5.4) to both j=0 and j=1
time steps in order to obtain the numerical solution at time step j =2. Then continue the
process to obtain solutions at any time step j. The constants A ,A,,A,,B,,C,,and D, in

(5.4) are calculated so that they satisfy the boundary conditions. We note that the
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constants are going to be functions of the natural frequency @ . In order to find the period

T, we iterate in time and find how long it will take for the solution to come back to the

Jj+NAt J* Nar

initial curve. That is when (u , W ) is almost the same as (u’, yj ). Since At is

J+NAt J+NA
wo)

b

taken to be small, we will have l|(1_4 —(@’,w’)| is small. Then the period T is

approximately equal to NA¢. From Figure 5.1.a, once the periodicity occurs, ie. the

. 2 .
period T= il , the natural frequency o is found.
1)

5.2 Comparison with Results from Shooting Method

Before analyzing the nonlinear vibrations, we first 4use the finite difference method to
solve for the linear vibrations and compare the results with those obtained by the shooting
method presented in Chapter 4. We consider the clamped outer boundary and free inner
boundary of homogeneous case of the classical model with the dimensionless hole size
£=0.2 in Section (4.3.1). We then compare the linear version in Equations (5.1) by
using the finite difference method.

Table 5.1 shows the results from the two methods. Figure 5.1.a through Figure
5.1.d represent the plots from the finite difference method (F.D.M.). The magnitude of

the deflections is normalized to be one, as in the shooting method.
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Table 5.1 Comparison of Results for Linear Vibration

H/2h ©=2IT 0, =27/T % error
with £ =0.2 Shooting Method FD.M.
0 863.1 842.3 2.4 %
1 1151.9 1104.3 4.1 %
2 1742.9 1712.0 1.8 %
3 2396.1 2362.1 1.4 %

It should be noted thét by using the finite difference method, the natural
frequencies of the u and w directions are found to be different. In Table 5.1, w, is the
natural frequency in the w direction, which is almost the same as the natural frequency @

found by the shooting method. But the natural frequency w, in the u direction found by

the finite difference method is equal to 24,272 cps with the rise f—h =0to3, plotted in

Figure 5.1.a. From the numerical results, we can stipulate that the value of w(r, ) did not
effect u(r, t) in Equation (5.1a). Therefbre Equation (5.1a) can be solved for u(r, £). It is
inserted in Equation (5.1b) as a known forcing term. Then Equation (5.. 1b) is sol';/ed as a
nonhomogeneous equation. The solution for w(r, #) would then be a linear combination
of the homogeneous solution and the particular solution. However, we did not follow this
path, instead we solve the simultaneous equation using a finite difference scheme. From

Figures 5.1.b through 5.1.d, we observe that the periodicity reduces the accuracy when
. H . . . .
the rise o is increased. From [1], Koplik concluded that the w, is the higher

predominantly extensional mode in both the uncoupled and coupled vibrations.
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5.3 Comparison with Results of Linear Vibrations
This section presents the results of nonlinear vibrations of Equations (5.1) with the same
boundary conditions used as in Section (5.2). Table 5.2 and Figure 5.2.a through Figure
5.2.d show the results for the nonlinear vibrations. We found that the nonlinear problem
only behaves well when the magnitude of the deflection is small, say in the order of 0.01,
as shown in the following four figures. Also, from Table 5.2 and Figure 5.2.b through
Figure 5.2.d, we have periodicity when the magnitude of the deflections is small as is
expected. Hence, we only expect periodicity when the variables in the nonlinear problem

are small. We also observe that the natural frequency @, in the u direction is equal to

23,489 cps with the rise ;{_h =0to03, plotted in Figure 5.2.a. As the magnitude of the

deflection increases, we loose periodicity. In other words, the magnitude does not return
to the original position.

Table 5.2 Comparison of Results for Nonlinear Vibration

H/2h o, =2xIT o, =2x/T
with £ = 0.2 Linear Case Nonlinear Case
0 842.3 1005.3
1 1104.3 1132.1
2 1712.0 *Lack of Periodicity
3 2362.1 *Lack of Periodicity

* Lack of Periodicity means the curve did not o back to the initial curve, see Figure 5.2.d.
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CHAPTER 6
CONCLUSIONS

By starting with Hamilton’s principle as well as the derivation based on [1, 2], we have
succeeded in finding the equations for the solution for the natural frequencies of linear
and nonlinear shallow spherical shells. The linear vibration case involves the analysis of
both the sandwich and homogeneous spherical shells while the nonlinear equation case

deals with the vibration of the homogeneous shells.
In the linear case, by using the Shooting Method, we assume the natural

frequency is the same in all the displacement directions, £, u, or w. The analysis is

applied for shells with varied curvature and size of central hole for three sets of outer
boundary conditions, namely, clamped, simply supported and free. In all cases the inside
edge condition remains free.

