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This paper presents the static behaviour of two-directional functionally graded (FG) sandwich beams
subjected to various sets of boundary conditions by using a quasi-3D shear deformation theory and
the Symmetric Smoothed Particle Hydrodynamics (SSPH) method. The SSPH code, which is developed
based on the present formulation of the FG sandwich beam, is validated by solving a simply supported
conventional functionally graded beam problem. Numerical results which are in terms of maximum
dimensionless transverse deflections, dimensionless axial, normal and shear stresses are compared with
the analytical solutions and the results from previous studies. Various FG sandwich beam structures are
investigated by considering different aspect ratios (L/h) and sets of boundary conditions and using

© 2017 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

In recent years, the use of the structures which are made of
functionally graded materials have been increasing in many mod-
ern engineering applications such as aerospace, marine, automo-
tive, nuclear energy, biomedical and civil engineering due to
varying material properties over a changing dimension which
allow to enhance the bond strength through the layer interfaces,
high resistance to temperature shocks, lower transverse shear
stresses and high strength to weight ratio.

Due to the significant shear deformation effects especially for the
thick FGBs, three main theories that are first-order shear
deformation theory, higher-order shear deformation theory and
quasi-3D shear deformation theory have been employed by the
researchers to predict and understand the static, vibration and buck-
ling responses of these structures during the last decade [1-36].

On the other hand, a new type functionally graded material
(FGM) with material properties varying in two or three directions
is needed to fulfill the technical requirements such as the temper-
ature and stress distributions in two or three directions for
aerospace craft and shuttles where the conventional FGMs (or
1D-FGM) with material properties which vary in one direction
are not so efficient [37]. The mechanical and thermal behaviour
of two-directional FG structures have been investigated so far.
The 2D steady-state free and forced vibrations of two-directional
FGBs by using the Element Free Galerkin Method are analyzed in
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[38]. The state-space based differential quadrature method is
employed to obtain the semi-analytical elasticity solutions for
bending and thermal deformations of functionally graded beams
(FGBs) with various end conditions [39]. A symplectic elasticity
solution for static and free vibration analyses of two-directional
FGBs with the material properties varying exponentially in both
axial and thickness directions are presented in [40]. The buckling
behaviour of Timoshenko beams composed of two directional
FGM is studied in [41]. The static behaviour of the two directional
FGBs by using various beam theories is presented in [42]. The flex-
ure of the two directional FG curved beams is analyzed in [43].

As it is seen from above discussions, the studies related to static
and dynamic analysis of the two-directional FGBs are very limited.
Moreover, there is no work available in the literature related to the
elastostatic analysis of the two-directional FG sandwich beams by
employing a quasi-3D theory which includes both shear deforma-
tion and thickness stretching effects according to the author
knowledge. Since the thickness-stretching effect becomes very
important especially for the thick two directional FG sandwich
beams, a quasi-3D theory should be considered for this compli-
cated problem. One may easily show that the numerical methods
such as finite element methods (FEM), meshless methods, general-
ized differential quadrature method (GDQM), etc. can be used to
overcome these problems which have complex governing
equations.

Meshless methods are the most promising and have attracted
considerable attention for the analysis of engineering problems
with intrinsic complexity. Meshless methods are widely used in
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static and dynamic analyses of the isotropic, laminated composite
and FGBs problems [44-50]. However, the studies are very limited
regarding to the analysis of two directional FG structures by
employing a meshless method [38,42,51-53].

The main novelty of this paper is that the elastostatic behaviour
of the two directional FG sandwich beams are analyzed based on a
quasi-3D theory by using the SSPH method for the first time. The
SSPH codes are developed to determine the displacement and
stresses of two-directional FG sandwich beams for various bound-
ary conditions, power-law indexes and sandwich structures.
Numerical results are compared with the analytical solutions and
the results from previous studies.

In Section 2, the formulation of the basis function of the SSPH
method is given. In Section 3, the homogenization of material
properties of the two directional FG sandwich beam is presented.
The formulation of the quasi-3D theory is given in Section 4. In Sec-
tion 5, numerical results are given for the problems with three dif-
ferent boundary conditions which are simply supported (SS),
clamped-clamped (CC) and clamped-free (CF).

2. Formulation of symmetric smoothed particle hydrodynamics
method

Taylor Series Expansion (TSE) of a scalar function for 1D case
can be given by

f(é) :f(X) +(¢- x)f’(x) +?(5 _ x)Zf//(x) +§(§ - X)Bf///(x)
+ % (f _ X)4f(IV)(X) + % ( £ _ X)Sf(V)(X)
AR "

where f(¢) is the value of the function at & located in near of x. If the
zeroth to sixth order terms are employed and the higher order
terms are neglected, the Eq. (1) can be written as

f(&) =P x)Q(x) (2)
where

2 6 T
Qi = [roo, LW 24T 5 T 3
P(&x) =[1,(6—x),(E—x)°,....(E—x)°] (4)

The number of terms employed in the TSE can be increased to
improve the accuracy depending on the order of the governing
equations. However, increasing the number of terms to be
employed definitely increases the CPU time and may decrease
the effectiveness of the method. Determination of the number of
terms mainly depends on the experience of the researcher. To
determine the unknown variables given in the matrix Q(x), both
sides of Eq. (2) are multiplied with W(&,x)P(£,x)" and evaluated
for every node in the CSD. In the global numbering system, let
the particle number of the jth particle in the compact support of
W(g,x) be r (j). The following equation is obtained

Z[P

N(x)

> fEMWED x

=

where N(x) is the number nodes in the compact support domain
(CSD) of the W(E,x) as shown in Fig. 1.
Then, Eq. (5) can be given by

C(&%)Q(X) = D(&,X)F™(&.x) (6)

Compact

/

Fig. 1. Compact support of the weight function W(g,
X = (X;,V;).

x) for the node located at

where C(&,x) = P(&,x)"W(&,x)P(&,x) and D(g, x)
The solution of Eq. (6) is given by

= P& %) W(E ).

Q(x) = K(&x)F(¢) (7
where K®(&,x) = C(&,x) 'D(g,x). Eq. (7) can be also written as
follows
M
=Y KyFy, 1=1,2,....7 (8)
=

where M is the number of nodes and F; = f(&). Seven components
of Eq. (8) for 1D case are written as

M
(x) =D KyF,
=

M
%f) =Qu(x) = ZKZJFJ

= 2105(x) = Z'ZKg]F]
] 1
10 — 310, (x 3'ZI<4]F] (9)
] 1
d4 ) — 41Q5(x 4']21:K5]F]
LI — 51Q4(x 5'ZK6]FJ
de =6!Q,(x 6|ZI<7]F,

J=1
Details of the SSPH method can be found in [42,54-57].

3. Homogenization of material properties

Consider a two-directional functionally graded beam namely
Type A as shown in Fig 2a, which is made of a mixture of ceramic
and metal, with length L, width b and thickness h. Two types of FG
sandwich beams namely 2D-FG and Ceramic Faces and 1D-FG Core
(Type B) and 2D-FG faces ceramic core (Type C) are considered.

The rule of mixture is used to find the effective material prop-
erties at a point. According to the rule of mixtures, the effective
material properties of the beam such as Young’s modulus E and
shear modulus G can be given by
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Fig. 2. Geometry and coordinate of a two-directional FG Sandwich Beams.

E(X7 Z) = E1 Vl (X7 Z) + EZVZ (X7 Z)
G(X7 Z) = Gl Vl (X7 Z) + GZVZ (X7 Z)
where Eq,E,,G; and G, are the material properties of two con-
stituents, V; and V, are the volume fractions of the constituents.

