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Abstract

In this paper semi-infinite one- and two-dimensional (1-D and 2-D) coupled structures are considered in
order to find conditions under which coupling effects can induce hypersensitive vibrating behaviour. The
approach is based on classical wave decomposition, and the first point is to show that high sensitivity can
exist in such simple systems. Then, for the case of beams, it is shown that two critical coupling angles can be
defined, and that their values depend only on wave number ratio. A similar study is then performed on
semi-infinite coupled plates, and the existence of a critical coupling angle is shown. Its value can be
determined using three structural parameters. The results are finally compared to finite coupled structures.
© 2003 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Uncertainty can be a major questioning source as soon as manufacturing processes are used to
build structures. Many reports have been presented [1,2], in which people show that sensitivity
causes can be numerous in complex systems, and are not easily detectable. In our recent work [3],
a method that could help one to predict which structural zones are responsible for hypersensitive
behaviour [4] has been presented. In Refs. [4,5], a study concerning coupled plates has been used
to show that a small shift of coupling angle could induce very large variations of response, when
the nominal coupling angle has a particular value. This value depends on the characteristics of the
structure, and has been determined for only a few specific cases. In the present paper a basic study
is presented to find values of coupling angles which are in many cases responsible for vibration
sensitive behaviour. This work is based on a wave approach in semi-infinite coupled structures
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(coupled beams and coupled plates), in order that the number of structural parameters remains
low.

The first part deals with semi-infinite coupled beams. Wave approaches for this kind of
structure are well-developed, because of their simplicity, and their use is common in the field of
joints between structures. Horner and White [6] have presented equations corresponding to
coupling effects between bending and in-plane movements due to connecting angle, in terms of
transmitted and reflected powers. They show that for particular joint angle values, transmitted or
reflected power could be very sensitive to this angle. Guo [7] has shown results for models of joint
behaviour, using masses and stiffnesses. Even if its results are not interpreted in terms of
sensitivity, the equations that he developed are used here to find the conditions under which the
coupled structure is sensitive. These conditions are derived using a single structural parameter,
and linked to results concerning eigenvalues sensitivities of finite coupled beams.

The second part is comparable to the previous one, except that the structures are semi-infinite
coupled plates. Coupling effects have been described by Langley and Heron [§], while sensitive
behaviour has been observed for in-plane waves by Kil et al. [9] for small values of joint angle.
Even if the structural parameters are more numerous than coupled beams cases, the conditions
under which coupled plates can have sensitive behaviour are described in this paper and linked to
the response variability of finite plates.

2. Study of two coupled semi-infinite beams

The considered structure is built with two coupled semi-infinite identical beams, presented in
Fig. 1. Constitutive materials are supposed to be homogeneous and isotropic, and Bernoulli’s
formulation is used to describe the vibrating behaviour of the structure. Both bending and
longitudinal movements are considered, and are not independent because of the coupling angle «.
Bending movements are belonging to (O,X7, 1) plane, longitudinal displacements are along
(0, x1) and (0, X>) axis, while coupling point is O.

The notations used for the forced waves decomposition are detailed in Appendix E.

bending movement:

® Beam number 1 (corresponding to x; <0) is supposed to be the one in which there is an incident
bending wave of unit amplitude, travelling toward the coupling point:

wi(xp) = e (1)

Fig. 1. Two coupled semi-infinite beams.
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where j* = 1 and k = \/E(pS /EI)l/ % is the bending wave number of the beam. One should note
that this choice of unit amplitude will bring large values of quantities if they are interpreted as
MKS values, that is why units corresponding to displacements and powers are not labelled in
figures.

Another wave exists in this beam, because of reflection effects on the coupling line. One can
distinguish its evanescent and propagative parts:

W) = Ae + Bedb, )
where 4 and B are not known.

e Beam number 2 (x; > 0) movement is imposed by the coupling. Then, the transmitted bending
wave can be written as

wi(x) = Ce ™ 4 De e, 3)

where C and D are not known.
As far as longitudinal vibrations are concerned.

e In beam 1 a travelling reflected longitudinal wave is generated by coupling effects:
u(x)) = Fel™, “4)

in which F is unknown and 1 = w+/p/E is the longitudinal wave number of the beam.
® In beam 2, a transmitted travelling wave is generated by the coupling:

U (x) = Ge 4, (5)
where G is not known.

2.1. Equations

Once displacements fields are known, the generalized forces can be determined using
constitutive laws linking forces and displacement fields, which can be written for the bending
moment M, shear force T and longitudinal force N:

d2
M(x) = EI d—x’zv, (6)
d3
T(x) = —El 75, (7)
du
N(x) = ES 2. (8)
dx

These relations are valid if they are used to define cohesion forces corresponding to an external
normal oriented toward increasing x. It is also possible to define the rotation of the beam cross-
section:

Qx) = j—;”. (9)
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Then, one can determine each of the six unknowns, using continuity equations at the coupling
point x = 0:

e Displacement continuity:
w(0) = (w;(0) + w,(0))cos o + u,(0)sin o, (10)

u(0) = —(w;(0) + w,(0))sin o + u,(0)cos o. (11)

e Rotation continuity:
dw d(w; + w,

(0). 12
i ax (0) (12)
e Bending moment continuity:
d?w, d2(wl- + wy
El 0) = EI ————=(0). 13
720 el (13)
® Shear and normal forces continuity:
3 30 ‘
¢ 10y = —EI M (O)cos & + ES 34 (0)sin o, (14)
dx; dx; dx;
3 .
Es 3 0y = r SO 0160 o+ ES 94 (0)cos o (15)
dx, dx3 dx;

These six equations can be written in the following forms:

[cosor  cosa  —1 -1 sin o 0] [4] [ —coso |
sin o sin o 0 0 —cosa 1 B —sina
1 ] 1 ] 0 0 C _ ] ‘ (16)
1 -1 -1 1 0 0 D 1
cosa —jcosa 1 —j —jusina O F —jcosa
_sinoc —jsinae 0 0  jucosu j,u_ | G ]| _—j sinoc_

in which « is the coupling angle and the non-dimensional variable u = Si/Ik? is the only
structural parameter, presented by Kil et al. [9] as a non-dimensional frequency, which can also be
expressed as the wave number ratio

S ES\* k
M_Ik_3_(p1w2> -7 a7
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This problem has an analytical solution:

i (1+j)sin® o T
o K(onp)
4 (1—p?)sin® o—ju(1—cos o)’
B K(op)
C (= 14jp®)sin® o—p(1—j)(1—cos o)’
_ K(o,p) (18)
D j(l—,uz)sin2 a+2u(1+cos o)’ ’
F K (o)
sin o WG=D=3=)cos a+(1+i)(u-+])
G K(o.p)
- - c o () (=p)eos a—p(3—j)—3—j
| S K0 |
with
Ko, 1) = u(3 4 2 cos o+ 3 cos® o) + (1 4 j)(1 — j)sin? . (19)

2.2. Application

In this section it will be shown that the behaviour of the structure can be classified into two
categories, highly sensitive to connecting angle or not. The first point is to find an indicator that
could be able to determine in which category the considered structure should be classified.

