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Abstract: The paper analyzes the stability and failure phenomenon of compressed thin-walled
composite columns. Thin-walled columns (top-hat and channel section columns) were made of
carbon fiber reinforced polymer (CFRP) composite material (using the autoclave technique). An
experimental study on actual structures and numerical calculations on computational models using
the finite element method was performed. During the experimental study, post-critical equilibrium
paths were registered with acoustic emission signals, in order to register the damage phenomenon.
Simultaneously to the experimental tests, numerical simulations were performed using progressive
failure analysis (PFA) and cohesive zone model (CZM). A measurable effect of the conducted
experimental-numerical research was the analysis of the failure phenomenon, both for the top-hat
and channel section columns (including delamination phenomenon). The main objective of this study
was to be able to evaluate the delamination phenomenon, with further analysis of this phenomenon.
The results of the numerical tests showed a compatibility with experimental tests.

Keywords: finite element method (FEM); post-buckling; laminates; progressive failure analysis;
cohesive zone model

1. Introduction

Thin-walled composite structures are often used as stiffening elements in aviation,
automotive, or construction industries. Both closed and open sections are used as load-
carrying stiffening elements. Previously mentioned structures made of composite materials
are mainly responsible for axial load-carrying. This type of structures should operate in
the stable range (the increase in the post-critical deflection is directly accompanied by the
load increase). The stability issue of this type of profiles is presented in many research
papers [1–3]. Buckling can occur as a result of axial loading on thin-walled structures [4–6].
During the stable work [7–11], the structure is able to carry the axial compressive load
after buckling [12,13]. Thin-walled composite structures (with flat walls) often have a
high reserve of load-carrying capacity, especially after buckling [14–16]. In the stability
analysis of structures, the post-buckling phase is very important. The phase mentioned
above determines the behavior of the construction where increasing compressive load is
accompanied by increase in buckling (in the case of stable work) [16–18]. The analysis of
this type of structure is often associated with the possibility of damaging the composite
structure [19–23]. When conducting research in the full load range, up to the structure’s
failure, it is important to capture the failure phenomenon (both damage initiation and
further damage evolution) [24–27]. First, Ply Failure theory states that the composite
structure is damaged when the first layer of laminate is damaged [28]. Experimental tests
enables to capture damage phenomenon with the use of acoustic emission signals [29].
Likewise, the numerical study allows capturing damage initiation when applying Hashin’s

Materials 2021, 14, 1506. https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14061506 https://www.mdpi.com/journal/materials

https://www.mdpi.com/journal/materials
https://www.mdpi.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1997-3235
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3007-1462
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2417-7236
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14061506
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14061506
https://creativecommons.org/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14061506
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/materials
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ma14061506?type=check_update&version=2


Materials 2021, 14, 1506 2 of 17

criterion [30]. After damage initiation phenomenon occurred, the damage evolution of the
composite material begins. In Continuum Damage Mechanics (CDM), all types of damage
are represented by the structural stiffness degradation [31,32]. The appropriate interpreta-
tion of the mentioned phenomenon defines the occurrence of certain micro-cracks or loss
of the effective cross-sectional region [33]. For numerical analysis, the progressive failure
analysis (PFA) requires the declaration of damage initiation and evolution parameters [34].
The progressive failure analysis is controlled by five variable damage components [35–37],
responsible for: damage due to fibers compression or tension, damage due to matrix
compression or tension and damage due to interlayer shearing [38–40]. For of complex
interlayer behavior, e.g., delamination phenomenon, additional numerical techniques are
used—based on cohesive zone model (CZM) [41,42]. The above-mentioned advanced
model combines crack initiation criteria, based on stress components, with the energetic
crack mechanics criteria [43,44]. The innovation in the present study is primarily the use of
two independent damage models PFA and CZM (in each of the numerical models—both
for top-hat and channel numerical models). The CZM model considered globally mod-
eled cohesive surfaces, between all laminate layers (occurring on entire surfaces between
layers)—which in most research studies are usually considered locally (i.e., only in regions
where damage was observed in experimental studies). The subject literature has already
described studies of the phenomenon of failure (including the phenomenon of delamina-
tion) of thin-walled composite materials. Those studies are mainly based on the example
of columns with top-hat cross-section [45], which have higher load capacity and different
geometrical parameters than those in the current research. This paper presents the phe-
nomenon of failure in more details by comparing the failure results of top-hat and channel
structures (which is the main difference in relation to previous research works). Current
studies present a complex issue, with globally occurring cohesive zones between laminate
layers and can be considered innovative in the context of delamination modeling [46–51].
In this work, both experimental and numerical studies of failure of the thin-walled com-
posite profiles (top-hat [16,17,24] and channel section profile [25]) were carried out. In
numerical calculations, the nonlinear Newton–Raphson incremental-iteration method [52],
with parallel using damage criteria [53,54], was used. In case of experimental testing, a
universal testing machine (UTM) and acoustic emission method (AEM) were used [55].

2. The Subject of the Study

The subject of the study was thin-walled top-hat and channel section composite struc-
tures made of CFRP material with the use of autoclave technique. The manufacturing
process of specimens took place in a hermetic vacuum package in sterile conditions. The
composite structure making method allowed for manufacture specimens with low porosity,
high repeatability, and high strength properties [56]. The thin-walled composite columns
were made of pre-preg (semi-finished components). The manufacturing process of com-
posite specimens was presented in detail in the work [56]. The specimens consisted of
eight layers (equal thickness) with symmetrical arrangement [45/–45/90/0]s relative to
the central laminate plane. The geometrical parameters of the specimens are shown in
Figure 1.

