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NORMAL-PRESSURE TESTS OF RECTANGULAR PLATES

By Walter Ramberg, Albert E. McPherson, and Samuel Levy
SUMMARY

Normal-pressure tests were made of 56 rectangular
plates with clamped edges and of 5 plates with freely
supported edges. Pressure was applied and the center
deflection and the permanent set at the center were
measured. For some of the plates, strains and contours
were measured in addition.

The observed relation between center deflection and
pressure for the plates with clamped edges was qualita-—
tively in agreement with theory in that the deflection
increased linearly with the pressure at very low loads
and then increased more slowly as the membrane stresses
became important., Quantitative agreement within £10 per—
cent for the linear portion of the deflection—pressure
curve was obtained for only about one-fourth of the plate.
The deviations for the rest of the plates were ascribed
to deviations from the theoretical clamping conditions
at the edges.

With the beginning of permanent set both the total
deflection and the permanent set at the center of the
plates with clamped edges increased linearly with the
pressure for most of the plates. ZExtreme—fiber strains
measured at the center of three square plates were in
approximate agreement with calculated values.

Washboarding pressures were determined for three
cases: the pressure for a set at the center of 1/500
the span of the plate, the pressure for-a set at the
center of 1/200 the span of the plate, and the Navy
yield pressure. The Navy yield pressure was obtained
from a plot of permanent set against pressure by deter—
mining the intersection with the pressure axis of a
straight line faired through the plotted points.

. The measured Navy yield pressure and the pressures
for a set of 1/500 the span for the plates with clamved
edges were between the theoretical pressure, for yielding
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at the edge and for yielding at the center, fer more than
80 percent of the plates. There was a tendency to shift
from the first curve to the second with increasing ratio
of span to thickness, indicating that the thick plates
tended to yield by bending near the edges while the very
thin plates yielded more like a membrane throughout the
plate. The pressures for a set of 1/200 the span were in
agreement with the theoretical pressure for yielding at
the center of the plate.

The measured center deflections of five plates with
freely supported edges at low loads were between O and 20
percent less than those calculated from Kaiser's theory.
The theory does not extend to sufficiently high center de-
flections to make possible a calculation of washboarding
pressures on the same basis as for the plates with clamped
edges. PFurthermore, the tests were too few to provide
empirical relations of any generality. The washboarding
pressures for the plates tested were approximately the
same as the washboarding pressures for the clamped—edge
plates.

INTRODUCTION

An investigation of the strength of flat plates un—
der normal pressure has been conducted for several years
at the National Bureau of Standards with the support of
the Bureau of Aeronautics, Navy Department. Information
on this subject was desired by the Bureau of Aeronautics
because of its bearing on the design of seaplanes. Sea-—
Planes are subject to a severe impact during landing and
take—-off, especially on rough water. The impact must be
withstood first by the bottom plating and then by a sys—.
tem of transverse and longitudinal members, to which the
bottom plating is attached, before it is carried into the
body of the structure. Published experimental estimates.
for the maximum pressure experienced during landing and
take-off range from 4.65 pounds per square inch (reference
1) to 6.3 pounds per square inch (reference 2); while
Wagner (reference 3) found theoretically that impact pres-—
sures as high as 4 atmospheres or about 60 pounds per

square inch may be possible for certain shapes of float
bottom,

The bottom should be strong enough not to dish in
or "washboard" permanently under these impact pressures.
Such washboarding is undesirable both because of the in-
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creased friction between the float bottom and the water
and because of the increased aerodynamical drag in
Flideant s

The bottom plating of seaplanes is, as a rule, sub—
divided into a large number of nearly rectangular areas
by the transverse and longitudinal supporting ribs. ZEach
of these areas will behave substantially like a rectangu—
lar plate under normal pressure. Normal—-pressure tests
of rectangular plates may therefore be used tc study the
washboarding of seaplane bottoms, provided the plates are
loaded and are held at the edges just as in the seaplane.

Impact pressure is assumed to be nearly uniform over
a portion of sheet covering several rectangular fields.
Under these conditions the sheet is subjected to a hydro-
static normal pressure equal to the average impact pres—
sure in the region considered. The behavior of the sheet
approximates that in an infinite sheet supported on a
homogeneous e€lastic network with rectangular fields of the
same rigidity as the supporting framework of the seaplane.

The displacement in the plane of the sheet and the
slope of the sheet relative to the plane of the network
must be zero from symmetry wherever the sheet passes over
the center line of each supporting beam. , Each rectangular
field will therefore behave as a rectangular plate clamped
along its four edges on supports that are rigid enough in
the plane of the sheet to prevent their displacement in
that plane. At the same time these supports must have a
rigidity normal to the plane of the sheet equal to that

of the actual supports in the seaplane bottom. The rigid=

ity of the supports will lie somewhere between the unat—
tainable extremes of zero rigidity and infinite rigidity.
The extreme of infinite rigidity normal to the plane of
the sheet is one that may be approximated in actual def
Signs and, furthermore, it is - a case that ean ‘be experE—
mentally investigated by clamping rectangular plates in a
rigid framework and subjecting them to normal pressure.
I'ftis probable that the stress distribution in such a
fixed—edge plate will, in most cases, be less favorable
than the stress distribution in the elastic—edge plate.

The strength of plates obtained from the tests will there-—

fore be on the safe side if applied in seaplane design.
Reference might be made in this connection to a paper by
Mesnager (reference 4) in which it is shown that a rec—

tangular plate with elastic edges of a certain flexibility

will be less highly stressed than a clamped—edge plate.
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Considerations of this nature led to the decision to

test rectangular plates of various.materials, thickmnesses,-

and ratios of length to width by holding their edges
clamped in a rigid frame and subjecting them to hydro-—
static pressure. It was decided also to subject to normal
pressure some plates with freely supported edges. It was
felt that this type of deformatinn would approximate the
deformation in a rectangular panel of the bottom plating
resisting a higher impact pressure than the surrounding
Panels and supported on beams of torsional stiffness in-—
sufficient to develop large moments along the edges. The
high bending stresses at the edges characteristic of rig-—
idly clamped plates would then be absent.

