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Abstract

Eigenvalue problems of the Euler—Bernoulli beams, fixed on an elastic foundation layer of Vlasov type with variable
depth, have been investigated. The mixed finite element method based on the weak formulation is used. Displacements and
moments are the primary variables of the presented mixed method. Their first derivatives are the secondary variables. The
behavior matrices of the beam element have been obtained by the use of the weak formulation satisfying equilibrium and
compatibility equations.
© 2006 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Research for representation of soil by a simple mathematical model in soil-structure interaction problems,
can be separated into two groups, namely Winklerian and continuous models [1]. The contact pressure
distribution on the soil-beam interface, which depends on the foundation behavior (viz., rigid or flexible
extreme situations) and the nature of the soil deposit, are important parameters. The subgrade modulus may
be obtained from alternative approaches such as the plate load test [2-4], the consolidation test [5,6], the three-
axial test [7,8], and the CBR test [6,9—11]. The basic limitation of the Winkler hypothesis lies in the fact that
this model does not include any term for the dispersion of stresses over the influenced area. More accurate soil
models, formally, can be obtained by means of the Favre method [12], retaining the first of two terms of the
Taylor series expansion, or, more generally can be classified as the grade 2,3 of the Bharatha—Levinson series
[13].

The Vlasov foundation model has been developed using continuum idealization and the variational
principle [14,15].

Response functions of the Vlasov model, obtained using the principles of virtual work and reported in the
literature, depend on two different parameters, k and ¢z. The characteristic k determines the compressive strain
in the elastic foundation, so it is similar to the foundation modulus. The characteristic ¢ determines the shear
strain in the elastic foundation, so it defines the load-spreading capacity of the foundation. In this model, the
modulus of elasticity can be assumed to be varying all over the depth.
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In many geotechnical applications, the soil can be considered as an elastic foundation whose thickness H
varies linearly in the x-direction, like a wedge.

Recently, some biparametric models for an elastic foundation have been proposed for foundation in the
shape of a wedge, by Marzeda et al. [16]. Their modelling procedure starts from the linear elasticity equations
into which they introduce some simplifying assumptions based on concepts of decay functions. Their
simplified models are described by ordinary differential equations. In their study, the interaction between the
rigid plate and the biparametric wedge foundation is considered.

Following the Vlasov theory given in Ref. [15], eigenvalue problems of the Euler—Bernoulli beams on a
Vlasov foundation in the shape of a wedge have been investigated by employing the mixed finite element
method.

In the mixed finite element method, the primary variables of the beam element are the nodal values of the
displacements and the moments, which are both basic parameters in the analysis and design of structures. This
is the main advantage of the mixed method in comparison with classical one-field finite element models.
Furthermore, simple linear interpolation functions may be used for displacement and moment fields, because
the C° continuous functions are sufficient in the weak formulation.

In this study, behavior matrices of the mixed finite element are derived by using linear and
cubic interpolation functions for the moment and displacement fields, respectively. A similar mixed
finite element method has been proposed by Ergliven and Gedikli for Timoshenko beams on a Winkler
foundation, [17].

Improvement of the mixed method proposed in Ref. [17] and the analysis of elastic beam on an elastic
wedge foundation of Vlasov, which is rare in the literature, are the main objectives of this study.

The sensitivity of the method presented to the number of beam elements has been examined. The effects of
the parameters, which are the bending rigidity of the beam, the slope of the rigid bed, and the depth of the
foundation layer, on the natural frequencies and static buckling loads of the system have been investigated. In
addition, free vibration of a pre-stressed beam fixed on to the elastic wedge foundation has also been
considered.

2. FElastic wedge foundation

An elastic wedge foundation and a beam resting on it are illustrated in Fig. 1. It is known from the practice
that the vertical displacement plays the main role and the horizontal displacements in the foundation can be
neglected, i.e., u(x, y) = 0, [15].