A particular case is considered. The chosen beams have the same characteristics: square sections
(1 cm x 1 ecm), Young’s modulus £ = 2.1 x 10'! Pa, density p = 7800 kg/m", and the calculation
is performed at frequency f = 100 Hz. Thus the value of the non-dimensional parameter u is 53.5.
The evolution of the amplitude of propagative waves, which are responsible for far-field structural
vibration behaviour is investigated. Fig. 2 shows the amplitudes of propagative waves versus
coupling angle a. According to Eq. (3), the continuous line is obtained by plotting the modulus of
amplitudes of the transmitted propagative bending wave (||D]]). One should note that this value
corresponds to the choice of using unit amplitude impinging wave.

In this figure, one can define distinct zones when the coupling angle increases: if the coupling
angle is equal to zero, the incident wave is fully transmitted, since the beam is an infinite one
without any discontinuity. As soon as the value of « has a non-null value, the amplitude of the
transmitted wave quickly decreases, and for this case, sensitivity of response to coupling angle has
a large value on 0-20° range. Then, if the coupling angle is still growing, one can define a large
angle range on which the sensitivity is very low. Beyond, another high-sensitivity behaviour zone
can be observed, and finally the amplitude of propagative transmitted wave is null when coupling
angle reaches its maximum theoretical value of 180°.

A similar analysis can be made considering bending reflected wave, and results are comparable,
excepted opposite zones corresponding to total transfer or null transfer, which are reversed
compared with transmitted waves analysis, as shown in Fig. 2.

Calculation also allows one to obtain the amplitudes of transmitted and reflected longitudinal
waves. These curves present again high-sensitivity zones when the coupling angle is close to zero
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Fig. 2. Modulus of amplitudes of propagative waves versus coupling angle. —, bending transmitted wave; - -, bending
reflected wave; ..., longitudinal transmitted wave; —, longitudinal reflected wave.

or 180° (see Fig. 2). However, in a vibro-acoustic process, one is mainly interested in bending
movements, which are responsible for sound radiation.

Since the considered problem can be formulated using only one variable which is the wave
number ratio y, it could be interesting to obtain an expression of a critical angle versus u, for
which response sensitivity would be maximum. In order to choose the way this critical angle
should be defined, the derivatives of propagating bending wave amplitudes are plotted with
respect to the coupling angle «. This is done in Fig. 3.

High-sensitivity zones can be found again in this figure. The first one is centered on an angle of
approximately 12°, while the second one is centered on an angle of about 170°. Unfortunately, it
is not possible to define a precise value for critical angles that would be a characteristic
information for high-sensitivity zones, since both transmitted and reflected waves do not reach
their maximum sensitivity for the same coupling angle. A way to break this limit, is to consider a
power analysis of the structure.

2.3. Power flow balance

It is possible to obtain analytical expressions for powers, but for sake of simplicity complete
expressions are not detailed here. Considered power flows are defined on the basis that the
incoming wave w; is an input power of a part of the beam of which the normal vector is oriented in
the x; <0 direction, which involves sign inversions in constitutive laws (6)—(8). This sign
convention is also valid for both transmitted and reflected power flows. Distinguishing between
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Fig. 3. Derivate of modulus of propagative bending waves with respect to coupling angle «, versus this angle. —,
transmitted wave; ---, reflected wave.

the different transmission paths:
Power transmitted by shear force:

Pr(x2) = 3Re(wT), (20)
Pr(x2) = § EIok*(||DII* + e *Re(jCDe ™ 4 CDe 7)), (21)
Power transmitted by bending moment:
Py(x2) = L Re(Q, M), (22)
Py(x2) = EIok*(|ID|]? — e Re(CDe** — jCDe 7)), (23)

Thus the power transmitted by shear force and bending moment depend on the point of
calculation, the total bending transmitted power is independent of x and remains constant all
along beam 2 since:

Prending = Pr(x2) + Py(x2) = EIok’||D|*. (24)

As far as the total transmitted power is concerned, one must first take into account the third
transmission path which is due to longitudinal waves:

Piongi = 5 Re(iN;) = 3 0AES||G|[*. (25)
Then, the total transmitted power does not depend on the point chosen for its evaluation:
Pans = EIok*||DII* + 1 ESwl||G|I*. (26)
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Fig. 4. Transmitted powers versus coupling angle. —, total; - -, bending; ---, in-plane.

Note that this power, which is plotted versus coupling angle in Fig. 4, allows one to find again
which angle ranges are highly sensitive. One should note that the values of power, which are of the
order of 107, correspond to the use of a unit impinging wave.

As far as incident power is concerned:

ne = YRe(W;T)) + 1 Re(Q;M)), (27)
P[;w:%Re(WEI(gM;l)-FIR ( QEICEZ) (28)
Py = Elok®. (29)

And, finally, reflected power can be written as
Py = s Re(W0, T,) + L Re(Q, M,) + L Re(i, N,), (30)
P = —EIok’||B|* — L ESwl|F|*. (31)

The three ways of reflection are illustrated in Fig. 5, in which one can find sensitive coupling
angle ranges.

Thus, power flow balance applied to the considered part of the structure can be easily written
since our model does not take into account any losses:

P+ P refl = P transs (32)

where P > 0; Py <0; Ppans > 0, which is in accordance with propagation direction of each
considered wave.
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Fig. 5. Reflected powers versus coupling angle. —, total; - -, bending; ---, in-plane.

The interest of the power analysis is that transmitted and reflected waves sensitivity to coupling
angles are identical, thanks to power balance, since incoming power does not depend on the
coupling angle value. In Fig. 6, the power derivative curve is presented, allowing one to define two
angles for which the sensitivity is very high. The first angle has a value of 10° whereas the second
one is 172°. These results are in accordance with those concerning displacements analysis, and the
interest is that one can characterize the structure by two “‘critical” angles, around which
transmitted (or reflected) power sensitivity is large. These critical angles characterize the structure
sensitivity to coupling angle, which is due to rapid changes of power flow.

2.4. Critical angle values

It has been shown that the formulation uses only one variable, which is the wave number ratio.
Thus it is possible to calculate critical angles versus parameter u. Fig. 7 shows numerical results:
critical angle values are plotted versus u, which belongs to classical structure ranges.

One should note that the small critical angle does not always exist. Indeed, when %< w<3, there
is only one maximum on sensitivity curve, which is above 90°. The limit case between existence
and non-existence of the first angle is shown in Fig. 8.

2.5. Conclusion on coupled semi-infinite beams

Finally, it has been shown that for semi-infinite coupled beams, only one structural parameter
was enough to characterize the sensitivity of the structure with respect to coupling angle. The
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existence of a critical angle is due to the rapid changes of power flow. The parameter used here is
the wave number ratio. In most cases envisaged, two critical angles can be defined, around which
the sensitivity is strong. One of these has a value lower than 45°, while the other is greater than
130°. Critical angles values have been evaluated as functions of wave number ratio.
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Fig. 9. Coupled finite beams.

2.6. Analysis of finite coupled beams

Previous results have been obtained using power flow analysis of semi-infinite coupled beams,
so one can wonder if critical angles which have been defined in this way can be linked with results
concerning finite structures.

