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Abstract

This paper presents an analytical study on the free and forced vibration of inhomogeneous Euler–Bernoulli beams

containing open edge cracks. The beam is subjected to an axial compressive force and a concentrated transverse load

moving along the longitudinal direction. The rotational spring model is used to model the crack causing sectional

flexibility. The forced response is determined by employing modal series expansion technique. Analytical solutions of

natural frequencies and dynamic deflections are obtained for cantilever, hinged–hinged, and clamped–clamped beams

whose material properties follow an exponential through-thickness variation. Numerical results are given in both tabular

and graphical forms. The effects of cracks, material property gradient, axial compression, and the speed of the moving load

are discussed in detail in the parametric study.

r 2007 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
1. Introduction

It is known that a structure becomes more flexible and its dynamic characteristics will be changed due to the
presence of cracks. Over the last decade, the dynamic behavior of cracked structures has been a topic of active
research. Many studies have been conducted, either analytically or numerically or both, on the ‘‘direct
problem’’ and ‘‘inverse problem’’ of cracked structures [1–8]. The direct problem involves the determination of
natural frequencies and dynamic response of a cracked structure with knowing crack parameters, providing
information that is essential to the inverse problem which deals with detecting, locating, and quantifying the
extent of damage from the knowledge of measured vibratory data.

When subjected to a moving load or mass, a beam structure produces larger deflections and higher stresses
than it does under an equivalent load applied statically. Such a structure is of practical importance, especially
in transportation system and in the design of machining process. Quite a few studies have been reported in this
field [9–11]. However, research work concerning the effect of cracks on free and forced vibration of a beam
under a moving load or mass is still limited. Mahmoud [12] used a modal analysis based approach to calculate
ee front matter r 2007 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
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the stress intensity factor (SIF) of simply supported undamped Euler–Bernoulli beams subjected to a moving
load or mass. For the same beams, Mahmoud and Abou Zaid [13] developed an iterative modal analysis
method to determine the effect of transverse cracks on the dynamic behavior. Bilello and Bergman [14] carried
out a theoretical and experimental study on the response of a damaged Euler–Bernoulli beam traversed by a
moving mass. The effective mass distribution of the beam and the convective acceleration terms were
considered to correctly evaluate the beam–moving mass interaction force. Lin and Chang [15] obtained an
analytical solution of the forced response of a cantilever beam with a crack subjected to a concentrated
moving load by using the equivalent rotational spring model, transfer matrix method, and modal series
expansion technique. The aforementioned studies considered isotropic homogeneous beams only.

Inhomogeneous composites such as functionally graded materials (FGMs) exhibit a smooth and continuous
gradient in both compositional profile and material properties and have received increasing attention in both
research and engineering communities due to their outstanding properties. The fracture mechanics and the
dynamic characteristics of FGM structures have been the two subject areas attracting a lot of research efforts
over the past few years. This is evidenced by numerous publications available in the open literature (see, for
example, Refs. [16–20] dealing with cracks and fracture problems and Refs. [21–28] studying free vibration
and dynamic response, among many others). It is noted that investigations including the effect of crack defects
on the dynamic behavior of FGM structures are scarce. Sridhar et al. [28] analyzed wave propagation in FGM
beams and layered structures containing embedded horizontal or vertical edge cracks using pseudospectral
finite element method. Most recently, Yang and Chen [29] analytically discussed the influence of open edge
cracks on the vibration and elastic stability characteristics of an Euler–Bernoulli FGM beam with different
boundary conditions.

This paper investigates the free and forced vibration of slender FGM beams with open edge cracks under a
combined action of an axial compression and a concentrated transverse moving load. The classical
Euler–Bernoulli beam theory, rotational spring model and modal expansion technique are used to obtain the
natural frequencies, mode shapes, and dynamic response of cantilever, hinged–hinged, and clamped–clamped
FGM beams with single or multiple cracks. A parametric study is conducted to demonstrate the effects of
material property gradient, the location and total number of cracks, the axial compressive force, the moving
speed of the concentrated load, the slenderness ratio, and boundary condition on the dynamic behavior of
cracked FGM beams.
2. The rotational spring model

