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This paper deals with the lateral vibration of a finite double-Rayleigh beam system having arbitrary classical end conditions and
traversed by a concentrated moving mass. The system is made up of two identical parallel uniform Rayleigh beams which are
continuously joined together by a viscoelastic Winkler type layer. Of particular interest, however, is the effect of the mass of the
moving load on the dynamic response of the system. To this end, a solution technique based on the generalized finite integral
transform, modified Struble’s method, and differential transform method (DTM) is developed. Numerical examples are given for
the purpose of demonstrating the simplicity and efficiency of the technique. The dynamic responses of the system are presented
graphically and found to be in good agreement with those previously obtained in the literature for the case of a moving force. The
conditions under which the system reaches a state of resonance and the corresponding critical speeds were established. The effects
of variations of the ratio (y;) of the mass of the moving load to the mass of the beam on the dynamic response are presented. The

effects of other parameters on the dynamic response of the system are also examined.

1. Introduction

The problem of determining the dynamic response of elastic
structures traversed by moving loads is of significant tech-
nological importance and various researchers (Engineers,
Physicists, and Applied Mathematicians) continue to pay
considerable attention to studying the various corresponding
mathematical models [1-14]. Most of these studies have been
carried out for simpler structures such as beams, plates,
frames, and shells since such elastic structures form the
fundamental components of various modern complex struc-
tures and the mathematical analysis involved is relatively less
complicated. For instance, the trolleys of overhead travelling
cranes which move on their girders, as well as bridges on
which trains or vehicles move, may be modeled as moving
loads on beam [5]. The theory of vibration of single-beam or
single-plate system subjected to moving loads with different
boundary conditions has been extensively developed with

hundreds of articles on it [1-14]. Fryba [2], in particular,
gave a comprehensive survey of some of the techniques for
solving various versions of this problem. Some engineering
applications of the theory of vibration of a single-beam or
single-plate system carrying a moving load include the study
of the dynamic behaviour of guided circular saws usually
used in the wood products industry, modern high-speed
precision machinery processes, design of railway bridges,
and the machining processes [14]. However, there exist many
problems of notable practical significance in many branches
of modern industrial, mechanical, aerospace, and civil engi-
neering for which the theory of vibration of single-beam
system under a moving load may not hold and hence one has
to resort to the vibration theory of double-beam, triple-beam,
or multibeam systems traversed by a moving load. Examples
of such problems include the vibration of composite mate-
rials which is usually modeled using double-beam system.
Elastically connected concentric beams are also being used
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as continuous system models for carbon nanotubes and a
linear model for interatomic Van der Waals forces is usually
provided for by the elastic layers connecting the two beams.
As a third example, it is remarked that the coupled behaviour
of paper translating with the paper cloth (wire screen) during
paper making process is usually studied by modeling the
system as two axially translating tensioned beams inter-
connected by an elastic foundation. Some other significant
applications of double-beam system are in (i) passive vibra-
tion control, (ii) weight reduction, and (iii) strength and
stiffness increase [15, 16]. It is, nevertheless, observed from
literature that, unlike the single-beam system, relatively few
works have been carried out for the non-single-beam system
carrying moving loads. This is perhaps due to the difficulties
encountered in solving the governing coupled partial differ-
ential equations. Dublin and Friedrich [17] studied forced
vibration of two elastic Euler beams interconnected by
spring-damper system. The free vibration and the impact
problem of a double-beam system which is made up of iden-
tical beams elastically connected were studied theoretically
and experimentally by Seelig and Hoppmann [18] and Seelig
and Hoppmann II [19], respectively. Kessel [20] studied the
excitation of resonance in an elastically connected double
beam system by a cyclic moving load while Kessel and
Raske [21] carried out the analysis of the dynamic behavior
of the system comprising two parallel simply supported
beams which were elastically connected and traversed by
a cyclic moving load. There exists other interesting studies
which have been conducted on double elastic beams [22-
24]. To the authors knowledge, most of these previous
works involving double beams under moving loads are
acted upon by only moving forces. In other words, the
effect of the inertia of the moving load has not been taken
into account. Yet problems involving this effect, though
relatively more difficult, are more appropriate representations
of the realistic problems usually encountered in practice.
As a matter of fact the moving force problem is a special
case of the moving mass problem and the difficulty in
the latter is due to the singularity appearing in the iner-
tia terms. The solution techniques in most of the above
existing works have also been suitable only for simply
supported end conditions. However, in recent years many
authors paid attention to earthquake resistance systems
as well as economic construction. This calls for lighter
weight structures. Hence, it becomes necessary to inves-
tigate the influence of relatively large masses traversing
such structure. The dynamic response of such structures
to moving loads whose inertia effect is not negligible
should therefore be thoroughly analysed for a rational safe
design.

In the present paper, attention is focused on the effect of
the mass of a moving load of constant magnitude and velocity
on the dynamic response of a finite prismatic double-beam
system interconnected by a core. Of particular interest is the
influence of the mass of the moving load on the dynamic
response of two finite prismatic parallel upper and lower
Rayleigh beams connected by a viscoelastic core and having
various classical end conditions. This has not been accounted
for in previous studies [25]. It is also assumed that the effect of
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noise is negligible. Hence the influence of either Gaussian or
non-Gaussian noise as well as the output constraints [26, 27]
is not taken into account. To achieve the desired objective,
a general versatile solution technique is developed. This
technique is based, in the first instance, on reducing the two
governing fourth-order coupled partial differential equations
to a set of two second-order ordinary differential equations
using generalized finite integral transform. The latter is then
simplified using modified Struble’s method [1] and solving the
resulting set of two coupled ordinary differential equations
using a semianalytical method known as differential trans-
form method (DTM). The solution technique is an extended,
modified version of the approach developed by the first
author (and Oni) in [1] for the dynamic response of (i) a
finite Rayleigh beam and (ii) a non-Mindlin rectangular plate
under an arbitrary number of concentrated moving masses.
The present technique holds for all types of classical end
conditions for double-Rayleigh beams acting upon by either
moving forces or masses. Its two-dimensional version for
double-plate moving load problem can be easily developed.
Semianalytical solutions are obtained. The influence of vari-
ous parameters (especially those of the inertia of the moving
load) involved in the problem are presented graphically
and discussed qualitatively and quantitatively. The resonance
conditions for both the moving force and moving mass
problems are also established. Furthermore, the analysis
presented is well illustrated using some of the classical end
conditions.

The remaining part of this paper is organized as fol-
lows: In Section 2, the problem is defined, stating the
pertinent governing differential equations as well as the
corresponding initial and boundary conditions. The method
of analysis is discussed in Section 3 along with the solu-
tions of the moving force and moving mass double-beam
problems. Illustrative examples are given in Section 4,
followed by the discussion on resonance conditions for
the moving force and moving mass double-beam systems
in Section 5. Section 6 deals with the numerical analysis
of the problem. Finally, concluding remarks are given in
Section 7.

2. Mathematical Model

Consider a double-Rayleigh beam system consisting of
two finite, prismatic, undamped, parallel upper and lower
Rayleigh beams joined together by a viscoelastic layer (core)
which is modeled as a set of parallel springs and dash-
pots as shown in Figure 1. For the sake of brevity and
simplicity, the effect of noise on the system is assumed
negligible. Thus, the influence of non-Gaussian noises and
output constraints [26, 27], in particular, on the system
is not considered. The upper beam is subjected to a
load P,(x,t) having mass M; and moving with a constant
velocity v. For simplicity, it is assumed that the two beams are
identical having the same length L, flexural rigidity EI, and
mass per unit length p. For convenience the system is, hereby;,
referred to as system I. The dynamic responses W, (x, t) and
W, (x, t) of the upper and lower Rayleigh beams, respectively,
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Moving load (P, (x,t))

EI 4 & Upper beam (W, (x,1))
Spring (K;)
L]
Dashpot (&)
EI u ¢ Lower beam (W, (x,t))

FIGURE 1: Double-Rayleigh beam system subjected to a moving load P(x, t).

satisfy the following pair of fourth-order, coupled partial
differential equations [22, 25].