Two finite beams, which are described in Fig. 9, are coupled with an angle «, and simply
supported on both ends. Notations for this structure are detailed in Appendix E. A modal analysis
of these coupled beams is presented here.
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The equations of motion for beams 1 (x;€[0,L;]) and 2 (x,€[—L,,0]) are (i = 1 and 2):

d*wi(x;)
pSiw*wi(x;) — Eid;i ——= =0,
dx;
d?u(x;
piSictux) + Es; ) g (33)
dx;
This is a very classical problem, its general solution can be written using this form
Wi(xi) = o; COS kixi + ﬁ,- sin k,’X,’ +7; ch k,~x,~ + 5,’ sh k,’X,’, (34)
u;i(x;) = g cos A;x; + &; sin A;x;, (35)
in which wave numbers are
2
,O-Sl'(D
k=1 , 36
' =TEIL (36)
2 =Pl 37
=0l (37
Boundary conditions at points x; = 0 can be used in order to simplify the above equations by
cancelling «;, y; and ¢&; coefficients. Coupling conditions at points x; = L; and x; = —L, are
similar to Egs. (10)—(15), and allow one to obtain this linear system:
TX = 0. (38)
in which XT = [, 6, B, &2 & &]and
[ sink;L; shk|L, sin k> L, cos o sh k, L, cos o 0 —Ccos Ay L, sin o
0 0 —sin kp L, sin o —sh kr L, sina cos 1Ly —cos Ar Ly cos a
COS k1L1 ch lel 7/(? COS k2L2 7;2 ch k2L2 0 0
T= —sin k1L1 sh lel —:—§ sin ksz i—%sh k2L2 0 0
1 1
3 3 ] . .
cosk;L; —chkL, —222 coskyL, cosa gf%:? chk,L, cos 0 ‘?jl?]j? sin J, L, sin o
i 0 0 ;2;‘1/1 cos k> L, sin o —Z;]: chkyL,sino  —sin AL %gﬁ: sin AL, cos o |
(39)

The eigenvalues of the structure are finally obtained with a numerical solution of the non-linear
equation det(T) = 0.

2.7. Numerical application

The chosen characteristics are: E; = 2.1 x 10'! Pa, p, = 7800 kg m~3, L; =35cm, L, = 27 cm.
Beams rectangular section are identical (3 cm x 1 cm). Then, numerical solution of det(T) =0
allows one to obtain Fig. 10, in which the 10 first eigenfrequencies of the structure are plotted
versus coupling angle . Some of these frequencies are very sensitive to coupling angle, in
particular those corresponding to modes 4, 6, 8§ and 10. One can note that these situations are
generally local modes of one beam or correspond to in-phase vibrating beams.
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Fig. 10. Ten first eigenfrequencies (Hz) versus coupling angle (degrees). Symbols o denote inflexion points of curves.

2.8. Relationship between critical angle and eigenfrequency sensitivity

In Fig. 10, inflexion points are indicated, corresponding to angle for which sensitivity of
considered eigenfrequency with respect to coupling angle reaches its maximum value. Each of
these points can be used in order to define a “‘critical angle” associated with an eigenfrequency,
allowing one to calculate the corresponding wave number ratio using Eq. (17). This set of points
can be plotted in Fig. 7, which characterizes the critical angles for semi-infinite beams. This is
done in Fig. 11, on which one can observe that critical angles defined using energy considerations
of coupled semi-infinite beams are close to the ones defined using the sensitivity of
eigenfrequencies of coupled finite beams. The only point which is not really close to the original
curve is the one associated with the first mode, but as far as this particular mode is concerned, one
can observe in Fig. 10 that the variation of its eigenfrequency is quite slow when coupling angle
grows: in this kind of situation, the use of a so-defined critical angle has less meaning compared
with a more sensitive mode, like the fourth one.

2.9. Conclusions on coupled beams

An analysis of coupled beams has been carried out in order to show that the behaviour of such
a simple structure could be very sensitive to coupling angle. This phenomena has been described
using semi-infinite beams, for which it has been shown that the critical coupling angle was defined
using only one parameter, which is the wave number ratio. This analysis has been done
considering power flows, and can be validated considering finite coupled beams, for which it has
been shown that eigenfrequencies variations versus coupling angle could be linked to results
obtained with semi-infinite beams.
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3. Coupled plates study

In this section a similar study is presented, based on semi-infinite coupled identical plates.
Hypersensitivity phenomenon have been observed in coupled plates [4], that is why one can
wonder if some simple rules like the ones presented above for beams exist for coupled plates.

Notations used for the forced waves decomposition are detailed in Appendix F.

3.1. Bending movement

Suppose that an incident bending wave of incidence angle 0 is travelling in plate number 1, as
shown in Fig. 12. This incident wave is denoted as
w; = e Kex ik, (40)

in which k, = k cos 0, k, = k sin 0 and bending wave number k satisfies the dispersion equation:
—. 41)

This wave is partly reflected on plate 1, while another part is transmitted on plate 2, connecting
angle couples bending and in-plane vibrations because of the boundary conditions on the joint
line. Taking into account spatial coincidence along a coupling line and denoting k, =
k+/1 + cos? 0 the near-field wave number, reflected bending wave w, and transmitted one w,
can be written as

w, = e F¥(4e Y 4 Beker),

w, =e "X (He b 4 Ke™he), (42)
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Fig. 12. Two semi-infinite coupled plates.

3.2. In-plane vibrations

Continuity conditions along a joint line introduce coupling effects between bending and in-
plane vibrations. Details are given in Appendix A, and complete equations and derivations can be
found in Ref. [9].

One should distinguish two types of in-plane waves, the longitudinal ones (which are parallel to
the propagation direction), with a wave number A, and the in-plane shear ones (which are
perpendicular to propagation direction), corresponding to another wave number u.

The nature of in-plane waves depends on corresponding wave number values in comparison
with imposed bending one. The most frequent situation is the case numbered 3 in Appendix A,
when x component of imposed bending wave number is greater than in-plane stress wave number:
k> .

In this situation, all existing in-plane waves are vanishing ones, corresponding to y components

of wave numbers:
ky =j\/ —2* + K2,
ksy =j\/ —p> + k2. (43)

Reflected in-plane waves u,, v, and transmitted ones u;, v, can be expressed as follows:
[k . k. _
U, = ekaxX <fcelk/yy _ %Pef.lkxy} ,

B <% Co-ibnr ’% Pejksyy) , (44)
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ut — e*jkxx (% F‘e jk/),y + % Qe jk.\'yy> R

. ky :
v, =e IR (—% Felkwr % Qe Jk“?"y> . (45)

3.3. Constitutive laws along (O, x) axis

Constitutive laws can be written along (O, x) axis to obtain expression of generalized forces,
rotation and bending moment using displacement fields that will be used for continuity relation

expressions:
Fo=s (2,20,
2(1l +v)\dy ox

o B (o
T =v)\ ox  oy)’

Pw Pw
F. = — —+2—V)=—= 46
: (w+(”&%> (46)
Fy, F), and F. are line force densities in x, y and z directions.
o
=3
o*w *w

M=D|— — . 47
(ayz o 5x2> “n

R is the rotation angle and M is the bending moment.
3.4. Continuity relations

Eight continuity relations can be written on the junction line, in order to identify wave
amplitudes. These relations are

(a) Continuity of components of displacement: u, = u,; v, — v,coso — w,sina = 0; w; + w, +
v,sino — w,cosa = 0.

