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Abstract

Free wave propagation patterns for general three-coupled periodic structures are investigated by means of the transfer
matrix approach. It is shown that an exhaustive description of the propagation domains requires spaces that are stratified
in homogeneous regions, whose dimension is given by the number of invariants of the transfer matrix characteristic
equation and whose boundaries are represented by codimension-one manifolds. Three types of three-coupled periodic
mechanical models characterized by constitutive elastic and/or inertial coupling between mono- and bi-coupled dynamics,
namely pipes, thin-walled beams and truss beams, are considered. From the design standpoint, an adequate representation
of the propagation domains pattern is obtained through a nonlinear mapping from the space of the invariants to the
physical parameters plane. The analyzed models give rise to equations of motion where the three-coupled nature stems
from the coupling between transversal (bi-coupled) and longitudinal (mono-coupled) dynamics for the pipes and truss
beams, whilst coupling occurs between transversal and torsional (mono-coupled) dynamics when it comes to the thin-
walled beams. A mechanical interpretation associated with the bounding frequencies of the propagation regions is given
and the evolution of the propagation properties when coupling parameters tend to vanish is discussed.
© 2006 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Periodic structures are called n-coupled when their modular elements are coupled through n degrees of
freedom [1]; in this work, the dynamics of three-coupled periodic structures is analyzed through the single-
element transfer matrix properties. The well-known transfer matrix method was also investigated to analyze
periodic structures by a number of authors including [2-5] and extended to the so-called wave vector approach
in Refs. [6,7]. The latter is based primarily on the diagonalization of the single-element transfer matrix to avoid
the numerical difficulties that may arise in the transfer matrices multiplication in case of a large number of
periodic elements. The main advantage of relying on transfer matrices lies in the reduction of the dimension of
the whole periodic structure problem to 2n. A number of applications pertaining to multi-coupled periodic
structures have been proposed so far. To name but a few, periodic and disordered truss beams were examined
in Refs. [5,8-10], generic structural networks in Refs. [6,11] and piecewise periodic structures in Refs. [12,13].
Transfer matrix mathematical insights were also handled in Refs. [14,15]. As shown in Ref. [16], the
propagation properties of periodic structures are thoroughly described on spaces with the minimum dimension
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necessary to qualitatively characterize the type of eigenvalues. These spaces, whose dimension is given by the
number of invariants of the transfer matrix characteristic equation, are stratified in homogeneous regions
bounded by codimension-one manifolds. Recently instances of three-coupled periodic mechanical models were
also addressed by the authors [17]. In this work, the aforementioned study is extended to determine the
bounding manifolds defining pass, stop and complex regions on the space of the invariants of general three-
coupled periodic structures. Also, this system-independent representation is specialized to handle three
paradigmatic models chosen to represent structures whose three-coupled nature results from different sources.
Such models are pipes, characterized by elastic constitutive coupling, thin-walled beams, characterized by
inertial constitutive coupling, and truss beams characterized by both of them. Periodic pipes resting on elastic
supports, modeled as thin cylindrical shells undergoing axisymmetric (breathing) modes of vibration, are
considered [18]. Thin-walled beams with symmetric cross-section resting on elastic supports undergoing
flexural-torsional oscillations are then analyzed. Finally, truss beams are studied. As far as the latter are
concerned, equivalent continuum models were proposed in Refs. [20,21]. According to this approach, being
mainly interested to the global dynamic behavior, local periodicity (the single truss module) is studied by using
an equivalent continuum model obtained through homogenization techniques [19]. Then, global periodicity
(evenly spaced supports) is examined by deriving the transfer matrix. The selected models give rise to
equations of motion where the three-coupled nature stems from the coupling between transversal (bi-coupled)
and longitudinal (mono-coupled) dynamics for the pipes and truss beams, respectively. For thin-walled beams,
by contrast, coupling arises between transversal and torsional (mono-coupled) dynamics. In pipes, the elastic
coupling occurs as a result of the Poisson effect; in the equivalent truss models, the inertial coupling is due to
both the different cross-sections of top and bottom bars and to the difference between top and bottom nodal
mass of the truss module; in thin-walled beams, instead, inertial and elastic coupling occurs whenever the
centroid and the flexural center fail to coincide. Consequently, the matching coupling parameters are the
Poisson coefficient for pipes, either the relative cross-sections of the top and bottom bars and the relative
masses of the top and bottom nodes for the equivalent truss beams, and the distance between the centroid and
the flexural center for the thin-walled beams. For each model, the boundaries of the propagation regions are
determined in the physical parameters’ space. Furthermore, the evolution of the propagation properties is
discussed when the coupling parameters tend to vanish, thus leading to uncoupled equations. They correspond
to the longitudinal bar and either the beam on a spring bed or the Euler—Bernoulli beam, for the pipes or the
equivalent truss beams, respectively; the torsional bar and the Euler—Bernoulli beam for the thin-walled
beams. Extending Mead’s results a mechanical interpretation of the bounding frequencies of the propagation
regions is eventually provided.

