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Elastic Critical Load of Non-symmetrically Tapered Columns
by Numerical Method
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ABSTRACT

For the proper design of a slender compression member, the exact determination of the elastic
critical load is crucial, In the cases of non-prismatic compression members, the determinations of the
elastic critical load cannot be usually expressed in closed forms. In this paper, the non-symmetrically
tapered compression members with arbitrary boundary conditions are analysed by using the finite
element method to determine the elastic critical load The main parameters considered in the numerical
analysis are the taper parameter, @ and the sectional property parameter, m. To generalize, the
unmerical analysis, of the computed results for each sectional parameter, m are presented in algebraic
equations, which agrees fairy well with those by FEM. in most cases.
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Y HEd 4EAe ¢ FHAAN E3) B £ A= 4FAY oF dEAe FRAAY o
A (stability analysis)ol A8 HY o7 744 d@e) REA @}k 2 ojfE o) WA ¢
ZA49 HFE Aujsts pERAAY Asl(exact solution)E F& $ gAY & 4 dgax ols
o] ¥FFF(cylindrical function)h 4AE+E @ 52 FolA7] qFo|tt!? gy 2y
29 #(solution) ZF-E FA 4o} AAzA HeF doixj= 2934 (buckling equation)S B-L
AT FFE AAoF & AN 2 P T3 BREA gk Eo= S99 qSAsts g F2
Aol & T3 g#] gl

olgioflz FAMMYE &3t AT S AR £ U APz AEW(finite
difference method)’= tivrs] Mels Wyoh} o714 §-884W(finite element method) S ©]-&3F
712 g, o" AGR, system)7} 5BEAL M wo A EHe] FIAL AsF gubye =
AE 72 97kA 838 + Qoke dde] Ak AP es dojn ERAzAN dgsts YA
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H2He A EAVIYS o83 3)A FH Aoz guts ARtk op AFdME Yo ‘E}{:Xl
A gy bAoAl AASE g ARE VRE st ZAAx Hsld fE AT s
st Aot 2ol fEZo| AlF(effective length factor) EE F2Zo] AF Mde =U7= @t

Zete wye] o3 o @exA 715 dARE FHAE FAHY das 2 AU £
zdd 715dA e FaZo] AF MEL HaY ¢EFANAE E 24 gl AF & 5+ o

2. oo et HIXIuf4

orleldE 29 1.3 2e vgA ¥ad ¢EAS JARFT S KTy st A=
o

b ke
£, Ly M L)

et —] e

(a) AAZA(TEAA - deAA) (b) ZAZA(GBEAA - 1A)

5 I k v
£, .L_.x(x) £.7 ===< L kiz)
J

l:zJ, bor ] lﬁq._L

(c) AAxA(RA - d&AA) d AAzA(E=ZA - 13)

1,=10(1+a%)'", 0<x< L
a9 1. AAxA) & vdA ¢5A4

o B o) wel taperd] REE e E taper parameter, ¢ 9 YRS} AL Aulsh= sectional
property parameter, m< CHS Y92 =8tetct
taper parameter a : a =0.0,0.1,0.2, ~2.0
sectional property parameter m @ m=1,2,3 =& ()
golo] AAe AuiSHEs sectional property parameter, mol m=1,2,3 & 45 T w9} 7|&EH ouje
HAZo] BY FHEE FI| HIRIG :
adg 1.8 2 “lﬂl%‘ ‘\’}";?—ZH-J AZE Ase 4L g Hez Foyzid,

2 d
@AM Xt e 4z 239 AF ¢ £4d dFez o YEe odgy 2o
PL’ 3

x=1+af . #=( L)
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WA dANE mol m=1,2,3 B 45 A8 9, 3(2)9 A& (homogeneous solution)=
g AR Fol. 19 1a)9 Zo] ¥de] deXAd AAZXAE AT YA A
o= E4d(particular solution)E Fatejor Awtaist shedAl Eot

thA] wate] #AA W (analysis method)'dl & YAHF AFL ULs BEFsiA €.
metd A4 PHETE £ #fAYd 9T dAFF ARl uFA T 7N FEFeLy
< @ap ot

do o %

rle

3. Aol M

Y 2.8 2L beam-column AP 29 ZAAYPLL tge F AR v fEHe] HE
o & AL wAdME 4RI Y $4$Y Petel A4sn, o dAdE B2 P
g2 FASHEM 249 {¢}7 ZEddn ARG oFA JIREE W 84 A& IY
o} <}%t U(external work, V)< ©g doz #Ht