(b) Continuity of components of force: Fj = F.; F—Flcosa— F!sina=0; F!+ F/+
Fysino — F coso = 0.

(c) Continuity of rotation: R; + R, — R, = 0 and

(d) Continuity of bending moment: M; + M, — M, = 0.

These equations can be developed from waves in both plates and lead to the linear system of
wave amplitudes that can be expressed with only four independent structural parameters: Poisson
ratio v, incidence angle of bending wave 6, coupling angle o and a non-dimensional parameter:

hw?

c=p 1E (48)
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Finally inversion of the system allows one to obtain the displacement field in both plates, and
lastly to study the behaviour sensitivity as previously done for beams.

3.5. Numerical application

The considered structure is made of steel plates (E = 2.1 x 10'! Pa; p = 7800 kg/m?>; h =
2 mm; v = 0.3), while the frequency chosen for calculation is 500 Hz and incident angle is 0 = 40°.
Thus the non-dimensional parameter is 1.2 x 10~7. Let us observe the bending response of the
structure, which is responsible for sound radiation, at several points of the structure, in order to
observe near and far fields. The corresponding curves are plotted using on the one hand a point on
the coupling line, since on this point evanescent and travelling waves contribute significantly to
the displacement, and on the other hand another point will be used, chosen far from the junction
in order that only propagative waves effects can be observed.

Fig. 13 shows that bending displacement is very sensitive to the coupling angle up to 10°. For
greater angles, the bending response is not sensitive to angle variation. These observations are
made for coupling angles belonging to the 0—90° range. Beyond that, one can observe similar
results to those obtained for coupled beams. These cases will be studied in Section 3.6.

As far as in-plane movements are concerned, their evolutions are plotted in Fig. 14, in which
one can see that sensitive behaviour exists also for lower coupling angles. But in the present case,
these waves are evanescent, and their amplitudes are decreasing fast when observation point
moves away from coupling line.

To define connecting angle of maximum sensitivity, a similar remark as the one done for beams
can be made: angles for which sensitivity is maximum depends on the considered wave. In order to
be rid of this difficulty, transmitted and reflected powers are studied. In Fig. 15, one can observe
that power is mainly transmitted by transverse velocity, whatever the coupling angle value may
be, while the second transmission path is due to rotation velocity. In-plane movement does not

12

o

Il and [l
o
=
Il and [l
fland Iy

35 40 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
a (degrees) o (degrees)

Fig. 13. Modulus of bending response versus coupling angle:

(a) response on junction line, (b) response far from the
junction. - -, transmitted waves; —, reflected waves.
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Fig. 15. Powers evolution versus coupling angle: (a) reflected powers, (b) transmitted powers. --, bending moment
power; —, shear force power; --, in-plane power (always zero since these are close field waves); —, total power.

carry any power since associated waves are evanescent. High-sensitivity values which have been
observed for small coupling angles can be found again in power evolutions, since for flat angles,
reflected power is null, and grows up fast with coupling angle. In a complementary way,
transmitted power is maximal for flat coupling angle, then decreases until coupling angle is 5.5°,
for which power is fully reflected. Beyond, for larger angles, an equilibrium is established, and
power variation is very weak when coupling angle grows.

One should be precise that the chosen parameters correspond to case number 3 (k, > p), and for
all structures belonging to that case, evolutions of displacements and powers versus coupling
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angles are similar to those presented above. This behaviour is observed for most of structures:
indeed, k, > u corresponds to

1—v 3E cos“@>
1 +vdpr? h2f?

(49)

If one considers steel material (E = 2.1 x 10'! Pa, p = 7800 kg m~>, v = 0.3) or aluminum one
(E =72 x 10" Pa, p=2700 kg m >, v = 0.34), the previous relation can be written as

4
—C;l’fff > 1075, (50)

Thus, considering the case of many incident waves, coming from each possible incident angles,
one can see in Eq. (50) that the only waves that will induce propagative in-plane waves will have
almost normal incidence. If one applies the above equation in the case considered (4 = 2 mm,
f = 500 Hz), the incidence angle value beyond which the in-plane far-field waves will appear is
88.2°. Then, if we consider an almost normal incident angle (89°), transmitted power will be
mainly transported by in-plane waves. For all coupling angles with values below 88.2°,
transmission will always be done by bending motion.

In order to characterize hypersensitivity, one can evaluate the critical angle when structural
parameters are varied. Like for beams, the critical angle is defined by the angle o, for which the
derivative of the transmitted (or reflected) power with respect to coupling angle, reaches its
maximum absolute value. This calculation is performed using the three structural parameters 0, &
and v. The chosen ranges are 10713 <&<1073, 0.2<v<0.4 and 0° <0<90°, in order to represent
most of “classical” structures and material ranges. Results are shown in Figs. 16 and 17. One can
observe that in general critical angles are lower than 10°, only normal incident waves, high
frequencies calculations or plates with large thicknesses bring larger critical angles. In addition,
the influence of the Poisson ratio is very weak. If one tries to extrapolate these results to coupled
finite plates, one can suppose that incident waves will come from many directions, and that
globally there will be a range of angles for which sensitivity is important. For many situations, this
will result in one particular angle that will be more sensitive than the others, and this angle is likely
to be lower than 10°, which is in accordance with observed results [4].

3.6. Behaviour of coupled plates around o = 180°

A similar study can be performed for angles around 180°, even if the results should be
interpreted with precautions, since such structures could be impossible to build. Nevertheless, the
mathematical model allows one to obtain Fig. 18, in which transmitted and reflected powers are
plotted versus coupling angle. A high-sensitivity zone can be observed near 180°, which can be
interpreted as the symmetric effect of the one studied in the previous section. A remark can be
made about the particular value « = 180°. In this situation, results observed for beams are no
longer valid, since power is partly transmitted, because of effects along the x line, due to incidence
angle 0, which is 40° in the case considered. Thus, the x component of the incident wave is not
blocked by the geometry of the junction and movement is partly transmitted in plate 2.
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Fig. 16. Critical angle (degrees) versus incident angle 6 and non-dimensional parameter &. v = 0.3.
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Fig. 17. Critical angle (degrees) versus incident angle 6 and non-dimensional parameter &. v = 0.4.
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Fig. 18. Powers evolution versus coupling angle. Incident angle 6 = 40°: (a) reflected powers, (b) transmitted powers. - -,
moment; —, shear force; -, in-plane (always zero since these are close field waves); —, total.
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Fig. 19. Powers evolution versus coupling angle. Incident angle 0 = 85°: (a) reflected powers, (b) transmitted powers. - -,
moment; —, shear force; -, in-plane (always zero since these are close field waves); —, total.

This figure should be compared with Fig. 19, in which the incidence angle is close to 90°. In this
situation, the behaviour is close to the one observed for beams: when the coupling angle is 180°,
the transmitted power is close to zero.

