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Tab.1 Typical super-large cooling towers under construction/operation in Chinese thermal power plant
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(a) Bifurcation buckling of intact cylindrical
shell under uniform compression
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(b) Snap-through buckling of spherical shell with initial
imperfection under uniformly-distributed load
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Fig.1 Two types of buckling modes of shell structure
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Fig.2 Experimental study on shell stability of cooling tower
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Fig.3 Whole process simulation of wind-induced collapse of large cooling tower
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