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This paper presents an improved model for naturally curved and twisted anisotropic beams with closed
thin-walled cross-sections. By introducing eigenwarping functions and expanding axial displacements in
series of eigenwarpings, the differential equation involving the generalized warping coordinate and the
expression for eigenvalues can be derived using the principle of minimum potential energy. In the model
the effects of some factors such as the initial curvature, torsion of the beams as well as torsion-related
warping, transverse shear deformations and elastic coupling are incorporated. As an application, the pres-
ent model is adopted to do an analysis for closed thin-walled composite box beams. Comparison with the
existing experimental observation and numerical results shows that the proposed model is valid for ana-

lyzing such naturally curved and twisted beams.
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1. Introduction

Static and dynamic analysis of naturally curved and twisted
beams with closed thin-walled sections made of anisotropic mate-
rials has many important applications in mechanical, civil and
aeronautical engineering due to their outstanding engineering
properties, such as streamlined modeling and favorable loaded
characteristics. Helicopter blades and flexible space structures
are specific cases of the beams. Some beam theories have been
developed for analysis of mechanical behaviors, such as general-
ized beam theory [1] and refined beam theory [2-5]. The structural
behavior of the beams is no longer appropriately modeled with the
beam theory for isotropic materials [6-8], and a more advanced
theory must be developed. While much has been done in the the-
ories of plates, shells, straight beams and curved beams made of
laminated composite materials [9-25], much less has been done
in the theory of naturally curved and twisted closed thin-walled
beams made of anisotropic materials. There have been some re-
lated studies to the application of the finite element method for
the beam problem [26-28]. A comprehensive treatment to the
warping has been proposed for modeling box beams by using the
variational principles, which leads to solution for warping of
cross-sections in a corresponding eigenvaule problem [29]. This
theory is only valid for the straight beams. For the curved beams,
an improved model is needed for incorporating the effects of the
initial curvature and torsion of the beams. Recently, using solutions
for several characteristic beam elasticity problems from the exact
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beam theory, characteristic operators in formulation of the model
have been treated, which can be used to evaluate effectively the
structural behaviors including the warping effect [30].

This paper aims to propose an improved model for naturally
curved and twisted composite beams with closed thin-walled sec-
tions. By introducing eigenwarping functions and expanding axial
displacements in series of eigenwarpings, the differential equation
involving the generalized warping coordinate and the expression
for eigenvalues can be derived using the principle of minimum po-
tential energy. In the model the effects of some factors such as the
initial curvature, torsion of the beams as well as torsion-related
warping, transverse shear deformations and elastic coupling are
incorporated. Numerical examples are given, and comparison with
the existing experimental observation and numerical results shows
that the proposed model has enough exactness in computation,
and is valid for analysis of naturally curved and twisted anisotropic
beams with closed thin-walled cross-sections.

2. Geometry and constitutive relations of the beam

Let the locus of the cross-sectional centroid of the beam be a
continuous curve in space denoted by [, and the tangential, normal
and bi-normal unit vectors of the curve are denoted by ¢, n and b,
respectively. The Frenet-Serret formula for a smooth curve is
t = k1n, n= —k1t + kzb, b = —kzﬂ, (1)
where superscript prime represents the derivative with respect to s.

The symbols s, k; and k; are arc coordinate, curvature and torsion of
the curve, respectively.
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Let us introduce ¢- and n-directions in coincidence with the
principal axes through the centroid O,, as shown in Fig. 1. The
angle between the ¢-axis and normal n is represented by 6, which
is generally a function of s. If the unit vectors of O¢ and Oq# are
represented by i: and i,, then

i: =ncos0+bsind,
i, = —nsin6+ bcoso.

(2)

From Eq. (1) the following expressions are obtained

t' = kyi: — ki,
i. = —kyt + ki, 3)

iW = kit — ksi:./

in which k. = kqsind, k;, = k;cos0, ks =k + 0.