The high-sensitivity zone can be characterized by the angle for which the derivative of
transmitted (or reflected) power with respect to connecting angle is maximum. This ““critical”
angle is plotted versus incident angle 0 and non-dimensional parameter £, for v = 0.3 in Fig. 20.
The gap observed around 0 = 35° is due to the chosen definition of critical coupling angle, and
can be explained using Figs. 18 and 19. In Fig. 18, the critical angle is localized around 176°, on
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Fig. 20. Critical angle (belonging to 90-180°, plotted value is 180° — «,,;) versus incident angle 6 and non-dimensional
parameter £. v = 0.3.

the left part of the minimum of reflected power, while as far as the picture plotted with 8 = 85° is
concerned, critical angle is about 173°, but it is localized on the right part of the minimum of
reflected power. Transition between these two situations implies the existence of the gap observed
in Fig. 20.

3.7. In-plane incident waves

In order to obtain a complete description of coupled plate sensitivity phenomenon, one should
wonder if the previous results are valid for in-plane incident wave. That could be important, since
as far as finite coupled plates are concerned, all kinds of exciting waves can exist. The effects of an
incident in-plane longitudinal wave is first studied

Ky

y == F eI,
oy = o(ihxiky), (51)
2
This wave is supposed to reach the coupling line with an incident angle 0:
k, =Acos0,

kj, =/ sin 0. (52)
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Complete derivation of the equations is not presented here, but the principle is exactly the same
as in Sections 3.1 and 3.2. Corresponding systems are presented in Appendix C. All in-plane
waves are propagative ones, but as far as bending waves are concerned, one should distinguish
two cases:

® k>k, in which k is the bending wave number: k> = w\/ph/D. In that case, propagative
bending waves exist.
e k <k, then bending waves are only evanescent ones.

Note that the first case can be considered only if
IPf? cos* <9 x 10, (53)

which means that most of structures satisfy this criterion, and that reflected and transmitted
bending waves are generally partly far-field ones.

Then, continuity conditions at plate junctions allow one to solve the problem, and to
find the transmitted and reflected power expressions associated with incident in-plane longitudinal
wave, like the one shown in Fig. 21. The main transmission path is in-plane waves. One
can observe that sensitive coupling angles exist, even if sensitivity values are lower than in the
previous part.

Determination of the critical angle corresponding to maximum sensitivity allows one to plot
Fig. 22. One can observe that the incident angle has a very low influence on the critical angle
value, except for low-angled waves, for which critical angle is lower than 10—20° (as far as
“classical” structures are concerned), which is in accordance with results concerning incident
bending wave (Section 3.5).

x 100

11
15 T T T T T T T T o 210

L L \ ! L L L L L L L L L
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
o (degrees) o (degrees)

Fig. 21. Powers evolution versus coupling angle: (a) reflected powers, (b) transmitted powers. --, moment; —, shear
force; -+, in-plane; —, total.
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Fig. 22. Critical angle (degrees) for incident in-plane longitudinal wave versus incident angle 0 and non-dimensional
parameter & v =0.3.

A similar analysis can be performed to obtain Fig. 23, which shows the corresponding results
based on incident in-plane shear wave, details in Appendix D

ul- — — @ e(fjkxx*jkxyy)’
12
v = & e(_jkxx_jksyy)’ (54)
U
with
ky = ucos 0,
kyy = usin 6. (55)

One can observe that the results are close to those noted above, except for very low incident
angles. In those cases, there is no maximum in the sensitivity curve. This phenomenon is
comparable to the one observed for coupled beams (Fig. 8).

3.8. Conclusion on semi-infinite coupled plates and extension to finite coupled plates

As far as results linked to the coupling of semi-infinite plates are concerned, there is no
configuration guaranteeing that the structure not to be hypersensitive for a given excitation.
Nevertheless, the general tendency is that structures with coupling angles close to zero or 180° are
most likely to be hypersensitive, since a lot of configurations for which the critical angle belongs to
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Fig. 23. Critical angle (degrees) for incident in-plane shear wave versus incident angle # and non-dimensional
parameter &. v = 0.3.

these ranges exist. In a general case, the three described kinds of waves can exist simultaneously,
but since most of the time bending waves have generally more power than in-plane ones, the
behaviour of the structure will be close to the first described one (incident bending wave).

The interesting point is that most of the critical angles are lower than 10°, and it means that for
finite structures, on which incident waves are coming from all directions, there should exist a mean
angle for which the structure is very sensitive to coupling angle. This mean angle depends on
structure characteristics, but it is possible to affirm that in many cases it will be on the 0—10°
range. Of course this result is a general trend and particular values of structural parameters or
excitation could imply that critical angle is greater than 10°.

This can be verified using results obtained by Rébillard and Guyader [5], concerning the
analysis of two finite plates, which are coupled with an angle ¢. Dimensions of the structure are
given in Fig. 24. A sensitivity indicator is defined using the transfer mobility between two points
(4 and B). The mobility Y (A4, B, ¢) is the ratio of normal velocity at point B to normal force at
point A4. Its variation is denoted 0 Y (A, B,d¢) when the coupling angle varies. The sensitivity
indicator o(¢, d¢) is then defined as

SY (4, B, )

Y(A,B,¢) | (56)

xp,0¢) = ‘

Fig. 25, reproduced from Ref. [5], represents variation of « at 500 Hz when the value of d¢ is
one degree. In this case, maximum sensitivity is obtained for a coupling value of 7.5°.
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Fig. 24. Size (mm) of the coupled finite plates.
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Fig. 25. Sensitivity of transfer mobility, after Ref. [5].

If one tries to compare this result with the one obtained for semi-infinite plates, one should
consider the non-dimensional parameter 48, whose value in the considered case is & = 1.23 x
10~7. Fig. 26 represents a cut of Fig. 16 for such a value of &: it is not easy to infer from it a
particular value for critical angle, since it depends on incident angle.

A simplified approach can be performed assuming that there is a direct combination of waves
coming directly from point A to the coupling line, resulting in a global critical angle which is the
mean of critical angles taken into account:

1

erit mean = E 0 OCC”';(Q) do. (57)
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Fig. 26. Cut of Fig. 16, for ¢ = 1.23 x 10~ 7: critical coupling angle versus incidence angle.

In the considered case:

1 90 90
T —m< /4 00+ A ) de) (58)

Indeed, the estimated critical angle for the plate considered has a value of 6.9°, which is close to
the real one (7.5°). This allows one to justify the previous analysis performed on semi infinite
plates.

