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Semi Empirical Analysis on the Crushing Mechanism of
Thin-Walled Rectangular Tubes
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Abstract

A model for analysis of the crushing mechanism of thin-walled rectangular tube is presented.
The crushing modes of rectangular tubes may be characterized as either compact or noncompact
and the model presented only considers compact modes. The unloading process in the crushing are
categorized into three different stages where the distinction is based on the ratio of outward to
inward fold length. Using the kinematic relations and the energy conservation principle, the
instantaneous crush load is derived. An approximate equation that considers the rolling behavior
is also given so that the crush load history may be established. The equation is experimentally

proved.
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Fig. 1 Configuration of a quarter model in crushing
process

e

13

o

Ol

Ol
+
—
©

ﬂ =
T
=

)

=3

3

)

o)

o

f

8

rfo

Ho g WEgihs Wiska,

Hah AYE 3 Al ste] o] F9f olFo] 2A A
o3 s}¢d b, Wierzbicki 5®# Mamalis 5©& £
gz 9] o) gol Wi FaoluxlE meisle] it
g7 Fetn Aga elaslgd e, Mahmood
O thetdt st AR Zte 47wt B4
#Ee5E o] hFeEE g o Bleich™2]
EL‘”‘ﬁi T45 39 Y =Yste] #HFA

ek, Wiersbicki £9% ol aclaierel 45155
of w3} letebA mulE A Alste] FEF Ao
(folding length) & A48l z A= HAd<ha] 2=
Febsiel,
Cold@ dFEE AEGase e 2
Aol wlFolx staFgol FAsoizbe a7t
WEe wae e Taosd sE-wsel
BAE FAlel medehal Eshadch

19923 Yongbin Yuan“”f

LR o;i ‘?‘Oﬂ H A=Y 71-_‘%_ o g]
A slo] st AL 9 =(outward) o
3l H ALS

A AN FEol
W&
(inward) # & w#igk 1x, 23k 33 oby
bl For FAste] AsTake A Eo] sf4s)
I R A A G sE-HARAE
o] 2oz AAjsta 4¥Hog gl

2.0l &2
2.1 M=
Aude dsded Yol Aok A5 94F
1do] W 7io} H s g Z’%‘IVJ% 374

2z o el ¢
by, (el 7 7 ol 4



14 R
o] gtx @A el g} 1/4588 bl Qe

4758 e kA v|EHd oz Wy v]eieH
A4z7E ubE3dlein Fig 29 Zo] 19 Afrhg
o4, 29 FHPEHLL, 39 HAYFHL L
ul 4] o] Fw 9 4 (toroidal surface) 3. 4] 5] o]
of 3tni, 7]sletdql ARAAE Frdlv] 9l &

4l
el A Alute 2 A5 wale Fig 33 zbch ©

| =] £AFES ol4r) Bolg 4

Fig. 2 A fully consisitent collapse mechanism

L
Fig. 3 Global geometry of the basic folding mecha-
nism

AN 5]_ﬁi /]

1}{;3;
Em= [ (M #+N A’)dw/Ma 6d. (1)

MOA“‘ aqt?olv, &
| mie mageln ix 24
Mol Asl sgwERels, i A A

3l &)},
of 7 4, H-F HEEL o]FFHwlase odLHl
sAAFTG Aol el AR AR obg A1
o 59 e st YA Fdadelde] Eef
4ol ofu 2l £ Abg ool o] FIw oo A
Aubgke} & x ol fuulgke] Ly Alolo] PA=
Vi=rw=V/tangooli, V=H(cos a)a°lc},
glal o) Farmol 4] Fwl o4 ds=p do rd 60]
i, B shg s 38 shg,
_,wvrﬁzlﬂﬁ_ ~_G@Rsng .,
O<¢<E’l D‘T'O“k]
E: . ;
T—' (M £+N A)(IIS
S
.
_ )[./;z (/l/['g‘)‘l") sin §
3¢ 0

2 :/5(2 @r sin o[ Nor + M)} dop

_ Z\D)HZT . { . (
~ (m—2¢)tang, sing,sin

+¢08 gvoil (:os(’T ”2%)}5]((

=2NoyvHD\ (@) ¢

= ~<m)

=M1 Di(a) da )

38 A 4 Aol Abg Lhoju], Y%= cly

o haw f—ai A AckelE chiel ale)

gldelng sy Eaig £9] oA 4AMES o}
st

bfrﬁzMoLhe OMoL et (3)