SPECIMENS

Dimensions and tensile properties for the plates
tested with clamped edges are given in table 1 and for
plates with freely supported edges in table 2. Tests
with clamped edges were made on 39 plates of 17S5-T alu—
minum alloy ranging in thickness from 0.0104 to 0.1000
iweheand im sige from 2.8 by 2.8 e 7.5 by 17,5 inches;
on 12 plates of 18:8 stainless steel ranging in thickness
from 0.0127 %0 0.0601 ipeh and in size from 2.5 by 2.5
to 5 by 5 inches; on 3 plates of 175-RT aluminum alloy
ranging in thickness from 0.0208 to 0.0384 inch and 2.5
by 7.5 inches In size; and on 2 plates of 24S-RT alumi-—
num alloy 0.0204 and 0.0250 inch in thickness and 2.5
by 7.5 inches in size. The tests of plates with freely
supported edges were confined to five 5- by 5—inch 178-T
aluminum—alloy plates 0.0292 to 0.0641 inch in thickness.

Tensile properties were determined on coupons taken
both longitudinally and transversely out of the sheet
from which the plates had been cut. Typical stress—strain
curves are shown for the 175S-T aluminum alloy sheet in
T igwre X, for.the 18:8 stainless steel in figure 2, and
for the 17S-RT and 24S—RT aluminum alley in figure 3.
The yield strengths in the longitudinal and transverse
directions are given in tables 1 and 2.

The difference in plastic behavior of the aluminum
alloy and the stainless steel is immediately apparent
from the stress—strain curves. A stress—strain curve
for a longitudinal coupon of the aluminum alloy has a
relatively sharp knee near the yield point; the tensile
properties are nearly independent of thickness; the ten—
sile properties are consistently higher in the longitu-—
dinal direction than in the transverse direction. The
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stress—strain curves of the stainless steel are curved
beginning at very low stresses and there is ne pronounced
knee near the yield point; the tensile properties increase
rapidly as the thickness of the material decreases; the
material is roughly isotropic-in tension, the yield
strengths being nearly the same in both longitudinal and
transverse directions.

Iit waswfelts thats the« incilusioniiof usiech . widely diver—
gent materials would indicate the effect of the shape of
the stress—strain curve on the behavier of the plates.

TESTS

Loading

The apparatus for subjecting rectangular plates to
normal pressure is shown in figure 4. The plate A was
mounted on top of a 3— by 50— by 100-inch steel base plate
with provision for testing plates that range in size from
2.5 by 2.5 inches to 30 by 90 inches. Pressure was applied
by the hand pump B and was transmitted to the bottom side
of the plate through the copper tube C attached to a hole
in the steel base plate. Water was used as a pressure-—
transmitting fluid. The pressure under the plate was meas—
ured by connecting one of the pressure gages D, E, or F

.to the copper tube H attached to a second hole in the

steel base plate, (See also fig. 6.) Pressure gage D

was a U-tube for measuring pressures from 1 to 20 pounds
per square inch; F was a Bourdon tube gage for measuring
pressures from 20 to 100 pounds per square inch; and E

was a Bourdon tube gage for measuring pressures from 100
to 300 pounds Pper square inch. The error in reading pres-
sures was estimated as less than 0.1 pound per square inch
in the case of the U-tube and less than 1 pound per square
inch in the case of the Bourdon tube gages. Approximate
values of pressure above 300 pounds per square inch were
obtained from a Bourdon tube gage that could be mounted

at G on the hand punmp.

The method of mounting the plate with clamped edges
is shown in figures 5 and 6. The rubber membrane J was
supported near the lower surface of the specimen by means
of the wood frame M (fig. 6). A watertight joint between
the membrane and the base plate I was obtained by apply-
ing rubber cement to the base plate and holding the mem—
brane down by means of the lower clamp bar K, which was
fastened to the base plate with flathead screws. The
plate A was cut te allow a grip of 3/4 inch between the
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clamp bars K and L. The upper bar L was leveled relative
to"K by means of spacers N cut from the same materlal as
the plate. he gripping faces of the bars.XK and L were

knurled to reduce siipping. ' The assembly of clamp bars,
plate, and membrane was held to the base plate I by means
of 3/4—1nch United States Steel capscrews drawn up with

a torgue of about 500 pound inches. -

In the case of the plates tested with freely sup—
ported edges, the same clamping procedure was applied,
except that the bars K (fig. 6) were turned through 180
in a horizontal plane so that the plate would be abdble
to tilt into the groove shown in the outer portion of K
in figure 6. The spacer N in this case extended on both
sides of the bolts. This arrangement, it was believed,
would approximate the theoretical edge condition of zero
displacement and zero bending moment that was assumed to
hold for a plate with freely supported edges.

The test data for a given plate obtained with this
apparatus showed consistent behavior in that the scatter
of observed points about a curve faired through them was
small. There were large and erratic deviations from the
expected behavior for curves obtained fer nominally
identical or, at least, similar plates. These deviations
were ascribed to uncertainties in the condition of clamp—
ing and, in fact, led to the tests of circular plates
with clamped edges already reported (refere nce 5) in which
additional precautions were taken to approach a conditien
of rigid clamping. The precautions were justified, lead-
ing to a more consistent set of test data. (See refer—
ence -5, figs. 28 to 36.)

The following specific deviations from ideal test
procedure may be responsible for the erratic results ob-
tained with the rectangular plates with clamped edges:

A. The setting up of initial tension or compression
in the plate during the clamping in the fix-
ture

B. Rotation of the clamping bars K and L »n the

elastic foundation provided by the rubber
membrane J ’

C. Deviation from flatness at no load

D. Slipping of the plate between the clamping bars K
and L
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E. The setting up of local clamping stfesses at the
edges due to deviation from uniform clamping

In the case of the plates with supported edges there
T8l Hin Edditiion,  the " possibility of

F. Edge bending moments applied by the clamping
bars

A measure of the smallness of the deviation B was
obtained by clamping a 2.5— by 7.5-inch aluminum-alloy
plate in the fixture and measuring the angular rotation
of the clamping bars K as the pressure was increased from
5 to 250 pounds per square inch. The rotation was found
tohe of the order of 1,2 X 107° radian per pound per
square inch.

Since the measured angular rotation at the middle of
the long edges of a 0.1- by 2.5— by 7.5—-inch plate of alu-—
minum alley with freely supported edges when bent by nor-—
mal pressure was about 200 times this value and since the
plates included in the test program were generally less
rigid than a 0.l-inch aluminum-alloy plate, it was con-
cluded that the deviation B from ideal clamping cculd be
neglected.