4. Conclusions

For both structures considered (semi-infinite coupled beams and plates), a critical angle can be
defined, for which the sensitivity of the transmitted (and reflected) power with respect to coupling
angle is maximum. Its existence is related to rapid changes in the transmission paths, which are
clearly identified by a power flow analysis. The value of this angle depends on the characteristics
of both structure and excitation, but is often smaller than 10°, or close to 180°. As far as the case
of beams is concerned, the wave number ratio is sufficient to know the critical angle value, where
as three parameters are necessary in the case of coupled semi-infinite plates. These results can be
used in order to understand the behaviour of finite structures, in which various kinds of waves
exist, with many incidences, and the above results indicate that it often results in the existence of a
critical angle whose value is lower than 10°.
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Appendix A. In-plane vibrations

Continuity conditions along joint line introduce coupling effects between bending and in-plane
vibrations. In-plane equations have been developed in Ref. [9], corresponding to the governing
equations:

Pu 1—vd*u 14v v a-+vy

_ —_— pu— A.l
o2t 2 a2 2 axoy E o A

Pv 1—vd*v 14v %u Q-+
= - . A2
2 T2 92 T2 away E "7 (A-2)

The general solution, using variable separation, can written in the following terms:

u=u;+ uy,

U= U + Uy,

where one can distinguish two types of in-plane waves, the longitudinal ones (which are parallel to
propagation direction)
wy = k(A k) _ pelikiocikin) | Celikirtiken _ p ekt

v = kly(Ale(fjk[xxfjklyy) + Ble(jk/xxfjk/yy) _ Cle(fjklxx“’jklyy) _ Dle(ikl.xx+jkl}YY))’

with kj, + kj, = 22 = pw*(1 —v})/E and the in-plane shear ones (which are perpendicular to
propagation direction):
Uy = Sy(_Ase(_jk:xX_jksy}’) _ BSe(jksxx_jksyy) + Cse(—jkuxﬂhyy) + Dse(jksxx""jksyy)),

vy = Sx(Ase(fjksxX*jksyy) _ Bse(jksxxfjks}’y) + Cse(*jk:xx""jksyy) _ Dse(ijX'x‘ijS}’y))
)

in which k7, + k7, = 1 = 2pw*(1 +v)/E.

These expressions can be simplified by taking into account the fact that the plates considered
plates semi-infinite, and that displacement fields should be spatially coincident along the x-axis
with bending fields:

ki, =k, and k, =k,.

Then, one should distinguish three cases:

Case 1: Longitudinal wave number value is greater than x component of imposed bending wave
number, .= k,. Suppose that the materials considered are such that the Poisson ratio v is lower
than 0.5, thus the in-plane stress u wave number is always greater than the longitudinal wave
number A, and for the case considered, it leads to u > k, since u = 2(1 — v)4.

Then, the y components of in-plane wave number values are fixed and are real and positive.

ky = /22 — k2,
kg = /1> — k2.
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Corresponding waves are propagative ones, and taking into account spatial coincidence,
reflected in-plane waves can be expressed as

. (k A k A
—jkyx X kiy sy Ky
u.=e JKx _CeJ ) _|__Pe] sy ,
' ( k k
. k . ko .
—ikox ly kny X kg,
v, = ¢ JKx _ v Ce] Y + _PeJ sy .
' ( k k
And as far as transmitted in-plane waves are concerned:
. k . k. .
—ikox X —iky, sy —jksy
u, = e JKx _Fe Ky 2V e JKsyy R
e o)

v = ef.]k X (lcléy Fe 7thy + = Qe_]kx)y>

Case 2: x Component of imposed bending wave number is greater than longitudinal wave number
and smaller than in-plane stress wave number, u>=k, > /. This implies that longitudinal wave is a
close-field one, while in-plane stress wave is a propagative one:

ki = j\/ =2 + k2,
kgy = /1> — k2.

Reflected waves can be expressed like this:

U, = e Ikex (& Ce Hkny 1 2% W Pe ks
k

and as far as transmitted in-plane waves are concerned:

— etk (% Ce ¥kny + * Pe J%)’)

U = e*jkxx (& Fe jklyy Sy Q 7_]ks}y
k

by = ek <_% Felkr 4 % er’cw) _

Case 3: x Component of imposed bending wave number is greater than in-plane stress wave
number, k, > p. All existing in-plane waves are close-field ones.

ky =j\/ =22 + K2,
ksy =y =1 + k.
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Reflected waves can be expressed like this:

U, = A <% Ce ¥ny _ Sy Pe K

and as far as transmitted in-plane waves are concerned:

v, = e_jka <% C _]k/\} _|_ Pe_Jk\\ >

u, = e kX (k Felkwy L 7% Sy erks;y
k

. ki k .
— e kx| T poikpy 47X 9aikey |
v ( k %9

Appendix B. Linear system for incident bending wave

In this appendix linear systems according to the three cases considered are presented.

® Case l: u>1=k,.
o Case 2: u=ky> A
o Case 3: ky>u> A

A linear system is denoted T.X = b, in which X’ =[4 BC F H K P Q], corresponding to waves
amplitudes defined in Sections 3.1 and 3.2. T is an (8 x 8) matrix, its expression depends on the
case considered:

T T2
T= )
Ty Txn
Case 1:
ks ke
0 0 7 7
kiy ly
0 0 - Z Cos o
Ty = . ,
1 0 o sin o
Kk, Kk
0 0 2 ‘kz’J 2 kzh
Ky Ky,
0 0 o z
sin o sin o —]‘7 % cos o
T, = e ,
—COS0o —COS 0 7 sino

0 0
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r . (k] +vk2) . (k] +vk2) 7
0 0 1= e s osa
D10k (B+Q-E) D= 1)k (k2+ Qi) 0 KD
Ty = Enk Enhk I—=
-k, k. ’
17 e 0 0
I 4vic? Ik
L ( }kz ) (hetvky) e/:zﬂ ) 0 0 ]
M. D(= 149Dk (k2+2—v)k2) . D(— 149k (— I3+ (2—)K2) - kg, (v—1) . kok, (v—1 b
)é-h]é ( ) ) Sln o ( +v ) téhkeJr( ‘) _\*) Sln o J 3 )k(; ) J 2 }C(Z‘ )COS o
. D(— 14+ (K242 —v)k? D(—1+V)ko(—K2+(2—V)k2 - kyky(v—1) -
T ( )l{?;k} QK o5 DEIEY) "é,lk"+( DK cos o 0 jrrel 2 ;C(,‘ ) sin o
2 =
-k k
0 7 i 0
22 k2 — k2
0 v e — VR 0
L k2 k2 a
Case 2:
k, kyx
0 0 7 7
kiy Iy
0 0 —% ——cosa
Ty =
1 1 0 ——sin o
k\’k 3 kxk 3
0 0 25 -2
kyy kyy
0 0 - -
k k
sin o sin o —% % cos o
T = e ,
—CcosSo.  —Coso 0 T sino
(k2,—k2)  (kK2—K2)
0 0 }kz 2 .
k2 vk I vk 7
Ny X Ty X
0 0 o —] gz —cosa
R L T e S L gy
T = i E g :
-k, ke
T I3 0 0
2 4vic IRk
L e 0 0 ]
M. D(—1+v)k, (R2+Q2—v)k2) . D(= 14k (—I24+(2—V)k2) - hko(v—1) - koko(v—1 7
J ( )251/3 ( ) x) sin o ( +v ) éhk(+( ‘) ,\) sin o J X S;C(ZV ) X s;c(z‘ )COS o
. D(— 14V (K242 —v)k? D(— 14+ (— k2 +(2—v)k2 - kykgy(v—1) -
T ( )é-(hk) ( ) x) CoS o ( +v ) éhk“‘!‘( V) 1\) COS o 0 J X s;cgv )Sln(x
2 =
] k}‘ ke
—I2—vi2 k2—vk2
- 0 i o o
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Case 3:

Ty =

sin o

T, =

—COS

0

i D(—14+v))ky (K2 4+Q2—v)k2)

(=]

S
| >~
[l SES =2

kxkiy
k2

=

-2

0 0

sin o
—cos

O 2

0
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2 2
—j ke, Avk

D1k (2 421k

Ehk
Ky
%

k2+vk?
L

Ty =

. D(—1+v)k,(k2+(2—v)k2)
Ehk

. D(— 149k (k22 —v)k?)
Enhk

0

sin o

COoS &

0

Ehk
ke

k
—k24vk2
k2

D(— 1+ )k (—k2+(Q2—)k2)
Ehk

D(—1+v)ke(—k2+(Q2—-v)k2)
Ehk
1%
—k%—vkﬁ.
—

sin o

Ccos o
k,

and b is the term corresponding to incident wave:

- D10k, (kG +(2— kD)
Ehk
- ky
J%
(—k3+vi3)
kz

oS
. klzy+ka.

