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Abstract

As a wave, propagating in a beam, enters a discontinuity it will be partly reflected and partly transmitted. The introduction of an
external force can be used to impose restrictions on the scattering properties of the discontinuity. This phenomenon has been
studied in the past, usually with the objective of changing the scattering properties of a free end. The purpose of this study is to
investigate the effect of material parameters and cross-sectional dimensions on the control effort and power flow through a beam
discontinuity, given a certain control objective. Active scattering factors, based on Euler—Bernoulli theory, are derived for the
junction of two beams, with rectangular cross-sections. Desired constraints are put on one or several of these scattering factors and
the equivalent required force is calculated. The control objectives studied are: a non-reflective junction, a non-transmissive junction
and the minimisation of power flowing from the junction back into the beams. Derived expressions show that the control forces
can, after normalisation, be expressed in a two-dimensional space (plane) for all possible material parameter and cross-sectional
dimension combinations. In their limits these planes also contain the ideal termination cases. Thus, e.g. the required control forces
in order to achieve a non-reflective junction for a clamped or free beam end are covered by these results. The transmission and
reflection efficiencies for the different control objectives can also be depicted in the same plane. Results indicate the possibility of
choosing a right-side beam and active force combination in such a way that the junction is anechoic and absorptive.
© 2008 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

The field of noise and vibration abatement occupies several engineers and researchers today. Vibration
treatments can be studied from many points of view. The application decides the objective of the control.
Traditionally vibration control can be divided into two main groups, passive or active treatments.
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During the last 20 years there have been several publications devoted to different aspects of active vibration
control. Because of their frequent appearance in structures, slender beams have been the topic of many of
these research papers. Quite a few of these papers involve control of different wave modes in slender beams or
at junctions between such beams. It is obvious that the geometry and material parameters of the involved
beams play an important role for control effort and power flow through such a junction.

The purpose of this study is to investigate the influence of geometry and material parameters on control
effort and power flow, given a certain control law. Two semi-infinite beams are connected and an active force
is introduced in the junction. Three different control laws are derived and the power flow through this junction
as well as the control effort are investigated while varying the difference in material parameters and cross-
sectional dimensions between the two beams.

Structural networks, which frequently occur in several industrial applications, can contain junctions
between slender beams of quite different properties. There may be changes in cross-sectional dimensions,
density or stiffness. The so-called impedance mismatch between the beams will cause the incident power to be
partly transmitted and partly reflected. This phenomenon has been studied in several publications.

The passive junction properties between two coupled beams have been published in Structure Borne Sound
by Cremer et al. [1]. An incident wave is considered and the scattering properties of the junction are described
by two transmission and two reflection factors, describing the propagating wave and near field, respectively.
The derivation is based on Euler—Bernoulli beam theory.

In 1984 Mace [2] presented a paper where full transmission and reflection matrices were derived for both
incident wave and near field simultancously. Thus the scattering properties were described in 2 x 2 matrices.
These derivations were also based on Euler—Bernoulli beam theory.

In 2005 Mei and Mace [3] presented a paper where the transmission and reflection matrices are derived for
Timoshenko beam theory. Again the scattering properties (amongst many other results) are presented as two
2 x 2 matrices connecting propagating deflection and rotation waves at a junction between two semi-infinite
beams.

For some cases it might be desirable to have a junction which reflects/transmits a certain portion of the
incident power. It is easy to imagine a situation where an anechoic junction, which is obtained by avoiding any
reflection of power, is advantageous. Therefore, attention has been focused on using active control as a part of
the junction between one-dimensional waveguides, such as beams.

Miller [4] described the possibility of using active control at the junction point of one or several slender
beams. Several control laws satisfying different control criteria were derived. Also several simple examples
were given where the theory was applied to different structures, such as rods and beams. The control laws
considered included forcing certain scattering properties upon the junction or absorbing power by
optimal controllers. The theory has also been applied to more complex structures like the modelling of a
satellite. Similar studies were presented by Miller and von Flotow [5], Miller et al. [6,7], and by von Flotow
and Schifer [§].