It is observed that the fundamental frequencies are extremely sensitive to
curvature demonstrating increases in the frequencies of over 100% when comparing zero
rise to the maximum~ rise, for all the boundary cases of both models. We have
demonstrated that the fundamental frequencies increase with the bigger holes in the
clamped boundary cases of both models, but only in simI'JIy supported, and free outer
boundary cases of the refined model. It is noted that when the central hole is equal to
zero, the classical model can be employed giving the same results as the refined model
for the homogeneous case with clamped and simply supported outer boundary conditions.
However, we see that the fundamental frequencies of the sandwich case in the classical

model are far higher than those in the refined model. It is also observed that with the

central hole of dimensionless radius, —b— = (.3, the refined model for both sandwich and
a
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homogeneous cases should be applied to find the frequency, except for the sandwich case
of the free outer boundary condition, since the frequency calculated by the classical
“model gives results which deviate significantly from those of the refined model.

In the nonlinear case, the finite difference method is employed to analyze the
natural frequency using the classical model for the homogeneous case with a clamped

outer boundary condition and a dimensionless hole size of &=0.2. The period, T is
determined numerically, where the frequency @ is equal ETZ The numerical results

show that the fundamental frequencies are different in the u and w directions in either the
uncoupled or coupled case. This leads to the conclusion that the assumption of the same
natural frequency in each displacement direction is a very specific condition, consistent
with the assumption of most of the previous researchers. As pointed out further, analytic
work is needed to substantiate that the frequencies of the extension and transverse
directions are not the same.

It is found that the nonlinear vibration of the spherical shell has a natural
frequency, only in the case that the magnitude of the deflection is small, in the order of
0.01. We observed that the periodicity in the w direction is significantly reduced in
accuracy when the rise is equal to 3. However, the periodicity in the u direction is much

more stable. The natural frequency w, is over 20,000 cps, while the natural frequency in
the w direction, @, is around 1,000 cps.

In conclusion, it is noted that the shooting method is a powerful tool in
determining the natural frequency in the linear vibration of shallow spherical shells. It
may be further employed to solve for nonshallow shells. However, employing this

method is based on the specific assumption that the natural frequency is the same in all
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the directions. Thus, a larger research effort would be required in solving the problems in

which different frequencies are assumed in different displacement directions.



APPENDIX A
DERIVATION OF STRAIN-DISPLACEMENT RELATIONS
In this appendix, the theory of elasticity [7, 12] is employed to derive the strain-
displacement relations for the homogeneous spherical shell.
Firstly, the infinitesimal distance of an undeflected state of the spherical shell has the

form [7]:
ds* =(R+2)*d¢* + (R +2)*sin® ¢d6* + dz*,
or ds* = g¢¢d¢2 +g0pd0* +gd7*, , (Al)
where, g4 =(R+2)%, g9 =(R+2)*sin’ ¢, g, =1. (A2)
Let P,and P, be two neighboring points in an unstrained state. After deformation,
P,and P take the positions as F,' and P,', respectively. We assume the coordinates of
the points Py and Pare o and «a+da respectively, where « represents the

coordinates, ¢, @ or z. The coordinates of the points P,’ and P,' will then be denoted by
a+¢& and a+& +da+d&E, where & is the coordinate change.

Hence, the infinitesimal distance is deflected in the following state:

ds’ = (R+z+£,) (dp+dE,)" +(R+z+&,) sin(¢+&,)(dO+dE,y)” +(dz+dE,)’

where Uy =(R+2)¢&;, Uy =(R+2z)singé,, U,=¢,. (A3)

By taking the axisymmetric (torsionless) simplifications , ie.U, =0, we get,
£, =0, df, =0, and independence with&.

