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Abstract

The dynamics of a two-member open frame structure undergoing both in- and out-of-plane motion is
examined. The frames are modelled using the Euler—Bernoulli beam theory and are further generalized by
permitting an arbitrary angle between the beams and the attachment of a payload at the end of the second
beam. The equations of motion are derived using Hamilton’s principle and the orthogonality conditions are
presented. It is shown that the in- and out-of-plane motions can be decoupled by including the axial
deformation components in the assumed displacement fields. The natural frequencies of the system and the
contribution of each member into the system potential energy are examined via numerical examples.
© 2002 Elsevier Science Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Frame structures can be categorized as closed or open [1]. Closed frames are frames formed by
chains of beams in which both ends are fixed (e.g., Refs. [2-10]). The simplest example of a closed
frame is a three-beam member portal frame, (e.g., Refs. [5-10]). Open frames are chains of beams
that have one end fixed and the other end free (e.g., Refs. [1,11-14]). This paper is concerned with
open frame structures. While the most common focus of frame analysis is civil engineering
structures, the kind of structure being considered here has broader instances of application such as
space-based antenna structures and electrical or electronic components operating in severe
dynamic environments such as that might be found in a rocket launch.

The dynamics of two-member open frame structure which comprises a cantilever beam with a
second beam attached to its free end has been considered by Bang [13], Oguamanam et al. [1] and
Giirgoze [14]. Bang [13] and Gilirgdze [14] examine L-shaped configurations without a tip mass
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while Oguamanam et al. [1] investigate configurations with arbitrary inclination angles with or
without a tip mass. Oguamanam et al. [1] define an angle of inclination measured from the
undeformed axis of the fixed beam (the first beam) to the undeformed axis of the beam with the
free end (the second or distal beam). They provide analytical expressions for the frequency (or
characteristic) equation, the mode shapes, and the orthogonality conditions for the case of planar
motion of the frame. In addition to the study being limited to in-plane motion, axial deformation
was ignored.

The advantages and disadvantages of analytical solutions for L-shaped structures versus finite-
dimensional approximations solutions have been presented by Bang [13]. Oguamanam et al. [1]
further highlight the advantages of the analytical solution over the finite element method (FEM)
using specific examples. In particular, a 60-degrees-of-freedom FEM model is used to obtain
accurate results for the first five natural frequencies. The disadvantage of using this model in a
control system is stressed.

This study extends the work by Oguamanam et al. [1] by relaxing the restrictions on the motion
of the structure. The formulation technique used in that work is cumbersome in light of the
relaxation introduced here. Hence a substructure approach is adopted. The in- and out-of-plane
motions uncouple and the system reduces to solving two sets of governing equations of motion.
Neither the analytical expression for the frequency equation nor the analytical expressions for the
mode shapes are included in the paper because of their extreme length and complexity.
Nevertheless, the components of the matrices that lead to the frequency equations and expressions
for the mode shapes, for both the in- and out-of-plane motions, are presented. The orthogonality
conditions are also included.

Numerical simulations are performed to examine the effects of: the ratio of the lengths of the
beams, the ratio of the mass at the tip to the mass of the first beam, and the orientation angle on
the natural frequencies. The contribution of each member to the system potential energy is also
investigated.

2. Equations of motion

A global reference frame is attached at the base of the structure and a non-inertial frame is
attached at the joint as depicted in Fig. 1. The unit vectors along the x;-, y1-, and z;-axis of the
fixed inertial frame %, are, respectively, defined as a|, a, and as3. Similarly, the unit vectors of the
body fixed frame % are by, b, and b3 and they correspond to the x»-, -, and z,-axis of the non-
inertial frame %, which has its origin at the junction of the two beam segments.