A geometry of cross-section of the beam is shown in Fig. 2. The ¢
is the curvilinear coordinate describing the contour of the section,
denoted by C. It is assumed that the contour remains unchanged,
i.e., the cross-section does not deform in its own plane, but the
plane allows a warping deformation along its axis. The deforma-
tion of the beam is thus governed by six rigid body modes, namely,
three translations of the section, uy(s), us), uy(s), and three rota-
tions of the section, ¢4(s), ¢:(s) and ¢, (s). The membrane stresses
in the beam are composed of an axial stress flow n and a shear
stress flow g. These two stress flows are acting in the plane of con-
tour and are uniform across the thickness of the beam. The consti-
tutive relations for a thin-walled laminated beam are expressed by
[29].

n Am A e
o= ) @
q ng  Hgqg 1LY
in which the e and y are the membrane axial strain and (engineer-
ing) shear strain, respectively, and A, = Ay —A2,/Ap;Ay =

Ass _Ags/AZZZ,Anq :7A16 — A2Az6 /A, and Aij = er::] fzzk’i1 Gijdz
(i=1,2,6) where Q; are expressed by [31]
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where I, m are direct cosine and

Qi1 = (1 - vron) 'Er, Qyy = (1 - vgron) 'Er, Qes = Gir,
Qi =Qy =(1- ULTUTL)AULTEL

Fig. 1. Geometry of the cross-section.
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Fig. 2. Closed cell thin-walled beam model.

3. Equilibrium equations

Simplifying stress vectors to the centroid O; on the cross-
section A, as shown in Fig. 3, the principal vector Q(Q,,Q:,Q;) and
principal moment M(Ms,M;,M,)) are written by
Q = Qt + Qi + Qyiy;, M = Mt + Mci; + M,iy,
where Qs is axial force, Q; and Q,; are two shear forces while M is
torque, M; and M,, are bending moments. The external forces and
moments per unit length along the beam axis are indicated by p
and m as
P = pst + P + pyiy, m = mgt + mei; + myiy.

The equilibrium equations are
44Q - K- 1@} + o = 0},
4 My~ 1K) (M)~ 1] (@) + (m) = (0},

where

Q@=[Q Q Q] M=[M M M,

y=[ps p: py)". {my=[my m. m,]",

0k, —k: 0 0 0
Kj=|-k, 0 Kk | [H=[0 0 1
ke —k; 0O 0 -1 0

Fig. 3. Stress resultants in a typical beam element.
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The general solutions have the following forms [32]:

@ -l (1) - [ {p}ds),

{M} = [A]- {{Mo}+/ A" (H] - [A] - ({Qo}+{Q*})*{m})dS},

(6)

where {Qp} and {My} are column matrices for integration constants,
and {Q"} = - [; [A]" - {p}ds in which [A] is the matrix of direction co-
sine with each element being dot product of two corresponding unit
vectors for both coordinate system characterized by t, i;, i, and iy, i,
i, respectively expressed by

t-iy t-i, t-i
A = |-t deedy de-dg | (7)

iy iy iy iy

4. Mathematical formulation for the eigenwarping approach

In eigenwarping approach, the solution for the problem will be
determined by adding eigenwarping in the form of a series expan-
sion to a warping-free solution. The warping of cross-sections is
determined by a solution for a corresponding eigenvaule problem.
The eigenvaule problem can be tackled using a discretized element
method based on the discretization for eigenwarping function over
the section of the beams [29].

Assuming that the deformation of the beam consists of stretch-
ing, bending and torsion, thus the displacement field neglecting the
effect of warping can be written as follows

u =Wt + Ui; + Vi, (8)
in which
W = us(s) + nep.(s) — E@,(s),
Ue(S) = nQy(s), 9
= un( )+ EQy(S).