Several other authors have also studied active modification of scattering properties in beams. The control
law that seems to have been studied the most in this case is the one that cancels reflection from a junction,
normally that of a free end. Scheuren [9], Guardia and Bustamente [10], and Hu and Lin [11] all investigated,
theoretically or experimentally, how to achieve a non-reflective/anechoic termination on a free end.

Other authors have studied active control configurations where the control objective has been selective wave
cancellation. McKinnel [12] investigated the possibility to isolate a region of a waveguide by active
cancellation of flexural waves. Mace [13] used secondary forces to actively clamp a flexural waveguide (beam)
at a point, thereby hindering transmission beyond that point. Scheuren [14] dealt with suppression of selective
wave mode amplitudes. Multipoint measurements enabled the separation of wave modes. The purpose of that
study was to investigate the possibility of actively reflecting a propagating wave.

Focus has also been on various types of controllers to absorb energy with different approaches. Guicking
et al. [15] used a tapered transmission line model and an impedance approach to actively absorb wave mode
power. The beam impedance was matched to the impedance of an active load in order to maximise the power
absorption. A paper by Brennan et al. [16] was published in 1995 investigating three fundamental control
objectives: wave suppression, maximisation of actively absorbed power, and minimisation of the total input
power introduced by both the primary and the secondary disturbance.
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The study presented here investigates how the impedance mismatch between two beams connected through
an active junction influences the power flow, given a certain control objective. The investigated control laws
are: cancellation of reflected or transmitted wave, and the minimisation of scattered power. The power flow
through this junction as well as the control effort are studied for different material parameter combinations of
the two beams. The study is limited to non-dissipative, Euler—Bernoulli beams with rectangular cross-sections.

2. Euler—Bernoulli beam model

If the flexural wavelength is large in comparison to the cross-sectional dimensions of a beam, the
Euler-Bernoulli theory gives a relatively accurate description of the deflection field on the beam. The
Euler—Bernoulli bending wave equation is based on the fact that for low-frequency vibrations the bending
motion is dominant. The Euler—Bernoulli theory neglects rotational inertia and shear deformation (i.e. infinite
shear stiffness). The homogeneous partial differential equation is

4 2
a4w+,0Saz =0, (1)

where w represents deflection, pS is mass (per unit length) and EI is the bending stiffness. If the system
experiences harmonic motion it can be assumed that a solution to the differential equation has the form of a
wave:

W(x, 1) = ek, ®)
where k is the wavenumber, w is the angular frequency, x is the length coordinate of the beam, 7 is the time, j is
the imaginary unit and w is the amplitude of the wave. Inserting the expression for w (Eq. (2)) into the
differential equation (Eq. (1)) yields the dispersion relation,

pS o>,
Kt = 3
7 ° 3)
From this four complex roots are acquired:

ky = —jkp, ku=jkp, ki =—kp kiv=ks, (4a,b,c,d)

where kg represents the bending wavenumber, given by

S
k3=ﬁ42—1. (5)

The roots in Egs. (4a,b,c,d) are inserted into the wave solution (Eq. (2)), which yields four different wave
components, two propagating waves and two exponentially decaying components, the latter being so-called
evanescent waves or near fields. The normal displacement field of the beam is the sum of these waves and near
fields with the amplitudes adjusted according to the external excitation and boundary conditions.