2 sin o

- kykgy,(v—1)
—J 2

0 -]
3

< kekgy (v—1 ]
—j = ”k(z‘ ) cos o

xksy("7 1)
2

sin o

0

=

k2 —vic2

K2 0
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One can easily show that this linear system can be written using only four parameters:, a non-

dimensional parameter ¢ = ph*w?/12E, the Poisson ratio v, connecting angle « and incident angle
0. Expressions of variables used above are

% = cos 0,
% =sin0,
s 2 a?

=== (1= V)G

I 4 20 (1+v)

kfza_vfﬁ}'(l—ﬁi

2
k—gz 1 + cos® 0,

ki, 2 k2

TR R (1 — v2)é — cos? 0,

K22 k2 1+v
U_:u X _ 2
K2Rk 1fvé_°05 0,

DKk? [ &
Eh 1 —v2

Appendix C. In-plane incident wave

The considered incident wave is an in-plane longitudinal one of unit amplitude:
u = K kit
A

A

Ui _jkxx_jk/yy) .

Its incidence angle is denoted 0:
k, = Acos0,

ky, = Asin 0,
in which / is the longitudinal wave number: 2> = pw?(1 — v?) /E.
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Reflected and transmitted in-plane waves are

o[k - ksy
U, = e K (?X Ce kv 4 % Pelkoy >,
~ ki - k .
— e_]k.\’x JFC_JkIJV’y 7)6 e_JkS,V} .
(k %9
Considered materials are such that the in-plane shear wave number u = 2(1 — v)A is greater

than A, then all in-plane waves are propagative.
As far as bending waves are concerned, one should distinguish two cases:

- k; ky
= —jkyx y( Jkl}} P Jkr)}
or=e ( k KT

U, = e_jkxx <% Fe_jkb'y ‘Sy Qe_]kny

e Case 1: k>k, in which k is the bending wave number: k> = o ph/D.

Thus k, = \/k? — kZ and k, = \/k + k2 correspond to travelling and near-field parts of reflected
and transmitted bendmg waves:

w, = e_]k.\‘x(Ae]kyy + Bekey)’

w; = e ¥(He by 4 Keker),

Linear system obtained using continuity relations along coupling line is denoted T.X = b, in
which X' = [4 BC F H K P (), corresponding to waves amplitudes defined above. T is an (8 x 8)
matrix:

T T2
Ty Txn
00 & .
A
Ky ki
0 —=% —cosu
T = ke ;
1 0 —rsina
Kok Kk
0 0 2 27
k.\'y k.\'y
0 0 - -
—sino  —sina % —%cosoc
T, = b .
—COoS¢ —COS 0 Srsino

(k=KD (k)
0 0 k7 k7
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I A vk A Vi ]
0 0 =57 —] = —cosa
. DIy (R2+Q-0K2)  Dko(—k2+Q2—v)k2) kA
T, = ENhk Enhk IRy S|
-k,
iz 3 0 0
2 2 2 2
|k vk —k; 4 vki 0 0 |
. D(=1+vD)ke, (k3 +Q2—0)k2) . D(—14+v2)k (k2 +Q2—V)K2) - s kkgy(v=1) . kykgy,(v—1) i
J Eik no Bk S ) =7 ki Cosa
. Dy (kg +(2—v)k3) Dko(—k2+Q2—v)k2) o kiky s
Ty = Ehk cosa Enk cosa 0 ) ki SN
&, ke
1% % 0 0
2 2 2 2
I —k;, — vk k; — vk, 0 0 |
and the vector b is
S

7

k,

T
0

) kykyy,

b= Ak

. (K}, Vi)

)T
0
0
0

o Cuase2: k<k,

All bending waves are near field ones, with wave numbers k, = \/k2 — k? and k, = \/k + k2:

wy, = e KX (4ekr 4 Beker),

w, = e Y (He ™ 4 Ke k),

Linear system obtained using continuity relations along coupling line is denoted T.X = b, in
which X' =[4 B C F H K P Q], corresponding to waves amplitudes defined above. T is a

(8 x 8) matrix:
T T2
Ty Tl

T=
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Components of Ty; and T, are similar to those given in case 1.
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B . (k2 +vk2) . (k2 +vk2)
0 0 j—r  —j—p—cosu
Dky(—I2+Q=VK))  Di(—k2+(2—)k?) 0 (k)
T, = Ek Enk J Ty S |
k,
7 3 0 0
2 2 2 2
(R V) (R4 0 0 ]
[ D192k, (—K2+Q2-)K2) . D(— 14Dk (—k2+(Q2—V)K2) . s kokgy(v=1) s kg (v—1)
LNk S« Ehk S ) =7 R
Diey(—I2+(2—v)i?) Dk (—k2+(2—v)k2) - kikyy
Ty, = Ehk cos a ENhk Cos a 0 =)
k,
7 3 0 0
2 2 2 2
i 12— vi2 k2 — vk? 0 0

Appendix D. In-plane shear incident wave

The imposed wave is a travelling in-plane shear one:
Ksy oitecx-ikyy
2

u
ky

U

U =

— e_jkxx_jk.V}*y.

Uj

Its incidence is denoted 0:
k= pcosb,
kg, = psin 0,
in which 12 = 2p?(1 + v)/E; k* = w\/ph/D and k, = \/k + k2.
Three cases can be distinguished:

® Case l: k> A=k,

Then k, = \/k* — k2 and kj, = /1> — k%

Reflected waves are
W, = ef‘]kYX(Ae]kyy + Bekgy),

o (ke k .
— e_Jk.xx X Ce Jklyy -5y Pe JkSJ’y ,
th (k %

A T
— adkyx Ly C ikyy XP Jksyy .
or==¢ ( Kk ° ko )

CoSs o

sin o
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Transmitted waves are
w, = e ¥ (He by 4 Ke ko),

. k . .
u, = o dkxx < ?X Fefjk/yy _ % Qefjk.yyy ,

- k < k. -
_ ajkax ly F —ikyy ~ —iksyy
on=e ( k © k Qe )

All existing waves are travelling ones.
Linear system obtained using continuity relations along coupling line is denoted T.X = b, in

which X' =[4 B C F H K P Q), corresponding to waves amplitudes defined above. T is an
(8 x 8) matrix:

