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Effect of single tube sections
on the structural safety of Chinese
solar greenhouse skeletons

Xingan Liu'2, Zhenkun Li*?, Lei Zhang®*, Yu Liu%?, Yiming Li%*** & Tianlai Li%**

In recent years, the use of single-tube skeletons for the construction of Chinese solar greenhouses has
increased. As a consequence, during the selection of the construction materials, the safety of these
structures has become an important issue. The single tube section has various forms, but there is no
scientific theory to guide the selection process. To the best of our knowledge, the scientific analysis of
the impact of single pipe cross section on the safety of greenhouse skeleton has not been addressed
so far. In this context, the finite element analysis software was used to calculate and analyze the
stress elements, displacement of round tube, Q tube, elliptic tube and square tube under the same
load conditions. We used the Chinese Standard values as a reference and analyzed structural features
of different sizes and thicknesses of the greenhouse steel skeleton sections under non-uniform

snow load. The results showed that, under the same load condition, the maximum stress in the four
skeleton materials was all located at the connection of the transverse tension bar and the front roof.
In addition, under same load condition, the greenhouse skeleton with elliptic tube presented the
smallest cross-sectional displacement between the different materials tested. The effect of increasing
the size of the greenhouse frame was better than that of increasing the greenhouse material
thickness. All this work will provide theoretical guidance to the material selection of this structure.

Chinese solar greenhouses are agricultural facilities that have been used in north China for crop cultivation
without additional heating during severe cold weather. By the end of 2017, the total area of horticultural facili-
ties in China had reached 3.7 million hm?. A significant amount of research had been performed in order to
improve overall size’, wall structure?, surface structure® and skeleton structure®’, among others. In recent years,
a new structure called single pipe skeleton has been used to replace the truss structure in the solar greenhouse.
However, single pipe skeleton parts provide less safety as compared with traditional trusses. In fact, it has been
reported that several single pipe Chinese solar greenhouses that have been built or are under construction,
especially those with the greenhouse skeleton structure, display many potential safety hazards®. Some of them
have resulted in the collapse of greenhouses’ structures and in consequence, great economic losses”!’. The lack
of scientific data that can be used to determine construction parameters is the main cause of these accidents. In
addition, in order to reduce economic costs, relatively low safety coeflicients have been considered when calculat-
ing the geometrical parameters of single tube sections. Moreover, the selection of many geometrical parameters
of single tube sections have been based on empirical estimations, which results in weak structures that cannot
support various loads. Therefore, it is essential to investigate the effect of geometric parameters of single tube
sections on the safety factors of Chinese solar greenhouse skeleton structures.

Several researchers have studied the mechanical behavior of greenhouse structures using experimental and
numerical methods. They have investigated the truss sections of the glasshouse skeleton structures!’, the stress
on the struts and the whole structure'?, and the influence of different structural parameters on the greenhouse
characteristics'’. These studies have provided the theoretical basis to improve safety and reduce economic costs
of the solar greenhouse skeletons. Also, several researchers have studied the characteristics of single-tube skel-
etons in order to replace truss structures. Lu and Qiu carried out a load test of a single-slope solar greenhouse
skeleton structure. For this specific study, they determined the influence of the truss structure, round-shaped
steel tube (hereinafter referred to as round tube) structure, and square-shaped steel tube (hereinafter referred
to as square tube) structure on the final capacity'. Also, a new type of full-steel frame with elliptic-shaped steel
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Figure 1. Explanation diagram of greenhouse skeleton structure (mm): (a) greenhouse sectional view; (b)
greenhouse skeleton connection diagram; (c) round tube section size; (d) square tube section size; (e) Q) tube
size; (f) elliptic tube section size.

tube (hereinafter referred to as elliptic tube) was designed and tested for its safety'>. Zhou included an elliptic
pipe, a circular pipe, and Q-shaped steel tube (hereinafter referred to as Q) tube) sections on their Chinese solar
greenhouse design'®. Even when a significant amount of research has been performed on single tube skeleton
Chinese solar greenhouses, the influence of geometric parameters on structural safety still needs further study.

