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Abstract—A regular perturbation procedure is presented for the determination of lower bound
dynamic buckling loads of discrete dissipative or nondissipative imperfect structural systems under
impact loading. The procedure is based on the energy criterion for establishing the lower bound
dynamic buckling estimate of autonomous systems without solving a set of differential equations of
motion numerically presented by Kounadis and his associates. Attention is focused on the effect of
imperfections on the lower bound estimate. As an expansion in terms of fractional powers of
imperfection amplitude, the lower bound dynamic load is constructed by using an inverse expansion
of the aforementioned procedure. Application of the procedure is demonstrated by two examples.
© 1998 Elsevier Science Ltd. All rights reserved.

t. INTRODUCTION

For a discrete nonlinear elastic structural system under impact loading, one can apply the
law of impulse momentum to determine analytically initial conditions which are valid
immediately after the impact. The response of the system after the impact is governed by a
set of autonomous highly nonlinear ordinary differential equations and the exact value of
dynamic buckling load 4, of the system can be numerically obtained by integrating the
equations of motion subject to the given initial conditions. However, the availability of
high-speed computers and modern efficient computational techniques cannot overcome
serious numerical difficulties in solving the nonlinear initial-value problem associated with
the dynamic buckling response of the system. This is particularly true when an unbounded
motion may be initiated after a very long period of time or in case of the existence of
chaotic-like phenomena due to sensitivity to initial conditions or due to damping. In such
cases the numerical computations that are used for the solution of the differential equations
of motion may experience convergence difficulties. Therefore, it is highly desirable to
supplement numerical simulation by other solutions such as approximate or lower/upper
bound estimates for the dynamic buckling load. Such estimates not only help us to monitor
the accuracy of the numerical algorithms but also provide fast and inexpensive approxi-
mations that can be very useful for structural design purposes (Kounadis, 1991a, b;
Kounadis et al., 1991 ; Kounadis, 1993a, b; Gantes and Kounadis, 1995 ; and Kounadis et
al., 1997).

Without solving the highly nonlinear system of ordinary differential equations, the
lower-upper dynamic buckling estimates based on energy criteria for an initially imperfect
discrete structural system under impact loading have been established by Kounadis (1993b)
and Kounadis ez al. (1997). Let / be the loading parameter resulting after impact and ¢ a
measure of the amplitude of a given imperfection pattern. We assume that the imperfect
system under the same loading, 4, applied statically exhibits a limit point instability. Then
the limit point load A, of this system is an upper bound of the dynamic buckling load 4,
Determination of 4, has been discussed by numerous investigators (see e.g. Thompson and
Hunt, 1971 ; El Naschie, 1990 ; Wu and Wang, 1997). The lower bound dynamic buckling
load %, in addition to the exact one for the vanishing (but nonzero) damping and the
corresponding displacement u, are associated with an equilibrium point of the unstable
post-buckling path where the total potential energy is equal to the initial kinetic energy.
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Problems of determining lower dynamic buckling loads based on the energy criterion
are essentially nonlinear, and an approximate analysis is required to solve them. There are
at least two ways to obtain the solution: via approximate numerical methods (such as
methods described by Simitses, 1990 ; Kounadis, 1993b; and Kounadis et al., 1997), or via
approximate analytical methods (such as a perturbation method to be discussed in the
present paper). The latter has the advantage that it employs derivatives of the potential
energy and the initial kinetic dynamic energy at the critical state in order to construct the
solution of the system of nonlinear simultaneous equations resulting from the energy
criterion, and these derivatives are also necessary to identify the lower bound dynamic
buckling loads associated with unstable post-buckling equilibrium paths. We remark that
it is impossible to find the lower bound estimate as a function of the imperfection amplitude
e, i.e. i, = 1) by perturbing the corresponding equations associated with the energy
criterion in terms of integer powers of &. This is due to the fact that in the analysis such a
relation has an infinite slope at ¢ = 0 and the expansion cannot be made by the use of
regular perturbation methods.