The assumed displacement field for the ith beam is given by

ow; ov;
Z PR — . _,
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;= u; — =v—zth;, and Wi =w;+ya;. ()

The system kinetic energy 7 is composed of three components, the contributions from the
beams and the contribution of the tip mass (modelled as a point mass), so that

T=T +T)+T, 2)
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Fig. 1. Deformed schematic of the system.
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0 0
(rotatory inertia has been ignored) and
T, = ymy(u3(La, 1) + 63(La, 1) +103(La, 1)). 4)

The system potential energy U is composed of a contribution from each beam segment and is
given by

U=U + U, (%)

where

1 [k our\ > 1 [k (P
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1

Using T and U in Hamilton’s principle and taking variations over the free variables u;, v;, w;,
and y; will yield the governing equations of motion. The derivation will assume a cantilever frame
where the end corresponding to x; = 0 is clamped such that the forced boundary conditions
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will be
Z’ll(ov l) = 0, l//I(Oa t) = Ov (7)
v1(0,6) =0, wy(0,1) =0, (8)
v1(0,7) =0, w(0,7) =0. 9)

During the variation process it is necessary to make use of the geometric compatibility conditions
at x; = L; and x, =0, i.e.

ur(Ly, 1) = un(0, 7) cos(0) — wa(0, 1) sin(0), (L1, 1) = (0, 1) cos(0) — 15(0, 7) sin(0), (10)

vi(Ly, 1) = v2(0,0), V)(Ly,1) = 5(0,7) sin(0) + v5(0, £) cos(0), (11)
wi(Ly, 1) = ux(0, 1) sin(0) + w2(0, 7) cos(0),  wi(Ly, 1) = wh(0, 7). (12)
Subsequently, the governing equations of motion are found to be, for i =1, 2,
piAiil; — EA; ‘Z; 0, pAii; + EIY Z:'Z =0,
P A + EI;’;?; P = 0, piAihi — GiJ; 857‘”2 =0, (13)

i

with the following additional force and moment compatibility conditions at (x; = L;, x; = 0):

EI)w(Ly, 1) sin(0) — EyAyuy(Ly, 1) cos(0) + ExAxuy(0,1) =0, (14)
E\ IV (Ly, 1) — E;1P0(0,0) = 0, (15)

E )W (Ly, 1) cos(0) + Ey Ayl (Ly, 1) sin(0) — ExI w50, 1) =0, (16)
E\ V(L ) sin(0) + GiJ 1) (Ly, 1) cos(0) — GaJar(0, 1) = 0, (17)

E V(L 1) cos(0) — G\, (Ly, 1) sin(0) — ExIP03(0,£) = 0, (18)
E)W(Ly, 1) — E;IW5(0,1) = 0. (19)

The natural boundary conditions at the free end (x; = L) are
Vy(La,t) =0,  ExIPVy(La, 1) — myin(La, 1) = 0, (20)

wh(Lo, 1) = 0, Ezl(z)Wg/(Lz, 1) — mpin(Lay, 1) = 0, (21)

Yo(Lo,t) =0,  ErAsuh(La, t) + myiiz(Lo, 1) = 0. (22)
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3. Frequency equation

To reduce the number of defining parameters the following non-dimensional variables are
introduced:

Xi prA m L
éi:_l, p= 2 2, t:—t’ L:_Z’
Li pi A p AL I
g o0 gl il s plie?
ui E,' ’ i Ei [Sl-) > wi El[}(;? , Vi Gi ,
B4 Gy )0 [y(,y) EI0

YR 7 i = wi = s = 23
EIAI, n GIJI, Vi Al’L%, Vi A,LZ Xi G.J; ( )

(2

By assuming a separable solution in the form (i = 1,2)
ui(xi, 1) = LiU(ENE™,  vi(xi, 1) = LiVi(E)el™,

wilxi, 1) = LiWiENS™,  (xi, 1) = PiE)e™, (24)
the equations of motion can be written as (i = 1, 2)
U+ 72U =0, (25)
v — kv =0, (26)
I/Vi//// _ /L?WI/V[ — 0’ (27)
W) 455, = 0. (28)

In light of the non-dimensionalization and the separation of variables, the boundary conditions
can be expressed as

