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Abstract

In this article, the purpose is to investigate the changes in the magnitude of natural frequencies and modal response
introduced by the presence of a crack on an axially loaded uniform Timoshenko beam using a particular member theory.
A new and convenient procedure based on the coupling of dynamic stiffness matrix and line-spring element is introduced
to model the cracked beam. The application of the theory is demonstrated by two illustrative examples of bending—torsion
coupled beams with different end conditions, for which the influence of axial force, shear deformation and rotatory inertia
on the natural frequencies is studied. Moreover, a parametric study to investigate the effect of the crack on the modal
characteristics of the beam is conducted.
© 2007 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

The present paper addresses coupled bending—torsional vibration of axially loaded cracked beams within
the context of the dynamic stiffness matrix (DSM) method of analysing structures. Such coupled vibration is
particularly important for the aerospace industry because of its aeroelastic applications.

Helicopter, propeller and also compressor and turbine blades of a high aspect ratio, all qualify (at least for
their first few vibration modes) as axially loaded beams which usually have non-coincident elastic and inertial
axes [1]. Applications of such elements also include aeroelastic calculations for which coupled bending—
torsional frequencies and modes are essential requirements [2—4]. Moreover, as with the finite element method,
the DSM method can be extended to cover the vibration analysis of structures consisting of many elements.
Some plane or space frames can be represented within reasonable accuracy as an assemblage of axially loaded
coupled beams connected together. Naturally, it is very important to take into account the coupling effects in
vibration and response calculations of this type of structures. The effect of an important parameter, namely
the axial force, which is usually negligible or non-existent for some structures such as aircraft wings (but not so
for helicopter, turbine or propeller blades), has also to be taken into account.
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Nomenclature M bending moment
P’ term corresponding to the effect of the

a crack length axial force
A area of the cross-section P axial force
b breadth flange of the T-section s term corresponding to the effect of the
d width of the T-section rotatory inertia
E Young’s modulus § term corresponding to the effect of the
E; shear centre of the T-section shear deformation
G shear modulus S shear force
G, mass centre of the T-section t time
h height of the cross-section T torque
h deflection of the cross-section Xy distance of separation between the elastic
H(y) amplitudes of the sinusoidally varying axis and the mass axis

vertical displacement 0 flexural rotations of the cross-section
1 moment of inertia of the section O(y) amplitudes of the sinusoidally varying
I polar mass moment of inertia per unit bending rotation

length through the centroid A Ass» Az compliances for bending moment,
I, polar mass moment of inertia per unit shear force and torsion

length about the Y-axis v Poisson’s coefficient
k section shape factor ¢ dimensionless length of the beam element
k, stiffness matrix of the line spring o density
K dynamic stiffness matrix W torsional rotations of the cross-section
K;, Ky, Ky stress intensity factor for modes I, 11 Y(y) amplitudes of the sinusoidally varying

and III torsional rotation
L length of the beam o circular frequency
m mass per unit length

Using traditional methods that are based on the derivation of differential equations and application of
boundary conditions, the Bernoulli-Euler beam theory has been available in the literature since the 18th
century [5]. The above theory has been studied by a number of investigators, whereas it was not until around
1941 that the corresponding DSM was developed by Kolousek [6,7] who later included it in a textbook [8].
Exact analytical expressions for displacement functions and element stiffness matrices can thus be established.
Likewise Timoshenko [9,10] solved the vibration problem of a Bernoulli-Euler beam with the effects of shear
deformation and rotatory inertia included (i.e. the Timoshenko beam) in the earlier part of last century and
then, after several years, Cheng [11] and Wang and Kinsman [12] developed the DSM of such beams. Later the
DSM of an axially loaded Timoshenko beam was developed by Howson and Williams [13] and by Cheng and
Tseng [14].

The derivation of the equations of motion for the coupled bending—torsion vibrations of axially loaded
beams, has been studied by different authors (see e.g., [15-17]) and numerous approaches for calculating the
free vibrational natural frequencies and mode shapes have been proposed. The stiffness expressions include
the effects of shear deformation and rotatory inertia, which are significant for beams having large cross-
sectional dimensions in comparison to their lengths and also when higher modes are important.

The stiffness matrix, in this method, is obtained by solving the governing differential equation directly, and
hence all assumptions, being within the limits of the differential equations only, are less severe. For this
reason, results obtained using a DSM are often justifiably called “exact” [16].

The present paper develops the explicit DSM of a cracked axially loaded, bending—torsion coupled beam
with the effects of the rotatory inertia and the shear deformation included.

There are only few applications about the dynamic stiffness method to investigate the vibration
characteristics of cracked beams undergoing coupled bending and torsional displacements. A survey by the
authors shows that there is a gap in the literature in this respect. The central purpose of this paper is to fill this
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gap and extend the elegance of the dynamic stiffness method to the case of a uniform axially loaded
Timoshenko cracked beam. Another aim of this work is to present some accurate data, which might be useful
to other researchers when validating their results. To this end coupled bending—torsional frequencies and
modal shapes of cracked T-beams are presented in this paper for clamped—free and hinged—hinged boundary
conditions by excluding and including the effect of axial force, shear deformation and rotatory inertia.

It should be noted that, unlike the finite element method in which the mass and stiffness matrices of a
structural element are obtained separately, the dynamic stiffness method involves only one frequency-
dependent matrix called the DSM. The matrix in discussion is obtained from the exact analytical solution of
the governing differential equations of motion of the element undergoing free natural vibration.

Once the initial assumptions on the displacement field have been made, the resulting differential equations
are solved in an exact form and no further approximation is introduced. Thus, the resulting element matrix
features exactly the mass and stiffness properties of the element. It is worth noting that the finite element
method uses approximate shape functions of the structural element.

The dynamic stiffness matrices in a structure can be assembled in a manner similar to that of the finite
element method, except that only one overall DSM is obtained (instead of separate mass and stiffness
matrices) for the complete structure. It should be noted that when dealing with free vibration problems, the
dynamic stiffness method leads to a transcendental eigenvalue problem, whereas the finite element method
usually leads to a linear eigenvalue problem. It is also significant that the accuracy of results using the finite
element method depends on the numbers of elements used whereas the dynamic stiffness method has no such
limitation because it accounts for an infinite number of natural frequencies of a vibrating structure and thus
the results are independent of the number of elements used in the analysis. For instance, one single dynamic
stiffness structural element can be used to determine any number of natural frequencies of the element to any
desired accuracy. This is, of course, impossible in traditional finite element method.

Of particular interest in this work, is to study the coupled bending—torsional vibration behaviour of cracked
beams within the context of the DSM method of analysing structures. The authors present a modelling
technique based on the combination of the line-spring element stiffness matrix, used to model an open crack
and dynamic stiffness matrices. The entire structure is first divided into several substructures, depending on
the number of cracks of the beam. The dynamic stiffness matrices of the substructures become the basic
matrices for assembling the global DSM for the original structure. The order of the system eigenvalue
equation is equal to the number of physical coordinates between the substructures and the line-spring stiffness
matrix. The number of modes predicted by the model is not limited by the number of degrees of freedom used
in the model. If only one crack is present in the beam, the structure is divided into two substructures, on the
left and on the right of the crack, and the global DSM can be obtained by applying the standard procedure of
the finite element method. After introducing the boundary conditions at the ends of the beam, one finally
obtains the dynamic equilibrium equation. It is seen that the model established by the proposed method,
which has only a few degrees of freedom, can predict all eigenmodes of the cracked structure within a large
frequency range.

The results are comparable to the FEM results in which a much larger number of elements are necessarily
used.