_ limT, P (Ydv\?
v=1)T(a+ 5 [(5) & @
W 940 2AY AP A(strain energy, V)= -S4 2ol Y,
_ 1 (g ()
U—-ZLEI,(de)dx )

P CQz q') i L

N
fe— | ——=] Y()

a8 2 220 HMED HYME

axe BARAL (Rl 8 Feol maA (g) = [R1{S)olnh, B H@AA {(g}= P
vector, (8} A% WY vectors EATT oldl 4@ G)7t 2y god
{a}’[k](a)=fEI,( i@f )2dx—Pfol(%)2dx ®)
"2t nodedl 48] AHEsF a9 264 AP 2AdeW AG)F AW FhE GeH gL ©Y
RE L
v=A+Bx+Cx*+Dx°

dav _
> = B+2Cx+3Dx?

Q49 mAAS A, B CE DE HY WINE GE ENT ©3, A9 R ¥4 Yo ddstd
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Bsha obeh Aol Yolrh™
0
v=[N: Ny Ny N,1| 21 = [N1(3) -
o

2 (7ol N;= shape function®] AEC 2 &L g A3 2o

N, = x(%~1) | (8-ad)
%=2(f) =2 (3)

4714 A(DE ANz vleag,
2 —[Zl]er=1cxe)

(9-a,b)
dxz-[ ]{a}=[D]{a)
2(6)e) A(9-ab)E WY ¥ AW 849 BB (kle T2 Hoz FojAd,
! !
[k1=% [ELIDI™[Dlds—4 P1C17-[Cldx = [£],— PL£],
12 symm 36 symm
_Elq | —61 47 __P| -3 4’ (10
B -12 6/ 12 07| —36 37 36
—6/ 2% 6/ 41° -3 =12 31 47

10N ¥ AA T &5 H(pure bending)e] BE ZARE, F A4 F& U <&
%99 9% JehllE geometric stiffness matrixelth. 21(10)2] B2 3AE [k], 8 F=A
2t 940 9d 2ARAE [ E A BG4 24 FIAHAMNY LEAE I3 sded I
2 A - Zl’ﬁiaé#lzs’} 829 FEHANY g [, & ol &7 FAA s} Aol F

{40 A3 3%% E";D’r A dAe AR g & FA Mg AAZAES AHs
H HEHoR vg e g ded
(QY=[K){4}, [KI=[K]ls—P[K]l¢ (1D
ADAM (Q}e A" vector, {4} °ldl dgdE ¥EH vectorolth 7N FREAY E
T X system® E<AA (instability) S “918 {Q)o 24 ¥F {4} FAF T Hs
9 ool (K177 #adiz 2 o, viito] Zaw dgo] AU WE g
det [[K1p—P[K1cl1=0 (12-a)
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A(12-a)= A¥HQ 28A FA(eigenvalue problem)Z computerE ©]&£% utEHow Ha
DA77 E 13 AZFREd &8s 4AdE)E Ty 939 A(12-a)9 [ JUHE 9
2o Joz ugAg s

(K15 (K Jo—p—L1] (12-b)

t g3 gE RAAH FASNAYAN 2459 FUe dBFH o AHASL 2HI BASL
Atk 2g 304 EXol 165% oldeld o"W 4dARF g FiI=E ArME 2¥
13} e GEAE 052 £A8 29z R dojR AA®E AW AAE o= Agey
A(13)ez2 FAE ¢ ded b9 ® 144" Cppp,"ol d7]d sjgae -

C

- Al

(=3

T eod m=e | —P—?%ac.&

£ R —

= a=2.0

é ‘0_,'._'..,‘. . ..:m_:fz.’ Pcr":C(O') i[;