A el del L, H/sin zolni 9%

2
Wl olual£abge et 2eh

) . 2
E i, 6-mt Diwa )



22 IXt AHIIHE
12 b=zt 2 6709 Alcheje 4, 479
BUeHe 4, 3 AAYdZHe L, 2709
HeAZ TAE, Helzde] due) 11 oty
2 Fig 4ol 4o} ol @O, @, @ o]
AHE A gl
Aelgd AAZ k: (1-AY vg2
o] &] 1 ﬂ.}»g @+ 1 (1-0) 2 o] e}, of
Y O o I @ellAe oA
FEHol vlE e
Ztee] Wil o3 3

4,

°|

(=)
S
bl

L=
-

0<B<fi (5)

4714, B=sin"'[(1-1) sing]7} 5o,
7 m/2dule] A3 2o},
12k e 7h ] Foll 4 Fxob qleisizto] wlate
e sted 9 ¥ ol ]z £ 4§ (external energy
rate) & Al4ksle ol-g 3 g
Eex=PH'sing d+ PHsing ¢+ PHsing §
—Pu(l—-k)H' cosa d

Be

o] 7loll, B=sin~'[(1—/)sing]s} A& v]Ls}od
o Q) 3hed
_ -k \H
Eext—PHSlna’[{ tan o }H+1
(1-1)cos a

+—

(6)

AT e )

J1— (1= {)%in’a

{:

Fig. 4 Segment model of first crushing mechanism

2 gt vl 7h] & s 4 15
o714, P& 9}33}5 (instantaneous crushing
force) o) i, pv whAAIg-e|c}
olFFas, FHAEHLL, HAARMFwaA
F 28 F Wt ol aAEE Al oS
2} e}
Em=4tof82 2 D) + 2222041 Dit@)
+Dm(0)]d’
. (1—/)cos a ] ,
3
+2Lh{ +J1~(1—/)Zsinza a

2 ’
+AL(EN Dot + D) + D () |}
(7)
ol vix] Hydelol o ghylslEAe e 3
c},
. _ul—k) H
PHsing[ (1 ana )H+1
}—1 )cosa
l~ sma
“4Mo{ ﬂ[f’ﬁmm +@2E-204+1) Di(@)
+Dm(a/)]a'r
(1-1cosa .
+2Lh[3+———~m]a
2 ’
+AL| (52 ) Duta) + Dot + D () |}
(8)
gt 44k duvAe sF-EsAdse w3
sictetm g sl¥stge iAoz Histashy
Png X% A7) dsl g Estn 4kg
W o xel o] olyzle] By Y& =&
slo] AlE A F ouirRlw g H, ol dld] Fn
Fotod At AE Bl H, r¢ T2 & o
ﬁ\}ﬁd 124 8b5] o7t Fell e hafAeE A E
ol whe} el oo 2o
S la) =0.T3[(H'+ H) (1—-cosa) + H(1~cosp) ] (9)
23 2% YEoiFt B
Fig. 5ol 419} o] ahd R @i @& <37}

sta sl Aol
o glrk

71sel ol A 2 e
o},

AdFA @ D b F

—

rd =

A prd

=3

Lo

8k o2t

tn



16 AAE
Egﬁsg, 0<y<y (10)
o714, y=sin"'[m sing]7t ==, y& g7b 2/
2duie] Ayl zbelrk, 23k qhaellgh) Fell o) o4
Al A 4 Abg vhgah e}, @
Eexe=PHsIngg + PHsinyy
_ m CosB |5
PHsm,8[1+ le_——n 3 } an

221 gty el b Foll 4 & wWFol]x] AAMES
Ababd ehgat e @
Lrem=2m+1)Di(B) + DB ]

__cosp )

J1—misin?g m?sin?f8

E,,.¢~4Mo{
VoL, (2

D8 + Do (8] 8 (12

Ao ehgat 3

A
o},

gdelo) g skt

. __msing 7
PHsmB[l + T i mvzsinzﬁ J,B

:4M0{8~HT’/[(2m2*2m+1)1)1(,8)

