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Abstract

To investigate ground vibrations from railways an analytical approach is taken. The ground is modelled
as a stratified half-space with linearly viscoelastic layers. On top of the ground a rectangular embankment is
placed, supporting the rails and the sleepers. The rails are modelled as Euler—Bernoulli beams where the
propagating forces (wheel loads) are acting and the sleepers are modelled with an anisotropic Kirchhoff
plate. The solution is based on Fourier transforms in time and along the track. In the transverse direction
the fields in the embankment are developed in Fourier series and in the half-space with Fourier transforms.
The resulting numerical scheme is very efficient, permitting displacement fields far outside the track to be
calculated. Numerical examples are given for an X2 train that operates at the site Ledsgard in Sweden. The
displacements are simulated at 70 and 200 km/h and are compared with the displacements from simpler
models. The simulations are also validated against measurements, with very good agreement. At 70 km/h
the track displacements agree almost exactly and at 200km/h the displacements are a very good
approximation of the measurement.
© 2005 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

With the development of ever faster trains the problem with excessive ground vibrations has
increased. These problems are of particular relevance when the ground consists of soft materials,
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such as various types of clay. In these materials the shear wave velocity may be as low as 30-40m/s,
and is thus lower than typical train speeds. A well-documented case with large vibrations due to
high speed trains occurred at Ledsgard in Sweden [1-4].

The interest in modelling ground vibrations has increased in recent years, mainly because of the
problems with high speed trains. The mathematical problem with a moving point force on an
elastic half-space is an old problem, see Ref. [5] for the stationary problem in a layered viscoelastic
configuration and an extensive review. Recent contributions with a non-stationary load include
Refs. [6,7].

To include the stiffness of the embankment and rails, a model with a beam on an elastic half-
space is common. Dieterman and Metrikine [8] determine the critical speed of a uniformly moving
point load and give further references. Recently, Madshus and Kaynia [3] and Kaynia et al. [2]
used a viscoelastic beam treated by finite elements on an analytical layered half-space and
favourably compare the results with the measurements at Ledsgard. Takemiya [4] uses an
analytical model with an Euler—Bernoulli beam on a layered viscoelastic half-space, which also
compares the results with the measurements at Ledsgard with good agreement. Also Krylov and
Ferguson [9] and Sheng et al. [10] use similar models, the latter for considering a time harmonic
load.

The more or less analytical methods mentioned so far have the advantage of leading to fast
numerical computations and to a natural modelling of the infinite domains (radiation conditions).
But the geometries of necessity are rather limited, although this is primarily a limitation at higher
frequencies. Another limitation is that analytical methods are restricted to linear phenomena. An
alternative is of course to employ FEM or some other discretization method. This allows for
arbitrary geometries and for nonlinear effects. However, the infinite domains must be treated in
some way, e.g. by absorbing or radiation boundary conditions. Another drawback is the
computational time which can be very long (days or more). An example of the application of
FEM is given by Ekevid and Wiberg [11], where the scaled boundary finite element method
proposed by Wolf and Song [12] is used to treat the infinite domain. Another limitation of FEM,
that is apparent from their paper, is that the discretized region is small, in this case 40 m in length
(with a 107 m long train) and less than that in the transverse direction. Thus the response is only
obtained in a region quite close to the train.

In the present paper, a more refined analytical model is introduced. This model includes an
embankment of finite width and height that is placed on a stratified half-space with viscoelastic
layers. The embankment is also modelled as a viscoelastic material. The two rails are modelled as
beams on top of the embankment and in addition to the vertical movement also the transverse and
longitudinal displacements are taken into account. Thus, the rails are governed by
Euler—Bernoulli’s equation in both the vertical and transverse directions but by the rod equation
in the longitudinal direction. No torsion is included. The sleepers are also placed on top of the
embankment and are governed by an anisotropic Kirchhoff plate. Comparisons are made with
simpler models (which can be obtained as limits) and with measurements.

The plan of the present paper is as follows. In Section 2 the problem is formulated and it is in
particular pointed out that the boundary conditions on the vertical sides of the embankment are
of a special type with vanishing tangential stresses but vanishing normal displacement. In Section
3, these boundary conditions are seen to enable a Fourier series representation of the
displacements in the transverse direction in the embankment. Together with Fourier transforms
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this leads to a rather straightforward solution procedure. The validity of the boundary conditions
is investigated with finite elements in Section 4 and the constraint on the normal displacement is
seen to have little effect on the results when it is compared to the natural boundary conditions.
Finally, in Section 5 some numerical results are presented and the displacements are compared to
measurements.

2. Problem formulation

To model a railway track, a rectangular embankment with the outer dimensions 2a x d is
situated on the surface of a layered ground, see Fig. 1. On top of the embankment, the rails are
modelled as two Euler—Bernoulli beams with the width ¢ at the positions +bg and the sleepers as
an anisotropic Kirchhoff plate with the dimensions 2bg x h. The ground consists of n layers,
which are positioned with the coordinates d; — d,,_;. Each wheel is treated as a point load acting
on the rail: F = Fyd(x — fé V(s)ds). Fy is the amplitude, V'(¢) the time-dependent velocity, x the
coordinate along the track and ¢ the time. The displacement components in the embankment and
in the layered ground are w; = {u;, v;, w;}, where u;, v; and w; are the cartesian components in the x,
y and z direction, respectively. The index j represents the embankment (j = e¢) and the ground
layers (j = 1,2,...,n). With similar use of notation, the material parameters are defined with the
density p; and the Lamé constants with hysteretic damping 4; and y;.