In order to illustrate the procedure and to show the simplicity and efficiency of the method, illustrative
examples are given for a bending—torsion coupled cantilever and hinged—hinged beams with a T cross-section.
The influence of axial force, shear deformation and rotatory inertia on the natural frequencies and modal
shapes is demonstrated.

2. Theoretical considerations

A straight uniform beam element of length L and of T-cross-section is shown in Fig. 1, with the mass axis
and the elastic axis (i.e. the loci of the mass centre and the shear centre of the cross-section) being separated by
a distance x,. In the right-handed coordinate system of Fig. 1, the elastic axis, which is assumed to coincide
with the y-axis, is permitted flexural translation A(y, f) in the z-direction and torsional rotation (y, 1) about
the y-axis, where y and ¢ denote distance from the origin and time, respectively. A constant compressive axial
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Fig. 1. Coordinate system for a coupled bending—torsional axially loaded Timoshenko uncracked beam with T cross-section.

load P is assumed to act through the centroid (mass centre) of the cross-section. P can be positive or negative,
so that tension is included.

The governing partial differential equations of motion for the coupled bending—torsional free natural
vibration of the axially loaded Timoshenko beam shown in Fig. 1 are given by [18]

EI0" + kAG(H — 0) — pI0 = 0, (1)
KAGGH — 0y — PG — x") — m(h — x,) = 0, )
GIY' — P{IJmW" — x.i"} = Ly + mx,hi = 0, (3)

where E is the Young’s modulus, G is the shear modulus and p is the density of the material, E1, GJ and kAG
are, respectively, the bending, torsional and shear rigidities of the beam, I is the second moment of area of the
beam cross-section about the x-axis, k is the section shape factor, A4 is the cross-section area, m = pA is the
mass per unit length, I, is the polar mass moment of inertia per unit length about the y-axis (i.e. an axis
through the shear centre), 0 is the angle of rotation in radians of the cross-section due to the bending alone (so
that the total slope i equals the sum of slope due to bending and due to shear deformation) and primes and
dots denote differentiation with respect to position y and time ¢, respectively.

Eqgs. (1)-(3) together with appropriate end conditions completely define the coupled bending—torsional free
vibration of an axially loaded uniform Timoshenko beam. If a sinusoidal variation of /, 0 and y with circular
frequency o, is assumed, then

h(y,t) = H(y)sin ot,

0(y, 1) = O(y)sin wt, 4)
Y(,t) = Y(y)sin wt,
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Fig. 2. Sign convention for positive transverse (shear) force S, bending moment M and torque 7 end conditions for forces and
displacement of the beam element.

where H(y), ©(y) and ¥(y) are the amplitudes of the sinusoidally varying vertical displacement, bending
rotation and twist, respectively.

Substituting Eqs. (4) into Egs. (1)—~(3), the amplitude of /, @ and i are obtained in terms of a set of arbitrary
constants.

By extensive algebraic manipulation, the solution for the bending displacement H(¢), bending rotation @ (&)
and torsional rotation ¥(¢) are obtained from the following:

H(&) = Ay cosh aé + A sinh af + A3 cos &+ Ay sin E + As cos pE + Ag sin yE, &)
O(&) = By sinh of + B, cosh aé + B; sin 3¢ + By cos & + Bs sin & + Bg cos yé, (6)
Y(&) = Cy cosh aé + C, sinh aé + C3 cos BE+ Cy sin BE+ Cs cos y& + Cg sin ¢, (7)

where A1—Ag, Bi—Bgs and C;—Cy are the three different sets of constants, ¢ = y/L and «, f8, y are constants
reported in Refs. [17,18].

Following the sign convention of Fig. 2, the expressions for the bending moment M(&), the transverse force
S(¢) and the torque 7(¢) are obtained from Egs. (5) to (7), after some simplification, as

M(E) = —(El /L) d % @)
d’e dH  d¥
— 3 v 2.2
S(&) = —(EI/LY) {L R (di dé) +br @L] 9)
2 2 2 2 2 2 dH
T(9) =(GJ/L) {(1 /b A L P = A (b )}} ra (10)
with

a* = L,o'L*/GJ, b =mo’L*/EI, & =1-mxl/l,=1c/l,,

p*=PL*/EI, r*=1I/AL* s =EI/kAGL? (11)

where I;; is the polar mass moment of inertia per unit length about an axis through the centroid and s* which
represents the shear deformation, is related to the definition of the constants a, f3, y.

The end conditions for displacements and forces of the beam eclement (see Fig. 2) are, respectively,
displacements:

atend 1 - ((=0):H=H|,0=0,, Y=Y, .
atend2—>(§=1):H=H2,@=@2,'I’:‘I’z ( )
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forces
atend1 - ((=0):S=8, M=M,, T=-T,,

atend2 — (E=1):8S=—S,, M =—M,, T = T>. (13)

The DSM which relates the amplitudes of the sinusoidally varying forces to the corresponding displacement
amplitudes can now be derived from the following system:

S1 Ky K Kiz Kiu Kis K| | Hi
M, K» Ky Ky Kis Kis | | 64
T, _ K33 Kss Kss Kie | | P (14)
S Kis Kis Kus | |Hao |’
M, Symmetric Kss Ksg 0,
| T2 | i Kes | | V2 |
which can be represented in a compact form as
F=KU, (15)
where K is the required stiffness matrix.
The terms of the required stiffness matrix, see Eq. (15), can be found from
Ky = Ku = (EI/L’)@1/4), K, = Kss = (EI/L)(®1/4),
K1y = —Kas = (EI/L*)(®2/4), Ky = —Ks = (x,EI/L*)(dg/4),
K13 = Kug = (5 EL/L)(®3/4), Kas = (EI/L)(9/4), 16

Ky = (EI/L)(®4/4), Kas = —K3s = (x,EI /| L*)(@10/ 4),
Kis = —Kay = (EI/L*)(®s/4), K3 =Kes =(GJ/L)(P11/4),
K16 = Kzy = (x,EI | L)@/ 4), K36 = (GI/L)(@12/4),

where @, (i = 1,...,12) and 4 are defined in Ref. [18].

Eqgs. (16) give all the terms of the DSM K of Egs. (14) and (15). Note that none of these terms are zero but
(see Eqgs. (16)) that the terms K3, Ki¢, K>3, Kos, K34, K35, K46, and Ksg reduce to zero when x, = 0, i.e. when
the shear centre and the mass centre of the beam cross-section are coincident.

The DSM is then the one for an axially loaded Timoshenko beam, i.e. an axially loaded Bernoulli—
Euler beam with effects of shear deformation and rotatory inertia included, because x, =0 can be sub-
stituted in the derived expressions without causing any overflow or underflow. In computing the DSM, the
terms corresponding to the effects of axial force, shear deformation and rotatory inertia (p*, s* and r°,
respectively) can optionally be made zero, with x, non-zero, to give stiffnesses identical to those given,
respectively, by the coupled bending—torsional theories for a Timoshenko beam, an axially loaded
Bernoulli-Euler beam and a Bernoulli-Euler beam with non-coincident mass and shear centre. Additionally,
when x, = 0, p> =0, s = 0 and r* = 0, the computed DSM of Egs. (15) gives the same stiffness as those of a
Bernoulli-Euler beam.

3. Line-spring stiffness matrix and global dynamic stiffness matrix

In order to study the behaviour of a cracked structure, a suitable model of the cracked section is required.
Hereinafter, the cracked section is represented as an elastic hinge [19] with spring constants simulating
flexural, shear and torsional deformations (see Fig. 3).