The vertical displacement of a point, (x, y), of the foundation can be expressed as

u(x, y) = V(x)(x, ). (1)

w A b S o)

Rigid bed

Fig. 1. Elastic wedge foundation and beam resting on it.
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Consider a wedge as in Fig. 1, whose depth H varies linearly in the x-direction as
H(x)=Hy — ox, )

where Hj is the depth at x = 0, and « is the tangent of the slope angle of the rigid bed.
The behavior of deep foundation layers can be closely modelled by the following shape function [15]:

_ sinh y(H(x) - )

Bulvy) = TS 3

where y is a constant, which determines the rate of decrease of displacements with depth.
Since o, can be assumed to remain constant throughout a vertical strip for a shallow foundation, shape
function for shallow foundation can be defined as a linear function of y as follows:

H(x)—y

P(x,y) = o)

(4)

If ¢, is expanded to a Taylor series in terms of y in the neighborhood of zero, the first term is exactly equal
to ¢.

According to Egs. (1), (2), (4) and the constitutive equations of linear elasticity, the normal and shear
stresses can be obtained as

ES |4 3k1 y
0y = — 1= v?ﬁ’ Txy = _b (¢ V,X — O(—Hz V),
Eb
kf = ——— 5
YT 6(1+ vy ©)
where E, vy and b represent the elasticity modulus, Poisson ratio and the thickness of the wedge layer,

respectively.
Let a field of virtual displacement be

8(x,y) = V(x)$(x, ). (6)

The internal and external forces on the infinitesimal element given in Fig. 1 are bdo, dx and bdr,, dy,
respectively. The total work of these forces on the virtual displacement of 7 is equal to zero. Therefore,

b(dty, dy + doy, dx)5 = 0. (7)

Rearranging this expression, the total work for the elementary strip given in Fig. 1 can be obtained as
follows:

H(x)
bdx/ (Tayx¥+ 0,,0)dy = 0. (8)
0
Integrating the second term by parts and omitting the term of dx, Eq. (8) leads
H(x) _ ) LH)
b (txpx® — 0,0,)dy +b ayv|0 =0. 9)
0

Substituting Eq. (6) and the boundary conditions, which are @(x,H) =0, #(x,0)= V(x) and
bay(x,0) = —g(x), into Eq. (9),

H(x)

b = 0,0 dy + a0 =0 (10)
is obtained, where ¢(x) is the distributed load on x-axis. Substituting Eq. (4) into Eq. (5) and then into
Eq. (10), the Eulerian differential equation can be written as [15]

_leV,.x.x+k2V,,\'+kV/H=q: (11)
where ky = kjo, k = kir? and r* = o> + 6/(1 — vy).
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It is known that, for the plane strain problem, elastic constants are given as follows:

E; Vs
Ey= 5. Vo
1 —v?

=T (12)

Meshing an area, which is large enough so that displacements, strains and consequently stresses are
negligible on its boundaries, is one of the well-known techniques of FEM in solving a problem established on a
semi-infinite region. If available, the use of a closed form of semi-infinite finite element is another approach.
Difficulties in numerical implementations make the closed-form solutions be attractive for regions x> xg and
for x<x4 as shown in Fig. 2.

These regions of the wedge can be modeled as a fictitious elastic springs, k4 and kp, respectively. For this
purpose, the homogeneous form of Eulerian differential equation given by Eq. (11), can be written for a
particular case as follows:

—H*V oy +oHV  + 77V = 0. (13)
In order to solve this, let ¥(x) = H*(x). Then, the roots A; and A, are obtained as
== A=l L=rlu (14)
and the solution of Eq. (13) is found as follows:
V(x) = el H () + e HA (), (15)

where ¢; and ¢, are integration constants. The displacements of free surface of elastic foundation tend to zero
for the limits x — —oo (in this case ¢, vanishes) and x — Hy/o (in this case ¢; vanishes). As a result,

) 7=
V) = { VoHiH *(x), x<0, (16)

VoHa’lHl(x), x=0.