EIWIW (2, t) + uWy (x,t) — TmlMRIW;I (x,1)

+ T [k (W) (x,8) = W, (1)) 1)
+& (W, (6, 1) =W, (x,0)] = P, (x,1),

EIW! (x,£) + uW, (x,£) — T, iR, W (%, )
+ T [Ky (W) (x,8) = W, (1)) )

+& (W, (x5,1) - W, (x,1))] =0,

where R; is the measure of rotatory inertia correction factor,
E is the Young’s modulus, I is the second moment of area, k,
is the spring constant, g, is the damping coefficient, t (0 <t <
L/v) is the time, x is the spatial coordinate, the prime denotes
differentiation with respect to x and a dot is the differentiation
with respect to time ¢, and T,,; and T,,, are tracing constants,
each of which takes on the value unity or zero depending on
whether in the subsequent analysis the effects of (i) rotatory
inertia and (ii) the joining layer are taken, respectively, into
account or not. Furthermore, the concentrated moving load,
P, (x,t), is defined as [1]

P (x,t) = [MLg ~T., (MLW1 (x,£) = 2M VW, (x, 1) o
3
- MW (x,0)] 8 (x - vp)].

In (3) g is the acceleration due to gravity, the term
V"W, (x,t) represents the centrifugal acceleration, the term

ZVW;(X, t) denotes the Coriolis acceleration, the term
W, (x, t) represents the local acceleration, and 8(-) is the Dirac

delta function defined as

o0, x=0

d(x) = (4)
0, x#0

and T,,; is the third tracing constant whose value is unity
if the effect of inertia of the load is taken into account;

otherwise, it is zero. Note that the Dirac delta function is an
even function; therefore, it is expressed as a Fourier cosine
series and we have [1, 3]

1 2 nmvt
S(x—vt)= =+ =) cos—cos .
L L L L

n=1

nmnx

(5)

For the system under consideration, the boundary con-
ditions are any of the classical boundary conditions (i.e., any
of the simply supported, free, clamped, and sliding boundary
conditions) or their combinations. Hence, the conditions can
be written as [1]

B, [W, (x,1)]|, = 0 = B, [W, (x,1)]], (6)
where the subscript e indicates that the elements of the
vector of linear spatial differential operators B, and B, are
to be specified at the boundaries of the two beams. Also,
without any loss of generality, it is assumed that the boundary
conditions on the same side of the system are the same though
they can be any of the classical conditions.

Finally, the initial conditions are

Wl (x) t)lt:O =0= Wl (x’ t)'t:();

W, (5, )],cg = 0= W, (x,8)] _ -

3. Method of Solution

To solve the above initial-boundary-value problem made up
of (1)-(3) and (5)-(7), the method of solution already alluded
to is presented in this section. The method consists of the
following three main steps. (i) Reduce the set of two fourth-
order coupled partial differential equations (1) and (2) to a
set of two coupled ordinary differential equations of order
two using the generalized finite integral transform. (ii) Use
the modified asymptotic method of Struble [1] to simplify the
resulting set of two coupled transformed ordinary differential
equations. (iii) Solve the final set of two simplified coupled
transformed ordinary differential equations using a semi-
analytical method known as differential transform method
(DTM).



3.1. The Transformed Second-Order Coupled Ordinary Differ-
ential Equations. To obtain the solution for the transverse
dynamic responses W; (x, t) and W, (x, t) of the two Rayleigh
beams interconnected by a viscoelastic layer, the fourth-
order coupled partial differential equations (1) and (2) are,
in the first instance, transformed into a set of two second-
order coupled ordinary differential equations. To this end, the
generalized finite integral transforms which are defined as

L
W, (a.0) = [ W nnU, @ dx, ®)

0

L
W, (g.t) = Jo W, (x,t) U, (x) dx )

are introduced.
The corresponding inverse formulae are

muﬁ:Z#ﬂi@ﬂ%u% (10)
g=1"¢q

»mmngwm@%m. (1)
9=1"¢cq

In (8) and (9), Uy(x), (g =1,2,...,00) are eigenfunctions of
a single-Euler beam system which usually have the form

’\q Aq q
U, (x) =sin —x+ A_cos —x + B_sinh —x
L 1 L 1 1)
12

+ Cq cosh —1x.
L

The constants A, B, C,,and A, are usually determined using
any of the classical boundary conditions. Also, the constant
Ugq is defined as

L
Uy = j yU; (x)dx (13)
0

and Uq(x) are such that
iv _ 2
EIUq (x) = yquq (x) (14)

while w, is the natural circular frequency, defined as

A4
o = 1 EL (15)
q LA 7
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Taking the generalized finite integral transform of (1)-(3)
using (5), (7), (8), (9), (10), and (11), one obtains

T,

W 277 s My
Wi (q.t) + oW, (qt) = T, Rihy (1) + =22y —=
1 V1 1Ry L ZuU,,

- [B5 (& v) + 20k} (t,v) + VP hE (1)
k;— &)= ki—
T | W, (0.0) + 2, (0.0 - 2, (g0
Sov7 My
- ;Wz (q, t)] = 7qu (Vt) s (16)
W, (g.t) + w;Wz (9:1) = Tra Ry, (1)

+T

ra2

k,— &)= k,—
jwz (g.t) + ﬁwz (g.t) - ;lwl (g:1)

En——
-2 g t)] ~0,

where
hy (t) = ZULGZ (g:1) Wl (1), 1)
r=1-¢cq
hy () = ZUiGZ (g:7) Wz (r,t), (18)
r=1"-"cr
h; (t;v)
W = nnvt (19)
W00 |10+ 25 o 00|
hy (t;v)
W — nnvt (20)
W00 [ 0r) 25 o500 )
h; (t;v)
W < nnvt (21
=Wy (r1) [92 (g7)+ ZZ cos TGZC (@ r)] ,
n=1
L
0, (a.1) = [ U, (U, ()
(22)

L "
6, (a.r) = [ U, 00} (.
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L !
0y (a.1) = | Ul (00, ),

. (23)
brc (@) = | cos™ U, (U, ()
0
L
0, (g 7) = J cos—U "(x ) U, (%) dx,
y (24)
Ouc (a7) = | cos™2U] () U, ()
0
L
U, = J U? (x) dx. (25)
0

Equations (16)-(25) are the coupled transformed second-
order ordinary differential equations governing the lateral
behaviour of a double-Rayleigh beam system interconnected
by a viscoelastic layer and traversed by a moving mass.

3.2. Simplification of the Coupled Second-Order Differential
Equations. In general, it is difficult to get an exact analytical
solution to a set of two coupled second-order ordinary dif-
ferential equations unless certain simplifications are carried
out and/or some assumptions are made. Furthermore, it
is remarked at this juncture that the difficulty with (16),
in particular, is not only that they are highly coupled but
that the coeflicients of the terms representing the inertia
of the moving load are also functions of the independent
variable t. Hence, it is expedient that this set of coupled,
transformed second-order ordinary differential equations are
simplified using certain assumptions. Specifically, the method
of simplifying these equations involves following these three
substeps: (a) Decouple the set of the ordinary differential
equations. (b) Obtain modified frequency (I) due to the effect
of rotatory inertia. (c) Obtain yet another modified frequency
(II) due to the effect of the mass of the moving load.

3.3. Partially Decoupled Transformed Ordinary Differential
Equations. In this subsection, we seek to simplify the coupled
transformed second-order ordinary differential equations
(16). To this end, a system consisting of two unconnected
Rayleigh beams is, in the time being, considered. It is also
assumed that one of the beams (hereby referred to as first
beam) is acted upon by a moving mass while the second
vibrates freely. This system is a simplified version of system
I and is, for convenience, hereby termed system II. For this
type of system, (16) are reduced to

Wl (g1) +w Wl (@) = Tray RyR (1)

ra3ZML [ (tv) + 20k (£,v) + VB (1,0)]

U,

=1 (26)

M
= —gU, (vt),
u J7a

WZ (q’ t) tw WZ (q’ t) ralRIh; (t) =0. (27)

Note that (26) and (27) can also be directly obtained from (16)
by setting T,, to zero and are still coupled.

3.4. Method of Obtaining the Modified Frequency (I). Equa-
tions (26) and (27) are still difficult to solve. Hence, they have
to be further simplified. To achieve this, the first Rayleigh
beam of system II is hereby assumed, for the time being, to
be acted upon by a moving force as opposed to a moving
mass. In other words, the moving force problem of system
IT is considered. This amounts to setting T,,5 to zero in (26)
so that (26) and (27) become
Wi(g.t)+ w;WI (@) = T Ryhy (1)

(28)
M
= ngq (vt),

W, (g.t) + w;Wz (@) = T Ryh; (1) = 0, (29)
respectively.

