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Abstract

Active constrained layer (ACL) treatments consist of a layer of viscoelastic material bonded to the host
structure and constrained by an actuator. These treatments control vibrations by means of several
mechanisms: the actuator increases the dissipation of energy by increasing the shearing in the viscoelastic
layer, and simultaneously it controls the vibrations by applying forces to the host structure through the
viscoelastic layer. To optimise ACL treatments, it is necessary to understand their physics. While several
models in the literature successfully predict the response of structures treated with ACL, the complexity of
these models is not well suited for investigating the mechanisms underlying the behaviour of ACL
treatments.

This paper describes a simple model of beams treated with ACL, which allows analytical investigations of
the damping and control mechanisms of ACL treatment. The model is based on a modal approach in which
each mode of the structure is represented by a mass—spring system. The two layers of the ACL patch are
represented by two springs in series, the control voltage in effect driving one of these springs. A numerical
validation indicates that the model accuracy is good for ACL patches whose length is smaller than the
wavelength of the beam and located at appropriate positions on the host structure.

In order to demonstrate the usefulness of the lumped parameter model to get insight into the behaviour
of ACL treatments, the various ACL damping mechanisms are briefly discussed. Results indicate that
proportional feedback control is associated with an increase of shearing in the viscoelastic layer, while the
action of active forces dominates when derivative feedback is used.
© 2004 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

*Corresponding author. Tel.: +46 31 7722200; fax: +46317722212.
E-mail address: helene@ta.chalmers.se (H. Illaire).

0022-460X/$ - see front matter © 2004 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
doi:10.1016/j.jsv.2004.08.029


www.elsevier.com/locate/jsvi

282 H. lllaire et al. | Journal of Sound and Vibration 285 (2005) 281-302
1. Introduction

An interesting technique to reduce vibrational energy is to use active control in conjunction
with material damping, because active control is easier to implement at low frequencies while
material damping is generally more efficient at high frequencies. Moreover, material damping
adds stability to the system, potentially improving the efficiency of the active control. An example
of active—passive treatment for structural vibrations is the active constrained layer (ACL). This
treatment consists of a viscoelastic layer constrained by an actuator, generally made of
piezoelectric material, and dissipates energy simultaneously by the shearing of the constrained
viscoelastic layer and by the action of the actuator. In the typical configuration shown in Fig. 1,
the viscoelastic layer is sandwiched between the structure and the piezoelectric actuator, across
which a control voltage is applied. If the actuator is properly driven by the control voltage, it
increases the shearing of the viscoelastic layer and the dissipation of energy. The actuator also
applies forces to the host structure through the viscoelastic layer, further controlling the
vibrations.

To optimise ACL treatments, it is essential to understand and model the physics underlying
their behaviour. In the literature, a number of models of structures treated with ACL have been
derived and validated by experiments. Several of these models are based on finite element analysis,
for example, those proposed by Baz [1] or by Liao and Wang [2] for beams, and by Park and Baz
[3] for plates. Rongong’s model [4] using the Rayleigh-Ritz method was also validated
experimentally. Analytical models have also been proposed. For example, Baz [5-7] and Shen [8,9]
have used mechanics of material or energy approaches (such as Hamilton’s principle) to obtain a
sixth-order differential equation describing beams treated with ACL. In Baz’ model, this equation
has been solved using a wave approach [5,6]. Following the work of Baz, a similar model has been
experimentally validated by Illaire and Kropp [10].

Although these models are useful as detailed prediction tools, they are not well suited to
understanding the behaviour of ACL treatment, since the mathematical expressions involved are
very complex. These models behave as ““black boxes™: they accurately predict the response of the
structure, but they do not allow for the investigation of the underlying mechanisms in a direct,
analytical way.

This paper describes a simple model of beams treated with ACL, which provides insight into the
physics of ACL treatments. In this model, referred to here as the ‘lumped parameter model’, each
mode of the base beam is modelled as a single degree of freedom (sdof) system, and the two layers
of the ACL patch are modelled by two springs in series, as shown in Fig. 2. The spring modelling
the actuator is driven by a modal force V', resulting from the voltage V applied to this actuator.

Actuator Viscoelastic Energy dissipation Restoring action
l Ia)l/er (enhanced shear) — —
[T T T[]
Host structure Motion of ‘)
structure
Undeformed Deformed

Fig. 1. Principle of active constrained layer.
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Fig. 2. Principle of the lumped parameter model.