Ui(0)=0, 7(@©0)=0, wWi0) =0, (29)
Y0)=0, V{©0)=0, W0)=0, (30)
=0, W1)=0, ¥y1)=0, (1)

pLU(1) — Mj2,Us(1) =0, pLVY'(1) + ML Va(1) =0,
pLW3' (1) + M2, (1) =0 (32)

and the geometric compatibility equations can be expressed as

Ui(1) — LU,(0) cos(0) + LW,(0) sin(0) = 0, (33)
Vi(1) — LV»(0) =0, (34)
Wi(1) — LU»(0) sin(0) — LW>(0) cos(0) = 0, (35)

P1(1) — ¥5(0) cos(0) + V4(0) sin(0) = 0, (36)
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V(1) — ¥2(0) sin(0) — V5(0) cos(0) = 0,
wi(1) — w5(0) = 0,
vt W{"(1) sin(0) — Uj(1) cos(0) + a U5(0) = 0,
vt V'(1) — ovin V3'(0) = 0,
vt W1"(1) cos(0) + Ui (1) sin(0) — av,, W,"(0) = 0,
1 LV{(1)sin(0) + LY (1) cos(0) — n¥5(0) = 0,
21 LV (1) cos(0) — LY (1)sin(0) — xonV5(0) = 0,
Vit W (1) — ovn LW5(0) = 0.
The general solutions to the equations of motion (25)—(28) are
Ui(&) = B cos(Li&;) + BY sin(2,,¢)),
Vi(&) = € sin(Au&) + CF cos(Au&)) + CF sinh(Ai&)) + €Y cosh(Auié)),
Wi(&;) = D\ sin(Ayi&;) + DY cos(huis) + DY sinh(2,i&;) + D cosh(2,ié)
and
Wi(E) = F cos(lyil;) + FS sin(2y,),

respectively.
From Egs. (29)-(30) the following may be deduced:

0 0 0 0 0
BV =0, cV=-c, c’=-c,
1 1 1 1 1
F"=o0, DY’=-p, DV =-D,
hence
Ui(&)) = BY sin(Z,¢)),

Vi(E)) = COGin(2,1¢)) — sinh(2,1€))) + C3(cos(Ani &) — cosh(Zpi &1)).
Wi(&) = D\V(sin(L,1&)) — sinh(2,1¢))) + DY (cos(Ayi¢) — cosh(Ay1 €))),

Y1) = FiVsin(2y1¢)).

(37)
(38)
(39)
(40)
(41)
(42)
(43)

(44)

(45)
(46)

(47)

(43)

(49)

(50)
(51)
(52)

(53)

Eqgs. (50) and (53) and the corresponding equations for the second beam (obtained from
Eqgs. (45)—(48) with i = 2) are substituted into the remaining boundary conditions (i.e., Egs. (31)-
(44)), and after some algebra yield 18 homogeneous equations which are linear in the unknown

coefficients of integration. These equations can be expressed in matrix format as
[Aligx 18 18x1 = 10} 1551

(54)
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where
_pMD) A~ A1) D) ) () p2) p2) ~2)
{q}_[Bz >C1 3C2 7D1 aDz an ,Bl ,BZ aCI )
€., ., D2, D, DY F. PO

The non-dimensional equations of motion (25)—(28) and the boundary conditions (29)—(32)
show that the in- and out-of-plane motions are uncoupled. Therefore, the matrix A and vector q

can be partitioned as
it (55)
qdo

where the A; and q; refer to the in-plane components and Ap and q, refer to the out-of-plane
components, respectively. The vector component for the in-plane motion are

1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2
ta;y = (85, D", D", BY, BY, D, DY, DY, DT

[A7] 0
0 [Ao]

1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 29T
{q } — [Cg )’ C( ),F( )’ Cg ), C( )’ C_S, )’ C( )>F1( ), F( )] .

The entries for the matrices A; and Ao are listed in Appendix A.

The uncoupling of the in-plane and the out-of-plane motions is realized because of the inclusion
of the axial deformation components in the initial assumed displacement field, Egs. (1). Given that
the in- and out-of-plane motions are uncoupled, the natural frequencies of the system are
determined by independently solving the characteristic equation that results from A; and Ao.