D S e N I I I
segment
a9 3. 849 79 YU
P, = C(a) 2k (13)
L
X 1. gdeAA vdR AFA F2AFAST ©)
m=1 m=2 m=3 m=4
? | Com | Cau | Com | Cat | Crm | Cot | Coom | Cn
P 0.0 9.8693 9.8880 9.8693 9.8647 9.8693 9.8348 9.8593 9.8573

0.1 10.3589 10.3653 10.8622 10.8590 11.3962 11.3808 11.9511 119377
0.2 10.8402 10.8394 11.8847 11.8830 13.0063 13.0092 14.2080 14.2131
0.3 11.3205 11.3102 129182 12.9268 14.7084 14,7200 16.6781 16.6833
0.4 11.7857 11.7777 139801 13.9902 16.4926 165132 19.3464 19.3485
05 12.2517 12.2419 15.0744 15.0733 18.3710 18.3839 22.2079 22.2086
0.6 12.7153 12.7029 16.1729 16.1762 20.3208 20.3468 25.2429 25.2636
0.7 13.1739 13.1605 17.2839 17.2987 22.3647 223812 285132 285135
0.8 136113 136149 18.4349 18.4409 245137 24.5100 31.9377 31.9583
0.9 14.0693 14.0660 19.5990 19.6029 26.7053 26.7152 35.5817 35.5980
1.0 145116 14.5138 20.7819 20.7845 29.0086 29.0028 39.4448 39.4327
1.1 14.9537 14.9583 21.9914 21.9858 313734 .| 31.3728 43.4708 43.4623
12 15.3864 15.3936 23.2188 23.2069 33.8406 33.8252 47.6700 47.6867
1.3 15.8283 15.8375 24.4489 24.4476 36.3859 36.3599 52.1334 52.1061
14 16.2682 16.2722 257177 25.7081 389775 389771 56.7294 56.7205
15 16.6944 16.7036 26.9993 26.9882 41.7006 418767 61.5451 615297
1.6 17.1267 17.1317 28.2952 282831 44,4841 44.4586 66.5301 66.5338
1.7 17.5587 17.5566 29.6037 29.6076 47.3271 47.3230 71.7837 71.7329
1.8 17.9772 17.9781 30.9526 30.9469 50.2619 50.2697 77.1062 77.1268
1.9 18,4027 18.3964 32.2967 32.3058 53.3035 53.2989 82.6787 82.7157
2.0 18.8220 18.8114 336742 33.6845 56.3703 56.4104 83.5007 88.4995
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4. HAZY R wEZO AT

gutd oz AEYolu FHIAUTFTY FAHA AR2¥E AL FBEe o9 AGR, system)
9 AL Audl= 2 7K parameterE°o] AT 4L Y dwzt &% ©lE parameters ol
wyd 2adodE 9488 7K 3D ok ¥ 19 {4 e dolzl dASFA JA dddd
parameter mo) W3t taper parameter ¢’} ER & 712 wivt F13sd
B AR e dHAA parameter mo] &Y WA 7159 YANFAE taper parameter
e 9 23 o2 BAHE Aoz /A _
C=A,+A;e+A,0? (14)
2(14)9) vlAAG A, A, B AsE E3 ol45E AR Hos 2R{AG” &
2C=nA,+ A Da+ A 2at
SeC=A, 2+ A 2o+ Ay 20’ | (15-a,c)
2PC=A, 20+ A, 2t + Ay et
A(15-ac)llA A Ce FReagoz & YASFH, § g8l @B aFA Fo4
gtolth. wetA A(15)= A, A £ 4,9 % 39 1oz g oj¢} & 7Y 9o A
AY AFEL ¥ 20 FAEAY E 14 “ Cu'e A9 o1& #&& dAAE W 53 29
g YA EFe] 34 A (estimated value)E& FEA g

E 2. MM

s
¥
0
joc
2
-

Nae)=A,+Aja +Aal

ARl gate] ol R 7]