A semi-infinite beam has only one boundary; thus a wave that is propagating away from this boundary will
never be reflected, as seen on the right-side beam in Fig. 1. If a finite beam on the left side is connected to a
semi-infinite beam on the right side and the excitation is located somewhere in the left-side beam (referring to

Fz\ct
AUAVA W a, /\/\ VA W
ElL K > ELk

Fig. 1. The waves present on a finite beam connected to a semi-infinite beam with different properties. The primary excitation is assumed
to be somewhere in the left-side beam and an active force is located at the junction.
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Fig. 1), the deflection fields of the beams can be expressed as
W = a;re*jklx + a;e’klx + a;eiklx + a,?,ekl’“, Wy = b;e*jkzx + b;e*]‘z", (6a,b)

where k| and k, represent the bending wavenumbers for the left- and right-side beams, respectively, and where
the time dependence has been suppressed. The amplitudes are expressed with a for the left-side beam and with
b for the right-side beam. They are subscribed with p or N for propagating wave or near field, respectively. The
superscripts + or — indicate the propagation direction being the positive or negative x-direction (see Fig. 1). It
is convenient to express the wave amplitudes in vector form as

ar a; bt
at = [_1 , a =< "% pt= i . (7a,b,c)
ay ay by

These wave amplitudes can be related by introducing a reflection (r) and a transmission (t) matrix:

bt =tat, a =ra’. (8a,b)
The exponential functions in Egs. (6a,b) can be expressed in propagation matrices:
eHir 0 s 0 e 0
Yo+ = [ 0 eklx‘|’ Yo = [ 0 eklx‘|’ Wyt = [ 0 ekle' (a.b.c)

For the beam element described in Fig. 2, the deflection (w), rotation (), moment (M) and force (F) are
related through

0 0 oM
= g oM (10a,b,c)
Ox Ox ox

Using these relations, continuity of deflection and slope can, at any point, be stated according to

1 1
—j . ‘lla+iljL +

—_—

1 1
1]‘1’321 = [—jy _ﬂ/]‘l‘bﬁub+ (11a)

and equilibrium of moments and forces according to

1 -1 -1 1 -1
i - Y, at + I ¥Y,-a =o [ ¥,+b', (11b)
Y
r
w .
F T F+%da:
M M-&-%dm
dz

T

Fig. 2. Definition of the positive direction for the field variables. w indicates lateral displacement, f8 slope, M moment and F force.
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where the substitutions « and y have been introduced. They are defined as
. ELK, ks
TEE TR

(12a,b)

Substituting Egs. (8a,b) into Egs. (11a) and (11b), the transmission and reflection matrices (r and t) can be
calculated to give

_2[UEne=D (=i -w) N
A0 +ieE—1 (+p0+2) (132)
and
20— —p - 41— ) )
Al - pA—) 2 =) il — 2P |
where
A = 20(1 4+ %) + (1 + ). (14)

For simplicity the connection point has been chosen at x = 0 as this reduces the propagation matrices to
identity matrices. The matrices t and r are virtually the same 2 x 2 matrices as derived in Ref. [2], except for a
slightly different notation.

3. Active beam junction
3.1. Active scattering properties

If the excitation in the left-side beam is considered to be far away in relation to the wavelength, the incoming
near field can be neglected and the element related to the near field in the propagation matrix (element 2,2) in
Eq. (9a) is replaced by a zero. If a gain matrix G is defined as

1 0 0
=73 act 4 (15)
k’lElla; F 0

where F?° is an external force, then an actuation vector can be calculated as

Q™' = Ga™. (16)

The actuation vector may also contain a moment term which would allow for two actuation modes. However,
this is outside the scope of this paper. Introducing the actuation vector at the junction, and stating continuity
of deflection and slope and equilibrium of moments and forces, yields

1 1
—j 1 ‘l’a+a++

-
lj —11‘Pa+a++

Substituting Egs. (8a,b) and (16) into Eqgs. (17a) and (17b) gives the transmission and reflection matrices. They
will include a term containing the introduced external force, F*'. Further, as the incoming near field is
neglected, the transmission and reflection matrices will contain non-zero elements only in their first columns.
These, in total four, elements will be referred to as the active scattering factors, two for reflection and two or