The displacements in the embankment and in each layer are governed by the elastodynamic
equations of motion:

(4 + 2u)V(V - w) — iV x (V xw) = pji ey
and the traction on a plane with the normal direction e; (kK = x,,z) is given by

tj(ek) = JjeV - u; + 2,ujakuj + wiex x (Vxuw). (2)

Rails (E-B beams)
Sleepers (Kirchhoff plate)

c Embankment
y‘ a bls bg -bgp -bg -a / Layer 1
\ Layer 2
( Layer j

Y :
{ Layer n-1

dn—l -
Half-infinite domain Layer n

Fig. 1. A cross section of the model showing geometrical and material properties and the applied wheel loads. The rails
and the sleepers are introduced as boundary conditions on top of the embankment.

Z




224 A. Karlstrom, A. Bostrém | Journal of Sound and Vibration 292 (2006) 221-241

At each interface between two layers, i.e. at the coordinates z = d; between layer j and j + 1, the
displacement and traction vectors are continuous:

llj = uj+1, z = dj, (3)
(e:) (e:)
tje = tjj—l’ z= dj. (4)

On the top surface the traction must vanish, except for the region under the embankment where
the displacement and traction vectors are continuous:

u=u, [y<a z=0, (%)

£ — te) |yl<a, z=0,
1 0, y|>a, z= 0.

(6)

To enable a series expansion of the displacement field in the embankment, the boundary
conditions on the sides of the embankment must be designed in a special way:

ve =0, ly| =a, —d<z<0,
O-xye:O: vl =a, —-d<z<0, (7
e =0, |yl=a, —d<z<0.

The two conditions on the shear stresses are the natural ones, but the constraint on the normal
displacement component v, is unphysical. The reason for this choice is mathematical, because
these conditions imply the following simpler ones:

v, =0, y| =a, —d<z<0,
ou, =0, |yl=a, —d<z<0, ®)
oW, =0, |yl=a, —d<z<0.

It is seen in Section 4 that the constraint on the normal displacement gives very good
approximations of the vertical displacements on top of and besides the embankment when the
rails are loaded vertically.

On top of the embankment the two rails are placed. They are characterized by the cross-
sectional area A, the modulus of elasticity Ep, the mass density p, and the moment of inertia
about the y and z axis I, and 1., (subscript b denotes beam). In the transverse direction they are
governed by Euler—Bernoulli’s equation and in the longitudinal direction by the rod equation.

It is recently shown by Vostroukhov and Metrikine [13] that the vertical displacement due to
train passage over a track with discrete sleeper positions is almost identical to the results when the
sleepers are uniformly distributed along the track. Hence the mass and stiffness from the sleepers
are accounted for by introducing a transversely isotropic Kirchhoff plate [14]. The shear stiffness
and the Young’s modulus in the x direction should both be equal to zero if the rails are supported
by sleepers. However, a slab track carries forces in the longitudinal direction via the sleepers. A
transversely isotropic plate model is able to describe both situations. The plate material has a mass
density p,, a modulus of elasticity Eg and Poisson’s ratio vy, in the y—z plane and Ej, in the x
direction and vy in the x—k plane, where k represents all directions perpendicular to the x
direction. In the x direction the shear modulus is Gy, and in the isotropic y—z plane it is simply
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Gg = Egc/2(1 4 vyy-). Note that vy Ege = Vg Eg due to symmetry of the stiffness tensor. On the
free surface next to the plate, i.e. at bs<y<a, the traction vanishes.

The normal and transverse components of the traction on top of the embankment thus satisfy
the boundary conditions:

Tiive + Jodiwe + J3050;we + Jadiwe, wl<bs, |yI¢[br+£c/2],
Ozz¢ = 111‘4'26+128iwe+138i65we+146;we—F/c, lv| € [br £ ¢/2], 9)
0, bs<l|yl<a,

(ppApbe + EpIp0%ve)/c,  |y| € [br £ ¢/2], (10)
Opre =
e 0, lyl¢[br £ c/2],
where
A
L= +P220 = ph,
Eul, " E?
4 12 Esx_Eskvsxk
I ([ E4E
I=Js, hz—Q—iﬁ%—u@Q,
6 \Esx — ESkvsxk
h3 EgEsy >
14 =J4, J4=—<4‘“ .
12 E; — Eskvixk

In the longitudinal direction the shear stress, ¢y.., accounts for the coupling to the rails via the rod
equation:

(ppApiie — EpAp ue)/c, |yl € [br £ ¢/2],
Oxze = (11)

0, WI¢lbr % /2]

The boundary conditions (9)—(11) are valid for z = —d and all x.