Consider a functionally graded beam of length L, thickness h, and containing an open edge crack of depth a

located at a distance L1 from the left end which is taken as the origin of the x– z coordinate system as shown in
Fig. 1. The shear modulus n, Young’s modulus E, and mass density r of the beam vary exponentially in the
thickness direction according to

nðzÞ ¼ n0 ebz; EðzÞ ¼ E0 e
bz; rðzÞ ¼ r0 e

bz, (1)

where n0, E0, and r0 are the shear modulus, Young’s modulus, and mass density at the mid-plane (z ¼ 0) of the
beam. b is a constant defining the material property gradient along the thickness direction, and as a special
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Fig. 1. An axially compressed FGM beam with an open edge crack under a moving load.
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case, b ¼ 0 corresponds to an isotropic homogeneous beam. Since previous study [16] revealed that the
influence of Poisson’s ratio m on the SIFs is quite limited, its value is taken as a constant for simplicity in the
present analysis.

It is assumed that the crack is perpendicular to the beam surface and always remains open. So the well-
accepted rotational spring model can be used to treat the cracked beam as two sub-beams connected by an
elastic rotational spring at the cracked section which has no mass and no length. The bending stiffness kT of
the cracked section is related to the flexibility G by

kT ¼
1

G
. (2)

The flexibility of the beam due to the presence of the edge crack can be calculated from [30]

1� m2

EðzÞ
K2

I ¼
M2

I

2

dG

da
, (3)

where MI is the bending moment at the cracked section. The SIF under mode I loading KI is a function of the
crack depth, beam geometry, external loading, and the material properties. For an FGM strip with an open
edge crack under bending, the expression of SIF was derived by Erdogan and Wu [19] as

KI ¼ �
4
ffiffiffi
a
p

nðzÞ
1þ m̄

X1
i¼0

aiT i

2z� a

a

� �
, (4)

where m̄ ¼ ð3� 4mÞ for plane strain problem, Ti is the Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind. The constants ai

are determined by evaluating the boundary integrals using Gaussian quadrature and then solving the resulting
functional equation by collocation method.

3. Theoretical formulations

Suppose that the cracked FGM beam is subjected to an axial compressive force P and a concentrated
transverse load F moving at a constant speed v from the left end of the beam to the right end. Based on the
Kirchhoff–Love hypothesis, the displacement components in the x- and z-axis of an arbitrary point, denoted
by ūðx; z; tÞ and w̄ðx; z; tÞ, respectively, take the form of

ūðx; z; tÞ ¼ uðx; tÞ � z
qw̄

qx
, (5a)

w̄ðx; z; tÞ ¼ wðx; tÞ, (5b)

where u(x,t) and w(x,t) are the mid-plane longitudinal and transverse displacements, t is time. The axial force
N, bending moment M, and transverse shear force Q are related to the normal strain e0 ¼ qu/qx and flexural
curvature kx ¼ q2w/qx2 by

N

M

� �
¼

A11 B11

B11 D11

" #
�0

�kx

( )
; Q ¼

qM

qx
¼ B11

q�0
qx
�D11

qkx

qx
, (6)

where

ðA11;B11;D11Þ ¼

Z h=2

�h=2

EðzÞ

1� m2
ð1; z; z2Þdz. (7)

The equations of motion for a perfect FGM beam without cracks, with the axial inertia term being
neglected and the effects of the axial compressive force and the concentrated transverse moving load being
included, can be derived as follows:

A11
q2u

qx2
� B11

q3w
qx3
¼ 0, (8a)
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d
q4w
qx4
þ P

q2w
qx2
þ I1

q2w

qt2
¼ Fdðx� vtÞ, (8b)

where d(x�vt) denotes the Dirac delta distribution, and

I1 ¼

Z h=2

�h=2
rðzÞdz; d ¼ D11 �

B2
11

A11
. (9)

With the introduction of the following quantities:

~W ¼
w

L
; ~U ¼

u

L
; x ¼

x

L
; Z ¼

z

h
; D1 ¼ L1=L; T ¼

t

L2

ffiffiffiffiffi
d

I1

s
,

V ¼ vL2

ffiffiffiffiffi
I1

d

r
; g ¼

B11

A11L
; p ¼

PL2

d
; f ¼

FL2

d
. (10)

Eq. (8) can be rewritten in a dimensionless form as

q2 ~U

qx2
� g

q3 ~W

qx3
¼ 0, (11a)

q4 ~W

qx4
þ p

q2 ~W

qx2
þ

q2 ~W

qT2
¼ f dðx� VT Þ. (11b)

