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Abstract

The objective of this paper is an analytical and numerical study of the transient dynamics of a
beam—mass system carrying multiple masses moving along an initially curved beam. An attention is given
to the phenomena arising due to the initial curvature, initial imperfection, of a beam and the motion
produced by the existence of multiple moving masses.

The method used in the analysis is Newtonian. The mechanics of the interface between the masses and
the beam is determined by modeling the masses as rigid bodies that are rolling on an initially curved flexible
structure when the moving masses are set on motion. Based on the Euler—Bernoulli beam theory, the
mechanics, including effects due to friction and convective accelerations, of the interfaces between the
moving masses and the beam are obtained.

Result of present study shows that the initial curvature of a beam can result significant effects to the
dynamics of the system even if the initial imperfection of the beam is small. The magnification of the
amplitude of response of the system due to the initial deviation of beam depends on the initial speed of
mass, the applied forward/retard force on the mass, and the friction between the mass and the beam.
© 2004 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

Vibrations of flexible structures with attached moving masses have been the subject of many
studies [1-13]. Steele [1,2] investigated the response of a simple supported finite beam with and
without elastic foundation under a moving load. He pointed out that the existence of a truly
critical speed and the impossibility of the occurrence of a steady-state occur when the load speed is
equal to either the shear or the bar velocity.

Ting et al. [3] studied the problem regarding the interaction between the moving mass and the
supporting structure. They concluded that if “‘correct” formulation is desired the convective
acceleration terms should be included.

An attention is given to the phenomenon produced by the existence of negative displacement of
a beam due to the motion of an attached moving mass. Lee [4] investigated the occurrence and
relative conditions of the separation between flexible structures and riding masses.

Recently, sophisticated effects, such as longitudinal deflections, inertia, nonlinearity of the flexible
structure, the variation of moving masses to the response, and the occurrence of instability of the
response have been the subjects of many studies [5-7]. Adams [5] studied the critical speeds and the
response of a tensioned beam due to the motion of attached cyclic moving loads. Wang [6] employed
the method of multiple time scales to study the growth of small amplitude vibrations into large motion
regime of a beam—mass system due to the occurrence of two-component parametric resonance.

Kononov and Borst [7] analyzed the occurrence of instability of the response of four different
flexible structures under elastic foundation due to the motion of a riding mass moving with
constant velocity. Their result indicated that negative damping might occur when the mass
velocity exceeded the smallest phase velocity of the waves in the system. This could cause the
solutions became unstable.

Mofid and Shadnam [§] studied the response of beams with internal hinges when a moving mass
sliding on it. They examined the transient dynamics of the system due to various boundary conditions.

Wang [9] considered a model that a moving mass may increase or decrease its speed during
operation. A single mass moving on a perfect straight beam on a uniform elastic foundation was
assumed in the modeling.

Although, the problem of moving mass has been studied by many authors, however, the dynamics
of multiple accelerating/decelerating masses rolling on an initially curved beam has not been studied
yet. Hence, in this study, the purpose is to present a methodology to evaluate the transient dynamics
of a beam—mass system carrying multiple accelerating/decelerating masses riding on a beam with
initial curvature, geometric imperfection. Unlike other papers, in which a single mass with either
constant velocity or acceleration moving along a perfect straight beam is assumed, in this paper the
equations of motion of a beam—mass system carrying multiple traveling masses rolling on an initially
curved beam are derived. Various effects, such as the initial deviation of a beam, the initial speed of
moving masses, the friction and et al., to the motion of the system are examined.

2. Basic formulas

In this study, multiple moving masses rolling on a finite, simple supported, initially curved
beam is considered. The beam rests on a uniform elastic foundation and is of length ¢ and initial
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variation dy(s). Here 0y(s), 0o(s) = v sin ns/¢, is the initial deviation of the beam measured from
straight axis with v being the amplitude of initial deviation. The static state of the beam is
obtained by assuming that the gravity of the beam and the foundation preload are in the state of
equilibrium.