Figure 1. Geometrical parameters of specimens with layers arrangement: (a) top-hat; (b) channel.
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Material properties (both mechanical and strength properties) were determined using
a universal testing machine (UTM)—Zwick Z100 (ZwickRoell GmbH & Co. KG, Ulm,
Germany). All mentioned properties were determined using ISO standards (ISO 14126—
static compression test, ISO 527—static tensile test, ISO 14129—shear test) [45]. The
mechanical and strength properties of the composite material are presented in Table 1 [56].

Table 1. The mechanical and strength properties of the composite material [56].

Mechanical Properties Strength Properties

Young’s modulus E1 [MPa] 130,710 Tensile Strength (0◦) FT1 [MPa] 1867

Young’s modulus E2 [MPa] 6360 Compressive Strength (0◦) FC1 [MPa] 1531

Poisson’s ratio 0.32 Tensile Strength (90◦) FT2 [MPa] 26

Kirchhoff modulus G12,
G23, G13 [MPa] 4180 Compressive Strength (90◦) FC2 [MPa] 214

- - Shear Strength F12 [MPa] 100

3. Experimental Investigation

In the presented work, the experimental study (EXP) of axial compression tests of
thin-walled top-hat and channel section composite columns in full load range (up to loss
of load-carrying capacity) were carried out. The axial compression was achieved with a
constant cross-bar speed of 2 mm/min, at room temperature. In the experimental study,
steel centering inserts were used in order to set the composite structure at the center of
gravity. Additionally, special supports (plastic—for channel column, plywood—for top-hat
column) were used in order to reduce any geometrical imperfections of end sections of
actual specimens. Experimental tests were carried out using a UTM—Zwick Z100. The
experimental study registered shortening, compressive force, and increase in deformation
of the column (measured using the electrofusion strain gauges (Micro-Measurements,
Raleigh, NC, USA), in the perpendicular direction to the web of composite structures,
in the region of the largest deflections). Moreover, the acoustic emission method—AEM
(registered: energy, amplitude, sum of hits, and number of counts) [29]—using the AMSY-5
device (Vallen Systeme GmbH, Icking, Germany) with special piezoelectric Fujicera sensor
1045S and AEP-4 signal amplifiers was used. An important objective of the conducted study
was to determine post-critical equilibrium paths, which allows to predict the behavior of
the composite columns subjected to axial compression. The test stand is shown in Figure 2.

Figure 2. Experimental stand with mounted specimens.

During the experimental study, a variety of phenomena were recorded that directly
contributed to the failure of the composite structures. As part of the study, the following
issues were determined: damage initiation load—corresponding to the damage of the first
laminate layer (Pd/EXP), and the failure load (Pf/EXP)—which corresponds to the loss of
load-carrying capacity.
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Regarding the above, the values of these loads (limit loads) were determined on the
basis of the force-time characteristics. Additionally, selected acoustic emission signals were
used to determine the values of the discussed loads.

4. Numerical Simulations

All numerical investigations were conducted using the finite element method (FEM)
in ABAQUS® software (Abaqus 2021, Dassault Systemes Simulia Corporation, Velizy
Villacoublay, France). The numerical studies were conducted in two stages, with the first
stage being solely the solution of the linear eigenproblem [57]—to determine the lowest
buckling form corresponding to the experimental study.

The second stage of the numerical analysis dealt with a complex nonlinear stability
problem of the structure including advanced numerical damage models. Numerical cal-
culations were carried out using the Newton–Raphson method, considering amplitude
of initial deflections (geometrical imperfections) w0 = 0.05 mm (which was determined in
preliminary numerical calculations) [17].

The conducted simulation of structure damage was based on two independent damage
models—progressive failure analysis and cohesive zone model.

The first damage model, known as progressive failure analysis (PFA), was based on the
Hashin criterion (to describe damage initiation) [58,59]. Hashin’s damage initiation crite-
rion includes four components of damage initiation: damage initiation due to fiber tension
(HSNFTCRT) or compression (HSNFCCRT) and matrix tension (HSNMTCRT) or com-
pression (HSNMCCRT). The fulfillment of any of the mentioned components determines
the initiation of the damage initiation phenomenon of a given component (by obtaining a
value of 1 within a given parameter), as well as possibility of damage evolution. Damage
evolution requires introduction of the description of a special scalar damage parameter [33].
Scalar damage parameter can take values from 0 to 1 (0 indicates no damage evolution and
1 indicates damage to the structure due to the reach of evolution component). It can be
conceptualized that the load is transferred solely through the undamaged cross-sectional
structure region, which is represented by the effective stress. This assumption has been
presented in many scientific papers [24,25,38]. When it comes to numerical analysis, it is
possible to define the relationship between the nominal stress and effective stress using the
damage operator M:

σ̂ = Mσ =


1

1−d f
0 0

0 1
1−dm

0
0 0 1

1−ds




σ11
σ22
σ12

 (1)

where: σ denotes apparent stresses (Cauchy nominal), σij defines stresses in the ij directions
(σ11—local 1 direction corresponds to the fiber direction, σ22—local 2 direction corresponds
to the direction perpendicular to the fiber, σ12—in the layer plane).

The variables shown in Relation (1), correspond consecutively:

d f =

{
dt

f , i f σ̂11 ≥ 0,
dc

f , i f σ̂11 < 0,
(2)

dm =

{
dt

m, i f σ̂22 ≥ 0,
dc

m, i f σ̂22 < 0,
(3)

ds = 1−
(

1− dt
f

)(
1− dc

f

)(
1− dt

m
)
(1− dc

m) (4)

The damage evolution model allows for a gradual stiffness degradation of the compo-
nents [60], up to total loss of load-carrying capacity. The damage evolution phenomenon
includes five parameters: dt

f , dc
f , dt

m, dc
m, ds, which correspond respectively: damage evolu-

tion due to fiber tension (DAMAGEFT), fiber compression (DAMAGEFC), matrix tension
(DAMAGEMT), matrix compression (DAMAGEMC), and shear damage (DAMAGESHR).
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The second damage model—cohesive zone model (CZM)—enables the simulation
of the delamination phenomenon of the composite structure (by rupture of the interlayer
connections). The CZM model is based on traction-separation law (Figure 3) [61].