Furthermore, it is still difficult to obtain an exact analyt-
ical solution to (28) and (29). Hence, one resorts to using an
approximate analytical technique [1] which is a modification
of the asymptotic method due to Struble [1, 3]. This analytic
technique involves obtaining a modified frequency (I) of the
system due to the presence of the effect of rotatory inertia
so that each of the differential operators in (28) and (29) is
replaced by an equivalent operator defined by the modified
frequency. Hence, following [1], one first denotes the ratio of
the rotatory inertia correction factor, R;, of any of the two
beams to its length by y, and define a small parameter « such
that

Yo
= ——<1.
1+, (30)
It follows, therefore, that
Yo =oc+0(oc2). (31)

Considering the homogenous part of (28), for instance, one
obtains

Wi (gt) + ) (1+a6" (4.9) W, (q.1)

o N (32)
Z af* (g, r) W, (r,t) =0,
r=1,r#q
where
. pL
0" (¢:9) = ;-0:(.9)- (33)
cq

According to Struble’s technique [1, 3], the general solution of
(28) is of the form

W, (g.t) = Z (g, t) cos [a)qt -Q(q t)]

N (34)
+ Y aW, (g,t) + O (™),

i=1



where Z(g,t) and Q(g,t) are slowly time varying functions
such that

Z(gt) = 0(e);
Z(qt) = 0(a’),
. (35)
Q(q.1) = 0(a);
Q(g1) =0(a’)
while N is a finite natural number and “=” denotes “is of

order.”
For N, = 1 and without loss of generality, we have

W, (g.t) = Z (g, t) cos [wqt -Q(g t)] +aW, (g.t)

+0(a?) ©
and hence
W (a1) = [Z(a.1) - jZ (1)
+20,Z (9,1)Q(a.t) - Z(9.1) Q" (g.1)] cos [t
-Q(a.1)] - [20,2 (g:t) - 2Z (1) Q(g:1) (37)

- Z(g.)Q(q1)] sin[w,t - Q(g,1)] + aW, (g,1)
+0 (“2) .
Substituting (36) and (37) into (32) and simplifying the

resulting equation, taking into account (30), (31), and (35),
we have

2w, 7 (q,t) Q (g, t) cos [wqt -Q(g t)] - 2w,7 (g,1)
.sin [wqt -Q(g t)] - 2avw,Z (g,t) 0, (j,q)

- sin [wqt - Q (q’ t)] - 4‘wiqz (q’ t) 62 (]’ q)

< nmvt
. Z cos Tsin [wqt -Q

n=1

(9:t)] - aw}Z (q,)

0, (j>q) cos [w,t = Q(g,1)] - 20w] Z (g, 1)

(38)
L (7.9) Z cos @ cos [wqt -Qlg, t)]
n=1

+a’Z (q,t) 65 (j, ) cos [wqt -Q(g t)]

. t
2005 (j.q) Z (gt i
P 0, ()2 01) Y cos ™
-cos[wqt—Q(q,t)]zo.
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Neglecting terms which do not contribute to the variational
equations, (38) becomes

W T 0" (9.9) Z (g.t) cos [wyt = Q(q.1)]
+2w,Z (9,t) Q (g ) cos [wqt -Q(q, t)] (39)

- 2wZ (g,t)sin [a)qt -Q(g t)] =0.

Setting the coefficients of cos[w,t — Q(g,1)] and sin[w,t —
Q(g,t)] in (39) to zero, we have

quQ (q’ t) + w ral‘xe (q’ ) =0, (40)
2w, Z(g.t) = (41)
whose solutions are
Z(g,t) = ko, (42)
Q(g:t) =~ ((x 10" (@) 1) + kg, (43)

respectively, while k,, k are constants.
Hence, the desired modified frequency (I) due to the
presence of rotatory inertia is
W, .
8q = 7 [2 + Tralae (q’ q)] (44)
and the differential operator which acts on W;(g,t) and
W, (r,t) in (28) is, as earlier alluded to, replaced by the
equivalent free system operator defined by the modified
frequency, 8q. In other words, (28) which describes the
transverse displacement of the first Rayleigh beam traversed
by a moving force is reduced to

W, () + 82W, (4,1) = PogU, (v1), (45)

where

M .
Por = —2 (1+a6" (q.9)). (46)

Using arguments similar to those presented thus far in this
subsection, (29) is also reduced to

W, (q.£) + 82W, (g.1) = 0. (47)

The implication of (45) and (47) is that when the effect of the
inertia terms (i.e., the terms involving the tracing constants
) for system I is not neglected, (26) and (27) simplify to

ra3

W1 (g.t) + 5 W1 (gt) +T ra3 Z

48
: [h; (t,v) + 2vK; (t,v) + v*h (t, v)] (48)

= PORUq (Vt) >
W, (g.t) + 83, (¢.1) = 0, (49)

respectively. In other words, the set of second-order ordinary
differential equations for system II when the first Rayleigh
beam is acted upon by a moving mass is now reduced to (48)
and (49).
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3.5. Method of Obtaining the Modified Frequency (II). The
problem of system II is now reduced to that of seeking the
solutions to (48) and (49). It is however remarked at this
juncture that while (49) can be easily solved, there is no exact
analytical solution of (48). Hence, one again resorts to the
approximate analytical method discussed in Section 3.4. The
argument is that the problem under consideration involves
the effect of both rotatory inertia and the inertia of the
moving load. Hence, it is not sufficient to obtain the modified
frequency (I) due to the effect of rotatory inertia only [2].
As a matter of fact, having obtained the modified frequency
(I), 8,, we now proceed to obtain another frequency (a
modified 6,), say 0, which is due not only to the presence of
rotatory inertia but also to that of the moving mass. Following
arguments similar to that of Section 3.4, an equivalent free
system operator defined in terms of the new frequency, ,,
for W,(g,t) then replaces the terms on the left hand side of
(48). To this end, we introduce a small parameter y such that

vl (50)
where
= % (51)
is the mass ratio.
It also follows that
"= y+0(y2). (52)

To obtain the desired modified frequency (II) due to the effect
of the inertia of the moving load and that of the rotatory
inertia, the homogeneous part of (48) is then considered.
The first approximation to the assumed solution of the said
homogeneous equation, according to Struble’s technique, is

W, (g.t) = Z(g,t) cos [8,t - Q(q. )| + YW, (g.1)
+0 (yz) .
Again substituting (53) and its first- and second-order time

derivatives into the homogeneous part of (48) taking into
account (52), we have

53)

- 28qZ (q, t) sin [8qt -Q (q, t)] +27Z (q, t) Q (q, t)

- §,c08 [Sqt -Q(g t)] + )’W_.l (9:1)

+y8 W, (gt) + yZUL

r=1 cr

nmvt

. [—83 (91 (r,t) + 22 cos T) 0. (g ) Z (r.t)
-cos [8,t —Q(r,1)]

- nmvt
-28.v| 05 (g 2 —0,.(q, Z (r,t
(0an 23 oo an) 2

7
- sin [STt -Q(r, t)]
+v7 (92 (g.r)+ 2§ cos %WGZE (g r)) Z (r,t)
n=1
-cos [8,t - Q(r, t)]] =0,
(54)

where the terms in y* and higher power of y have been
neglected. The corresponding variational equations are

26,2 (0.1) 2256, (3.0) Z g.0) = 0,
(55)
22Q(q:1) 8, - gf# (01 (g.0)- v E%’ q)> =0.
Solving (55), we have
Z(gt) = A%t
Q- 57 (a1 taa) -7 =RD v, -

where r° = uyv05(q,q)/U,,, A® and ¢, are constants, and
hence

29 )
quéq[l— uy <61(q,q)—vzé—(2qq)>:|. (57)
q

Equation (57) is the desired modified frequency (II) cor-
responding to the frequency of the free system involving
rotatory inertia and moving mass effect.

Hence, according to Struble’s technique, (48) reduces to

W, (1) + QW () = PrgU, (), (58)
where

Prp =ygL (59)

and the set of second-order transformed ordinary differential
equations for system II are now made up of (45) and (58)
whose closed form solutions can be obtained without much
difficulty.

3.6. Solution of the Two Viscoelastically Connected Rayleigh
Beams. Recall that system II is a simplified version of the
original system I and it is obtained by assuming that the two
Rayleigh beams are not joined by a layer (i.e., T,,, = 0). Now,
if the viscoelastic layer is retained, then T,,, is not equal to



zero. In this case and in view of (45) and (58), the two second-
order transformed coupled ordinary differential equations for
the double-Rayleigh beam system I are finally simplified to

. _ ko
W, (00« 0, .0+ Tos | 2, .0)

Ey— ke, — En ——
- D, (g.) = 2, (4.) - 2, (00|
= PorU, (v1), (60)

. _ ko
W, () + 87 (0.0)+ Tus | 27, 30
- D, (q.0) - LW, (1) - 2, (0.0)| = 0
¢ ¢ H

in terms of the two modified frequencies (5, and £2,), respec-
tively. In other words, problem of assessing the dynamic
behaviour of a double-Rayleigh beam system I traversed by
a moving mass under arbitrary end supports reduces to that
of solving (60) subjected to the corresponding transformed
initial conditions. To solve the coupled differential equations
(60) a semianalytical method known as differential transform
method (DTM) is used. To this end, we first state briefly
the basic theory of the method as follows. The differential
transform of the mth derivative of a function w(t) is given
as [28, 29]

1 [d"w (t)]
w -
o = | ! (61
The corresponding inverse transformation is defined as
w(t)= Y (t—t))" W (m). (62)
m=0
Hence, (61) and (62) yield
(- t)" [d'"w(t)]
L) = .
w(t) ,,,Z:o - o (63)

It is well known that, in application, the series in (62) is finite
and usually written as

P
w() =Y (t—1)" W (m) (64)
m=0

such that the series Y .. (f — t,)"W(m) is considered
unimportantly small.