Compared with the truss structure, the single pipe skeleton does not consider various structural safety com-
ponents. Thus, its safety is reduced. Within this context, the purpose of the present study was to perform a finite
element analysis using several skeleton sections commonly used in greenhouses. The analysis, which considered
different section dimensions and wall thicknesses, was performed to identify the best parameters. In addition, we
calculated the single tube section of each span greenhouse. The results of the present investigation will provide
theoretical support for the selection of proper parameters for the skeleton during the greenhouse construction.

Methods

Greenhouse structural parameters. The third-generation Liaoshen solar greenhouse, which is widely
used in the Liaoning Province, has a high rate of land utilization. This solar greenhouse is selected in the present
research. Greenhouse span is 10 m, ridge height is 6.1 m, greenhouse frame spacing is 0.85 m, and the horizontal
plane of the north roof is 2.1 m. The front roof is an arched round roof with an arc length of about 12.3 m. The
lower part of the north roof is covered with wood boards, the middle layer is made of benzene boards, and the
outer layer included waterproof coiled materials. In addition, the tie rod and tie bar reinforcement are made of
a 20 x 2 mm round tube. The rest of the parameters are shown in Fig. 1.

Pipe shape and size. In this research, we determined the effect of the pipe shape and size on the green-
house skeleton characteristics. The area of the round, elliptic, square and Q tube sections were equal. Also, the
wall thickness of the round, elliptic, square and Q) tube sections were 2 mm and the Q235 steel was used to build
the greenhouse skeleton. Parameters of the Q235 steel used in the present research are shown in Table 1 and
section sizes are shown in Fig. 1.

In the case of the elliptic tube, we also used the third-generation Liaoshen solar greenhouse structure steel
arch. The tie rod was 20 x 2 mm. The tie bar was 20 x 2 mm. Tables 2 and 3 display the different main beam sizes
and main beam thickness that were selected in the present study to determine their effect on the safety features
of the greenhouse skeleton.
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Category | Density/kg m~ | Elasticity modulus/GPa | Poisson ratio | Yield strength/MPa

Q235 7850 206 0.3 235
Table 1. Q235 steel parameters.

Serial number 1 2 3 4 5 6

Main beam size/mm 25x40x2 | 25x45%x2 | 25x50x2 |30x60x2 |30x65%x2 |30x70x2

Serial number 7 8 9 10 11 12

Main beam size/mm 30x75x2 | 30x80x2 |30x85x2 |30x90x2 |30x95x2 |30x100x2
Table 2. Characteristics of the greenhouse frame materials.

Serial number 1 2 3 4 5

Main beam material wall thickness/mm | 30x60x1 | 30x60x1.5 |30x60x2 |30x60x2.5 |30x60x3

Table 3. Wall thickness of main beam materials.

Geometric modeling and meshing. The structural performances are investigated by finite element
method based on the ANSYS 18.0 software. In this research, we have employed the equilibrium equation, the
geometric equation and the physical equation. The formula is as follows:

The equilibrium equation is expressed as:
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The strain at any point in the elastic body can be represented by six components: yy,, Yy, V.« are all shear
strains, and ¢, e, €, are all positive strains.
The physical equation is expressed as:
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Figure 3. The finite element model and its details of the skeleton model.

The displacement of any point in an elastic body can be expressed by three displacement components (i.e.
w, v and u) along the direction of the rectangular coordinate axis. E is the elastic modulus. v is Poisson’s ratio.

We used the finite element software to study the stress and deformation distribution of the greenhouse
skeleton structure under different load conditions can be directly understood'’. This software can be used to
accurately calculate different structural features and determine the deformation stress and strain of the structure.
For this reason, the finite element software is an important tool used in the design of greenhouse structure's.
Depending on structural characteristics of the greenhouse, the finite element model can be partly simplified con-
sidering the calculation efficiency. Thus, it was not necessary to establish a complete structural model. The load
distribution was consistent throughout the length and only varied in the span-direction. Thus, analyzing a bay
was equivalent to analyzing the entire structure. For this reason, a bay located in the middle of the whole skeleton
was been selected for the analysis'. In the finite element model, some greenhouse parts that had small impact on
the analysis were ignored. These included welding gaskets and vents. Although the greenhouse skeleton structure
included curve sections, the single pipe skeleton might be considered as a series of straight lines. Considering
this, we used the finite element software is used to analyze the mechanical properties of 4 tubular greenhouses.