Figure 3. Traction-separation law (for cohesive model).

Regarding the elastic behavior of the cohesive layer, it is possible to represent this
behavior by [62]:

t =


tn
ts
tt

 =

 Knn Kns Knt
Kns Kss Kst
Knt Kst Ktt


δn
δs
δt

 = Kδ (5)

where: t, tn, ts, tt denote cohesive tractions; K, Knn, Kss, Ktt define the cohesive layer stiffness
and δ, δn, δs, δt are the separation cohesive displacements, respectively, in global, normal,
shear, and transverse shear directions.

The maximum nominal stress criterion (MAXS) has been used to determine the
beginning of the cohesive degradation phenomenon. Regarding the MAXS criterion, when
the maximum nominal stress obtains a value of 1 (parameter CSMAXSCRT obtain value of
1), damage process occurred [62]:

max
{
〈tn〉
t0
n

,
ts

t0
s

,
tt

t0
t

}
= 1 (6)

where: t0
n, t0

s , t0
t define the peak values of the contact stress and 〈 〉 define a Macaulay bracket.

Regarding the CZM, a scalar damage variable (parameter D) represents overall dam-
age (caused by delamination) in the composite material. In case of damage, the evolution of
CZM scalar damage parameter monotonically evolves from value of 0 to 1 (after previously
fulfilling the damage initiation). The parameter mentioned above can be presented as:

D =
δf

m

(
δmax

m − δ0
m

)
δmax

m

(
δf

m − δ0
m

) (7)

where: δ0
m, δf

m, δmax
m define respectively parameters of the effective displacement at damage

initiation, effective displacement at total failure, and effective displacement at maximum
value (obtained during the loading history).

The damage evolution, associated with the occurrence of progressive delamination
phenomenon, is represented by the parameter CSDMG (which represents overall value of
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the scalar damage variable). The damage evolution of CZM is based on the energy criterion
(B-K) [63]:

GC = GC
n +

(
GC

s − GC
n

){GS
GT

}η

(8)

where: GC defines the total critical fracture energy (in case of the mixed-mode behavior);
GC

n , GC
s , GC

t define the critical fracture energies in normal, first and the second shear
directions; GS denotes the portion of the total work (associated with shear traction and
relative displacement); GT denotes total work (associated with normal and shear traction)
and η denote a material parameter.

Similar to the PFA model, damage analysis is performed using the damage initiation
and evolution phenomenon (based on energy criterion).

Regarding the prepared numerical models, a Continuum Shell model was used. All
composite layers were modeled separately with each layer having a thickness of 0.131 mm.
The orthotropic properties of each of the composite layers were declared. The numerical
models were prepared using special type of finite elements (SC8R). Each of the finite
elements had eight nodes (with three translational degrees of freedom, linear shape function
and also reduced integration). Additionally, two non-deformable plates (representing
supports of end sections of the composite structures) were modeled. The above-mentioned
plates were designed using non-deformable Shell finite elements (R3D4). Each of the non-
deformable finite elements have four computational nodes (containing three translational
degrees of freedom). The discrete model of top-hat column had 13,296 finite elements
and 27,342 nodes. For the discrete model of channel column, 8478 finite elements and
17,432 nodes were used. The reduced-density mesh used in the discrete models allowed
numerical calculations to be performed without rapid loss of convergence as it is often the
case with high-density mesh models. Regarding the numerical models, seven cohesive
zones (cohesive surfaces) were implemented between eight laminate layers. The cohesive
surfaces were introduced based on the parameters shown in Table 2. Additionally, between
plates (constituting the supports for the end sections of the composite specimens) and
the composite structure, the contact interactions were implemented—the tangential (with
friction coefficient equal 0.2) and normal behavior. In the case of non-deformable plates, all
boundary conditions were determined using reference points. The boundary conditions of
the properly prepared numerical models are presented in Figure 4. A detailed description
on the preparation of discrete models of thin-walled composite structures was presented in
works on the subject literature [25,45].

Figure 4. Discrete models of top-hat and channel columns with boundary conditions.

The boundary conditions show high similarity between experimental and numerical
studies; however, the lack of full symmetry is caused by the fact that the bottom head of the
testing machine is fixed (like the bottom plate in numerical tests) and the top head moves
in the direction of axial compression (like the top plate in numerical simulations). The
additional influence on the asymmetrical results may be the lay-up system used, which,
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especially in the failure phase, can generate effects of locally occurring asymmetries in the
damage regions. The un-symmetric damage evolution presented in the following section
of the paper, was probably conditioned by the consideration of geometric imperfections at
the level of w0 = 0.05 mm.

The damage initiation and evolution properties, associated with the PFA damage
model [64] and CZM damage model [65] are presented in Table 2.

Table 2. Progressive failure analysis (PFA) and cohesive zone model (CZM) parameters.

PFA Parameters

Longitudinal
tensile

strength
XT [MPa]

Longitudinal
compressive

strength
XC [MPa]

Transverse
tensile

strength
YT [MPa]

Transverse
compressive

strength
YC [MPa]

Longitudinal
shear strength

SL [MPa]

Transverse
shear

strength
ST [MPa]

1867 1531 26 214 100 107

Fracture energy
G1t fiber tension

[N/mm]

Fracture
energy G1c
fiber comp.
[N/mm]

Fracture energy G2t
matrix crack.