Neglecting the dynamic force term fd(x�VT), expressing the dynamic displacements in harmonic
vibration as

~Uðx;TÞ ¼ UðxÞ eioT , (12a)

~W ðx;TÞ ¼W ðxÞ eioT , (12b)

where o is the natural frequency, and then substituting Eq. (12) into Eq. (11b) leads to the equation governing
free vibration behavior of the beams

d4W

dx4
þ p

d2W

dx2
� o2W ¼ 0. (13)

By using the rotational spring, the FGM beam with one open edge crack is divided into two sub-beams
connected by the spring at the cracked section. In what follows, subscript i ¼ 1 and 2 refer to the left and
right sub-beams, respectively. The flexural mode shape function of each segment satisfying Eq. (13) can be
written as

W iðxÞ ¼ ei1 sinðaxÞ þ ei2 cosðaxÞ þ ei3 sinhðbxÞ þ ei4 coshðbxÞ. (14)

Substitution of Eqs. (12) and (14) into Eq. (11a) gives the axial mode shape function

UiðxÞ ¼ g½ei1a cosðaxÞ � ei2a sinðaxÞ þ ei3b coshðbxÞ þ ei4b sinhðbxÞ� þ gixþ gi0, (15)

where

a ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
p

2
þ

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
p2

4
þ l2L3

rs
; b ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�

p

2
þ

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
p2

4
þ l2L3

rs
; l ¼

ffiffiffiffiffi
I1

d

r
o,

eij (i ¼ 1,2; j ¼ 1,y,4), gi and gi0 are constants to be determined from boundary conditions at beam ends and
the compatibility requirements at the cracked section. For a cantilever beam, the boundary conditions are

U1 ¼ 0; W 1 ¼ 0;
dW 1

dx
¼ 0 at x ¼ 0, (16a)
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N2 ¼ 0; M2 ¼ 0; Q2 � P
dW 2

dx
¼ 0 at x ¼ 1. (16b)

At the cracked section (x ¼ D1), the compatibility condition enforces the continuity of the axial
displacement, transverse displacement, axial force, bending moment, and shear force across the crack. The
discontinuity in the slope is proportional to the bending moment transmitted by the cracked section. Thus, we
have

U1 ¼ U2; W 1 ¼W 2, (17a)

N1 ¼ N2; M1 ¼M2; Q1 � P
dW 1

dx
¼ Q2 � P

dW 2

dx
, (17b)

kT

dW 1

dx
� kT

dW 2

dx
¼M1. (17c)

Substituting Eqs. (6), (14), (15) into Eqs. (16) and (17) yields a matrix equation

½HðoÞ�fjg ¼ f0g, (18)

where [H] is the matrix nonlinearly dependent on the natural frequency, {j} is the vector composed of 12
unknown coefficients gi, gi0 and eij (i ¼ 1,2; j ¼ 1,y,4). This equation has a non-trivial solution when its
determinant is equal to zero

det½HðoÞ� ¼ HðoÞ
�� �� ¼ 0. (19)

By solving this transcendental equation, the natural frequencies and the associated mode shapes can be
obtained. The free vibration problem of cracked FGM beams with other boundary conditions can be solved in
the same way. The determinants for cantilever, hinged–hinged, and clamped–clamped beams, denoted by
Hc– f, Hh– h, and Hc– c, respectively, are given in Appendix A.
4. Forced responses

The modal expansion technique is employed to determine the forced response of the cracked beam. The
dynamic deflection of each sub-beam can be expressed as

~W iðx;TÞ ¼
Xn

k¼1

W ikðxÞqkðTÞ, (20)

where n is the total number of truncated terms, qk(T) are the generalized coordinates, and Wik(x) (i ¼ 1,2)
represent the normalized mode shapes of the ith sub-beam

W ikðxÞ ¼ ek
i1 sinðaxÞ þ ek

i2 cosðaxÞ þ ek
i3 sinhðbxÞ þ ek

i4 coshðbxÞ. (21)

Substituting Eq. (20) into Eq. (11b), multiplying by Wik(x) (i ¼ 1,2; j ¼ 1,y,n) and integrating over each
sub-beam, one has Z D1