Unit and meshing. The Beam 188 is a 3-D 2-node beam element based on the Timoshenko beam theory
which includes shear-deformation effects, and is suitable for analyzing slender to moderately stubby/thick beam
structure. Since Beam 188 is suitable for the analysis of thin or thick beams, it is used as the grid division unit
during the modeling of the greenhouse skeleton. According to the size of the greenhouse, 3-D modeling was car-
ried out using the finite element software. In addition, during grid division in the solid modeling process, factors
that did not affect strength calculation, such as chamfered walls, were ignored®. The finite element modeling was
performed considering the greenhouse structural parameters, as shown in Fig. 2.

It is worth mentioning that the web members are mainly subjected to only axial force in theory. Thus, the
link element seems to be more suitable. The grid sizes of tie rods and tie bars were both controlled at 100 mm.
And the grids were properly encrypted at connection of members to improve calculation accuracy. The finite
element model and its details are displayed in Fig. 3.

Constraint conditions. The tie bars are fixed on the skeleton by buckles, which can be regarded as rigid
constraints. Therefore, the connection is made through sharing nodes. Meanwhile, the two ends of the skeleton
were fixed on the base.

Loads and analytical method. The failure mode of the single-pipe solar greenhouse structure is the col-
lapse of the greenhouse structure. In addition to the self-weight of the greenhouse structure, crop load and
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Figure 4. Field picture of greenhouse snow load.

the concentrated load of the roof structure, the main external factor that causes the collapse of the greenhouse
structure in Shenyang is the snow load. This snow load is shown in Fig. 4.

The external conditions of the greenhouse represent an important constrain. They include constant load (G),
crop load (Cy), concentrated load of roof construction (E,), seismic load (A,), and snow load (Sy).

Constant load G. The total value of the constant load on the greenhouse skeleton structure is G, which
includes the skeleton weight G, the quality of the front roof covering material G, and the quality of the north
roof material G,.

Crop load C,. Crop load is the load formed by crop hanging on the greenhouse due to the need of cultiva-
tion, and its size is related to the variety of the cultivated crop. According to the standard value of crop load
defined in GB/T51183-2016, for solanaceous and melons, the corresponding value of crop load Cy is 0.15 kKN/m?.

Concentrated roof load construction E,.  Concentrated roof loads, usually 0.8 kN m™2, are included in
the uniformly distributed roof loads.

Seismicload A,. Seismic load due to earthquakes is not considered in the present analysis.

Snow load S,.  Snow load refers to the load acting on the horizontal projection of the solar greenhouse roof.
Basic snow pressure is calculated using data of snow weight on open and flat ground. It can be obtained by que-
rying the local snow load table. According to the GB/T51183-2016 parameters, the snow load standard value Sy
on the horizontal projection of the roof should be calculated with Equation:

Sk = Mr'Ct'SO (10)

where S, is the basic snow pressure (kN m™2); y, is the distribution coefficient of roof snow cover; c, is the heating
influence coeflicient. Considering the effect of snow movement on the greenhouse framework, the distribution
coeflicient of snow load on the solar greenhouse was divided into uniform distribution and non-uniform distribu-
tion (Fig. 5). In the uniform distribution section, . was calculated considering the following values: greenhouse
span (10 m) and ridge height (6.1 m), p,=10/(8 * 6.1) =0.205; y,,, was related to the elevation angle of the rear roof
(47.65°); g, =0.8 * (60°-47.65°)/30°=0.33. In addition, in the non-uniform distribution section 0.75u,,=0.2475.
In this case, ., was calculated using the following data: greenhouse span (10 m) and ridge height (6.1 m),
U =0.2+10 (6.1/10) =6.3, with a maximum ,,,, value of 2.0 when the insulation was covered. According to
the GB/T51183-2016 standard, no heating device was included in the solar greenhouse; the heat was stored and
release through the wall. For this reason, the ¢, heating influence coefficient was included in Eq. (1). According
to the GB/T51183-2016 standard, the basic snow load is S;=0.38 kN m™ in the Shenyang, Liaoning Province.

Governing equations. Greenhouse load conditions are calculated using equation:
F=P-.S (11)

where F is the force acting on the skeleton (N); P is the force acting on the skeleton per unit area (N/m?), which
could be constant load (G), crop load (C,), concentrated load of roof construction (E;) and/or snow load (S);
S is the area applied to the skeleton (m?).