The strain-displacement relations are [6]

VEeiior = & + Nw;e — Ewy,
2y/ge1z0r = & — N, (10)
2\/2613or = 811 + 50357

In these equations,

& = uls - k,z,Ui + k:jum &= u’i + k"luS - ksu” =Py
Oy — k@ +kep,, (11)

ks + ks,

&y = u;] —keus + ku: + ., 05 =
W = q)/c + k’i(ps - ks(p1]7 Wy = ('0'7

The above equation is usually referred to as geometry equations,
and can be rewritten as

4 (0}~ K1}~ o) = (0},
1 (12)
9w~ 1K) u) ~ ] {0} ~ {2) = (0},

where

{0} =10; 0. @) {u} = [us u: uy]",
{0} = [0 w; )", {e} = [& &: &),

so the general solutions to the geometry equations are [32]
{o} =T1Al- (9o} +{0"}),
) =141 {(Uo) + A" ((5) + [H] A((a} + 19Dy}
(13)

in which {¢o} and {U,} are integration constants, {¢@*} =
fg[A]T - {w}ds. For simplicity, the initial curvature k; is assumed to
be small, because k; = k;sind, k, = kicos6, then g=(1 — ¢k, + 11k5)2
gives

VEr~1.

The above equation is realistic for most practical applications. The
strains e, y in Eq. (4) can be written using Eq. (10) as

€ = e11or = & + NW; — Ly,

dp dé dp (14)

d'f
y= Zelzord—z, 2150 o = e o+ B go IO

According to the relation between the internal forces and stress
flows defined by

Qs: /nord‘; MS:/qurrdgy
JC C

dé
Qc:/qmd—;da M(,v:/nmndc, (15)
Cc
/qard;/’dZ Mﬂ = - / nurfdga
JC

using Egs. (4) and (14), Eq. (15) changes to
Qs = 5857

Q: = GeAcee: + GyhAuey + [o Ager FdLes,
Q= GeAeye: + GpAyyen + Jc Aqqr%déwﬂ

. (16)
M; = I + [ Agr&die: + [ Agritdie,,
Mé = 15560
M;] = I;mwm

where G; and G, are the shear coefficients in ¢- and n-directions for
closed thin-walled composite beams [33]; S = [.And( is the axial
stiffness, and I;; = [ Awn?d( is the bending stiffness (similar defini-

tion for I,;;),Az: = [ A qq< ) d¢ is the shear stiffness (similar defini-

tions for A, and A), and Ip = |- Apr?d( is the torsional stiffness. In
above derivation, the equations [.Awéd{= [ Amnd{= [.Amd
nd{ =0, have been applied. The six strain measures &, &, &, ®s,
g, wy in Eq. (16) can be evaluated by the internal forces deter-
mined from Eq. (6). Using the resulting strain measures, the strains
e and y and stress flows n and q can be obtained from Eqgs. (14) and
(4), respectively. The displacements in Eq. (8) can be also deter-
mined using Eq. (13).

In the following let us consider the effect of warping. For an un-
loaded beam, i.e., p = m=0, an additional part of solution for the dis-
placement in the axial direction and three strain measures is
assumed to be in the form of

Wco(Cv ) = @(Q)a(s),
wo(S) = Ua(s), (17)
s,m( ) = Vogs),

Wseo(S) = Eai(s),

where ¢({) and of(s) are the eigenwarping modes of the cross-
section and the generalized warping coordinates, respectively, and
U,V and Z are three unknown parameters. Substituting Eq. (17) into
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the strain-displacement relations incorporating the warping effect
[6,34], yields

er1co = Q(OoU(S) + ks[({j;f)’/’ - (%‘;)é]a(s),
Veo :291250d—§+2e13cof
= Un(s) % — Ze(s)% + [ (22) + kyop] ()%
+Vau(s) 9L+ EZa(s) I+ {(0—‘3) —kéﬁo]“(s)d_?
(M, k. (pd”+l<n¢?§+U%f+V%?+r§)“(5)v

where r is the distance from the centroid O, to the tangent to the
cross-sectional curve, as shown in Fig. 2. For orthotropic beam
whose two axes of orthotropy are parallel to the axis of the beam
and the tangent, A = Az =0, resulting in A,q =0, which indicates
vanishing of the in-plane extension-shearing coupling of the lami-
nate. The corresponding strain energy is