2. Propagation regions on the space of the invariants

A generic periodic structure whose elements are coupled through n = 3 degrees of freedom to the adjacent
ones is considered. The dynamic behavior of these three-coupled structures is properly described by means of
the transfer matrix method. Let Z,I = (deZ) be the state vector of generalized displacement d; and forces f; at
the coupling point k; under the transfer matrix approach, the state vector z,; at the coupling point k + 1 is
related to the state vector z; by

Ziy1 = Tz, (1

where T is the 6 x 6 frequency-dependent transfer matrix which is real in absence of damping. It follows that
the matrix T and, more specifically, its invariants summarize all the propagation features of the periodic cell.
Due to the spectral properties of the symplectic matrix T [22], the characteristic equation det[T — AI] = 0 reads

AP+ LA+ LA+ L2+ 1A+1=0, 2)

where the real coefficients 7, I, and 5 are the invariants of T. Therefore the reversibility property halves the
number of the transfer matrix invariants.

The meaning of the eigenvalues 4; emerges from the Floquet’s theorem [22]: there exist free wave motions
(characteristic waves) in which z;,| = 4,2, each associated with an eigenvalue of T. If |1;/<1 the wave
amplitude decays in the positive direction (forward wave), if |1;|>1 it decays in the negative direction
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(backward wave), if |4;] = 1 no attenuation exists in the two directions. As known, because of the reversibility
of the coefficients of Eq. (2), should we put that /; is an eigenvalue, then 17" is an eigenvalue (called the adjoint
eigenvalue) too. Therefore, forward and backward waves always exist in pairs and have both the same
propagation properties. As a result, three eigenvalues A, 4, and A3 such that [4;|<1 (i = 1,2, 3), completely
define the propagation properties of a three-coupled periodic structure. As shown in literature, previous
findings can be restated in terms of the propagation constants y;, instead of the eigenvalues 4;, by defining
A; = e*. This position maps the unitary circle of the Re(4;)-Im(4;) plane into the left half-space of the
Re(p;)-Im(y;) plane.

To solve (2) it would be convenient to rewrite it in terms of the propagation constant u. By letting 4 = e#
and multiplying by e, Eq. (2) reads

€ +e )+ L +e ) + et +e )+ 13 =0, 3)
which is also written as
2cosh3u+ 21 cosh2p+ 21, coshpu+ I3 = 0. 4)

After some algebraic manipulation the latter equation can be expressed as a cubic equation in cosh y as
follows:

cosh? u+ 11, cosh’pu + 1 (I, — 3) cosh u + L (15 — 2I7) = 0. (5)

To discuss the three roots Fi,3 of Eq. (5) for coshpu, the cases Fio3 € R and Fi,3 € C are separately
considered. As faras Fi»3 € R, if Fip3 € .4 :=[—1,1], then p =13 and 1 = e is complex with unit modulus;
if F153¢., i = o+ ijm with j integer, and 4 = e is real. Differently, if Fi23 € C, p = o + 19 and 4 = e*"¥ is
complex with modulus different from 1. The possible location of the eigenvalues on the complex plane are
summarized in Fig. 1. The wave propagation characteristics of three-coupled periodic structures can be
properly described through a geometric representation on the space of the invariants I1—I,—15 (Fig. 2). When
cosh u = F1, two surfaces are obtained in the /,—I,—I5; space given, respectively, by