V(x) cannot be accurately calculated by Eq. (16), when rigid bed is near to the horizontal position, i.e. «— 0.

To achieve this problem, displacement function can be expanded into a power series in term of o in the
neighborhood of zero as

N i i
o . 0'V(x)
~ —1 . 1
Ve = g lin an
In this series the first term corresponding to i = 0 is
Voer/Ho,  x<0,

01‘1_1)% re= { Voe ™/ x>0. (18
The same result can also be found writing o = 0 in Eq. (13). It has also given by Vlasov [15]. This rule will be

used for determining the behavior matrices in Section 5 as well.

kAVA p(x) }kBVB

3

IS A Vsl o
X<xy L X>Xp

Rigid bed

Fig. 2. Wedge foundation, elastic curve and fictitious elastic spring forces.
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Following the Vlasov theory, in order to obtain coefficients of the fictitious elastic springs, a virtual
displacement field can be defined as

30, y) = V(0)p(0, y). (19)

Considering a shear stress field associated with displacement field given by Eq. (16) for the region x<0,

the work of the shear force S, (called as generalized shear force by Vlasov [15]), shown in Fig. 3a, on the

virtual displacement 7/(0) is equal to the work of shear forces bty dy on the same virtual displacement (0, y).
As a result,

— Ho
SV = b/ Ty 0dy. (20)
0
Substituting Egs. (5) and (19) into Eq. (20), the generalized shear force S, and similarly Sp shown in
Fig. 3b, are obtained as

Sa=kaVoy,
Sp= —kgVy,

ka= (.~ 1)k,
kg = (. +1/2)ks, @1)

where k4 and kg will be called as the coefficients of the fictitious elastic springs at the points x = 0~ and 0%,
Fig. 3, respectively. It is interesting that these coefficients do not depend on the depth of the foundation layer.

3. Elastic beam

In the Bernoulli-Euler beam theory, the relationships between transverse deflection w(x), the rotation of

cross-section plane 0, and the curvature x, can be given as follows:
0=w,, k=0, (22)

In the absence of distributed moment loads, the equilibrium equations of the beam resting on an elastic
foundation described above are

T,=-p+q, (23)
M,=T. (24)

where M, T, p and ¢ are bending moment, shear force, distributed load on the beam and distributed soil
reaction, respectively. The relationship between moment and curvature is known as

M = —EI0,, (25)

where EI is the bending rigidity of the beam. The mixed form of governing equations can be summarized by
using Egs. (22)—(295), as follows:

M,xx =—p + q, (26)

Wy = 0x. 27

¥(0,y) =V (0)$(0, y)

7

Rigid bed
(a)

Rigid bed
(b)

Fig. 3. Generalized shear forces: (a) at x =0~ and (b) at x =07.
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The axial compression and the inertial forces result to the transversely distributed forces on the beam as
follows:

p=—Pwy+ mow, (28)

where m, o and P represent the mass per unit length of the beam, the natural frequency of the system and the
axially compressive load, respectively.
Eq. (28) leads to the related eigenvalue problems:

(a) Free vibration of the system: P =0 and w#0.
(b) Buckling (static stability): P#0 and o = 0.
(¢c) Free vibration of the system with axially pre-stressed beam: P#0 and w#0.

4. Formulation of beam—foundation interaction by weak form

The weak forms of Egs. (26) and (27) over an element (x4, xg) are developed by using the usual procedure,
Reddy [18]. In this study, the mass of the foundation layer is neglected for the sake of simplicity. It will be
considered in the later studies.