1 1
HCO = i /0 /C(A""eglco +Aqqy§o)dcds’

The expression for eigenvalues can be derived by minimizing the
energy with respect to ¢,U,V and Z. The associated eigenvalues
U2 can be obtained in the form of a Rayleigh quotient below

chqq{ (dq) ke, § T+ k'i(pld

¢

2
d'7 A A 12 | (99
L+Vig +u,r> ﬂmks[(%

2325

have been used, and the products of the generalized warping coor-
dinate and their derivative are eliminated due to small displace-
ment theory. The resulting Eq. (19) contains the terms related to
the initial curvature and torsion of the beam, which can be applied
to analysis of such naturally curved and twisted beams.

5. Improved beam model and equivalent constitutive equations
Using Egs. (9), (11) and (17) , the combined displacement in

the axial direction and three strain measures can be expressed
by

2 _
fi fCAnnqoi ac
where U;,V;, 5; are determined by
' do; o de g de e,
/CAWZ <W’d_C_kiW1q)i dC +k'1W (U r dC Idv+ Vl dv _,r) d_x:dé_o
\/CAWZ<Widdg€l k W(P, d’z+kqw (/)IEIIVJFUIZ% IZ;ZJF r)%déio
(20)
' do; dny dé < ypdn,
/CAWZ<W’d_€_kinq)1 dc-‘rkan)ldv ldv+vl dg TdC 0
where
H% Sii1 <SS
¢i=1 2= si<S<Sip (21)
0 other

in which s; corresponds to the discretized point along the contour of
the section denoted by C (see also Fig. 2). In above derivation the
following set of orthonormality relations

Wim = W+Wco =W+Z§D,‘(C)0‘i(5)~, (23)
Eeim = & + 820 = Ec + Y Uith(s)
Epim = &y + Epco = &y + Zviai(s) (24)
Wsim = Ws + Wseo = Ws + ZE,‘O(,’(S),
Thus, the total strain components e and ) are
O i }4 2 I3
Jr- (5)e e
: (19)
_ ’ 091\, _ (99 |y,
€= eior +§i: {90,-(4 i(5) +k5[( o )11 (811)6} 061(5)},
d d d d¢
Y= 26120rd—§+ 2e13m + Z < P ke, d]Z +kgi g (25)

d¢ dn
+U'dC+V’ dc+r-,>a1(s)

The total potential energy for the beam
1 1 1
=3 /O /C(A,me2 + Agqy?)dids — /0 (DU + pylty + ms)ds,

(26)

Using the orthonormality relationships (17), Eq. (26) changes to

= Ho,+2/[ (o2 + 2a) — d,»oc,}d& 27)
where
di = Q. (Ui + ky ;) + Q, (Vi — k:p;) + ME;. (28)

The II,, is the energy for the warping-free beam. The second term in
Eq. (27) indicates that ¢, U, V and Z are independent of the previous
six rigid body modes corresponding to the warping-free beam. Min-
imizing II, will result in the equilibrium Eq. (5), and minimizing
the second terms with respect to o; yields

(29)

/Annﬁoi@jdczfsm /Aqu‘iFij:uz(S,-j, (22)
C C
where
of — 2oy = —d;.
_ (i . dn dé  —de odn =\ Aw 2[00\, (00 .]°
F\/(dC k:; C+k,,(p,dC+U,dy+V,dC _,r) +A7qqks{<8f n on el
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The above equation is solved easily. Accordingly, the improved
solution for the problem in terms of the series expansion of
eigenwarping takes the form of