From Fig. 1, the equations governing the motion of the system can be derived from the dynamic
equilibrium of forces and momenta and are given as

F,S—i-Zf,-:rﬁr,n, 0<s<l[, t>0, (1a)
i=1
M,,—V =0, (1b)
M = _EIU,SS, (IC)
with the inextensibility constraint r, - r,, = 1. The force F is given by
F = Hi + Pj
= [T cos(0 + 6y) — V sin(0 + 6)]i + [T sin(6 + 6y) + V cos(0 + 6y)]j. (1d)

In the above equations, i and j represent the unit vectors of the coordinate system in the x and y
directions, respectively. M is the bending moment acting on the element. Tand V are the axial and
the transverse forces in the beam, respectively. m denotes the number of traveling masses riding on
the beam. m represents the mass per unit length of the beam. 6) and 0 indicate the initial angle
between the neutral axis of the beam and the x-axis and the dynamic angle from the static state,
respectively. E is the Young’s modulus and 7 is the area moment of inertia of the beam. The
subscript s and ¢ denote the s and 7 differentiation. r(s, 7) is the Cartesian position vector of point s
along the beam at time ¢ and has the form

I'(S, t) = [X(S) + M(S, Z)]i + [U(Sa l) + 50(S)]ja (2)

where u(s,t) and v(s,?) are the axial and the transverse displacements of the beam from the
undeformed state, respectively.

The force f; represents the external forces including the weight and the moving reaction of the
ith mass upon the beam and can be stated by

f; = —kvj+ (Nm + uN2)(s — 5,(1)), 3)

where N;, 5(s — 5i(7)), and 5,(¢) denote the reaction of beam on the ith mass, the Dirac delta
function, and the position of the ith mass along the arc of the beam at time ¢, respectively; u is the
coefficient of friction between the mass and the beam and k is the foundation stiffness per unit
length.

The equation of motion of the ith mass obeys (Fig. 1)

Miaé‘l:Mig+f§‘4—uNi%—Nin, (4)

where M; = the mass of the ith moving mass, T = cos(d + 0y)i+ sin(0 + 6y)j ~ [(1 + u,;) —
0,500,551 + (U, + To,5)j, 1 = — sin(0 + Op)i 4+ cos(0 + 0y)j, g = gj. Note that here it is assumed that
whenever the ith mass is being driving by a force along the beam, the force on the mass will be
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Fig. 1. System configuration and force equilibrium diagram.

along the tangent to the vibrating beam. Hence, fﬁu = Mf ;7 and f, is a prescribed function of
time. For example, /; may be a positive constant to increase the speed or a negative constant to
decrease the speed of the ith mass.

The acceleration of the ith moving mass a’y, is obtained from

: 2 _ _ )
al]M - @[r(sl‘(t): l)] = r,SS(Siat)z + zrxvtsl':t + E,oSise + | 7R (5)
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The corresponding boundary conditions for the finite, simple supported Euler—Bernoulli beam
are
o°v(0,1)  u(t,1)
os2 osr

u(0,1) =v(0,1) =v((,t) = 0, (6)

H(f, t) = T(& t)[(l + uas) - U,sﬁo,s] + EI Uasss(v,s + 17(),5) = O, at s = & (7)

where Eq. (7) is obtained under the condition that the resultant in the i direction vanished at s = £.
Introducing the following dimensionless quantities

EI -~ M . ~ e’
= M=—, T=—T, f=—f,=—
H " il =g 9= ¢
kL s K3 v U o« Do
k:— . ! A=— A: U — — 8
EI’ [7 &l [, U f’ u f’ UO f, ()

and substituting Eqgs. (1b)—(8) with the inextensibility constraint into Eq. (1a), the equation of
motion of the combined system in directions i and j yields, in dimensionless form,

(TI(1+ i) = 351 + 8" + 5 + > Mf [(1+ i) — §5Dan — &)
i=1

=i+ > Mi{[i" — @5 (&) + 260 — i)
i=1

FI( 4+ 7)) — DFNE + 100 — &), 0<p<1, ©>0, (92)

(TG +5) — "1+ &) — DRI + D Mlf (& + 5y) + G100 — &)
i=1

~ll

=04+ kb+ > MG + F)EY + 20 + (i + F)E; + Bl — &),
i=1

0<n<l1,t>0, (%b)

where a superposed prime and a dot denote the 5 and t differentiation and &y = 7y/¢ =
vg /€ sinmy = vy sin .