3. Exact solution

From the geometry of the problem, natural ways to represent the solution follow. It is
convenient to apply Fourier transforms with respect to ¢ and x, where the corresponding
transform variables are denoted w, which is the angular frequency, and ¢, which is the
wavenumber in the x direction. The doubly transformed fields are denoted by a hat.

Analytical solutions to the equations of motion (1) are obtained by decomposing the
displacement fields in three scalar potentials in the embankment (j = ¢) and in the ground layers
G=12,...,n):

W = Vo, + V X (eispy) + V X V X (eUrsyy). (12)
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Here ¢;, Yy and gy, are potentials for longitudinal, horizontal transverse and vertical
transverse waves which satisfy scalar wave equations.

3.1. Solution in the ground

In the layered ground a Fourier transform in y makes it possible to represent the displacement
fields by employing the potentials:

00
(Apj - %/ (Ajd eih,,,-(z_dj,l) + Aju e—ihw‘(z_d/)) eiPy dp, (13)
TJ-c0
A 1 o0 . . .
Vi = 5 / (Bjq ™00 4 By, e ) e dp, (14)
—0oQ
A 1 o0 . . .
wSVJ — 2_/ (de el/’lv(Z*dj,]) _|_ C]u e*l/’lxj(Z*dj)) ele dp’ (15)
TJ-c0

where p is the transform variable to y. 4js = Aju(p), Aju = A;u(p), Bja = Bja(p), Bju = Bju(p), Cju =
Cia(p) and Cj, = Cjy(p) are the amplitudes of the down-going (subscript d) and up-going
(subscript u) P, SH and SV waves, respectively. The wavenumbers are k,; = /c,; and ky; = w/cy,
where the wave speeds are given by ¢, = ((4; + 2,u])/p, )2 and Cj = (u]/p/ )2, Corresponding

wavenumbers in the z direction are /,; = (k2 pHY? and hy = (kS/ ', where
Im#h,;>0 and Imhgy;>0. In the last half- 1nﬁn1te layer (j = n) there are no reﬂected waves, 1.e.
Ay =0, By, =0 and C,, = 0, and the radiation condition with down-going or evanescent waves
has been applied. The d;_; and d; in the exponents are crucial as they prevent exponential growth.
With this choice the absolute value of the exponential functions never exceeds one. When j = 1
by definition: dy = 0.

It is trivial to obtain the displacement fields and the stresses by employing Eqs. (13)—(15)
together with Egs. (12) and (2).

3.2. Solution in the embankment

As mentioned, the displacement field in the embankment (j =e) can be developed in
trigonometric series and must satisfy the boundary conditions along the sides of embankment (8).
Due to the symmetric loading the field u, is symmetric about y = 0, which means that «, and w,
are even and v, is odd. Hence they are developed in Fourier cosine and Fourier sine series, with
wavenumber p,, = mn/a in the y direction. This gives the following choice for the potentials in
Eq. (12):

o0
b, = Z (D1 S0 By z + E1yy €OS hpmZ) COS P, 0, (16)
m=0
N o0
Vspe = Z(DZM sin hg,z + E»yy, cos hg,z)sinp,,y, (17)

m=1
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o0

Vspe = Z (E3p, sin hg,z — D3y, €08 hgpyz) cosp,,y. (18)
m=0

D,,, and E,,, are unknown amplitudes, where n = 1,2 and 3 give the amplitudes for the P, SH and
SV waves, respectively. The wavenumbers are similar to those in the half-space, but with subscript
e to denote the embankment: k,. = w/c,. and ky, = w/c,. Here the wave speeds are given by
Cpe = ((Ae +21,)/ p)"? and ¢, = (u,/p,)"* and the wavenumbers in the z direction are hpm =
(k;e — ¢ —p2)"? and hy,, = (kKX — ¢* — p2)"/?, where the roots are defined so that Im /z,,,,>0 and
Im Ay, >0.

Similar to the layers in the ground, the displacement field can easily be determined employing
Eqgs. (16)—(18) together with Eq. (12):

00
fle = fin(z)cos p,,p, (19)
m=0
00
ﬁe = Z ﬁm(z) Sinpmy» (20)
m=1
00
We =Y Wm(z)cos p,,.y, 1)
m=0
where
3
ﬁm(z) = Z O(nm(l)nm Sin Kz + Epyp, cOS kan)a (22)
n=1
3
B(2) =Y Bun(Dm S Kz + Eppy €08 Km2), (23)
n=1
3
1’4\/,,1(2) = Z Vnm(Dnm Ccos kan — Eun sin kan). (24)
n=1

The coefficients o, Bms Vi and kyy, are tabulated in Table 1.

