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Summary: In this paper it is presented parametric stability analysis of frame structures
with accuracy assessment of solutions given in codes for design of steel structures.
Method for calculating the critical load and the effective buckling length of the frame
structures that is based on the global stability analysis is formulated. According to
results of analysis of the whole structure, the critical load and effective buckling length
for each column member can be obtained. The numerical analysis in this paper is based
on the calculation of the critical load in elaso-plastic domain.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Research of the stability of linear structures, starting from the first Euler’s investigations
until recently, was mainly based on solving the differential equation of buckling
according to the second order theory. In order to find simple solutions for the more
complex structures, the researchers performed some approximations in their calculation.
It means that isolated members with different boundary conditions were analyzed.
Numerical expressions and graphical representation of the obtained results for the
critical can be found, for example in [1], [2]. Such approximations were used to
formulate procedures for calculations of multi-story frames. The most used methods for
this type of calculation are Slope deflection method and Stiffness distribution method,
and they can be found in the literature, for example [1], [3]. The above procedures for
calculation of one-bay multi-storey frames can be applied for more complex multi-bay
frames. Namely, in this case, the calculation of multi-bay framework can be reduced to
calculation of equivalent one-bay frame, as it is shown in [4], [5]. Sometimes, the
framework because of its irregularity can not be reduced to an equivalent single-bay
frame in order to calculate their critical load. In that case, some other procedure, such as
energy method [6], are suggested.

Theoretical approach based on the calculation of isolated member was applied in the
national and European regulation for the stability of frame structures [7] - [9]. However,
the application of these codes shows that such calculation, in some cases, may lead to the
substantial errors, because obtained results are approximate [10]. Therefore, in recent
years, considerable effort has been made in order to improve these approximate
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calculation methods. So, for example, the objective of the analysis [11], [12] is to
propose improved input parameters for the determination of the effective buckling length
coefficient of columns in multi-story frames.

In this analysis, the finite element method, as the most effective method for numerical
analysis of stability of frame structures is applied. Application of finite element method
in the stability analysis of the linear frames was investigated by many authors, for
example [13], [14].

The aim of this paper is to formulate the exact matrix stability analysis. So, the
interpolation functions should be derived from the solution of the differential equation of
bending according to the second order theory. Also, when the buckling of structure
occurs in plastic domain, constant modulus of elasticity E should be replaced with the
tangent modulus Et. More details about this approach can be found in [15].

2. DETERMINATION OF THE EFFECTIVE BUCKLING LENGTH OF
THE COMPRESSED MEMBERS

Calculation based on the theory of elastic stability is widely applied in engineering
practice. It is because it can be assumed that building structures generally have elastic
behavior when they are subjected to standard exploitation load, even in the case when
the critical load is reached. Namely, in order to design structures with high slenderness,
designers often make tall structures with low stiffness, so buckling occurs in the elastic
domain. Therefore it is reasonable that this type of elastic calculation is the basis of the
regulations for the stability analysis of frame structures. Such calculation procedure is
defined through the determination of the effective buckling length of frame columns.
From the physical point of view, “effective buckling length” is a length of the equivalent
member with constant cross-section that is pined at the both ends and is subjected to the
compressive axial force. Critical force is defined by:

p_ 7?El L
(517 )

and it is equal to the critical force of the analyzed member with arbitrary characteristics.
From the mathematical (geometrical) point of view, “effective buckling length” is a
distance between inflection points of the bended member.

The effective buckling length is given as the product of the column's effective length
factor ,,p and the geometric length of the column ,,I

Ii:ﬂ'l 2

Procedure for calculation of the effective buckling length for the members in steel frame
structures is given in national JUS standards [9] and European regulations EC3 [7], [8].
On the basis of such obtained buckling lengths, the calculation based on the buckling
curves is applied for the axially compressed members.
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Effective buckling lengths for the members with different boundary conditions are
shown in Figure 1. According to obtained buckling lengths, critical load is derived from
the equation (1).
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Figure 1. Effective buckling lengths in function of the boundary conditions

This approach to calculate the critical load, when the effective buckling length is
obtained, is applied also to the columns of the frame structures. For example, analysis of
the whole frame structure (Figure 2a) is performed using the equation (1), and critical
load and effective buckling lengths should be defined for each column individually. The
reason for this is the fact that until recently it was considered that global stability
analysis of frame structures is too complicated for engineering practice. That is the
reason why the codes for the stability analysis of plane frame columns [7] - [9], use
simplified static scheme, as presented in Figure 2b. Practically, this means that codes
consider only columns which are isolated from the frame structure. These isolated
columns are supported only by the adjacent columns and beams. Basically, presence of
the other structural elements connected to the considered one is introduced by the
corresponding boundary conditions.

a) b)

Figure 2. Simplified static scheme for the stability analysis according to the codes
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This approximate, simplified calculation has its advantages because results can be
obtained very easily and they are shown by adequate diagrams and approximate
formulas. However, very important question is how these approximate solutions are
correct and how they can be used for the various examples in engineering practice. Also,
there is important question should such solutions still be used, due to the fact that fast
development of computing possibilities is in the progress and the programs for stability
analysis of frame structures become generally available.