Considering small deformations and assuming that the variation of axial force is to remain
continuous at y = &,(1),i = 1,2, ..., the axial force T can first be determined by integrating Eq.
(9a) and using the boundary condition, Eq. (7). This result then is inserted into Eq. (9b). After
manipulating these equations and neglecting nonlinear terms in the displacement field when
compare these terms to the linear term of o(x, t) and unity, Eq. (9b) yields

~t!

m
O+ 0" kDD MAE" + 8 + 208+ + 5
i=1

+ 10— [f i + ) + gl — &), 0<n<1, >0. (10)
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Similarly, considering the equation of motion of the ith mass, Eq. (4), one has

— [+ B)E) =28 =f = glu— @ + )]+ b, 0= & >0, (11)
Note that Eq. (1 1) was obtained by eliminating the normal reaction force N; of beam on the ith
mass between the two equations in directions i and j of Eq. (4) and using the inextensibility
constraint. Therefore, Egs. (9a), (9b), (10) and (11) with the inextensibility constraint account for
u(n, 1), 0(n, 1), T and & when M, u, §, 0, and the boundary conditions, Egs. (6) and (7), are
specified. Hence, examination of the transient dynamics governed by Eqgs. (10) and (11) is the
main purpose in this study.

By representing ¢ as a continuous function and letting ¢ = > 72| 4,(7) sin nan, 0<n<1,7t>0,
the boundary condition, Eq. (6), then is satisfied. The approximate solution of the beam—mass
system can be obtained by employing the Galerkin‘s method. Using Galerkin’s procedure for
removal of spatial dependence, Eq. (10) is multiplied by sin jzy and then it is integrated with
respect to # from zero to one. The approximate solutions of the beam-mass system carrying
multiple traveling masses are given as

Aj(1) + 07 4j(x) + 2 Zl M; i{(éi — [ DRin(E) An(x) — (€ Siin(€) Au(D)
+ 28 Ryin(E) Au(2) : Sfj-n(éj);in(r)}
=2 ;‘ M{[§Si(&) — (& = FORp(EDvo + (E) S (Ewol.  0<n<l, t>0. (12
Also the equation 0; motion of the ith mass, Eq. (11), becomes

éi‘i‘ﬂ

Z Sin(E1)An(7) + Sil(éi)vol (&) —2u Z Cin(ED)An();
n=1 n=1

A

=(fi—ud+g

Z Cin()An(t) + Cit(&)vo
n=1

10 Y Sul@dn, >0, (13)
n=1
where
= [(im)* + k],

%
U():vfo
g?

Rjin(&;) = (nm) sin jng; cos nnd;,
Sin(&)) = sin jn¢; sin nné;,
Sin(&) = (nm)* Syu(E)),

Si}l(éi) = sin I’lTCéi,
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Cin(¢;) = (nm) cos nng;.

To write the equations of motion in matrix form, it allows the parameters j and n in Egs. (12)
and (13) to have the range

j=123,...,N,
n=123,...,N,
and let

Y= (A, 4., Ay)". (14)
Then Eq. (12) can be written as

m m

M(EF(D) + Y EN(OIE) + Ki(E)y + D SRl &)y
i=1 i=1

+3 By + Y e+ &8 = (&) (15)
i=1 i=1 i=1
and Eq. (13) is given as
&+ PiEay) + B volE; + aEni)E + AT ET + el Gy = 7. (16)

The initial conditions are

¥0)=y(0) =0, &(0)=¢& and &(0) =&, (17)

where é? and é? are the initial speed and the position of the ith mass along the beam, respectively.
The components of the previously defined matrices, vectors and scalars in Egs. (15) and (16), i.e.,
M, K, N;, Ko, K3, €, 8, h, p;, p;, ¢;, d;, e; and f7 are given in the appendix.