The relation between the volume fractions can be expressed as
follows;

Vi(x,2) + Va(x,2) =1 (11)

(10)

3.1. Type A: 2D-FG Beam

According to the power-law rule, the volume fraction of the
ceramic can be given by

X\P (1 Zz\P
~31) (§+E) (12)
where p, and p, are the gradation exponents (power-law index)
which determine the material properties through the thickness
(h) and length of the beam (L). When the p, and p, are set to zero,

the beam becomes homogeneous. The effective material properties
can be found by using the Eqs. (10)-(12) as follows

E(sz):(Ec_Em)(l —*)px( + ) +En
G(x,2) = (Gc — Gn) (1 = 2)* A +2)™ + Gn

Ve(x,2) = (1

(13)

3.2. Type B: Sandwich Beam with 2D-FG and Ceramic Faces and 1D-FG
Core

The upper face of the sandwich beam is made of 2D-FG, the
lower face is made of ceramic and the core is made of 1D-FG as

shown in Fig. 2b. The volume fraction of the ceramic phase V!
given by;

W= (1-x)™ (,1(22';‘2) forz e [hy,h/2]
V(EZ) (z hy ) fOTZ c [hhhz] (14)
VP =1 forze [h,-1

C

v

3.3. Type C: Sandwich Beam with 2D-FG Faces and Ceramic Core

The two faces of the sandwich beam are made of 2D-FG and the
core is made of ceramic as shown in Fig. 2c. The volume fraction of

the metal phase V¥ given by;
Vi = (1-3)" (35)" forze (b, hy2)
V@ =0 forze |hy,hy) (15)

Ve = (1-3) X(lﬂlzﬁf) forz e [hy,—h/2]

4. Mathematical formulation

The axial and transverse displacements of a beam by using the
present quasi-3D theory [28] including both shear deformation
and thickness stretching effects are given by

U(x,2) =u(x,t) — 7800 _ 42 duy

3’ (16a)
= ux) — 2w}, ()~ f2w,
Wx2) = wox) + wilx) + (1= )w(x) (16b)

= Wp(X) + Ws(X) + g(2)W;

where u, wy,ws; and w, are four unknowns to be determined. The
only nonzero strains associated with the displacement field given
in Eq. (16) can be written by:

aU ! ' v

gxzazll 7ZVV/b 7f(Z)WS (17a)
ow

b2=7,=8 (2)w, (17b)
ow ou ,

Ve = oy Ty T &(2)(w, +wy) (17¢)

The following linear elastic constitutive equation can be written
by using the related stresses and strains:

[oy ] E 1 v O &
o, 1(i ‘Z)z v 1 0 & (18a)
| O« | 10 0 32|y
[ oy ] [u — — W +vg'w,
E(X,Z) / /1 /! / b
O | =7z | —vzwj, — vfw, + g'w, (18b)
K L (%5)g(w, +wy)

To obtain the governing equations, the virtual strain energy of
the beam can be written by:

L
oU = / /(axéex + 0x0),, + 0.8 ¢,)dAdx (19)

The stress resultants Ny Mb ,M;,Q,, and R, can be written
respectively as follows:

+h/2

Ny :/ bo,dz (20a)
—h/2
+h/2

M = / bo,zdz (20b)
—h/2
+h/2

M — / bafdz (20¢)
Jon)2
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+h/2
Q= / bogdz (20d)
~h/2
+h/2
R, = / bo,g'dz (20e)
~h/2

By using the Eq. (20), one can rewrite the Eq. (18) as

L
5U = / NSt — MPSW, — MESW + Qoo (SW, + SW,) + Roow,)dx
JO
21)

The virtual potential energy of the transverse load q(x) is given
by

- /L q(owp + Swy)dx (22)
0

Since the total virtual work done equals zero and the coeffi-
cients of du, 6wy, Sws and dw, are zero in 0 < x < L, one can obtain
the following governing equations,

dN,

=0 (233)
d*Mb

Ix 2* +qx)=0 (23b)
M, | dQ,,

o2 “Ix +qx)=0 (23¢)
d(%("z R,=0 (23d)

By using Eq. (18), the stress resultants given in Eq. (20) can be
expressed as,

Ny A B B, X 0 v
M? B DD Y O -w;
M, V=|B, Dy H Y O —w (24)
0., X Y Y Z 0 w;,
R, 0 0 0 0 Alw+w,
where
+h/2
aBB.DDHZ = [ EEDD 2P ghd 25
~h/2 -
2 E(x,z)b
A= / 20 24, 25b
Sl 2(1+v)g (25b)
+h/2 E(x z)vb
(X7 Y7 YS):/ -(l - 3)2 gl(17zvf)dz (ZSC)
—h/2 -

The governing equations of the quasi-3D theory can be obtained
by substituting Eq. (24) into Eq. (23) as:

Au" + AU — (Bwy + Bwj)) — (BW! + Biw!) + XW, + X'w, =0
(26a)

Bu" +2Bu" + B'u' — (Dw;"’ + 2D'w; + D'wj)
— (Dsw\") + 2D + DIw!) + Yw;’ +2YW, +Y'W, +q=0
(26b)
Bau" + 2Bu" + Blu' — (Dswy") + 2D,wy + D{wj)
— (HW") + 2H'W, + H'W,) + YW} + 2Y W, + Y{w,
+ A (W] +w)) + Aj(w, +w,) +q=0 (26¢)

—Xu' + YW, + YW, + A(wy +w}) + A{(W, + W) —Zw, =0 (26d)
The natural boundary conditions are of the form:
ou : Ny (27a)
swy - MY (27b)
owy - M2 (27¢)
ows : MS + Q,, (27d)
ow, : M, (27e)
ow; : sz (27f)

4.1. Representation of the governing equations by using the SSPH
method

The governing equations of the problem based on the present
quasi-3D beam theory can be written in a similar way by replacing
f(x) given in Eq. (9) with u(x), wy(x), ws(x) and w,(x) as follows,

M
> "[6BKy + 2B'K3wy,

M
> [2AKy + A'Kyjlu; —
J=1 J=1

Mz

[63 I<4] + 2B. K3j WS] + Z XI<2] +X K]]}WZ =0
1 =

(28a)

—
Il

M
Z[Z4DK5] + 12D’K4] + 2DHK3]]WbJ

M
Z[GBK4] + 4B/K3j + BHKZJ]U]' —
J=1 J=1

[24D;Ks; + 12D, Ky + 2D/ K3/]wy,

M= =

+ 3 2YKy + 2Y'Kyy + Y'Kylw, = —q (28b)
J=1
- Zxxz,u, + ZZYIQ]wb] + Z[zy K3y + 2AK3) + AKoylws,
J=1 J=1
M
+ > [2AKy + Aoy — ZKylw, =0 (28¢)

1

—
Il

M M
> "[6B.Kyy +4BKs) + B{KJuj — > " [24DKs) + 12D;K sy + 2D K3]wy,
J=1 J=1

[24HK5] + 12H/K4] + 2HNK31 —2A K3] —A KZ]}WSJ

1= TM:

+ [2Y5K3] +2Y;K2] + Y;/KU + 2A5K3_] +A;K2]]sz =—q (28d)

1

—
I

5. Numerical results

The bending behaviour of the two directional FG sandwich
beams is investigated by using a quasi-3D shear deformation the-
ory. The numerical results are obtained by using the SSPH method
for various gradation exponents, aspect ratios and sets of boundary
conditions. Since there is no available previous results based on a
higher order shear deformation theory and a quasi-3D shear defor-
mation theory for the bending analysis of two-directional FGBs
with power law rule, the developed SSPH code is verified by
solving a simply supported conventional FGB problem subjected
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to uniformly distributed load. The numerical solutions are com-
pared with the solutions from previous studies along with the ana-
lytical solutions [27,28]. The dimensionless maximum transverse
deflections, axial, normal and shear stresses are calculated to make
the comparisons on a fair ground.