0

Xn

k¼1

½W 0000
1kðxÞqkðTÞ þ pW 00

1kðxÞqkðTÞ þW 1kðxÞ €qkðTÞ�W 1jðxÞdx

þ

Z 1

D1

Xn

k¼1

½W 0000
2kðxÞqkðTÞ þ pW 00

2kðxÞqkðTÞ þW 2kðxÞ €qkðTÞ�W 2jðxÞdx

¼

Z D1

0

f dðx� VTÞW 1jðxÞdxþ
Z 1

D1

f dðx� VTÞW 2jðxÞdx, ð22Þ
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where a superscript ‘‘0’’ and a super dot denote differentiation with respect to x and T, respectively. With
Eq. (13) in mind, the above equation can be simplified as

Xn

k¼1

½ €qkðTÞ þ o2
kqkðTÞ�

Z D1

0

W 1kðxÞW 1jðxÞdxþ
Z 1

D1

W 2kðxÞW 2jðxÞdx
� 	

¼ f

Z D1

0

dðx� VTÞW 1jðxÞdxþ
Z 1

D1

dðx� VTÞW 2jðxÞdx
� 	

. ð23Þ

Making use of the orthogonality relationship of the normalized mode shapes, Eq. (23) becomes

€qkðTÞ þ o2
kqkðTÞ ¼ QkðTÞ ðk ¼ 1; 2; . . . ; nÞ, (24)

where

QkðTÞ ¼

f ½ek
11 sinðaVTÞ þ ek

12 cosðaVT Þ þ ek
13 sinhðbVTÞ þ ek

14 coshðbVTÞ� Tp
D1L

V

� �
;

f ½ek
21 sinðaVTÞ þ ek

22 cosðaVT Þ þ ek
23 sinhðbVTÞ þ ek

24 coshðbVTÞ� T4
D1L

V

� �
:

8>>><
>>>:

(25)

If the beam is initially in a stationary state, i.e., with zero-valued initial displacement and velocity, before the
concentrated load starts to move from the left end, then

qkðTÞ ¼
1

ok

Z t

0

sin okðT � tÞQkðtÞdt

¼

f

ok

R t
0 sin okðT � tÞ ek

11 sinðaVtÞ þ ek
12 cosðaVtÞ þ ek

13 sinhðbVtÞ þ ek
14 coshðbVtÞ


 �
dt Tp

D1L

V

� �

f

ok

R D1=V

0 sinokðT � tÞ ek
11 sinðaVtÞ þ ek

12 cosðaVtÞ þ ek
13 sinhðbVtÞ þ ek

14 coshðbVtÞ

 �

dt
n

þ
R t
D1=V

sinokðT � tÞ ek
21 sinðaVtÞ þ ek

22 cosðaVtÞ þ ek
23 sinhðbVtÞ þ ek

24 coshðbVtÞ

 �

dt
o

T4
D1L

V

� �

8>>>>>>>>><
>>>>>>>>>:

ð26Þ

The forced responses of FGM cracked beams can then be determined from Eq. (20). It should be pointed
out that the above analytical solution method, although presented for a single crack, is valid for FGM beams
with multiple cracks as well.

5. Numerical results and discussion

To validate the present analysis, the forced vibration response of a homogeneous cantilever beam with an
open edge crack of depth a/h ¼ 0.5 located at D1 ¼ 0.3 is first considered. The beam is subjected to a
transverse point load moving at different speed. The geometrical and material parameters of the beam are:
length L ¼ 580mm, height h ¼ 12.7mm, Young’s modulus E ¼ 206GPa, and mass density r ¼ 7800 kg/m3.
The critical speed of the beam is V0 ¼ 60.9m/s. Fig. 2 compares the normalized dynamic tip deflections
FL3/3D11 with the analytical results reported by Lin and Chang [15]. Excellent agreement is observed.

We now evaluate the free and forced vibration of FGM beams with material parameters E1 ¼ 70GPa,
m1 ¼ 0.33, r1 ¼ 2780 kg/m3 at the top surface and containing one or more open edge cracks by using the
analytical solution method described above. The beam is subjected to a combined action of a static axial force
and a concentrated transverse load moving along the beam from the left end to the right end at a constant
velocity. Numerical results concerning the free vibration characteristics (natural frequencies and mode shapes)
are given in Table 1 and Figs. 3–7 while the forced vibration responses are displayed in Figs. 8–12,
respectively. In what follows, it is assumed that the crack depth is a/h ¼ 0.2 and the magnitude of the
transverse moving load is not high so that the cracked section of the beam will not be torn. The beam height is
kept constant while the beam length may be varied.
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Fig. 2. Dynamic tip deflections of a homogeneous cantilever with an edge crack at D1 ¼ 0.3 under a moving load at different speed.