The stiffness corresponding to the viscoelastic layer is complex, reflecting the dissipative nature of
viscoelastic materials, while the stiffness corresponding to the actuator is approximated to be real.
The main assumption of the model is that the surface strain of the beam beneath the ACL patch
is constant. Therefore, the model is valid for patches whose length is short compared to the
wavelength on the beam and which are positioned around the antinodes of the beam.

The lumped parameter model enables analytical investigations and the interpretation to be
made of issues such as the influence of the control law and of the viscoelastic layer characteristics
on the dissipation of energy, or on the transmission of the active force to the host structure.

The variables describing the beam and the ACL patch modelled in this work are given in
Section 2, and the assumptions made in the model are presented in Section 3. The equivalent
spring stiffness of each layer of the uncoupled ACL patch are calculated in Section 4. The lumped
parameter model is derived using a modal approach in Section 5, and is validated in Section 6 by
comparing numerical predictions with those of a more detailed wave model [10]. In Section 7, the
various effects of ACL treatments are explored.

2. Description of the structure

The structure modelled in this article is a beam treated with an ACL patch, as shown in Fig. 3.
The geometrical and material characteristics of the structure are described by the following
variables:

e [ is the length of the beam, and L, is the length of the ACL patch;

e x; and x, are the positions at the ends of the ACL patch, and x. is the position of the center of
the ACL patch;

e the width of the beam is b;

® 1, t, and ¢, are the thicknesses of the base beam, viscoelastic layer and cover layer, respectively;

e the mass per unit length of the base beam is p;

e F, and E, are the Young’s moduli of the base and cover layer;

e [, is the moment of inertia of the base layer;
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Fig. 4. Variables describing the motion of the structure.

® G is the complex shear modulus of the viscoelastic layer; G = G'(1 + jn;), where G’ is the
storage modulus and 7 the loss factor;
® (3 is the strain constant of the piezoelectric material of the cover layer.

The structure is subjected to a transverse external force f,(¢) at some position x,, and to a
control voltage v(z) applied to the piezoelectric cover layer. It is assumed that the force and the
voltage are time harmonic at frequency w so that f,(¢) = Fee® and o(f) = Vel®!. Thus, all
dynamic quantities vary as e’ and this explicit time dependance will be suppressed henceforth.
The control voltage results in a free strain ¢, in the cover layer, given by

g =V —. €))
t

These excitations cause bending motion in the structure, this motion is described by several
variables (see Fig. 4):

e ¥/ is the transverse displacement of the layers;

® u;, and u. are the longitudinal displacements of the base beam and of the cover layer,
respectively;

® up, and u., are the longitudinal displacements of the viscoelastic layer at the interface with the
base beam and with the cover layer, respectively;

e the shear strain in the viscoelastic layer is y = (4, — tpy)/1s;

e the extensional strain in the base and cover layer is ¢, = du,/dx and ¢, = du./dx, respectively;

e the bending angle of the structure is f = dW/dx.
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The stress and the strain in the base layer, the viscoelastic layer and the cover layer, respectively,
are related by the following equations:

T = GY, (2)
oc=E(ec — Sp)a (3)
op = EbSb. (4)

In addition, the extensions e, and e, of the viscoelastic layer at the interface with the beam and
with the cover layer, respectively, are

ep = La8b, (53)

e. = Lgé, (Sb)
and the extension e, induced in the cover layer by the control voltage is

ey, = Lsép, (6)

where ¢, is the free strain as defined in Eq. (1).

3. Assumptions

The main assumption is that the strain of the surface of the beam is constant underneath the
ACL patch. The conditions under which this assumption is valid depend on the size of the patch
and its position on the beam with respect to the nth mode shape, and are considered in Section 3.1.

Other simplifying assumptions, valid for a thin ACL patch, are that the mass of the patch and
the bending stiffness of the cover layer are negligible. Also, it is assumed that the ACL patch
introduces negligible coupling between the modes of the uncontrolled beam.

Other assumptions in the model developed here are commonly made for models of structures
treated with ACL (see e.g. Refs. [1-9]). These include:

o the classical Euler—Bernouilli assumptions apply for the base layer;

o the deflection in the direction normal to the surface is the same for all layers, i.e. there is no
transverse compression in any of the layers;

e only shear motion takes place in the viscoelastic layer, and the shear angle is constant across the
depth of the viscoelastic layer;

e only bending motion occurs in the base layer;

e the cover layer only extends or contracts;

e the clectrical potential in the electrodes of the actuator is uniform, and electro-mechanical
coupling effects are neglected.