The devievioms A, ¢, D, B, and F are too indefinite
for analytical treatment analogous to the treatment of
the deviations for the circular plates (appendixes A to
D of reference 5). The best check that could be made was
to estimate their combined effect by comparing the ob—
served center deflectinn w with theoretical values W, g,
for corresponding pressures. The procedure used is de—
geribed in detail in a later part of this paper. It led

% Bdin Wig 7 N . .

to the relative deviations ————— = Awo/woo given 1n
Yoo

tables 3 and 4. The relative deviation was between —0.10
and +0.10 for 27 percent of the plates with clamped edges.
It was less than =0.10 or greater than +0.45 for 44. per—
cent of the plates with clamped edges. In thne ‘case of the
five plates with freely supported edges the relative -de—
viations ranged from 0.00 to —0.20. The fact that the
deviation was negative for all the plates indicates that

the edge supports did partly resist rotation,

Deflection

The deflections of the plates under load were meas—
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ured with a-1/10000-inch dial gage (M, fig. 4). The head
of the dial gage was supported on the reference frame N
by the tTwo paraliel bars 0 .and P whieh rested, in turn,
in triangular notches that. . had been cut in the reference
frame at l-inch intervals. The reference frame . N was con—
nected to the base plate I by a point—line—plane support
in . order to avoid distortion of the frame by deférmation
of the base plate. The point support R consisted of a
5/8-inch steel ball riding in conical seats on N and I;
the line support S consisted of a second 5/8—inch ball
riding in a groove on I, the axis of which passed through
R; and the plane support T consisted of a third 5/8—inch
ball riding osn a plane on I. A counterweight at U pre-—
vented the reference frame from tipping-about a line
through R and 5. :

The plunger of the dial gage M was alined normal to
the base plate I by rotating the dial gage bar P until
the horizontal arm Q attached to M rested on the parallel
bar O. The position of the plunger point .could be moved
at l-inch intervals in a longitudinal direction by moving
the two bars O and P to different notches in the reference
frame N, They could be moved in set intervals (usually
l-in. intervals) in a transverse direction by bringing a
different one of the positioning rings V on P in contact
with the flat outside surface of notched bars of N.

For closer interval spacing of the dial readings the
platform shown in figure 7 was placed on the bars 0 and P.
With this platform, iengitudinal and transverse displace-—
ments at l/ZO—inch intervals were made vossible by the use
of knife edges resting in V-shape grooves accurately
spaced in 1/20—inch intervals.

The reference frame N with its point-line-plane sup-—
port operated very satisfactorily throughout the series
of tests. Dial readings were always found to return to
.the same value within 0.001 inch even after violent dis-—
turbance of the test set—up.

Figure 8 shows the change in shape of the deflection
curve along the center line of square plate 34 with
clamped edges as the pressure is increased to a value
producing a deflection at the center equal to about 1.8
times the thickness of the olate. Curves are included
from the data of refezences 6 and 7. With increasing
pressure the reversed curvature due to the clamping mo-—
ments was reduced and the deflection curve approached a
parabola.
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The corresponding curves for square plate 60 with
freely supported edges are. shown in figure 9, with curves
from references 8 and 9. . In this case the deflection
curve approached a parabola for low loads, just as for a
simple beam under a uniformly distributed lead. At the
high pressures the curvature.in the center of the plate
became less than that corresponding to such a parabola.

The deflection curve along the longitudinal center
line of a 0.0529~ by 7.5— by 17.5-inch 17S5-T plate is
gshown in figure 10. It is seen that the end effect due
to clamping along the short edges of the plate extended
a distance into the plate equal to about one plate span.
It may be concluded that the center deflection of a rec-—
tangular plate having a length equal to twice its width
approximates that for an infinite—plate strip.

The center deflection and the permanent set at the
center were measured for each one of the plates tested as
the pressure was increased from a low value to one at
which the permanent set at the center attained the same
order 'of magnitude as the elastic deflection (center de—
flection minus permanent set). Figures 11 to 14 give
results for plates with clamped edges and figure Ibiigives
the results for plates with freely supported edges.

At very low loads the center deflection was found
bl fincrease directly with the pressure,as for an ordinary
beam; it increased more slowly as the membrane stresses

the

became important; and it approached a linear variation with

bressure as yielding became pronounced, The permanent set

at the center increased at an increasing rate with increase

in pressure and, in most plates, it approached a straight
line having approximately the same slope as the asymptote
to the deflection curve. In this respect the rectangular
plates showed the same behavior as the circular plates
plotted in figures 14 to 20 of reference 5.

In the case of plates 1 %o 8 and plates 10, 12, 14,
o, 8L, 20, 21, 25, 3% B6 . and o7, bhe center—deflectiion
curves deviated increasingly.from their linear asymptote
above a certain presstre so that there was an inflection
point in the curves. The inflection point was ascribed
to slipping of the plate between the clamps. In some of
the plates this slipping could be confirmed by examining
the clamped margin of the pla te after the test. It is
also borne out by the absence. of such behavior in the
circular plates (reference 5) in which particular pains
were taken to obtain rigid cilamping.
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The washboarding pressures, that is, the pressures.
producing permanent set in the plates, were measured,
Just as in the case of the circular plates (reference 5),
by the following three criterions.

1. The Navy yield pressure defined as the
Pressure corresponding %o the intercept on
the pressure axis of the asymptotic straight
line for the set against pressure curve.

2. The pressure py, /500 to produce a set at the
center of /5 Q the span of the plate,.

3. The pressure D2sa/200 to produce a set at the
center of 1/200 the span of the plate.

These three pressures are given in table 3 for the
plates with clamped edges and in table 4 for the plates
with freely supported edges. Minimum and maximum values
are given for p, in the case of the plates for which
an accurate determination was not possible because the
asymptote to the set against pressure curve was not
clearly defined. The Navy yield pressure D, exceeded
pga/QOO flor only B plates; it was hetween P55/500 and
P2a/200 for half of the other plates and was less than

pga/SOO forl the Sother holf.

Strain

Surface strains for plates 10a and 34 were measured
with l-inch Tuckerman strain gages placed directly on the
surface of the plete. (See fig. 21 of reference 5.) The
strain readings were corrected for the apparent strain
due to bowing of the plate between gage points by adding

1 /z\-?
8 Yeorm o (see reference 10, p. 6) where 1 =1
4\r
inch is the gage length and r the average radius of
curvature of the plate between gage points (obtained from
the measured contour of the plate).

The results for the 5~ by 5— by 0.0202-inch alumignm-
alley plate 10a with clamped edges are given in figures
16, 1%, 2nd! '18. Tigure 16 shows surface strains at six
gage lines for pressures from 1 to 6 pounds per sguare
inch; these pressures were below the washboarding pres-—
sures of the plate (31 to 58 .1b/sq in,). Unfortunately,

/

the gage length of 1 inch was too great to show the re-—
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versal in extreme-fiber bending strain and its increase
to a maximum value of opposite sign at the clamped edges.
Measurements over small gage lengths or with a number

of overlapping gage lengths, such as those made on cir—
cular plates (reference 5) would be required for an ade-—
quate description of the spanwise strain distribution.
Curves from references 7 and 11 are inecluded in figure
16. The strain-against-pressure curves are similar to
the deflection—against—pressure curves in that the .
slope decreases with increasing pressure. The explana-
tion, in both cases, is the same. At very low pressures
the entire load was carried in bending but, as the de—
flection increased, catenary tension developed and an
increasing proportion of the load was carried by catenary
action.