. cosf ;
+Dl4l(8>]ﬂ+2Lh<2+ /I-—TZSTTI-BT)B
+4[D3 )+ Daa B)]B} (13)

s 23 el Eel A el g el A A

5 (H ARl
Qo ! !
| - i J @{
L
=0
=
B mH /(1 —m)H
@ =
« '
N |
N\ |
N

Fig. 5 Segment model of second crushing mechanism

LR

SRR
of whe} vielwd opg-3t Aot
Sana(B) =0.73[ H (cos B —cosp) + H (1 —cosy) ]

(14)

24 3% LTI E
Fig. 6ol 4o} #o] b =) @7l sFd 7t <F
83 Agoln, IdE] @D @+ dFAA Fol

ek,
ekstn wAzeY el wae dhes 3
=3
y<y<g, 0<p<y (15)
o 7|4, p=sin”'[(1—n)siny]7} v pi= y7}

AL EE FEDES

3z obH vl A el o) o ol A &4kRS o
R
Eex. = PHsinyy + PHsingy
. (1—n)cosy }
- 14— _WCOSY
PHsmy[ b |7 06

EERE P ENER DI S SRS
Algbaied cheah e

Eln,:4M0{8%[(2;2272n+1)D1(7) + D]y

2 <2+_,m,c_02_'_>-
B 1—(1—»n)%in’y 7
+ "*’[D3 Y+ D (9) ]y } an
| tH | (1-OH
- e i |
I — 77*'_;& — |
i 5
‘ —
b Y

ni 1 (1-n)H

.

Ty )

Fig. 6 Segment model of third crushing mechanism



SREEE
e}

Hdelol og shojstEA L oo 2

PHsiny[l +A_<1_:n*>@§]_} .

1—(1—#n)%in?y

:4Mo{&ﬁ}[<2nt2n+n Diiy) + D117

12Ly(24 BT )5

1—(1—n)%in?y

+'£1;2*[D3<7’) + Dasi (7) ] 7’} (18)

ol

3 33 sbel 7 Zol Aol st ARl S A A
ol we} vhehinl ehgat wel,

Ssra{y) =0.73[ H (cos y —cosy) + H{(1—cosy) ]
(19)

AFo g 3ulek Heldolw] /& 0.3, 0.5

0.72 WakA7 374el ghalel7hd Fel el AlsHE
Al¢ Fig. 7ol webielet, 13k b el 7h] Sl 4
E gl AREE GHNFL Fadhn, 23 4
HlZbd Fell A e [3te] AdFE ghasEe Foke
o % 9% wl WZoze uy Fyel I
o]z F kA Fol A gpHEFLe M2 e
e A=}, Jo] 0.500 S 2l&E u YEo g
of 3lulsk & Ao|7} rowg 23k 3z} oIl I}
Yol 22 a2l A%E sk

2.5 Hotozh &

M5k 7] Z (loading mechanism) & Fig. 8 2}
Zrol gt FtA Al mAlEiFolAle] A Folx hdF
o AEAA 3ol Fohsks o A Fole,

ARl AHEol doid wf FAYIHNE
§=0.73 H(l-cos g)o]n2 =bal=t ol 7lo]e} Het

10006 [~
8000 |
<
ad
~
!
-~
3
3
& 4000 |
2
(=]
2000
ol . . : . A . .
O 1w 20 30 4 50 60 70 80 90
Crush Distance (mm)
Fig. 7 Variation of theoretical crush load at various

crush step with outward fold length ratio /,
(L,=50 mm, t=1.6 mm)

EEL SR 17

HEQFT o] 68 2AHslo] Aoz AAE
1.291 radelw] 7t wil7b]Z ol o1 =]
Aol skl Poas, Pz, Prns® 78k
olefel gt={7el= A (9), (14), (9=
4 aleh,