3.1. Conditions for a constant surface strain of the beam

In the lumped parameter model, it is assumed for simplicity that the strain of the surface of the
beam is constant underneath the ACL patch. In the following, we examine the conditions under
which this condition is true.
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In order to simplify the analysis, consider the case of a cover layer whose longitudinal stiffness
is negligible compared to that of the base beam, i.e. t{.E.<t,Ep. In such a case, the base beam
experiences a bending motion with negligible net axial extension. Then, the strain &, at the surface
of the beam can be approximated by

ty dZW
T2 da )

Assuming vibrations in modes, around the nth natural frequency of the beam the transverse
displacement is equal to the mode shape @,(x) and therefore

Epy

d’o,
) = € T (), ®

where C,, is the amplitude of the nth modal component of ¢;,. Expanding ¢,(x) as a Taylor series
about the center of the ACL patch at x = x, gives
d’o o x—x.)* d'o
ep(xe) = Cy (W; (xe) + (x — XC)K;Z (xc) — % dx4n
The strain is thus constant with position if all terms of order higher than one in the equation
above can be neglected. As an example, for a simply supported beam with an ACL patch of length
L,, the strain beneath the ACL patch is constant if

<m+m> ©)

%knlcotk,,chl (10)
and
1 /L, \°
)« v

Therefore, the strain is constant if the length of the ACL patch L, is small enough (compared to
the wavelength 2L /n) and if the patch is mounted at an appropriate position x. on the beam, such
that sin k,x. is large enough. This latter condition is required for the patch to adequately couple
into the nth mode of the beam.

As an illustrated example, if the patch is centered on an antinode of the beam, then Eq. (10) is
always fulfilled and the maximum length of the patch is given by Eq. (11). It can easily be
calculated that in this case, the deviation from linearity at the ends of each zone is equal to 10% if
L,/L = 0.29/n. For each mode, the maximum length of an ACL patch centered on an antinode of
the beam is thus equal to about one-sixth of the wavelength of the beam.

4. Equivalent stiffness of an uncoupled ACL patch

In this section, we derive the equivalent stiffness of the springs modelling the viscoelastic layer
and the cover layer of the ACL patch when it is uncoupled, i.e. not bonded to the host structure.
First, the shear stress inside the viscoelastic layer is calculated when a known constant strain is
applied at the base of the ACL patch. Second, an equivalent stiffness is derived for each layer.



H. Illaire et al. | Journal of Sound and Vibration 285 (2005) 281-302 287

This equivalent stiffness relates the applied shear force and the extensions of a layer, and will be
used in Section 5 to derive the stiffness of the ACL patch coupled to the host structure.

4.1. Equation of motion of the ACL patch

An ACL patch of length L, is subjected to an extensional strain of constant amplitude at its
base, such that ¢, = ¢,/L, (see Fig. 5). Therefore, the longitudinal displacement up, of the base of
the viscoelastic layer, apart from a constant term, is given by

€p
() = 7. (12)
a
where y = x — x, is the position with respect to the centre of the patch.
Equilibrium of forces in the longitudinal direction yields
dT.
dy
where T, is the axial force in the cover layer. In this equation, it is assumed that the inertial forces

resulting from the axial displacement of the base and of the cover layer are negligible. Inserting
Egs. (2), (3) and (12) into Eq. (13) yields

— bt =0, (13)

dzuc. e
57~ =97 (14)
a
where
G 1
=— ) 15
I LE, (>
The parameter ¢ is associated with the coupling between the base and the cover layer.
The particular solution of Eq. (14) is
ey = C1/ 4+ Coe™VP 4 2y (16)
a

and is the sum of two evanescent components and of a component arising from the excitation. The
constants C; and C; can be found from the boundary conditions at the ends of the cover layer.
The axial force and hence the axial stress in the constraining layer is zero at the ends of the cover

u
Undeformed - L Igyer "
Viscoelastic layer e,
| | ’
|
Deformed />>\ 0 L
3 & > 7
> 2
@ (b)

Fig. 5. ACL patch subjected to an extensional strain of constant amplitude: (a) deformation of the ACL patch and (b)
applied longitudinal displacement at the base of the patch.
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a(,<— %) =0, <%> = 0. 17)

layer. Consequently,

Thus, we obtain
&p — (ep / L,)

=-C, =2 2% 18
C &) J cosh(®) ° (18)
where { is a non-dimensional parameter given by
L,
(=i (19)
This yields
_sinh(,/gy) ep ep
The shear stress t(y) can be deduced from Eq. (2), and is given by
2E.t. (.
(y) = sinh(/gy)(ep — e»). 1)

L2 cosh(()

The term e, = L,¢, is the extension that would be induced by the control voltage in the cover layer
if this layer was free, i.e. not bonded to the viscoelastic layer. The amplitude of 7( y) depends thus
on the extensions e, and e, of the top and the base of the ACL patch.