This action is brought out quantitatively in figure
17 by the separation of the surface strain into median—
fiber tensile strain and extreme—fiber bending strain.
The extreme—fiber bending strain was calculated for this
purpose from the measured contour of the plate as the
ratio of distance of extreme fiber from the neutral plane
of the plate to average radius of curvature along the
gage line. The median—fiber strain was calculated as the
surface strain minus the bending strain. The ratio of
bending strain tn median—fiber strain decreased with in-—
creasing pressure except for gage line £ . The bending
strain was smaller than the median—fiber strain at a pres—
sure of 6 pounds per square inch for all gage lines except
Y. At pressures in excess of 6 pounds per square inch
the strain was read only at the center of the plate. The
results are given in figure 18.

Strains for the 5— by 5— by 0.0653-inch 175-T alu-
minum-alloy plate 34 with clamped edges are given in fig-—
ures 19 and 20. Figure 19 shows extreme—fiber strains for
eight gage lines at pressures from 1 to 25 pounds per
square inch; these pressures were below the washboarding
Pressures of 62 to 84 pounds per square inch obtained for
this plate. Measurements above 25 pounds per square inch
were made only on a center gage line and an edge gage line.
The results are given in figure 20 for pressures up to
130 pounds per square inch. The c¢urve for strain at the
center of the plate resembles that for plate 10a in that
it shows a decrease in slope with increasing pressure.

Curvature measurements were made on three of the
five 5— by 5-inch 175-T aluminum-alloy plates with freely
supported edges. <Normal—-pressure tests of the first two
plates with freely supported edges had indicated that
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yielding might be due to the development of a diagonal
flolld atmeach one of the  f our corners, which, in.turn,
seemed to be caused by pulling out of the plate from the
supports near the corners. Curvature was accordingly
measured a% both the center of the plate and across the
diagonal near one or two of the corners. The extreme—
fiber strains for these gage lines are plotted against

the pressure in figure 21, The strains across the
diagonals at the corners are seen to increase rapidly
above the strains at the center of the plate as the strain
exceeds 0.001. The slope of the strain-pressure curve

for the corners of the twn thinner plates increased sharply
for strains of 0.004 to 0.005, indicating yielding of the
plate material,

The washboarding pressures p_, pZa/SOO, and paos/200
are indicated in figures 18 and 20°to facilitate comparison
with the measured strains. The surface strains at the
center of the plates with clamped edges (figs. 18 and 20)
were less than 0.0025 at the washboarding pressures.

Since this value is below the strain for which the materi-
al begins to yield (see fig. 1), washboarding could not

be ascribed to yielding at the center. In the case of the
plates with freely supported edges (see fig. 21) the
strains across the diagonals at the corners were above the
elastic region at the washboarding pressures (tadble 4) ;
while they were well within the elastic range at the cen—
ter. Washboarding, in these plates with freely supported
edges, was therefore probably due to the formation of
diagonal folds at the corners. This fact is brought out
further by a comparison of the bending strains shown in
figure 22, which were derived from the change in contour
of plate 54 having freely supported edges cocresponding

to an increase in pressure from 1 to 15 pounds per square
inch. The bending strains across the diagonals near the
corner were considerably larger than the strains elsewhere
in the plate.

Washboarding of the plates with clamped edges was
ascribed to yielding aleng the edges due to. the clamping
stresses. In order te verify this result experimentally,
sloets parallel to the edges were cut in plate 31 after it
had washboarded severely as a result of a normal-pressure
test. ‘'he slots relieved the residual stresses due to
bending along the edges and caused the inner portion of
the plate to flatten so that the permanent set at the cen—
ter of the plate was reduced from 0.22 to 0.04. inch. 157
was concluded that the washboarding in this plate was
principally due to local bending stresses caused by clamp—
ing along the edges.
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The direction of the principal strains at the surface
of a 2.5— by 7.5—inch plate with clamped edges were ob-
tained by observing the crack pattern in a coating »f Run
Kauri varnish dissolved in turpentine. The coating was
applied and was allowed to dry before the plates were
mounted imn the fixture. Preliminary tests of such coat—
ings “had shown that they formed cracks normal to ‘the di-
rection of principal tensile strain when this strain at-—
tained a critical value that ranged from 0 ke 30T
depending on humidity, temperature, thickness of coating,
and other factors. The cracks in a given region of the
plate were plainly visible when viewed from the proper
angle, but it was impossible to photograph them because
of the double curvature of the plate. A sketch of the
pattern on both the top face of the plate and the bottom
face of the plate is given in figure 23.

The crack pattern shows that the effect of the ends
did not extend beyond a distance of about one span length
into the plate; this result agrees with the conclusion:
obtained from the deflection curve (fig. 10). The clamp-
ing moment due to bending produced a band of parallel
cracks on the bottom (pressure) face of the plate. The
inflection marking the reversal in sign of the bending
strain occurred at a distance from the center of about
0.72a, which is considerably more than the distance of
0.58a for a beam with clamped ends under uniformly dis-—
tributed load.

ANALYSIS

Deflection

The contour of a rectangular plate subJected to nor—
mal pressure will have a fixed shape (that is, deflections
at a given point will be a fixed percentage of the deflec—
tion at the center)(only at pressures that are low enough
to make the membrane stresses negligible cempared with the
bending stresses. The contour along a principal axis of
a square plate as derived by Nidai (reference 65 ADDsy 180~
184, equation (18)) for small deflections and as derived
by LeVy (reference 7) for w,/h = 1.9 are given in fig-
ure 8, The contour for small deflections resembles the
deflectinn curve »f a beam with clamped ends under a uni-
formly distributed load, but it has an 1nflect10n point
at a distance from the center of 0.64a2 as compared with
O%S'8a"f or "the* beam
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As the center deflection of the rectazngular plate
increases under increasing normal pressure, catenary ten-—
sions become appreciable and the contour gradually ap-—
praches that for a square membrane.  The theoretical de-—
flection of a square membrane along its principal axes is
not known exactly, but this deflection curve is likely to
be nearly paraboelic in shape, in wiew of the analogy with
the circular membrane (equation (6) of reference 5).