Equation is used to calculate reference material deformation:

A =F/C (12)

where A is the shape variable of the material (mm); F represents the force applied to the material (N). C is the
ability of the material to resist deformation, which is known as material stiffness (N mm™).
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Figure 5. Snow distribution coefficient on the solar greenhouse roof: (a) uniform distribution; (b) uneven
distribution.

Concentrated roof load
Load combinations | Constant load G, | Snow load Sy (kN/m?) Crop load G, (kN/m?) | construction Ex (kN/m?)

a 1.0 0.38u,y, 0.38u, 0.15 0.8
b 1.0 0.285u,, 0.38u,,,<S,>0.285u,, | 0.15 08

Table 4. The greenhouse skeleton load combination mode.

Linear buckling stability analysis. Linear buckling analysis is based on the assumption of small displace-
ment theory, the change of structural shape is ignored during the process of loading, and the small incremental
displacement is the linear function of external incremental load. In this section, linear buckling analysis was
an ideal case, which had some deviations with the actual project. The main purpose of linear buckling analysis
was to obtain the upper limit of the actual critical load and buckling mode, which could provide reference for
nonlinear stability analysis. Standard for design of steel structures (2017) suggests that the initial defect value
of round tube of long-span steel structure should be lower than 1/400, that is 25 mm (10,000 mm/400) for this
greenhouse. The initial defect value of square tube of long-span steel structure should be lower than 1/300, that
is 33 mm (10,000 mm/300) for this greenhouse. The initial defect value of elliptic tube and Q tube of long-span
steel structure should be lower than 1/350, that is 28.6 mm (10,000 mm/350) for this greenhouse.

Working conditions. Because the greenhouse is usually subjected to a variety of loads such as snow load
and the weight of the rear roof covering, the load distribution on the greenhouse skeleton is relatively complex?'.
For this reason, in the present experiments, constant load + crop load + snow load working conditions were con-
sidered. In the cases of uniform (a) and non-uniform (b) distributions snow load were considered for the analy-
sis of four pipe types of greenhouse skeletons. The load combination is shown in Table 4. Also, in the case of
non-uniform snow load, the greenhouse skeleton was analyzed considering different beam sizes. In addition, the
wall thickness of the main beam was used to determine the safety of the greenhouse skeleton.

Results
Stress and shape are considered as the two main criteria for structural analysis We present the results of the effect
of stress and structural deformation on structural performance.

Effect of uniform snow load on skeleton safety. Figure 6 displays the normal stress distribution dia-
gram of the greenhouse skeleton. Results indicated that, under uniform snow load, the maximum normal stress
of the skeleton was located at the connection between the transverse tensile reinforcement and the front roof.
According to Fig. 7, the maximum normal stress on the four skeleton pipe types were 22.889 MPa, 25.623 MPa,
25.443 MPa and 26.611 MPa, respectively. We concluded that the structural strength of the analyzed pipes com-
plied with the standard requirements. According to the results shown in Fig. 6, the skeleton part with the maxi-
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Figure 6. Normal skeleton stress diagram under uniform snow load condition: (a) round tube; (b) square tube;
(c) Q tube; (d) elliptic tube.

mum normal stress was located on the transversal tensile reinforcement, which was subjected to the highest
positive pressure. This pressure was the result of the forces exerted by the back slope and the front arch. Data
also indicated that under uniform load conditions, the transverse tensile reinforcement was essential in the
construction of the greenhouse. Figure 7 shows the comparison for maximum normal stress in the four types of
skeleton tubes. According to these data, the round tube displayed the minimum normal stress and elliptic tube
the maximum one.

Greenhouse skeleton shape variations under uniform snow load.  Figure 8 shows the distribution
diagram for shape variations of greenhouse skeletons. Data indicated that, under uniform snow load action, the
largest shape variations of the greenhouse skeleton were concentrated on the transversal tensile reinforcement.
These results were consistent with those obtained for the normal stress distribution of the greenhouse skeleton.
The largest shape variations in the four pipe types were 30.952 mm, 33.073 mm, 21.942 mm and 20.598 mm.
As Fig. 9 shows, the highest shape variation was that of the square tube. That of the elliptic tube was the small-
est one. Therefore, under uniform snow load conditions, the smallest effect on the greenhouse skeleton was the
elliptic tube.