R = {(1],]2,13)|2—2]1 +2I, —Is = 0},

S :={,15,13)]2+ 21 + 21, + I3 = 0}. (6)

Further surfaces, dividing the real roots of Eq. (5) from the complex ones, are given by

Pio = (11,12, 13)1271, — 2713 — 213 £ 24/ (9 + I? — 31,)* + 91,1, = 0}. (7
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Fig. 1. Transfer matrix eigenvalues scenarios: (a) pass—pass—pass; (b) pass—pass—stop; (c) pass—stop—stop; (d) complex-pass; (e) complex-
stop; (f) stop—stop—stop.
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Fig. 3. Propagation zones displayed in the plane (I3, /) of the invariants for I; = 0.

The four surfaces R, S and P, divide the space of the invariants in domains (propagation zones) where the
eigenvalues do not differ in type. In Fig. 3 the section I; = 0 of the space of the invariants is shown, where the
curves r, s, p; , represent the traces of the matching surfaces on the chosen plane; the propagation zones are
labeled according to the notation commonly used in literature. As well known [5], such eigenvalues govern the
stationary wave transmission properties: if the eigenvalues lie on the unit circle, then free waves propagate
harmonically without attenuation (pass band, P); if the eigenvalues are real, then free waves decay without
oscillations (stop band, S); furthermore, if the coupling coordinates are more than one, pairs of complex
conjugate eigenvalues with modulus different from 1 can exist and harmonic propagation with attenuation of
the characteristic waves takes place (complex-band, C). Accordingly, the region where the three pairs of /1 lay
all on the unit circle is referred to as pass— pass—pass (PPP); the regions where two pairs of / lay on the unit
circle while the other pair is real are referred to as pass—pass—stop (PPS); the regions where one pair lays on the
unit circle while the remaining two pairs of 4 are real are referred to as pass—stop—stop (PSS); the regions
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where only real pairs of eigenvalues occurs are the stop—stop—stop (SSS) domains. Moreover, the curves p, ,
bound the regions characterized by a pair of complex conjugate eigenvalues and the remaining pair is either
real, complex-stop (CS), or lays on the unit circle, complex-pass (CP). It is worth noticing that only the PPP
and PPS regions, unlike the remaining domains, are bounded.

3. Mechanical models transfer matrix derivation

The three-coupled nature of the mechanical models that will be considered in the following sections results
from the sum of mono-coupled and bi-coupled dynamics. The relevant equations of motion are indeed
characterized by the coupling between either a longitudinal or a torsional (mono-coupled) dynamics and a
transversal (bi-coupled) one. In order to derive the single-element transfer matrix, it is essential to detect the

end forces given the end displacements. This implies the solution of a boundary-value problem of the form
Mi+ Lu=0 in 4, o
%HUIdH on&%’HHzL,R, ()

where Eq. (8;) are the field equations defined over the domain 4, representing the single element, and Eq. (85)
are the kinematic boundary conditions at the left and right element interfaces. The terms .# and % represent
inertial and elastic linear differential operators, respectively, acting over the displacement field u = u(x, ),
while 2/  is the linear kinematic boundary conditions operator acting on the left 0%, and right 0% element

interfaces. The Eq. (8;) can be put in the form
o AT (1) [ La)(0)_(0) 0
eﬂuu ’%UU U gvu glﬁl’ v 0

where the terms u and v represent the mono-coupled and bi-coupled kinematic variables, respectively. The

solution, given by
(u) - (a>eﬁxei9[ (10)
v b

gives rise to the eigenvalue problem L(f,2)a = 0 in %, where

L= Li(B) — QZMuu Li(B) — QzMuv 2= <a> (1)
Lvu(ﬁ) - QzMru va(ﬂ) - Qszv ’ b
and the algebraic operators M and L have been introduced. The wavenumbers f5; i=1,...,6 can be
determined by solving the characteristic equation:

PO+ Jipt+ T2+ T3 =0, (12)

where J; = J;(Q2) (i = 1,2,3). Since Eq. (12) admits six roots, the general solution can be written as

6 a .
<u> _ ch< k>eﬁkxe'm, (13)
v k=1 b

where the coefficients ay, by are grouped as follows:

ajp = Luv(ﬁk) - QzMuvy k=102
bk - QzMuu - Luu(ﬁk)a T

ay = DMy, — Lu(Bp),

bk - Lvu(ﬁk) - QZMUM’

so that the eigenvalue problem for uncoupled cases can still be solved. By substituting Eq. (13) into Eq. (8,)
and solving for ¢, the linear homogeneous functions u over dy are obtained. By imposing the equilibrium at

k=23,4,56, (14)
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the interfaces through the dynamic boundary conditions:

QHUZfH on 6.@1{ H:L,R (15)

dL fL
-

In Eq. (16) the matrix Z = [Zyk], with H,K = L, R, represents the frequency-dependent dynamic stiffness
matrix, where L and R refers to left and right side of the modular element, respectively. The transfer matrix T,
which relates the right end displacements and forces to the left ones, is eventually obtained as

d T Ty d
R _ If L (1 7)
fr T Ty |\ fL

by using the well-known relations [23]:
Tu = ~ZixZ11. Ty = Zip Ty = —LZre + ZrrZij 21, Ty = —ZrpZiy. (18)

the end forces can be determined as

Zip Zir
Zrr Zgr

Once the transfer matrix is obtained, its invariants can be expressed in terms of physical parameters; then, the
traces of the surfaces given by Eqs. (6) and (7) can be mapped into a plane of two control parameters duly
selected. Among them, the frequency is the most significant one and is always selected so that the curves r, s,
and p, , provide the bounding frequencies of the propagation regions.

As singled out by Mead [1], if the interest lies in the mechanical interpretation of the bounding frequency of
multi-coupled periodic structures, it is then crucial to distinguish between two types of coupling coordinates.
When symmetric structural elements vibrate in a symmetric mode, some of the matching pairs of coupling
coordinates at either end have the same sign and magnitude (¢ype (i) coordinates) whereas the remaining pairs
have opposite sign and equal magnitude (¢type (ii) coordinates). The opposite occurs for anti-symmetric
modes. For periodic structures of symmetric multi-coupled elements, the bounding frequencies of the wave
propagation zones are identical to the natural frequencies of a single element with the two types of coupling
coordinate either locked or free. In the following sections type (i) and type (ii) coordinates of each three-
coupled mechanical model discussed will be identified and the relationship between bounding and natural
frequencies will be shown to obey to Mead’s results.

4. Periodic axisymmetric cylindrical shells

The general derivation of the propagation regions for three-coupled structures is specialized in this section
to deal with periodic pipes sketched in Fig. 4. The pipes are modeled as thin cylindrical shells undergoing
axisymmetric (breathing) modes of vibration and the periodicity is provided by evenly spaced stiffeners. The
displacement field is defined by the longitudinal and transverse components u(x) and v(x), respectively, and by
a rotation ¢(x) = v/(x), x being the abscissa. The parameters that are involved in the model are the following:
Young modulus E, Poisson coefficient v, shell thickness s, mass density p, radius r and element length /.