The DSM K, of a cracked beam of length L (Fig. 4) can be split into a stiffness matrix with three different
parts: the stiffness of two uncracked beams of length L; and L, combined with a “local” stiffness part
composed by ““springs” which represent the crack (Fig. 4). These springs have an infinite stiffness when the
crack is closed and a finite stiffness when the crack is open. If we want to extract the local stiffness due to the
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Fig. 3. Model of the cracked beam section with the three springs generating a line spring.
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Fig. 4. Models of the uncracked beam, the two substructures with the line spring and the conditions for forces and displacements of the
beam element.

crack from total stiffness, we have to introduce two additional nodes, namely nodes / and r, representing,
respectively, the left- and right-hand sides of the crack faces. Because the length of the line spring is always
zero, the two nodes / and r have the same y coordinate.

The line-spring model as applied to surface cracks initially assumes that the crack is a through-crack
of the same length; shearing forces and bending and torsional moments are directly applied at the cracked
section. Such forces and moments can be related to the deformation of the net ligament through compliance
expressions, as if one were actually replacing the net ligament by “springs’ connecting both faces of the
crack. The “‘springs” have the features of having two nodes and zero length. Since they include the
three degrees of freedom commonly associated with nodes in beam-column elements, they are easily
incorporated into standard beam-column codes. The compliance expressions of such springs at any point
along the crack are obtained from the plane-strain solution of an edge-cracked strip of width equal to the
thickness of the beam and crack length equal to the surface crack depth at the particular point. In the
vibration analysis of an edge-cracked beam, the aforementioned line-spring model should be slightly modified
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so that the closure forces are replaced by shear forces. However, in this paper, the crack will always be
considered open.

In an effort to determine the unknown shear forces and bending and torsional moments acting on the line
spring, static equilibrium and compatibility conditions are enforced. That is, because the length of the line
spring is always zero, the two nodes have the same y coordinate. As shown in Fig. 4, static equilibrium
requires that

S =8, =8,
M;=M,=M.
T)=T,=T. (17)

Since the shear force S and the torsion 7" do not interact with the bending moment M in the zero-length line-
spring model [20,21] the respective cross-compliances are zero. There is interaction only between the shear
force S and the torsion 7. In this case, the relative cross-compliances A;; = A are different from zero.

Nevertheless in the general case, the compatibility conditions due to the local flexibility of the crack are
written as

O = dynM ~+ JnsS + 2o T,
H = )LsmM + /’LSSS + A.S[T,
T - )u[mM + }VISS + )VI[T (18)

in which the rotations ® and ¥ and the deflection H across the line spring are expressed in terms of the nodal
displacements:

0=0,-0,
vY=¥-Y,

where A, Assr e ANA Ay = Lygy s = Agms 2om = e are the compliance coefficients, respectively, for bending
moment, shear force and torsion.

Under general loading, the additional displacement u; along the direction of force P; due to the presence of
the crack will be computed using Castigliano’s theorem and by generalisation of the Paris equation.

To this end, if U is the strain energy due to the crack, Castigliano’s theorem demands that the additional
displacement be

along the force P;. The strain energy [22-26] will have the form
a a
U= a—Udaz/ Jda, 21
o Oa 0
where « is the crack length and J = 0U/0a is the strain energy density function. Therefore,
U = i / J(a)da| (Paris equation). (22)
oP; | )y
The flexibility coefficient 4; will be
\ au,» 0 ¢
= = . 2
Lij ap, aPian/(] J(a)da (23)

The strain energy density function J has the general form [26]

| 3 2 3 2 3 2
JZE (;Klq> +<;an> +0€< 1KHIq> , (24)

q=
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where E' = E for plane stress, E' = E/(1—v?) for plane strain, « = (1+v); E and v are Young’s modulus and
Poisson’s ratio, respectively. Then, integrating along the cut (z-axis):

5 2
L/ o " dz|d 25
iy = F/o OP;OP; Zm: /d/2 o Z,,: Ko | 2 da e

where d is the width of the T-section and ¢,, = « for m = III and ¢, = 1 for m = I, II. Furthermore, K,,,, is the
stress intensity factor (SIF) of mode m (m = 1, I1, III) due to the load P, (n = 1, 2, 3) since the strain energy is
additive.

Developing the sums

2 2 2
1 a aZ d/2
)“fj :F/O W /d/2 ;Kln + ;Kun + o ;Ku]n dz| da (26)

or

. 1/(1 62
“I=F J, aPoP,

For the T-beam under consideration, being K;s = K7 = 0, Ki13r = Kiy7 = 0 and Ky = 0, the components
of interest in the local flexibility matrix can be determined as

)
/ ((K1s + Kiv + Kir)* + (Kns + K + Kur)? + «(Kims + Kuv + Kinr)?) dZ] da.
—d/2

1 a 62 d/2
=g | fage [, Khs + oKs) | da @)
0
a2 )
mm - K dzd 5 28
/aM2/M< )? dzda (28)
a2
/ s / oKy dzda, (29)
a2
Ast = his = / GSGT/ o(KmsKmr)dzda. (30)

It should be noted that for the T cross-section, the estimate of the SIFs is based on the simple method
proposed in Ref. [27] for which

Ky = My % (1——1> (1)
~ A

Kns = S: % (A‘ - 1>, (32)

Kmr = fl,;( 1>, (33)

where I, I denote the moments of inertia, J, J°, the polar moments of inertia and 4, A the area of uncracked
and cracked beam portion, respectively. The coefficients f,,, fs and S are discussed and calculated in Ref.
[27]. In fact, usually, adequate information is available for all K, but, if the geometry of the cross-section is
different from those represented in literature, the stress distribution in a beam is not known, as in the case
of the T-cross-section subjected to a torsion 7, or if the SIF is variable along the z-axis, as in the case of Kj,,, it
is possible to evaluate the SIFs at the crack tips using the energy consideration of the cracked components.
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The weight function method in the crack problem falls into this category. Clearly, the computing compliance
method is an approach for evaluating SIFs, which is also based on the energy consideration [27].

From the discussion in Ref. [27], the torsion, the shear and the bending compliances imply an overall
behaviour of the bar and not a local singular behaviour at the crack tip. In this case, the demand for solving the
boundary value problem is not overcritical. It is proved that even though the singular behaviour of stress at the
vicinity of the crack tip has not been modelled in computation, accurate results for SIFs can be obtained [28].

From the above-mentioned derivation we see that there are limitations to the suggested solution technique
but the formulae appear to be handy for practicing engineers and designers to use in design and manufacturing
processes.

Unfortunately, the same energetic considerations can not be immediately extended to the SIF Kjjg which
should be considered in Egs. (27) and (30). It is not so easy to calculate a mode III SIF caused by the presence
of the shear force S. We are working to find an appropriate expression for Kjjpg but, so far, we have not
obtained satisfactory results.

Therefore, in this paper, we decided to consider the expression of the compliance A as a function of the SIF
Kiis and to put A equals to zero.

By means of Castigliano’s theorem, the stiffness matrix of the line spring may be derived in Appendix A.

The stiffness matrix of a line spring kris given as follows:

[ 1/ A 0 0 —1/h 0 0
0 1/ Zonm 0 0 —1/dwm O
0 0 1/ 2 0 0 —1/
k=11 s 0 0 1/ 0 0 (34)
0  —1/dwm O 0 1/ Jonm 0
0 0 ~1/ly 0 0 1/ 2

The formulation of a cracked beam element for structural analysis, as well as the crack effect on stability of

beams under conservative and non-conservative forces have been investigated in Refs. [29-31].

The global DSM for the whole structure can now be assembled using the above dynamic stiffness matrices
of all substructures and the line-spring stiffness matrix by applying the standard procedure of the finite

element method.