This result is also supported by Boobnov's solution
(reference 12) for an infinite strip of constant span rig—
idly clamped at the edges and subjected to uniform pres—
sure. The transverse deflection curve at very low pres—
sures has the shape 5

—w— = E / x\‘.a

i 1
¥y L \a/ i

OO

characteristic of a beam with clamped ends under uniformly
distributed load and of a circular plate with clamped
edges under uniform pressure (reference 5); whereas at
high pressures the plate strip deflects into a portion of
a circular cylinder approached by the parabola

/

AT -
g (2)
\\ /

w
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The deflection curves from equations (1) and (2) are also
given in figure 8. The measured deflection curves for
clamped sguare plates were between the two tyves, approach-—
ing equation (2) as the pressure increased.

In the case of a simply supported square plate, the
shape of the deflection curve for very low pressures
(wo/h << 1) as derived by FHavier (see reference 6, D.
118, equation (25)) and shown in figure 9 differs only
slightly from that for a plate with w,/h = 2.47 as de—
rived by Kaiser (reference 8), which is also shown in
figure 9. The shape of the observed deflection curve
agrees with the theoretical curves within the error of
measurement.

An "esxact" curve of center deflection against pres—
sure for a square plate with clamped edges as obtained
by Levy (reference 7) and approximate curves of center
deflection against pressure for plates with clamped edges
having span-length ratios a/p = 1, 2/3, 1/2 _.as obtained
by Way (reference 11) are given in figure 24. There are
also given an approximate curve for clamped square plates
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derived én the basis. of the assumptien:in reference 13 of
setting the total pressure equal t~ the sum of the pres-—
sures that independently would be resisted-in tension and

in bending

: o '
w STW

ilwe OadEN i = 0.224
h R e

W!m
—~
A

=) Qg

™
.

and an exact curve for a plate of infinite length by
Boobnov (reference 12). It 'should.be noted, in this con—
neetion, that Boobnov's work was extended; -for this pur—
pose, from wy/h = 1.8 to wy/h = 13, and that the ef-
fest of Poissoen's: ratio ' was included. Part of the
extension of Boobnov's work up to values of S
was done by Way (see ch. 1 of reference 9): the rest of
the extension up to w /h = 13 was done by the authors

ol sthids' papers " Way (reference 1) 4dd«aoet carry Jhis -cal-
culations for a rectangular plate beyond O/h =ioa hie
cause the degree of approximation became rapidly worse

for center deflections of this order. It apvpears, however,
from the curves in the lower portion of figure 24 that
Way's approximate curve for a/b = el (souﬂre Dlate)
agrees closely with Levy's "exact" curve and with Féppl's
still more approximate formula (3); whereas Way's curve
for a/b = 1/2 agrees clesely with Boobnov's solution

ther a/b = 0, thus confirming the previous conclusion
that a clamped-edge plate having a length of twice 1its
span deflects substantially as -a plate of infinite length.

It was felt, in view of the foregoing comparisons,
that Way's, Boobnov ' s, and Foppl's theories would form a
satlsfactorJ basis for rating the clamped—edge plate with
respect to the degree with which the theoretical clamping
conditions were satisfied. This rating was done by com—
paring the observed center deflection against pressure-
curve with the appropriate theoretlcal curve,.specifical—
ly by deriving the following deviation indiceaz

Aw, _ W = ¥gp (a)

r .
‘AOO WOO

nhere W, gad | Wy« BLEE the observed and the theoretical

center deflections, respectively.

The ch01ce of a4, was governed by the scatter of

points on .the observed center deflection agalnst pres—

sure curves; WwW,, Wwas chosen as small as possible
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consistent with the requirement that the corresponding
observed center deflection wgy -could be determined ac—
curately from the observations. .

The deviation indices Awgy/wge, as well as the
definition upon which they were derived in the individual
cases, are given in table 3 for all the plates with
clamped edges. The deviation index was less than Gn2
for only 21 of the 56 plates tested. It exceeded 01
for 15 of the plates. It may be concluded that the the-
oretical clamping conditions were approximated for only
a fraction of the plates tested. The center deflections
for a 17S—T aluminum=-alloy plate and a stainless—steel
plate with deviation indices of less than 1 percent are
plotted in figure 24 for comparison with the calculated
values. Calculated and observed deflections check within
5 percent for the aluminum-alloy plate 8 up to wo/h = L
The deflection of the stainless—steel plzte exceeded the
theoretical deflection except at very low pressures Dy
an amount that increased with the pressure. This varia-—
tion was ascribed to the peculiar stress—strain curve of

_the material. (See fig. 2.)

Kaiser (reference 8) has computed the contour and the
stress distribution for a plate with freely supported
edges under a normal pressure producing a center deflec—
tion wg, = 2.47h. Kaiser was able to check his theoret—
ical value against empirical curves obtained from experi-
ments on 600- by 600— by 3.15-millimeter (23.6— by
2B =" by T WSS eledl il el Kadiser's fempirilca l
curve and theoretical -point are compared with the ob-
served center deflections for the five plates tested with
supported edges in figure 25. The observed deflections
differed less than 20 percent from Kaiser's values. The
deviation indices Awo/woo are given in table 4. They
ranged from 0.00 to —-0.20. ' This variation indicates some
restraint at the edges that would czuse a reduction in the
center deflection.

Stresses

The only exact solutions for the: stresses dn asrec—
tangular plate of medium thickness with clamped edges
known to the authors are the ones derived by Boobnov
(reference 12) for the asymptotic case of the plate strip
of infinite length and by Levy (reference 7) for a square
plate. Probably the best approximate solution for the
stresses in a rectangular plate is that due to Way (ref—
erence 11).
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The solution for a plate strip of infinite length
differs from that for the square plate in that the median—
fiber tensiocn becomes unifarm across the strip in the
" plate strip ‘insteéad of being greater at the center than
at the edges as in the square plate, The median—fiber
stresses and the extreme—fiber bending stresses at the
center of the plate and at the midpoint of the longer
edge are plotted against the pressure in dimensionless
form for plates of finite dimensions (a/b = iz Z/o
in figures 26 and 27 and for a plate strip (a/b = 0)
in figure 28 where the new symbols on the figures have
the following significance

FL extreme~fiber bending stress at center
G;e extreme~fiber bending stress at midpoint of edge
0;3 median~fiber tensile stress at center
Gie median—fiber tensile stress at midpoint of edge

In figures 27 and 29 subscript xe indicates the midpoint
of the longer edge. The median-fiber stresses and the
extreme—fiber bending stresses at the point of maximum
stress — the center of the longest edge — are plotted
against the pressure in dimensinnless form for a plate
with a/b = 1/2 in figure 29. Approximate values of

the center deflection ratio wo/h are given on the ab-
scissa scale to show the effect of center deflection on
the median—-fiber stresses.