Win =W +3 @0,  &im =& + ZUiOCi,
1 1
Epim = &y + Zviah Wysim = Ws + ZE%
1 1
i = 1+ 3 A { 0,(0)24(5) + ke | (%) n — (%
1

do; e T de =
qim:q+ZAqq(d‘—/g’—ki([)i%?—&-k,,qoi%:;-i-ui%—s— ,-d—’l-l-r:,)oc,v(s).
1

~—
A
—
2
—
%)
~—
—

S

6. Example analysis

For the purpose of computation, a curved, thin-walled compos-
ite box beam fixed at one end (s=0) and free at the other end
(s=1), as shown in Fig. 4, is considered as computational model.
The axis of the beam is assumed to be a circular arc with radius
a. In this case there is

l 1
ﬁ:a7 kn:kl :a,
x=asinf, y=a(l—cosp),

and 0 =ks=k; =0 and k; = 1/R. The external load is assumed to be
uniformly distributed load p,, in the #-direction, i.e.,

{py=00p,]", {m}=[000"

Using Eqgs. (6) and (13), the expressions related to the internal forces
and displacements are

M; = Mo cos  + Mo; sin § + Qq,a(1 — cos f) + p,a*(sin g — ),
M; = —Mos sin § + Mo: cos  + Qqyasin g — p,a*(1 — cos p),
er = QDr] *P»;S«,

Ps = (s €OS i+ Py Sin f + acos fi /O.ﬁ(ws cos f — w; sin f)dp+
+asinfp /Oﬁ(u)x sin  + w; cos B)dp,

P = —Pos SIN P+ @y COSf —a sinﬁ/o/j(wx cos  — w; sin f)dp+
+acosf /Olﬁ(u)s sin  + w; cos B)dp,

uy = Uoy + QoY — Po:X +a /Olﬂ &, dp+

B b ]
+ a/ [a sinp’/ (s cos fp — we sin B)dpf — acos/}/ (s sin B+ w; cos B)dp|dp,

0 0 0
@31

Fig. 4. Geometry of a plane curved beam.

where Mos, Mo, Qoy and @os, @oc, Uoy are the values of M;,M., Q, and
@5, @z Uy at the end s = 0, respectively.
For the uniformly distributed load, p,, Eq. (29) is rewritten by

1" — (TU — (T
of — Pty = —p,av; (j - ﬁ) - p,1a2:,4(j - cosﬁ). (32)
The form of the solution of Eq. (32) is

1 — (T 1 — (T
R HiS — 1S Y 27 (2
o = Cre!* + Cye +.”i2 pnav,(2 /3) +Hi2 p,a _,(2 /3)
1 =
— —————D,a°5;cosp. 33
(—a]z+lh2)p" / 53

where C;,C; are unknown constants. Using the boundary conditions
§ =0(f = 0),Uos = Uz = Uoy = 0, o5 = Qo = Py = 0,2 =0,
s=1(p=p)Ms=M:=Q,; =0,00=0,

from Egs. (31) and (33), yields

Mos = p,a’ (g - ), Mo; = —p, @,

1 @337+ pma — 2e™ p2a? — Qe _
R i v
2 (1 +emm)pip (uia® +1)

s
Q011 = jpnav

i

1 atm s gy - 20t - 2eliva
2 (] +e;tina)ul3(ui2a2+1) =i pt]v

o | L e @ 0w + e apm - 240”2,
2772 12(1 + ewma) (u2a2 + 1) :
_ 1 ohuma Z,

ermagh I3 + eIl T — 2e ™ at 13 + 2a
w3 (1 + erma) (u2a2 + 1) Py
(34)

The above equations will be used in numerical computation.
6.1. Convergence analysis of present model