Fig. el +{o} o] Adle] miz] olojut zzaiel

& (o]
3 7te

% o

“‘}J rSL os

Pumax |-

|
|
|
1
|
|
{

1
Smmt Bmaxt  Omiz Gmaz Smins Gmars 6
Fig. 8 Loading and unloading process on the crush

load-distance curve

Ro/2

2Ra |

0.135H

Fig. 9 Shape at the start and end point of loading
process



18 AAS gy - ol g

Ao Az wae) do) Re lait 714 w 3 Table 1 Mechanical properties of tube specimens
£3) %o R/2=0135He Ysi d4ei ol (Unit : kgf/mm?)
He RAx a7t gAlslw "‘OPOI TA]F A e Young’s modulus E 2.1 10¢
o] W 3ki= 0.135 Holl #f vt 0.135 Hubs: Al afix] o Poi , .
%“EH 9—] Xd "?] 7»}“-?; 0.641 radOI ,”4_%_, O' “H 9‘ Pmuxh olssons ratlo—lj‘ 03
F.mu)(Zy Pmﬂx'i'gz‘ 6}' E]’ o 12 t 2423
Haglel b} Ze] 4% cobSap gko] shAsbar, 7t Yielding stress o, 1.6t 20.36
o] 7hu] Fofl 1 9] ) % T 'OPLP 20t | 20.80
P(8)=Cit+C: Ing 200 12t ] 3059
12} gF=] o] Fhu} Zoff 4] Ultimate stress g, 16t 28.67
])(8) :Pmml* (\I)nlu.\l71)m|nl)ln6mlnl 20t | 30.73

Uné\maxl - Inamlnl]

+ [)max 'I)min ) 1n<8) . . . .
( ! ' Table 2 Dimensions of thin-walled tube speci-

(11 Gmaxs — I Smin] (21 mens (a—240 mm)
ofar, 23k Evl 7h el 4+ No. b(mm) c(mm) t (mm)
= Prinz — { Proaxz = Prinz) IN6mina S1 40 40 16
[INSmaxz - INSminz]
+ ( Praxz = Puin2) In(6) 52 o0 50 16
[N Snaxe = INGminz] (22) S3 50 50 12
o5, 3xb gk3| vl 7L Froll 4= S4 60 60 1.6
P(8) = Pz — ( Puaxs— Prin3) IN6min3 S5 60 30 1.2
[lnamuxs‘lné‘mma] S6 50 30 1.2
+ ( Praxs— Pring) IN(8) o7 60 " 16
[N 8maxs — INGmins] (23) :
S8 70 35 1.6
o|c},
S9 70 42 2.0
. S10 50 35 1.6
3.4
S11 50 35 16
Agmel AL Auxvrg o gkskak b3l S12 60 42 2.0
gl Wel Zatelnd, v1AE A2 KS B 0801 S13 50 40 20
ol4AlH 55 AlgHg gt Ao FHE s14 50 5 2
4% Table 1o] Cebefaieh
A]g‘_v\o_ A o] &dhe] ‘ol ghylew AL S15 50 45 1.6
5, 24% TIGEH oz #H3bsled %4 seam S16 50 45 2.0
~weldingdled a, =& «Juie] obghef g ois
pAelo] otaLAHE sl FA GFIFE A
shaict, 4 NEET Y HE
A A4t AT gHred dede $30
o] AlHER oe]rbxl £Eulol ofe} Aahelow, 4.1 U}E 421509} QA E
ol & 7t Ajule] uiwdz 49} A Table 20 vieb Mlgl 47 b H e

L)
ek, sl Fig 105} 2 33 HA4mE hebufed,



R R R R e R I G B 19
Fig. 11 ahwd = Hajell el AHE 3 Table 32 418044 o Fueh
e gmow e Ae wed ok
Aloll 419 shrlaba 2 uigha) 2 Prael s 42 AHstE
dhat W5is AFFEY YA AL AvbatE P Fig 123 Fapivhl e dgskel T3 4@
o HTL A AL DT P L AFE G AT WALt Aol o FFI A
SHAAS A2 SAE Prs 4108 A2 G bl AoE S9Ge SEael £A5Y
H 454551 645 Puett Hhebsleh, choolz Aeghalsh g sl gAY AE
el mishe 9abrb BT M ool A%}
Poasly t A Hgkel a9l °*%- oF 4 alrh,
Fig 13 < 211% olgelol A1 Aust0545
- o] F¥ulol upE ‘V§P FoAE N A e AlEked o
K gt AR AE FEulol ahel SRR
= slaL A AL o] E gk Akt wlmE A K8t
E A OTE}_
[ - AR
5. &
da & b2 ) .
Crush Distance A A n et uhAe } = wly) 47b NN
Fig. 10 Typical crush load -distance curve s uf A statAd-g i 7h B0 8 o]
Table 3 Experimental result of thin walled tubes
) I)mﬂx Pmaxl Pma_\z ! I)min I>Iexp Sexp Pmux
No. t/b ) )
(kgf) (kgf) (kgf) (kgf) (mm) (mm) (kgf)
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Fig. 11 Photograph of process of crush behavior
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