The explicit expression for the characteristic equation for the system in in-plane motion has
previously been presented by Oguamanam et al. [1]. The corresponding expressions for the in-
plane motion mode shapes were also presented. Axial effects were, however, ignored. The
characteristic equation for the in-plane motion is not provided here because the inclusion of axial
deformation complicates the expression to such an extent that nothing can be deduced with ease
or certainty. However, the examples shown in the work presented by Alexandropoulos et al. [2],
Kounadis and Meskouris [3], and Sophianopoulos and Kounadis [4] clearly show that, in closed
frames, the contribution of the axial deflections to the mode shapes is substantial and there is no
reason to believe that this will be different for the open frames considered here. The same
argument holds for the out-of-plane motion.

4. Orthogonality conditions
The orthogonality conditions are derived using the equations of motion (13), the boundary

conditions (7) and (20)—(22), and the compatibility conditions (10)—(12) and (14)—(19). The
resulting expression for the in-plane motion can be expressed as

2 1
mL3(Us(D)Uy(1) + Wa() WD) + > prAicLi /0 (UiiUy + WiaWig)dxi =0 (56)
k=1
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and that for the out-of-plane motion may be written as
2

1
m L3 V(1) V(1) + Z piLk / (AL ViiVig + Je WiiPig) dxg = 0. (57)
k=1 0

5. Numerical examples

The following examples have been chosen with several objectives in mind. The first is simply to
confirm the formulation by making comparison to previous results. The second is to illustrate the
effect that changing the relative lengths of the beams, while maintaining a constant system mass,
has on the frequency behavior of the system. The third is to explore the effect that changing the
size of the tip mass has on the frequency behavior of the system for a fixed value of L.

5.1. Example 1

The results presented in this example are meant to confirm both the formulation and the
numerical results that arise from the formulation. Figs. 2 and 3 show the in- and out-of-plane
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Fig. 2. In-plane modal frequencies versus M and 0: (a) Mode 1, (b) Mode 2, (¢c) Mode 3, (d) Mode 4, and (e) Mode 5.
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Fig. 3. Out-of-plane modal frequencies versus M and 0: (a) Mode 1, (b) Mode 2, (c) Mode 3, (d) Mode 4, and (e) Mode 5.

frequencies, respectively, obtained when the material and geometry parameters used first by Bang
[13] and subsequently by Oguamanam et al. [1] are used in the present formulation. It should be
noted that these particular values are representative of an orbiting antenna structure and are not
intended to be representative of Earth-based engineering structures. As mentioned previously, the
inclusion of the axial deflection allows the in- and out-of-plane modes to uncouple. Although they
are uncoupled, it is observed that when 6 = 0 and = there are repeated frequencies where the in-
and out-of-plane values are equal. The repeated values occur because the assumed geometry is a
beam with equal moments of inertia about both principle cross-sectional axes and in these two
configurations of 0 repeated frequencies should be observed. For any given angle 0 and tip-mass
value M, the in-plane frequency is always less than the corresponding (i.e., first, second, third,
etc.) out-of-plane frequency. The data presented in Fig. 2 agree perfectly with those obtained from
the strictly planar formulation [1]. Comparison of these two figures shows that, for the most part,
there are no large differences in the magnitudes of the frequencies (in plane as compared to out of
plane) nor in their behavior with changes in the magnitude of the tip mass.

5.2. Example 2

In this example, the material parameters have been chosen to correspond to those of aluminum,

as given in Table 1 with the geometry of the two beams still implicitly given by the data used in
Example 1.
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Table 1

Material properties and non-dimensional parameters

P1

P2

P
P14
p242
E;

E

El I,V}’l
Ellzzl
E2Iyyz
E21222
G

G

2770 kg/m?

2770 kg/m?

1

4.5 x 1073 kg/m'
6.0 x 1073 kg/m'
70 GPa

70 GPa

2.67 x 1072 Nm?
2.67 x 1072 Nm?
1.47 x 1072 Nm?
1.47 x 1072 Nm?
30 GPa

30 GPa

Freq(Hz)

C

Freq(Hz)

Fig. 4. In-plane modal frequencies versus L and 0: (a) Mode 1, (b) Mode 2, (c) Mode 3, (d) Mode 4, and (¢) Mode 5.