. The resultant extreme—fiber stresses at the center of
the plate and at the midpoint of the longer edge were ob—
tained from figures 26 to 29 by adding the extreme—fiber
stress and the median-fiber stress and are shown in figure
30. The extreme-~fiber stress at the midpoint of the
longer edge is from 2 to 4 times as great as that at the
center of the plate. Yielding due to bending along the
edges should therefore always precede yielding due to
tension at the center in an ideally clamped plate. Al-
though Way's solution for the square plate e
agrees well with the exact solution by Levy, the approx-
imate nature of Way's solution must be kept in mind in
comparing the stresses in the rectangular plate with those
in the infinite plate as given in figure 30. Way's curves
indicate that, at the midpnint of the longer edge of a
finite plate with a/b = 2/3 or less, a greater stress is
caused by a given pressure than in an infinite— plate strip
of the same material and the same cross—sectional dimensions.
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This result is, of éourse, incorrect and-it may be ascribed
to the approximate nature of Way's sanlution.

‘Therltheoretical 'strain ‘e .at the center of the:iSguare
plate may be derived from references 7 and 11 by substitu-—
tion “in

Basnlle- oAl : (&)

where "o filg the wtrsesiand W P¥e Pdlisgen's ratic, | The
resulting curves of extreme—fiber strain against pressure
are shown dotted -in figures 16, 129, andi20. for comparison
with the measured extreme—fiber strain over a l—inch gage
length. There is approximate agreement in the case of
figures 19 and 20, but in the case of figure 16 the the-
oretical strains are about 30 percent higher than the
measured strains.

The stress distribution in a square plate of medium
thickness with freely supported edges has been investigat—
ed both theoretically and experimentally with great thor-
oughness by Kaiser (reference 8). Figure 31 shows the
extreme—fiber bending stress o" and the median—fiber
tensile stress o' according to Kaiser for gage lines at
the center of the plate parallel to the edge of the plate
and across the diagonal at a point near the corners the
coordinates of which .relative to the center were x/a =
y/a = 0.6. The last gage line issincluded because Kaiser's
work showed that it marked the region nf maximum bending
stress for plates in which the center deflection was com—
parable with the plate thickness.

Figure 32 shows the extreme—fiber stress o obtained
by adding the bending stress to the median—fiber stress
as given in figure 31. Comparison of figure 32 with fig—
ure 30 shows that, for the pressure ratios investigated,
4
pa

S
En*

the square plate with rigidly clamped edges supports ap-—
proximately the same normal pressure at a given maximum
extreme—~fiber stress as a plate of the same dimensions and
material with freely supported edgeé}

Extreme—fiber bending strains € were measured in

“the plates with supported edges at the center and across

the diagonal at x/a = y/a = 0.83. These .strains are com—
pared on a dimensionlegs basis in figure 33 with the
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extreme—fiber bending strains obtained from Kaiser's
theoretical and experimental stresses (reference 8) along
mutually perpendicular directions by substitution in the
equation

€p = (0, - ucy)/E (6)
The measured strains agree with Kaiser's theoretical and

experimental values within the scatter in the present
tests.

Permanent Set

Analysis of the washboarding pressures listed in
table & indicated that the washboarding of the square
plates with clamped edges was brought about by two manners
g ifia s iurie.. o Very «t hin plates., sbhatmiss splates iwith negli—
giibdie Jflexurali@igidity, will carryepracticalily all of
the locad as a membrane and they may be expected to fail
by yielding throughout the plate like a membrane. If the
plate remains elastic up to the yield point, the relation
between pressure Py and stress o at the center of

the plate may be approximated by the following formula
(see reference 13, p. 230)

:3/2

" h -

that is, the washboarding pressure should vary directly
with the ratio of thickness to span, h/2a.

Relatively thick plates, that is, plates in which
practically all of the load is carried by bending and
almost none by membrane action will yield, owing to the
local bending stresses at the center of the clamped edges.
If the plate is rigidly clamped and remains elastic up
to the beginning of yielding at this poimnt, the pressure
py corresponding to an extreme—fiber stress o at the

center of the edge is, according tn reference 6 (p. 184):

T e

3
e 85.0 Bl o " 2 (8)
py e <2a > E

that is, the washboarding pressure varies directly w%th
the square of the ratin of thickness to span (h/2a)%.
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Before these two mechanisms of failure are considered
further, it should be noted that the highest stress in a
perfectly clamped rectangular plate will always occur at
the center of the longer pair of clamped edges. (See
figure 30.) Yielding at the edges theréfore should precede
vielding in any other portion of the plate and hence only
the second mechanism of failure seems admissible on the-—
oretical grounds., Yielding due to membrane action may,
nevertheless, be present in an actual and, therefore, an
imperfectly clamped plate if either one of the fellowing
two factors 1is important:

1. The clamps may permit a sufficient angular rota-
tion of the edge of the plate to remove a large
portion of the local bending stress at the cen-—
ter of the edge.

2k The yield strength of the material when subjected
to the local bending stress with a large gra-—
dient at the edge of the plate may be much
higher than the yield strength under the more
nearly unifsarm tension present in the rest of
the plate.

The two types of failure characterized by eqﬁations
(7) and (8) are brought nut clearly in figure 34 by plot—
ting py against h/2a for the square 175S-T aluminum—

alloy plates given in table 3. The washboarding pressure
g7es up linearly with h/2a for values of h/2a less
than about 0.004. It goes up with the square of n/2a
for values of h/2a greater than about 0.006. The ap—
proximate formulas (7) and (8) are plotted in figure 34
for comparison with the observed values, assuming the
average values:

E

40,000 pounds per square inch

RE ST 106.pounds per square inch

The pressures from equation (7) are about 30 percent
high" for

h
— < 0.,00256
2a

while those from equation (8) are about 60 percent low
for

B o o 08

2a
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The formulas (7) and (8) are useless in describing
the washboarding of square clamped plates in the important
intermediate range of 0.0025 < h/2a < 0.0060 in which
both the membrane stresses and the bending stresses seen
to take an appreciable share of the load. Inclusion of
this intermediate range in the analysis of washboarding
pressures requires a consideration of stresses in plates
of intermediate thickness as derived by Bnobnov, Way, and
Levy. (See references 7, 11, and 12.) It was assumed
for the purpose of such an analysis that washboarding would
be associated with yielding either along the edge of the
plate or at the center of the plate and that this yielding
would take place when the theoretical stress at these two
points attained a stress Gy at which the material begins

tlo yileld in tension. DThe results of this ‘assunptdony didt—
fer from those made upon assumption of the Von Mises—Hencky
theory of ‘failure (reference 5) only for the stress Oy,

at the center of a square plate and there the difference
in stress is only 11 percent., The same results are ob-
tained from both assumptions for the theoretical stress

Oyxe £for yielding along the edge of any plate and the

stress o5, for yielding at the center of an infinite-

plate strip.