The methodology of calculation that is used in this analysis is related to the global
stability analysis of frame structures. This means that critical load for the whole structure
(Per.gi,) should be calculated first. When this critical load is calculated, the critical load
for each column (P¢) can be obtained. Based on these results, effective length factor of
individual columns is given by:

i 3)

In the case of buckling in the plastic domain, the expression for the coefficient  has the
same form as (3), but critical load (P) is related to the critical force that is computed in
the inelastic analysis of the frame (Perinet). Also, modulus of elasticity E is no longer
constant, but it is stress dependent and it is replaced by the tangent modulus E::

m’E,l
S - — (4)

crinel *

In this analysis it is used an empirical relationship between the two moduli [15] in a

form:
E, =4E~[1[1—1H (5)
Oy gy

3. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

The determination of the buckling length of frame structures is presented in this section.
The calculation is performed using the corresponding computer program ALIN
developed in the C++ programming language [16], [17]. Obtained results are compared
with the results from the European EC3 and national JUS standards [7] - [9].

A six-story three-bay plane frame, clamped at the base, is first considered in this analysis
(Figure 3a). Graphical presentation of the results for the coefficient § is shown in Figure
3b. These results are obtained using the code ALIN, as well as European and national
codes for steel structures. It can be seen that in this case there is a quite well coinciding
of the results.
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Figure 3 a) Six-story sway frame with constant axial force in the columns
b) The values of the coefficient S for the analyzed frame

A analysed six-story three-bay frame with the load that is exerted on each column at
each story in the frame is shown in Figure 4a). Results for the effective buckling length
coefficient are given in Figure 4b.

Pk
\Q'U
\Q'U
\Q'U

o
o
o

o
o
0

50 —=—ALIN
—®—ec3, outer

»
o
1

jus, outer

—V¥—ec3, inner
- jus, inner
354

3.04

IS
)
!

o
o
0

o
o
o

o

- e g e
o

g g g g g
o

tg—  lg— g L g
o

g | | | g

I}

L
effective length factor B

2.5 . T~
i ~e
e — 204 . - M M '\'
L 2l n 2l n 2l | /

154

columns- I
girders- 1/2 story

a) b)

Figure 4 a) Six-story sway frame with load at each story
b) The values of the coefficient g for the analyzed frame

This graph shows that errors in the application of regulations increase when compared to
the previous example. One of the main reasons for this is that the calculations that are
based on the isolated treatment of considered compressed elements (as in the
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regulations) do not take into consideration the axial force value in the element. They
only consider stiffness of the other structural elements connected to the considered one.
Thus, in analyzed numerical example obtained errors are larger than in the previous case.
It is clear that that these differences in the determination of the buckling length affect the
calculation of the buckling resistance of axially compressed members.

Although the clamped columns are more present in the engineering practice, this paper
also considers the frames that are pinned at the base. The characteristics and the
geometry of the frames are assumed the same as in the previous numerical examples,
except for the boundary conditions at the bottom. The external loads are exerted on each
column at each story in the frame. The modulus of elasticity for the buckling analysis in
the elastic range is adopted to be constant (E). In the inelastic range, tangent modulus
aproach is applied. Comparative review of the results for the coefficient B for the
clamped and hinged frame is given herein. Results obtained using the code ALIN and
Eurocode 3 are presented in Figure 5.
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Figure 5 Coefficient [ for the columns of the frames which are clamped and pinned at
the base a) obtained using the program ALIN; b) using the EC3 standard

Regarding the fact that hinged frames have lower stiffness when compared to clamped
frames, it is clear that smaller critical load is obtained for them. Thus their effective
buckling length coefficient has a higher value for all floors. Also, it is clear that, by
applying the standards, the results for analyzed frames are different only at the first floor.
Neglection of the stability treatment of the structure as a whole, is just one of the main
reasons for the errors that are obtained using the standards.

The six-story three-bay plane frame, clamped at the base, with the load on each column
at each story in the frame is also analyzed. In order to make comparison of the results
simpler, all data is given in the parametric form. Considered frame has the same
characteristics as the frame given in Figure 4a. In this paper are presented the
comparative results for the effective buckling length coefficient for the considered sway
and non-sway frames (Figure 6).