For each problem studied here, the physical parameters of the
beam are L=2m and b =0.1 m. Two different two aspect ratios,
L/h =5 and 20 are considered for the boundary conditions defined
as S-S and C-C. The numerical solutions could not be obtained for
the aspect ratio (L/h) which is greater than 5 for the boundary con-
dition defined as CF. The possible reasons behind this case are dis-
cussed in section 5.2.3. The distributed load g, is set to 10,000 N/m.
The material properties of the two constitutes are given by

Ceramic (Al,03) : E; =380 GPaand v; =0.3

Metal (Aluminium) : E, = 70 GPa and v, = 0.3

The following non-dimensional quantities are used for the rep-
resentation of the results;
Non-dimensional transverse deflection of the beam:

W= ng—if’?W(x., 0) for SS and CC beams
0

_ 100E,bh® (29)

=—=22LW(L,O0) for CF beam

qol*

N

Non-dimensional axial, normal and shear stresses of the beam:

Oy :%ax(;z)
. =tha,(5,2) (30)

Oxz = %O—ﬂ(ovz)

Q

5.1. Verification and comparison studies

To verify the developed code, a simply supported FGB under
uniformly distributed load is considered. Since the SSPH method
is employed to solve an engineering problem with more than 2
unknowns for the first time, the detailed analysis is required. After
performing comprehensive analysis with the weight functions
employed by the researchers in [42,54-57], satisfactory results
could not be obtained. Moreover, the weight functions given in
[58] except the one given in Eq. (31) also could not provide satis-
factory results. Therefore, the following weight function proposed
in [58] is employed for the analysis studied within this paper,

(1-4)35(¢)" +245(4)" + 720(2) "+ 1120(2)’
Wx.o = +928(g)2+336(g)+48
0 d>p
31

0<d<p

where d = |x — ¢|/h, h is the smoothing length and p is the scaling
factor that determines the size of the support domain. In Table 1,
the results of the convergence studies are given. The dimensionless
maximum transverse deflections of a FG beam under uniformly dis-
tributed load are calculated for different node distributions,
smoothing lengths and end conditions, mainly SS and CC for
p.=0, px=0 and L/h = 5. The scaling factor is set to 8 as given in
[42]. For the numerical calculations to be performed by the SSPH
method for the convergence studies uniformly distributed 81, 161
and 201 nodes are considered. The SSPH method shows stability
in terms of the computed transverse deflection values when

Table 1
Convergence studies of the developed SSPH code for S-S and C-C FGBs, L/h = 5.
Method Theory £, SS CcC
p=0 p=0
Vo et al. [28] Navier Present #0 3.1397 0.8327
Number of nodes Smoothing length
81 1A Present #0 3.1473 0.8968
1.1A Present #0 3.1354 0.8346
1.2A Present #0 3.0815 0.8372
13A Present #0 3.1408 0.8376
161 1A Present #0 3.1468 0.8388
1.1A Present #0 3.1394 0.8348
1.2A Present #0 3.1152 0.8897
1.3A Present #0 3.1245 0.8350
201 1A Present #0 3.1406 0.8341
1.1A Present #0 3.1402 0.8349
1.2A Present #0 3.1381 0.8372
1.3A Present #0 3.1425 0.8421
Table 2
Verification studies of the developed meshless code for S-S FGB, dimensionless maximum transverse deflections for various gradation exponents.
Method Theory & p=0 p=1 p=2 p=5 p=10
L/h=5
Li et al. [27] TBT = 3.1657 6.2599 8.0602 9.7802 10.8979
Vo et al. [28] Navier TBT = 3.1654 6.2594 8.0677 9.8281 10.9381
Present #0 3.1397 6.1338 7.8606 9.6037 10.7578
Vo et al. [28] FEM TBT = 3.1654 6.2590 8.0668 9.8271 10.9375
Present #0 3.1397 6.1334 7.8598 9.6030 10.7572
SSPH Present #0 3.1402 6.1343 7.8602 9.6041 10.7571
L/h=20
Li et al. [27] TBT = 2.8962 5.8049 7.4415 8.8151 9.6879
Vo et al. [28] Navier TBT = 2.8962 5.8049 7.4421 8.8182 9.6905
Present #0 2.8947 5.7201 7.2805 8.6479 9.5749
Vo et al. [28] FEM TBT = 2.8963 5.8045 7.4412 8.8173 9.6899
Present #0 28947 p=0 5.7197 7.2797 8.6471 9.5743
SSPH Present #0 2.8952 5.7215 7.2826 8.6485 9.5745
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employing 201 nodes in the problem domain as the smoothing
length varies. Therefore, for the analysis to be performed for SS
and CC boundary conditions, the number of nodes is employed as
201, the radius of the support domain (p) is chosen as 8 and the
smoothing length (h) which provides the most accurate results sets
to 1.1A where A is the minimum distance between two adjacent
nodes. Regarding to the analysis for the CF beam, the numerical cal-
culations are performed according to the following meshless
parameters which are found by performing the trial and error
method; the number of nodes in the problem domain is employed
as 247, the radius of the support domain (p) is chosen as 5.302
and the smoothing length (h) sets to 1.2A. A generic method to find
good meshless parameters for the SSPH method is still to be found.

The maximum non-dimensional transverse deflections, axial,
normal and shear stresses obtained based on the present quasi-
3D shear deformation theory for various aspect ratios and grada-
tion exponents in the z direction are given in Table 2-5 along with
the results from previous studies and the analytical solution of the
problem. It is clear that the results obtained by using the SSPH

method agree completely with those of previous papers [27,28].
Table 2-5 show that the results obtained by the SSPH method
are in excellent agreement with the results given in [27,28]. And
finally, because of the stretching effect, the transverse deflections
computed based on the quasi-3D theory are slightly smaller than
those obtained from the Third Order Beam Theory (TBT). Due to
this agreement, the verification of the developed code is
established.

5.2. Elastostatic analysis of Two-Directional FGBs

Three different boundary conditions, S-S, C-C and C-F are con-
sidered respectively for the bending analysis of two directional
FG sandwich beams subjected to uniformly distributed load. The
transverse deflections, axial, normal and shear stresses are com-
puted based on the present quasi-3D theory for various gradation
exponents in both direction and aspect ratios. The details of the
boundary conditions (BCs) used for the numerical analysis are
given in Table 6.