The term sinh(,/gy) = ev® — e V9% /2 represents end effects whose relative importance
increases with {. As shown in Fig. 6, the variation of the function 7(y) is nearly linear for
small values of { and tends to 6(y — L,/2) + o6(y + L,/2), where 6 is the Dirac function, for large
values of {. This last case corresponds to an ACL patch whose viscoelastic layer is very thin and
stiff compared to the cover layer (¢,/G<E.t.), i.e. to an actuator directly bonded to the host
beam.

4.2. Equivalent stiffness of the viscoelastic layer

The shear stiffness x, of the viscoelastic layer alone, as shown in Fig. 7, is

K, = Fshear , (22)
e, — €p

where Fgpear is the shear force applied to the right half of the upper surface of the viscoelastic
layer, i.e.

L[,/2
Fews = b / () dy. (23)
0

To derive k,, it is necessary to calculate the shear stress function 7( y) as a function of ¢, and e,.
Eq. (21) shows that 7(y) has the form

©(y) = 4 sinh(/gy). (24)
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Fig. 7. Modelling of the viscoelastic layer as a spring.

The amplitude 4 has to satisfy the boundary conditions

L, G ( ps2)
T =) = — (1, — upy
> 3 cv2 bv2)s

L, G
T <— 7) = t_(ucvl - ubvl):

v

which yields

Uez - Uent

\I V Ky
Ieb: Upyz = Upyr

4 = E.t.

L2 sinh({)

C2

(ec - eb)~

289

(25)

(26)

27
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Substituting Eqgs. (24) and (27) into Eq. (23) leads to

_b E t. cosh({) — 1
= T, Tsinh(O)/C

If the viscoelastic layer is very stiff and thin in comparison with the cover layer, then { becomes
very large. In this case, x, also becomes very large, meaning that the spring becomes very stiff. The
cover layer is in effect then bonded directly to the host beam. If, on the other hand, the viscoelastic
layer is soft and thick in comparison with the cover layer, { and x, tend to zero. In this case, the
cover layer is effectively uncoupled from the host structure.

(28)

4.3. Equivalent stiffness of the cover layer

The equivalent stiffness k. of the cover layer as shown in Fig. 8 is

KC — Fshear . (29)

ep — e

To derive k., we need first to calculate 7 as a function of e. and ¢,. The shear stress T on the upper
surface of the viscoelastic layer and the extensional stress ¢ in the cover layer are related by

do

t. @ =71 (30)
from equilibrium. Therefore, ¢ is given by
A1
o(y) = — —cosh + C, 31
(») " g (V9y) (31

where Cis a constant. Applying the boundary conditions (zero axial stress at the ends of the cover
layer) leads to

A cosh
_ A cosh@®) (32)
te /9
In addition, ¢ must satisfy the relation for the cover layer given in Eq. (3), and therefore
du, o
= i 33
dy  E. + & (33)

Undeformed ——
| Cover layer I/O
T
I
I

Deformed ﬁ' '—)I o

Fig. 8. Modelling of the cover layer as a spring.
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Integrating this equation yields

1 4 1
U = — ——sinh — coshC) + &,y + D. 34
«/§Eczc(\/§ (V) = ycosh(l) | + &y (34)
Then, calculating e, = u.(L,/2) — u.(—L,/2) gives

4= Ecteg
~ 2sinh(¢) — 2{ cosh({)
Inserting this expression in Egs. (30) and (31) gives 7, and finally Egs. (23) and (29) yield
E.t, cosh({) — 1
Ke=Db . .
L, cosh({) —sinh({)/{
If { tends to infinity, k. tends to bE.t./L,. This value corresponds to the stiffness of a beam

subjected to a strain which is constant with position. When the strain in the cover layer is not
constant, k. is larger than this limiting value.

(ec - ep)- (35)

(36)

4.4. Total equivalent stiffness of the ACL patch

The force applied by the ACL patch to the beam obeys
Fihear = Kacl(eb - ep)a (37)
where x, is the equivalent stiffness of the ACL patch and is equal to the stiffness of the
viscoelastic layer and the cover layer in series, i.e.
1 1 1

=—4—. (38)
Kacl Ky K¢

Inserting the expressions for k, and %, given in Egs. (28) and (36) yields
E t. cosh({) — 1
L, cosh())

If . is much smaller than k,, which happens when {> 1, then x, = k. (see Fig. 9) and the cover
layer can be considered to be directly bonded to the beam. The approach presented here thus
enables to model ACL patches with arbitrarily thin and stiff viscoelastic layers. For low values of
{, Kael = K, and the cover layer can be considered to be perfectly rigid. In this case, the shear stress
in the viscoelastic layer varies linearly with x. As will be seen in Section 7, the constrained layer is
optimum for some intermediate value of (.