AAza | WA A i
AEL | Cm) A A 2 | 7 F X (reference value), & & 84d 9
1 9.8380 | 47899 | -0.1641| 10 3 AAFNFTAE LAoht F43 wgddn o
KA 2 98547 | 99447 | 09851 | 1.0 =128 BAEE Gy wWoz dHas
GEA A 3 9.8348 |1 15.0482 | 4.1198 1.0 . . .
Z o) A A<F(cerrelation coefficient) » ¢l 6
4 9.8573 | 19.8297 | 9.7457 1.0

rol £33 g8 99 Ha6)w 2ot
y= P ( C/em :—a/an)( Cgsr — Eft)

V 2 (Com— Crom)® - (Car— C )’

A16)AA Crm® Cos 2% 482297 FAA 93 FBFATY ASHIFANE o)

ik ol AN ARL yFEn 2 AT FAF Zol § 29 upxg dolt} o] FolA &

F ARl r g ol Ao} 1.09 olF J7E gholx wekx] FAHA 9 gEo] JEXNES T4

3 Wgstn Aotn AAHE = A

(16)
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a2 1A o (7R 44 dE& FAzA fede dANFE Mg £3e 733
£ HEEY d& ¢ Jdd. 1 dRE ¥ 194 2 gHE FAsY i AHBAN AFe
99 AEAY AT T3 T 2L gy eE wAEY
_x’El
(KL)*
o g1 el Fuddde FEZe] A Ke 2¥ 1@ ¥9 gAY v K=1.0,
Y 1Y o) 2ol 4 deXx gd nAY de K=0.7, 22 28 1(d)9 2] 99
139 g= K=0.52 "
o]¥le) WM E ZAAZH W3le WE YAFF) AgE JU7N -Hlséfz* ggdez ¥
Alst et

P,= (17)

E

1,
P, = ‘K a) 12

?21(—(5 (18)
QXN Cla)EL/L*2 2(13), & Ucto] SHEX[X|El HTHH oraExel YHsHE AtmAled).
olA 4(18)8) &R AT K= H(14)9 2L = A%, &

Kzl(a) = B,+ B,a+ B,d* . 19)

4199 B,, By 2 By%t A3AF r& A4 A AALEME 39 ZAd=d 2 dAe
£ 3% 24

® 3 fF5do A AAENER

_ 1 ) E],
Pcr Kz(d) C(d) Lz ’

JRENED S 2
Kz(d) Bo+Bld+Bza

2.0453 0.0040 | 00032| 10
40040 | -0.0392 | -0.0086 | 10
4.0066 | -0.0511 | ~0.0110 | 10
40044 | -0.0358 | -0.0060 | 10
39087 0005 ] 00074 10

AA=A "“<7 ﬂ;ﬁ;)—’? B, B B, r
1| 20470 | -00142 | -0.0019 | 10
Ko @ L 2 20494 | -00256 | 00003 | 10
/ ] I 20473 | -00147 | -0.0039 | 10
’ 4 | 20452 | -00006 | 00001 | 10
1 | 20470 | -00130 | -0.0039 | 10
£ . | 2 T 200 | -00166 [ -00036 [ 10
aA-gdE ——
. j 20472 | -0.0103 | -0.0010 | 10
1
2
3
4
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5 d&

94 ARAY g == 9 gR waY FEAY JA}FE Rayleigh-Ritz] o1yt Galerkin®
oz AR AzE AHAY 712X B0 ZA Hd, ol JAE ASF Al Alsystem) e 7%
(Y, stiff A DE7) QR 7H FZFHA9 WY parameter EE A FXFE THAHL
224 A% gi A(#, flexible)stA, thAl B, dA dFH eAE F2AE F U

ge8agd datd Qoo AAZRALS ZE vdA UGd ¢ZANA taper parameterst
sectional property parameter® 123t 2052 W9 YAFFTANE AR U 2 AAE &
HEY tgF 2o '

1. AAZAL @&AA-9EAR, gedA-23, nP-d&3 A, 23-23 BT
QulH © 2 taper parameter a9 Z7tE B E, sectional parameter m3 448 AP E F7t
o wet YAGEFE F7kstA

2. 54 m2 AAzA st a9 W BE YASHZFTY AHE FTF ez BdH
A AL dFHez FAY JAFFAE FEe4d ¢ Fas} dA= ASHAG.
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