[N/mm]

Fracture
energy G2c

matrix crush.
[N/mm]

Viscosity
coefficients η1t, η1c,

η2t, η2c [-]

133 10 0.5 1.6 0.0005

CZM Parameters

Interface stiffness in normal, first
and second shear direction

Knn, Kss, Ktt [N/mm3]

Damage
initiation
stress in
normal

direction
tn

[N/mm2]

Damage
initiation

stress in first
and second

shear
direction

ts, tt [N/mm2]

Fracture energy
in normal
direction

Gn
C [N/mm]

Fracture
energy in
first and
second
shear

direction
Gs

C, Gt
C

[N/mm]

105 18 14 0.32 0.68

5. Results

As part of the structures initially solved linear stability problem, a convergent result in
the form of buckling were achieved. For the top-hat structure, three half-waves occurred in
the longitudinal direction of the structure, while for the channel structure, two half-waves
were obtained, as shown in Figure 5.

The above result within the qualitative evaluation confirms the same behavior of the
structure in experimental and numerical studies, in the initial loading range. The top-hat
structure demonstrated higher stiffness (due to the two additional outer flanges) than the
channel structure. Furthermore, as well as proper analysis of the behavior of the structure,
the initiation and evolution of the damage can be evaluated. In the case of the experimental
study, the damage initiation and the loss of load-carrying capacity were evaluated using the
post-critical equilibrium paths P-t (load-time) compared with selected acoustic emission
signals (energy and counts). The conducted experimental study demonstrated static (stable)
behavior of structures (both for top-hat and channel columns). It also showed that the
increase of the deflection is accompanied by the load increase [16,25], as shown in Figure 6.
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Figure 5. Buckling: (a) top-hat experimental study (EXP); (b) top-hat finite element method (FEM);
(c) channel EXP; (d) channel FEM.

Figure 6. Post-critical equilibrium paths with acoustic emission signals: (a) top-hat (energy); (b) top-
hat (counts); (c) channel (energy); (d) channel (counts).

Based on the presented results for top-hat and channel columns, the damage initiation
was directly evidenced by the first local observed “peak” of energy signal, which was
approximately 75 pJ (at a time equal to 68 s) for top-hat column—Figure 6a, and 60 pJ (at a
time equal to 85 s) for channel column—Figure 6c. A slight increase in the number of counts
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signal was also observed during the occurrence of the first energy “peak”. The acoustic
emission signal presented in Figure 6b,d shows only the local increase in the signal (counts)
in the time when the failure occurred and a significant increase in the signal was noted in
its final phase—during the loss of the load capacity of the columns. The value of registered
damage initiation load is Pd/EXP = 12,879.5 N for top-hat column and Pd/EXP = 4141.2 N for
channel column. The value of the failure load was determined on the basis of the maximum
value, which was registered during the experimental tests. During those tests a rapid
increase in acoustic emission signals was recorded. The maximum registered load—failure
load equaled Pf/EXP = 18,450.1 N for top-hat column and Pf/EXP = 4631.17 N for channel
column. Regarding the experimental study, the damage initiation and failure loads for the
top-hat column were a few times higher than for the channel column: 3.11 times higher in
the context of damage initiation load and 3.98 times higher in the aspect of load causing
loss of load-carrying capacity. During the parallel numerical simulations damage initiation
and evolution were carried out with two damage models (PFA, CZM). In the first damage
model, which was based on PFA, the damage initiation depended on Hashin criterion and
damage evolution on energy criterion—Figure 7.

Figure 7. Damage initiation and evolution (PFA)—envelope result from eight laminate plies:
(a) damage initiation of top-hat column—HSNMTCRT; (b) damage evolution of top-hat column—
DAMAGEMT and DAMAGESHR; (c) damage initiation of channel column—HSNMTCRT; (d) dam-
age evolution of channel column—DAMAGEMT and DAMAGESHR.

Obtaining a value of 1, indicating the fulfillment of the first component of damage
initiation by HSNMTCRT, constituted the beginning of damage initiation. This occurred at a
load that equals Pd/FEM-PFA = 13,567.66 N for top-hat column and Pd/FEM-PFA = 4303.36 N
for channel column. The first layer to be damaged was the first external layer of the
composite material (presented directly on Figure 7a,c). Further numerical analysis allowed
for evaluation of the damage evolution phenomenon. Damage analysis in the context of
damage evolution confirmed the progression of damage due to matrix tension which in
the case of damage evolution corresponds to the DAMAGEMT parameter (at the same
time the shear damage component DAMAGESHR was fulfilled). The damage evolution
occurred at the load that equals 18,422.9 N for the top-hat column and 4370.93 N for the
channel column. The fulfillment of the damage evolution within the first component was
not the reason for the loss of load-carrying capacity of the composite structures.

For the second CZM damage model, damage initiation was only possible when
fulfilling the MAXS, which is the maximum nominal stress criterion. The parameter
responsible for achieving damage initiation was CSMAXSCRT. The considered parameter
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was fulfilled when a load value equaled Pd/FEM-CZM = 14,219.72 N for top-hat column and
Pd/FEM-CZM = 4492.77 N for channel column. The damage initiation phenomenon due to
delamination occurred between the third and fourth composite layers as shown in Figure 8.
Damage analysis in the context of damage evolution confirmed the progression of damage
due to delamination, which in the case of damage evolution corresponds to the CSDMG
parameter. The damage evolution occurred at the load 19,080.53 N for top-hat column
and 4612.79 N for channel column. In order to visualize the regions of damage initiation
and evolution caused by delamination phenomenon, the first three plies of the composite
columns were partially hidden. This allowed for better illustration of the damaged cohesive
surface between the third and fourth plies of the composite structures—Figure 8.

Figure 8. Damage initiation and evolution (CZM) caused by delamination: (a) damage initiation
of top-hat column—CSMAXSCRT; (b) damage evolution of top-hat column—CSDMG; (c) damage
initiation of channel column—CSMAXSCRT; (d) damage evolution of channel column—CSDMG.