The equivalent stiffness i, is an approximate lumped parameter model of the ACL patch.
Because of the assumptions made, it cannot fully describe the shear stress z(y) in the viscoelastic
layer. This can be seen by rewriting the expression for 7(y) given in Eq. (21) as

Kacl = b (39)

L,
b=t(y) =f(M)kaalep — ev), (40)
where f(y) is a function describing the shape of z(y) and is given by
{sinh /g(y)
f(y) = SV @)

cosh({) =1~



292 H. Illaire et al. | Journal of Sound and Vibration 285 (2005) 281-302

4 107 T T LI T T
310" [ i
E
Z
g 210 [ i
% | 7T T T e ——
Q .
- e R
110" | i
0 1 1 1 1 1
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Re{{}
Fig. 9. Equivalent stiffness as a function of {: - -, i} - - -, K¢; ——, Kaql-

Therefore, both the equivalent stiffness x,, and the shape function f(y) are necessary to
characterise the ACL patch. As a consequence, the loss factor of the ACL patch cannot be
obtained directly from ., since the loss factor depends on the variation of 7( y) along the ACL
patch (see Section 7 for the derivation of the loss factor).

5. The beam with ACL patch

In this section, we present the derivation of the lumped parameter model of a beam
treated with an ACL patch. The classical modal decomposition method is applied to
the equation of motion of the treated beam, using the modes of the untreated beam.
In the resulting modal model, the ACL patch appears as a spring of stiffness K,
coupled to a mass—spring system representing the base beam. The spring K, is made
of two springs in series: one corresponds to the viscoelastic layer and has a complex
stiffness K,, the other corresponds to the cover layer and has a stiffness K. which is
approximately real.

5.1. Equation of motion of a beam treated with ACL

A beam is treated with an ACL patch on a portion of its length, as shown in Fig. 3.
Since the mass and the bending stiffness of the ACL patch are neglected, the only
effect of the patch is to apply a shear stress 7 to the base beam. The equation of motion of the
beam is

4 t, dt

&wo
Ehlb W— pw W = b Ea—FFext&(x—xe). (42)
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If the conditions for the strain to be constant underneath the ACL patch are fullfilled (Egs. (10)
and (11)), then the shear stress on the beam becomes, from Eq. (40),

00 = § 2 S Iy — )ITC), @)

where

1 Vxe[xi,x],
(x) = b1, x2) (44)
0 otherwise.
It is worth noting that the model can easily account for multiple ACL treatments by
simply summing the shear stresses from each patch. In Eq. (43), the extension e, can be
expressed as

. . ty, (AW dw
Cp = Upi2 = Upot = = <a (x2) — dx (Xl))- (45)
Inserting Egs. (43) and (45) in Eq. (42) yields
dtw s f dw dw d
Ecch —po” W — 2L, Kacl (E (ox2) — dx (X1)> a(f(x)n(x))

t d

= Kact€p~— (SOOI() + Feud(x — Xo). (46)
L, dx

5.2. Modal decomposition

Following the classical modal decomposition approach, we assume the transversal deflection
W(x,w) is given by

W(x, (U) = Z Wn(w)(pn(x)s (47)

where W,(w) and @,(x) are the modal amplitude and the mode shape of the nth mode of the
untreated beam, respectively. Inserting Eq. (47) into (46) yields

2
52 | #uplah = P, = S P LT,

- 2L,
ty d
= —Kad€p — (f(X)I(x)) + Fex0(x — Xx¢). (48)
L, dx
In this equation,
Epl
2 % i (49)

is the nth natural frequency of the untreated beam and AY, = ¥,(x;) — ¥, (x;) where ¥,(x) =
d&,(x)/dx.
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We multiply Eq. (48) by @,,(x) and integrate over the length of the beam. Because of the
orthogonality of the modes, we obtain

2

t
M (@2, — )W, — oL Kadzrm AP, W,] = L 2 KactpTom + Fons (50)
where
L
M, = [ pd,(x)*dx (51)
0
and
Fm - Fexl(pm(xe) (52)

are the modal mass and the modal force of the mth mode and where

L
= /0 m(x> () dx. (53)
Integrating twice this last equation by parts yields
dllyn
I = —[F)Pa (T + / F0 T g (54)

where F(x) is the primitive of f(x). Since the strain is assumed to be constant beneath the ACL
patch, d¥,/dx is also constant between x; and x, (see Eq. (8)) and therefore

L, d¥(x) Edt,
2 dx Ke

The non-dimensional term I, quantifies the coupling between the function f(y) and the host
beam at position x., and can therefore be referred to as a ““position coupling factor”. As expected,
I',, is maximum when x, is located on an antinode of the mth mode.