The form of the DSM of the system of two substructures placed as shown in Fig. 4, and consisting of the
line-spring element between the 1th and the 2th substructures of the beam-like structure is given as follows:

K, =K'+ K, +K?

(k) Ky Kl ki, kis ki 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ky, Ik, kb i, ks kb 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ky kL, ki K, kls K 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ky kiy kiy kit (/) ks ki —1/2 0 0 0o 0 0
kY Kl ki ki, kks =+ (1/ Zm) ki 0 =1/ 2m) 0 0 0 0
ki, kb ki ki, kis ke + (1/20) 0 0 —1/Au 0 0 0
“lo o0 0 —1/i 0 0 K2, 4+ (1/A) K2, K2, 2, K3 13|
0 0 0 0 —(1/ 2um) 0 k3, K3y 4 (1) ) i KBy K35 K
0 0 0 0 0 ~(1/ ) k3 k) ks +(1/2) Ky ks kg
0 0 0 0 0 0 o k2, k3, K, Ky K
0 0 0 0 0 0 K, K Ky K B K
0 0 0 0 0 0 ke ke kes ks Kis g
(35)

where K! and K? are the extended forms of dynamic stiffness matrices for the I1th and 2th uncracked
substructures, respectively, and K is the stiffness matrix for the line-spring element expressed in the extended
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form. It should be noted that, in order to enable the addition of elements of matrices (14) and (34) to the
global system matrix, matrices must first be expanded so that they refer to all the degrees of freedom in the
system.

The global DSM K, obtained has a 12 x 12 dimension in this case (see Eq. (35)).

4. Modal parameter evaluations of cracked beams

Once the global DSM of the system is obtained, after introducing the boundary conditions at the ends of the
beam, one finally obtains the frequency equation. The restrained global stiffness matrix is denoted by K;‘(w).
The natural frequencies are those values of w for which

Ki(@)A] =0, (36)

where A; is the restrained vector of constants, which allow definition of the modal shapes, namely the vector
of the nodal displacement amplitudes.

The necessary and sufficient condition for non-zero elements in the column vector A;“ of Eq. (36) is that
A = [Kj ()| shall be zero, and non-trivial solutions are calculated by imposing the vanishing of A4:

4 =[K(w) =0. (37)

The nonlinear Eq. (37) is the frequency equation, which can be numerically solved to give the values of w
that make the determinant singular. For any non-trivial values of w the expression for 4 given by Eq. (37) has
been used in locating the natural frequencies by successively tracking the change of its sign (see, for example,
Refs. [32-34)).

The only way of computing the natural frequencies of an infinite system is to vary o in small steps,
calculating the determinant of K, at each step, and to seek the values which make the determinant zero. There
are, however, numerous disadvantages and dangers in such a procedure. In fact, it is quite conceivable that
even innocent-looking structures may have very close natural frequencies. To be sure of not missing any of
them it is obvious that the step-size used for w would have to be very small indeed. Finally, the determinant
may change sign not only by passing through zero but also via infinity. Expanding the determinant A
algebraically is quite a formidable task, but became feasible with recent advances in symbolic computing. Thus
most of the work reported here, was carried out using the software MATLAB in expanding the determinant 4,
and more importantly in simplifying the expression for 4.

Therefore, the required natural frequencies are given by the zeros of a plot of 4 versus w. If 4 is calculated
as o is increased from zero by small increments dw, a change of sign of 4 is a necessary and sufficient
condition for a natural frequency to have been passed. Clearly, the increment dw must be less than the
minimum separation of natural frequencies, as otherwise a pair of natural frequencies could be undetected due
to them both lying between two consecutive values of w. Therefore, dow must be chosen carefully to avoid this
danger. Moreover, the roots of the nonlinear Eq. (37) were also obtained by using the Matlab function
fzero( - ).

Once the frequencies of the cracked beam are found, the starting point to obtain the cracked mode shapes of
the beam (see Egs. (5)—(7)) is the derivation of the assumed shape functions for bending displacements
H" = H"(y), torsional rotation ¥" = ¥"(y) and anticlockwise rotations @" = ©"(y) for each substructure. In
this case n = 1, 2 is the number of the beam substructures.

These functions are developed so that they exactly satisfy, for each substructure (n = 1, 2) of the beam, the
homogeneous equations of equilibrium of an unstressed beam. Moreover, the above functions must also
satisfy certain conditions at the cracked section and at the ends of the substructure.

Because the dynamic stiffness matrices of the basic elements such as beams are exact, the number of modes
predicted by the model is not limited by the number of degrees of freedom used in the model itself.

In spite of the apparent complexity of the frequency and mode shape equations given above, results for the
degenerate case of the bending—torsion coupled Timoshenko beam and Bernoulli-Euler beam with x, non-
zero, i.e. with non-coincident mass and shear centre, can be obtained by substituting in the data p* = 0 and
p? =r* = s> =0, respectively. Note that any one or more of the terms p?, 1%, s> which uniquely describe the
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effect of axial load, rotatory inertia and shear deformation, respectively, can be set to zero, either individually
or in any combination, to obtain the degenerate cases.

Additionally, when x, = 0, p*> = r* = s> = 0, the computed DSM of Egs. (35) gives the same stiffnesses as
those of a Bernoulli-Euler beam.

5. Numerical examples
5.1. Frequency equation

A simple cantilever T-beam is used to demonstrate and validate the method outlined above. The material
properties and other data used in the analysis are listed in Table 1. The end conditions for displacements and
forces (see Fig. 4) for the cantilever beam are as follows:

displacements : at the built-inend 1 — (£, =0): H; =0,0;, =0,¥%, =0, (38)

forces : atthefreeend2 — (&, =1): 8, =0,M,=0,T, =0. (39)

Substituting Eqs. (38) into Eqgs. (5)—(7) and (39) into Egs. (8)—(10) the end conditions for displacements and
forces are applied at the built-in end 1 of the first uncracked substructure K' and at the free end 2 of the second
uncracked substructure K> which compose the matrix K;(w) together with the matrix K. Once the global
stiffness matrix K*(w) has been obtained by using Eq. (36), one can calculate the natural frequencies of the
cracked beam, as described in the previous section.

5.2. Mode shapes

If the crack is located a distance L; and L, from the left and right ends of the beam, respectively (see Fig. 5),
the derivation of the shape functions (see Egs. (5)—(7)) for bending displacements H" = H"(y), torsional
rotation ¥Y" = ¥Y"(y) and anticlockwise rotations @" = @"(y) (n = 1, 2), is the starting point to obtain the
cracked mode shapes of the beam.

Table 1
Material properties and other data used in the free vibration analysis of an axially loaded bending—torsion coupled Timoshenko beam

Beam parameter Numerical value
E (N/m?) 2.1 x 10"

v 0.33

G (N/m?) 78.94736 x 10°
p (kg/m?) 7800

h (m) 0.05

b (m) 0.05

d (m) 0.01

I (m* 19.638 x 1078
K 0.5

EI (Nm?) 41241.669

GJ (Nm?) 2368.421

m (kg/m) 7.02

I, (kgm) 3.237x 1073
X, (m) 0.0111

L (m) 1.00

P (N) 15000

Ve 0.5237

”? 1.5153 x 107*
s 8.0616 x 107*
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Fig. 5. Geometry and Cartesian coordinate systems of the cantilever beam with an edge crack and T-section.

In Fig. 5, a Cartesian coordinate system (0xyz) is defined. The y-axis is coincident with the centroidal axis of
the uncracked beam, and x and z are coincident with the principal axes of the cross-section at the left end of
the beam. The origin 0 of the coordinate system is at the intersection point between the centroidal axis and the
left end cross-section.