The effect of varying the relative lengths of the two beams, while conserving total system mass
and in the absence of a tip mass, is presented in Figs. 4 and 5. Fig. 4 shows the behavior of the
frequencies associated with the in-plane modes and Fig. 5 provides the corresponding information
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Fig. 5. Out-of-plane modal frequencies versus L and 6: (a) Mode 1, (b) Mode 2, (c) Mode 3, (d) Mode 4, and (¢) Mode 5.

for the out-of-plane modes. As in the first example, both sets of figures are similar in terms of
frequency magnitudes and general shape of the surfaces. As expected, when 6 = 0 and = the in-
and out-of-plane frequencies are identical. The in-plane frequencies are slightly higher than the
out-of-plane frequencies for a given 6—L pair. The difference is greatest for large values of L and
actually reverses itself for small values of L when 0~ /4. With respect to the first frequency in
each configuration it may be observed that the configurations with the largest values of the first
natural frequency have L close to unity and 0 close to n. The lowest values of the first natural
frequency correspond to small values of both L and 0. What is different, as compared to the first
example, is the non-uniform dependence of the frequencies as a function of the length ratio L. The
figures show that there are n/2 waves in the L direction for the nth frequency. These waves are
more pronounced for large values of 6 and they have a higher instantaneous frequency for small
values of L. Examination of the frequency equation has not provided any definitive answers
regarding the reason for this behavior.

Graphical representation of the mode shapes that correspond to a sample of the cases covered
by Figs. 4 and 5 is not easy to present, nor would it be necessarily useful. For example, in [1] the
illustrated mode shapes suggest that the distal beam has very little deformation in the first mode,
and that consequently the majority of the modal strain energy is in the first beam. The validity of
this conjecture cannot be determined from the illustrated mode shapes. To obtain some intuition
about how the modal strain energy is distributed between the two beams consider Figs. 6-9. These
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Fig. 6. In-plane axial strain energy, first mode, no tip mass: (a) Beam 1, and (b) Beam 2.
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Fig. 7. Out-of-plane torsional strain energy, first mode, no tip mass: (a) Beam 1, and (b) Beam 2.
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Fig. 9. Out-of-plane flexural strain energy, first mode, no tip mass: (a) Beam 1, and (b) Beam 2.
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figures present the relative modal strain energy components as they are distributed between the
first and second beam. The relative strain energy values presented in these figures are the ratio of
the in-plane (out-of-plane) strain energy in beam one (two) divided by the total in-plane (out-of-
plane) strain energy of the system.

Fig. 6 presents the distribution of the axial part of the modal strain energy for the in-plane part
of the formulation. It is evident from the scale that very little of the total strain energy (less than
107%%) goes toward axial deformations. The out-of-plane part of the formulation provides non-
flexural strain energy contributions for the two beams as shown in Fig. 7 where it may be observed
that the second beam contributes virtually nothing to the total strain energy but the first beam
does have a significant contribution. This is dominantly torsional strain energy and is greatest in
the first beam due to the large eccentric inertia provided by the second beam. It is clearly
illustrated in these figures that when the second beam is very short the torsional modal strain
energy becomes negligible, as would be expected.

The out-of-plane flexural strain energy contribution is illustrated in Fig. 9 where it may be
observed that the strain energy distribution between the two beams is complementary with respect
to their relative lengths L. When the second beam is short (L~ 0) virtually all of the bending strain
energy is concentrated in the first beam and as the length of the second beam increases (i.e., L
becoming larger) the proportion of the bending strain energy in the first beam diminishes and the
portion in the second beam increases.
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<
o
o
—
>
@
=
Q
—
c

Freq(rad/s)

~nency [Hz]
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(6]

180
135
45 90

(e) M 00 Theta

Fig. 10. In-plane modal frequencies versus M and 0: (a) Mode 1, (b) Mode 2, (c) Mode 3, (d) Mode 4, and (¢) Mode 5.
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Fig. 11. Out-of-plane modal frequencies versus M and 0: (a) Mode 1, (b) Mode 2, (c) Mode 3, (d) Mode 4, and (e)
Mode 5.