Taking the first order differential approximation 7], we have,

d ) 5, G 0
dé, = 6 dg + 56 49+ 258 dz = S dé+ 6 dz,
o 00 oz o &z
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856 agﬁ 656
d&, = d¢ + dé + dz=0, A4
Y ¢ 0 s (A4)

. |
de. = Lxgg 4 %5 ggy 96 g %52 gy Sy
o6 " o0 e T

In order to have the approximation be consistent with linear elasticity theory, the
following assumptions are further taken,

E2=0or df? =0 where i=¢ orz,
and  sin($+¢&,) = sin geosé, +cosgsin £, ~sin ¢ +cosgé,. (AS)
Therefore, (A3) becomes,
ds’” =[(R+2)* +2R+2)E,1[dp* +2dpdE]
+[(R+2)2 +2(R+ )&, |[sin” § + 2sin pcos¢é,;1d6°
+[dz* +2dzdé,]
=[(R+2)* +2(R+2)£,1[d¢” + 2d¢(%%d¢ +%dz)}
+[(R+2)* +2(R + 2)&, l[sin* ¢ + 2sin ¢ cosp&, 140
+[dz* +2dz(%d¢+-a—a'}’;—zdz)]
or, ds”? =Gu,d¢® +Ggyd6® + G dz” +Gdgdz, (A6)
where,

0
G5 =[(R+2)> +2(R+ z)gz][1+2%%]z(1e+z)2 +2(R+z)2—a%+2(R+z)§z,

Ggp ~[(R+2)% +2(R+2)&,1sin” ¢ +2(R +2)” sin pcosgé,, (A7)



Ga:l+2£,

<

9.

, 0
Gy =2(R+ 5%
. 0z o¢

From [12], we have the following formulas,

_lGii — i

where i=¢,0,z,
2 g

Normal strains (Linear case): e;

1 G

Shear strain (Linear case): e; =— where i, j=¢,00rz.
'\j o jj

From (A6), since G,, =G, =0, we get,
€¢9 =O, e& = O.

Substituting (A2) and (A7) with (A3) into (A8) yields,

.
2R+72) - (—2 )+ 2R+ 2)U
R+2' SRV ARSIU, | gy
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(A8a)

(A8b)

(A9)

Ll LY J2 (544U,
T2 e, 2 (R+2)° (R+2) 0 °
2 U¢ 02
2(R +z)” sin gcosg +2(R+2)U sin" ¢
e _1Ggs — 849 :l[ (R+2) 1
) 86 2 (R+2)*sin’ ¢
—— 1w, cotgU ]
(R+2) * v
'eu:le,z_gzz :l(2aUZ)=aUz’
2 g, 2 oz 0z
o U ou
2R+7)>—(—2)+2—==
. _1 Gy _l[( eV 3, Wy Uy, 1 U,
2 [eue. 2 (R+72) o R+z (R+z) 0¢

(A10)
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Employing the thin shell assumption the following is taken as,
(R+z):R(1+%)zR. (A11)

Assuming the shell to be shallow gives,

1 10 0
ing~ ¢, tp~—, Rop=r, ——r—. Al2
sing ~¢, cotg 5 p=r Rop o (A12)

By taking the axisymmetric (torsionless) assumptions, the displacement form is,

U,(#,2,0) > U, (r,z,t) =u(r,t) + z(r,1),
Uy(@,2,t) >U,y(r,z,1) =0, (A13)

U.(@,z,0) > U, (r,z,t) =w(r,1).
Substituting (A13) with (A11) and (A12) into (A10), the strain — displacement (linear)

relations become,

ou, U, ou w 0Of
err: +——‘:—+—.+Z—, eﬂﬁz 2z
or R or R or r R r R r

:aUr_U" +6UZ aw+ﬁ7 ezzzaUz :@:Oa (A14)
0z 0z

€, M
0z R or or

where, from [1, 2], l;’ ~0.

