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An alternative way of passing through the characteristic wave velocity in a waveguide
is investigated by a uniformly moving object along an elastic system with a change in
parameters such that a transition from subcritical into supercritical object motion is taking
place. To demonstrate this way of passing, a uniformly moving constant load along an
infinite elastically supported string with a sudden change in density is studied. The results
of this investigation are compared with the more usual way of passing by a fast accelerating
load along a homogeneous infinite string on the same foundation. For both cases transient
solutions for the string vibrations are derived showing the wave processes, which are a
combination of the main features of Mach radiation and transitional radiation in the
alternative case and Mach radiation and radiation due to a non-uniform load motion in
the usual case. It is shown that the alternative case provides a slightly smaller amplification
in displacements than the usual case. The alternative way can be more practical since it
is known that the faster the critical velocity is passed the smaller the dynamical
amplification will be. Evidently a sudden change in the elastic parameters is much more
simply organised than a large acceleration of the train.
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1. INTRODUCTION

When a moving object passes through the elastic wave barrier (the characteristic wave
velocity in a waveguide) the wave field generated by the object is getting very powerful.
A well known example is an aeroplane passing through the sound barrier. This
phenomenon can also play an important role at the introduction of high speed trains in
certain parts of Europe where the subsoil is soft and the critical surface wave velocity is
of the order of 42 m/s (2150 km/h) [1]. High speed trains have to pass the critical velocity
or large investments have to be made to improve the subsoil so as to enlarge the critical
velocity along the entire track. In this paper the process of passing through the critical
velocity is discussed, since in this way the investments for the track improvements may
substantially be reduced. The usual way of passing through the critical velocity is by a fast
acceleration of the moving object [2, 3]. In the present paper an alternative way of passing
is investigated: i.e., by a uniformly moving object along a system with a sudden change
in parameters such that a transition from subcritical into supercritical object motion takes
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place. This way can be more practical since it is known that the faster the critical velocity
is passed the smaller the dynamical amplification will be [2, 3].

Evidently local changes in the elastic parameters are much more simply organized than
a large acceleration of a train and the comfort of the passengers is more convenient,
because they will not feel the effect of the horizontal acceleration due to uniform motion
of the train. Further for this sudden change in the parameters, investments are much lower
than in the case of enlarging the critical velocity along the entire track, since only the
subsoil of a small part of the track has to be improved (near railway stations for
acceleration and deceleration).

To investigate the alternative way of passing a uniformly moving constant load along
an infinite elastically supported string with a sudden change in density is studied. When
the string density is chosen in a proper way the motion along the first part of the string
is subcritical and along the second part supercritical. During the transition from sub into
supercritical motion the load radiates elastic waves. The resulting radiation process is
compared with the radiation process due to the passing of a fast accelerating (abrupt
velocity change) load along a homogeneous string on the same elastic foundation.

To visualize both radiation processes transient solutions for the string vibrations are
calculated showing a combination of the main features of Mach radiation [4] and
transitional radiation [5] in the alternative case and Mach radiation and radiation due to
a non-uniform load motion [6] in the usual case. To compare the transitional processes
of both cases the parameters are chosen such that the maximum steady state displacements
before and after the transition are the same. It is shown that the alternative case then
provides a slightly smaller transient amplification in displacements than the usual case.

2. MODEL AND GENERAL TRANSIENT SOLUTIONS IN LAPLACE DOMAIN

First a general problem is considered from which the solutions for both the usual case
and the alternative case can be taken. Therefore a constant vertical load moving along an
infinite string on an elastic foundation is considered. It is supposed that at x = 0 the string
mass per unit length (p) and the load velocity (v) change abruptly, see Figure 1. In
order to have a transition from sub into supercritical motion for x < 0 the load velocity
is assumed smaller than the wave velocity in the string and for x > 0 larger than the wave
velocity.

The analysis will proceed as follows. First the expressions describing the string
displacements for ¢ < 0 will be derived and these expressions (for r—0) will be used as the
initial conditions for deriving the general solution in the Laplace domain for ¢ > 0. Then
the inverse Laplace transforms will be taken for the two cases which will be compared:
(1) the usual case, for which the string is homogeneous and the load velocity is changed;
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Figure 1. Model, velocity jump and abrupt change in string density at x =0 and ¢ = 0.
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(2) the alternative case, for which the string is inhomogeneous (jump in p) and the load
motion is uniform.
The governing equations describing the vertical vibrations of the string for (see Figure 1)
are
UP — p’ca UD + 13 p*UY = Pp*6(x—wv 1) for x<0,
U? -2 U2+ nU?=0 for x>0,
U (0, 1) = U?(0, 1), Ub, )= U2 (0, 1) (1)

where

ca=+/Nlps, vi<c, hi=x/py, P=Plp, and p>=p,/p:.