It should be noticed that the deflection of the beam w(x) is equal to the deflection of the foundation V(x),
since the beam is assumed to be fixed on the foundation. Substituting Egs. (11) and (28) into Eq. (26) and
multiplying the result by a weighting function u(x), additionally, substituting Egs. (25) into Eq. (27) and then
multiplying the result by a weighting function v(x) and integrating them over the element (x4, xp), the
weighted residual forms are obtained as follows:

Xg
/ u(M  x — Pw iy + mw’w + kiHWwxx — kow, — kw/H)dx = 0, (29)

XA
XB M
AA v (‘/V,xx + ﬁ) dx =0, (30)

where subscripts 4 and B correspond to the left and right ends of the beam, respectively. Integrating Eqs. (29)
and (30) by parts, the weighted residual forms become

XB
/ (u,XM,x — Puw, — mo’uw + ki Huw, +k %) dx —u(T — PO + k]HH)}::j =0, 31
X4
XB M
/x A <U,xw,x - ”E—I) dx — 00p =0, (32)

where T'= M , and 0 = w which are the coefficients of the weighting functions in the boundary integrals.

Because of the physical meaning of these boundary terms, u must be equaled to the transverse deflection
and/or its variation, while v must be equaled to the bending moment and/or its variation, i.e., u—w (or ow)
and v— M (or 0 M). Substituting these chosen weighting functions into functionals given by Egs. (31) and (32)
and then combining them, a single variational form can be obtained as follows:

XB P [XB 2 XB k XB
5{/ w,xM,xdx——/ wzxdx—ﬂ/ wzdx+—1/ Hw?* dx
X4 2 X4 " 2 X4 2 X4 ’

k[ w? |

) wYTaE

XB
3 / M?*dx — MOI» —w(T — PO+ k1H9)|jj} =0. (33)

The last terms in Eq. (33) equal to the external transverse loads P4 and Pp, applied to ends of the beam
element. Thus, Py=—-T4+ P04 — ki H404and Pp = Tp — PO+ k1 Hplp. At the node of two adjacent
elements, P + P ,5°°™ equals to the value of the load applied to this node. In this work, this kind of

singular loads are not considered.
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The boundary terms in Egs. (31) and (32) indicate that the primary variables w and M are related with the
essential boundary conditions, while the secondary variables 0 and T are related with the natural boundary
conditions. From now on, the presented FEM will be called as the mixed FEM.

5. Mixed finite element model

It is known that the basic system of the stiffness method is a beam with clamped ends. On the contrary, here
the basic system of the mixed method is a selected to be a simple beam with two hinges at the ends. In both
methods, the displacement function for the beam element can be represented by the sum of elastic lines
depending on the nodal parameters. In this manner, functions of displacement and moment can be written as

w(x) = @ )W+ Y (M W' = (w4, wp},

M(x) = @M M = (M., M), S

where @ and \ are vectors of shape functions for the beam element. The variational calculus emphasizes that

admissible displacements w(x) and moments M(x) must be at least C’ continuous and satisfy exactly the any

type boundary conditions, in view of the fact that Eq. (33) includes up to first derivatives in w and M.
Substituting Egs. (34) into Eq. (33), the variational form becomes

{ /(])(])dxM—i—MT/\p(])dxM { /(I)Y(I)dxw

+w? / ¢ ' dxM + M" / Vb dxw+MT / v dxM}
- { / OO dxw + w / oY’ dxM + M7 / Yo dxw + M / \|1\|1deM}

+5 {wT / Ho ¢~ dxw +w' / H P dxM + M7 / H{ ¢ dxw +M" / Hy L dxM}

+§{w ‘M’ dxw + w' """ dxM +M" ‘M’ dxw+MT ""L’ dxM}
b waT T T _
2EIM / GO dxM-—M"0—w Q} 0, (35)

where Q, 0 and H represent the vectors that their components are externally applied end forces, rotations and
depth of the foundation layer at the ends, respectively. They can be written as follows:
Q" ={P4, P3), 0" ={-0403), H'={H4 Hg). (36)

The end conditions of the beam resting on a Vlasov foundation come out to be mixed type conditions those
can be given as Py = -S4 = —k4 wy and Py = Sp= —kpwp for the first and the last beam elements of the
straight beam, respectively.