Table 1

Displacement coefficients in embankment

n= 1 2 3

O‘nm lq p n‘.l iqhxm

ﬁ nm —Pm —1q —Pm h.vm

Ynm hpm 0 _(p’2” + (12)

knm hpm hSWl hA'"l




228 A. Karlstrom, A. Bostrém | Journal of Sound and Vibration 292 (2006) 221-241

The z components of the stresses are used in the boundary conditions and are derived using
Eq. (2):

00
Oxze = Z Ox=m(2) Cosp,,y, (25)
m=0
00
Gyze =D Gym(2)sinp,,p, (26)
m=0
00
622 e = Z 622 m(Z) cosp,y, (27)
m=0
where
3
Gxzm(2) =D telum(Dum €OS Ky — Epy S0 K2, (28)
n=1
3
8yz m(Z) = Z .ueCnm(Dnm coS kyymz — Epy sin kan)a (29)
n=1
3
6'zz m(Z) = Z .ue”]nm(Dnm sin kan + E,, cos kan). (30)
n=1

The coefficients ¢,,,, (., and n,,, collect the resulting coefficients from the differentiations in
Eq. (2):

énm = knmocnm + iq’))nm, (31)
Cnm = knmﬁnm — PV am> (32)
Mom = ((kse/kpe)2 - 2)(lqanm +Pmﬁnm) - (kse/kpe)zknmynm' (33)

3.3. General solution procedure
To obtain a solution to the unknowns in the ground expressed in the constants in the

embankment, the interfacial conditions (3)—(4) and the boundary condition (6) are used. The
interfacial conditions in Eq. (3) give

1qA;(d;) +ipB(d;) — qhy;Ci(d)) = iqA;;\(d)) +ipB;y1(d)) — ghgy Civ1(d)), (34)
ip A;(d)) — iqBj(dj) _Phs_/cj(dj) = iPAjH(dj) - iqBjJrl(dj) _phsj+1 Ci+1(d)), (35)

ihy Ai(d)) + (¢* + P Cid)) = ihys1 Aj1(d) + (% + PP Cia(d)) (36)
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and the conditions in Eq. (4) give:
u{(—2qh,; Ai(d)) — phyBi(d)) + iq(k; — 2I)Ci(d))
= Hj+1(—2‘]hp/+12j+l(dj) - Phs_/+11§j+l (d)
+iglks,, — 21,1 Cra(d)), (37)
u(—2phy; A(d)) + qhyBi(d)) + ip(k — 212) Ci(d)))
= 141 (=2phy; o Ajr (d) + gy Bii (d))
+ipkyyy = 25, ) Cr(d)), (38)
(ks — 2) A;(d)) + 2ihg(p* + ¢ Ci(d)))
= 'u./+l((k32j+l - 2h§j+l)A.i+l(dj) + 2ihg 1 (p* + 4°) Cia(d))), (39)

where
Ae(2) = Aga eltk(z—di-1) + Ay, e_ihpk(z_dk)’ Zk(z) = Ay ellpk(z=di-1) _ Ap e~k Z_dk)’
Bk(Z) — Bkd eihsk(z_dkfl) + Bku e_ihsk(z_dk)’ Ek(z) — Bkd eihsk(z_d/cfl) _ Bku e_ihsk(z_d/c)’

Ck(z) — de eihsk(z_dkfl) _ Cku e_ihsk(z_dk)’ Efk(z) — de eih‘rk(z_dk—]) + Cku e_ihxk(z_dk).

Taking an inverse Fourier transform of the boundary condition (6), three more equations are
obtained

11 (=21, A1(0) = phyy Bi(0) + ig(kyy = 22)C1(0) = Y & m(O)f (P), (40)
m=0
i (=2phy, 41(0) + ghy Bi(0) + ip(kly — 22)C1(0) = 6y m(0)g,,,(P). (41)
m=0
(K2 = 22)41(0) + 2ih (0 + ¢ C1(0) = D 622 m(O)f (p)- (42)
m=0

f.» and g,, are defined as

a ] 2W—1"psi
Ful®) = / cos pyye i dy = X1 psin(ap) 43)
—d p _prn
a . 2' _1 m :
on(p) = / sin pyy e dy = — XU Pn Sin(ap) (44)
—dad p _pm

There are two possible methods that can be adopted to express the unknowns in the ground in
terms of the constants in the embankment, one of which is the so-called Thomson—Haskell
approach or transfer matrix technique [15]. The idea is to obtain a linear relation between the
unknowns by recursive elimination, starting from the bottom layer. However, with increasing
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frequency the calculations will eventually suffer from precision problems and the algorithm
becomes unstable [15]. Instead, to obtain a stable solution algorithm, the global matrix approach
used by e.g. Lih and Mal [15] is adopted. The idea is to obtain the unknowns in the ground
expressed in the constants in the embankment simultaneously for each p using Egs. (34)—(42). In
this way all the unknowns 44, Aj,, Bja, Bju, Cjs and C;, that depend on the continuous Fourier
variable p can be expressed in D,,, and E,,, (which do not depend on p).