1 1 1
J%JZLth”t e

Y

1 =1 I -1
= J“f:¢v—kwt@¢ "
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transmission. Performing the calculations yield

act pass FaCt _V(l +J) + O('})(l _J) B 2.]0C

v T T By 4 s
V?VC‘—VpNaSSJr%g:a; G — D1 U’)”(“”D, (18b)
e = o +2k§:a; —(1 +]) +A(l_j)_2jy’ (180)
s — lpass+2k§;‘la; oc(j—l)+(Al+j)+2jv’ (18d)

where p and N again denote propagating wave and near field, respectively, and the terms superscripted by pass
are the equivalent terms found in the respective matrices in Eqgs. (13a) and (13b). Again the connection point
has been chosen at x = 0.

3.2. Control laws based on manipulation of the scattering properties

Implementing active control of the bending waves at the junction between the two beams means using
the external force F**' to influence the amplitudes of the scattered field or the scattering factors themselves.
Thus control laws can be derived from Eqgs. (18a—d) by putting constraints on the scattering factors. With
respect to these scattering factors, two control laws are obvious: suppressing reflection (rj;Ct =0) or
transmission (t;0t = () of the incoming wave field. To derive the control force for a non-reflective junction, the
left side in Eq. (18a) is set to zero and the active force is calculated to give

(1 + (=201 — ) + jp(1 — 2’
Fact — k3 I +
no ref (o —j) + ol —j)

In analogy, the control force for the case of a non-transmissive junction can be derived by setting the left side
of Eq. (18c¢) to zero and solving for the active force:

(19)

(14+a)(1+7y)
ol +D+G—D+ 2y
Results of how these control laws depend on their parameters o and y will be presented in Section 5. These

control laws require information about the properties of the connected beams and have a linear dependence on
the amplitude of the incoming wave, a;.

F2 s = 4G EL G ]

no trans

(20)

4. Junction power flow
4.1. Active power scattering properties

So far only vibration amplitudes have been considered, but to get a complete view of how the junction
behaves it is important to investigate the power flow. This is also important when specifying control objectives.
The power associated with each propagating wave (i.e. no near fields are considered) is independently
calculated as

W, = 1Re{Fi*} + 1 Re(M}"}, Q1)

where the dot and * indicate time derivative and complex conjugate, respectively, and Re denotes that the real
part of the argument is extracted. Here it can be noted that one near field by itself does not propagate power,
and this is why they could be neglected in this case. However, the combination of two opposite near fields may
propagate power and must in that case be taken into account.
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Waves propagating in the positive direction are defined as carrying positive power and negatively
propagating waves are defined to carry negative power. Three power waves can be calculated, two on the left
side of the junction and one on the right side. In order to fulfil the condition of power conservation, the sum of
the power flow on the left side has to be equal to the sum of the power flow on the right side and the power
introduced or removed by the active force. Using Eq. (21) the power associated with each propagating wave
can be calculated:

Wi = ELK|a] |, (22a)
Wi = ELKa} PP, (22b)
W§ = ELk3|a} P16, (22¢)

The elements in the scattering vector that affect the transmitted and reflected waves have been substituted into
Eqgs. (22a—) in order to express the propagating power in terms of the active scattering factors. The active
force power input can be calculated as

Win = L Re{F*Ui). (23)

A transmission efficiency for the active junction can be defined as the ratio of positive power transport on each
side of the discontinuity according to

Wix=0
LA (4)
Wix=0)
Similarly a reflection efficiency can be defined as the ratio of the reflected power to the incoming power like
Wi(x=0)
== 7 25
Wix=0) )

Note that the term ‘efficiency’ (transmission and reflection) here is used to describe power ratios, while the
term ‘factor’ (transmission and reflection) was previously used to describe amplitude ratios. Substituting Eqs.
(22¢) and (22a) into Eq. (24) gives the active transmission efficiency as