Table 1

The first three dimensionless natural frequencies of perfect FGM beams

L/h E2/E1 C–F H–H C–C

ō1 ō2 ō3 ō1 ō2 ō3 ō1 ō2 ō3

20

0.2 0.83 5.18 14.49 2.51 9.27 21.07 5.25 14.49 28.40

1.0 0.88 5.51 15.42 2.47 9.87 22.21 5.59 15.42 30.23

5.0 0.83 5.18 14.49 2.51 9.27 21.07 5.25 14.49 28.40

10

0.2 3.30 20.70 57.97 10.05 37.09 84.28 21.02 57.94 113.59

1.0 3.52 22.03 61.70 9.87 39.48 88.83 22.37 61.67 120.90

5.0 3.30 20.70 57.97 10.05 37.09 84.28 21.02 57.94 113.59

J. Yang et al. / Journal of Sound and Vibration 312 (2008) 166–181172
Table 1 lists the first three dimensionless natural frequencies of cantilever (C–F), hinged–hinged (H–H), and
clamped–clamped (C–C) perfect FGM beams with different material property gradients (E2/E1 ¼ 0.2,1.0,5.0)
and slenderness ratios (L/h ¼ 10, 20), where E2/E1 ¼ 1.0 corresponds to an isotropic homogeneous beam
whose values of d and I1 are denoted, respectively, by d0 and I0 to normalize the frequencies as
on ¼ on=

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
d0=I0

p
. It is found that the natural frequencies of FGM beams with E2/E1 ¼ 0.2 and 5.0 are the

same because the ratios of d/I1 for these two beams are almost identical. The isotropic homogeneous beams,
except the hinged–hinged one, have higher dimensionless frequencies than FGM beams.

Fig. 3 shows the fundamental frequency ratio o1/o10 of an axially compressed FGM cantilever
(P/Pcr ¼ 0.0,0.1,0.3) with an edge crack at varying locations, where o10 is the fundamental frequency of its
perfect counterpart, and Pcr is the critical buckling load of the cracked beam that can be calculated using the
approach detailed in our previous study [29]. The fundamental frequency ratio is significantly decreased due to
the presence of the axial compressive force and the open edge crack. The greater the compressive force is
applied, and the closer to the fixed end of the cantilever beam the crack is located, the lower the fundamental
frequency becomes. The frequency ratio reaches its lowest value when the crack is at the fixed end. Since the
bending stiffness of a FGM beam is lower as Young’s modulus ratio E2/E1 changes from 5.0 to 0.2, its
frequency ratio decreases accordingly, indicating that a weaker beam is more sensitive to the compressive load
and crack.
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Fig. 3. Fundamental frequency ratio of axially compressed FGM cantilevers with an edge crack at varying locations.
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Fig. 4. Effect of slenderness ratio on frequency ratios of axially compressed FGM cantilevers with an edge crack at varying locations: (a)

fundamental frequency ratio; and (b) the second frequency ratio.
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Fig. 4 depicts the frequency ratio versus crack location curves for the first two frequencies of axially
compressed FGM cantilevers (E2/E1 ¼ 0.2,1.0,5.0, L/h ¼ 10,20, P/Pcr ¼ 0.0,0.3) with a single edge crack. The
results for the second frequency are much more complicated than those for the fundamental frequency. The
lowest frequency ratios for the first two frequencies are found to be at the same location—the clamped end of
the beam. Numerical results also indicate that a beam with a smaller slenderness ratio is much more sensitive
to the crack.

Fig. 5 compares the fundamental frequency ratios of axially compressed FGM beams (E2/E1 ¼ 0.2,1.0,5.0,
L/h ¼ 20, P/Pcr ¼ 0.3) with a single edge crack and different end supports. For geometrically symmetric
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Fig. 5. Fundamental frequency ratio of axially compressed FGM beams with an edge crack and different end supports.
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Fig. 6. Fundamental frequency ratio of axially compressed FGM cantilevers with two edge cracks at varying locations (D1 ¼ 0.2).
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beams such as the hinged–hinged and clamped–clamped beams, the fundamental frequency ratio
versus crack location curves are also symmetric. The fundamental frequency is most affected by the crack
when it is located at the mid-point of the hinged–hinged beam or at the clamped ends of the clamped–clamped
beam.