Furthermore, it can be readily shown [28, 29] that the
relationships in Table 1 between the original function w(t)
and the transformed function W(m), for t, = 0, hold.
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TABLE 1: Basic theorems of DTM for equations of motion.

Original function T-function
w(t)=u(t)xv(t) W(k)=ﬁ(k)iV(k)
w(t) = cu(t) W (k) = cU (k)
w(t) = d;‘l(tt) Wk) = (k + )0k + 1)
n W (k) =
w(t) = 40 (k+ 1) (k+2)- - (k+n—
dt )k +m)U(k + n)
k
w(t) = u(t)v(t) Wi(k) = ZU(n)V(k -n)
n=0
W(k) =
k k-n
w(t) = ulv(e)y(®) > S U@VEAY(k-n-1)
n=0 r=0
wit) = S W
L — Vin-1)
u() L V() dt ;U(k D e
W(k) =8k -—m) =
w(t) =" L k=m
0, k+m
. — 1 k. kT[
w(t) = sinat W(k) = Ea sin <7>
— 1 k kﬂ
w (t) = cosat W(k) = Eu cos <7)
w(t) = sinhat WK = o @ - (-a)]
w(t) = coshat W) = 1@ + ()

Next, the application of the differential transform on (60),
using Table 1, yields the following recurrence relations for
m=0

W, (m+2)

B 1 1 /\qV " mm
T m+)(m+2) [POR[E(T) Sm(T)

Aq AqV m mrit
sl ) (5

B, Ag m Agv "
| (F) () ] =
C A " A " _
R

ko _
~ Ty LW, () = T, 2 (m + )W, (m + 1)
u u

<

<=

+T

ra2

&Wz (M) + Ty 2 (m + 1) W, (m + 1)] ,
u u



Chinese Journal of Mathematics

W, (m+2) = —8;W, (m) = Ty

(m+1)(m+2)

%Wz ()~ T n + W 0+ D+ T (66

5W1( )+ T (m+1)W1(m+1)]
7 %

Note that, in obtaining (65), (12) had been used. Equations
(60) are also to be solved subject to the following transformed
initial conditions:

W,0)=0=W,(1),
. . (67)
W,(0)=0=W,().

Substituting (67) for m = 0,1,2,3,... into recurrence

relations (65), (66), using “MAPLE 18,” we have
— P,
Wi @)= (4,+C,), (68)
W, (2) =0, (69)

W, (3) = P;R[ q(1+Bq)-Tmz%°(Aq+cq)], (70)
" (70b)

W,(3) = PORT M(A +C,) (71)

W, = (02 ), - (4 ),

. T% (A, +C,) - Tmf;oaq (1+B,) 72)

2 2
+2Tf;lzs° (a,+C )]

_ P 2
W2 (4) = % |:_2Tra2‘u_g (A +C )

(73)

k
+ TraZj (Aq + Cq) + Traz%)% (1 + Bq)] ,

W, (5) = PoR [02 (Bq—1)+QqTra2M (A,+C,)
~ %o, (1+B,)- T“‘Tzklaq(1+Bq)
2
4Tra2§1 t(A,+C,) - —Tfa;s"cq (o2-02)  (78)

2 2
+ —TrazsoAq (02 + ij) + Z—Tr;zzeo o, (1 + Bq)

9
W2 (5) 6; ra2;o (A +C )
3
_4T332";0( c,)+ Tr;; b (4,+C,)
T2 & T,k 0 73)
_z_r;gsoaq (1+B,)+ _fﬂ#l “(1+8,)
#2229, (07 - 07) - 250, (07 4 1)

Using the inverse differential transform of (64) in conjunc-
tion with (67), for t, = 0, we obtain

Prry

o 07 B (o)

2_ 2 2
AT [ ) T )
N (afi - Qf]) c (0; + Qf])
4! 1 (02—02) 1
Tra2k1 (Aq + C‘i) _ Tra2800q (1 + Bq)
wo(g-9)  # (-9
2706 (Aq + Cq) £
¥ (o3-03)
2
(@) [ o(m-1)
R

Q2T 08 (A,+C,)
¢ (Uq - Qé)

T ka(1+B)

ra2

- Qéoq (1 + Bq)
(07 -%)
AT kg (A, +C,)

ra2

+
u(o2-02) w? (o2 - 2)

Tra2£0cq TraZ‘SOAq (G; + Q;)
u u(o; - 9})

2T 600, (1+B,)  4To,e (A, +C,) | &
w (95 -93) w (95 -9)

"q Aq Aq
+.--¢ |sin—x+A_cos —x+ B, sinh —x
L g L q L

’\q
+ Cq cosh —x |,
L
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2 62
+(‘1 q)[TraZk (A C)
4! Y
T2, Trarfo 4
+ —(1+Bq)—2r"‘—2 (Aq+Cq)]t
I u
(02 = 82)" [ T,peC
- aZMO * (05 -63)
_ TraZZOAq (0; " (S;) n TraZ:IGq (1 n Bq)
.60 2
- (4,4C,) - 4_Tra;"1 (4,+C,)
T2 ¢ Tr3 e
—2%(1 +B,)+4 ;2 2 (A,+C,)

/\q Aq Aq
+---¢+ |sin—x+A_cos —x+ B, sinh —x
L 1 L 1 L

/\q
+ Cq cosh —x|.
L

(76)

Equations (76) represent the transverse displacements of
the double-Rayleigh beams interconnected by a viscoelastic
layer, traversed by a moving mass and having arbitrary end

supports.

For the purpose of comparison the moving force prob-
lem associated with system I is considered. It is therefore
remarked at this juncture that in view of (45), (46), and (47)
and retaining the viscoelastic core, the two reduced trans-
formed coupled second-order ordinary differential equations
for the corresponding moving force problem of system I

having arbitrary boundary conditions are

. _ ki
W, () + 8, (40) + T | 2, (0.

Ey— J— En ——

+ W, (0.0) - 51, (1) - 2, (0.0
¢ g

= PRTUq (Vt),

. _ ko
W, () + 810, (41) + T | 2, (4.

&y — k, — En——
W, (0.0~ W, (0.0 - 2, (40| -0

(77)

Wlm_f (X, t) = Z

Waps (,8) = )
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Solving (77), subject to the corresponding transformed

initial conditions, using the differential transform method,
one obtains, after inversion, the following:

P, 1
#—Ri(sz) [2—!(Aq+Cq)(0;
q

471Ucq (oé
2 —82
&) + ( = 2 loy(1+8,)

(U;Jra;) Trank (Aq+cq)

ra2

(2-82)"  # (2-9)
_Tmzsoaq (1+Bq) N T2 ¢

ra2 (A +C)
wo(0g-9)  # (0-8})

2
(G; B 8;) 0; (Bq B 1) + ZTraZSO (Aq + CQ)
S (gmw) e (-
q(1+B) k104 (1+Bq)

T(az-o)  u(oi-0Y)

T? kieo (A, +C A
4 a2 10( 1 q)]+---] [sin 1

] £ (78)

+

—x+A
w (05 -63) L=t
q Aq q
-cos —x + B, sinh —x +C_cosh —x |,
L 9 L 4 L

pPpr
q=1 ch (G; - 83)

a2 e s

U

(02—82) T,k
+—q4! 1 [ ; (A +C)

2 2
P20 (1) 278 (4,4 o

(o5 -9)
5!

TraZ & C

U

+

(o5 -5;)

k

1 %Cq(1+Bq)

et (o2 +6)

8 2
SO (4,4 4T (4,0,

U H
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Tzzsg T3258 5
—2—22 aq(1+Bq)+4—r;3 (Aq+Cq) t

Aq q q
+---| |sin —x+ A_cos —x + B, sinh —x
L 1 L 1 L

’\q
+ Cq cosh —x|.
L
(79)

Equations (78) and (79) denote the lateral deflections of
the upper and lower Rayleigh beams, respectively, due to
concentrated moving force having constant velocity and
traversing a viscoelastically connected double-Rayleigh beam
system with general end supports.