T = Re{ap}| 5. (26)
Similarly, by substituting Egs. (22b) and (22a) into Eq. (25), the reflection efficiency may be expressed as
Ract — |}’;Ct|2. (27)

This is well-established knowledge [1] for power transmission and reflection for the passive case. However, it
may here be important to point out that these indices are calculated with the active force working in the
system. Hence, although the dependence of the active transmission and reflection efficiencies R*" and 73 is
similar for the active and the passive case, their values may differ because of their implicit active force
dependence. One can also see that for a given control law, 3 and R*" are entirely dependent on the factors «
and y. This becomes apparent if we substitute one of the active force expressions, Egs. (19) or (20), into either
of Egs. (18a) or (18c) in which the terms a;k?EI | cancel out each other.

From this two interesting conclusions can be drawn: firstly, since the factors o« and y are fractions
of wavenumbers and bending stiffnesses, the transmission and reflection efficiencies for a given control
law are frequency independent; and secondly, there are four physical beam properties that will in-
fluence the power transmission and reflection, namely Young’s modulus, density, and cross-sectional height
and width.

4.2. Control law based on power considerations

The control laws derived in the previous section were based on forcing the active scattering factors
to zero, which gave simple calculations for the active force. The control objectives might also be based on
power considerations. A straightforward situation would be that it is desirable to minimise the power
flowing from the junction back into the beams. Thus the sum of the reflected and transmitted power
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ought to be minimised. As an appropriate index, the sum of the reflection and transmission efficiencies
can be defined:

Sact — Racl + Tact. (28)

Since in the passive case S would always be equal to one, the active force has to account for its discrepancy
from one. Thus minimising S* is equivalent to maximising the power absorbed by the active force (Wj,). In
order to minimise the quantity, S**, its derivative is set to zero, according to

asact

aFaCt =
where the derivative is taken with respect to the real and imaginary parts of the active force separately. If the
expressions for active transmission and reflection factors, Eqgs. (18a) and (18c), are substituted into the
transmission and reflection efficiencies (Eqs. (26) and (27)) and inserted into Eq. (28), the minimisation

problem reduces to the well-known minimisation of quadratic forms for complex-valued functions; see e.g.
Ref. [17]. Thus Eq. (28) can be written in the form,

0, (29)

S = |[F*P A 4 FD* + F*"b + ¢, (30)
where ¢, b and A4 are recognised as
¢ = op| B2 e 2, (31a)
b= wyti*™ oy + "oy, (31b)
A = aylo|> + |0 (31c)

and ¢, and o, are given by

_ oA+ +op(d =) — 2o

r > 32a
2k ElLajt A (32
—o(1+j)+1-))—2j
= J)3 (I=)=2n (32b)
2\ EIL ;i A

respectively. The indices o, and g, are results from factoring what is to the right of the plus sign in Eqs. (18a)
and (18c), into F*°* times a scaling factor. Eq. (30) has a unique minimum at

0 Sact B %

W = 0 :> min(SaCI) =C A N (33)
which appears for the active force
ac b
Fyt = — R (34)

These are then referred to as the optimal active force and scattering efficiency for this case. If Egs. (31b)
and (31c) are inserted into Eq. (34), the control law takes a form more similar to the other control laws
derived:

A+)+um(—1+ 2o
o+ '

F& = —kiELa} . (35)

opt —

5. Results

Several figures are presented in this section. The transmission efficiency for the control law of a
non-reflective junction is plotted against the parameters o and 7 in Fig. 3. A bold line in the figure
denotes where the transmission efficiency is equal to one (zero dB). The reflection efficiency for the non-
transmissive junction is not depicted, as it is equal to one for all parameter combinations. This is accounted for
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loga(v)

logy(cr)

Fig. 3. Transmission efficiency (3% ) as a function of the parameters o and y, for the control law of a non-reflective junction. The section

where 101og;o(12 ) = 0 is highlighted.