AN i

-
-

¢
T

-

Fig. 4. Periodic cylindrical shells.
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Introducing the nondimensional quantities

. X . u ., v K /
X=—, U=—-, v=-, o=-, {(=-, 1T=wt, (19)
r r r r r

where w? = E/[pr*(1 — v?)], the field equations can be written, omitting the hat, as

2
i—u —v' =0, i}+%v””+v+vu’=0. (20)
In view of the propagation properties analysis that follows on, it is worth stressing that, as shown by the Eq.
(20), the coupling between longitudinal and transversal dynamics is governed by the Poisson ratio v.
Moreover, v represents the type (i) coordinate while # and ¢ are type (ii) coordinates. The kinematic boundary
conditions are:

u©) =uy, u(l)=ug, v(0)=vy, v{)=vr, V(0)=¢;, V()= @z 21

By defining the equivalent axial and transversal stiffnesses provided by the circumferential stiffeners at the
ends of the single element as k, /2 and k,/2, respectively, and setting

1—v? 12(1 —vz)r2 12(1 —v2)r
NLR=—p Nrr, 4qrr= — g5 e MiR= TML,Ra
1—v? k 6(1 —v?) k
Ky = p ﬁ, KUZTEUa (22)
the dynamic boundary conditions are given by
[ +voF Kullly, = FNLR [0 F KoVlor = FYL > Ug,f = FmLR- (23)

Therefore, in order to derive the element transfer matrix according to the procedure set forth in Section 2, the
matrix L in Eq. (11) becomes

- —vp
L= 2 : (24)

0" 4 2
1+—=p"—-Q
v +12

Starting from the eigenvalue problem governed by the matrix (24), the element transfer matrix is obtained and
the invariants are expressed in terms of the physical parameters. The propagation regions are mapped into
planes of two control parameters where the curves r, s, p; , in Fig. 3 give rise to a number of branches. The
selected parameter relevant to the results shown in Figs. 5 and 6 are £ = 2.0, ¢ = 0.1 and x, = 50.0.

300,
250
200

o 150
100

50

0.8 0.85 0.9 0.95 1 1.05 L1 115 12
Q

Fig. 5. Propagation zones on the Q-k, plane for v = 0.5.
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Fig. 6. Propagation zones on the Q—v plane for x, = 1, = 50.0.

In the limit case v = 0, the longitudinal and transversal dynamics are uncoupled so that the resulting propagation
scenario can be interpreted as the superposition of the mono-coupled (bar) and the bi-coupled (beam on elastic
foundations) scenarios. On the one hand, in the mono-coupled problem, the propagation regions can be either pass
(P) or stop (S) and the curves bounding the pass regions, where the eigenvalues liec on the unit circle, can be readily
determined by the condition |tr(T)| = 2. This condition applied to the transfer matrix associated to Eq. (20) with
v =0 and k, = 0.0, leads to 2 cos Qf = 2, so that, for the bar, the longitudinal waves are always in a pass band,
regardless of the value of Q. On the other, the bi-coupled problem of the beam on elastic foundation resting on
elastic translational supports behaves qualitatively like the Euler beam on elastic supports studied in Ref. [16]. Thus,
the overall propagation scenario is characterized by the superposition of the beam propagation regions, starting
from the cut-on frequency (2> 1) [18], and the everywhere pass region of the bar. In Fig. 5 the propagation zones
are shown on the 2 — «, plane for v = 0.5 and «, = 50.0; the propagation regions representation obeys the three-
coupled nature of the problem, as proven by the appearance of SSS and CS regions. Fig. 6 shows the propagation
regions in the Q—v plane, for x, = x, = 50.0. Thus, the evolution of the propagation scenario as the coupling
parameter v varies in the range 0.0 <v<0.5, for given k, and k,, can be analyzed. As expected, when transversal and
longitudinal dynamics are uncoupled (v = 0), the flexural natural frequencies of the hinged—hinged single beam,
given by Q, = [1 + (nn/)*¢?/ 12]'/2, correspond to bounding frequencies provided by either the branches r or s,
namely Q; = 1.0025 (r), Q> = 1.0398 (s), Q3 = 1.1878 (r). Moreover, the remaining branches of the same curves
correspond to the sliding-sliding single-beam natural frequencies and they tend asymptotically to the fixed—fixed
case when x, — 0o. The natural frequencies of either the free—free or fixed—fixed single bar are not displayed since
they are located at higher values of Q (i.e. Q, = nn/f). As the coupling rises (v#0) the three-coupled dynamics
forces the bounding frequencies and the associated natural frequencies to bend. For example, the first three natural
frequencies of the hinged-hinged single element decrease implying a “softening” effect of the coupling parameter. In
particular, the first natural frequency decreases to the value Q; = 0.8994, the second to Q, = 0.8143 while the third
to Q3 = 1.1116; the crossing between the first and second natural frequency occurs at v = 0.25. The crossed curves
in Fig. 6 represent the first six natural frequencies of the two element periodic pipe when v (type (i) coordinate) is
locked while u and ¢ (type (ii) coordinates) are free. Their paths on the Q—v plane are always within either a PSS or a
PPS region. As the periodic structure consists of two elements, two natural frequencies are found in each PSS region.
Moreover, as expected, for each pair, one natural frequency overlaps with a bounding frequency provided by either r
or s branches; for low values of v (v<0.25) such overlapping occurs according to the alternating sequence: 7, s, 7.