To evaluate the structural behaviors, a more exact calculation of
eigenvalues y? in Eq. (19) is of importance to determination on
warping coordinate o; by Eq. (29). Consider a Graphite/Epoxy box
beam for the lay-up (0°/90°); with length [=30.0in., and height
and width of cross-section of the beam are h=0.537in. and
c=0.953in., respectively. Some elastic properties are given as
E; =20.59 msi, Er=1.42msi, G;r=0.87msi and v;r=0.42 [35].
The four edges of the cross-section are discretized to 1484, 2968,
3200 and 3500 elements, respectively. Different discretization will
result in corresponding values of eigenvalues for u?. The first ten
eigenvalues of y? for different elements are listed in Table 1. The
result indicates that when the number of discretized element is
large enough, e.g., it is close to 3200, the eigenvalues have enough
exactness in computation.

Table 1
First 10 eigenvalues for different discretized elements.

Elements Eigenvalues (1?)
1 2 3 4 5
1484 1.93E-11 2.57E-12 5.01E-12 1.3226 1.4041
2968 9.38E—-12 3.11E-11 5.34E-11 1.3225 1.4040
3200 3.25E-10 1.49E-10 9.75E-11 1.3225 1.4041
3500 1.16E-10 5.78E—11 2.27E-10 1.3225 1.4041
6 7 8 9 10
1484 2.3764 3.1522 5.559 5.6164 8.3641
2968 2.3763 3.1521 5.5588 5.6162 8.3636
3200 2.3763 3.1521 5.5588 5.6162 8.3637
3500 2.3763 3.1521 5.5588 5.6162 8.3636
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6.2. Comparison of results for present model with available data

A comparison of the span-wise distributions of bending slope is
listed in Table 2 for uncoupled cross-ply beams subjected to unit
tip bending load when the ratio of the length of the beam to the
height of the cross section is prescribed to be 29 [35]. It is observed
that present result is more close to the analytical solution [35] and
experimental data [36,37]. A comparatively lager error is seen when
compared with the finite element results [38]. Similar result for
twist angle to unit tip torque for the same lay-up is shown from Ta-
ble 3. In Table 4 the span-wise distribution of bending slope is illus-
trated for symmetric lay-up beams (i.e., top and bottom (45°)g, sides
(45°/—-45°)3) subjected to a tip bending load where the ratio of the
length of the beam to the height of the cross-section is prescribed
to be 56 [35]. The result indicates that the present model shows
good accuracy in computation compared with available results.

For a beam with curvature k=0.5 and 0.5 in. x 0.5 in. square
cross-section under a unit pure bending moment, a comparison
for the axial stress along # axis at ¢ = 0 is given in Table 5. It is clear
that the present result is consistent with the analytical solution [25].

Table 5

A comparison for the axial stress.

2327

6.3. Effect of geometrical parameters of curved beam on structural

behaviors

Consider a carbon/epoxy box beam with the height and width of
the cross section h = 0.05 m and ¢ = 0.08 m, respectively. The radius

Table 2
Bending slope of cross-ply lay-up beam under unit tip bending load ((0°/90°)s,
I/h =29).
X (in.) Bending slope (Rad)
Experiment Present Analysis Beam FEM
[36,37] theory [35] [38]
0.00000 0.00000000 0.00000000 0.00000000 0.00000000
5.00000 0.00045008 0.00041242  0.00037479 0.00037479
10.00000 0.00072964 0.00072964  0.00065975 0.00063286
15.00000 0.00099231 0.00099231 0.00089552  0.00084107
20.00000 0.00117972 0.00117972  0.00105067 0.00100227
25.00000 0.00127034 0.00129186  0.00115206 0.00110365
Table 3

Twist angle of cross-ply lay-up beam under unit tip torque ((0°/90°)s, I/h = 29).

x (in.) Twist angle (Rad)
Experiment Present Analysis Beam FEM
[36,37] Theory [35] [38]
0.00000 0.00000000 0.00000000 0.00000000  0.00000000
5.00000 0.00006050 0.00006584 0.00006940  0.00007295
10.00000 0.00012545 0.00013262 0.00014057  0.00014875
15.00000 0.00019395 0.00020430 0.00021174  0.00022420
20.00000 0.00026513 0.00027046 0.00028114  0.00030466
25.00000 0.00036477 0.00034409 0.00035231  0.00037722
Table 4