As a part of the qualitative assessment, it was observed that damage initiation and
damage evolution, regardless of the damage model used, occur mainly at the bottom
parts of the end sections of the columns (both for top-hat and channel columns). In the
case of both damage models (PFA and CZM), the progression of the damage evolution
caused by further loading of the structures resulted in a complex damage mechanism—
which directly contributed to the loss of load-carrying capacity of the structures. Loss of
load-carrying capacity occurred at a load of Pf/FEM = 19,190.3 N for top-hat column and
Pf/FEM = 4703.2 N for channel column. Regarding the numerical simulations, the damage
initiation and failure loads for the top-hat column were a few times higher than for the
channel column: 3.15 (based on PFA) and 3.17 (based on CZM) times higher in the case
of damage initiation load, and 4.08 times higher in the aspect of load causing loss of load-
carrying capacity. The numerical results were similar to the experimental results, where the
top-hat column presented 3.11 times higher damage initiation load and 3.98 times higher
failure load than the channel column.

Additionally, in the context of the qualitative assessment, the experimental-numerical
post-critical equilibrium paths were confronted—Figure 9.

Regarding the performed study, a high compliance between the experimental study
and numerical simulations was observed [66–74]. Furthermore, the qualitative results of
conducted investigations are presented in Figure 10 (including progressive delamination).
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Figure 9. Comparison of post-critical equilibrium paths: (a) top-hat column, (b) channel column.

Figure 10. Cont.
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Figure 10. Qualitative assessment of loss of load-carrying capacity (including delamination): (a) top-
hat column EXP; (b) top-hat column FEM; (c) channel column EXP; (d) channel column FEM.

Despite the fact that the delamination phenomenon (according to Figure 8) was initi-
ated in the bottom end sections of the columns—in the corner regions between the web
and the flanges—a clear form of progressive damage caused by this phenomenon occurred
mainly on one of the outer flanges (both for top-hat and channel column). Slight discrepan-
cies between delamination results are conditioned by the fact that the numerical model
represents an ideal construction and is not affected by any manufacturing imperfections
(which is most often observed in case of actual specimens). Based on the results achieved,
the loss of load-carrying capacity phenomenon (including delamination) of experimental
and numerical tests showed highly similar results.

The quantitative evaluation was performed with the reference to the experimental
and numerical tests of the failure analysis, as presented in Table 3.

Table 3. Results of damage initiation and failure loads.

Column
Type

Limit
Load EXP [N] FEM-PFA

[N]
FEM-CZM

[N]
EXP/FEM-
PFA [%]

EXP/FEM-
CZM [%]

Top-hat

Damage
initiation

(Pd)
12,879.5 13,567.66 14,219.72 5.07 9.43

Failure
(Pf)

18,450.1 19,190.3 3.86

Channel

Damage
initiation

(Pd)
4141.2 4303.36 4492.77 3.77 7.83

Failure
(Pf)

4631.17 4703.2 1.53

Additionally, the delamination regions in the detailed view is shown in Figure 11.
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Figure 11. Comparison of delamination regions: (a) EXP (top-hat column); (b) FEM (top-hat column);
(c) EXP (channel column); (d) FEM (channel column).

In numerical studies, it was observed that delamination also occurred in regions where
it would be difficult to estimate its occurrence experimentally, because this phenomenon
occurred, inter alia, in the end sections—Figure 12.

Figure 12. Additional delamination regions observed in numerical simulation: (a) top-hat column;
(b) channel column.

The high agreement of result is conditioned by proper preparation of the numerical
models (verified by experimental tests). Additionally, by comparing the obtained results
for the top-hat column with the results presented in a previously published paper [45],
it is possible to evaluate the influence of the stacking sequence on the load-carrying
capacity of the composite structure. In the case of the structure presented in the previous
publication [45], characterized by the lay-up [0/–45/45/90]s, two half-waves were observed
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in terms of the structure stability, and the failure load was equal to Pf = 17,084 N (FEM).
Regarding the current work, with composite lay-up [45/–45/90/0]s, three half-waves were
observed in terms of structure stability, and the failure load was equal to Pf = 19,190.3 N
(FEM). The above proves the significant effect of stacking sequence (for composite layers)
on the load carrying capacity of composite structures with the same shape but different lay-
ups. The obtained results allowed for failure analysis of thin-walled composite structures
with different cross-sections [75].

6. Conclusions

Regarding the thin-walled structures made of composite materials, it is important
to conduct analyses in the post-critical state—considering the failure phenomenon. It is
essential to evaluate the failure phenomenon in context of: damage initiation, delamination
phenomenon, and also loss of load-carrying capacity. Therefore, it is necessary to conduct a
study with use of independent experimental methods (universal testing machine, acoustic
emission method) and a numerical model using advanced damage techniques (progressive
failure analysis, cohesive zone model), in the full load range. Based on the conducted tests,
the main conclusions are as follows:

• it is possible to evaluate the complex failure phenomenon of thin-walled composite
structures with the use of experimental tests and numerical calculations;

• the evaluation of limit loads (damage initiation, damage evolution, beginning of
delamination, loss of load-carrying capacity) allows to estimate the complexity of the
failure phenomenon;

• for short composite columns, the delamination phenomenon and loss of load-carrying
capacity propagate in the regions of end sections and outer flanges of the columns;

• composite structures with a top-hat cross section display a few times higher load-
carrying capacity than structures with channel cross section;

• depending on the needs, it is possible to design profiles with higher stiffness—
structures with a top-hat cross-section, as well as with lower stiffness—structures with
a channel cross-section.