Now, introducing new state vectors z into Egs. (15) and (16) to obtain the numerical integration
scheme of the system with the associated initial conditions as specified in Eq. (17), let

T T
z=("8.yLgD), (18)
where z is the 2N + 2m vector with & = (é]?.T..,é,.,...,ém)T and &= (&),...,&,...,&,)". The
initial condition of z in Eq. (18) is z(0) = (0", &> 0, QOT)T, where 0 is N x 1 zero matrix. &, and &,
are m x 1 initial velocity and position matrices, respectively. Hence, Eqgs. (15) and (16) can be
written as

Mz + Nz +f = 0. (19)

In Eq. (19), M and N are (2N + 2m) x (2N + x2m) matrices and f is the (2N + 2m) vector defined
by

M _ D,I, -Im [Gm] }é D ,
[0] [0,]" [0,,]"
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0 S, K [0,]
0, I, E, [0,]
_I [Gm]T [0] [Gm]T ’
0,] —L, [0, [0,]

N=

7 T T AT oT\T

f=(h,-1£,0,0,),
where I = N x N unit matrix, [0)] = N x N zero matrix, 0 = N x 1 zero matrix, I, = m x m unit
matrix, [0,,] = m x N zero matrix, [0,,] = m x m zero matrix, and 0,, = m x 1 zero matrix. Other

sub-matrices are given as follows:

sz = N X m matrix = [K21y+51,. L Kyy A+ Ciy... ,szy—l-ém],

D,, = N x m matrix = [dy,...,d;...,d,],

E,, = m x N matrix = [el,...,e,-,...,em]T,
Iép =mXxm diagonal matrix = dlag[él(pl +p_l), ey &i(pi +p_i)’ ceey ém(pm +15m)],

N =N x N matrix = [Ny,...,Ni,....Nu ] x &1, .... & ... &Y,

K:NmeatriX=K1 +[K31,---3K3[,---9K3m] X (é?,,éf,,éi)T,

S, = N x m matrix = [£,81,...,E8i, ..., E,8m,
I, = m x m diagonal matrix = diag[q,,...,q; ..., q,],

. . . T
f,, =m x I matrix = (f7,....f7,....[0) -

3. Numerical results and discussions

For studying the transient dynamics produced by the motion of multiple moving masses, the
number of moving masses used in the numerical examples is set to be one and two. The transient
phenomena generated by more than two moving masses can be obtained by similar ways.

In order to evaluate the influence of initial curvature of the beam to the dynamic response of the
system, unless otherwise specified, three small values of dimensionless amplitude of initial
curvature of the beam are chosen; they are vy = 0.0 (initially straight), 0.025, and 0.05. In
addition, the quantity EI/ml* is set to be (9.4/m).

For numerical integration of the system, Eq. (19), the Runge—Kutta method with sixth-order
accuracy is used. The accuracy of the model and the dimension N of z in Eq. (19) that is necessary
to retain for sufficient accuracy is shown in Fig. 2. As illustrated in Fig. 2, the accuracy of the
model, with an attached single mass, was tested by comparison of its results with the results of
Ting et al. [3] (lower plot). The parameters used in this figure are exactly the same as those used in
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Fig. 2. Rate of convergence of solutions and the trajectory of mass vs. the position of mass along the beam with the
same parameters as used in Ref. [3] for ¢ = 0.75% and ¢ = 0.57.

Ting et al. [3]. Those are ézf -0, M = 0.5, oy = Mﬁ/48, and & =0.57 and & = 0.75%. The
dimension N of z is set to be 30 to get convergent solutions (upper plot).

In the following four figures, Figs. 3—-6, a single mass rolling on a beam under different
conditions is considered. Fig. 3 shows the deflection at mass (trajectory of mass) vs. the position of
mass along the beam due to the influence of geometric imperfection of beam when the mass is set
on motion with constant forward force, /' = 0.25. Three different values of initial speed of the
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Fig. 3. Deflection at mass vs. the position of mass along the beam due to the influence of geometric imperfection of
beam for three different values of initial speed of the mass, £(0) = 0.0 (top plot), 0.257 (middle one), and 0.757 (bottom

plot).