4. Some Case Studies

Hitherto, the discussion has been for general boundary
conditions. In this section, two case studies involving (i)
simply supported end conditions and (ii) clamped-clamped
end conditions are considered in order to illustrate the theory
developed thus far.

4.1. Simply Supported Double-Rayleigh Beam System. The
system considered here comprises two finite Rayleigh beams
which are simply supported and are interconnected by a
viscoelastic layer. The boundary conditions for such simply
supported double-Rayleigh beam system are [3, 22, 24]

W, (058) = W, (0;£) = 05
W, (L;t) =W, (L;t) =0,

" n (80)
W, (0;t) = W, (0;t) = 0;
W/ (L;t) =W, (L;t) = 0.
Hence, for the eigenfunction, Uq(x), we have
U,(0)=0=U, (L),
" " (81)
Uq 0)=0=U", (L)
as well as
Ur(o) :0 :UT(L)’
(82)

u'=0=0",().
It follows, therefore, that in view of (12), (80), and (81) we have
A,=B,=C,=0=A4,=B,=C,

(83)
sind, =0 =sinA,,
so that
Ag =9
A, =rm; (84)
(gr=12,...).

11
Equation (15) implies
w2 = q4ﬂ4 ﬂ:
q LA 7
(85)
't EI
w, = 4 ?
and the corresponding eigenfunction reduces to
Agx
—qin 12
U, (x) = sin - (86)

The associated initial conditions are as given in (7). Hence the
generalized finite transforms, (8) and (9) and their inverses,
(10) and (11) as well as (13) reduce to

— L Agx
W, (g.t) = J W, (x,t) sinT dx, (87)
0
— L Agx
W, (g.t) = J W, (x,t) sinT dx, (88)
0
® _ Ax
Wi (o) = ) =W, (g ) sin——, (89)
q=1"cgs
X _ Ax
Wy (0 t) = Y =Wy (g )sin——,  (90)
q=1"cqs
L Ax
Uggs = Jo sinz% dx, 1)

respectively.

Substituting (86) into (22)-(25) and the resulting expres-
sions into (17)-(21) while the results of the latter are in turn
substituted into the transformed equations (16), one obtains

2_2
qn\= _
(1+ Tk, T )W, 00+ 7, )

+ 38, [ro (gv)

+ i [rl (g.v) - 16§F2 (4v) - T (9, V)] }

j=i
k;— £y —— ky —
T | 2 )+ 2W (0.0 - W00
- M
W (a t)] _ Mg, gt
U

qzﬂz v 275

(1 + TralRI?) W, (g.t) + w,W, (g.1)

k, — £y —— ki —
T |2 (0.0)+ 2, (4.0 - 21, (g0

En——
-9 g t>] -0,



8vrqm
r’m? — q2V2W1 (.0,
L (4v) vrqr* (j2 +r7 - qz) cos jrvt
2\pV) = 2
((G+r)m2=gm) ((i-r)' 72 - gn?) O3
W, (r,t),
20722 . ravt

Fs(q,v)—< 72 )sm(—q ) ( T )

W, (r,t),

M
&= #_If =N

Equations (92) and (93) constitute the coupled trans-
formed second-order ordinary differential equations describ-
ing the transverse response of a simply supported double-
Rayleigh beam system interconnected by a viscoelastic layer
and traversed by a moving mass. Note that (92) can also be
obtained by applying (87)-(91) on (1)-(3) using the initial
conditions (7). Following the discussion in Section 3.3 and
in particular for simply supported system II, (92) and (101)
reduce to

2.2\ . -
(1+T IRI‘] T )Wl (1) + 02W, (q.t)

+ 138, [Fo (av)
(94)

+z{

M
= —Lgsin
U

qw)—16zf (gv)-T, (qw)”

] =i

qnvt

2 2
q T\ = —
(1 + TRy~ )W2 (90) +w0;W,(g.£) =0, (95
respectively.

Also, by following arguments similar to those of Sec-
tion 3.4, it is firstly assumed that the simply supported system
II is traversed by a moving force. Thus, (94) and (95) reduce
to

== % . vt
W, (g.t) + qusW1 (gt) = L"sin <qT> , (96)

W, (g.1) + @2 W, (g.t) =0, (97)
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respectively, where

2

w
w; =( T R‘ZZ 2/L2));
s 1+7T,, Ui
IR} (98)
e (Mpg/w)

(1+ T Ry (¢°7%/17))

Note that solutions to (96) and (97) can easily be obtained and
are well known [1]. As a matter of fact, there is no need, for
the simply supported system II traversed by a moving force, to
obtain the modified frequency (I) due to the effect of rotatory
inertia.

Next, we consider the case in which the simply supported
system II is traversed by a moving mass as opposed to a
moving force. In other words, we seek to simplify the entire
(94) and (95) when T,,; # 0. To this end, we again use
modified Struble’s method and following arguments similar
to those in Section 3.5, we obtain

_ qus 1+ 1
Yass = ) 1+ TR, (¢72) /1)

2?( wp, + (V') /1) }

qss (1 + ralRI ((q T[Z) /LZ))

(99)

which is the modified frequency II corresponding to the
presence of the moving mass and hence (94) and (95) reduce
to

Wl (q> t) + Y;SSWI (q’ t)

ygL sin ( qrvt ) )
R; (¢*m*/L?) L

WZ (q> t) + w;ssWZ (q’ t) =0.

14T (100)

ral

Hence, the two second-order transformed coupled ordinary
differential equations for a simply supported viscoelastically
interconnected double-Rayleigh beam system I are

e _ ko
W, @)+, (0.0 + s | 271 (00)

- S (0.0 - 52, (0.0 - 23, (40|

L t
g sin ( il ) , (101)

) L+ TralRI (q ﬂZ/Lz)

. _ ki
W, 0) + 07, (00) + Too | 2, (0.

&y — k, — En——
- S, (0.0 - W (0.0 - 2, (g0 -0
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Solving (101) using differential transform method, we
obtain

N ngl
Wism (50 = Z(HT RI(q2n2/12)>

ral

. MO'qSS I: ( ;ss qusm) t
(aéss ysssm) qus 3!

_ ( ;ss qusm) TraZSO t4 _ (G;ss - y;ssm) ( 2

4! 7 51 qssm
(102)
T, .k 2T,
¢l 2280 + a;ss) £
u u
2 2
4 ( qss yqssm) <2yqssmTra280 4Tra2k180
! [Z w
AT e
ra32 - UZSS> £+ ] sin ?,
U
S Ogsstgl
Wi (6, 1) = ( =
e Z L+ TralRI (qZﬂZ/lz)
2 2
) 1 (qus - qusm) Trazso t4
|
(O-;ss wéssm) qus 4! H
2 _ 2
) (T3
5! [Z #2
., , (103)
(Gqss - qusm) _ < qusmTraZ‘SO _ 3Tr2a2k180
o! Z w
2Tr3a2 ysssmTra2£0 Tra2k +2 Tr2a2
W u u w

—02>]t6+ ]smqﬂ—x
9 L

Equations (102) and (103) represent the lateral deflections of
the simply supported double-Rayleigh beam traversed by a
moving mass for both the upper, Wi, (x,t), and the lower,
W,eom (%, 1), viscoelastically interconnected Rayleigh beams,
respectively.

Furthermore, setting T,,; to zero in (92), one obtains
the following reduced coupled transformed second-order
ordinary differential equations describing the vibration of
simply supported viscoelastically connected double-Rayleigh
beams under a concentrated moving force:

e — Ny
Wi 1) + w;swlssf @0+ N" | L1y (0.

(" Wlssf (q’ t) i WZssf (q’ )
&= qrrvt

-—=W ot L sin ——
i 2ssf (q ):| sin L

13
e ) — . kl_
WZssf (q’ t) + qusWZSSf (q> t) +N ;Wksf (q> t)

(" W255f (q’ t) 4 Wlssf (q’ )

£ ——
- ;Owlssf (q’ t):| =0,

(104)

where

"= Trao 105
- 1+ TralRI (qZﬂZ/LZ)' ( )

The dynamic response of the simply supported viscoelas-
tically interconnected double-Rayleigh beam system to a
moving force after a number of simplifications is found to be

* 2 2
RET T y—— (7= %) 5
Lssf 5 31
q= lU ( qss - qusf)
* 2 2 2 2
B ‘EON (qus - qusf) t4 _ (aqss - qusf) wz
4y 5! assf
N*k 2N*2€2
+ " - 2 : ;Ss] t (106)
H H
2 2 * %
) (Gqss - qusf) zqust & + 4N zklso
6! u w

4 N*3 3
- SO_NSO 2]t+ :|sinqn—x
w u L

for the upper Rayleigh beam while the lateral deflection for
the lower Rayleigh beam is represented by

® L*N"g,
Wzssf (x’ t) Z qss
q= 1U

CRL

2 2 2
&, (0’ ) ) (0’
0 SS SS ss
. l g assf/ 4 g

qssf) kl
u4! 5! Y

(107)

% 2 2 _ 2
_ 2N250 ] I (Oqss quSf) [—sz &
U 6!