Fig. 6 shows the effect of multiple cracks on the fundamental frequency ratio of axially compressed FGM
cantilevers (E2/E1 ¼ 0.2, 1.0, 5.0, L/h ¼ 20, P/Pcr ¼ 0.1, 0.3). It is assumed that the beam contains two edge
cracks of the same depth. The first crack is located at D1 ¼ 0.2 while the position of the second crack may be
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Fig. 7. Vibration mode shapes of axially compressed FGM cantilevers with an edge crack.
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Fig. 8. Dynamic tip deflections of axially compressed FGM cantilevers with an edge crack under a moving load.
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varied along the beam length from D2 ¼ L2/L ¼ 0.3–1.0. The fundamental frequency is slightly lower as the
second crack is located closer to the first crack. Compared with the FGM beams with a single edge crack, the
beam with two cracks has even lower fundamental frequencies.

Fig. 7 displays the first three mode shapes of axially compressed FGM cantilevers (E2/E1 ¼ 0.2, L/h ¼ 20,
P/Pcr ¼ 0.3) with an edge crack at the mid-point. No mode shape change due to the crack has been observed.

We next investigate the dynamic response of cracked FGM beams under a combined static axial
compression and a concentrated transverse load moving along the beam from the left end. Table 2 gives the
critical speed, defined as V0 ¼ l0=L

� 
 ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
d=I1

p
where l20 ¼ o0

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
I1=d

p
, of cantilever, hinged–hinged, and
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Fig. 9. Dynamic tip deflections of an axially compressed FGM cantilever with an edge crack under different moving load speeds.
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Fig. 10. Dynamic tip deflections of an axially compressed FGM cantilever with an edge crack at different locations.
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clamped–clamped perfect FGM beams (E2/E1 ¼ 0.2, 1.0, 5.0, L/h ¼ 20). The critical speeds of FGM
cantilevers with an edge crack at different locations (D1 ¼ 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8) are listed in Table 3. It is seen that
the critical speed of a cracked beam, which is smaller than that of the perfect beam, is only slightly affected by
the crack location.

In the following computations, the dynamic deflections in Figs. 8–12 are normalized by the static tip
deflection of a perfect homogeneous cantilever under a point load at its free end, i.e., FL3/3d0. Note that the
horizontal axis x is the distance the point load has traveled from the left end. Since the moving speed is
constant, x virtually represents the time the load has traveled. Based on the convergence study we have
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Fig. 11. Dynamic central deflections of axially compressed hinged–hinged and clamped–clamped FGM beams with and without an edge

crack under a moving load.
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Fig. 12. Dynamic tip deflections of axially compressed FGM cantilevers with one and two edge cracks under a moving load.
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conducted but not presented for brevity, the present solution method exhibits excellent convergence
characteristics and gives convergent results when the total number of truncated terms in Eq. (20) is nX4.
Hence, n ¼ 4 is used in Figs. 8–12.

Fig. 8 demonstrates the effects of both axial compressive force and Young’s modulus ratio E2/E1 on the
dynamic tip deflection of cracked FGM cantilevers (L/h ¼ 20, D1 ¼ 0.5) when a point load moves at a speed of
V/V0 ¼ 0.4. Figs. 9 and 10 investigate, respectively, how the dynamic tip deflection is influenced by the moving
speed of the point load and the crack location. It is observed that the deflection increases with a decrease in
Young’s modulus ratio and an increase in the axial compression but decreases at a higher value of V/V0.
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Table 2

The critical speed V0 of perfect FGM beams

L/h E2/E1 V0 (m/s)

C–F H–H C–C

20

0.2 135.167 235.775 340.962

1.0 143.869 241.042 362.914

5.0 135.167 235.775 340.962

Table 3

The critical speed V0 of FGM cantilevers with an edge crack

E2/E1 V̄0 (m/s)

D1 ¼ 0.2 D1 ¼ 0.4 D1 ¼ 0.6 D1 ¼ 0.8

0.2 122.791 123.588 124.091 124.300

1.0 123.936 124.143 124.273 124.326

5.0 124.222 124.281 124.317 124.332
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This is because the beam does not have enough time to reach its maximum deflection when the load moves at a
faster speed. The crack location, however, has very little effect on the dynamic tip deflection.