5. Periodic symmetric thin-walled beams

Thin-walled beams with symmetric cross-section undergoing flexural-torsional oscillations are analyzed in
this section (see Fig. 7a). The flexural—center axis is taken as the x-axis and the distance between the flexural
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Fig. 7. Periodic thin-walled beam: (a) beam element displacement field and (b) beam cross-section.

center F and the centroid C is equal to z¢, as sketched in Fig. 7b. The displacement field is defined by the
torsional rotation u(x), transverse component v(x), and by the flexural rotation ¢(x) = v'(x). The parameters
entering the models are: mass density p, cross-section area A, polar moment of inertia I (I =I5+ AZZC),
Young modulus E, moment of inertia / = I, tangential elastic modulus G and torsional inertia J. Introducing
the nondimensional quantities

X v _ Ad* oGJ / zZc

X = — D — — [ j— [ — f:— [ p— — l, 25
Y=, b=l a=go 1= L 0= 1O (25)

where w? = EI /(pAd®), the field equations read, omitting the hat, as
ii—oact—yu' =0, t—cu+v" =0, (26)

where the warping torsional stiffness was neglected. In this case, it is worth pinpointing that, as shown by
Eq. (26), the coupling between torsional and transversal dynamics is governed by inertia terms through the
parameter ¢. For this model ¢ represents the type (i) coordinate while # and v are type (ii) coordinates. The
kinematic boundary conditions are still given by the expressions (21) and by setting

_QL,Rﬁl2 _Trra m _ My ra . _ kua . _ kyd?
qrL.r = El ° LR = GJ LR = El =67 ”_7El’

where k, and k, represent the rotational and transversal spring stiffnesses, the dynamic boundary conditions
are:

27)

W F KuUllg e = FILR, [0 F Ku0)or = FqL r> Ug,f = FMLR- (28)

Therefore, in order to derive the element transfer matrix according to the procedure described in Section 2, the
matrix L in Eq. (11) becomes

= ga??

L= .
O’QZ ﬁ4 _ QZ

(29)
Starting from the eigenvalue problem governed by the matrix (29), the element transfer matrix is obtained and
the invariants are expressed in terms of physical parameters. The selected parameter relevant to the results
shown in Figs. 8 and 9 are £ = 5.0, 2 = 1.0 and y = 2.0. In the ¢ = 0.0 borderline case the torsional and
transversal dynamics are uncoupled. Here, we can make the same remarks as in the case of pipes mentioned
above. In Fig. 8 the propagation zones are shown on the Q—«, plane for ¢ = 2.0 and k, = 6.0. Fig. 9 shows the
propagation regions in the Q-¢ plane, for k, = 6.0 and k, = 2.0. Thus, the evolution of the propagation
scenario as the coupling parameter ¢ varies in the range between 0.0 <o <2.0, can be analyzed. For ¢ = 0.0 the
flexural natural frequencies of the hinged—hinged single beam, @, = (nm/£)?, correspond to the bounding
frequencies given by the branches of curves r and s, such as Q; = 0.395 (r), Q, = 1.579 (s). The natural
frequencies of the free—free (fixed—fixed) single bar (€, = ,/ynn/{) also correspond to branches of curves r and
s; the first two of them are located at 2; = 0.888 (r) and ©2, = 1.777 (s). Moreover, the remaining branches of
the same curves correspond to the sliding—sliding single-beam natural frequencies. As noticed in the previous
model, as the coupling parameter ¢ increases, the above-mentioned uncoupled natural frequencies of the single
element move along the r and s branches giving rise to involved paths. The lower natural frequencies of the
periodic thin-walled beam composed by two elements when ¢ (type (i) coordinate) is locked while u and v
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Fig. 9. Propagation zones on the Q-¢ plane for k, = 6.0 and x, = 2.0.