The research displayed that the current experimental and numerical research tech-
niques allow for more in-depth analysis of the loss of load carrying capacity phenomenon
(including delamination). The study exhibits an advanced modeling technique of the
composite structures using advanced numerical damage models while considering tra-
ditional experimental methods. In the future, the study of stability and load carrying
capacity of the structure will be carried out on several types of cross-sectional shapes of
composite structures with consideration of the effect of different composite lay-ups on the
behavior of the structure under axial compression. Additionally, an extended finite element
method (XFEM) damage model will be used to simulate the initiation and propagation of
material cracking.
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8. Gliszczynski, A.; Wiącek, N. Experimental and numerical benchmark study of mode II interlaminar fracture toughness of

unidirectional GFRP laminates under shear loading using the end-notched flexure (ENF) test. Compos. Struct. 2021, 258, 113190.
[CrossRef]

9. Bazant, Z.P.; Cedolin, L. Stability of Structures. Elastic, Inelastic, Fracture and Damage Theories; Oxford University Press: Oxford, UK, 2010.
10. Singer, J.; Arbocz, J.; Weller, T. Buckling experiments. Experimental Methods in Buckling of Thin-Walled Structure. Basic Concepts,

Columns, Beams, and Plates; John Wiley and Sons Inc.: New York, NY, USA, 2000; Volume 1.
11. Jones, R.M. Buckling of Bars, Plates and Shells; Bull Ridge Publishing: Blacksburg, Virginia, 2006; pp. 308–319.
12. Koiter, W.T. Elastic stability and post-buckling behaviour. In Symposium on Nonlinear Problems; Univ. of Wisconsin Press: Madison,

WI, USA, 1963.
13. Van der Heijden, A.M.A. W.T. Koiter’s Elastic Stability of Solids and Structures; Cambridge University Press: New York, NY, USA, 2009.
14. Rozylo, P.; Wysmulski, P.; Falkowicz, K. Fem and experimental analysis of thin-walled composite elements under compression.

J. Appl. Mech. Eng. 2017, 22, 393–402. [CrossRef]
15. Falkowicz, K.; Mazurek, P.; Rozylo, P.; Wysmulski, P.; Smagowski, W. Experimental and numerical analysis of the compression

thin-walled composite plate. Adv. Sci. Technol. Res. J. 2016, 10, 177–184. [CrossRef]
16. Rozylo, P.; Debski, H.; Wysmulski, P.; Falkowicz, K. Numerical and experimental failure analysis of thin-walled composite

columns with a top-hat cross section under axial compression. Compos. Struct. 2018, 204, 207–216. [CrossRef]
17. Rozylo, P.; Teter, A.; Debski, H.; Wysmulski, P.; Falkowicz, K. Experimental an Numerical Study of Buckling of Composite Profiles

with Open Cross Section under Axial Compression. Appl. Compos. Mater. 2017, 24, 1251–1264. [CrossRef]
18. Paszkiewicz, M.; Kubiak, T. Selected problems concerning determination of the buckling load of channel section beams and

columns. Thin Walled Struct. 2015, 93, 112–121. [CrossRef]
19. Abrate, S. Impact on Composite Structures; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK, 1998.
20. Richardson, M.O.W.; Wisheart, M.J. Review of low-velocity impact properties of composite materials. Compos. Part A Appl. Sci.

Manuf. 1996, 27, 1123–1131. [CrossRef]
21. Sohn, M.S.; Hu, X.Z.; Kim, J.K.; Walker, L. Impact damage characterisation of carbon fibre/epoxy composites with multi-layer

reinforcement. Compos. B. Eng. 2000, 31, 681–691. [CrossRef]
22. Batra, R.C.; Gopinath, G.; Zheng, J.Q. Damage and failure in low energy impact of fiber-reinforced polymeric composite laminates.

Compos. Struct. 2012, 94, 540–547. [CrossRef]
23. Shyr, T.W.; Pan, Y.H. Impact resistance and damage characteristics of composite laminates. Compos. Struct. 2003, 62, 193–203.

[CrossRef]
24. Rozylo, P.; Ferdynus, M.; Debski, H.; Samborski, S. Progressive Failure Analysis of Thin-Walled Composite Structures Verified

Experimentally. Materials 2020, 13, 1138. [CrossRef]
25. Debski, H.; Rozylo, P.; Gliszczynski, A.; Kubiak, T. Numerical models for buckling, postbuckling and failure analysis of

predamaged thin-walled composite struts subjected to uniform compression. Thin Walled Struct. 2019, 139, 53–65. [CrossRef]
26. Rozylo, P. Failure analysis of thin-walled composite structures using independent advanced damage models. Compos. Struct.

2021, 262, 113598. [CrossRef]
27. Liu, P.F.; Gu, Z.P.; Peng, X.Q.; Zheng, J.Y. Finite element analysis of the influence of cohesive law parameters on the multiple

delamination behaviors of composites under compression. Compos. Struct. 2015, 131, 975–986. [CrossRef]
28. Reddy, J.N.; Pandey, A.K. A first-ply failure analysis of composite laminates. Comput. Struct. 1987, 25, 371–393. [CrossRef]
29. Kubiak, T.; Samborski, S.; Teter, A. Experimental investigation of failure process in compressed channel-section GFRP laminate

columns assisted with the acoustic emission method. Compos. Struct. 2015, 133, 921–929. [CrossRef]
30. Hashin, Z.; Rotem, A. A fatigue failure criterion for fibre reinforced materials. J. Compos. Mater. 1973, 7, 448–464. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2017.04.015
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2016.01.053
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2016.06.058
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2015.11.008
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2016.10.007
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2017.06.009
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2020.112502
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2020.113190
http://doi.org/10.1515/ijame-2017-0023
http://doi.org/10.12913/22998624/64063
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2018.07.068
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10443-017-9583-y
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tws.2015.03.009
http://doi.org/10.1016/1359-835X(96)00074-7
http://doi.org/10.1016/S1359-8368(00)00028-7
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2011.08.015
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0263-8223(03)00114-4
http://doi.org/10.3390/ma13051138
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tws.2019.02.030
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2021.113598
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2015.06.058
http://doi.org/10.1016/0045-7949(87)90130-1
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2015.08.023
http://doi.org/10.1177/002199837300700404