4Nk, g,
w2

. 2
. 4N 288 B 80%55] 6 qrrx
w [

4.2. Clamped-Clamped Double-Rayleigh Beam System. Next
we consider the second case study involving a clamped-
clamped double-Rayleigh beam system connected by a vis-
coelastic core and traversed by a moving load. For such a
system having this type of vibrating configuration, both its



14

deflection and slope vanish at the ends and the corresponding
boundary conditions are

W, (0;¢) =W, (0;¢) = 05
W, (L;t) = W, (L;t) =0,
, , (108)
W, (0;8) = W, (0;t) = 0;
W (L;t) = W, (L;t) = 0.

In terms of the eigenfunctions Uq(x), these boundary condi-
tions become

U, (0) =0=U, (D),

, , (109)
U, 0)=0=U,(L).
Similarly, it follows that
U.(0)=0=U,(L),
(110)
UL, 0=0=U",().
Now applying (109) on (12), it follows that
A . sinh)tq—sin/\q " c
" q__cosh)\q—cos)\q_ roor (1)
B,=-1=B,

and the particular eigenfunction for this vibrating configura-
tion is

s Agx
Ugme (x) = cosh TS

/\qx )qu
-0, | sinh — —sin — |,
9 L L

(112)

where
coshA, —cosA
o, = —— b9 i (113)
1 sinhA, —sind, C,

The corresponding frequency equation is

coshA, = cosl)tq (114)
whose roots are [2]
A, = 4.73004;
A, = 7.85320;
A, = 10.99561; (115)

The corresponding initial conditions remain the same as
those prescribed in (7).

Two limiting cases of the forced vibrating problem are
considered in what follows. These are
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(1) the moving mass problem involving the clamped-
clamped double finite Rayleigh beam system which
are viscoelastically connected with the effect of inertia
of the moving load being taken into consideration,

(2) the moving force problem consisting of two finite
Rayleigh beams viscoelastically interconnected,
clamped at both ends, and traversed by a moving
load whose inertia is negligible.

In view of (60) and (112), the pair of governing transformed,
coupled, second-order ordinary differential equations for
case 1 above is

e _ k. —
Wlmc (q’ t) + Q;mc‘/vlmc (q’ t) + Tra2 jwlmc (q> t)

N k., —
+ ;Owlmc (q’ t) - jWch (q’ t)
En——
- _OWch (q> t)] = PRTquc (Vt) >
H
(116)

e _ k. —
W2mc (q’ t) + 8;ch2mc (q’ t) + Tra2 [jWch (q’ t)

Eg—— k., —
+ ;OWch (q’ t) - ;lwlmc (q’ t)

Ep——
- ;Owlmc (q’ t):| =0,

where

Q

qmc

2
Hy v 92mc (q’ q)
=08, | 1- 0 q)-— | |>
gmc [ 2quc < Imc (q q) 52

qmce

wqmc %
aqmc = 2 [2 + Tral‘xe (q’ q)] >

(117)

L
eqmc (q’ q) = J quc (x) qux (x) dx;

0

L
Oronc (49) = L Uppe () Ugpe () dx
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while the corresponding equations for the second case are

e — ky —
Wlfc (q’ t) + S;fcwlfc (q’ t) + TraZ [;lwlfc (q’ t)
+ W (@) - W (0.0 - 2 (00|
1fc \*I> 2fc \"I> c \Y>
u f 4 f 4 2f

= PRT gmc (Vt)

(118)
W2fc (q’ t) + S;fcwzfc (q’ t) + TraZ [jWZfC (q’ t)
+ D @) - W (0.0 - 2, (00|
G 2fc u 1fc u 1fc
= 0,
where
8qfc = 8qmc' (119)

Solving the differential equations (116) subject to the cor-
responding transformed initial conditions (67) using DTM
and following arguments similar to those in Section 3.6 for
the moving force and moving mass gives, respectively, after
inversion

= PRTa';mc ‘Ll (ngc chimc)
W, (x,t) =
e qzl ."l gqmce (aczimc qmc) 4

(52 _ 2 )(.u(sqmc q+80Tra2>t3_2(82

qmc qmc 51 qmc
2
- quC)
Mquc TraZ (k aqmcaqmc SO/AM) + egTraZ/M
6!
O — 20
4 ( gmc gmc
Tt T |: Zquc ( M‘Sqmcaqmc + SOTraZ)
ra2 (k Sqmc gmc £0Tra2) +& < Zquc
26;T? 2k
- 2Tra2 (kl - 806qmcaqmc - 8_0 £ w2 ) 180 ne
“ H “
T 2k, &,T,
‘uzraz _ % 5qu ra20gme + T, 280 >:| £
+oo [ Ugpe (%),

15

X P T0‘2 1
W2mc (x> t) Z = ) [ ; (2£0Tra2) t3

2
q=14 qmc( qmc _6qmc

_ ( O gme SsmC) <280Tr2a2 2K,T,
U

ol a2 T €0, o

gmc raZ gmc

2 62
o ) t4 (O'qmc qu) |:2 6qmc

2
& TraZ
- + £0Tr32 gmc 71

k 50 ra2 s08qmc ra20, gmce
“ #

|: 2k, & zeoTzraz 2
u u

_ _ ra2 | _ 2k15 o ZklsoTraZ
U

qmc® gme

[Zkl B 6qmcaqmc _2 S(;
H H

(120)

Equations (120) are the lateral displacements for the clamped-
clamped double-Rayleigh beam system traversed by a moving
mass. Solving (118) together with the initial conditions using
DTM, one obtains

P, 0> 2u (8%, - OF
Wit =y —— % [MqL e
=180 ( %4 6qu) ’

2 _

Oy rc0qc + €T,
2 H qfcYqfc 0+ ra2 3
't ( %qfc 8qfc)< 51 )t

( O4fc 6qfc)

< ”S;fc raZ (kl - soaqfcaqfc - 80/”) + 8(2)Tr32/” )
6!

o’ -8

2TraZ (klaqfcaqfc - SOTraZ) +& <_26;fc

22
g 2¢ Tra2
- 2TraZ <k1 - EO(Sqfcaqfc - ; u
2k 180T a2 ngzz 2kiegT, 5
= Zra - = 806q cTraZGqfc
H “ H
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Equations (121) represent the lateral displacements for the
clamped-clamped double-Rayleigh beam system traversed by
a moving force.

5. Resonance Conditions

It should be recalled that, for the system under consideration,
damping effect has been assumed negligible. The dynamic
deflections of the double-Rayleigh beam system may, there-
fore, grow beyond bounds. In other words, the system may
be in a state of resonance. Hence, it becomes necessary to
investigate the conditions under which the system reaches a
state of resonance and the speed of the moving load at which
this phenomenon of resonance takes place. Such a speed is
usually referred to as critical speed while the corresponding
conditions are known as resonance conditions.

Specifically, for the dynamic response of a simply sup-
ported viscoelastically interconnected double-Rayleigh beam
system due to moving mass, (102) and (103) show that the
phenomenon of resonance will be developed in the system
when

=0,

gss» for the upper beam,

qusm (122)

o for the lower beam

qss = qusm’ (123)
while when the same system is traversed by a moving force
(106) and (107) yield the corresponding resonance condition

Oqss = qus_f' (124)

It is noted also that 0., = vrrq/L, so that in view of (122) and

(123), for example, V, = (wy,,L)/mq, where V, is the critical
velocity of the simply supported double-Rayleigh beam due
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to a moving mass. However, (122) implies that for the upper
simply supported beam acted upon by a moving mass we have

1
1
(125)

~ 2y (“’255 + (vzqznz/Lz)) -

w;SS (1 + TralRI (qzﬂz/l'z)) .

that is,
wye (1+ T R, (g*m*/L*) -

s (1 TR (€7°/17) - 7) 6)

qgss*

(1 + T Ry (P72 /1%) +y (Vqﬂ/qusL)) -

Evidently, from (124) and (125), the critical speed for the
system of double-Rayleigh beam traversed by a moving mass
is smaller than that of the same system under a moving force.
This deduction implies that the response of the moving force
as an approximation for the response of the moving mass can
be not only misleading, but tragic.