(type (ii) coordinates) are free are represented in Fig. 9 by the crossed curves. As expected such natural
frequencies are forbidden within either SSS or CS regions. Since the periodic system is composed by two
elements, two natural frequencies are found in each PSS region. Moreover, for each pair, one natural
frequency overlaps with a bounding frequency provided by either » or s branches. In this case, crossing and
veering phenomena in both bounding and natural frequencies can be observed around 2 = 1.2 and 1.8.

6. Periodic equivalent truss beams

A truss beam structure is chosen as a three-coupled periodic mechanical model in this section as sketched in
Fig. 10. Hence, it is worth distinguishing between a local periodicity due to the single truss module and a global
periodicity due to evenly spaced elastic supports (see Fig. 10a). By assuming /4,,//> 1 and a large number of
truss modules between the supports and being mainly interested to the global dynamic behavior, an equivalent
continuum model, sketched in Fig. 10b, can be derived through a homogenization technique based on the
single-truss module properties (see Fig. 11). The slenderness of the single-truss beam span entails high-
frequency shear modes; by neglecting these modes a course shear indeformable continuum beam model is
assumed. By labeling 4,, 4;, A, the areas of the bottom, top and diagonal bars, respectively, and with /,, and
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Fig. 10. Periodic equivalent truss beam: (a) periodic truss beam and (b) equivalent continuum model.
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Fig. 11. Truss beam module.

h,, the module width and height, respectively, and also with m, and m,, the top and bottom nodal masses,
respectively, and setting

Ar=00+0dp, Aa=A+d)Ap, me=A+mmp, hy =1+ h)ly, (30)
the equivalent continuum model constitutive law can be expressed [19], for the restoring elastic forces, as
N = EAb(fI/{/ - é’elmv// 5 M = EAb(_é’elmu/ + ’11,2,,1?//) (31)

and for the inertial masses as

2+ m)m 1
Myy = Ny = (l#y Myp = Mepy = _En’”/nb(1 +h)s
m
1
Mg = 32+ m)(L+ hYmy L, (32)

where the equivalent beam axis has been located at the mid-height of the truss beam and the axial deformation
and bending curvature are introduced according to the Euler—Bernoulli beam model. By setting



646 F. Romeo, A. Paolone | Journal of Sound and Vibration 301 (2007) 635-648

H = I* + 2h + 2, the parameters entering Egs. (31) and (32) are defined as

1 1
E=Q+0+21+DHT, =3+ 1'(+2), L=501+hr,
1 (1+hm 1 5
= - = — 1 .
=55 n=g(+h) (33)
By introducing the nondimensional quantities
X u v /
X=—, U=—, 0=—, {(=—, 1=t 34
lm lm l’?’l lﬂ’l ( )
where w? = EAy/[myl,,(2 + m)], the field equations become
ii _ Clij/ _ fu// + gevﬁ/ — 0’ 1')' _ #1']'// + Clu/ + ’11)//// _ geuﬂ/ — 0. (35)

As shown by Eq. (35), the coupling between longitudinal and transversal dynamics is governed by the
parameters (,, o = e, i defined in Eq. (3334), respectively. Moreover, v represents the type (i) coordinate while
u and ¢ are type (ii) coordinates.