Bending slope of symmetric lay-up beam under unit tip bending load (top and bottom

(45°), sides (45°—45°)s, I[h = 56).

x (in.) Bending slope (Rad)
Experiment Present Analysis Beam FEM
[36,37] theory [35] [38]
0.00000 0.00000000 0.00000000  0.00000000  0.00000000
5.00000 0.01367000 0.01426000  0.01292630 0.01497760
10.00000 0.02343000 0.02497000  0.02348000 0.02665000
15.00000 0.03094000 0.03400000  0.03168920 0.03531000
20.00000 0.03633000 0.04062000  0.03763000 0.04230000
25.00000 0.03977000 0.04536000  0.04144000 0.04629000

n (in.) Axial stress (psi)
Analytical solution [25] Present theory
—0.2443 —50.61224 —46.98076923
—0.19494 —39.18367 —37.48846154
—-0.13291 —24.89796 —25.55961538
—0.07089 -11.83673 —13.63269231
0.05443 11.83673 10.46730769
0.11646 22.85714 22.39615385
0.19367 35.10204 37.24423077
0.24177 42.44898 46.49423077

a =400 mm. The elastic constants of ply material in computation
are E; = 109.65 GPa, Er = 7.87 GPa, G;r=2.92 GPa and v;r=0.29.

Two lay-up configurations are considered. The first lay-up is of
form of [0,, + 45°], for the vertical (web) and the horizontal (flange)
panels where the 0° direction is parallel to the beam axis (referred
to as the “balanced beam”). In this case, one axis of orthotropy of
the laminate is along the beam axis, so no extensional-shearing
coupling is present. In second lay-up formation (the “unbalanced
beam”), the same laminate is applied but its axis of orthotropy is
rotated 45° with respect to the beam axis, resulting in the
[459,90°,0°], lay-up. The thickness of each laminate is chosen as
0.00025 m. Using Eq. (4), the results for the stiffness coefficients
of these laminates are derived as

Am = 122.12 x 10° N/m, Agq = 31.33 x 10° N/m and A,, = 0.0
for the balanced beam, and

A = 82.98 x 10° N/m, A,y = 24.26 x 10° N/m and
Ay =17.29 x 10° N/m

for the unbalanced configuration. The # sign in A,q corresponds to
the panels on the left-hand and right-hand sides, respectively, and
also to the lower and upper skins, respectively.

For different central angles, § = £ —m, two displacement compo-
nents, U, V, in ¢- and x-directions at point A (see Fig. 5) at the free
end of the balanced and unbalanced beams under uniformly dis-
tributed load p, are shown in Tables 6 and 7, respectively. The
magnitude of the displacements increases with an increasing
central angle. Specifically, when the central angle is between
Z—Z the displacements for the balanced beam boost rapidly dur-
ing this range. When the central angle is in the scope of Z—Z,
the displacements raise slowly. It is observed that in the interval
for the value of the angle, i.e., p =% —m, the displacement U will

P

n

Fig. 5. Cross-section of the beam.
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Table 6
Changes of displacements at point A with central angle at the free end of the balanced
beam under uniformly distributed load p,,.

Table 11
Changes of displacements at point A with cross-section size at the free end of the
unbalanced beam under uniformly distributed load p;,.

B (Rad) U (m) V (m) Height (m) 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.11

z 2.45929 x 1077 2.34402 x 10°° U (x107°) (m) —5.964 —2.937 —2.029 -1.629 —1.409
z 1.66023 x 10~° 2.96367 x 1074 V(x1073) (m) 6.000 2.300 1.200 0.770 0.530
z 4.0291 x 10°° 1.44212 x 1073

z 5.03119 x 10> 4.43411 x 103

n ~1.38272 x 10°* 1.92293 x 1072

Table 7
Changes of displacements at point A with central angle at the free end of the
unbalanced beam under uniformly distributed load p;,.