In equations (1) U” (x, t) are the vertical string displacements, N is the string tension, x
the stiffness of the elastic foundation per unit length, p, the string mass per unit length,
v, the load velocity, ¢, the wave velocity in the string and P is the constant load (the sub-
and superscripts (1) denote the string parameters for x < 0 and the sub- and superscripts
(2) the string parameters for x > 0).

The string displacement for x < 0 is represented as the following sum of the eigenfield
moving with the load U (x, 1) [5, 6] and a transient solution U™ (x, ¢) which originates
as the load is moving near the string inhomogenity:

UY (x, 1) = UP(x, 1) + U™ (x, 1),
with

U= —— PP e <th|-X;-l“j|>, )
2/12\/pzcz — v} \/pzcg — v}

Substitution of equations (2) into equations (1) yields

UP — p’ca U + h3 p*U =0 for x <0, UP—caU2+nU?=0 for x>0,

—Pp phyv t
U® (0’ [) — Uy (0, [) = exp < — >’
2ho/ pPc3 — v} p’c; —vi
. Pp? phy v t
U2, t) — U0, 1) = >~ eXp . 3)
00 = U000 = 5520 = P —
p G —n

Seeking the solutions of the differential equations of system (3) in the form

- (x, 1) = A@. ) (x) exp < phyv t 2 )
Uj

2,2

pe—

and accounting for the vanishing of the string displacements for x — + oo one obtains the
following expressions:

U (x, 1) = C exp phyvi t + hy px 4)
- N
o _ C@exp [Pt hax _pui
U® (x,t) = C?exp (m - 1+ o) ®)
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The unknown constants C® and C™ can be determined by substitution of expressions (4)
and (5) into the conditions at x = 0 from equations (3). This gives the expressions for the
string displacements for 1 < 0 as

Uty = ———E0 ey <—phz|x - v1t|>

2h/ pPc3 — vt Jpia— vt

P 203 4+ v¥(p*=1) — pc hyoot + hopx
b R E ) 00) oy (P L), )
2/ p’c — v/ p?¢E + vi(p> — 1) + pe) N

—Ppc
/P’ — vA(/p?c + vi(p> — 1) + pe)

phovit hyx i
xexp| —F—mm——=—-—— [l +55—"=]| (7
b <\/pZC§ - @ pa—) O

One can now derive the transient string vibrations for 7 > 0. Since at the end of the analysis
some expressions have to be evaluated numerically it is convenient to introduce
dimensionless variables and parameters. Introducing a time variable © = /¢, a space
variable y = (h/c;)x and the parameters o, = vi,/c, (ratio of load velocities and the
characteristic velocity ¢,) one obtains the following set of equations describing the transient
vibrations of the string for v > 0:

UO(x, 1) =

(1/pHUD — UY + UV =0 for y <0,
U?— U+ U= —T38(y— oat) for y > 0,
Uy, 0)= —Aexp(by), U?(p,0)=—4dexp(—y/1+ob),
UNY(y,0)=oA/1 + oaib*exp (by), UP(y,0)= —oAbexp (— /1 + aib*y),
U0, ) = U%(0, 1), U’(0, 1) = UP(0, 1), (z #0). (®)
Here
v < ¢, v > ¢, T = Pp*/hyc,, b=plp*— i,
T
VP =GP+ o0 — 1) + p)

The initial conditions of equations (8) are obtained by taking the limit of expressions (6)
and (7) for r—0. Applying the Laplace transform,

A=

V(n)(ya S) = J U(m(% ‘C) eXp (_ST) d‘C,

0

to equations (8) results in the following set of ordinary differential equations:
VO — (1 + 8/p )V = (4/p*)(s — an/1 + o) exp (by),
VO — (1 + )V = A(s — aib) exp (— /1 + 05°y) + (T/oa) exp (—s5y/ot),
VOO, 5) = VP(0.5),  V0(0.5) = V(0. 5). ©
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The general solutions of equations (9), accounting for the proper behaviour for y— + oo,
are