Fig. 11 compares the dynamic deflections at the mid-point of hinged–hinged and clamped–clamped FGM
beams (E2/E1 ¼ 0.2, L/h ¼ 20, V/V0 ¼ 0.4) containing an edge crack (D1 ¼ 0.5) with and without an axial
compression. As expected, the hinged–hinged beam has much higher deflections than the clamped–clamped
beam. The dynamic deflection is much more significantly influenced by the axial compressive load than the
edge crack, although both weakening the bending stiffness and consequently resulting in higher bending
deformation.

Fig. 12 gives the dynamic tip deflection responses of axially compressed FGM cantilevers (E2/E1 ¼ 0.2,
L/h ¼ 20, V/V0 ¼ 0.4, P/Pcr ¼ 0.3) with one and two edge cracks. The dynamic tip deflection of the cracked
beam with two edge cracks is marginally higher than that of the beam with one edge crack.
6. Concluding remarks

Free and forced vibration of FGM Euler–Bernoulli beams with open edge cracks subjected to an axial force
and a concentrated moving load is analytically investigated using the rotational spring model and the modal
expansion technique. A parametric study has been conducted to examine how the material property gradient,
location and the total number of cracks, slenderness ratio, boundary conditions, moving speed of the
concentrated load, and the axial compressive force affect the free vibration and dynamic response of the
beams. It is found that the natural frequencies decrease and the dynamic deflection increases due to
the presence of the edge crack and the axial compressive force. While the natural frequencies are greatly
influenced by the edge crack, especially when it is located at some specific positions, the dynamic deflection is
not very sensitive to the presence and the location of the edge crack. Both free vibration and dynamic response
are much more affected by the axial compression than by the edge crack. The beam with a smaller modulus
ratio E2/E1 has a lower frequency ratio and higher dynamic deflection.
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Appendix A

In Eq. (19), the determinants for cantilever, hinged–hinged, and clamped–clamped FGM beams with single edge crack are given as below:
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0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
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aJ12 �
d

LkT

a2J11 �aJ11 �
d

LkT

a2J12 bJ14 þ
d

LkT

b2J13 bJ13 þ
d

LkT

b2J14 �
B11

kT

0 �aJ12 aJ11 �bJ14 �bJ13 0 0

������������������������������������

������������������������������������

Hc�c ¼

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

a 0 b 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0
B11

A11L
aJ22 �

B11

A11L
aJ21

B11

A11L
bJ24

B11

A11L
bJ23 1 1

0 0 0 0 0 0 J21 J22 J23 J24 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 aJ22 �aJ21 bJ24 bJ23 0 0

B11

A11L
aJ12 �

B11

A11L
aJ11

B11

A11L
bJ14

B11

A11L
bJ13 D1 1 �

B11

A11L
aJ12

B11

A11L
aJ11 �

B11

A11L
bJ14 �

B11

A11L
bJ13 �D1 �1

J11 J12 J13 J14 0 0 �J11 �J12 �J13 �J14 0 0

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 �1 0

�a2J11 �a2J12 b2J13 b2J14 �
B11L

d11
0 a2J11 a2J12 �b2J13 �b2J14

B11L

d11
0
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B11

A11L
a 0

B11

A11L
b 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 a2 0 �b2
B11L

d11
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0
B11

A11L
aJ22 �

B11

A11L
aJ21

B11

A11L
bJ24

B11

A11L
bJ23 1 1

0 0 0 0 0 0 J21 J22 J23 J24 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 a2J21 a2J22 �b2J23 �b2J24
B11L

d11
0

B11

A11L
aJ12 �

B11

A11L
aJ11

B11

A11L
bJ14

B11

A11L
bJ13 D1 1 �

B11

A11L
aJ12

B11

A11L
aJ11 �

B11

A11L
bJ14 �

B11

A11L
bJ13 �D1 �1

J11 J12 J13 J14 0 0 �J11 �J12 �J13 �J14 0 0

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 �1 0

�a2J11 �a2J12 b2J13 b2J14 �
B11L

d11
0 a2J11 a2J12 �b2J13 �b2J14

B11L

d11
0
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in which J11 ¼ sin(aD1), J12 ¼ cos(aD1), J13 ¼ sinh(bD1), J14 ¼ cosh(bD1), J21 ¼ sin(a), J22 ¼ cos(a), J23 ¼ sinh(b), J24 ¼ cosh(b),
ā ¼ d
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