Variations with respect to w and M are

XB XB XB
owl — b b dxM — P{ / ¢ O dxw + / R dxM}

X4

_ mwz{[” ¢ dxw + LXB U dx M}

+k1{ /  Ho ¢ dw + / H " dxM}

+k{ AB‘M’ dorw + oyt dxM}—Q:O, (37)

X4 X4
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oM o [T w2 [ M P{/ V.ol dxw+/ R dxM}

X4 X

_ me{/xB Yo' dxw + ‘|’\IIT dxM} + ky {/ H\|IX(I)T,C dxw + / H\Ilv\|lTx dxM}

! s !
+k{ i dew+ a d M} El d)d) dxM —-0=0. (38)

X4 X4

The equations, representing the continuity of the nodal rotations and the equilibrium of the shear forces,
can be written in matrix form by substituting Eq. (34) into Egs. (37) and (38):

(K — PS — mo*M)u = f, (39)
where
. KKy + kK> Ks + k1 Ky + kK5 . K3 K¢
K - . S =
sym 2K¢ + k1 K7 + kKg — K()/EI sym Kj;
. Ko Kio w Q
M = u= , f= . (40)
sym Kj; M 0

The implicit forms of sub-matrices in Eq. (40) are defined to be

KIZ/XBHd),Xd)ijdx K = ’YB‘M’ dx K;= / . 0" dx
Ko = / XBH¢,X\|/’Tde K= [ d"" dx Kg= / ¢ T dx
K; = / v Hy Pldx Kg= v """T dx Ko = / o’ dx
Ko=[ovTar K= | x”w,x\l:,xdx Kio= [T dx @41

Since the basic system is a simple beam and C° continuity is sufficient for the functions of displacement and
moment, the shape functions for beam element can be chosen as follows:

¢T ={o0n0p), o4=1-¢ op=E&=x/L,
L2
W= Wl = oD =05 by = a0 - 42)

Substituting these expressions into Egs. (41), the explicit forms of sub-matrices can be obtained as follows:

H, 1 -1
Ki=—7-—01-
1 ( 77)[_1 | ],

| [3n=2 2-n] ([&m-1" n-1 L ( 1 )
PR +7 0} - S
27| 2—n 2-n| nlnp-1 1 =y

111 -1 H,L |[—-1 -1
K = — K =
3 Ll_l 1 ] 4 24E1nl1 1

12 — 425 + 40> — T —12+617+14112—5113]

K, =

1
724

L3

~ H4EI 124307 — 1002 — 33 124 65 — 82 — 30
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a5 15)

n—1[0=DCn=1 O—=Dn+1)
on> | (2n—1) n+1

. [16—6n 14—7n
Ke=0 Ky=——""~
720(EL? | 14— 7q 16 — 10y
1= 1 [60 = 3307 + 62052 — 435n% + 625* + 13°
Ks = -
ST HLER | 21600° | —60 + 1507 + 1047 — 1657° + 437* + 11’

X

—60 4 1505 + 10n> — 165> + 43* + 115
60 + 305 — 100n> — 457> + 32¢7* 4+ 101°

_p2fep=1)7 D2y -1
(n— 1| Cn—=1) (n+ D2y )1L0g(;>]

3on7 |+ 1DEp—1) (+1) L=y

L2 1 3 |8 7 1
T 2] 10 360EI[7 g =g
L’ 32 31 oL
Kp=— -5 = (43)
15120(ET)® | 31 32 H,

If the rigidity EI approaches to infinity, the matrices, with subscripts 4-8 and 10-12, disappear.