5.3. Example 3

In this example, the material parameters remain the same as those used in Example 2 (Table 1)
with the geometry of the two beams still implicitly given by the data used in Example 1.

The effect of varying the magnitude of the tip-mass parameter such that 0<<AM,;<0.5 is
investigated for the single value of L = 2.215/4.249 = 0.5213 that was used by Bang [13]. Fig. 10
shows the behavior of the first five natural frequencies associated with the in-plane modes and
Fig. 11 provides the corresponding information for the out-of-plane modes. As in the second
example, both sets of figures are similar in terms of frequency magnitudes and general shape of the
surfaces. The lowest frequencies correspond to small angles and large tip masses and the largest
frequencies correspond to large angles and small masses. Regardless of the value of 0, the larger
the tip mass the lower the frequencies, as expected.

6. Summary

It has been shown that inclusion of the axial deformation component in the assumed
displacement field for the two beams ultimately allows the in- and out-of-plane frequency
equations to be uncoupled and solved independently. The first five frequencies, in the examples
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presented, support the expectation that they are dominated by either bending or torsion and there
is no significant axial component in them. Therefore, while its inclusion in the formulation has
provided analytical benefits the presence of the axial deformation components does not interfere
with the calculation of the dominant frequencies of the structure.

The examples demonstrate that the first in-plane mode is a bending mode with the first beam
dominating the mode for small values of L (L<%) with very little bending of the second beam in
that range of values of L and for all 0. For larger values of L, the flexural parts of the first in-plane
mode are complementary between beam one and beam two as L and 0 change.

The out-of-plane modes are more dependent on L and 6 with the first mode exhibiting a large
torsional component in the first beam, except for very small values of L, and no significant
torsional contribution in the second beam for any L, 0 pair. The flexural parts of the first out-of-
plane mode do not display the same form of complementary behavior exhibited by the first in-
plane mode because of the torsional contribution present in the out-of-plane case. The bending
contribution of the first beam, in the out-of-plane case, diminishes symmetrically about 0 = /2
corresponding to a complementary increase in the torsional contribution in that range of angles.
The bending contribution of the second beam is most prevalent for large values of both L and 0
because in this region neither the first beam nor the second beam contribute much by way of either
bending or torsion.

Appendix A. Entries of matrices A; and Ay

Using the notation that

Sp = sin(0), Cp=cos(0), s, =sin(dy), cu1 = cos(Ly),

Spi = sin(Ay1),  ¢w1 = cos(Ay1), Shy = sinh(4,1),  chyp = cosh(4y),
Sp = sin(Ay2),  cp = cos(Ly2),  Swz2 = sin(Ayn),  ¢wa = cos(Ayn),
shyo = sinh(4,2),  chyo = cosh(Ay2), sy, = sin(4y,), ¢y, = cos(ly,),
Sp1 = sin(Ay1),  ¢p1 = cos(Ap1),  shy = sinh(4,1),  c¢hy = cosh(4y),
Sy, = sin(4y,), ¢y, = cos(4y,), S = sin(Ayn), ¢ = cos(4yp),
shy = sinh(4,), chy = cosh(Ayp),

the non-zero elements of the matrix A; are
All,l = Sul, Allv4 = _LC97

A, =LSy, Ay, =LSy,
AIZA,Z = Swl — Shwl, Alz’g = Cyl — Chwla

Ap, = —LSy, Ap, =—LCy,
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A12,9 = —LGCy, Alg‘z = ;Lwl(cwl - Chwl);