In this paper, one solution to this problem will be proposed. The perturbation is carried
out with respect to another parameter £, the amplitude of projection of the corresponding
displacement #, on the buckling mode u, of the perfect system, and series are found in the
form 1, = 7,%), e = &(¢) and u; = u/&). A unified presentation of the perturbation pro-
cedure in a form suitable for application to a wide variety of problems will be provided.
Then the middle expansion is inverted to provide & = &(g), and the result is substituted into
the two remaining series to produce the desired expansions. The three primary expansions
are regular and can be obtained in a straight way. The final expansions are in terms of
fractional powers of ¢ and have infinite slopes at ¢ = 0. Two examples are used to illustrate
characteristics and effectiveness of the method.

2. BASIC FORMULAE

In this paper, the term “imperfect system” will be used repeatedly and will denote a
more detailed structural model, which simulates some or all of the unintended deviations
of the real system from a perfect model. These unintended deviations will be collectively
denoted as imperfections. It is understood that the imperfections have been normalized so
that, for zero magnitude of the imperfections, the imperfect system is reduced to the perfect
one.

Consider an imperfect system under impact loading. Let the potential energy of
the imperfect system after impact be given by V(u, A, w) where u denotes the additional
displacement of the imperfect system from its initial configuration, A4 the load parameter
resulting after impact, and w the imperfection of the system. The load 4 is considered as
the main control parameter for the occurrence of static and dynamic bifurcation. Further-
more, let U and W denote, respectively, admissible function spaces of displacement and
imperfection of the system. We introduce two inner products in the two spaces denoted by
(11, 1) for w,e Ui = 1,2) and [wy, w,] for w,e W(i = 1,2) and the corresponding norms
are ||u| =(u,w)'”? for ue U and }w| = [w, w]"? for we W, respectively. It is convenient to
distinguish between the imperfection amplitude ¢ = |w| and the normalized imperfection
pattern # = w/|w|. Thus the potential energy ¥ may be written as ¥{u, 4, e). Furthermore,
for all A and & the potential energy V can always be chosen to obey the condition

(0, 4, &) = 0. (1)

A crucial point for the dynamic analysis is the determination of the initial velocities. Their
establishment can be achieved by employing (for the state immediately after the impact)
the law of impulse momentum together with the vectorial kinematic relations between the
velocities of the masses. One can further determine the initial kinetic energy as a function
of the imperfection. We assume that, when no imperfection exists, the velocities of the
system after the impact remain to be zero. Then by using the Taylor expansion, one can
write the initial kinetic energy K°(eir) of the imperfect system as
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K°(en) =  K5.(0)e* +7 K&, (0)e* +- - - 2

where K2,(0) and K2,(0) depend on .

Throughout the paper, we will use the following notations: various functional (Fré-
chet) derivatives of the potential energy with respect to « and w are denoted by subscript
(). and (),, respectively, while the ordinary partial derivatives with respect to A are denoted
by a subscript (),, et al.

By eqn (1), the potential energy of the imperfect system is zero at the initial moment
after impact. Consequently, according to the energy criterion for establishing lower bound
dynamic buckling loads (Kounadis, 1993b; Kounadis er al,, 1997), the approximate
dynamic buckling load can be found by requiring that the potential energy V at a certain
unstable static equilibrium position be equal to the initial kinetic energy. That is that, for
each magnitude ¢ of a given normalized imperfection pattern i, the lower bound dynamic
buckling load 1, can be found by solving the following nonlinear equations simultaneously
(in unknowns u and 1) :

V.(u, A, eq) =0 3)

and

V(u, A, eir) = K°(ei) @

subject to the condition that the static equilibrium position determined by the solution of
eqns (3) and (4) is unstable.

We assume that, for the perfect system, there exists a trivial major equilibrium solution
u = uy(A) = 0 as the load increases from zero, i.e.

V,(0,4,0) = 0. (5)

Let A = /_ be the buckling load for the perfect system and it is assumed to be simple with
corresponding buckling mode u, normalized by |u;|| = 1. In mathematical terms :

Ve, =0 (6)

where superscript ¢ denotes the corresponding derivatives of potential energy function V
calculated at (u, 4, w) =(0, A.,0). Then one has the decomposition of the space U:

U=N+N, N={uelUu==¢%u, R}, N'={velU(v,u)=0}. @)
We further assume that, when load parameter A passes increasingly through its critical

value A, the trivial major equilibrium solution becomes unstable from stable (Thompson
and Hunt, 1973 ; Budiansky, 1974)

Vit < 0. 8

We also assume that the effect of imperfections is of the first order (Thompson and Hunt,
1973 ; Budiansky, 1974 ; Ikeda and Murota, 1990):