Table 3
Verification studies of the developed meshless code for S-S FGB, dimensionless axial stress Gy (%, %) for various gradation exponents.
Method Theory g p=1 p=2 p=5 p=10
L/h=5
Li et al. [27] TBT = 3.8020 5.8837 6.8812 8.1030 9.7063
Vo et al. [28] Navier TBT =0 3.8020 5.8836 6.8826 8.1106 9.7122
Present #0 3.8005 5.8812 6.8818 8.1140 9.7164
Vo et al. [28] FEM TBT = 3.8040 5.8870 6.8860 8.1150 9.7170
Present #0 3.8020 5.8840 6.8860 8.1190 9.7220
SSPH Present #0 3.8005 5.8815 6.8821 8.1145 9.7170
L/h=20
Li et al. [27] TBT = 15.0130 23.2054 27.0989 31.8112 38.1372
Vo et al. [28] Navier TBT = 15.0129 23.2053 27.0991 31.8130 38.1385
Present #0 15.0125 23.2046 27.0988 31.8137 38.1395
Vo et al. [28] FEM TBT = 15.0200 23.2200 27.1100 31.8300 38.1600
Present #0 15.0200 23.2200 27.1100 31.8300 38.1600
SSPH Present #0 15.0147 23.2099 27.1122 31.8070 38.1252
Table 4
Verification studies of the developed meshless code for S-S FGB, dimensionless transverse shear stress ay,(0,0) for various gradation exponents.
Method Theory € p=0 p=1 p=2 p=>5 p=10
L/h=5
Li et al. [27] TBT =0 0.7500 0.7500 0.6787 0.5790 0.6436
Vo et al. [28] Navier TBT =0 0.7332 0.7332 0.6706 0.5905 0.6467
Present #0 0.7233 0.7233 0.6622 0.5840 0.6396
Vo et al. [28] FEM TBT =0 0.7335 0.7335 0.6700 0.5907 0.6477
Present #0 0.7291 0.7291 0.6661 0.5873 0.6439
SSPH Present #0 0.7246 0.7234 0.6618 0.5840 0.6396
L/h=20
Li et al. [27] TBT = 0.7500 0.7500 0.6787 0.5790 0.6436
Vo et al. [28] Navier TBT = 0.7451 0.7451 0.6824 0.6023 0.6596
Present #0 0.7432 0.7432 0.6809 0.6010 0.6583
Vo et al. [28] FEM TBT =0 0.7470 0.7470 0.6777 0.6039 0.6682
Present #0 0.7466 0.7466 0.6776 0.6036 0.6675
SSPH Present #0 0.7425 0.7432 0.6789 0.6037 0.6606
Table 5
Verification studies of the developed meshless code for S-S FGB, dimensionless normal stress @ (5,4) for various gradation exponents.
Method Theory g, p=0 p=1 p=2 p=>5 p=10
L/h=5
Vo et al. [28] Navier Present #0 0.1352 0.0670 0.0925 0.0180 -0.0181
Vo et al. [28] FEM Present #0 0.1352 0.0672 0.0927 0.0183 -0.0179
SSPH Present #0 0.1352 0.0671 0.0925 0.0182 —-0.0180
L/h=20
Vo et al. [28] Navier Present #0 0.0337 —0.5880 —0.6269 -1.1698 -1.5572
Vo et al. [28] FEM Present #0 0.0338 -0.5874 -0.6261 -1.1690 -1.5560
SSPH Present #0 0.0338 -0.5880 —0.6266 -1.1706 —-1.5589
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5.2.1. S-S Two-directional FG sandwich beams

Three types of two-directional FGBs (Type A, Type B and
Type C) which have the boundary conditions as simply sup-
ported two directional FGB wunder uniformly distributed
load are considered. Various gradation exponents in both
directions and different aspect ratios are used to compute the
dimensionless transverse deflections and stresses. As it is seen
from Table 7, the computed maximum transverse deflection
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decreases as the aspect ratio increases. With the increasing of
the gradation exponents in both directions, the transverse
deflection values are increasing.

In Table 8, the dimensionless axial stress values are presented
for various aspect ratios and gradation exponents. It is clear that
the stress increases as the gradation exponent in the z direction
increases. As it is expected, the axial stress value increases when
the aspect ratio increases.

Table 6
Boundary conditions used for the numerical computations.
BC x=0 x=L
S-S U=0,w,=0,ws =0,w, =0,M> =0,M5 =0  u=00rNy=0,w, =0,ws =0,w, =0,M: = 0,M$ =0
Cc-C u=0,w,=0,w; =0,w; =0,w, =0,w; =0 u=0,w,=0,ws =0,w; =0,w;, =0,w; =0
C-F u=0w,=0,ws=0,w;=0w, =0,w,; =0  =0,M2 =0,M: =0,MY =0,M} +Q,, =0,Q,, =0

Table 7
The maximum transverse deflection of the S-S two-directional FG Sandwich Beams (Type A).
Aspect Ratio (L/h) P, Px
0 0.1 0.5 1 2
2 0 4.4752 4.5867 5.0566 5.6889 7.0829
0.1 4.8908 5.0142 5.5164 6.1864 7.6508
0.5 6.5541 6.6951 7.2875 8.0657 9.6541
1 8.3858 8.5476 9.2249 9.9797 11.5627
2 11.0281 11.1931 11.7844 12.5526 14.0412
5 0 3.1402 3.2165 3.5415 3.9711 4.9566
0.1 3.4711 3.5542 3.9016 4.3687 5.3972
0.5 47635 4.8636 5.2784 5.8191 6.9479
1 6.1343 6.2412 6.6798 7.2342 8.3430
2 7.8602 7.9617 8.3640 8.8636 9.8333
10 0 2.9455 3.0177 3.3215 3.7333 4.6555
0.1 3.2622 3.3401 3.6655 4.1031 5.0682
0.5 4.5015 4.5957 49843 5.4912 6.5521
1 5.8035 5.9040 6.3124 6.8297 7.8657
2 7.3967 7.4891 7.8588 8.3170 9.2137
20 2.8952 2.9659 3.2632 3.6662 4.5679
0.1 3.2103 3.2867 3.6065 4.0367 4.9861
0.5 4.4347 4.5274 4.9092 5.4076 6.4513
1 5.7215 5.8206 6.2218 6.7299 7.7469
2 7.2826 7.3734 7.7357 8.1853 9.0653
Table 8
The axial stress Gy (,%) of the S-S two-directional FG Sandwich Beams (Type A).
Aspect Ratio (L/h) p; Px
0 0.1 0.5 1 2
2 0 1.6260 1.6262 1.6258 1.6235 1.6144
0.1 1.7367 1.7362 1.7331 1.7269 1.7094
0.5 2.1407 2.1363 21171 2.0901 2.0297
1 2.5312 2.5205 24765 2.4193 2.3026
2 2.9921 29715 2.8865 2.7895 2.6000
5 0 3.8005 3.8009 3.8003 3.7945 3.7703
0.1 4.0565 4.0554 4.0484 4.0338 3.9906
0.5 4.9896 4.9794 4.9349 48718 4.7292
1 5.8815 5.8566 5.7536 5.6196 5.3454
2 6.8821 6.8347 6.6463 6.4155 5.9789
10 7.5287 7.5301 7.5306 7.5211 7.4775
0.1 8.0237 8.0212 8.0057 7.9749 7.8852
0.5 9.8766 9.5863 9.7674 9.6417 9.3574
1 11.6349 11.5856 11.3818 11.1163 10.5730
2 13.5902 13.4966 13.1246 12.6689 11.8073
20 15.0147 15.0165 15.0136 14.9895 14.8909
0.1 16.0255 16.0204 15.9900 15.9313 15.7614
0.5 19.7048 19.6642 19.4863 19.2343 18.6648
1 23.2099 23.1113 22.7061 22.1731 21.0861
2 27.1122 26.9255 26.1830 25.2728 23.5505
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It is found in Table 9 that with the increasing of the gradation
exponent in the x direction, the shear stress values are increasing.
The dimensionless shear stress value decreases as the aspect ratio
increases. It is clear in Table 10 that the dimensionless normal
stress value almost vanishes as the aspect ratio increases (the gra-
dation exponent in the z direction is set to zero).