mass are chosen; they are £0)= 0.0 (top plot), 0.25x (middle plot), and 0.757 (lowest plot); other
parameters used are M = 0.5 and u = k = 0.0. Fig. 4 indicates similar information to that shown
in Fig. 3, except in this figure the initial speed of the mass is zero ({(0) = 0.0) and the mass is
accelerated by three different values of forward thrust, respectively; they are /= 0.25(top plot),
0.5 (middle one), and 0.75 (bottom plot). Other parameters applied in this figure are M = 0.5 and
uw =k =0.0. Figs. 3 and 4 clearly indicate that the initial curvature of beam plays an important
role to the response of the system. In general, the initial imperfection amplifies the amplitude of
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Fig. 4. Deflection at the mass vs. the position of mass along the beam due to the influence of the initial curvature of
beam for three different values of forward force, f = 0.25 (top plot), 0.5 (middle one), and 0.75 (lowest plot).

deflection at mass even if the initial deviation is small. From these two figures, it can be concluded
that the enlargement of the amplitude of deflection at mass due to the initial curvature of beam
increases with the increase of initial speed and forward thrust of the mass.

As mentioned, the mass can be accelerated by a forward force. Meanwhile, it is capable of
reducing speed by applying a reverse force to the mass and/or increasing the friction between the
mass and the beam. The friction then can be served as another braking unit of the system. Hence,
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the following two figures present the influence of geometric imperfection of beam to the response
of the system under the condition when the speed of mass decreases.

Fig. 5 indicates the manner in which the deflection at mass develops as a function of the
position of mass along the beam for M = 0.5, p =k = 0.0, and ¢(0) = 0.5%. Three different values
of retard force are selected; those are f = —0.75 (top plot), —1.0 (center one), and —1.3 (lowest
plot). Fig. 6 indicates the same information as does Fig. 5, except in this figure the retard force
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Fig. 5. Deflection at the mass develops as a function of the position of mass along the beam due to the influence of the
initial curvature of beam when retard force is applied on the mass. Three different values of retard force are used,
f =—0.75 (top plot), —1.0 (middle one), and —1.3 (lowest plot).
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Fig. 6. Deflection at the mass develops as a function of the position of mass along the beam due to the influence of the
initial curvature of beam for three different values of the friction u, u = 0.0 (top plot), 0.15 (middle one), and 0.3 (lowest

plot).

applied on the mass is constant, f =

—1.1, and three different values of the coefficient of friction

are chosen; they are u = 0.0 (top plot), 0. 15 (middle one), and 0.3 (floor plot). Other parameters
used are M = 0.5, (0) = 0.5, and k = 0.0. The result of these two figures indicates that under
certain conditions, negative displacement at mass, which implies the separation of beam and mass,
may exist if the mass is going to stop near the right end of the beam. In general, the amplitude of
negative displacement increases as the magnitude of retard force and the friction increase. The
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result also shows that the geometric imperfection of beam amplifies the amplitude of negative
displacement.

Fig. 7 shows a comparison of the deflection profile of beam between a single mass (upper plot)
and two masses (lower one) rolling on a straight beam (9y = 0), respectively. Four instant
positions of the mass are chosen; for a single mass they are £ = 0.2, 0.5, 0.8, and 1.0; for two
masses the four instant positions are selected at the first mass. The parameters used for a single
mass are M=05 f 0.1, u= k =0.0,and £0) = 0. 25m; for two masses the parameters used are
= k=00, M,=M,=0.25, & =& =05, fl _fz_Ol and £,(0) = 0.257. The result
indicates that the phenomena produced by a single mass and two masses may be different. As
an example, for a single moving mass (upper plot) it is seen that negative displacement occurs
when the mass is at the right end of the beam (¢ = 1.0). However, for two traveling masses (lower

Deflection profile of the beam

| +:£=02
0.02 AE=0S5
0:£=0.8
7 ®:g=1.0
0.03 T [ T | T | T | T
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Normalized length of the beam

Deflection profile of the beam

| +:&=02
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0.03 T [ T [ T | T [ T
0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1
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Fig. 7. A comparison of the deflection profile of beam between a single mass (upper plot) and two masses (lower plot)
rolling on a straight beam (vy = 0.0) for four instant positions of the mass. The four instant positions are: £ = 0.2, 0.5,
0.8, and 1.0. For the lower plot, the four instant positions are measured at the first mass.



plot), not only no negative displacement is found, but also the amplitude of deflection of beam is
largest when the first mass travels to the right end of the beam (£; = 1.0). Although, this is
expected because under this condition, the second mass is just at the midpoint of the beam
(& — & = 0.5), however, it is seen that the phenomena generated by a single mass and two masses
may be different. Hence, in the following, a beam—mass system carrying two moving masses will

be studied.