3. GENERAL DEVELOPMENT OF THE PERTURBATION PROCEDURE

In this section, first, the solutions to the system consisting of eqns (3) and (4) are
established by using a regular perturbation procedure ; second, the lower bound dynamic
buckling loads are determined from the found solutions by discussion of their stabilities.
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Traditionally, for each amplitude ¢ of a given normalized imperfection pattern z, the
approximate dynamic buckling strength of an imperfect system is treated by solving the
system consisting of eqns (3) and (4) in unknown u and 1 subject to the condition that the
obtained static equilibrium position is unstable. However, as pointed out in the intro-
duction, a perturbation expansion of the solution in terms of integer power of ¢ is impossible.
Here, instead, it is suggested to solve the system consisting of eqns (3) and (4) with
u = fu,+v,ve N*, and with v, A, ¢ as unknowns for each ¢, the amplitude of the projection
of the displacement u on the buckling mode u,. Then the analysis of the approximate
dynamic buckling strength in the present paper is directed exactly to determinations of
dependences of u, A, ¢ on ¢ for the specified pattern of imperfection. The change of status
of parameters will transform the original singular perturbation problem to a regular one
as shown in the following.

We look for the solutions to the system consisting of eqns (3) and (4) in the following
forms:

u=Cuy+Euy+Euy +Eug + Sus 4+,

A=At 208+ 8+ a8+ A8+,

=68+ 46,8 468+ (10a,b.c)
where (u;, 1) =00 =2,3,...).

Substituting eqns (10a—c) into eqns (3) and (4), expanding them, respectively, into
series of &, we obtain
E(Vitta +62 Vit 2 Vit +3 Vitii
+f3[VZuu3 + e Vit i Vi +e: (A Vi + Viyoti) @)

+}'l V;uluz +%;t% Vﬁuiiul + V;uuul U +%il meu).u‘]-) +é Viuuuu:l;] +h0t =0 (1 1)
and

E e Vit A4 300 Viaat] +5 Viatt?)
+ & es Vit i3 42 Vit + 6 (Vieytha i+ Ay Vit 43 Vi, )
+’{l VZu&ul U; +% V;uu% +};A% Vﬁul}.u% +% meuu%uz
2V ] 35 Vinatit —3 K2 (0)E3] +hoot. = 0 (12)
Note that the coefficient of £'(i = 2) in eqn (11) has been derived by inserting eqns (10a—)
into eqn (3), differentiating i times with respect to £, making use of eqns (5) and (6), setting
& =0 and then dividing by #!. The coefficient of &(j > 3) in eqn (12) has been similarly
obtained.
The coefficients of &2, &%, ... in eqn (11) as well as those of &,&*,... in eqn (12) must
vanish separately. We divide the resulted equations into the following groups:
Viatha + & Vil 24 Vit +3 Vit = 0,
(u23 ul) = Os
&2 Vﬁwul ﬁ+%/{1 V;u/u% +é VZuuu% =0 (13a,b,C)

and
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Viatts + &3 Vi i+ A, Vi + &0y Vi 4 Vit @)
+ A Vit +%/1f Vit + Vot s +%/11 Viwaltl ‘*‘El, Viwti = 0,
(u3,u,) =0,
Ve 5 20 Vit + 6, (Vpttatit 2y Vi i+5 Ve, u30)
+ 4 Viath Us +% Viatts +i’1% Vit +% Vit
oA Viaaathl +33 Viwatt =3 K5(0)63 =0 (14a,b,0)
and so on.

Taking an inner product in the two sides of eqn (13a) with u,, and using eqn (6) we
obtain

eVttt A Viuud +2 Vi = 0, (15)

Makimg awe off nraoasitiey (&) and (3%, we anr suive e threar sysien comsistimg o eyy
(13¢}) and (19) in unkaowus ¢, and 4,, and obtain

2V
AT (16
and
Vit a7
Ey = — .,
P eV, i

The substitution of eqns (16) and (17) into eqns (13a, b) leads to equation governing u,
ang 115 consiram) con®ion, and the somNON 10 1Ms Xnd of sysiem can be achieved by
using a method described in Wu (1997b). Inserting the found u,, eqns (16) and (17) into
eqns (14a—c), respectively, we get a linear system in unknowns u;, €; and 4, and its solution
can be obtained in the same method like that of eqns (13a—c). We here list the results of 4,
and ¢, as follows (note that V&u3 46, Vi uii+ A Viu us +% Ve .otiiu, = 0 which can be
derived by taking inner product in the two sides of eqn (13a) with u,, thus the term V¢, 3
can be canceled) :