In Table 11, the maximum dimensionless maximum transverse
deflection values of type B FGB are given for the various types of
sandwich structures, aspect ratios and gradation exponents. It is
found that the computed deflection values increases as the grada-
tion exponent in the z direction increases. For p, =0, the dimen-
sionless maximum transverse deflection decreases as the
thickness ratio of the middle layer increases with the increasing
of the gradation exponent in the x direction.

The dimensionless maximum transverse deflections based on
the sandwich beam with 2D-FG faces and ceramic core are
presented for various types of sandwich structures, aspect ratios

and gradation exponents in Table 12. It is clear that the transverse
deflection value increases as the gradation exponent in the z direc-
tion increases. As it is expected, increasing of the thickness ratio of
the ceramic layer in type C decreases the transverse deflection. It is
observed that the maximum dimensionless deflection values
obtained by using the FG structure as 2-2-1 are just between the
values obtained by 1-1-1 and 1-2-1, as expected. It is clear that
the maximum dimensionless deflection value decreases as the
aspect ratio increases.

The variations of the dimensionless axial stress values with dif-
ferent thickness ratios are plotted in Fig. 3 for type B. For all con-
figurations, the maximum tensile stress is obtained at the top
(bottom) surface of the sandwich beam. The maximum axial stress
increases as the gradation exponent in the x direction decreases on
the top surface of the sandwich beam.

In Fig. 4, the dimensionless normal stress values are plotted
through the thickness of the sandwich beam, type B. For all the

Table 9
The transverse shear stress ,(0,0) of the S-S two-directional FG Sandwich Beams (Type A).
Aspect Ratio (L/h) p, Px
0 0.1 0.5 1 2
2 0 0.6834 0.6906 0.7189 0.7519 0.8085
0.1 0.6900 0.6971 0.7249 0.7573 0.8122
0.5 0.6990 0.7058 0.7318 0.7618 0.8107
1 0.6829 0.6889 0.7119 0.7380 0.7791
2 0.6246 0.6291 0.6460 0.6645 0.6923
5 0 0.7246 0.7318 0.7597 0.7923 0.8484
0.1 0.7304 0.7374 0.7651 0.7973 0.8519
0.5 0.7400 0.7465 0.7725 0.8022 0.8508
1 0.7234 0.7295 0.7521 0.7780 0.8186
2 0.6618 0.6668 0.6836 0.7017 0.7290
10 0 0.7496 0.7590 0.7961 0.8440 0.9437
0.1 0.7434 0.7503 0.7774 0.8090 0.8622
0.5 0.7532 0.7598 0.7852 0.8143 0.8617
1 0.7361 0.7420 0.7644 0.7895 0.8291
2 0.6739 0.6783 0.6946 0.7123 0.7386
20 0 0.7425 0.7498 0.7784 0.8125 0.8718
0.1 0.7498 0.7571 0.7856 0.8194 0.8776
0.5 0.7599 0.7667 0.7933 0.8240 0.8750
1 0.7432 0.7493 0.7727 0.7993 0.8415
2 0.6789 0.6835 0.7009 0.7199 0.7486
Table 10
The normal stress & (5,4) of the S-S two-directional FG Sandwich Beams (Type A).
Aspect Ratio (L/h) P Px
0 0.1 0.5 1 2
2 0 0.3373 0.3373 0.3372 0.3367 0.3349
0.1 0.3559 0.3558 0.3552 0.3541 0.3509
0.5 0.4292 0.4283 0.4245 0.4192 0.4077
1 0.5052 0.5029 0.4935 0.4815 0.4580
0.5943 0.5897 0.5719 0.5507 0.5124
5 0 0.1352 0.1352 0.1351 0.1350 0.1346
0.1 0.1074 0.1075 0.1082 0.1089 0.1106
0.5 0.0562 0.0562 0.0568 0.0579 0.0611
1 0.0671 0.0656 0.0604 0.0553 0.0498
0.0925 0.0882 0.0730 0.0583 0.0422
10 0 0.0676 0.0676 0.0676 0.0675 0.0673
0.1 -0.0114 —-0.0111 —0.0098 —-0.0077 —0.0030
0.5 -0.1790 -0.1782 -0.1743 -0.1684 —0.1532
1 —-0.2083 —0.2099 -0.2150 -0.2183 -0.2144
-0.2139 —-0.2205 —-0.2426 —-0.2609 —0.2706
20 0 0.0338 0.0338 0.0338 0.0338 0.0337
0.1 —0.1304 —0.1298 -0.1264 -0.1211 -0.1077
0.5 —0.5025 —0.5005 —0.4913 —0.4776 —0.4431
1 —-0.5880 —0.5906 —0.5984 —-0.6015 —0.5864
—-0.6266 —-0.6388 -0.6791 —-0.7108 -0.7197
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Table 11
The maximum transverse deflections of the S-S two-directional FG Sandwich Beams (Type B).
Px P, L/h=5 L/h=20
1-1-1 1-2-1 1-8-1 2-2-1 1-1-1 1-2-1 1-8-1 2-2-1
0 0 3.1402 3.1402 3.1402 3.1402 2.8952 2.8952 2.8952 2.8952
0.1 3.2319 3.2647 3.3633 3.2281 2.9705 3.0036 3.1033 2.9587
0.5 3.5665 3.7089 4.1666 3.5564 3.2475 3.3872 3.8441 3.2129
1 3.9204 4.1632 4.9663 3.9185 3.5512 3.7820 4.5694 3.4559
2 4.4795 4.8517 6.0529 4.5100 4.0426 4.3525 5.5161 3.9168
0.1 0 3.1738 3.1699 3.1566 3.1761 2.9290 2.9258 29121 2.9302
0.1 3.2680 3.2976 3.3825 3.2652 3.0055 3.0358 3.1222 2.9946
0.5 3.6072 3.7473 4.1929 3.5979 3.2866 3.4249 3.8702 3.2459
1 3.9636 4.2062 4.9984 3.9629 3.5934 3.8235 4.6015 3.4977
4.5262 4.8981 6.0882 4.5572 4.0876 4.3984 5.5521 3.9889
0.5 0 3.3177 3.2961 3.2219 3.3282 3.0680 3.0492 2.9770 3.0751
0.1 3.4148 3.4288 3.4554 3.4190 3.1475 3.1648 3.1967 3.1412
0.5 3.7690 3.9000 42943 3.7657 3.4452 3.5758 3.9707 3.4012
1 4.1395 4.3762 5.1223 4.1427 3.7644 3.9902 4.7252 3.6683
4.7134 5.0815 6.2272 4.7483 4.2697 4.5834 5.6906 4.1249
1 0 3.5023 3.4530 3.2971 3.5272 3.2476 3.2038 3.0517 3.2666
0.1 3.6000 3.5911 3.5396 3.6165 3.3283 3.3248 3.2782 3.3306
0.5 3.9745 4.0902 44116 3.9806 3.6467 3.7635 4.0872 3.6065
1 4.3592 4.5853 5.2673 43703 3.9806 41973 4.8687 3.8897
4.9463 5.3046 6.3883 49875 44975 4.8125 5.8502 4.3698
2 0 3.8760 3.7547 3.4258 3.9431 3.6143 3.5019 3.1791 3.6706
0.1 3.9704 3.9025 3.6842 4.0201 3.6922 3.6322 3.4214 3.7229
0.5 4.3826 4.4539 4.6148 44178 4.0507 4.1256 4.2887 4.0308
1 4.7919 4.9847 5.5178 4.8292 4.4091 4.5943 5.1177 4.3463
5.3917 5.7219 6.6645 5.4564 49371 5.2373 6.1249 4.8377
Table 12
The maximum transverse deflections of the S-S two-directional FG Sandwich Beams (Type C).
Px P, L/h=5 L/h=20
1-1-1 1-2-1 1-8-1 2-2-1 1-1-1 1-2-1 1-8-1 2-2-1
0 0 13.7597 10.3450 5.0616 11.7408 13.4506 10.0800 4.8017 11.4238
0.1 11.5719 8.9629 48170 10.0642 11.2682 8.6934 4.5568 9.7633
7.8402 6.4901 4.2556 7.1171 7.5572 6.2234 3.4000 6.8266
1 6.2095 5.3611 3.9321 5.7775 5.9373 5.0983 3.6789 5.5046
2 49737 4.4839 3.6449 4.7393 47119 4.2269 3.3941 44783
0.1 0 12.4834 9.6719 4.9708 10.7770 12.1706 9.4059 47111 10.4790
0.1 10.7054 8.4885 4.7401 9.4128 10.3994 8.2165 44818 9.1047
0.5 7.5039 6.2886 42112 6.8473 7.2199 6.0221 3.9561 6.5597
1 6.0343 5.2502 3.9030 5.6327 5.7613 49879 3.6501 5.3608
2 4.8871 4.4286 3.6275 4.6673 4.6274 41711 3.3772 4.4070
0.5 0 9.4397 7.8718 4.6673 8.4185 9.1206 7.6106 4.4108 8.1127
0.1 8.4793 7.1439 4.4862 7.6764 8.1706 6.8700 4.2298 7.3680
0.5 6.5069 5.6587 4.0580 6.0408 6.2253 5.3945 3.8040 5.7569
1 5.4735 4.8856 3.8004 5.1692 5.2055 4.6256 3.5490 4.9004
2 4.6040 4.2344 3.5666 44251 4.3451 3.9800 3.3169 4.1669
1 0 7.5490 6.6017 43873 6.9846 7.2296 6.3437 41323 6.7955
0.1 6.9827 6.1379 4.2462 6.4602 6.6753 5.8568 3.9922 6.1562
5.7178 5.1238 3.9088 5.3861 5.4388 4.8611 3.6551 5.1050
1 49904 45528 3.6976 4.7624 47252 4.2959 3.4477 4.4948
2 4.3387 4.0486 3.5031 4.1978 4.0816 3.7958 3.2549 3.9396
2 0 5.7615 5.2893 4.0154 5.4086 5.4296 5.0292 3.7635 5.2302
0.1 5.4854 5.0452 3.9241 5.2058 5.1789 49130 3.6723 49122
0 4.8192 44731 3.6960 4.6212 4.5439 42129 3.4455 4.3456
1 4.3952 41214 3.5475 4.2499 41325 3.8677 3.3012 3.9833
2 3.9824 3.7913 3.4100 3.8886 3.7303 3.5412 3.1634 3.6276