AI3,3 = _jvwl(swl + Shwl)p AI3,(, = _)vwz,

AI3,3 = _/1w2a ALU = _)bulCuICOa

"3 § "3
A14,2 = _VW1/LW1S9(CWI + Chwl), A14,3 = le/h,V]SG(Swl - Shwl)a

A =0ko, A, = L1 Sp,
AI5,2 == _leii,l CH(CWI + C/’lwl); A15,3 = V\/vl;hi,vl C(?(Swl - Shwl)a
Als,e = O-VW2’113u29 Als,s = _O-VWZ’l‘SvZ’
A[ﬁ’z = _lei‘%;](swl + Shwl), AI(,‘3 = _le/llzvl(cwl + Chwl)a
A16,7 = LO’VWZ/'{‘%Q, A16,9 = —LO'vwzl‘zvz,

—_2 _ 2
AI7’6 - _/szswb AI7’7 - _iwzcwb

A17,8 - )“ir2Sh‘1"2’ A17,9 = iiﬁc}lwz’
AISA - _iu2(pLSu2 + iu2]utcu2),
Al«),a =

Ags = ho(pLen — o Misip),
_la,vz(chnQ — Awa M 5y2), A]9’7 = i?vz(pLSwz + AwaM:cyn),

Alg,s = /lifz(pLCth + }LvthMtShlA»’Z), AL,’() = li,z(pLShwz + /lsztChwz)
and the non-zero elements of the matrix [Ap] are

A01,1 = Sp1 — Shyt, Ao, = Cp1 — chy,

AOl,s =—L, A01.7 =—L,

AOz,l = )‘Ul(cl)l - Chvl)9 AOZ,Z - _;L'Ul(svl + Shlil)5

A02’4 = _}“02 C@: AOZ’() _)%‘2 C@?

AOg‘g = _SG, AO})} = Sl//ls

A03,4 = }"U2SGa A03,6 = //LlizSGa

Aoy = —Co. Ao, = —vidy(Cul + chu),
Ao, = V1)»i1(551 — shy), A04,4 = O-VZ;“ib
A04,6 = —O’Vziiz, A05,1 = _L)Cl}vg] So(so1 + shy1),
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Aoy = —Nly,, Aoy, = =Ly 25 Colst + shy),
Ao, = —LXV& Co(cor + chyr), Aoy, = —Liy1cy1So,
Aos = Moty Aoy = —N1alan:
Ao, = —lizsvz, Ao, = —iizcvz,
Ao, = Ahsh, Ao, = Ahchs,
Aoy, = —Ayasy2, Aoy, = Ayacy2,
Aoy, = —An(pLen — Midnsw), Aoy = Zn(pLsi + Mihncy),

Aoy, = 2(pLehy + Mpshy), Aoy, = 225(pLshy + M Jpchy).

Appendix B. Nomenclature

A; cross-sectional area of the ith beam

E; Young’s modulus of the ith beam

G; shear modulus of the ith beam

[}(’y) second moment of the area of the ith beam about yy-axis
10 second moment of the area of the ith beam about zz-axis
Ji area polar moment of inertia of the ith beam

L ratio of the length of the second beam to the first beam
L, length of the ith beam

M, non-dimensional mass of the tip mass

T system kinetic energy

U system potential energy

Ui(x;) axial displacement eigenfunctions of the ith beam

Vi(u;) out-of-plane displacement eigenfunctions of the ith beam
Wi(u;) transverse displacement eigenfunctions of the ith beam
Y.(u;) torsion eigenfunctions of the ith beam

my mass of the tip mass

t time

ui(x;, t) axial displacement of the ith beam

vi(x;,t) out-of-plane displacement of the ith beam

wi(x;, t) transverse displacement of the ith beam

X; co-ordinate of the ith beam

V;(x;, 1) torsional angle of the ith beam

0 orientation of the second beam relative to the first

n ratio of the torsional stiffness of the second beam to the first beam

Ai non-dimensional frequency of the ith beam with regard to = variable
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a ratio of extensional force of the second beam to the first beam
/i ith beam ratio of the flexural stiffness to torsional stiffness

& non-dimensional co-ordinate of the ith beam

0 ratio of the length density of the second beam to the first beam
P; volume mass density of the ith beam

v slenderness ratio

w natural frequency

0 time derivative

() spatial derivative
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