Fig. 8. Deflection at the first mass vs. the position of the first mass along the beam due to the influence of geometric
imperfection of beam for three different values of initial speed of the mass, £(0) = 0.0 (top plot), 0.257 (middle one), and

0.75% (bottom plot).
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Fig. 8 shows the manner in which the deflection at the first mass is plotted as a function of the
position of the first mass along the beam. Three different values of initial speed of the first mass
are chosen; they are ¢;(0) = 0.0 (top plot), 0.25% (middle one), and 0.757 (lowest plot). Other
parameters used are M= M, =025, f, =/,=025 k=p=0, and {; - ¢ =0.1. Fig. 9
indicates similar information to that shown in Fig. 8, except in this figure £;(0) = 0.75% and three
different values of the distance between the two masses are chosen, &; — &, = 0.1 (top one), 0.3
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Fig. 9. Deflection at the first mass vs. the position of the first mass along the beam due to the influence of geometric
imperfection of beam for three different values of the distance between the two masses, {; — &, = 0.1 (top plot), 0.3
(middle one), and 0.5 (bottom plot). The initial speed is &; = 0.757.
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(center plot), and 0.5 (bottom one). The result indicates that the deflection at mass is significantly
affected by the initial speed of the mass and the initial curvature of beam. The amplitude of
deflection at the first mass increases with the increase of the initial speed of the mass and the initial
deviation of beam.

Figs. 10 and 11 illustrate the influence of geometric imperfection of beam to the response of the
system at the first mass when the speed of mass decreases. In Fig. 10, the parameters used are

= k=00, M, =M, =025, fl _f2 —1.3, &,(0) = 0.57, and three different values of the
-0.01
g
= oBH———----—-—-—-—————— =
&
5 0.01 —
£
‘i 0.02 — +:v,=00
% 0:v,=0.025
% 0.03 — A v,=0.05
A
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Position of the first mass along the beam
-0.01
4
£ o= — -
&
o 0.01 —
S
s 002 — +wv,=00
g 0 v, = 0.025
% 0.03 — A :,=0.05
A
0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1
Position of the first mass along the beam
-0.01
Z
Gy
()
S
S 002 +:w,=00
~§ 0 :v,=0.025
2 0.03 — A .,=005
(=]
0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1

Position of the first mass along the beam

Fig. 10. The influence of geometric imperfection of beam to the deflection at the first mass when retard force is applied
on the mass (f; —f, = —1.3). Three different values of ; — ¢, are used, & — & = 0.1 (top plot), 0.3 (middle one), and
0.5 (lowest plot). The initial speed is £;(0) = 0.57.
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Fig. 11. Deflection at the first mass vs. the position of the first mass along the beam due to the influence of geometric
imperfection of beam when the speed of mass decreases. Three different values of the friction are selected, u = 0.0 (top
plot), 0.15 (middle one), and 0.3 (bottom plot).

distance between the two masses; they are ¢ — ¢, = 0.1 (top plot), 0.3 (middle one) and 0.5
(bottom plot). In Fig. 11, the parameters selected are ¢; — ¢, = 0.1, k = 0.0, M, = M, =025,
fi1=/f>=-1.1, £(0)=0.57 , and three different values of the friction; they are u = 0.0 (top
plot), 0.15 (middle one), and 0.3(bottom plot). It clearly indicates that the retard force and the
friction can serve as a simulated braking system and can be used to bring the moving masses to a
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halt at desired point on the beam. In addition, it is interesting to note that the friction and the
initial curvature of beam may amplify the amplitude of negative displacement at the first mass.