Materials 2021, 14, 1506 16 of 17

31. Lemaitre, J.; Plumtree, A. Application of damage concepts to predict creep fatigue failures. J. Eng. Mater. Technol. 1979, 101,
284–292. [CrossRef]

32. Ribeiro, M.L.; Vandepitte, D.; Tita, V. Damage model and progressive failure analyses for filament wound composite laminates.
Appl. Compos. Mater. 2013, 20, 975–992. [CrossRef]

33. Kachanov, L.M. Time of the rupture process under creep conditions, Izv. AN SSSR. Otd. Tekh. Nauk. 1958, 8, 26–31.
34. Matzenmiller, A.; Lubliner, J.; Taylor, L.R. A constitutive model for anisotropic damage in fiber composites. Mech. Mater. 1995, 20,

125–152. [CrossRef]
35. Camanho, P.P.; Maimí, P.; Dávila, C.G. Prediction of size effects in notched laminates using continuum damage mechanics.

Compos. Sci. Technol. 2017, 67, 2715–2727. [CrossRef]
36. Camanho, P.P.; Matthews, F.L. A progressive damage model for mechanically fastened joints in composite laminates. J. Comp.

Mater. 1999, 33, 2248–2280. [CrossRef]
37. Barbero, E.J.; Cosso, F.A. Determination of material parameters for discrete damage mechanics analysis of carbon epoxy laminates.

Compos. B Eng. 2014, 56, 638–646. [CrossRef]
38. Lapczyk, I.; Hurtado, J.A. Progressive damage modeling in fiber-reinforced materials. Compos. Part A Appl. Sci. Manuf. 2007, 38,

2333–2341. [CrossRef]
39. Bisagni, C.; Di Pietro, G.; Fraschini, L.; Terletti, D. Progressive crushing of fiber reinforced composite structural components of a

Formula One racing car. Compos. Struct. 2005, 68, 491–503. [CrossRef]
40. Li, W.; Cai, H.; Li, C.; Wang, K.; Fang, L. Progressive failure of laminated composites with a hole under compressive loading

based on micro-mechanics. Adv. Compos. Mater. 2014, 23, 477–490. [CrossRef]
41. Dugdale, D.S. Yielding of steel sheets containing slit. J. Mech. Phys. Solids. 1960, 8, 100–104. [CrossRef]
42. Barenblatt, G.I. The mathematical theory of equilibrium cracks in brittle fracture. Adv. Appl. Mech. 1962, 7, 55–129.
43. Turon, A.; Camanho, P.P.; Costa, J.; Dávila, C.G. A damage model for the simulation of delamination in advanced composites

under variable-mode loading. Mech. Mater. 2006, 38, 1072–1089. [CrossRef]
44. Camanho, P.P.; Davila, C.G.; De Moura, M.F. Numerical simulation of mixed-mode progressive delamination in the composite

materials. J. Compos. Mater. 2003, 37, 1415–1438. [CrossRef]
45. Rozylo, P. Experimental-numerical study into the stability and failure of compressed thin-walled composite profiles using

progressive failure analysis and cohesive zone model. Compos. Struct. 2021, 257, 113303. [CrossRef]
46. Borg, R.; Nilsson, L.; Simonsson, K. Simulating DCB, ENF and MMB experiments using shell elements and a cohesive zone

model. Compos. Sci. Technol. 2004, 64, 269–278. [CrossRef]
47. Zhao, L.; Gong, Y.; Zhang, J.; Chen, Y.; Fei, B. Simulation of delamination growth in multidirectional laminates under mode I and

mixed mode I/II loadings using cohesive elements. Compos. Struct. 2014, 116, 509–522. [CrossRef]
48. Li, Z.M.; Qiao, P. Buckling and postbuckling behavior of shear deformable anisotropic laminated beams with initial geometric

imperfections subjected to axial compression. Eng. Struct. 2015, 85, 277–292. [CrossRef]
49. Bouhala, L.; Makradi, A.; Belouettar, S.; Younes, A.; Natarajan, S. An XFEM/CZM based inverse method for identification of

composite failure parameters. Comput. Struct. 2015, 153, 91–97. [CrossRef]
50. Ebadi-Rajoli, J.; Akhavan-Safar, A.; Hosseini-Toudeshky, H.; da Silva, L.F.M. Progressive damage modeling of composite materials

subjected to mixed mode cyclic loading using cohesive zone model. Mech. Mater. 2020, 143, 103322. [CrossRef]
51. Paneretti, E.; Fanteria, D.; Danzi, F. Delaminations growth in compression after impact test simulations: Influence of cohesive

elements parameters on numerical results. Compos. Struct. 2016, 137, 140–147. [CrossRef]
52. Zienkiewicz, O.C.; Taylor, R.L. Finite Element Method—Solid Mechanics, 5th ed.; Elsevier: Barcelona, Spain, 2000.
53. Parlapalli, M.R.; Soh, K.C.; Shu, D.W.; Ma, G. Experimental investigation of delamination buckling of stitched composite

laminates. Compos. Part A Appl. Sci. Manuf. 2007, 38, 2024–2033. [CrossRef]
54. Turvey, G.J.; Zhang, Y. A computational and experimental analysis of the buckling, postbuckling and initial failure of pultruded

GRP columns. Compos. Struct. 2006, 84, 1527–1537. [CrossRef]
55. Bohse, J. Damage analysis of Polymer Matrix Composites by Acoustic Emission Testing. In Proceedings of the 26th European

Conference on Acoustic Emission Testing, Berlin, Germany, 15–17 September 2004; pp. 339–348.
56. Debski, H. Experimental investigation of post-buckling behavior of composite column with top-hat cross-section. Eksploat. Niezawodn.