# (Rad) U (m) v (m)

z 2.8056 x 10°° 3.74493 x 107°
z 7.5087 x 107° 4.81409 x 107
z -2.937 x 107 231487 x 1072
e -1.978 x 10°* 6.99784 x 10°
T -1.34198 x 102 2.9487 x 102

change to an opposite direction, which indicates that there exists a
zero displacement in ¢-direction when the central angle arrives at
a “critical” value between g = 22 and g = m. Obviously, the displace-
ment V in the #-direction remains a rapid growth with a large cen-
tral angle corresponding to a “flexible” beam. For the unbalanced
beam, a similar trend is seen. However, for the displacement U,
an increasing central angle in the scope of Z—% leads to a slow in-
crease in the displacement while a relatively rapid increase of the
displacements occur when central angle between Z — 2. Moreover,
it is noticed that a “critical” central angle corresponding to the zero
displacement U is in the range of  =%—Z, which is smaller than
one for the balanced beam. In addition, the maximum values of
the two displacements for the unbalanced beam are larger than
the results for balanced beam, which reflects the effect of exten-
sional-shearing coupling.

Effect of laminate thickness on the displacements is listed in
Tables 8 and 9. The result indicates that the thicker the laminate
is, the smaller the displacements will be. It is also seen that there
is a completely opposite displacement in ¢-direction for the unbal-

Table 8
Changes of displacements at point A with laminate thickness at the free end of the
balanced beam under uniformly distributed load p,,.

Thickness (m)  0.00015  0.00025  0.00035  0.00045  0.00055
U(x1075)(m)  6.715 4.029 2.878 2.238 1.831
V(x1073) (m)  2.400 1.400 1.000 0.800 0.700

Table 9
Changes of displacements at point A with laminate thickness at the free end of the
unbalanced beam under uniformly distributed load p,,.

Thickness (m) ~ 0.00015  0.00025  0.00035  0.00045  0.00055
U(x1075)(m) -4909  -2937  -2094 -1.627  -1.331
V(x1073) (m) 3.900 2.300 1.700 1.300 1.100

Table 10
Changes of displacements at point A with cross-section size at the free end of the
balanced beam under uniformly distributed load p;,.

Height (m) 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.11
U (x1075) (m) 8.059 4.029 2416 1.583 1.090
V(x1073) (m) 3.700 1.400 0.800 0.500 0.300

anced beam in comparison with the case of the balanced beam.
This is resulted from the different lay-up form for the beam. As
shown in Tables 10 and 11, a same situation for the opposite
displacement can be observed for different size of cross-section,
e.g., the height. It is expected that a larger value of the height
corresponds to a smaller displacement.

7. Conclusions

An improved model for analysis of naturally curved and
twisted thin-walled beams made of anisotropic materials is pro-
posed. The effects of initial curvature, torsion of the beams as
well as torsion-related warping, transverse shear deformations
and elastic coupling are included in the proposed model. The
model is verified using the analytical solution and experimental
data and the finite element results available. The calculation
shows that the effect of extensional-shearing coupling from
lay-up configuration produces large maximum values for the
two displacements in the cross-section for the unbalanced beam
in comparison with the results for the balanced beam without
extensional-shearing coupling. Change in the central angle of
the curved beam may induce a change in the direction of dis-
placement. An increase in the laminate thickness or size of
cross-section (e.g., the height, etc.) corresponds to a smaller dis-
placement. Due to the different lay-up forms, the direction of
one transverse displacement may be opposite for the balanced
and unbalanced beams although the global geometry for both
the beams is identical. The proposed theory can be used as an
alternative model for evaluation of structural behaviors of natu-
rally curved and twisted beams.
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