Moreover, it may be useful to consider two other auxiliary coordinate systems, i.e., 0;xy;z; and 0,x,y,2,, as
shown in Fig. 5, where z, z; and z, axes have to be considered orthogonally to the x—y plane.

The shape functions are developed so that they exactly satisfy, for each segment (n = 1, 2) of the beam, the
homogeneous equations of equilibrium of an unstressed beam. Moreover, the above functions must also
satisfy certain conditions at the cracked section and at the ends of the beam elements.

Displacements H and rotations ¥ and ® may be described by

: H'(y,) 0<y, <Ly,
H (y) = {HZ(yz) O<y2<L2; (40)
qﬂ’l _ l[/l(yl) 0<y1 <Lls 41)
0'(y) — 0'(y,) 0<y <L, "
(y - @2()}2) 0<y2<L2 ( )

The three boundary conditions at the left end of the cantilever beam can be expressed as
H 1()/1 =0)=0,
Y(y,=0)=0,
0'(y, =0)=0. (43)
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The three boundary conditions at the right end of the cantilever beam can be expressed as

Sr(y, = Ly) =0,
M>(y, = L) =0,
Ty(y, = L) =0. (44)

At the crack location, y; = L; or y, = 0, where the elastic hinge is located, the local flexibility concept can
be expressed as

(1) continuity of the bending moment:

My, = L) — My, =0)=0, (45)
(2) continuity of the shear force:
Siyy =L1) = Sy, =0) =0, (46)
(3) continuity of the torsional moment:
Ti(yy = L) =Ty, =0)=0, (47)

(4) discontinuity of the transverse displacement:

H(p; =0) = H'(y; = L1) + 255,y = 0), (48)

(5) discontinuity of the cross-sectional rotation:

0*(y, =0) = O'(y; = L1) + M, (3, = 0), (49)

(6) discontinuity of the torsional angle:

2(y, =0) = Py, = L) + 2Ty, = 0). (50)

For the beam in coupled bending—torsion, the crack will result in 6 additional boundary conditions at the
crack location. Note that there is no coupling between the transverse displacement, the cross-sectional rotation
and the torsional angle due to the presence of crack.

Substituting Eqs. (43)—(50) as required in Egs. (5)—(7) and (8)—(10), written for 0<¢&;<1 and 0<é,<1,
where ¢, = yy/L; and &, = y»/L,, leads to the system of 12 homogeneous linear equations in 12 unknowns 4;
(i=1,2,...,12) reported in Appendix B.

The modal vector is A;, in which one element may be fixed arbitrarily, and the remaining eleven constants
can be solved in terms of the arbitrarily chosen one.

Thus, if 4, is the chosen constant and the remaining constants 4,—A, are expressed in terms of A, by using
the symbolic computing package MATLAB, the mode shapes of the bending—torsion coupled beam are given
in explicit form by rewriting Eqgs. (40) and (41).

Once the 12 constants 4; (i=1, 2,...,12) are found, substituting in the expressions of the bending
displacements (Eq. (40)) and the torsional rotation (Eq. (41)) gives the displacements H"(y) and the torsional
rotation ¥Y”"(y) for each substructure.

The first four natural frequencies of the uncracked and cracked cantilever beam obtained from
A= |K:;((u)| = 0, with and without the inclusion of the effects of shear deformation and rotatory inertia,
are given in Tables 2 and 3, respectively, for three different loading cases, namely when the axial load is zero
(P =0), tensile (P = —15,000N) and compressive (P = 15,000N), respectively. Note that the axial load
applied is less than the 40% of the lowest uncoupled Euler critical buckling load of the cantilever. The cracked
section is located at L; = 0.5L distance from the built-in end and the crack depth is a/h = 0.5. Tables 2 and 3



138 E. Viola et al. | Journal of Sound and Vibration 304 (2007) 124-153

Table 2

Natural frequencies of an uncracked axially bending—torsion coupled Timoshenko T-beam with cantilever end conditions

Frequency number (rad/s) P =0 (p° = 0) P =15000N (p*> = 0.5237) P =—15000N (p*> = —0.5237)
P=s=0 740,240 P=5£=0 120, s*£0 P=5=0 1220, 520

1 267.85 266.94 248.69 247.78 285.33 284.44

2 1478.23 1467.41 1467.9 1455.96 1487.83 1478.05

3 1762.46 1738.79 1750.41 1727.69 1775 1750.39

4 4080 3971.84 4064.5 3955.41 4095.36 3988.16

Table 3

Natural frequencies of a cracked axially bending—torsion coupled Timoshenko T-beam with cantilever end conditions, L; = 0.5L, a/
h=0.5

Frequency number (rad/s)y P =0 (p*=0) P =15000N (p*> = 0.5237) P =—15000N (p* = —0.5237)
P=5=0 1?£0, 20 P=5s=0 1?0, s*£0 P=5=0 1?0, $2£0

1 179.103 178.755 118.75 118.49 219.67 219.22

2 842.227 837.1 814.88 808.8 866.22 862.13

3 1006.3 1000.14 994.82 989.65 1020.64 1013.01

4 3035.99 3012.5 3029.08 3005.11 3042.93 3019.86

show also the influence of rotatory inertia and/or shear deformation on the first four frequencies when p* = 0,
p><0 and p?>0. The frequencies given in Table 2 agree completely with published results [16,18,32] for the
uncracked beam, i.e., compressive axial forces usually lower the natural frequencies, while tensile axial forces
increase them. The results showing the effects of shear deformation, rotatory inertia and axial force are given
in columns 5 and 7. As can be seen, the shear deformation did not make much difference for this particular
problem investigated. The same considerations can be made for the cracked cantilever beam, as shown in
Table 3. As expected, the frequencies related to the cracked beam are always lower than those of the
uncracked beam. Some additional related studies can also be found in Refs. [35-37].

The plot of 4 against frequency (w) which identifies the first three natural frequencies of the cracked beam is
illustrated in Figs. 6(a)—(c), respectively, for three representative cases when (a) P =0, (b) P = 15,000 N, and
(¢) P = —15,000N, with r*£0 and s*£0.

Figs. 7-9 show the first four coupled bending—torsional modal shapes of the uncracked and cracked
cantilever T-beams. In fact, plotting the bending displacements H'(¢,), H*(&,) and the torsional displacements
xa'Pl(él), X, ‘1’2(52), for the cracked cantilever beam, a comparison between the flexural displacements H and
torsional displacements x, ¥ of the uncracked beam, for P = 0 with r#0, s£0, is given in these figures. In Figs.
7-9, in order to be consistent with the unit used for the bending displacement H and also to make the results
more meaningful, the torsional rotation ¥ was multiplied by x,. It should be noted that, x, (&) represents the
vertical displacements of the mass centre relative to the shear centre as a result of the twisting action.

Figs. 7-9 show that there is substantial coupling between bending displacements and torsional rotations in
all the four modes.

To justified the discontinuity of the transverse displacement H and the product x,¥ at the cracked section,
shown in Figs. 7-9, expressions (48) and (50) have to be considered.