From [1], the strain-displacement relations for the sandwich case are,

ouY UY oy w 0 v® u® oy ow
eg)z_.’__*_;:__,.__‘_zl_ﬂ’ eéla):_’_+_zz_+_+zl_ﬁ.,
or R or R or r R r R r

oD = ou” UY +5U§D %+,B
A R or ro

(2) (2) (2) (2)
eﬁg):aU, +Uz :_al+_"‘_}__ %’ e;g):Ur +UZ _l_l_+i_ _ﬂ_’
or R or R or r R r R r
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u® p® , , 3) 3) ,
eif):a_’_i_L:a_u i hl%’ eg;):U;.*._q_Z_:E_‘_l_}_hlﬁ
or R or R or r R r R r

el = eg) =0 (membrane face layers assumption).
(A15)



APPENDIX B
NONLINEAR STRESS-STRAIN-DISPLACEMENT RELATIONS
‘In this appendix, the nonlinear theory of elasticity [2, 3, 4, 5] is employed to derive the
stress-strain-displacement relations for the homogeneous spherical shell. Assuming a

shallow shell leads to the following nonlinear stress components [2]:
. 1 1
O'rr = O-rr(l + err) + Ur0(59r9 '—G):) + O-rz(gerz + a)()) ’

*

1 1
O.,= aﬁ(Eeﬂ, +w,)+0o,,(1+ey) +an(5e& -w,),

. 1
o =0 (Ee,Z —609)+O’,9(%e& +tw,)+o (1+e,), (B1)

. 1 1

O = o—rG(EerG +0,)+05(1+ey) +09z(§e& -o,),
. 1 1

Cg = O're(Eerz — @) + 0'99(5691 +o,)+o,(l+e,),

. 1 1
o =Gﬂ(§eﬂ _w9)+0—9z(_2_eez +a)r)+o-zz(1+ezz)’

=

where, the superscript * represents the nonlinear stress components, and @ is the rotation.

In the simplified nonlinear case, often referred to as the case of small rotations as
in [3], we omit the effects of the linear strains on the nonlinear stresses and on the
nonlinear strain terms in (B1). Thus, the nonlinear stresses based on the simplified

nonlinear theory are formulated as follows:

0, =0, —0,0,+0,0,, C,=0,0,+0,-0_0,,

C,=-0,0,+0,0 +0_, Ogg = 0,00, + 04y —Op0,, (B2)
»* *

Op = — 0,0y + Tgpd, + 0, 0,=—0,0,+0,0, +0_.
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To further simplify the problem [2, 4, 5], the angle of rotation @, about an axis
normal to the middle surface is assumed to be negligible, since it is usually much smaller

than the surface rotations @, and ®,. Furthermore, the axisymmetric (torsionless)
assumption yields @, = 0. Therefore, the final nonlinear stress components become:
o, =0, +0,0,~0, (assume o w,=0 from[2]),
Cp = Opps
0. =0,-0,0,,
o, =0, =0 (fromEquation (2.12c)), (B3)
O, = — 0,0y + G4 =0 (from Equation (2.12c) ),
0L =-0,0,+0, =0 (from[2]),
where, o, = %(,B —-%) .
From [2, 3], we have the following nonlinear strain components,
e =e, +%[ef, +(%er0 +w,) +(%e,z -w,)1,

. 1 1 1 1
er() = eré) +err(Eer0 —wz)+eﬂg(aer0 +wz)+(_2_erz -0)9)(5692 +a)r)’

e =e_+e (-l—e —w,)+e (le + )+(le - )(le +@)) (B4)
rz rz z 2 24 7} o4 2 r [ 2 (4 r 2 ré z/

. 1, 1 , 1 )

€0 = €go +§[e99 +(-2—e9Z +w,)" + (Eerg -w,)°],

1 1 1 1
€y =€+ 999(53& —o,) +ezz(5e92 +o,)+ (Eeré) _a)z)(Eerz +@,),

* 1, 1 2 1 2
e, =e +—le. +(— + @ +(—e, — @ s
z 2z 2[ 2z (2erz g) (2 & ,)]



where, the superscript * represents the nonlinear strain.

The simplified nonlinear assumptions stated before yield,

. 1 , ou w 0O 1 , .
e +—w, =—+—+z7—+—-0 from Equation (2.9) ),
€ eyt =Rt ig TR0 quation (2.9))
. u w_ p .
€y = €49 =—+—+z— (from Equation (2.9) ),
r R r
e, =¢€,= 5 + f (from Equation (2.9) ),
r

e, =e,, =0, (fromEquation (2.12c) ),

e, = e, =0, (fromEquation (2.12c)),

el =e, +%a)92 =0, (from[2]),

where, o, = %(,B—%rui).

It should be noted that for the presentation in Chapter 3, the superscripts * , which

represents the nonlinear terms, have been omitted.
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