The terms I',, and AY,, are not orthogonal, and mode-coupling effects appear in Eq. (50). This
is because the ACL patch applies forces which couple the uncontrolled modes of the beam. These
effects are now assumed to be negligible, i.e.

I'y=-b

(55)

r, [AY, W, ]~ T, AV, W,. (56)
n
This results in
2
1y
W, [M,,(a)i — a)z) 2L :| L ;cachnep + F,. (57)
This equation can be rewritten as
WnMn(w,% - wZ) = Kacl(ep —ayWy) + Fy, (58)
where
t
K= b I'ykac (59)

L,
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and

P 160
" 27 dx
Eq. (58) is the lumped parameter model of the beam treated with ACL, as shown in Fig. 10. The
left-hand side of Eq. (58) describes a mass-spring system and corresponds to the nth mode of the
host beam. The right-hand side of the equation describes a spring of modal stiffness K, and
corresponds to the ACL patch, K, being the stiffness of the ACL patch seen by the host
structure. This spring responds to the extension e, induced in the actuator by the control voltage,
and to the extension ¢, = a, W, of the host beam beneath the ACL patch. The non-dimensional
term a, corresponds to the coupling between the bending motion and the extensional motion
beneath the ACL patch, and is represented in Fig. 10 by a lever between the mass—spring
system and the base of the ACL spring. The spring K, is made of two springs in series, K. and
K,, given by

(60)

t
m:imm (61)
and
1
K, = L_Zz; Ik, (62)

as discussed in the previous section. The real part of K,y can be either positive or negative,
depending on the sign of I',. This sign, in its turn, depends on d®,(x.)/dx, and thus on the
position of the ACL patch on the beam. However, the real part of a,K,q is always positive,
because @, and K, always have the same sign.

Kn

/

Fig. 10. sdof model of a beam treated with ACL.
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6. Validation of the model

In this section, the lumped parameter model is numerically validated by comparing predictions
with those obtained from a model based on the wave approach. This wave model has been
experimentally validated by Illaire and Kropp [10] on a treated beam similar to the one considered
in this section, showing very good agreement up to 2kHz.

The structure we consider is a simply supported aluminium beam of dimensions 0.4 x 0.03 x
0.003m?, onto which is bonded a massless ACL patch with the characteristics given in Table 1.
The patch has a length of 5Scm, and is glued to the beam between the positions x; = 0.25m and
x3 = 0.30m. These characteristics result in |{| = 1.5, which corresponds to an optimal efficiency of
the ACL patch, as will be discussed in Section 7. For the sake of simplicity, the shear modulus of
the viscoelastic layer is assumed to be independent of frequency, and the loss factor is assumed to
be zero in the cover layer and in the host beam.

The assumption of constant strain discussed in Section 3 requires the inequalities (10) and (11)
to hold. Values for the first six modes of the beam considered in this section are listed in Table 2.

The beam is excited either by a force applied at the position x = 0.25, i.e. at the left end of the
ACL patch, or with a voltage applied to the actuator of the patch. In both cases, the response of
the structure is calculated by summing the responses of the first 12 modes.

As shown in Fig. 11, the frequency response function (FRF) calculated using the lumped
parameter model agrees well with that calculated with the wave model which involves few
assumptions. Agreement around antiresonances tends to appear worse, because in these frequency
ranges the single-mode approximation is worse. These results are not surprising since the
modification of the mass and stiffness of the base beam due to the ACL patch is negligible, and
the primary effect of the ACL patch is to add damping to the structure. Therefore, when Eqs. (10)
and (11) are not fulfilled for a certain mode, the overall aspect of the response remains correct and
only the amplitude of this mode is not accurately predicted.

Table 1
ACL patch properties
Thickness (m) Storage modulus (N m~2) Loss factor Strain constant
Viscoelastic layer 0.127 x 1073 10.7 x 10° 1 —
Cover layer 0.5%x 1073 62.1 x 10° 0 120 x 107"

Table 2
Values taken by Egs. (10) and (11) for the first six modes of the treated beam

Mode 1 Mode 2 Mode 3 Mode 4 Mode 5 Mode 6
%kn| cot kyx| 0.13 0.16 2.96 0.79 0.20 2.84

L(Lag )2 0.02 0.08 0.17 0.31 0.48 0.69
3 (3h)
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Fig. 11. FRF magnitude: wave model vs. modal model: —, wave model; - - -, modal model.