An analysis similar to the above in the section for the
particular series solutions of (76), (78), (79), (120), and (121)
can also be carried out.

6. Numerical Experiment and Discussion

In this section, the coupling and individual effects of the
moving mass and other dynamic variables such as viscoelastic
parameter (g,) of the layer, rotatory inertia correction factor
(R;), velocity of the moving load (v), and the layer stiffness (k)
on the dynamic response of a double-Rayleigh beam system
traversed by a moving mass are examined and discussed for
some classical boundary conditions.

In particular, the analysis carried out in the previous
sections of this paper are numerically illustrated in this
section. In the first part of this numerical experiment and
for the purpose of numerical validation, the proposed solu-
tion procedure is initially applied to evaluate the dynamic
response of an undamped simply supported double-beam
system. To this end and since references for the analysis
of double-Rayleigh beam system with linear viscoelastic
Winkler type layer under a moving mass are scarce, the results
are compared with those obtained in [25] where the dynamic
response of a simply supported double-Euler-Bernoulli beam
system traversed by a moving force had been studied. Thus,
the effects of rotatory inertia and that of load mass are
neglected in the present analysis (by setting T,,; = 0 and
T..; = 0). Following [25], the nondimensional deflections
under moving force for the upper W4(L/2,s)/v, and lower
Waess(L/2,5)[vy Euler-Bernoulli beams are analysed. The
static deflection at mid-span of a simply supported Euler-
Bernoulli beam acted upon by a static force P at point x = L/2
which is denoted by v, and defined as (see Fryba (1972))

2pL?

_ 2P (127)
Yo = TaEr
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is used in nondimensionalizing the deflections (Wi
1,2). Also, the nondimensional time s is defined as

vt
S = — 128
I (128)
while the nondimensional velocity parameter «; and critical
speed &, are defined as

Xler

(EI)“2
[/‘ bl

respectively. Also the nondimensional stiffness parameter of
the Winkler type layer is given as

=13

(129)

kL

o =L (130)
EI
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The parameters selected for this first part of the analysis
correspond to those used in the work in [25]. The transverse
dimensionless displacements (Wissf(L/2,s),i = 1,2) versus
dimensionless time of a simply supported double Euler-
Bernoulli beam system due to a moving force for various
values of the dimensionless stiffness parameter (s;), vis-
coelastic parameter (g;), and a fixed value of the velocity
parameter (a«; = 0.1) are displayed in Figures 2(a)-2(j).
The first five graphs, Figures 2(a)-2(e), are for the upper
beam while the remaining five graphs, Figures 2(f)-2(j),
are for the lower beam. Figures 2(a)-2(e) depict dimen-
sionless displacement response W, ;(L/2,s) profile of the
upper beam for variations in viscoelastic parameter (g;). The
results show that, depending on the nondimensional time
(s), an increase in the values of the viscoelastic parameter
&, leads to an increase or a decrease in the nondimensional
displacement response, Wy ((L/2,s), of the upper beam.
Also, it is seen from these figures that the nondimensionless
displacement response of the upper beam, Wy ((L/2,s),
decreases with increase in values of the stiffness param-
eter (s;), while the influence of the viscoelastic parame-
ter (&) on Wis(L/2,s) reduces with increasing value of
(&)

Also, values of s; smaller than 0.1 or higher than 10000
have irrelevant influence on the dimensionless displacement
response Wi ¢(L/2,s). It is, however, remarked at this junc-
ture that if the viscoelastic parameter (g;) is neglected, then
very small value of the stiffness parameter (s;) amounts to
dealing with weak elastically coupled beam system. Also,
increasing the values (s;) means that the coupling between
the two beams increases while a rigid coupling of the two
beams is obtained for very high values of (s,). It is further
observed that the values of Wi (L/2,s) involving rigid
coupling (Figure 2(e)) are reduced by 50% when compared
to the corresponding ones involving weak elastic coupling

(Figure 2(a)). On the other hand, Figures 2(f)-2(j) show the
nondimensional displacement responses W¢(L/2, s) for the
lower Euler-Bernoulli beam having the velocity parameter
(a; = 0.1) and various values of the viscoelastic parameter
(&) and stiftness (s;). From these figures, it is found that
an increase in the values of the stiffness parameter (s)
leads to an increase in the nondimensional displacement
response, WZSSf(L/Z, s), for the lower beam. It is remarked
at this junction that all the above results for double finite
Euler-Bernoulli beam system under moving force are in good
agreement with those in [25] where a different approach is
used.

In the second stage of this numerical experiment, the
behaviour of a uniform double-Rayleigh beam system tra-
versed by a moving mass or force and subjected to any of
the classical end conditions is examined in order to obtain
the effect of the load mass on such behaviour. Two vibrating
configurations, namely, (i) simply supported double-Rayleigh
beam system and (ii) clamped-clamped double-Rayleigh
beam system, were considered. A computer program was
developed on the basis of the abovementioned solution tech-
nique (discussed in Section 3). The computer program has
been run for the following numerical data [24]: L = 6 m, EI =
16000 Nm?, k = 10N/m?, R; = 1,4,6,8, u = 0.075kg/m 2,
v = 3.3,6.3,9.3,12.3m/s%, & = 0.1,0.2,0.3, and 0.35, and
y = 0.05,0.15,0.25, and 0.35. Without loss of generality it is
assumed that the two beams are physically and geometrically
identical.

6.1. Simply Supported Double-Rayleigh Beam System. For the
first vibrating configuration, the transverse deflections
Wigem(x,1), i = 1,2, versus the load position (x = vt) at some
prescribed time () of both the upper and lower beams of the
simply supported uniform double-Rayleigh beams system
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traversed by a load of mass ratio y; moving at a constant
velocity (v) are considered.

In Figures 3(a)-7(a), the effects of variation of some
governing variables parameters on the transverse deflection
of the upper Rayleigh beam due to moving mass and moving
force are presented, while the corresponding effects for the
lower Rayleigh beam are displayed in Figures 3(b)-7(b).
In particular, Figure 3(a)(i) depicts the plot of variation in
the velocity of a moving mass on the transverse deflection,

Wi e (%, 1), of the simply supported upper Rayleigh beam due
to the moving mass. It is seen from the plot that increase in
the velocity leads to an increase in the response amplitude of
the upper beam. The same trend is observed in Figure 3(a)(ii)
which represents the behaviour of the upper Rayleigh beam
acted upon by a moving force as opposed to a moving mass.
Furthermore, Figures 3(a)(i) and 3(a)(ii) revealed that the
response amplitude of the simply supported Rayleigh upper
beam subjected to a moving force is greater than that of

21
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the same beam under a moving mass thereby indicating the
importance of the inclusion of the inertia effect of the moving
load. Figure 4(a) represents the effect of mass ratio y, =
(M /uL) on the transverse deflection of the upper simply
supported Rayleigh beam. The plot indicates that increase
in yp, decreases the response amplitude of the upper beam.
The effect of the stiffness, k, of the viscoelastic Winkler type
layer on the transverse displacement of the simply supported

upper beam under a moving mass is presented in Figure 5(a).
Increase in the value of the stiffness is found to cause an
increase in the amplitude of the deflection of the upper
beam. The same result is obtained when the same uniform
simply supported upper beam is acted upon by a moving
force as shown in Figure 5(a)(ii). However, Figures 5(a)(i)
and 5(a)(ii) show that the response amplitude of the beam
with a moving mass is smaller than that involving a moving
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force. The influence of the viscoelastic parameter (g;) on the
transverse displacement of the simply supported upper beam
is presented in Figure 6(a). Figure 6(a)(i) depicts the graph
of the effect of (g;) on the transverse displacement involving
a moving mass while the one involving a moving force is
shown in Figure 6(a)(ii). It is found from the two figures
that an increase in ¢, leads to an increase in the response
amplitude of the deflection of the upper beam. However

the response amplitude of the deflection due to the moving
mass is observed to be smaller than that due to a moving
force. Figures 7(a)(i) and 7(a)(ii) illustrate the variation due
to rotatory inertia correction factors (R;) on the transverse
deflections of the simply supported upper Rayleigh beam due
to either moving mass in Figure 7(a)(i) or moving force in
Figure 7(a)(ii). An increase in R; leads to a decrease in the
amplitude of the transverse deflections of the upper beam
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for both moving mass and moving force such that amplitude
of the deflection due to moving force is greater than the
corresponding one under moving mass.