_
=
o 0
o

-1

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
logo (o)

Fig. 4. Transmission efficiency (z35) as a function of the parameters o and y, for the control law of maximum power absorption.

by the purely imaginary input mobility, at the active force location, when only a near field is present in the
right-side beam.

The transmission and reflection efficiencies for the control law of optimal power absorption are depicted in
Figs. 4 and 5. Their sum, S*, is depicted in Fig. 6. The magnitudes of the control forces as functions of the
parameters o and y are plotted for the three different control laws, Figs. 7-9. They are normalised with
kaI 1a;; in order to make the control forces solely dependent on o and 7. All results are presented in a dB
scale. The function axis are presented with a logarithmic scale using the base two, because it represents a

doubling of the variable.
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log,(y)

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
logx(0:)

Fig. 5. Reflection efficiency (Rf,‘l“,‘l) as a function of the parameters o and 7, for the control law of maximum power absorption.

-1

-2

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
logx(c)

Fig. 6. Total scattered power (Sf,f,’l) as a function of the parameters o and 7, for the control law of maximum power absorption.

6. Discussion
6.1. Ideal termination cases

To facilitate any interpretation of the results given in Figs. 3-9 it may be helpful to illustrate how the
change of the physical beam parameters influence the values of the dimensionless parameters o and y.
For beams with rectangular cross sections, expressions of the parameters o and y as explicit functions
of the physical beam geometry and material properties can be obtained by substituting the relation
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20

(=]

loga(y)

-40

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

logz (o))

Fig. 7. The active force magnitude, for the control law of a non-reflective junction, as a function of the parameters o and y, normalised

with k{ELa}f.
22
20
t {18
16
14
-1
12
% 10
-3
<5 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

loga(0r)

- N w

o
dB

loga(y)

2]

Fig. 8. The active force magnitude, for the control law of a non-transmissive junction, as a function of the parameters o« and y, normalised
with & ELa}f.

for the bending wavenumber of Eq. (5) into Egs. (12a,b) together with the relations for rectangular cross
sections:

S=bh, I=-—— (36a,b)
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14

logx(v)

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
log,(o)

Fig. 9. The active force magnitude, for the control law of maximum power absorption, as a function of the parameters  and y, normalised
with k?EIla;.

Simply supported

A 1og,(v)
Ey<< By 1 Po >> Py
hy << hy - _ el - e
T~ o | LT by >> b
by<<by  Free I I I ] PR A I I I I » Clamped 2 !
logy(a)
/,// 1 R T hy>> iy
py<<pr’ —_1 TEy>> B
Guided

Fig. 10. This figure depicts in which directions the ideal termination cases are found. It also shows the rate at which the parameters log,(«)
and log,(y) change when changing the ratio between any of the physical beam properties.

where S is the cross-sectional area and I the inertia. This gives

bZhg prE>

o= , 37a
b\ prE (372)
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2
E
oy oLty (37b)
P1h2E2

where 4 and b are the cross-sectional dimensions height and width, respectively. E is the Young’s modulus
and p is the density.

Eqgs. (37a) and (37b) show that the cross-sectional height and the Young’s modulus have a similar impact in
changing the parameters o and y. However, the rate of the change, which is given by respective exponent, is
quite different. Comparable conclusions may be drawn for any other physical beam parameter: they all appear
as ratios with different exponents. This directly leads to Fig. 10, where the dependency of o and y from changes
in the ratio of all physical beam parameters are given in the log,(x) — log,(y) plane.

Changing the ratio of one of these physical parameters means moving along straight lines with different
slopes. Changing the Young’s modulus ratio is equivalent to moving along a line with the slope —0.5
from the upper left corner (£, < E) to the lower right corner (E, > E). Changing the cross-sectional height
mean moving along the same diagonal but with the slope —0.25. Changing the density ratio is equivalent to
moving along a diagonal line (with slope 0.5) from the lower left corner (p, <p,) to the upper right corner
(p2>p,) in the log,(x) — log,(y) plane. Changing the cross-sectional width means moving along a horizontal
line at y = 0.