Eqgs. (48) and (50) show that the plot of the H and x,¥ functions is continuous only if the value of the
products ASy(y, = 0) and 4,T,(y, = 0), at the cracked section, is zero. This means that the shear force
S,(y» = 0) and the torsion T,(y, = 0) have to be zero, the coefficients A, and A,, always being different from
zero, at the cracked section. Figs. 10-12 plot the expression of the transverse displacement H and the product
x, ¥ for the first four modal shapes together with the behaviour of the shear force S(£) and the torsion 7(&),
when r#£0, s#0 and P = 0. For the modal shapes and the boundary conditions considered, the S(¢) and T(¢)
expressions are always different from zero at the cracked section, even if, in the case of the first modal shape,
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Fig. 6. Variation of the cracked cantilever beam determinant function with the frequency e (rad/s) for the case when (a) p* = 0; r#0, s£0;
(b) p*>0; r£0, s£0; (c) p><0; r£0, 540, & = 0.5, alh = 0.5.

their values are so small that they had to be multiplied by 100 units. Therefore, the expressions of H and of the
product ¥x, are discontinuous at this section, depending on the values of the shear force, the torsion and
the coefficients A and A,. This is particularly evident in the fourth modal shape (see Fig. 12). In fact, at the
cracked section, the value of the shear force S.(y, = 0) is bigger than the torsion 7,(y, = 0). Being 4,,> A,
the discontinuity of the x,¥ function (4,7,(y, = 0)) is larger than that of the H function (44S,(y, = 0)).

In Figs. 13-16, the variation of the first fourth bending modal shapes of the cracked cantilever beam are
represented in succession as a function of the crack position together with those of the uncracked beam. In
case A, the crack is located at L, = 0.3L distance from the built-in end, in case B, L; = 0.5L and in case C,
L; = 0.7L. The crack depth is a/h = 0.3 in all these cases. The results displayed in these graphs reveal that the
first frequencies are the lowest ones and are sensitive to the variation of the crack position. In this sense, when
the crack is located closer to the beam root, the fundamental frequency is much lower than in the case of the
crack located toward the beam tip. As concerns the implication of the position on the higher frequencies, these
appear more complex than in the case of the fundamental frequency. The largest decreases of natural
frequencies are experienced when the crack is located at positions of maximum curvature of the respective
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Fig. 7. First coupled bending—torsional modal shape of the uncracked and cracked cantilever T-beam: flexural displacements (H) and
torsional displacements (¥x,) for P = 0, r#0, s#£0. —— H, cracked beam; ——— H; uncracked beam; —— 100¥x,; cracked beam; —3—
100%¥x,; uncracked beam.

Displacements

Fig. 8. Second coupled bending—torsional modal shape of the uncracked and cracked cantilever T-beam: flexural displacements (H) and
torsional displacements (¥x,) for P = 0, r#0, s#£0. —— H; cracked beam; ——— H; uncracked beam; —— ¥x,; cracked beam; —1J—
¥x,; uncracked beam.

modal shapes. When the crack is located at points of minimum curvature of modal shapes, the influence of the
crack upon the natural frequencies is much smaller. For the second, third and fourth frequencies their
variations depend strongly on how close the crack is to the nodal or antinodal points of the respective modal
shapes. Indeed, in these figures the case of three cracks located according to the scenarios labelled as A-C, are
considered. For the first natural frequency, it becomes clear that when the crack is remote from the root
section, its value continuously increases. In this sense, it is readily seen that the fundamental frequency of case
C is larger than in cases A and B, while the fundamental frequency corresponding to the case B is smaller than
that corresponding to case C and larger than that of case A.

A change from this rule intervenes for the second, third and fourth frequencies, for cases A—C. In this sense,
the results reveal, for example, that for case A, the second and third frequencies are not the lowest ones,
but the ones associated with case B. Even in the case of the fourth modal frequency, the minimum one is
that associated with case B. This change in trend can casily be explained by examining the variation of
the corresponding modal shapes. From Figs. 13 to 16, for the second and third frequencies, it is readily
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Fig. 9. Coupled bending—torsional modal shapes of the uncracked and cracked cantilever T-beam: (a) third modal shape (b) fourth modal
shapes. Flexural displacements (/) and torsional displacements (¥x,) for P = 0, r#0, s#£0. —— H, cracked beam; ——— H; uncracked
beam; —m— ¥x,; cracked beam; —3— ¥x,; uncracked beam.

seen that for case B, in the region of the location of the crack, the maximum curvature of the corres-
ponding modal shapes is experienced. The same conclusion can be obtained when examining the fourth
modal shape associated with case B, that exhibits the minimum natural frequency even if, in this mode,
when the crack is located at L; = 0.3L (case A), the corresponding frequency is not very far from the one of
the case B. In fact, for this position the crack is located at one point of local maximum curvature of the modal
shape.

The first four bending modal shapes (H) corresponding to the various crack conditions are shown in
Figs. 17-20, for the cracked and uncracked hinged—hinged beams having the same material properties and
other data listed in Table 1. In this example, P = 0, r*+£0, s>£0, the crack is located at L, = 0.3L (¢ = 0.3) and
Ly =05L (¢ =0.5) distances from the hinged end and two different crack depths have been considered,
a/h = 0.3 and a/h = 0.5, respectively. As the deeper crack is closer to the antinodal point in the case of the
first mode, the change in eigenfrequency with crack present is quite significant. But when the crack is located
at L; = 0.5 L, the second and third frequencies, for which the nodal points of the mode shapes are located
at the midpoint of the span, give one more piece of information about the crack position: in fact, if the
crack is located on a nodal point of a certain mode, the corresponding frequencies should be the same for
all sizes of cracks and the same in turn as those for no crack. The nodal point of a flexural modal shape
can be taken as point of inflection at which the bending moment vanishes. From Figs. 17 to 20, it can be
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Fig. 10. Comparison between the vertical displacement H and the torsional rotation ¥x, and the shear force S(¢) and the torsion 7(&) for
the first modal shape of the cracked T-beam when r#£0, s£0 and P =0, £ = 0.5, a/h = 0.5. —— H(&); ——— 100S(¢); —m— 100¥x,(&);
—— 1007(¢).
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Fig. 11. Comparison between the vertical displacement H and the torsional rotation ¥x, and the shear force S(£) and the torsion 7(¢)
for the second modal shape of the cracked T-beam when r#£0, s£0 and P =0, £ = 0.5, a/h = 0.5. —— H(&); ——— S(&); —m— Px,(&);
—0— 7(&).

seen that, in the case of bending—torsional coupled beam, this is not true. The frequencies corresponding to
the cases of the uncracked beam and the cracked beam for which L; = 0.5L, a/h = 0.3 and 0.5, are not
the same. This effect is related to the presence of the torsion, which is different from zero at the section
considered.

Plotting the bending displacements H'(&)), H*(&,) and the torsional displacements xﬂ’l(il), xﬂ/z(éz), for
the cracked cantilever beam, the first four modal shapes are shown in Figs. 21-23, for the case when P = 0,
?#0, s*£0, P = 15,000 N (P>0), r*#0, s*#0 and P = —15,000 N (P <0), >0 and s°=0.