Now the behaviour of the lower Rayleigh beam is dis-
cussed as follows. Figure 3(b) depicts the comparison of
the influence of velocity on the transverse deflections of the
lower beam due to both moving force and moving mass,
respectively. It is observed that the transverse deflection of
the lower beam W,¢(x,t) due to moving force increases as

velocity increases. Same trend holds for the moving mass
case. Moreover, the response amplitudes of the transverse
deflection due to the moving force are greater than those due
to the moving mass. Figure 4(b) illustrates the variation in
the mass ratio (y;) on the transverse deflection of the simply
supported lower beam. Clearly, an increase in (y,) leads to a
decrease in the response amplitude of the lower beam. The
effects of the stiffness (k) of the connecting viscoelastic layer
on the transverse deflection of the lower simply supported
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beams for both moving mass and moving force are displayed
in Figure 5(b). It is noticed that increase in (k) decreases the
response amplitude for the moving mass while the reverse
is the case for the moving force. Figure 6(b) shows the
comparison of the effect of the viscoelastic parameter (g;)
on the response deflection of the lower Rayleigh beam for
both moving mass and moving force. It is found that, for both
cases, increasing ¢, yields an increase in the response ampli-
tude of the simply supported lower Rayleigh beam. However,
the response amplitude of the moving force is greater than
that of the moving mass. The comparison of the influence
of rotatory inertia correction factor (R;) on the transverse
deflections of the lower Rayleigh beam for both moving mass
and moving force is presented in Figure 7(b). It is observed
that the response amplitude of deflections of the moving mass
decreases as R; increases and the response amplitudes are
greater than the corresponding ones observed for a moving
force.

6.2. Clamped-Clamped Double-Rayleigh Beam System. The
second vibrating configuration, that is, the behaviour of
clamped-clamped double-Rayleigh beam system traversed by
a moving mass, is numerically illustrated as follows: Figures
8(a)-12(a) show the deflections of the clamped-clamped
upper Rayleigh beam when the clamped-clamped double-
Rayleigh beam system is traversed by a moving mass or
a moving force for various values of stiffness parameter
(k), viscoelastic parameter ¢, mass ratio y;, rotatory inertia
correction factor (R;), and velocity (v).

Figures 8(a)(i) and 8(a)(ii) indicate the effect of veloc-
ity (v) of the moving mass on the transverse deflection,
Wiger(x,1), of the clamped-clamped upper Rayleigh beam.
From the plots, an increase in the velocity (v) is seen to cause

an increase in the response amplitude of the beam. Similarly
an increase in the velocity (v) is shown in Figure 8(a)(ii)
to increase the response amplitude of the same beam when
the effect of the inertia of the moving load is neglected. It
is, however, observable from Figures 8(a)(i) and 8(a)(ii) that
the response amplitude due to the moving force is greater
than that due to the moving mass. In Figure 9(a), the effect
of the mass ratio y; on the transverse deflections of the
clamped-clamped upper beam traversed by a moving mass is
illustrated. As seen from the plot, an increase in the mass ratio
is observed to lower the response amplitudes of the beam.
Figures 10(a)(i) and 10(a)(ii) depict the effect of stiffness
of the viscoelastic layer (k) on the response amplitude of
the clamped-clamped upper beam due to moving mass and
moving force, respectively. As seen from the plots, an increase
in the stiffness is observed to enhance the response amplitude
of the upper Rayleigh beam due to the moving mass. It
is also noticed that same results are observed when the
effect of the inertia of the moving load is neglected (see
Figure 10(a)(ii)). Figures 11(a)(i) and 11(a)(ii) show the effect
of viscoelastic parameter of the layer (g;), on the response
amplitude of the clamped-clamped upper beam under the
moving mass and moving force, respectively. Moreover, as
shown in both figures, as () increases, it is observed that
the response amplitudes in the two cases increase. In Figures
12(a)(i) and 12(a)(ii) the effects of rotatory correction factor
(R;) due to moving mass and moving force, respectively, are
presented. From the plots, an increase in R; is observed to
decrease the response amplitudes in each case. It is, however,
important to remark at this juncture that, for Figures 10(a)(i),
10(a)(ii), 11(a)(i), 11(a)(ii), 12(a)(i), and 12(a)(ii), the response
amplitudes of the clamped-clamped upper beam due to
moving force are greater than the corresponding ones due to
moving mass.
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FIGURE 10: (a) The variation of stiffness of the layer on the transverse deflection of the clamped-clamped upper Rayleigh beam due to moving
mass and moving force, respectively. (b) The variation of stiffness of the layer on the transverse deflection of the clamped-clamped lower

Rayleigh beam due to moving mass and moving force.

Figure 8(b) represents the response of the clamped-
clamped lower Rayleigh beam to variation of the velocity of
the moving load when the load mass is retained or neglected.
The figure shows that increasing the values of the speed
parameter (v) increases the response amplitudes due to both
the moving force and moving mass cases. However, it is
observable that a greater response amplitude is attained for
the same value of v in the case involving moving force when
compared to the corresponding one due to moving mass.

Figure 9(b) presents the response of the clamped-
clamped lower Rayleigh beam due to variation of mass ratio
(y,) when load mass effect is considered. The plot indicates
that as (y;) increases, response amplitude of deflections
decreases.

Figure 10(b) shows the response observed on the lower
clamped-clamped Rayleigh beams for the cases when the
load mass is either retained or neglected for variation of
stiffness parameter (k). It is noticeable from the figure that
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FIGURE 11: (a) The variation of viscoelastic parameter of the layer on the transverse deflection of the clamped-clamped upper Rayleigh beam

due to moving mass and moving force, respectively. (b) The variation of viscoelastic parameter of the layer on the transverse deflection of the
clamped-clamped lower Rayleigh beam due to moving mass and moving force.

increasing the stiffness parameter (k) leads to an increase in
the response amplitude for the case when the moving mass is
retained while the same trend is observed for the case when
the moving mass is neglected.

Figure 11(b) presents the effect of moving mass and
moving force on the response of the clamped-clamped lower
Rayleigh beam for various values of viscoelastic parameter
(&)- The plot for the moving mass and moving force indi-
cates that increasing (g,) leads to an increase in response

amplitudes of the deflections of the beam. However, these
responses are greater in the case involving moving mass when
compared to the corresponding ones not involving moving
mass.

In Figure 12(b), the effects of variation of rotatory inertia
correction factor (R;) on the responses of clamped-clamped
lower Rayleigh beam for both the moving mass and moving
force are presented. It is observable that increasing R; in the
cases involving moving mass and moving force leads to a
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decrease in the response amplitude of deflection. However,
the response amplitudes due to moving mass are smaller than
those due to moving force.

7. Conclusion

In this paper, an investigation of the forced vibration of a
system comprising two finite beams separated by a Winkler
viscoelastic core under a moving load has been carried

out. The investigation has been done within the scope of
Rayleigh beam theory which takes into account the effects
of rotatory inertia. The present analysis was in particular
carried out for both gravity and inertia effects of the moving
load. In order to solve the governing initial-boundary value
problem, a versatile solution technique suitable for any of
the classical boundary conditions was developed. The tech-
nique involved, firstly, reducing the two governing fourth-
order coupled partial differential equations to a set of two
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second-order ordinary differential equations by means of
the generalized finite integral transform, then simplifying
the latter by applying Struble’s asymptotic method, and then
solving the simplified set of two coupled differential equations
with the aid of the differential transform method (DTM).
One of the limitations of the proposed method is that it is
a small parameter method and it is also valid in small region.
However, the convergence domain could be enlarged using
“After-treatment Technique (AT)” [30]. Another limitation is
the iteration of the associated variational equation [31]. It was
found that the results of the present method are in excellent
agreement with those obtained in the literature for the case
involving a concentrated moving force and simply supported
end conditions [25]. Itis observed that increasing the rotatory
inertia correction factor, R;, for the clamped-clamped lower
Rayleigh beam, in the cases involving moving mass and force,
leads to a decrease in the response amplitude of deflection.
However the response amplitudes due to moving mass are
smaller than those due to moving force. For the effect of
the mass ratio, y,, on the lateral deflections of the clamped-
clamped upper beam traversed by a moving mass, it is seen
that an increase in y; lowers the response amplitudes of the
beam. It is also noticed that an increase in the stiffness, k,
of the connecting viscoelastic layer involving the transverse
deflection of the lower simply supported beams leads to a
decrease in the response amplitude for the moving mass
while the reverse is the case for the moving force. Finally,
the influence of ignoring the inertia of the moving mass on
the dynamic behaviour of the finite double-Rayleigh beam
system is presented.
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