The kinematic boundary conditions are once more given by the expressions (21); furthermore, by putting

Nir g =QL,R m =ML,R . Azku,vlm
Ed,> TERTEq TERTEAL YT 2EA,’

where k, /2 and k,/2 represent the stiffness of evenly spaced longitudinal and transversal elastic supports (Fig.
10b), respectively, the dynamic boundary conditions become

nL.R = (36)

[ — (0" F Kulllo, = FNLR
[Cott" — " + pi" — (it F 0] = F4p go
" — Ce”/]o,z = FMLR. (37

In this case the derivation of the element transfer matrix outlined in Section 2 starts by the matrix L in Eq. (11)
taking the form

| —ep e B¢+ BC.)
T =BG+ B QP -1 |

Then, along the line followed in the previous section, the transfer matrix invariants are obtained in terms of
the physical parameters in order to map the surfaces (6) and (7).

The selected parameter relevant to the results shown in Figs. 9 and 10 are & = 2.0, {; = 0.0, u=0.25,
¢ =15.0, n = 0.5 and x, = 2.0. Therefore in the present analysis the inertial coupling is absent.

In the uncoupled case ({, = 0.0) the mono-coupled longitudinal dynamics of the bar behaves like in the first
case, giving rise to a pass region for every frequency for x, = 0.0, while the bi-coupled transversal one
coincides with the Euler beam resting on elastic supports [16]. The representation of the propagation regions
on the Q—x, plane for {, = 0.5 is provided by Fig. 12. As expected, the nonzero coupling parameter activates
the three-coupled dynamics and the relevant propagation scenario becomes more involved, including SSS and
CS regions.

The evolution from the uncoupled to the coupled dynamics in terms of propagation zones can be better
explained by referring to the Q-{, plane as done in Fig. 13 for k, = 1.0 and x, = 2.0. When {, =0 the
bounding frequencies given by branches of curves r and s are found at the hinged—hinged single-beam natural
frequencies, given by Q, = [(nn/€)4n]1/2; the first three of them are found at Q; = 0.279 (r), 2, = 1.117 (s),
Q3 = 2.512 (r). The birth of free—free (or fixed—fixed) single-bar longitudinal natural frequencies can also be
observed, namely Q, = [(nn/{’)Qé]l/z; the first three of them can be found at 2; = 0.888 (r), 2, = 1.777 (s) and
Q3 =2.666 (r). The crossed curves in Fig. 13 represent the first six natural frequencies of the periodic
equivalent truss beam composed by two elements when v (type (i) coordinate) is free while u and ¢ (type (ii)
coordinates) are locked. Their paths on the -, plane are always within either a PSS or a PPS region. Since

L (38)
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Fig. 13. Propagation zones on the Q-{, plane for x, = 1.0 and x, = 2.0.

the periodic system is composed by two elements, two natural frequencies are found in each PSS region.
Moreover, as expected, for each pair, one natural frequency overlaps with a bounding frequency provided by
either r or s branches. Several crossing phenomena can be observed around Q = 0.9 and in the range
Q=1.6-20.

7. Conclusions

Starting from the characteristic equation of the symplectic transfer matrix, three-coupled periodic structures
were analyzed on the space of the invariants. Such approach helped derive analytically the boundaries of the
combined stop, pass and complex domains. Pass—pass—pass and pass—pass—stop bands were both found to be
confined to a small neighborhood of the origin. Different paradigmatic mechanical models characterized by
constitutive elastic and/or inertial coupling between mono- and bi-coupled dynamics were discussed.
Constitutive elastic coupling in stiffened pipes and truss beams, and inertial coupling in thin-walled beam
resting on elastic supports, were tackled. Free-wave propagation domains on different physical parameters
planes were obtained through nonlinear mappings from the plane of the invariants. Such representation
provides the following remarkable insights: (i) a measure of the influence of the coupling parameters on the
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interaction between longitudinal or torsional (mono-coupled) and transversal (bi-coupled) dynamics; (ii) the
domains where natural frequencies must lie for given boundary conditions; (iii) a tool for predicting crossing
and veering phenomena.
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