Employing an inverse Fourier series with respect to y over the width of the embankment
(—a<y<a) of the boundary condition (5) together with similar inverse Fourier series of the
boundary conditions on top of embankment (9)—(11) the remaining unknowns D,,, and E,,, are
solved. Due to orthogonality there is one equation for each m, denoted with »#7'. Egs. (5) result in

1 [~ , ‘ 2 /

ﬂ/_oo(‘q/‘l(o)“PBl(O)—qhslcl(onfm/(p)dp = O, m =00 @49
1 o0

2 / (ip4,(0) — igB,(0) — phy C1(0)g, (p) dp = —ab(0), m =1,2,...,  (46)
1 [ - N | ra

E/_oo(lhplz‘ll(o) + (> + pH)C10)f,,(p)dp = 5 B (0), = 0.1,.... @

&,y 18 the Neumann factor where ¢y = 1 and ¢,, = 2 for m’ > 1. The similar inverse Fourier series
are applied on the boundary conditions (9)—(11) resulting in

A

A 2a s R F
U:zm’(_d) e = Z (birm,m’ + KzsAm,m’)Wm(_d) - ? FO,m’a Wl/ = O, 1, ey (48)
m m=0
o0
6-yzm’(_d)a = Z Kybﬁm(_d)gm,m’: m = 1,2,..., (49)
m=1
. 2a & . ,
Oxz m’(_d) = Z Kxhum(_d)rm,m’a m =0,1,..., (50)
' m=0
where
A Eyl,
K. =— bcpb * + bc}b q', K. =—J10*+J2q" + J3¢’p2, + Jap) (51)
A Epl.
Kyb _ bPp CL)2 + bLzh q4’ (52)
c c
A EpA
K.,,=- bPb w® + b bqZ. (53)
c c
Loy @ and 4,y are determined analytically for each combination of m and m':
—br+c/2 brtc/2
Ly = / cosp,,y cosp,,ydy + / cosp,,ycosp,,ydy, (54)
—bR—C/Z bR—C/2
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—br+c/2 br+c/2
Qum = / sinp,,y sinp,,ydy + / sinp,,ysinp,,ydy, (55)
—br—c/2 br—c/2
bs
A = / cosp,,y cosp,,ydy. (56)
_bS

Finally the Fourier transformed force in Eq. (40) is

=F / / ( / V(s)ds> el@=49 dx dr. (57)

The integration of the velocity within the Dirac delta function is needed if the train accelerates.
However, if the train travels with constant speed, V' the expression is simplified:

n oo o . 271:
F= Fo/ / d(x — Vot) @™ dxdt = Fy — 5< q). (58)
oo J—oo Vol
This enables very fast computations, since the inverse Fourier transform with respect to ¢ becomes
trivial, i.e. ¢ = w/Vy (typically around 1min for an 200 x 200m? domain with a frequency
content of 0 <f <3 Hz).

4. The embankment boundary conditions

To investigate how much the constraints on the sides of embankment (7) affect the
displacement fields, a 2D finite element model in plain strain is used and the results are
compared to the model with natural boundary condition and to an embankment with sloping
sides (to simulate a more natural geometry). The symmetric geometry of the problem is used to
reduce the computational time. The computational domain of the model is shown to the left in
Fig. 2. The materials in the embankment and in the ground represents the materials that are used
in the final model in the embankment and in the surface layer, see further in the next section. The
ground is clamped at its outer surface. In this way it is efficient to make a frequency response
analysis, using a stationary harmonic loading. Thus a harmonic force with the amplitude Fy =
50 kN and the excitation frequency w varied between 1 and 40 Hz is applied at the position where
the rails are placed, see Fig. 2. Since the solution procedure requires steady-state conditions,
enough damping has to be adopted to avoid responses from waves that are reflected by the
clamped boundary. A good approximation of the half-infinite domain is obtained if the wave
amplitude is less than 90% of the excitation amplitude close to the clamped boundary. Rayleigh
damping is used, which models the damping with coefficients proportional to the mass and
stiffness matrices C = azy M + fx K. The coefficients are obtained using the constant critical
damping & = 0.1 at the frequencies 1 and 10 Hz from

1
&=> ("Z—M Paxor ) (59)

1

This gives oy = 1.1424 and S = 0.0029.
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-

(1) | F=F,sin et F=F, sin @t
¥y @ (3

(a) (b)

Fig. 2. (a) The principles of a 2D FE-model to simulate the frequency response due to harmonic loading with frequency
w; (b) an example of the total amplitude for the excitation frequency 5 Hz. The wavelength in the ground is 17.4 m
resulting in the radius R = 121.8 m.

45

B

N w
o w o

o N
" :

Amplitude w [mm]

Amplitude w [mm]

-
T

0.5}

o 5 10 15 20 B 30 3B 40
(@ Frequency [Hz] (b) Frequency [Hz]

Fig. 3. The resulting vertical amplitudes at the positions 1, 2 and 3 shown in Fig. 2. The results are given for the three
models of the embankment in Fig. 4(a)—(c). The height of the embankment is (a) d = 0.5m and (b) d = 1.0m.

The frequency response analysis is made at discrete frequencies between 1 and 40 Hz. The
higher the frequency, the faster the waves are damped, so it is unnecessary to use the same domain
for all frequencies. Hence the radius of the ground domain is chosen to be R =81 for low
frequencies (less than 5Hz) and R = 74 for higher frequencies, where 4 is the wavelength of the
shear wave in the ground for the investigated frequency. To obtain accurate results the maximum
edge size of the used triangular elements is chosen in a way so that there are at least six elements
per wavelength. The elements are Lagrange—Quadratic elements which give good accuracy.