types of skin-core-skin thickness ratios except 1-8-1, the maxi-
mum normal stress on the top surface of the sandwich beam
increases as the gradation exponent in the x direction increases.
However, it is interesting that the normal stress value decreases
at the top surface of the 1-8-1 sandwich beam as the gradation
exponent in the x direction increases.

It is clear in Fig. 5 that the maximum shear stress is obtained by
setting the gradation exponent in the x direction as 5 for all

skin-core-skin thickness ratios of type B. As it is expected, the
shear stress value is zero at the top and bottom surfaces of the
sandwich beam. It is also interesting that there is a sudden drop
for the shear stress value at a point which is located between the
core (1D FG) and the top skin (2D FG).

As it is seen in Fig. 6 plotted for the variation of the axial
stress for Type C, the axial stress value increases on the top and
bottom surfaces of the beam as the gradation exponent in the x
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Fig. 4. Variation of the normal stress @ (5,z) of FG S-S beams under uniform load (px =2, L/h =5, Type B).

is obtained around the transition zone which is between to lower
skin and the core for 2-2-1 non-symmetric sandwich beam of
type C.

direction increases. However, the maximum axial stress values
are observed around the skin to core transition zone except for
the non-symmetric sandwich beam. The maximum axial stress
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The variations of the normal stress values are plotted in Fig. 7 for
different gradation exponents and skin-core-skin ratios. For all con-
figurations, expect 2-2-1 with py = 10, the maximum normal stres-
ses are obtained around the skin to core transition zone. However,
for the 2-2-1 with py = 10, the maximum normal stress values are
obtained at the top and bottom surfaces of the sandwich beam.

In Fig. 8, the maximum dimensionless shear stress values are
plotted for various gradation exponents in the z direction. It is

interesting to see that the maximum shear stress for both symmet-
ric and non-symmetric sandwich beams occurs at the middle plane
of the beam. As the gradation exponent in the z direction increases
the shear stress value decreases.

5.2.2. C-C Two-directional FG sandwich beam
The dimensionless maximum transverse deflections and the
axial, normal and shear stresses of the clamped-clamped FG sand-
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Fig. 8. Variation of the shear stress Gy,(0,z) of FG S-S beams under uniform load (p, =1, L/h =5, Type C).

wich beam are investigated for type B and type C structures. The
results are given in Tables 13 and 14 and Fig. 9.

It is found in Table 13 that the computed transverse deflection
value increases as the gradation exponent in the z direction
increases. For p, = 0, the dimensionless maximum transverse deflec-

tion decreases as the thickness ratio of the middle layer increases
with the increasing of the gradation exponent in the x direction.