When the surface of rigid bed is near to the horizontal plane, o and of course # are close to zero. In that case,
the elements of the matrices, with subscripts 2, 5 and 8, are seen numerically unstable. To achieve this
difficulty, these matrices can be expanded into the power series as follows:

1 2 1 1 1
L2 1] & k73 k+2 k¥l k+3 kt2
Kzzi +Z’7 s
Hql6]1 2 &= |__L 1 b
k+3 k+2 k+3
3 g 7
K= |1
6H4EL|60(7 g
1 4 5 2 1 1 1 1
m + - + - - +
| TKF5 TkH4 kT3 k2 k+5 k+4 k43 kt2 s
+Z;" L3 2 R ‘
k+5 k+4 k+3 k+5 k13
IS 1 132 31
Ky=—— | —
36H 4EI- (42031 32
1 6 13 12 4 1 3 1 3 2
- + - n n - - n
m. Nk+7 k+6 k+5 k+4 k+3 k+7 k+6 k+5 k+4 k+3
+D 1 3 1 3 2 1 2 1 ’

kt7 k16 k45 k+dk+3 k+7 k+5 k+3

where the first terms correspond to the case 5 = 0.
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6. Examples

The elastic properties of a straight beam on a two-parameter Vlasov foundation can be characterized by a

single parameter as follows [15]:
o[ EgbL?
L=\\|——5— 45
b 16(1 — v})EL’ “45)

where L is the length of the beam. Vlasov has classified this kind of beams in three categories for the static
problems as:

(a) If pL<0.86, beam is called as a short beam that behaves as a rigid member on an elastic foundation under
any kind of loading, i.e., the curvature is negligible throughout the beam.

(b) If 0.86 <L < 1.85, beam is called as an intermediate beam. When a concentrated load applied to one of the
ends, any quantity observed at the other end and the curvature throughout the beam are not negligible.

(c) If BL>1.85, beam is called as a long beam. When a concentrated load applied to one of the ends, any
quantity observed at the other end is negligible.

The uncertain intervals of SL have been given by Vlasov by two assumptions, [15]: the depth of foundation
layer is infinite and the transverse displacements of foundation changes exponentially as ¢, = e™" with
y=13/2.

In the sample problems, beams have been divided into identical beam elements. P* and w* are the
fundamental buckling load and the fundamental free vibration frequency parameter, respectively. The
thickness of the foundation and the width of cross-section are selected to be equal to b. L is the length of beam.
Unless other numerical values are specified, the parameters are selected as b = 1m, EI = 3 x 10° kN m?,
L=10m, Ey = 10°kN/m? and v, = 0.25.

The sub-matrices expanded into the power series as in Eq. (44) are calculated by taking the first 20 terms, so
that the relative error on any element of a matrix is limited to +10™® for 0<#<2/5. The relative error is of
course zero, when # = 0.

6.1. Sensitivity to number of elements

The free vibration and the static stability analyses of the system in Fig. 4 are performed to show the
variation of results with respect to the number of beam elements #. The beam, with the parameters given
above, can be classified as a long beam, fL = 0.61 <0.85. the other parameters are selected as Hy = Sm and
o = 0.4. Then, the coefficients of the elastic springs are obtained as k4 = 35421.0 and kg = 40754.3 kN/m.

The smallest five of static buckling loads and free vibration parameters are determined by using different
number of beam elements. The results are illustrated in Fig. 5. It is easily seen that the approximation rate of
the method is reasonable.

The first four of mode shapes and corresponding moment diagrams, which are obtained by the analyses of
static buckling and free vibration, are illustrated in Figs. 6 and 7, respectively.

P El Py
--—>'>- Lo—----- >
ka ;i L2 L2 §> ks
Hy

Rigid bed

Fig. 4. Beam and wedge foundation with fictitious springs for sensitivity tests.
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Fig. 6. Mode shapes of buckling and corresponding moment diagrams. Hy = 5m, o = 0.4 and n = 14.
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Fig. 7. Mode shapes of free vibration and corresponding moment diagrams. Hy = Sm, « = 0.4 and n = 14.
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6.2. Sensitivity to bending rigidity, slope and depth

The free vibration and the static stability analyses of the system in Fig. 4. are also performed to show how
the system is sensitive to the bending rigidity of the beam, slope of the rigid bed and the average depth of the
foundation layer.