The vertical displacement amplitudes at the positions 1-3 (see Fig. 2) are gathered for discrete
frequencies in Fig. 3 for embankments with d/2a = % to the left and d/2a = % to the right. The
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Fig. 4. The three embankments used in the validation of the boundary conditions (7): (a) the embankment used in the
presented model; (b) the same rectangular region, but with natural boundary conditions at the sides; (c) an embankment
with sloping sides to represent a more common geometry of existing embankments.

solid lines with square markers represent the embankment with unnatural boundary conditions,
Fig. 4a, the dashed lines with triangular markers the rectangular embankment with natural
boundary conditions, Fig. 4b, and the dash—dotted lines with circular markers the embankment
with sloping sides, Fig. 4c. In general it is seen that the approximation with the model (a) gives
very good agreement to both model (b) and model (c). There are no significant differences
between the three models if the height of the embankment is changed from 0.5 to 1.0m. At 40 Hz
the model (a) disagree at most with 20% with the model (b), which occurs at position 2. To
conclude, the constraints on the sides of the embankment give very good approximations of the
displacements due to the vertical loading compared to the results obtained with the natural
boundary conditions, i.e. with ¢,,, =0 instead of v, = 0. However, if the load was applied
transversally, the results would disagree much more.

5. Numerical examples

Madshus and Kaynia [3] use the program “VibTrain” described in Kaynia et al. [2] to predict
the ground vibrations observed at the site Ledsgard. They represent the track by a beam with
finite elements resting on a layered ground. A similar approach is taken by Takemiya [4], where
the track is represented with an Euler—Bernoulli beam. Due to nonlinearities in the soils, the
material parameters are highly dependent on the velocity, mainly why two train speeds have been
investigated: 70 and 200 km/h. The ground is modelled with five layers (n = 5) and the soil
parameters adopted for the present model are tabulated in Table 2, based on the comprehensive
measurements performed by the Swedish National Rail Administration BANVERKET and used
by Kaynia et al. [2], Madshus and Kaynia [3] and Takemiya [4].

Both the geometrical and material properties for the embankment are somewhat uncertain. For
the beam used in “VibTrain” Kaynia et al. [2] use the bending stiffness £/ = 200 MNm? at low
train speeds and EI = 80 MNm? at high speeds, and the mass density is taken as 10 800 kg/m. The
geometries for the track in question are vaguely described. However, in the paper presented by
Madshus and Kaynia [3], a cross section of a part of the track structure at Ledsgard (consisting of
three tracks) is outlined. Assuming that Madshus and Kaynia [3] use a symmetric embankment
with the dimensions 1.4 x 8.0m? to obtain the bending stiffness for their beams, the modulus of
elasticity for the embankment is obtained from the given bending stiffness at low and high train
speeds (excluding the bending stiffness for the rails).
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Table 2
Soil parameters from the test site Ledsgard [3,4], used in the simulations for low train speeds (¥ = 70 km/h) and high
train speeds (¥ = 200 km/h)

Soil layer Thickness Mass ¢s (m/s) ¢y (m/s) Damping ratio J;
(m) density p;
(kg/m’)
Vo=70 Vy=200 V,=70 Vo=200 Vy=70 Vo =200
Surface crust j=1) 1.1 1500 72 65 500 340 0.04 0.063
Organic clay (j =2) 3.0 1260 41 33 500 360 0.02 0.058
Marine clay (j =3) 4.5 1475 65 60 1500 1500 0.05 0.098
Marine clay (j =4) 6.0 1475 87 85 1500 1500 0.05 0.064
Marine clay (j =5) oo 1475 100 100 1500 1500 0.05 0.060

Using the material parameters shown in Table 2, the amplitudes become too small at low train
speeds when the 1.4m thick embankment is used, no matter the width of the embankment. Both
the average material parameters for the 1.4m thick embankment consisting of crushed rock,
gravel and sand given by Madshus and Kaynia [3] and the bending stiffness used by Kaynia et al.
[2] and by Takemiya [4] was used. When the track was replaced by the Euler—Bernoulli beam with
the width 3.0 m as Takemiya [4] proposes, the amplitudes agree well at the train speed 70 km/h but
disagree much at 200 km/h.

To obtain more realistic results the somewhat arbitrary cross section 0.5 x 8.0m? for the
embankment together with the mass density p, = 1800 kg/m? [3] and the Poisson ratio v, = 0.3 is
chosen. It is seen in the next section that with this choice the results agree very well with
measurements.

On top of the embankment the rails are placed. They are standard UIC60 rails with cross-
sectional area 4, = 76.87 cm?, modulus of elasticity E, = 210 GPa, density p, = 7850 kg/m? and
moment of inertia about the y- and z-axis I,, = 3055 cm* and I., = 516.4cm* [16]. The base
that is in contact with the embankment is ¢ = 15cm and the span of the rails is 2bg = 1.5m,
see Fig. 1.

