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= ¢: angle from X-axis to define cross-head direction
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= Ty:anglefrom ¢ that defines initial shearing angle

= Tj:anglefrom T, that defines final shearing angle

= n:periodicity, i.e. how many thecycle Ty, - T; =» T, I ) \3’
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"  Optimisation to maximise imperfect buckling

[0+£(20]25)%, 90£(35|25)°], 193.4 4.16 84.7 load across a range of imperfections
[+45, 0, 90], 170.6 @ 5.72 178 " |Increased average imperfect buckling load
A% +13% -32% -71% = Decreased standard deviation and variance
. J

bristol.ac.uk/composites | C O N\ AT