Since the non-sway frame (considered in this numerical example) has six times higher
critical force with respect to the same sway frame (given in Figure 4) these results for the
coefficient p are expected.
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Figure 6 Comparison of the values g for the six-story sway and non-sway frames

4. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper it was investigated the accuracy of the solutions given in JUS and EC3
standards in details, related to the effective buckling length determination. Multi floor
sway and non-sway frames were analyzed. The effect of the various parameters to the
critical load value, such as different supports, loads, etc. was investigated. Applying the
proposed method it was shown that substantial errors can be made when the approximate
solutions from the codes are used. That means that there is a need for the innovation of
these standards in the part where the effective length of frame columns is considered. It
can be done, for example, in the way as it is proposed herein. It should be emphasized
that some steps have already been taken in EC3 standards, in the part related to the
complex deformable structures which require the calculation according to second order
theory, however, no more details are given in EC3.

REFERENCES

[1] Allen, H.G., Bulson, P.S.: Backgroung to buckling, McGraw Hill, U.K., 1980.

[2] European Convention for Constructional Steelwork (ECCS): European
recommendations for steel structures, 1978.

[3] Horne M.R., Merchant W.:The stability of frames, Pergamon, Oxford, 1965.

[4] White D., Hajjar J.:Buckling Models and Stability Design of Steel Frames: a
Unified Approach, Journal of Constructional Steel Research, 1997., Vol.42, Iss.3,
pp.171-207.

[5] White D., Hajjar J.: Accuracy and simplicity of alternative procedures for stability
design of steel frames, Journal of Constructional Steel Research, 1997., Vol.42,

| 3BOPHNK PAOOBA MEBYHAPOOHE KOH®EPEHLIMJE (2016) |



t
4 INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE

Contemporary achievements in civil engineering 22. April 2016. Subotica, SERBIA

Iss.3, pp.209-261.

[6] Horne M.R.: An approximate method for calculating the elastic critical loads of
multi-storey plane frames, Structural Engineer, 1975.,VVol.56, 1ss.6, pp.242-248.

[7] Eurocode 3, Design of Steel Structures - ENV 1993-1-1: 1992, European Committee
for Standardization, 1993.

[8] Eurocode 3, Design of Steel Structures - ENV 1993-1-1: 2005, European Committee
for Standardization, 2006.

[9] Budevac D., Markovi¢ Z., Bogavac D., Tosi¢ D.: Steel Structures, Faculty of Civil
Engineering University of Belgrade, 1999. (in Serbian)

[10] Cori¢ S.: Contribution to the Effective Length Stability Analysis of Frame
Structures, master thesis, Faculty of Civil Engineering University of Belgrade,
2006. (in Serbian)

[11] Mageirou G.: Contribution to the design of multi-story steel frames against flexural
buckling, Doctoral Thesis, National Technical University of Athens, Greece, 2001.

[12] Gantes C., Mageirou G.: Improves stiffness distribution factors for evaluation of
effective buckling lengths in multi-story sway frames, Engineering Structures,
2005, Vol.27, Iss.7, pp.1113-1124.

[13] Gallagher R.H.,: “Finite Element Analysis”, Prentice-Hall, Inc. New Jersey, 1975.

[14] Bathe K.J.: Finite Element Procedures in Engineering Analysis, Prentice-Hall, 1982.

[15] McGuire W., Gallagher R., Ziemain R., Matrix Structural Analysis, 2" edition, John
Wiley and Sons, New York, USA, 2000.

[16] Cori¢ S.: Nonlinear stability analysis of the frame structures, Doctoral dissertation,
Faculty of civil engineering, University of Belgrade, 2013.

[17] Cori¢ S., Bréi¢ S.: Elasto-plastic stability calculation of the frame structures using
the code ALIN, — International Conference Contemporary Achievements in Civil
Engineering, pp.473-480, 24-25. April 2014, Subotica, Serbia

ITAPAMETAPCKA AHAJIM3A CTABUJIHOCTH
YEJIMYHUX OKBUPHUX HOCAYA

Pesume: YV osom pady je npuxazana napamemapcka anaiuza CmMaduiHoCmu OKGUPHUX
HOCAua ca OYeHoM MAYHOCMU pewerbd 0amux y CmanoapouMa 3a nPOPAdyH YeIuyHUX
OKGUPHUX KOHCmpyKkyuja. PopMmynucana je memooa 3a npopayyH Kpumudne cuie,
OOHOCHO OYJiCUHe U36Ujalbd OKGUPHUX KOHCMPYKYUjd, d KOja ce 3aCHU8A HA aHAIU3U
enobanne cmabunnocmu xoucmpykyuje. Taxo cpauynama cura omozyhyje oa ce dasme
cpauynajy u Kpumuume cuie, 0OOHOCHO OYJICUHE U36UjaAlbd NOJeOUHUX NPUTNUCHYIMUX
wmanoga y koncmpykyuju. Hymepuuka ananuza y o6om pady ce 3acHu6a na npopadymy
KpumuuHoz onmepehersa y eiacmo-niacmuyHoj oonacmu.
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