A standard mono-block sleeper coded NS 90 [16] has the outer dimensions 2520 x 300 x
233 mm? (length x width x height) and are distributed with the regular intervals 0.67 m [3]. In this
model the distributed mono-block sleepers are modelled with the transversely isotropic (in the y—z
plane) Kirchhoff plate, which has a width of 2520mm, height of 233mm and an infinite
distribution along the track. The weight of one sleeper is within 200-300 kg, and the average of
250 kg gives the mass density of the plate p, = 635kg/m?. With the modulus of elasticity E; =
38450 MPa for one sleeper [17] the stiffness in the y—z plane becomes Ey = 38450 MPa. As the
sleepers are supported directly on the gravel on the embankment, the stiffness in the x direction is
chosen to be zero, E,, = 0 MPa, as well as the shear modulus, G, = 0 MPa. The Poisson’s ratio is
assumed to be vy,- = v = 0.2 with some uncertainty, but experience shows that this does not
affect the results (k is any direction perpendicular to the x direction).

The axle-load is introduced via Eqgs. (9) and (57)—(58) and in the model it is superimposed to
yield an X2 train with five cars, one of which is the engine, see Fig. 5. It has the same configuration
as the train that operated along the west coast line during the measurements at Ledsgard [1-4].
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Fig. 5. The X2 train configuration that is used in the model, showing the geometrical properties and the axle-loads
F1-F5.
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Fig. 6. Simulated vertical ground motion at z = 0 for an X2 train in southbound configuration travelling from left to
right at the site Ledsgard. The train speeds are: (a) 70 km/h and (b) 200 km/h.

5.1. Simulations at 70 and 200 km/h

Fig. 6 shows the vertical motion of the ground at z = 0 when the front of the train passes the
origin. The train travels from left to right with 70 km/h (left figure) and 200 km/h (right figure) and
the vertical displacement w is displayed in a gray scale. When the train travels with 70 km/h the
field is quasi-static, but as the train passes the shear wave velocity for the softest clay
(cs2 = 148 km/h), the characteristic mach-cone is formed behind the train.

The same solutions are seen in Fig. 7, but at y = 0 and z = —d (the solid lines). In addition the
measured displacement is seen as the dashed line. In the left figure the train travels with 70 km/h
and the result agrees very well with corresponding measured displacement. However, at the front
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Fig. 7. Simulated (solid curve) and measured (dashed curve) vertical displacement at y =0 and z = —d. The train

speeds are: (a) 70 km/h and (b) 200 km/h, in southbound direction (travelling from left to right in the figures).
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Fig. 8. Frequency spectra for the simulated displacements in Fig. 7. The speeds are: (a) 70 km/h and (b) 200 km/h.

and back wheel pair the levels disagree with more than 1 mm. It should be remarked that it is
more or less just the static displacement that follows the train at this velocity and that low
frequencies below 3 Hz completely dominate, see Fig. 8. The simulation is made for frequencies up
to 10 Hz.

To the right the speed is 200 km/h and also here the simulation is made up to 10 Hz. The
simulated displacements differ a bit from the measured results, but still the overall levels agree
well. It should be remarked that also Takemiya [4] and Kaynia et al. [2] obtain similar
disagreements at 200 km/h. The amplitudes become very large, which emphasize the importance
of designing railway lines on grounds with higher shear wave velocities than the operating train
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Fig. 9. The quotient between the frequency response for some variations in the track model and the present track model
at y = 0 and z = —d. The solid curve (—) represents the present model, the dashed curve (——) an embankment without
rails and sleepers, the dash—dotted curve (—-) the present model but without the coupling to the rod equation in the
longitudinal direction in Eq. (11), i.e. o, = 0 at the interface between the rails and the embankment, and the dotted
curve (---) that the track is replaced with an equivalent Euler—Bernoulli beam. The train speeds are: (a) 70 km/h and
(b) 200 km/h in southbound direction.

speeds. Countermeasures such as the dry deep mixing method (dry DMM) has been used by
BANVERKET at the site Ledsgard with good results.

Fig. 8 shows the corresponding frequency spectra for the displacements at a fixed point on the x
axis. They reveal a wave-like pattern with sharp valleys that is due to interference between all the
wheel loads [4]. At the speed 70 km/h (the left figure) the static value at 0 Hz is 18.3 mms and
already at 1 Hz the value is less than 12% of this and at 3 Hz less than 3%. When the train speed is
increased to 200 km/h (the right figure) the shape of the frequency response is somewhat distorted.
The levels for low frequencies are decreased but at higher frequencies they are increased. The
interference pattern is stretched out in proportion to the increased speed, which is clearly seen for
the sharp valley at 1 Hz at the speed 70 km/h, which is moved to 3 Hz for the speed 200 km/h with
a factor of 2%). The static value at 0 Hz is here 8.5 mm s and it is not reduced to less than 20% until
3.5Hz and less than 5% at 7.5 Hz.