Influence of non-uniform snow load conditions.. Figure 10 presents the results for the normal stress
distribution of the greenhouse skeleton. Data indicated that under non-uniform snow load conditions, the maxi-
mum normal stress of the skeleton was located at the connection between the transversal tensile reinforcement
and the front roof. According to Fig. 11, the maximum normal stress on the four skeleton pipe shapes was
56.401 MPa, 63.142 MPa, 69.21 MPa and 65.566 MPa. Comparing these values with that of the Q235 steel,
which was 235 MPa, we concluded that these values met the requirements. Also, comparing the results shown
in Figs. 6 and 10, we concluded that the skeleton member with the maximum normal stress was the transversal
tensile reinforcement. In addition, according to the data presented in Figs. 7 and 11, the normal stress of the
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Figure 7. Histogram of normal skeleton stress under uniform snow load condition.
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Figure 8. Diagram of skeleton shape variations under uniform snow load condition: (a) round tube; (b) square
tube; (c) Q tube; (d) elliptic tube.

skeleton under non-uniform snow load significantly increased. Moreover, comparing the normal stress of the
four materials, results indicated that the normal stress corresponding to round tube was the lowest one, and that
of the Q) tube was the highest one.

Greenhouse skeleton shape variations under non-uniform snow load conditions. Figure 12
displays the distribution of greenhouse skeleton shape variations. Results indicated that under non-uniform
snow load conditions, the largest shape variations of the greenhouse skeleton were concentrated on the trans-
versal tensile reinforcement. These results were consistent with those obtained for the normal stress distribution
of the greenhouse skeleton. The maximum shape variations of the four-pipe types of greenhouse skeletons were
46.896 mm, 52.592 mm, 36.362 mm and 30.743 mm, respectively. Results presented in Fig. 13 indicated that the
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Figure 12. Skeleton shape variations under non-uniform snow load condition: (a) round tube; (b) square tube;
(c) Q tube; (d) elliptic tube.

square tube skeleton presented the largest shape variation. The elliptic tube greenhouse skeleton displayed the
smallest shape variation. Therefore, the smallest effect on the greenhouse skeleton was the elliptic tube.
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Figure 13. Linear diagram of skeleton variations under non-uniform snow load condition. (a) Round tube, (b)
square tube, (c) Q tube, (d) elliptic tube.

Serial number | Main beam size/mm | Amount of steel (t)/kg | Form of a variable (L)/mm | T/(mm/kg)
1 25x40x2 902.27 47.766 0

2 25x45x2 948.96 39.585 1.7522
3 25x50x2 995.64 33.524 1.5253
4 30x60x2 1162.3 27.079 0.7956
5 30x65x2 1209 25.82 0.7155
6 30x70x2 1255.7 24.796 0.6499
7 30x75%x2 1302.4 23.896 0.5965
8 30x80x2 1349.1 23.169 0.5269
9 30x85x2 1395.8 22.444 0.5141
10 30x90x2 1442.5 21.788 0.4809
11 30x95x2 1489.2 21.136 0.4537
12 30x100x2 1535.8 20.597 0.4288

Table 5. The quantity and shape of steel used for different materials sizes.

Influence of section size on skeleton structural safety. Under non-uniform snow condition, elliptic
tubes of different sizes were used as main beams for the greenhouse skeletons. The steel quantity and shape vari-
ations of the greenhouse skeletons are shown in Table 5, where T represents the reduction of the greenhouse
skeleton shape variation for every increment of 10 kg of steel. T was calculated with the following equation:

=10(L; —L)/(t—t7)
where L, is the greenhouse skeleton shape Var1at10(n of ele)rr/lgznt ntmber 1; L is the greenhouse skeleton sh(ape)z

variation; t is the amount of steel in the greenhouse skeleton; and t, is the amount of steel in the greenhouse
skeleton of the element number 1. The steel structure Design Code (2017) has indicated that the maximum defor-
mation of the elliptic tube in large-span steel structures should be 28.6 mm. The Main girder size 25x 40 x 2 mm,
25x45x2 mm and 25X 50 x 2 mm, our results indicated that shape variations were 47.766 mm, 39.585 mm and
33.524 mm, which exceeded normal shape variations. When the greenhouse skeleton shape variation does not
exceed the standard value, with the increase of the greenhouse girder size, the greenhouse skeleton shape vari-
ation gradually decreases.