The effects of the bending rigidity on the fundamental buckling load and natural frequency parameter are
illustrated in Fig. 8 in which the uncertain intervals of the short and long beam categories are seen.

The first three of static buckling loads and natural frequency parameters, except the fundamental frequency
parameter, increase with the slope of the rigid bed as illustrated in Fig. 9.

The effects of average depth of foundation layer on the first three of the buckling loads and the natural
frequency parameters are illustrated in Fig. 10. Unexpectedly, these quantities have the minimum values for

the specific values of the depth of the rigid bed. Only fundamental frequency parameter always decreases with
the increasing depth.

4
_ E
Z 3 2
% %
a2 “3
£
1
0 1 1 1 1 1 24 1 1 1 1 1
3 4 5 6 7 8 9 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Log,(EI/3) Log,(EI/3)

Fig. 8. Variation of parameters of fundamental buckling load and natural frequency with respect to bending rigidity EI (kN m?). Hy = 5m
and o = 0.4.

4 125 |
3t E 100 |
Z Z
= S g5 b
= =
<0 =
=¥ 3
2 g 50 /
25 F
1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 0 02 04 06 08
o o

Fig. 9. Variation of the smallest three of buckling loads and natural frequency parameters with respect to slope of rigid bed «. Hy = 5Sm
and n = 20.
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—
T
2
mw,
W
T

0 L L L L L 0 L L L L L
0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25

Hy, [m] Hy, [m]

Fig. 10. Variation of the smallest three of buckling loads and natural frequency parameters with respect to average depth of rigid bed H,.
o= 0.4 and n = 20.
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Fig. 11. Dimensionless natural frequency parameters of pre-stressed beam on elastic wedge foundation. Circled marks represent pure
cases. Mode numbers are depicted on curves. Hy = 3m, « = 0.1 and n = 40.

6.3. Free vibration of pre-stressed beam

In this example, free vibration problem of a pre-stressed beam on the elastic foundation, given in Fig. 4, is
investigated. Here, the parameters are taken as o = 0.1 and Hy = 3m. The coefficients of the elastic springs,
fundamental buckling loads and fundamental vibration frequency parameters are obtained as k, = 37069.3,
kg = 38402.6kN/m, P* = 184851.4kN and mw** = 39120.8 kN/m, respectively.

The relationship between natural frequency parameters and the axial static load is illustrated in Fig. 11.
Circles in this figure show the pure buckling loads and the pure free vibration frequency parameters.

7. Conclusions
Eigenvalue problems of the Euler—Bernoulli beams on a Vlasov foundation in the shape of a wedge have

been investigated by employing the mixed finite element method. Effects of the end moments have been taken
into consideration in the interpolation function for displacement.
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The displacement and the moment have been selected as primary variables, while their first derivatives have
been denoted as secondary variables. The behavior matrices of the beam element have been obtained in mixed
form using the weak formulation satisfying equilibrium and compatibility equations.

Although it is important for practical applications, the inertia of the foundation layer has been disregarded
for the sake of simplicity.

The approximation rate of the presented method is seemed as reasonable for the practical purposes.

In the literature, the beams, on a Vlasov-type elastic layer with the horizontal rigid bed, have been classified
into three categories such as long, intermediate and short beam. It is demonstrated in this study that the beams
on a wedge foundation layer can also be classified in the same way.

The parameters of buckling loads and natural frequencies have the minimum values for the specific values of
the depth of the rigid bed. Only the fundamental frequency parameter decreases with the increasing depth.
This fact can be explained as a result of using a linear shape function for the deep foundation layer of the
Vlasov type. In fact, the use of a linear shape function is not suitable for the deep foundation layer. So, the
presented formulation is accurate for shallow layers only.

It is shown from the free vibration analysis of the pre-stressed beam that the frequency parameter decreases
with the increasing axial load.

Uplift problems, the dynamic stability analysis of a beam on an elastic foundation layer, and consideration
of the inertia of the foundation will be the subjects of future studies.
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