T T
T= ,
Ty Ty
ky ke
0 0 7 7
ki ki
T 0 0 -3 —Fcosa
11 = kn - 5
1 1 0 Zsino
kk) kyky,
0 0 2 2
ky ks
0 0 z T
—sino  —sino % —ljg Cos o
T12 = .
—Ccoso  —Cos o 0 % sin o
K2 —k> k2—k2,
0 0 ( s}kz x) ( (‘kz .U)
i AR k2 AR k>
0 0 J7 e —jm—cosa
- Diy(I2+Q2—=k2)  Dlc(—k2+(2—v)K?) 0 . kfv+vk?\_ Sin o
Ty = | Ehk Ehk e
b
-k k
i% % 0 0
I vik? 24k
i }k2 X fkt» X () 0 |
[ . D(—1+v))k, (K2 +Q2-)K3) . D(— 1+ (—I24+(2—V)K2) . kg (=1) s kokg (v—1) T
] ik £ sin o o wsino J- J==F—cosa
. Dk, (I3 +(2—v)k?) Dko(—k2+Q2—v)k2) s kaksy
_ — €08 2 C0S O 0 —J gy sin o
T22 9
-k, ke
I% 7‘ 0 0
(—ki — vki) (kg - vki) 0 0
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and the vector b is

(kzik%y)
b = yk

: ksykx(v_l)
|

o Case2: k=k,> A

Then k, = \/k2 — k2 and kyj, = j\/k2 — I*:

Reflected waves are

w, = e F¥(ge by 4 Bekey),

—ikex k — ) k j

.k . ko .
— ke [ 2 co—ikyy Y pelkwy |
v, =¢€ < 2 e + 2 e )

Transmitted waves are

w; = e*kax(Hekayy + K67 e}’)’

U, = e (ﬁ Feifw _ K oeiky
k k ’

. k., . k .
v, = e*_]kxx (_% Fejklyy _i_?x erkx}-Y>'
All waves are travelling ones, except in-plane longitudinal ones.
Linear system obtained using continuity relations along coupling line is denoted T.X = b, in
which X' =[4 B C F H K P (), corresponding to waves amplitudes defined above. T is an
(8 x 8) matrix:

T =
Ty T

T Tu]
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ky ke
0 0 T 7
ki Ky
0 0 2 2 cosa
T, = Ky ,
1 0 — sina
kykyy kky,
0 0 —27“ -2 kz’}
kyy ky
0 0 2 -2
k k
—sino  —sina % —% cos o
T12 - feo -
—COoSo  —CoSu 0 7 sino
(2 —ky)  (k2—k2)
0 0 e e
i K2 vk 2 vk T
0 0 j— —j5—"cosua
K2 K2
- Die,(I24+Q—=k2)  Dlc(—k2+(2—v)K?) 0 Ky ks Sin o
Ty = J ERk Ek D)
b
1 k}’ ke
1% & 0 0
k2+vk2 — k2 vk
i ,sz ) (kZ X O 0 ]
[ . D(—1+v)k, (,2+2—-v)K2) . D(—14+9)ko(—k2+Q2—v)K2) . s kaky(v—=1) - kokg (v—=1)
Elk Sin « ENk SIN& J—pz 5
. Dy (k5 +(2—v)k3) Dk (—k2+(2—v)k?) - kkgy
Ty = Ehk cosa Ehk Cos« 0 AR
1 k)’ ke
2 2 2 2
i —ky — vk kZ — vk: 0 0

o Case3: ky>k>1

Then k, = \/k2 — k% and k;, = j\ /K> — 2%
Reflected waves are
w, = e ¥ (4ek? 1 Befe),

ke ke
U =¢€ Jkxx (?X Ce Jkyy + %Pe ]ksyy),

Cikex (K1 ke i
v, = e < 7} Ce kny ?\ Pe Jk:yy)

Transmitted waves are

w, = e Y (He ™ 4 Ke ),

- k - ke ;
_ alkx [ X F Jkiyy sy —jkyy
U =¢e < B e B Qe ),

Cos o

sin o
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. koo ke
v, = e_Jk.\‘x _ Ty Fe Jklyy + oX e_JkSyy .

All waves are near-field ones, except in-plane shear ones.

Linear system obtained using continuity relations along coupling line is denoted T.X = b, in
which X' =[4 B C F H K P Q], corresponding to waves amplitudes defined above. T is an
(8 x 8) matrix:

T— T Ti
- b
Ty Tx
ky ke
0 0 = 7
k]y Iy
T 0 O a v COoS o
1= o )
1 1 0 —% sina
kyky, kkyy
0 0 -2 '}{2” -2 ';czb
kyy ks
0 0 -2 =
k 13
—sino  —sino % —% cos o
T =
—COoS0o —COSu 0 % sin o
K2 —k> (k2—k2,
O 0 ( s)kz x) xk2 s))
i LI 4vk? 3 vk
0 0 jLs— —jL~cosa
K2 K2
Diy(—k2+(2—VK2)  Dh(—k>+(2—v)k2) 0 kjy vk sin o
Ty = Enhk Enhk (—1+2)
2
k, ,
7 3 0 0
—ky+vky B
i }kz Fk—‘g» X 0 0 |
[ D(— 1492k (k3 +Q2-)K2) . D(—14+V)ke(—k2+(Q2—WK2) . k(1) - kkg (v—1) T
o sin o o Csino = T Cos o
Diey(—I2+Q2—-v)k2) Dle(—k2+Q2—v)k?) o hoky
Ty — — e Cos S cos a 0 —J Ty sin o
k, k
i3 i3 0 0
2 2 2 2
i ky — vk ki — vk 0 0

Appendix E. Notations for Section 2

(0,X}) neutral axis of beam 1
n flexural axis of beam 1
(0,%3) neutral axis of beam 2
S

V2 flexural axis of beam 2



(0,2)

ZNE® S5 3~mue x5 3R

NRTYE D
~N

S

P bending
P longi
P trans
P inc

P refl

Olerit

L;
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common normal axis to (O, X1, y1) and (O, X3, y>) planes
coupling angle

flexural displacement of beam 1

flexural displacement of beam 2

flexural wave number

frequency of excitation (rad/s)

beams sections

Young’s modulus

moment of inertia of the beam
longitudinal displacement of beam 1
longitudinal displacement of beam 2
longitudinal wave number

density

bending moment

shear force

longitudinal force

rotation of the beam cross-section

wave number ratio

frequency of excitation (Hz)

power transmitted by shear force

power transmitted by bending moment
power transmitted by bending movement
power transmitted by longitudinal movement
total transmitted power

incident power

reflected power

critical angle value

length of beam i

Appendix F. Notations for Section 3

Sl
N

WRaE R
<
ct

X DR

M= e &

coupling line axis

first plate plane

normal axis to plate 1

second plate plane

normal axis to plate 2
coupling angle

incident angle of exciting wave

,vand w displacement components

flexural wave number
frequency (rad/s)

density of material

Young’s modulus of material
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h common thickness of plates

D flexural rigidity of plates: D = Eh*/12(1 — v?)
v the Poisson ratio of material

A in-plane longitudinal wave number

u in-plane shear wave number

& non-dimensional parameter ¢ = ph’*w?/12E
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