In Table 14, the dimensionless maximum transverse deflections
of the sandwich beam, type C, are presented for various aspect
rations, gradation exponents in both directions and different
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Table 13
The maximum transverse deflections of the C-C two-directional FG Sandwich Beams (Type B).
Px P, L/h=5 L/h=20
1-1-1 1-2-1 1-8-1 2-2-1 1-1-1 1-2-1 1-8-1 2-2-1
0 0 0.8349 0.8349 0.8349 0.8349 0.5898 0.5898 0.5898 0.5898
0.1 0.8670 0.8729 0.8922 0.8715 0.6058 0.6124 0.6323 0.6040
0.5 0.9799 1.0059 1.1125 1.0085 0.6667 0.6925 0.7833 0.6561
1 1.0620 1.1337 1.3272 1.1625 0.7291 0.7729 0.9321 0.7138
1.2564 1.3703 1.6542 1.3897 0.8273 0.8970 1.1291 0.8106
0.1 0 0.8433 0.8422 0.8379 0.8442 0.5971 0.5964 0.5934 0.5974
0.1 0.8751 0.8812 0.8963 0.8812 0.6133 0.6192 0.6363 0.6117
0.5 0.9905 1.0401 1.0892 1.0196 0.6842 0.7001 0.7887 0.6647
1 1.1154 1.1646 1.3292 1.1763 0.7352 0.7819 0.9389 0.7230
1.2656 1.3617 1.6543 1.3914 0.8373 0.9068 1.1368 0.8204
0.5 0 0.8765 0.8700 0.8529 0.8812 0.6259 0.6216 0.6066 0.6272
0.1 0.9098 0.9108 0.9126 0.9202 0.6432 0.6462 0.6511 0.6428
0.5 1.0410 1.0434 1.1412 1.0596 0.7057 0.7314 0.8093 0.6991
1 1.1443 1.1758 1.3392 1.2035 0.7651 0.8189 0.9643 0.7597
1.3366 1.4308 1.6848 1.4035 0.8766 0.9450 1.1656 0.8597
1 0 0.9161 0.9053 0.8686 0.9271 0.6610 0.6519 0.6209 0.6650
0.1 0.9533 0.9462 0.9308 0.9649 0.6806 0.6787 0.6674 0.6824
0.5 1.0778 1.0595 1.1739 1.1148 0.7470 0.7694 0.8320 0.7423
1 1.1945 1.2603 1.4025 1.2256 0.8164 0.8596 0.9923 0.8054
1.3587 1.4592 1.7128 1.5048 0.9254 0.9900 1.1970 0.9080
2 0 0.9784 0.9596 0.8938 1.0058 0.7279 0.7064 0.6439 0.7389
0.1 1.0286 1.0080 0.9588 1.0662 0.7505 0.7360 0.6934 0.7594
0.5 1.1574 1.1599 1.1856 1.1935 0.8239 0.8368 0.8685 0.8294
1 1.2749 1.3221 1.4290 1.3663 0.8977 0.9336 1.0373 0.8926
1.4465 1.5462 1.7667 1.5917 1.0038 1.0672 1.2464 0.9962
Table 14
The maximum transverse deflections of the C-C two-directional FG Sandwich Beams (Type C).
Px p, L/h=5 L/h=20
1-1-1 1-2-1 1-8-1 2-2-1 1-1-1 1-2-1 1-8-1 2-2-1
0 0 3.0687 2.3400 1.2521 2.6572 2.6921 2.0196 0.9723 2.2951
0.1 2.6198 2.0587 1.2014 2.3013 2.2539 1.7270 0.9234 1.9596
0.5 1.8359 1.5487 1.0796 1.6899 1.5298 1.2587 0.8121 1.3874
1 1.4933 13115 1.0094 1.4061 1.2016 1.0327 0.7481 11174
2 1.2311 1.1265 0.9472 1.1825 0.9554 0.8580 0.6922 0.9120
0.1 0 2.7982 2.1951 1.2321 2.4789 2.4284 1.8804 0.9533 2.1007
0.1 2.4305 1.9559 1.1824 2.2046 2.0753 1.6396 0.9077 1.8245
0.5 1.7642 1.5040 1.0686 1.6311 1.4620 1.2172 0.8030 1.3356
1 1.4552 1.2865 1.0026 13714 1.1650 1.0097 0.7422 1.0883
1.2108 1.1142 0.9424 1.1653 0.9378 0.8465 0.6891 0.8983
0.5 0 2.1958 1.8353 1.1648 1.9802 1.8446 1.5321 0.8932 1.6559
0.1 1.9858 1.6810 1.1265 1.8104 1.6482 1.3839 0.8572 1.4934
0.5 1.5574 1.3703 1.0352 1.4622 1.2333 1.0989 0.7726 1.1470
1 1.3351 1.2079 0.9794 1.2733 1.0580 0.9385 0.7224 1.0167
1.1506 1.0708 0.9288 1.1123 0.8825 0.8094 0.6835 0.8826
1 0 1.8405 1.5948 1.1085 1.7057 1.5060 1.3033 0.8410 1.3890
0.1 1.7019 1.4902 1.0774 1.5903 1.3804 1.2032 0.8127 1.2779
0.5 1.4053 1.2669 1.0046 1.3330 1.1099 0.9856 0.7451 1.0410
1 1.2405 1.1423 0.9571 1.1924 0.9476 0.8822 0.7051 0.9078
1.0965 1.0329 0.9153 1.0674 0.8389 0.7777 0.6555 0.7934
2 0 1.5091 1.3610 1.0402 1.4299 1.1979 1.0790 0.7760 1.1246
0.1 1.4271 1.2953 1.0182 1.3603 1.1250 1.0178 0.7564 1.0614
0.5 1.2413 1.1497 0.9646 1.1956 0.9597 0.8808 0.7111 0.9141
1 1.1316 1.0640 0.9300 1.0932 0.8611 0.8000 0.6699 0.8267
1.0313 0.9851 0.8975 1.0086 0.7681 0.7253 0.6446 0.7462

skin-core-skin thickness ratios. It is clear that the transverse
deflection value increases as the gradation exponent in the z direc-
tion increases. As it is expected, the increasing of the ceramic con-
tent of the structure decreases the transverse deflection value. It is
observed that the maximum dimensionless transverse deflection
values obtained by using the 2-2-1 structure are just between
the values obtained by 1-1-1 and 1-2-1, as expected. It is clear that
the maximum dimensionless transverse deflection value decreases
as the aspect ratio increases.

As it is seen in Fig. 9, the axial stress increases as the gradation
exponent in the x direction increases at the top and the bottom
surfaces of the sandwich beam. However, the maximum axial
stress values are observed around the transition zone which is
between the upper (lower) skin and the core with the gradation
exponent in the x direction as py = 0. The similar case is valid for
the normal stress as well. Based on the values of the dimensionless
shear stress plotted in Fig. 9, the maximum shear stress is obtained
in the middle plane of the beam. As it is expected, the shear stress
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Fig. 9. Variation of the stresses Gx(%,z), 7. (4,2), Gx(0,2) of FG C-C beams under uniform load (px =2, p,=1, L/h =5, 1-2-1, Type C).

Table 15
The maximum transverse deflections of the C-F two-directional FG Sandwich Beams (Type B).
Px Pz L/h=3 L/h=5
1-1-1 1-2-1 1-8-1 2-2-1 1-1-1 1-2-1 1-8-1 2-2-1

0 0 30.8511 30.8511 30.8511 30.8511 27.6636 27.6636 27.6636 27.6636
0.1 32.3478 32.7501 33.9527 32.2990 28.6873 29.2354 31.0260 28.5773
0.5 35.7137 37.2101 42.0063 35.6116 31.3358 32.9204 38.4992 30.9358
1 39.2977 41.8099 50.0417 39.2827 343117 36.8200 45.9049 33.6296
2 44.9406 48.7686 60.9201 45.2819 39.3970 43.0553 55.7854 38.3142

0.1 0 31.9015 31.9312 32.1886 31.9225 29.7702 30.0227 30.7079 29.6378
0.1 32.6318 32.9688 34.0822 32.6406 30.0224 30.6333 31.3462 30.0124
0.5 35.9236 37.3989 42.1233 35.8415 31.8002 33.3152 38.6997 31.4718
1 39.4960 42.0062 50.0447 39.5118 34,7104 37.1800 46.1141 34.0828
2 45.1448 48.9810 61.0762 45.5134 39.7536 43.3838 55.9978 38.7176

0.5 0 32.3621 32.4822 32.3431 32.4202 30.2258 30.3661 30.8084 30.1554
0.1 33.2068 33.4876 34.3491 33.1846 30.6396 31.0142 32.0980 30.5481
0.5 36.6291 38.0511 42.5134 36.5549 33.1028 34.5173 39.3815 32.7825
1 40.2727 42.7318 50.6819 40.2367 36.0320 38.4108 46.8644 35.4589
2 45.9509 49.7111 61.6227 46.3479 41.0354 44.5865 56.7859 40.1049

1 0 33.1494 32.9736 32.6014 33.2488 30.9957 30.9402 30.9759 31.0388
0.1 33.7845 34.0449 34.7391 33.8189 31.4203 31.7327 32.6091 31.3393
0.5 37.3937 38.8305 43.0492 37.3187 34.2625 35.6295 40.0856 33.9110
1 41.1322 43,6099 51.2829 41.1621 37.3461 39.6738 47.6815 36.7622
2 46.9412 50.6149 62.2880 47.2804 42.4078 45.8940 57.6630 41.5255

2 0 34.9285 34.3365 33.1248 35.3033 32.8736 32.3082 31.3750 32.8887
0.1 35.0174 35.1077 35.3151 35.5457 33.3542 32.9383 33.2750 33.2281
0.5 38.8406 40.1626 44.0390 38.8570 36.1435 37.3791 41.1898 35.8202
1 42.8227 452932 52.5661 42.8472 39.4876 41.7319 49.0417 38.9134
2 48.8797 52.6239 63.6040 49.1244 44,7043 48.0935 59.1517 438744

value is zero at top and the bottom surfaces of the beam. The max-
imum shear stress increases as the gradation exponent in the z
direction decreases.

