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Fig. 3 Deformed shapes in circumferential direction
of cylindrical flanges under tension,
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Fig. 4 Accuracy of finite difference solutions
for a panel supported along two sides.
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Fig. 5 Accuracy of finite difference solutions
for a panel supported along one side.
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- - - ‘ - — .
A 2196.5 | 2696.5 10 7 | 8 21915 | 27000 | 4714 1466.2 | 1766.9 ’ 317.1
B 1497.5 1997.5 | 10 5 8 1492.5 2000.0 446.5 1349.4 1825.3 ! 333.0
C 4220.0 i 4720.0 4 ‘ 4 6 4218.0 4722.0 491.0 1609.0 1695.5 ‘ 305.6
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A 2720(267) | 3390(332) 3030(297) 2.02x 108(198)
b’ 06 - 2 B 2720 (267) 3390(332) 3030(297) 2.02x 106(198)
) C 4120(404) 3 750(368) 4120(404) 2.05x 10%(200)
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Fig. 13 Relation between curvature parameter
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and effective width at section y=0
of panel supported along one side.
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