From Tables 2 to 3 and Figs. 21 to 23, it is possible to see that the influence of the axial force P is bigger for
the first frequency than for the higher frequencies. In fact, as can be seen, regarding flexural and torsional
displacements, the influence of the axial forces on the first mode is visible, whereas the other modes are much
less affected. Compressive axial forces are usually lower the natural frequencies, while tensile axial forces
increase them. Therefore, a compressive axial force renders the beam less stiff, whereas a tensile one has a
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Fig. 12. Comparison between the vertical displacement H and the torsional rotation ¥x, and the shear force S(¢) and the torsion 7(¢&) for
(a) the third and (b) the fourth modal shapes of the cracked T-beam when r#£0, s£0 and P =0, ¢ = 0.5, a/h = 0.5. —— H(&); ——— S(&);
—— Vx,(&); —O— T(9).
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Fig. 13. Variation of the first bending modal shapes (H) for the case of the uncracked cantilever beam and of three cracks distributed
differently, as indicated (a/h = 0.3). ——— 179.66rad/s (A: L; = 0.3L); Sk 224.65rad/s (B: L; = 0.5L); —A— 258.46rad/s (C: L, = 0.7L);
—— 266.94 rad/s (uncracked beam) for P = 0; r#0, s#£0.
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Fig. 14. Variation of the second bending modal shapes (H) for the case of the uncracked cantilever beam and of three cracks distributed
differently, as indicated (a/h = 0.3). ———1090.55rad/s (A: L, = 0.3L); =k~ 1055rad/s (B: L; = 0.5L); —k 1134.45rad/s (C: L, = 0.7L);
—— 1467.41 rad/s (uncracked beam) for P = 0; r#0, s#£0.
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Fig. 15. Variation of the third bending modal shapes (H) for the case of the uncracked cantilever beam and of three cracks distributed
differently, as indicated (a/h=0.3). ——— 1576.93rad/s (A: L, =0.3L); - 1297.71rad/s (B: L; =0.5L; —k 1414.13rad/s (C:
Ly =0.7L); —— 1738.79rad/s (uncracked beam) for P = 0; r#0, s#£0.
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Fig. 16. Variation of the fourth bending modal shapes (H) for the case of the uncracked cantilever beam and of three cracks distributed
differently, as indicated (a/h =0.3). ——— 3411.21rad/s (A: L; =0.3L); = 3340.20rad/s (B: L; =0.5L); =/~ 3693.42rad/s (C:

Ly =0.7L); —— 3971.84 rad/s (uncracked beam) for P = 0; r#£0, s#0.
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Fig. 17. First bending modal shapes (H) for the uncracked and cracked hinged—hinged beam as a function of the crack positions ¢ = 0.3
and 0.5 and the depths a/h = 0.3 and a/h = 0.5. == == 847.9rad/s (uncracked beam): ——— 571.78 rad/s (a/h = 0.3, £ = 0.3);
397.32rad/s (a/h = 0.5, £ = 0.3); —B— 342.4rad/s (a/h = 0.5, £ = 0.5); —O— 509.50rad/s (a/h = 0.3, £ = 0.5), for P = 0; r#0, s#£0.
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Fig. 18. Second bending modal shapes (H) for the uncracked and cracked hinged—hinged beam as a function of the crack positions ¢ = 0.3
and 0.5 and the depths a/h = 0.3 and a/h = 0.5. == == 2333.59rad/s (uncracked beam). ——— 1753.73rad/s (a/h = 0.3, £ = 0.3);
1279.32rad/s (a/h = 0.5, £ = 0.3); —@— 1195.4rad/s (a/h = 0.5, £ = 0.5); —O— 1717.32rad/s (a/h = 0.3, £ = 0.5), for P = 0; r#£0, s#0.

stiffening effect [38]. So, in the absence of axial forces, the first frequencies are higher than the frequencies
calculated for a compressive load and lower than those for a tensile load.

A justification of the influence of the axial force on the first modal shape (see Fig. 7) is related to the fact
that it is predominantly a bending mode. In the plot of the first modal shape, shown in Fig. 7, it is possible to
see that the values of the torsional displacements x,%(¢) had to be multiplied by 100 units to be visible and
comparable, in the figure, with the flexural displacements H. It means that, in the first modal shape, the
influence of the torsion is very low.

Fig. 23(b) shows that, for the cracked cantilever beam considered, the influence of the axial force P is almost
negligible in the fourth modal shape.

6. Conclusions

The analysis of the natural vibrations and modal shapes of cracked axially loaded bending—torsional
coupled Timoshenko T-beams has been presented. When the effects of shear deformation and rotatory inertia
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Fig. 19. Third bending modal shapes (H) for the uncracked and cracked hinged-hinged beam as a function of the crack positions ¢ = 0.3
and 0.5 and the depths a/h = 0.3 and 0.5. == = 3725.83rad/s (uncracked beam): ——— 2705.45rad/s (a/h = 0.3, ¢ =0.3);
2327.92rad/s (a/h = 0.5, £ = 0.3); —— 3370.15rad/s (a/h = 0.5, £ = 0.5); —O— 3485.36 rad/s (a/h = 0.3, £ = 0.5); for P = 0; r£0, s#£0.
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Fig. 20. Fourth bending modal shapes (H) for the uncracked and cracked hinged—hinged beam as a function of the crack positions ¢ = 0.3

and 0.5 and the depths a/h = 0.3 and a/h = 0.5. == == 5011.03 rad/s (uncracked beam): ——— 4216.21 rad/s (a/h = 0.3, £ = 0.3);
4012.66rad/s (a/h = 0.5, ¢ = 0.3); —m— 4427.42rad/s (a/h = 0.5, ¢ = 0.5); —O— 4575.28 rad/s (a/h = 0.3, £ = 0.5); for P = 0; r#0, s#£0.

are neglected, the errors associated with them become increasingly large as the beams thickness increases and
as the modal index increases. The general effect of including shearing effects is to decrease the natural
frequencies. Some accurate data, which might be useful for others researchers to compare their results have
been presented for uncracked and cracked T-beams. In the present study the transverse crack has always been
considered as open, whether in the presence of an axial force or not.

The stiffness matrix is obtained within the context of the DSM method by directly solving the governing
differential equation. In order to determine the local flexibility characteristics induced by an individual crack,
the concept of the massless rotational spring is applied. A new procedure based on the coupling of DSM and
line-spring element is introduced to model the cracked beam. The whole structure is first divided into two
substructures, since only one crack is considered into the structure itself. For each substructure, the DSM is
obtained, and the global DSM of the whole structure can be deduced by applying the standard procedure of
the finite element method. The existence of a crack results in a reduction of the local stiffness, and this
additional flexibility also alters the global dynamic response. In this sense, the results obtained have revealed



E. Viola et al. | Journal of Sound and Vibration 304 (2007) 124-153 147

Displacements

'1 .5 T T T T T T T T T
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

£
<

Fig. 21. First coupled bending—torsional modal shape of the cracked T-beam: flexural displacement (H) and torsional displacement (¥x,)
for r#0, 50, crack position ¢ = 0.5, crack depth a/h = 0.5. — H; P = 0: ——— H; P<0; —— H; P>0; —— 100¥x,; P = 0; —>&—
100%x,; P<0; =/~ 100¥x,; P>0.
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Fig. 22. Second coupled bending—torsional modal shape of the cracked T-beam: flexural displacement (H) and torsional displacement
(¥x,) for r#0, s#0, crack position ¢ = 0.5, crack depth a/h = 0.5. H;P=0:-—-H; P<0;—— H; P>0; —— ¥x,; P = 0; —>&—
¥Yx,, P<0; —A— Yx,, P>0.

that a good prediction of changes in frequencies and mode shapes can contribute to the determination of the
location and size of cracks.

A parametric study has been conducted considering two beams having different end conditions, a cantilever
and a hinged-hinged beam, different crack positions and depths. The following observations can be made
from the parametric study:

1. Any variation in the frequency of a mode is larger if the crack is closer to the nodal or the antinodal point
of that mode shape. When the crack is located at the nodal point of a certain mode, the corresponding
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Fig. 23. (a) Third and (b) fourth coupled bending-torsional modal shapes of the cracked T-beam: flexural displacement (H) and torsional
displacement (¥x,) for r#0, s#0, crack position & = 0.5, crack depth a/h =0.5. — H; P=0: ——— H, P<0; —— H; P>0; —— Vx,;

P =0; >& Px,; P<0; =/ ¥x,; P>0.

frequencies are not the same for all sizes of cracks and the same in turn as those for no crack. So, even if the
nodal point of a mode shape can be taken as point of inflection at which the bending moment vanishes, the
value of the torsion determines different values of the frequency.