Influence of wall thickness on skeleton safety. Under non-uniform snow load, elliptic tube of the
same size and different wall thickness were used as main beams for the greenhouse skeleton. The steel quantity
and shape variations of the greenhouse skeleton are shown in Table 6, where T represents the reduction of the
shape variation of the greenhouse skeleton for every 10 kg of increment in steel weight. T was calculated accord-
ing to the formula T=10 * (L, — L)/(t — t,), L, is the greenhouse skeleton shape variation of Number 1; L is the
greenhouse skeleton shape variation; t is the amount of steel in the greenhouse skeleton; and t; is the amount of
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Serial number | Main girder wall thickness/mm | Amount of steel (t)/kg | Form of a variable (L)/mm | T/(mm/kg)
1 30x60x1 684.23 35913 0

2 30x60x1.5 925.12 29.635 0.2606

3 30x60x2 1162.3 27.079 0.1848

4 30x60x2.5 1395.9 25.787 0.1423

5 30x60x3 1625 24.834 0.1177

Table 6. Amount and shape of steel used for different wall thicknesses.

Span/m 7 8 9 10
Main beam size/mm 25x45x1.5 [30x60x2 |30x65x2 |30x75x2

Table 7. Skeleton size suggestion.

steel in the greenhouse skeleton of number 1. According to the steel structure Design Code (2017), the maxi-
mum elliptic tube deformation in large-span steel structure should be 28.6 mm. Thus, values of 30 x 60 x 1 mm
and 30 x 60 x 1.5 mm did not comply with the shape variations standard. According to Table 7, with the increase
of wall thickness, the reduction of the skeleton shape variation gradually decreased.

In the present research, the optimum size of the single tube for the Chinese solar greenhouse skeleton to be
used in the Shenyang region was calculated (Table 3). According to our results, the tie rod should be made of a
30 x 2 mm round tube, while the tie bar reinforcement of a 20 x 2 mm round tube.

Conclusion
In the present research, the effect of different geometric parameters of single tube sections on the safety of solar
greenhouse skeletons was studied. The results are provided below:

1. The maximum stress of the four types of cross-section skeletons was located at the connection between the
transversal tensile reinforcement and the front roof. This position should be strengthened during construc-
tion.

2. CElliptic tube should be selected as the skeleton cross-section during greenhouse construction because it
works best in greenhouse loads. It is conducive to the unification of the skeleton standard of the single tube
greenhouse.

3. 'The effect of increasing the greenhouse skeleton size was better than that of increasing the wall thickness of
the greenhouse materials.

4. We determined the appropriate skeleton size of single tube skeletons to be used in solar greenhouses for the
Shenyang region.

5. The single tube greenhouse skeleton applied to the largest span needs to be carried out in-depth research on
it, so as to the main and secondary beam structure of the greenhouse skeleton safety.

Received: 22 December 2020; Accepted: 8 September 2021
Published online: 29 September 2021

References

1. Li, T. Current situation and prospects of greenhouse industry development in China. J. Shenyang Agric. Univ. 36, 131-138 (2005).

2. Sun, J. et al. Development status and trends of protected horticulture in China. J. Nanjing Agric. Univ. 42, 594-604 (2019).

3. Wei, X., Zhou, C., Cao, N. & Ding, X. Design method for solar greenhouse outlines based on illumination conditions. North.
Hortic. 15, 1-5 (2010).

4. Sun, Z., Huang, W. & Li, T. Light and temperature performance of energy-saving solar greenhouse assembled with color plate.
Trans. Chin. Soc. Agric. Eng. 29, 159-167 (2013).

5. Chen, D., Zheng, H., Zhang, J. & Qiu, J. A comprehensive research on the metorological environment in sun-light greenhouse
(III)—A comparative research on the total amount of direct radiation in the greenhouses with different arc lighting surfaces. Trans.
Chin. Soc. Agric. Eng. 8, 78-82 (1992).

6. Bai, Y. & Ming, Y. Analysis of influence factor on safety and durability of steel skeleton of solar greenhouse. Room Mater. Appl. 33,
14-15 (2005).

7. Liu, J. & Zhou, C. The present and development of sunlight greenhouse structure optimization. J. Inn. Mong. Agric. Univ. 28,
264-268 (2007).

8. Briassoulis, D., Dougka, G., Dimakogianni, D. & Vayas, I. Analysis of the collapse of a greenhouse with vaulted roof. Biosyst. Eng.
151, 495-509 (2016).