1 3

Ay = [ea (Vitat— Viawtt1 ) — Ay Vit thy — = Vit

Vﬁuiu% 2

1 27y/c 2 2 ¢ 3 1 ¢ 4 0 2
- E;'] Vuu)./lul - gll Vuuui,ul - Z Vuuuuul —K&C(O)SE] (18)
and
» : Lo

&3 = [—82(V:,wu21/_l+;,1 V;lw).u]a)+ _Vuuuulu2

Vi 2

1, |
g Vit + T3 Vit + K2O)] (19)

Furthermore, u; can be solved from eqns (14a, b) with ¢,, 4,, &; and A, given in eqns (16)-
(19,
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The expressions for the successive coefficients u,(i > 3), 2,(j > 2) and g,(k > 3) in eqns
(10a—c) can be found in a straightforward way as u,, 4;, and &,. These expressions are
lengthy and tedious, and thus will be omitted.

If V<, ui = 0, we derive from eqns (16) and (17) A, = 0, &, = 0. Furthermore, utilizing
the expressions (2) and (10c) and the perturbations process, we know that, in the per-
turbation expansions (10a—c), only the coefficients 4, u,. ;, and ¢;, (i = 4) have relations to
the initial kinetic energy. We will illustrate this point by an example in the next section.

Finally, by utilizing the same discussion on the stability of equilibrium positions as
that in Wu (1997a) and using a method of reversing an incomplete series developed by
Hunt (1971), we can express the lower bound dynamic buckling load in terms of the
amplitude of a given normalized imperfection pattern. For the asymmetric case of bifur-
cation (V<,u3 # 0), we have

172

. 1\"* Ay A ,
Ay = A, —sign(A)4, (;) 51/2+<_2_ 183>£+0(|t‘3|3”2) (20)
2

& 2¢2

where sign(e,) = 1 and only the terms with order equal or higher than ¢ have concerns with
the initial kinetic energy. For the symmetric case of bifurcation (V4] = 0), the expression
becomes

~ 1\ 2 24
;td = ). ‘*“Az - 82'/3+ —’3"-;84 £
¢ €3 €3 3¢l

N (i>1/3 (,{_4 B Aiq _ %8_5 + Lzaazt)gwa +O(|£|5’/3) (21)

€3 &3 & 3¢? 9¢3

where 4, < 0 and only the terms with order equal or higher than ¢*’ have relations to the
initial kinetic energy.

4. EXAMPLE

In this section, we will present two examples to illustrate application of the method.

4.1. Example 1: a single-degree-of-freedom cantilevered model under impact loading
The first example is the initially imperfect single-degree-of-freedom model under impact
loading illustrated in Fig. 1. The model is an extension of Kounadis and Raftoyiannis
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Fig. 1. Single-degree-of-freedom imperfect model under impact loading.
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(1990) and Kounadis (1993b) by replacing the original quadratic nonlinear rotational
spring with the cubic nonlinear one that exhibits a softening behavior described by the
equation M, = k(6—8%). A body of weight mg (g is the gravitational acceleration) falling
from a height H strikes centrally the tip mass m with initial velocity v, = /2gH. We assume
a completely plastic impact occurs; thus both the striking body and the tip mass attain
immediately after the impact the same velocity and do not separate thereafter. It is assumed
that the response of the model after impact remains elastic throughout deformation.
The equilibrium equation of the system after the impact is

0—0° — Asin(@+e) = 0. 22)

where ¢ and 6 are the initial and incremental angle of deformation, respectively, 1 = mgl/k,
k is the linear spring component ; and condition (4) becomes

167 —10° — A[cos e —cos(0+¢)] = 335 sin’ &. 23)

where M = my+m, puy = mp/M and 6, = v/ M/k.
It is easy to find that the buckling load of the perfect system is 1. = 1. Due to the
expressions of eqns (22) and (23), we look for their solutions in the following form:

). = 1+1262+l494+’ U
= 6;0° 4507+ (24a,b)