For rectangular plates the relation between the

stresses 0y, and 0o,, and the pressure p is given in
figures 26 and 27 by the dimensionless plots of
g ) N8 o 2 4

X6 fa S6l6T /G e
— = and —— — as functions of B 37. Un—

B \k/ L d E n¢
fortunately, the value of these functions has been cal-—

4 )

cudated only'for g é; < 31,2 as compared with measured

values for plate 4 that go up to 20,000,  The only known
theoretical solution for pressure ratios of this order
is Boobnov's solution (reference 12) for the flat—plate
strip with clamped edges. Figure 28 shows the-extreme-—
fiber stresses at the edge and at the center of such a

P8y chunpig
E 2

strip up to values of

=

A comparison of the experimental data on plates of
finite length with Boobnov's theory for infinitely long
plates was obtained by regarding the actual plate with a
span.2a as an infinite plate the span 2a, of which was
less than that of the actual plate in order to allow for
the strengthening effect of clamping at the short edges.
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The ratio ao/a was arbitrarily chosen so that the in-

itial slopes of the twon curves for extreme—fiber bending
stresses U;e at the center of the edge are brought into

coincidence.

In the case of a square plate with clamped edges the
extreme—fiber bending stress at the center of the edge is,
for low pressures (see reference 6, p. 184):

SN

i | {8
G La22 p\ N

while at the edge of a clamped piate stoip of span 2a
it ddg

/a \\2
@iy < i 2
Xe p\\ h/
For identity of initial slepe cg/p, therefore,

slles winopfe, =078
where

2a actual span

2a, span of infinite—plate strip having same stress at
midpoint of longer edge

The corresponding reduction factor for any rectangular
plates with clamped edges (0 < a/b < 1) may be obtained
by analogy from figure 113 (p. 184) of reference 6 with

thie Tesul® ghown in figure 35. Application of this Tre-
duction factor to the curves for the extreme—fiber stresses
at the center of the edgé and at the center of a square
plate in figure 30 leads to the dotted curves shown in
figure 36. The extreme—fiber stresses for the equivalent
plate strip are seen to differ less than 13 percent from
the exact values. This method pf reducing.to an equiva-
lent plate strip was accordingly used in comparing the
observed washboarding pressures for rectangular plates s
with the theoretical walues for an infinite plate.

The . theoretlcal washboarding pressures for yielding .
at the edge and yielding at the center are shown as
curves A and B, respectively, in figure 37, where 2a

ot 0
is the span for the -equivalent plate strip (fig. 25)
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Log—log paper was chosen as in the case of the corre—
sponding plots for the circular plates'(figs. 2BV 3
of reference 5) in order to spread the observed values
more uniformly over the sheet. The experimental wash-
boarding pressures given'in table 3 were plotted in fig—
ure 37 by replacing the stresstat-which yielding
begins in tensinn, by ¥he average yield strength in a-
longitudinal direction and a transverse direction. (table
B s The pressure for the beginning of yielding was re—
~placed by the Navy yield pressure in figure 37(a), the
pPreEsure for a set  at the center iof 1/500 thel span in
figure 37(b), and ‘the pressure for a set at the cemnter
of 1/200 the span in figure 37(c).

The measured Navy yield pressures and the pressures
for a set of 1/500 the span were between the theoretical
pressures for yielding at the edge and for yielding at
the center for more than 80 percent of the plates. The
pressures for a set of 1/200 the span were in approximate
agreement with the theoretical pressure for yielding at
the center nf the plate. The scatter of the points 1is
large, particularly in figure 37{a). Part of this scatter
could be ascribed to deviations from the theoretical.
clamping conditions because the scatter of the points
with deviation indices between 0.1 and -0.1, which are
shown in figure 38, was only about one—third as large as
that for the entire array of points.

It is interesting to note that the measured wash-—
boarding pressures for very thin plates (in the right—
hand portion of the figures) approached the theoretical
curve for yielding at the center in every case. Very thin
plates seemed to yield consistently like a thin membrane.

Straight lines C were fitted by the methad of least
squares-to the observed washboarding pressures in fieure
37. These lines are also shown in figure 38. The devia-—
tion of individual points from the lines C is large in
many cases. Nevertheless, the lines may be useful in ar-—
riving at a rough estimate of washboarding pressure fiar &
rigidly clamped plate of given dimensions and given mate—
riial .

In the case of plates with freely supported edges,
an adequate theory for the stress distribution at suffi-
ciently high values of the deflection (w,/h = 10) was
not available. ZXaiser's theory (reference 8) goes up
onily" to” W /k =T In as much as only five square
plates of only one size (5 by 9o S ns ) and one material
(17S-T aluminum alloy) were tested, the empirical data
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were insufficient either to check any proposed theory or
to provide empirical relations of any generality. The
washboarding pressures are compared with the washboarding
pressures of 5— by 5—inch 175-T aluminum—-alloy plates
with clamped edges in figure 39, The washboarding pres—
sures for the plates with freely supported edges were
sapproximately the same as those for the clamped—edge
plates. The reason for this approximate agreement may be
that, in the case of the plates with freely supported.
edges, the diagenal folds in the corners caused nearly as
high bending stresses as were observed at the midpecint of
the langer edges of the plates with clamped edges.