In Fig. 9, four curves (at each speed) of the quotient between the frequency response for some
variations of the track model and the present track model on top of the embankment at y = Om
are shown. The solid curve is for the present model. The dashed curve shows the response for a
track model without rails and sleepers. It is seen already at as low frequencies as 1 Hz for the train
speed 70 km/h and 7Hz for 200 km/h that the higher the frequency is, the more the simplified
model overestimates the results compared to the present model. A similar track model as that
proposed, but without the coupling in the longitudinal direction between the rails and the
embankment in Eq. (11) is represented with the dash—dotted curve. It overestimates the
results above 1 and 7 Hz at the speeds 70 and 200 km/h, but the results differ with at most 30% at
70km/h and 60% at 200 km/h. In comparison to the response from the model with the track
replaced with an Euler—Bernoulli beam (dotted curve), the differences are small. The same
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Fig. 10. The time domain displacements for the results in Fig. 9. The solid curve (—) represents the present model, the
dashed curve (——) an embankment without rails and sleepers, the dash—dotted curve (—-) the present model but
without the coupling to the rod equation in the longitudinal direction in Eq. (11), i.e. .. = 0 at the interface between
the rails and the embankment, and the dotted curve (- - -) that the track is replaced with an equivalent Euler—Bernoulli
beam. The train speeds are: (a) 70 km/h and (b) 200 km/h in southbound direction.

parameters as Takemiya [4] use for the equivalent Euler—Bernoulli beam are adopted here and are
represented by the bending stiffness EI = 200 MNm? at 70 km/h and EI = 80 MNm? at 200 km/h,
the mass density 10800 kg/m and the cross-sectional area 1.4 x 3.0m?. Moreover, it is assumed
that there is no interaction in the longitudinal direction when the Euler—Bernoulli beam is used. At
most the model with the Euler—Bernoulli beam deviates with a factor 9 at 70 km/h and a factor 4
at 200 km/h. For low frequencies, the displacement levels are remarkably higher than the present
model. At 70km/h the differences are almost 10% in the frequency range 0—1 Hz, whereas at
200 km/h the differences are between 10% and 80% higher in the range 0—7 Hz. Mainly at 200 km/h,
this appears as higher time domain amplitudes compared to the present model. In Fig. 10 the
results from Fig. 9 are shown in the time domain. At 70 km/h, the results are similar for all four
models. However, if the train propagates at 200 km/h, the amplitudes differ much more. The solid
curve is for the present model, the dashed for the model without rails and sleepers, the
dash—dotted for the model without longitudinal coupling to the rails and the dotted for the
equivalent Euler—Bernoulli beam. It is clear that the model without rails and sleepers provide a
response with a high frequency content, which was seen in Fig. 9 in the comparison to the present
model. Also the high displacement levels in the frequency range 0—7 Hz for the Euler—Bernoulli
beam is confirmed. However, the response for the model without the longitudinal coupling to the
rails is not so clear. Knowing from Fig. 9 that it agrees with the dashed curve up to 7 Hz, one can
distinguish that the dash—dotted curve constitutes the mean of the oscillating dashed curve.

It should also be mentioned that the coupling between the embankment and the rails in the
transverse direction has been investigated by replacing the boundary condition (10) by .. =0
and almost no deviation between that model and the present model could be observed.

Finally, to give an example of the importance of the modelling of the ground structure, the
thickness of layer 2, i.e. the organic clay layer, was changed from 3.0 to 3.5m. The results of
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Fig. 11. Simulated (solid curve) and measured (dashed curve) vertical displacement at y = 0 and z = —d. The train

speeds are: (a) 70km/h and (b) 200 km/h, in southbound direction (travelling from left to right in the figures). On the
contrary to Fig. 7 the layer 2 that consist of organic clay is made thicker from 3.0 to 3.5m.

the track displacements are seen in Fig. 11. The displacements at 70 km/h is slightly better with the
modified ground model, but as the speed is changed to 200 km/h the result becomes much more
accurate than in Fig. 7. The results are very sensitive to the thickness of at least the layer with
the soft organic clay at higher train speeds, which shows the difficulties in eliminating sources of
errors in geometrical parameters for the ground. Also the material parameters contribute to
uncertainties in the results.

6. Concluding remarks

The somewhat unnatural boundary conditions at the sides of the embankment has been
investigated using finite element models and comparing the displacement amplitudes given by
those conditions and the natural ones. It is seen that the constraints on the sides give very good
approximations of the displacements at least up to 40 Hz when the loads are applied vertically.

The present track-ground model gives very good results at both 70 and 200km/h. The
displacements are compared to measurements performed by the Swedish National Rail
Administration, BANVERKET, and at 70 km/h the displacements on top of the track agree
almost exactly. But as the train speed is increased to 200 km/h, the simulated track displacements
disagree a little. However, if the thickness of the organic clay layer is increased from 3.0 to 3.5m,
the results become very good.

The present track model has also been compared to those with more simplified track models.
Since the displacements are dominated by low frequencies (up to 3 Hz) at the speed 70 km/h, the
track without rails and sleepers, the track without longitudinal coupling to the rails and the track
replaced by an equivalent Euler—Bernoulli beam, all give similar time domain results as the
present track model. Yet at higher frequencies than 1 Hz, the simulations made with the track
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without rails and sleepers and the equivalent Euler—Bernoulli beam disagree much compared to
the present model. At the train speed 200 km/h the track represented by the Euler—Bernoulli beam
gives results that disagree much. Because of amplified displacement levels in the frequency range
0-7 Hz, the time domain amplitudes become large. The other track models give reasonably good
displacement levels up to about 7.5 Hz.

Due to simplifications such as no dynamics in the train, no inhomogeneities in the contact
between the rails and the wheels and no inhomogeneities in the ground, some important sources
that generate ground borne vibrations have not been considered. Therefore, some high frequency
mechanisms are disregarded.
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