VO = Crexp (yy/1+ 8/p%) + Dy exp (by), (10)
V@ = C,exp (—y\/m) + Drexp (—y /1 + aib*) + E>exp (—sy/o), (11)
where
e TTEE A wa 1
Di=-Ad—g Ty » D=y p B= TS”-(@’O&)2 Wlthd_\/oc%j’

and provided that Re (/1 + s*) > 0 and Re (/1 + s*/p?) > 0 for Re(s) > 0. The constants
C, and C, can be taken from the conditions at y = 0 of equations (9). This gives

C -4 (b—l—«/l—i—ot,zbz)(s—ocl\/l—t—sz) o s — /1 + 8°
=

T e A T Iy oy

(12)
(b—i—\/l +oc,2b2)(s—|—rxl\/1 + 52/p?) , s—}—otz\/l + s?/p?
Cz = A T )
(5> — b)) (1 + 8 + /1 + s7p) (& + B+ 5+ /1 + 5p)
(13)

3. COMPARISON OF THE TWO WAYS OF PASSING

Two ways of passing through the elastic wave barrier (the critical velocity ¢) by a load
moving along a string on an elastic foundation are compared: Case 1 (usual case), passing
by an accelerating (velocity jump) constant load along a homogeneous string,
pP=1Aa, <1 <o< p=constant Av, < ¢ < vy; Case 2 (alternative case), passing by a
uniformly moving constant load along a string with a sudden change in density
u=m=0Al <au<p<v=constantAc, <v < ¢.

To compare the transitional processes of both cases the parameters are chosen such that
(1) the steady state displacements under the load for both cases are the same, (2) the
maximum steady state displacements after the transition for both cases are the same and
(3) a minimum dynamical amplification for both cases in steady state occurs. This gives
the following unique set of parameters: Case 1 (usual); oy = 0-972 and o, = 1.053 Case 2
(alternative); o = 1-313 and p = 1-35.

Now the string displacements will be derived for these parameters. By combining
equations (10)—(13) the solutions in the Laplace domain of equations (9) for both cases
can be written as follows:

Case 1,

o  Abw s s  Toud - s
§* — oib? al\/m 2s* + o) a2m

— A
X exp (py/145) = 35 5 exp (0y), (14)
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Abo, S Tod? S
Yo = J— ! 1+ + l +—F—
{s- — oib? < a]\/l + 52> 2(s* + ad’) < o/ 1 + sz>}

A To,d —
x exp (—y /1 +5%) — exp (—by) -2 —Szacﬁdz exp< ajy> (15)

s —oub

Case 2,

V(]):{A(b+1/l+oc2b2) sz} (s — a1+ )

2 2 + 2
s — o’b? s + o*d (\/14-‘?2—1—\/1-}—‘?2/;)2)

- s —oy/1 + o?b?
x exp (yy/1 +s°/p*) — A4 T Xp (by), (16)

po _ {A<b+m) sz} (s + /T 1 57/p)

s> — o*b? s + o*d> (\/1+SZ+\/1+S2/p2)

A 5 Td* —5y
S_chexp(—«/l—|—ocby)—sz_i_oﬂdzex;)(OC . 317N

To get the string displacements for 7> 0 inverse Laplace transforms of expressions
(14)-(17) have to be determined. The last members in expressions (14) and (16) and the
last two members in expressions (15) and (17) are standard functions and can be inverted
with the help of tables of integrals (see for example reference [7]). The inverse transforms
of the other members of (14)—(17) can be found in reference [§8]. Employing the above
mentioned transforms yields the solution of equations (8) for Case 1 as

2 (' (. Aba, To,d
M = /1 — 2 —
U = - £ {smh (ys/1 —z%) cos (zr)(z2 Pyl T zz)>

X exp(—y\/l + 5%) —

+ cosh ( yz) sin (r\/l — zz)<bzA_bZ2 — Z(fo 22)>}H( y+1)dz
— Aexp (b(y — 1)), (18)

2 (' (. Aba, To,d
Q2 / 2 2
U - j} {smh (y</1 —z%) cos (zr)<z2 720 N2l zz)>

+ cosh ( yz) sin (/1 — 22)<b2A_b -7 dsz 22)>}H(T — ) ds

— Aexp (b(y — ut)) — {exp(b(y — at))H(z — »)

+exp(—b(y — o )H(y — w1)}

+{—A4exp(=b(y—our)) + Tdsin(d(y — ot) | {H(y — 1)

—H(y — 1)}, (19)
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where o; = 0972, o, = 1-053 and p = 1. For Case 2 one similarly obtains

252

1+ o*b* .
UY = — A4 exp (by){cosh (abt) — — sinh (abt) JH(—y — p1)