The comparison of the deflection at the first mass and the second mass is given in Figs. 12 and
13. In Fig. 12, the lower plot presents the deflection at the first mass vs. the position of the first
mass along the beam. The lower diagram indicates the deflection at the second mass vs. the
position of the second mass along the beam. The parameters used are v = 0, p = k=0. 0, & 1(0) =
0.57, My = M, =04, & — & = 0.2, and three different values of the retard force, fl f2
—0.5, —1.0 and —1.5. Fig. 13 illustrates the effect of elastic foundations to the deflection at the
masses. This figure shows the same information as does Fig. 12, except in the figure three different
values of the stiffness of elastic foundation are selected; they are k =0, 100, and 200. The retard
force applied on the masses is fl f2 —1.0.
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Fig. 12. Deflection at the first mass (lower plot) and at the second mass (upper one) rolling on a straight beam
(vo = 0.0) for three different values of retard force. They are /| = f, = —0.5, —1.0, and —1.5. Other parameters used are
£1(0)=0.57, M = M, =04, £t =0.0, and & — & =0.2.
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Fig. 13. Deflection at the first mass (lower plot) and at the second mass (upper one) rolling on a straight beam
(vo = 0.0) for Ehree different values pf elastic foundation. They are k = 0, 100, and 200. Other parameters used are
&(0) =052, My =M, =04,f,=f,=-10,u=0.0,and & — & = 0.2.

From Figs. 12 and 13, it is found that the dynamic behaviors at the first mass and the second
mass are generally different. As an example, when the first mass is near the right end, no negative
displacement is found. This is expected since the second mass is still riding on the beam when the
first mass is close to the right end. The result of Fig. 13 also indicates that, as expected, the
increase of the foundation stiffness diminishes the amplitude of deflection at the masses.

4. Conclusions

In this study, the transient dynamics of multiple accelerating/decelerating masses traveling
along an initially curved beam are studied. In the modeling, the coupled equations of motion of
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multiple moving masses rolling on a beam with initial curvature are derived. In the numerical
analysis, the transient dynamics of a beam—mass system carrying one and two traveling masses
traveling on an initially curved beam are studied.

Result of present study shows that the initial curvature of a beam can result significant effects to
the dynamics of the system even if the initial imperfection of the beam is small. In general, the
initial imperfection of beam amplifies the amplitude of vibration of the system. It can be
concluded that for accelerating case, the magnification of the amplitude of response at mass due
to the initial deviation of beam grows with the increase of initial speed and forward force. For
decelerating condition, the growth of the deflection at mass caused by the initial imperfection of
beam increases with the increase of initial speed, applied retard force, and the friction between the
mass and the beam.

In this study, the traveling mass may reduce its speed by applying a retard force and/or
increasing the friction between the mass and the beam. The retard force and the friction then can
serve as a simulated braking system. Under certain conditions, negative displacement at mass may
occur if the mass approaches to stop near the right end of the beam. The result indicates that the
amplitude of negative displacement at mass increases with the increase of the initial curvature of
beam.

In addition, under the condition when multiple traveling masses is considered, the response of
the system at different masses are distinct. As shown in Figs. 12 and 13, negative displacement at
the second mass occurs when the second mass is near the right end of the beam. However, no
negative displacement at the first mass is observed.

Appendix .
M=[Ml, My=08u+2> MiSiu(&),

i=1

N; =[Njul, Nyjn= 4MiRz/n(fi),
Ki =[Kil  Kijn = (1) + )3 — 2> Mf Ryn(&),
i=1

Ky = [Ké,/n]v Kéjn = ZMiRU"(éi)’

K;; = [ngn], Kéjn = —2Mf5ijn(fz’),
éi = (Clj)a CU = 2MiUORjj1 (éi)s

§i=(Sy), Sy=—-2MuweSj(&),
h=(h), h=2% Mi§Sy&)+F R,
i=1

i = (Si)s  Sin = Si(&) = (nm)* sinnné; = (nm)*Sin(&)),
¢i=(Cp), Ci=Cy(&) = (nn)cos nnf,

d; = —3(Sin),
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e, = —u(Ciy),

piCay) = usly, si=(Si),  Sin=Su(&) = ()’ sinnné; = (nm)*Sin(&)),
a(&y) = 2]y, ¢ =(Ci), Cin= Cin(&) = (nm)cos nn&;,

fi= (fi — ug) + guoCir.
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