Substituting eqns (24a,b) into eqns (22) and (23), and repeating the process as in deriving
the perturbation equations in eqns (13a—) and (14a—), we get the following systems of
equations:

&+ 4, +§ =0,

&+id,+o =0 (25)
and
gs+As 18+ 1+ 26— =0,
g5 +3 Ay — 18 ot Aa(e;s —5) +3u300e3 = 0. (26)
Solving two systems (25) and (26), we obtain
=% =1 27
and
Ay = =it ig M0y, s = j5—1m HoDh- (28)

Finally, due to 4, < 0, from eqns (21), (24a, b), (27) and (28), one arrives at

Io= 130G+ (DG me00)e"” +0(E). (29)

300 12
We remark that eqn (29) gives an asymptotic expression of the exact dynamic buckling
load for the undamped model under the impact loading.



3142 B. Wu

mug Q o

Fig. 2. Ziegler’s geometrically imperfect model under impact loading.

4.2. Example 2: Ziegler’s two-degree-of-freedom model under impact loading

The second example is the Ziegler’s two-degree-of-freedom cantilevered model under
impact loading investigated by Kounadis (1993b) and shown in Fig. 2. A body of weight
myg falling from a height H strikes centrally the tip mass m, with initial velocity
vy = «/2gH. A completely plastic impact is also assumed.

For the state immediately after the impact (with masses m, and M = m,+m,) which
corresponds to the initial position specified by the displacements (geometric imperfections)
g, and &,, one can apply the law of the impulse momentum to derive the initial velocities,
We adopt a method which is different from Kounadis’s (1993b) to obtain the initial angular
velocities of the links 4B and BC.

Applying the law of impulse momentum to the total system in the normal of 4B and
to the subsystem consisting of link BC and the new tip mass M in the normal of BC,
respectively, one obtains relations between the initial nondimensional angular velocities
®1(0) and ®2(O) (o ==mo/M, py :==m M, 0y = vo/ M]K):

(1 +#1)®1 (0) +cos(e, _31)92(0) = —poBy Sin gy,
cos(e, —£,)0, (0) + 0, (0) = — iy, sine,. (30)
Solution of the above linear system of equations is given by

LoDy COS &, Sin(e, —&;)

8,(0) =
© iy +sin’ (g, — &)

WoBo[cos &, sin(e, —g; )+, sineg,]

i +sin’ (e, —&;)

9,(0) = — €1y

Based on eqn (31), the nondimensional initial kinetic energy is
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K°(e) = 3 [(1+ )67 (0)+ ©3(0)+ 26, 0)8 0) coste: —s,)]

222

= B0 1010 — 020)7 + 11, 03,]6% + O(°) (32a)

where the imperfection

w=(g,8) =¢d, #=(0,0), fo+05 =1 (32b)

The exact expression for the nondimensional total potential energy after the impact is given
by

V(d,,0,, 4, 81332)-1 +38 93+ (92“6 )2+ 0,(6,—0, )

2 3

—Alcose, —cos(f; +¢&,)+cose;, —cos(0,+¢,)]  (33)

where €, and €, e e wamwrntal anglk of ROTImaLon o1 YR SYSRm, & e vRar spring
component common for both springs and §,(i = 1,2) are the nonlinear components of
the corresponding quadratic springs, §, > 0(<0) express the corresponding spring is of
hard(soft) type, 4 = mgl/k. Thus the equilibrium equation of the system is as follows:

046,67 —(0,—0,)—8,(0,—0,)* —Asin(f, +¢,) = 0,
92 —91 +52(02_01)2 '—A,Sin(gz +82) =0. (34)

Thee vucXimg Y0ab as weh as The'votkhng mobe 01 The correspondine periett sysiem are

51
/16=3_Vf5, u1=(6“>= 2| (35)

Frca equs (3283, (331 and (351,

c 2
Vuu/lul -

3-/5
Vit it = — {[(\/3_1)910 +2605],
Vet = (24/5—4)8, +(18—8,/5)6,. (36)

Substitutions of eqn (36) into eqns (16) and (17) lead to

A= li[(eﬁ —10)3, +(50—22./5)3,],

(/5= D3, +(71-3./5)3,
(37)
(/5= 1010 +205]