5.2.3. C-F Two-directional FG sandwich beam

Finally, the results of elastostatic analysis of the C-F FG sand-
wich beam under uniformly distributed load are obtained for
various gradation exponents and aspect ratios. For this example,
accurate and agreed results cannot be obtained when the aspect
ratio is greater than 5 and the gradation exponent in the x direction
is greater than 2. This point is crucial to determine future studies

based on the present quasi-3D shear deformation theory and the
SSPH method. It is not clear that increasing the gradation exponent
in the x direction deteriorates the accuracy of the present quasi-3D
theory when employing higher aspect ratios. For this example, two
different aspect ratios are employed to investigate the inefficiency
of the present theory and the numerical method. It is not found a
concrete reason that may explain the loss of accuracy when the
aspect ratio is set to above 5. However, the developed SSPH code
works very well for the aspect ratio lower than 6.

As it is seen from Table 15, the maximum transverse deflection
increases as the gradation exponent in the z direction increases for
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Table 16
The maximum transverse deflections of the C-F two-directional FG Sandwich Beams (Type C).
Px P, L/h=3 L/h=5
1-1-1 1-2-1 1-8-1 2-2-1 1-1-1 1-2-1 1-8-1 2-2-1
0 0 136.9991 103.3784 50.3014 118.0826 127.6384 96.6263 43.1688 113.0070
0.1 115.3140 89.5492 47.8237 101.4237 106.7625 82.7347 41.0276 96.7551
0.5 78.2025 64.7501 42.1990 72.0151 70.8790 58.1097 36.0461 68.2075
1 61.8945 53.3634 38.9498 58.6490 55.1374 47.0225 33.1415 55.4228
2 49.4529 44,5126 36.0325 48.3508 43.2444 38.5398 30.5694 45.6642
0.1 0 133.4669 101.7698 50.2666 114.9350 122.4045 93.8669 42.6404 108.2332
0.1 113.0266 88.4514 47.7988 99.6256 103.1453 80.6911 40.6110 93.7119
74.4259 64.3347 42.1831 71.2924 69.3732 57.1657 35.8266 66.8920
1 61.4878 53.1647 38.9020 58.3130 54.3137 46.4849 33.0055 54.6829
2 49.2967 44.4487 36.0371 48.1423 42.8319 38.2668 30.4942 45.2804
0.5 0 121.9465 95.8655 49.7060 105.1019 104.9075 83.7009 40.2252 92.7760
0.1 105.2029 84.2960 47.3493 93.2968 90.5026 72.9827 38.7195 82.7805
0.5 744014 62.6153 41.9403 68.4383 63.6496 53.4150 34.8321 61.3354
1 59.9906 52.2866 38.7884 56.6631 51.0425 44.2826 32.3947 51.2206
2 48.6458 44.0517 35.9585 47.2989 41.1472 37.1179 30.1566 43.3719
1 0 110.0557 89.0003 48.6191 90.9987 87.9811 72.6506 37.2154 64.7954
0.1 96.6748 79.2645 46.5284 83.0437 77.6217 64.4714 36.3421 63.9215
0.5 70.7806 60.4115 41.5131 61.5324 57.3192 49.0825 33.5601 57.2458
1 58.0489 51.0888 38.5053 50.6997 47.2790 41.6715 31.6014 51.4485
2 47.7180 43.4621 35.8174 43.7508 39.1340 35.7019 29.7120 44.3256
2 0 88.5473 74.8915 45.8780 81.1447 63.8857 55.1042 31.9012 63.2332
0.1 80.7093 68.9819 44.4299 76.6237 58.3723 50.6618 32.0742 62.4496
0.5 63.6103 55.8076 40.4401 62.0931 47.0441 41.7644 31.2084 56.6573
1 54.0877 48.5051 37.8609 53.1952 40.9234 37.1261 30.1039 50.5046
2 45.7781 42.1696 35.4481 45.6600 35.5964 33.1584 28.8526 43.2953
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Fig. 10. Variation of the stresses Gy (%,z), 7 (4,2), Gx(0,2) of FG C-F beams under uniform load (px=2, p,=1, L/h=5, 1-2-1, Type C).

type B. For p,=0, the dimensionless maximum dimensionless
deflection decreases as the thickness ratio of the middle layer
increases with the increasing of the gradation exponent in the x
direction.

In Table 16, the dimensionless transverse deflections are pre-
sented based on the various aspect ratios, gradation exponents in
both directions and different types of skin-core-skin thickness
ratios. It is observed that either the gradation exponent in the x
direction or the gradation exponent in the z direction increases
the transverse deflection decreases. As it is expected, by increasing

of the ceramic volume, the deflections are decreasing. It is found
that the maximum dimensionless deflection values obtained by
using the FG structure as 2-2-1 are just between the values
obtained by 1-1-1 and 1-2-1, as expected.

It is observed in Fig. 10 that the dimensionless axial stress value
computed by using quasi-3D formulation increases as the gradation
exponent in the x direction decreases. However, the maximum axial
stress values are observed around the transition zone which is
between the upper (lower) skin and the core (with the gradation
exponent in the x direction as py = 0). The similar case is valid for
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the normal stress as well. Based on the values of the dimensionless
shear stress plotted in Fig. 10, the maximum shear stress is obtained
in the middle plane of the beam. As it is expected, the shear stress
value is zero at top and bottom surfaces of the beam. It is interesting
that the maximum shear stress with px =2 is obtained when the
gradation exponent in the z direction is set to 0.1.

6. Conclusion

The static behaviour of the two directional functionally graded
sandwich beams subjected to different sets of boundary conditions
and uniformly distributed load are investigated by employing the
SSPH basis functions and using strong formulation of the problem.
A quasi-3D theory which includes both shear deformation and
thickness stretching effect is used to evaluate the transverse
deflections, axial, normal and shear stresses of two directional FG
sandwich beams. The developed code is verified by studying a sim-
ply supported conventional FGB problem and comparing the
results with previous studies and the analytical solutions.

Three different boundary conditions are considered with differ-
ent gradation exponents in both directions and various aspect
ratios. The effect of the normal strain is investigated and it is found
that it is important and should be considered in the static beha-
viour of the two directional functionally graded sandwich beams.

Another important point is that for CF beam, the computed
results by employing the aspect ratio higher than 5 are not agree
very well with the previous studies as the gradation exponent in
the x direction is set to higher than 2. At least within the scope
of this work, it may be told that by using the SSPH method and pre-
sent quasi-3D theory, it is not recommended to use the gradation
exponent in the x direction greater than 2 as the aspect ratio
increases with CF boundary condition. This situation should be
investigated in future studies.

It is found that the SSPH method provides satisfactory results at
least for the problems studied here. Based on the results of three
numerical examples it is recommended that the SSPH method
can be applied for solving linear two directional functionally
graded sandwich beam problems by employing a quasi-3D theory.
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