2013, 15, 106–110.
57. Teter, A.; Kolakowski, Z. Buckling of thin-walled composite structures with intermediate stiffeners. Compos. Struct. 2005, 69,

421–428. [CrossRef]
58. Duarte, A.P.C.; Díaz Sáez, A.; Silvestre, N. Comparative study between XFEM and Hashin damage criterion applied to failure of

composites. Thin Walled Struct. 2017, 115, 277–288. [CrossRef]
59. Talreja, R.; Singh, C.V. Damage and Failure of Composite; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK, 2012.
60. Camanho, P.P.; Davila, C.G. Mixed-Mode Decohesion Finite Elements for the Simulation of Delamination in Composite Materials; NASA

Center for Aerospace Information: Hanover, MD, USA, 2002; pp. 1–37.
61. Hu, H.; Niu, F.; Dou, T.; Zhang, H. Rehabilitation effect evaluation of cfrp-lined prestressed concrete cylinder pipe under

combined loads using numerical simulation. Math. Probl. Eng. 2018, 2018, 3268962. [CrossRef]
62. Dassault Systemes Simulia Corp. Abaqus 2020 Documentation; Dassault Systemes Simulia Corp: Providence, RI, USA, 2020.

http://doi.org/10.1115/1.3443689
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10443-013-9315-x
http://doi.org/10.1016/0167-6636(94)00053-0
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compscitech.2007.02.005
http://doi.org/10.1177/002199839903302402
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2013.08.084
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesa.2007.01.017
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2004.04.015
http://doi.org/10.1080/09243046.2014.915105
http://doi.org/10.1016/0022-5096(60)90013-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.mechmat.2005.10.003
http://doi.org/10.1177/0021998303034505
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2020.113303
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0266-3538(03)00255-0
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2014.05.042
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.engstruct.2014.12.028
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruc.2015.02.035
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.mechmat.2020.103322
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2015.11.018
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesa.2007.05.001
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruc.2006.01.028
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2004.07.022
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tws.2017.02.020
http://doi.org/10.1155/2018/3268962


Materials 2021, 14, 1506 17 of 17

63. Benzeggagh, M.L.; Kenane, M. Measurement of mixed-mode delamination fracture toughness of unidirectional glass/epoxy
composites with mixed-mode bending apparatus. Compos. Sci. Technol. 1996, 56, 439–449. [CrossRef]

64. Tan, W.; Falzon, B.G.; Chiu, L.N.S.; Price, M. Predicting low velocity impact damage and Compression-After-Impact (CAI)
behaviour of composite laminates. Compos. Part A Appl. Sci. Manuf. 2015, 71, 212–226. [CrossRef]

65. Kolanu, N.R.; Raju, G.; Ramji, M. A unified numerical approach for the simulation of intra and inter laminar damage evolution in
stiffened CFRP panels under compression. Compos. B Eng. 2020, 190, 107931. [CrossRef]

66. Rozylo, P.; Debski, H. Effect of eccentric loading on the stability and load-carrying capacity of thin walled composite profiles with
top-hat section. Compos. Struct. 2020, 245, 112388. [CrossRef]

67. Rozylo, P.; Lukasik, D. Numerical analysis of the critical state of thin-walled structure with z-profile cross section. Adv. Sci.
Technol. Res. J. 2017, 11, 194–200. [CrossRef]

68. Rozylo, P. Experimental-numerical test of open section composite columns stability subjected to axial compression. Arch. Mater.
Sci. Eng. 2017, 84, 58–64. [CrossRef]

69. Debski, H.; Rozylo, P.; Teter, A. Buckling and limit states of thin-walled composite columns under eccentric load. Thin Walled
Struct. 2020, 149, 106627. [CrossRef]

70. Rozylo, P.; Wrzesinska, K. Numerical analysis of the behavior of compressed thin-walled elements with holes. Adv. Sci. Technol.
Res. J. 2016, 10, 199–206. [CrossRef]

71. Rozylo, P. Optimization of i-section profile design by the finite element method. Adv. Sci. Technol. Res. J. 2016, 10, 52–56.
[CrossRef]

72. Gliszczynski, A.; Kubiak, T.; Rozylo, P.; Jakubczak, P.; Bienias, J. The response of laminated composite plates and profiles under
low-velocity impact load. Compos. Struct. 2019, 207, 1–12. [CrossRef]

73. Falkowicz, K.; Debski, H. The post-critical behaviour of compressed plate with non-standard play orientation. Compos. Struct.
2020, 252, 112701. [CrossRef]

74. Falkowicz, K.; Debski, H. Stability analysis of thin-walled composite plate in unsymmetrical configuration subjected to axial load.
Thin Walled Struct. 2021, 158, 107203. [CrossRef]

75. Horatiu, T.D.; Vlase, S.; Stanciu, M.D. Advanced Pultruded Glass Fibers-Reinforced Isophtalic Polyester Resin. Mater. Plast. 2015,
52, 62–64.

http://doi.org/10.1016/0266-3538(96)00005-X
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesa.2015.01.025
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2020.107931
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2020.112388
http://doi.org/10.12913/22998624/67677
http://doi.org/10.5604/01.3001.0010.0979
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tws.2020.106627
http://doi.org/10.12913/22998624/64006
http://doi.org/10.12913/22998624/61931
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2018.09.005
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.compstruct.2020.112701
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tws.2020.107203

	Introduction 
	The Subject of the Study 
	Experimental Investigation 
	Numerical Simulations 
	Results 
	Conclusions 
	References