9. Guo, L. et al. A new steel structure solar greenhouse suitable for off-season cultivation of fruit trees. North. Hortic. 19, 45-48
(2019).

10. Xie, H. & Liu, Y. Investigation and analysis on performance of arch plastic greenhouse in Daqing. J. Heilongjiang Bayi Agric. Univ.
30, 85-91 (2018).
11. Zhang, Y. & Liang, J. The stress testing of solar greenhouse’s steel truss. J. Shenyang Agric. Univ. 33, 205-207 (2002).

Scientific Reports |

(2021) 11:19307 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-98779-y nature portfolio



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

12. Wang, W,, Bai, Y., Huang, W, Liu, Y. & Wang, H. The analysis for the load testing of novel sliding energy-saving solar greenhouse’s
steel truss. J. Shenyang Agric. Univ. 44, 683-686 (2013).

13. Wang, B,, Jin, B. & Song, J. Finite element analysis of load bearing capacity of steel skeletons for solar greenhouses under vertical
loads. J. Ningxia Univ. 30, 336-342 (2009).

14. Lu, Z. & Qiu, L. Finite element optimization of single slope solar greenhouse steel framework. Trans. Chin. Soc. Agric. Mach. 36,
150-154 (2005).

15. Bai, Y., Wang, H., Wang, T. & Li, T. Design and test of new steel frame solar greenhouse. J. Shenyang Agric. Univ. 44, 542-547
(2012).

16. Zhou, C. Dr. Zhou investigated the structure and structure of a single-tube skeleton solar greenhouse. Agric. Eng. Technol. 40,
49-54 (2020).

17. Iribarne, L., Torres, J. A. & Pefia, A. Using computer modeling techniques to design tunnel greenhouse structures. Comput. Ind.
58, 403-415 (2007).

18. Li, C, Liang, Z. & Ju, J. Spatial finite element analysis of heteromorphous greenhouse. J. China Agric. Univ. 12, 84-87 (2007).

19. Ren, J. et al. Finite element analysis of the static properties and stability of a large-span plastic greenhouse. Comput. Electron. Agric.
165, 104957 (2019).

20. Ha, T. et al. Finite element model updating of multi-span greenhouses based on ambient vibration measurements. Biosyst. Eng.
161, 145-156 (2017).

21. Dai, C. et al. Analysis on snow distribution on sunlight greenhouse and its distribution coefficient. In International Federation for
Information Processing, Vol. 452, 575-588 (2015).

Acknowledgements
This work was supported by Liaoning Province Science and Technology Plan Project (2020-BS-134) and The
Major Agricultural Project (2019JH1/10200003).

Author contributions

Conceptualization: X.L., Z.L., T.L., Y.L. Data curation: X.L., Z.L. Formal analysis: X.L., Y.L., T.L. Funding acqui-
sition: X.L. Investigation: Z.L., Y.L., L.Z., T.L. Methodology: Z.L., Y.L. Project administration: Y.L. Resources:
L.Z., T.L. Software: Y.L. Supervision: L.Z., Y.L. Validation: X.L., Y.L. Writing—original draft: X.L., Z.L., Y.L.
Writing—review and editing: T.L.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to Y.L. or T.L.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International

= License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or
format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2021

Scientific Reports |

(2021) 11:19307 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-98779-y nature portfolio


www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Effect of single tube sections on the structural safety of Chinese solar greenhouse skeletons
	Methods
	Greenhouse structural parameters. 
	Pipe shape and size. 
	Geometric modeling and meshing. 
	Unit and meshing. 
	Constraint conditions. 
	Loads and analytical method. 
	Constant load G. 
	Crop load Ck. 
	Concentrated roof load construction Ek. 
	Seismic load Ak. 
	Snow load Sk. 
	Governing equations. 
	Linear buckling stability analysis. 
	Working conditions. 

	Results
	Effect of uniform snow load on skeleton safety. 
	Greenhouse skeleton shape variations under uniform snow load. 
	Influence of non-uniform snow load conditions.. 
	Greenhouse skeleton shape variations under non-uniform snow load conditions. 
	Influence of section size on skeleton structural safety. 
	Influence of wall thickness on skeleton safety. 

	Conclusion
	References
	Acknowledgements