In order to investigate more closely the accuracy of the lumped parameter model, it is worth to
compute the difference between the amplitudes of the resonance peaks predicted by the two
models. Indeed, since damping in the base and cover layers is neglected, the amplitudes of the
resonances depend only on the accuracy of the modelling of the damping in the viscoelastic layer.
As can be seen in Fig. 12, the differences are small, except for modes 3 and 6 which are not well
approximated using the constant strain assumption of Eqgs. (10) and (11). In this case, the
amplitude predicted by the lumped parameter model is overestimated, indicating that the
damping is too low in this model.

7. The model: ACL damping discussion

In the previous sections, a simple lumped parameter model was developed and validated, which
describes the behaviour of the host structure as an sdof system for frequencies around the nth
resonance. In this section, the phenomena associated with ACL damping are discussed and
described in terms of the parameters of this model, for a simply supported beam and at a single
mode. The behaviour of the system is discussed for passive control (i.e. ¥ = 0) and active control,
where V is some function of W and its time derivative. For the sake of clarity, the subscript # is
omitted henceforth. Eq. (58) is then rewritten as

MW + KW = F — KyaaW + Kyae,. (63)
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Fig. 12. Deviation of the amplitudes of the resonances. e, force excitation; V, voltage excitation.

7.1. Passive configuration

In the passive configuration, the extension e, induced in the actuator by the control voltage is
zero and hence the effect of the ACL patch is to add to the base beam a stiffness equal to aK,.
With the assumptions made in this work, the real part of this stiffness is negligible in comparison
with the stiffness K of the base beam. Therefore, the ACL patch in effect adds a loss factor 7,
equal to

_ Im{Kacl}
17[7 = am. (64)

As expected, the loss factor depends on the coupling a between bending and extension beneath
the ACL patch and on the imaginary part of the stiffness of the patch coupled to the beam.
Since Koo = tp/ Lol nkaa (EqQ. (59)), this imaginary part depends on the coupling factor I', and
on the imaginary part of the stiffness of the uncoupled ACL patch, Im{x,}. When the storage
modulus G' and the loss factor n; of the viscoelastic material are constant with frequency,
Im{rc,} 1s maximum for |{| close to 1.5, which corresponds to a ratio |k./k,| also around 1.5. In
practice, G' and 5 strongly vary with frequency, thus the optimum value of |{| might be different.
In any case, it is possible to optimise the design of the ACL patch to maximise the passive
damping.

Expressing 7, in terms of the physical parameters of the structure yields, for a simply supported
beam,

L E 1
p = L Ey 1
This equation highlights how 7, depends on the size and stiffness of the ACL patch compared to

those of the host beam, on the position of the patch and on right design of the ACL patch. This
equation also shows that, except for the term sin’ kux. which describes the coupling between the

sin? ke, o Kact} (65)

4
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patch and the beam at position x,, 1, does not depend on the mode number and thus on the
frequency. This is because in the model it is assumed that the length of the patch is much smaller
than the length of the host structure.

7.2. Active configuration

In the case of an active treatment, W obeys
W(K — Ma?®) = F + Kua(e, — aW). (66)

This equation shows that the material damping increases if ¢,, and thus the control voltage,
is in phase with —W. In this case the extension applied to the spring K,q, and thus the
dissipation of energy in this spring, is augmented. If e, is equal to oW, where o is a real
constant, then

F
W= . 67
K+ K,4(a — o) — Mw? ©7)
The total loss factor y is therefore given by
Im{Kacl}
n=(a—oa (68)

K+ (a — 0)Re{K,q}

When the active stiffness due to the control voltage can be neglected compared to the stiffness K
of the base beam, then

n="1,+ N (69)
where 7, is the loss factor due to the augmented material damping, and is given by
o
Ny =="_"p: (70)

In order to increase the total loss factor, « should be either positive or negative, depending
on the sign of a, i.e. on the location of the ACL patch on the beam. Since the sign of «
might be different for different modes, n, might be negative at certain frequencies if o is
constant over a broad frequency range. It is therefore necessary to sense the strain of the
surface of the beam beneath the ACL patch, in order to insure that the control voltage
increases the shearing motion of the viscoelastic layer. This might be done using, e.g. an
accelerometer, a piezofilm sensor or the self-sensing actuator technique developed by Dosh et
al. [11]. Note that in theory, #, is infinite for infinite values of «, but in practice the amplitude of
the control voltage is limited.