82=

In order to obtain 4, and &;, we must solve u, = (6., 0,,). From eqns (13a, b) and (34), u,
satisfies the following system of equations:
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2—4.  —1 0,5, 0.0 0,, 6,07, —062(0,,—0,,)’ 0
Y "l(.gz —Al + =
-1 1—2./\02 620 P 3,(0,,—6,,)* 0

(38a)
and constraint condition
\/g——l
2 921 +022 = 0 (38b)
The solution of system (38a, b) is given by
(4\/——10)5 +(40-18./5)8,00,0  (/5+1)3; +(11/5-27)8, 39)
! 15[(/5—=1)010 +205] 30
and
5—1
922 = - \[2 62| (39b)
From eqns (32a) and (33),
5
ng(o) = ﬂlz - (P10 "920)2 +/~‘16§o]»
|
VZu 2l = -/1(-(921910 +922020)a
Vi i = — (01,010 +0,05),
V;uuu%ul = 2519%1921 +28,(0,, ~911)2(922 —0,,)
Vzuulu% = 09
V‘uuuu 1 - A((B‘:l +0?2),
V:Au// : - 03
Viathus = — 0,0, —0,,0,,,
Viwstti i = 0. (40)

Substitutions of eqns (35)—(37), (39a, b) and (40) into eqns (18) and (19) lead to

5 [<3{5()—551+25—11ﬁ(S )(\/3—1)920—29]0 SCRNON

0 ) (S5m0 420, 10

35— 3f) ]021 15— 6\/— 5+\/’K0(0)2 al)

and

_ ! {_ (/5= 1)8, +(7—3/5)8:1[4./56, + (20—8,/5),]
(/5= 1810 +205 45

+[(20m—ﬁ920+920)sz+251—(\/5—1)52]621+3 ‘[+(3+\/ 5)K? (0)82} (42)
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Table 1. Lower-upper bound dynamic buckling estimates 1, and 4, for different values of the imperfection

amplitude, ¢, for the case of impact loading with d, = —2.5, 3, = —0.75, yy=0.1, u, = 1.8, &, = 4.0 and
i = (010, 020)
oy 2 Ay A A, A

2 (1.0, 0.0) (—0.707, 0.707) (0.526, 0.851)

0.001 0.361432 0.364289 0.368356 0.370281 0.354152 0.357582
0.005 0.335712 0.342440 0.351208 0.355838 0.320703 0.327441
0.01 0.316193 0.326068 0.338125 0.345016 0.296313 0.304856
0.02 0.288230 0.302914 0.319279 0.329711 0.262806 0.272916
0.03 0.266488 0.285147 0.304545 0.317967 0.237878 0.248407
0.04 0.247965 0.270170 0.291940 0.308066 0.217392 0.227746
0.05 0.231501 0.256974 0.280695 0.299343 0.199744 0.209543
0.08 0.189585 0.223862 0.251904 0.277456 0.157111 0.163866
0.1 0.165581 0.205200 0.235316 0.265120 0.134124 0.138122

Finally, one can obtain the asymptotic expansion (20) in terms of ¢ of the lower bound
dynamic buckling load where A,, &,, 4, and ¢; are given in eqns (37), (41) and (42).

For the present example, the asymptotic lower bound dynamic buckling loads and
static buckling loads [obtained according to Wu and Wang (1997)] for three different
normalized imperfection patterns @ = (1.0, 0.0), (—0.707, 0.707) and (0.526, 0.851) are
listed in Table 1. As expected, the lower-upper dynamic buckling estimates decrease with
the increase of imperfection amplitude &, and along with @ =(0.526, 0.851) which has the
shape of the buckling mode u, the lower-upper estimates decrease most rapidly.

5. CONCLUSIONS

Without solving the system of a differential equation of motion numerically, the present
paper provides a regular perturbation approach to analysis of lower bound dynamic
buckling loads for discrete imperfect structural systems under impact loading. The approach
is based on the energy criteria for establishing the lower bound dynamic buckling estimate
of autonomous systems presented by Kounadis and his associates. The relationship between
the lower bound dynamic buckling load and a measure of the amplitude of the imperfection
has been obtained by using an inverse expansion of the proposed regular perturbation
procedure. With this relationship, the effects of various imperfection parameters on the
lower bound dynamic buckling loads for autonomous systems under impact loading can
be evaluated.

Here we applied the procedure to two examples. The results illustrate the characteristics
and the effectiveness of the approach.
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