2p’ " ful@)
t A{n(pz _ I 2+ o)

g 1 flz(Z) d }H
+- L Ny Y gy z H(y + p1)

»)_ 2p " fu@)
+Td {n(pz - ﬁ ook — ) F

2 [ fis)
T j @d =1 =2+ 1= dZ}H” oo

- 1;1 {(1 _\/l—ltozb-> exp (—b(y + ar))

+ <1 + W) exp (b( y — fxf))}H( v+ po), (20)

U® = A{exp (bt — y\/l + a’b)H(y — at) + exp(—(abt — y\/l + o?b*))H(t — y)}»

2 [o1=ziy  2 fo(2)
A i 2 Hee
s | B | e e
U
—‘20 N —io 0 \ :/ 1}‘/ sz

3

Figure 2. Vibrations for the usual way of passing, case 1.
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Figure 3. Vibrations for the alternative way of passing, Case 2.

2w [ e 2 £u(2) B
+ sz{n(pz — 1) ﬁ Zz(azdz — 22) dz p £ (O{Zdz — 22)(\/1 4 \/1 — 22/p2 dZ}H(T )’)

— {A exp (abt — y/1 + o?b*) + Td sin (d(oar — y))}{H(ot — y) — H(x — »))}, (20

where o« = o, = 1-313 and p = 1-35. The functions f;(z) in equations (20) and (21) are
given in the Appendix.

In Figures 2 and 3, the string vibrations for the usual and the alternative case are
depicted respectively. The displacements are shown for three specific moments: (1) before
the transition, when the eigenfield is moving stationary with the load and no waves are
being radiated; (2) during the transition, when radiation is taking place due to a
non-uniformly moving load or transitional radiation, respectively [5, 6], (3) after the
transition, when the Mach radiation field (steady state shape of the string due to a
supercritically moving load) [4] originates. The figures show that both the transitional
radiation and the radiation due to a non-uniformly moving object is taking place during
the change of the load eigenfield into the Mach field. It is also seen that the transient
vibrations are powerful: i.e., maximum transient displacements are larger than the steady
state displacements.

Umax

0

Figure 4. Maximum displacements for both the usual (——-) and the alternative (——) cases.
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Figure 4 shows the maximum displacements as function of time for both cases. It is
evident from this figure that the maximum displacements in the alternative case are smaller
than in the usual case and that the transient vibrations are finite (even in case for
smooth acceleration of the load the displacements are finite [1, 2]). So the alternative way
of passing through the elastic wave barrier provides a somewhat smaller dynamical
amplification.

4. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper an alternative way of passing through the elastic wave barrier has been
investigated: i.e., by a uniformly moving object along an elastic system with a change in
parameters such that a transition from subcritical into supercritical object motion is taking
place. This way of passing is compared with the more usual way of passing by a fast
accelerating object along a homogeneous elastic system. For both cases the transient
vibrations are derived. It is shown that the transient vibrations are more powerful than
the steady state vibrations and are finite in both cases. By comparing the maximum
displacements for both cases it can be seen that the alternative way provides a slightly
smaller dynamical amplification than the usual way.

The results of this investigation are the first in research into an alternative way of
passing through the elastic wave barrier. The main advantages of this alternative way are
that local changes in the elastic parameters are much more simply organized than a large
acceleration of a train and that the comfort of the passengers is more convenient, because
they will not feel the effect of the horizontal acceleration due to uniform motion of the
train.
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APPENDIX

The functions f;(z) used in equations (20) and (21) are as follows:

fi(z) = sinh (y/1 — 22/p*) cos (z0) {(b + /1 + 22h*) /2> — 1 (a0 /2> — 1 — 2)},
Jfi2(z) = cosh (y\/l — 2%/p?) sin (zo){(b + \/1 + azbz)\/l — Z*p*(z — ac\/z2 — D},
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Sfis(z) = {z cosh (y /1 — z*/p?) sin (z7)

+ a\/@ sinh (ym) cos (z1)} (b + m),
fia(z) = —z cosh (ym) sin (z7) — a\/@ sinh (ym) cos (z1),
fu(z) =sin (p/22 = 1 — 20){(b + /1 + «b?) (2 /2" — 1 — 2)},

f2(z) = {z cosh (y/1 — 2%) sin (27)

+ “\/1_722//’2 sinh (y\/@) cos (z1)} (b + m),
fu(z) = \/l—izz/pz sin (y\/ﬁ —zt){z — a\/ﬁ},
f4(z) = z cosh (y/1 — 22) sin (z1) — a /1 — 22/p* sinh (y/1 — 22) cos (z1).