2. It can be noticed that when cracks of different depths are considered, the larger crack has the more
significant effect on the frequency.

3. The frequency of the uncracked and cracked beam is also reduced because of compressive axial loads, while
it increases with tensile loads, although not as fast as it reduces with compressive loads.

As far as the effect of the axial force is concerned, the aim of the authors is to demonstrate that, even in the

case of cracked beams, the effect of a compressive axial force is to render the beam less stiff, whereas a tensile
one has a stiffening effect.
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In this work, warping stiffness has been neglected. The aim of the authors is to extend in a future paper the
analysis of coupled vibrations of cracked Timoshenko beams including the effect of warping, as well as the
coupling effects at the cracked section.
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Appendix A. Determination of the stiffness matrix of a line-spring model

Let us consider a model to evaluate the stiffness matrix k,of a line spring, as shown in Fig. 4 which indicates
the sign convections for forces (shear forces: S; and S,; bending moments M; and M,; torsion 7; and 7). The
corresponding deflections and rotations are respectively denoted by H; and H,; ©; and ©,; and ¥, and ?,.
Then the following relation is obtained:

Fr = kqy, (A1)
where
Ff = [Srp Ml‘a TI‘) Sl) Ml) TI]T7 qf = [Hl‘a @I‘a qlrnHla @/9 'I//]T (A2)

For a linear elastic body under an infinitesimal small displacement condition, the displacements u; at the
loading points can be written as follows using the principle of superposition:

n
w=y AP, (A-3)
j=1
where P; are generalised forces and 4;; are compliances. From Eq. (A.3), the deflection H at the point where a

shear force S is applied can be written by considering the effects of both a bending moment M and a torsion T’
as

H =4S+ AguM + 74 T. (A.4)

Similarly, it is possible to obtain
0= ;Ln1sS + /lmmM + j-mz‘ T, (AS)
'II == ;L[SS + )‘fth + )L[[T. (A6)

With the following positions for displacements, forces and compliances
uy=H;, P =S8,
u=0; P,=M,
uy =%, P3=T,
= A= dms A3l = Aas,
M2 = Asm A2 = Apm A2 = A, (A7)
3y =ldg 3= ldm 433 =l

where 1; = A; fori,j=1, 2, 3.
The strain energy W in the line spring is given by

1 S
W =5(SH + M6 + T) or WZE;Pi“i- (A-8)
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It is possible to obtain another expression of W by substituting Eqgs. (A.4)—(A.6) into Eq. (A.8):

1
W= E(a“H2 + a0 0% + a33V? + 2a1,HO + 2a;3:HY + 2a30%),

where

2
ayn = Apmhu — im[ a2 = Amilst — Asmues

1 2 D)
axy = j~pp/bt)‘ - )vp[ a3 = jvsm/bmt - jxvtimma

5 2 )
asz = /me/lpp - /lmp ax; = j-sm)»st - /Lmtism

;bss ;bsm isr
D = det )»ms )me j-mt
/lts /11171 /Itl

(A.9)

(A.10)

Using the relations H = H—H,, ® = 0,—0,, ¥ = ¥,—Y,, one can express the strain energy W with nodal
displacements and obtain the following relations by partial differentiation with respect to each nodal

displacement:
ow
S[ = —aHl = [an(H] — H,) + 012(@] - @;) + a]3(']/l - qu)]a
ow
M/ = a—@] = [alz(H/ — H,~) + a22(@/ - @r) + a23(qjl - Tr)]a
ow
T, = 3%, = lais(H; — H,) + a3(0; — 0,) + a3 (P — V)],
ow
Sr = G—H, = Sla
ow
Mr 6@, - _Mla
ow
T,. = =-T].
v, :

Thus the stiffness matrix of a line spring is given as follows:

ar apn a3 —dyir —di2 —dis

an drs  —dpy1  —dy —dp3

K 1 a3y —az —daz  —as3
S =
D apg ap aps
Sym an» anrs

0 ass

(A.11)

(A.12)

(A.13)

(A.14)

(A.15)

(A.16)

(A.17)
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For the case under consideration, being 4,,; = 4,,,, = 4, = 0, the stiffness matrix becomes

R 0 —1/is 0 0
0 1w O 0 —1/hpm O
0 0 ke 0 0 =1/
b=1_1n, o0 0 1/h 0 0
0 —1/im O 0 b O
0 0 —1/ 2 0 0 1/ 2t

Appendix B. System of 12 homogenous linear equations for cantilever T-beams

System of twelve homogeneous linear equations in twelve unknowns 4; (i =1, 2,...,12):
A+ A3+ 45 =0,
Az + As— ﬂ] + A6 =0
L L, Ll '
(Arkar + Askp + Asky)/x, =0,
(—A; cosh o) — 4> sinh o — A3 cos f; — Aa sin f; — As cos y; — Ag Sin 7y,

+ A7+ Ao + All) + AsW38ag,o — AwWnfagp — AnWajhg, =0,

_S

(—4, ﬂsinh o — Ag Z—lcos 7
1

By T
— A4 + 4
L ‘I cos f3; ST sin 7y,

— Azﬂcosh o +A3%Sin I
L, 1

p

+ As + AIO 2 + Alz — A7 Wandaot + A9 W Bafy + A1t Wanfay, = 0,

1
LZ /lmm

(—=Aika cosh oy — Ask,y sinh oy — Aszkpy cos f; — Agk,1 sin

— A4k,5'1 sin ﬁl — A5ky1 COS Y1
Wiaeno Wiepny,

w
— Ag 0 2¢pha A — =0,

whit Xy Xy Xy

+ A7k, 4+ Aokpgy + Av1ky)

(A] W“eal sinh oy + A2 W“Ea] cosh o
+ AgWiiey1 cos y — AsWizenoun — Ao Wizep s

— Az Wiiep sin f3; + A4 Wiiep cos B
— ApWieny,)/x, =0,

— AsW ey sin

— Ay W46 cosh o — Ay Wohioqd; sinh a + As Wzlﬁlﬂ_l cos /3+A4W2151/§1 sin f§

+ AsWary, 7, cos p 4+ AsWary 7, sin y + A7 Wby — AsWafofy — A1 Wy, = 0,

A1 Ws1d19,, sinh oy + A, W31d1g,, cosh oy + A3 Wﬂﬁlgﬂl sin f3 —A4W3]ﬁ_1g/31 cos f3

+ AsW31719,1 sin y; — AgW31719,1 €08y — AsWdag,s + AioWfagp + A Wjag,, =0,

— A7 W 3ydag,, sinh oy — AgW3pdag,, cosh oy — AgW3afagp, sin By + Ao WaaPagp cos B,

— A W37, sin p; + AnWinjhg,, cos y =0,

— AoWnpaf; cos By — AlgWnBaf; sin B,
A W227272 sin Vo = 0,

A7 Wgzazo_tz cosh o + Ag WgzaQO_Cz sinh [0%)

— A Way,7, cos 7, —

151

(A.18)

(B.1)

(B.2)

(B.3)

(B.4)

(B.5)

(B.6)

(B.7)

(B.8)

(B.9)

(B.10)

(B.11)
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(A7 W peqp0, sinh ay + AgWne o cosh oy — Ag leeﬁzﬂz sin ﬁz

+ Ao nge/;zﬁz CoS ﬁz — Ay W12€~/2W/2 sin V2 + A W]zeyzj)z CcoS yz)/xa =0 (BIZ)
with
Wi =GJ/L, Wy =EI/L}, Wjy =EI/L, (B.13)
Wi, =GJ/L,, Wy = EI/L5, W3 = EI/L3. (B.14)
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