Another way of controlling the vibrations is to apply active forces to the host structure through
the viscoelastic layer, as can be seen by rewriting Eq. (66) as

W(K — Mw? + Ku) = F + F, (71)

where F, is the active force and is equal to

Fa = Kaclep. (72)
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If e, is equal to —BW (where f is a real constant), the actuator of the ACL patch behaves as an
active viscous damper. In this case, the response of the beam at resonance is equal to

F F

= = ) 73
Im{Koa(@+ )] aRe(Kualy, + fRe(Koa) 7
An interesting case arises when F + F, = 0, i.e. when
d31 F
=L,—V=- ) 74
ep Z Kacl ( )

In this case, the total input power into the structure is zero and so is the response. In practice,
complete cancellation cannot be achieved. Eq. (74) shows that the control voltage optimising the
active forces effect is finite, and decreases as K, increases. This result suggests that K, should be
chosen as high as possible, i.e. the actuator should be bonded directly to the beam; however, this
choice would result in a low amount of material damping in the structure, and the beneficial
effects of material damping on the stability of the control as well as on the fail-safe characteristics
of the treatment would be lost; there is therefore a compromise. Eq. (74) also shows that the
optimal control voltage is in phase with —F. In cases where feedforward control is possible, this
phase relationship might be easy to implement, and will usually strongly depend on frequency. In
other cases, since at resonance the force is in phase with the velocity of the beam, the active
control is essentially a derivative feedforward control. This type of control becomes less efficient
away from the resonance, but of course control is of less importance there. An additional
beneficial effect of having material damping in the structure is therefore to increase the efficiency
of the effect of the active actions in the case of feedback control.

These results are consistent with those of Gandhi and Munski [12] who, using a finite element
formulation on a beam treated with ACL, found that the effects of increasing material damping
are dominant when proportional feedback control is used, while the control due to transmission
of active forces to the host structure is dominant when derivative feedback is used.

8. Conclusion

This paper described a simple model of beams treated with ACL, which provides insight into
the physics of ACL treatments. In this model, each mode of the base beam is modelled as an sdof
system, and the two layers of the ACL patch are modelled by two springs in series. The spring
representing the viscoelastic layer has a complex stiffness, and the spring modelling the actuator is
driven by the control voltage applied to the piezoelectric layer. Since the main assumption of the
model is that the longitudinal displacement of the beam beneath the ACL patch varies linearly
with position, the model is valid for patches whose length is short compared to the wavelength on
the beam and which are positioned at appropriate locations on the beam.

The strength of the model lies in its simplicity, since it enables analytical investigation of the
effects of the parameters of the ACL patch and of the control voltage on the efficiency of the
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different ACL damping mechanisms. Furthermore, the viscoelastic layer can be chosen arbitrarily
thin and stiff, thus enabling piezoelectric patches directly bonded to the host structure to be
modelled. Additionally, multiple patch treatments can easily be modelled by connecting several
springs to the base beam model. A numerical validation showed that, despite its simplicity, the
model accurately predicts the response of beams treated with ACL patches.

The various mechanisms of ACL control were briefly discussed for a single mode. In the passive
case, it was shown that the efficiency of the ACL patch depends on the product of a term
describing the coupling of the ACL patch with the beam at the position where the patch is centred,
and of the imaginary part of the uncoupled patch. In the active case, the control voltage increases
the material damping (i.e. the dissipation of energy in the viscoelastic layer) and/or apply active
forces to the beam through the viscoelastic layer.

Material damping augmentation occurs when the control voltage is proportional to the
displacement of the beam and as large as possible. To ensure maximum efficiency of this damping
mechanism, the passive material damping should be optimised.

Active forces effects are optimum when the control voltage is proportional to the external force
applied to the beam. At resonances, this occurs when the control voltage is proportional to the
velocity of the beam (derivative feedback). In this case, the active forces also introduce active
viscous damping in the structure. The amplitude of the control voltage cancelling the external
force has to be determined and decreases when the coupling between the ACL patch and the beam
increases. To minimise the amplitude of the control voltage, the viscoelastic layer should thus be
chosen as stiff as possible. However, this design would decrease the amount of material damping
in the structure, and thus the stability of the control. There is therefore a compromise.

The model was proved useful to understand the physics of ACL treatments, and will be used in
future work to optimise the design of these treatments, as well as to compare the conventional
ACL configuration to treatments consisting of a passive constrained layer and an actuator
separately bonded to the beam.
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