National Bureau of Standards, s
Washington, D. C.,; November 28, 1941,
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TABLE 1.- CONTINUED

TABLE I.- e
ABLE 1.- DIMENSIONS FOR PLATES FOR CLAMPED-EDGE TESTS DIMENSIONS FOR PLATES FOR CLAMPED-EDGE TESTS - CONTINUED

Plate|Mate- Span,LengthJThick- Young's Tensile yield Plate| Mate- Sgan}Length,Thick- Yo 'i Tensile yleld
rial | 2a 2b ness, | modulus strength rial a 2b ness,| modulu strength
(a) (1“-) (1“.) h E (klps per sq in. ) (a) (1n. (1“-) E (kips per s8q j'n')
(in.)| (kips per] (Offset = 0.002) (in.)| Ocdps per| (Offset = 0,002)
sqIn. ) [Tongltu- o \ sq In. ) (CoTgTTU-T Trans-
dinal verse dinal verse
1 A 2.5 2.5 [0.0110{ 10,300 .0 .
2 2.5 2.2 -0110 10.%00 ﬁ%-o 23,8 30 f & 1+5] 17+5 0.0h52 10,300 ﬁ%.g 38.6
010k 10’300 1320 40 31 5 5 .0526} 10,100 2 37.9
£ Tt 3.l iitasnd S | - 32 7.s| 7.5 | ‘o027l 10)ko0 | L3.0 3749
2 7.5 7.5 | -0109 10:300 I o 38'0 33 7.5| 17.5 | .0529| 10,400 | L3.0 379
23| 213 | low3liolz00 | W0 | 33 3 2.l 2.5 | 0eedi0:300] 12:5 | 8
5 5 .0151/ 10,300 | LL.0 37.5 s 2| 132 | 063t 30! ; 8.0
g 75| 7.5 | .0158/10,300 | LL.o 37.5 2 A AR 65 el e ga°
9 2.5 2.5 .0197/10.300 [ L3.0 570 2 1512215 it A5 e “2-2 b57‘Z
10 5 5 .0193] 10,300 | 3.0 37.0 5 5 5 .1000 10,300 | L. 37,
10a ; % .0202] 10,300 L43.0 37.0 9 B 2.5 2.5 |0.0127 29,000 [ 133.0 1,0.0
11 o5 .5 | .0191| 10,300 L3.0 27.0 0 5 5 .0127 29,000{ 133.0 140.0
12 T+5| T.5 | .0200| 10,300 43,0 37.0 L1 2.5/ 7.5 .0127 29,000 15&.0 14,0.0
iﬁ 2.5( 2.5 | .0255{10,l00 hi,o 37.5 L2 2.5 2.5 .028)f 28,500} 10L4.0 118.0
5 5 .0255/ 10,400 Ll .0 37.5 tﬁ 5 5 .028% 28,500 | 104.0 118,0
1 Z'S Z.g .0256| 10,400 .0 37.5 2.5 7.5 | .028Y 28,500 104.0 118.0
1 .5 : .0300| 10,200 .5 %5.0 ug 2.5 2.5 .0339 28,000 10L.0 99.0
1 5 5 .0297| 10,200 39.5 35,0 Ly g .03[,3 28,000| 104.0 99.0
1 2.5 7.5 | .0303/10,200 | 38.1 2.5 hg 5 %.5 .034q 28,000| 104.0 99.0
19 7-% 7.5 | .0302| 10,200 38.1 %5.5 Ly 2.4 2.5 .0591 28,000 90.0 90.0
20 7.2 17.5 .029g 10,200 39,5 35,0 49 5 5 .059d 28,000| 90.0 90.0
g% Z.S 17.5 | .0301] 10,200 53.5 35.5 50 2.9 7.5 .0601 28,000] 90.0 90.0
. 25 .0371} 10,200 0.8 . . .
2 57| 87 | 0500 | i | %52 2| ] 2 I:2{C:0ae] o300 223 | Lss
2.5 7.5| .0369/10,200 | k2.4 3&.0 §3 2.8 7.5 .oagu 10,300 &l.2 ué.z
32 Teof (12 | Rsiiian.en a5 36.5 D ) 7.5 [ 0.020] 10’500 T 50,2
2 5.3 2| 3Ta0%00 | 1Ei2 | 2A:d 5 2.4 7.8 .025q 10,300 b5L.1 | ©80.2
: 5 5 +0455( 10,300 ﬁz.g 38.6 R teriat
9 7.5 7.5 | .0460| 10,300 .6 38.6 A is 1gs-T aluminum alloy.
B 1s 18:8 stainless steel.

®Materials A 1s 17S8-T aluminum alloy. C is 178=-RT aluminum alloy.
D is 2,S-RT aluminum alloy.

Daoverage for similar material tested.
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TABLE 2.— PLATES WITH FREELY SUPPORTED EDGES

175-T ALUMINUM ALLOY

Young's Tensile yield
Plate! Span,|{Length,|{ Thickness,|{ modulus, strength
2a 2% h E (kips per sq in.)
(in.)} (in.) (in.) (kips (effuet = 0.002)
. B & per- -
sq in.)|{ Longitu—| Trans—
dinal verse
56 5 5 0.0292 10,300 40.5 35.0
5504 5 5 <0870 10,300 42.2 816D
58 5 5 .0483 140 S00 46.5 39.0
59 5 5 .0530 10,300 44.0 38.0
60 5 5 .0641 10,300 43.2 38.0
TABLE 4.~ RESULTS FOR PLATES WITH FREELY SUPPORTED EDQES
Plate| Relative '¥avy yield |Pressure for a given set
deviation, pressure, e
Awo/wOo Py Span Span
(See expla—| (1b/s3 in.) e S
nation be-— 500 200
low) p(22/500) | p(2a/200)
(1v/sq in.)](1b/sq in.)
56 -0.17 b 1958 16 24
87 +00 @ 24 20 28
58 —.20 4 44 37 &l
59 —w 1-8 & 47 40 58
60 —-.03 a 55 53 67
Letter Value of %o Reference
tor -p
(1v/sq 1in.)
a 1 8
b 1% 0% 8
(o) L= p <5 8
d 2. <= Pp.= 10 8/




TABLE 3.~ RESULTS FOR PLATES WITH CLAMPED EDGES
Plate | Relative Navy yield Pressure for a glven
deviation, pressure, set
A'o/'oo Py Span Span
(See expla-|(1b/sq in.) —200
nation be- p(2a§500) p(2a/200)
low (1v/sq in. 1b/sq in.
) ) q )
3 -0.84 a T L 8.5
2 -.3§ a l{ 28 Z;
-.08 b 7 9 2
+.1g b 2L.5 16. 25.5
2 -.08 b 15 Too 16.5
-6l a 89 37 67
g +.10 b 50 23 L
+,01 b 33 22 3
9 +.09 a 31.5 L2 3
10 -6 v 575 Sal 75
10a =2l b foeecmBmccmcd cumcccsnmen ik e
st -.08 v 37 2 39
12 -.28 b 114600, 27.5 12 22
1 +.3; a L2 5 83
13 -.07 v 32 to T2 2 R
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19 -.og b 18.3 18.5 30
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Figure 7.- Auxiliary platform for measuring deflections at
points 1/20 inch apart,
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edges according to reference 11. Poisson's ratio, 0.3.
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