It can be seen from Egs. (37a) and (37b) that the specific straight lines in Fig. 10 are obtained if the
remaining physical beam parameters ratios are one. For other ratios of the remaining physical beam
parameters the dashed lines must be shifted in parallel. Thus in order to move away from any of the dashed
lines in Fig. 10, two or more of the physical beam parameters must be different.

These equations also help to simplify where the four ideal termination cases appear. Suppose that the rates
of change of the density and the Young’s modulus are equal. The free end case would mean a negligible
density and bending stiffness in the right-side beam compared to the left-side beam, and thus log,(«) - —o0o
and log,(y) = 0. To approach the clamped case means moving in the opposite direction, log,(z) — oo and
log,(y) = 0. For the simply supported case, the density of the right-side beam becomes large while the bending
stiffness becomes low, log,(x) =0 and log,(y) — co. Moving in the opposite direction of that means
approaching the guided termination case; see Fig. 10.

Making any one of the physical parameters in the right-side beam much larger compared to the left-side
beam means moving towards the clamped case, as the rate of change is much larger for o than for y.
Analogously, making any of the physical beam parameters in the right-side beam negligible compared to the
left-side beam implies moving towards the free end case.

6.2. Non-reflective junction

Fig. 3 shows an interesting aspect. The transmission efficiency is equal to one (zero dB) for certain non-
trivial combinations of « and y situated along a curved line as indicated in Fig. 3. Thus the active force inserts
no power. Hence there are ratios of wavenumbers and bending stiffnesses which give a conservative junction
while still fulfilling the control criterion of a non-reflective junction. This implies that there is a certain value of
o and y for which a reactive (passive) system is enough in order to achieve a non-reflective junction. For which
parameter values t* = 1 can be calculated by setting Eq. (26) equal to one and then expressing one of the
parameters as a function of the other one.

There is another interesting observation to be made when studying Fig. 3. Given a choice, there are some o
and 7 relations which are advantageous in terms of power absorption. If one beam is connected to another
beam of known material parameters and cross-sectional dimensions, it is possible to choose the second beam
in a way that ensures the junction to be absorptive, in the region below the bold line in Fig. 3. Thus for the
control law of a non-reflective junction the active force removes power from the system. This provides very
interesting information when choosing a control law for a real-life implementation. Choosing this control
objective, it is possible to specify the physical parameters of the right-side beam in such a way that the active
force and right-side beam configuration always draw power out of the left-side beam. This controller might in
many cases be advantageous to a pure optimal absorption controller, which almost certainly will reflect a
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certain amount of the incident power. Compare with Fig. 5 which only approaches zero reflected power when
moving towards the ideal termination cases, free end and guided.

The force required to create a non-reflective junction (Fig. 7) reaches a minimum around the area where o
and y are close to unity. This seems very reasonable, as no force is required in order to create a non-reflective
junction between two identical beams, which simply corresponds to one continuous beam. Away from this
area, though, the force magnitude does not grow symmetrically. For the case where o and y are large, the force
required is much bigger than for the opposite case. This might be explained by the increasingly large near field
when going from a beam with a low value for k and EI to a beam with a higher value. This is a result of having
a prescribed wave amplitude in the left-side beam. Identical wave amplitudes but different & and ET result in
different power carried by the incident wave. The non-symmetry phenomenon can be seen in the figures of the
force magnitude for the non-transmissive junction (Fig. 8) and for the optimal force (Fig. 9).

The force magnitude, Fig. 7, reaches a maximum when approaching the corner between the simply
supported and the clamped termination. This ought to be a result of the weak coupling between the actuation
mode (force) and the degree of freedom to be influenced (rotation) at the simply supported termination, and
the inability to influence any of the degrees of freedom at a clamped termination. Similar phenomena are also
visible in Figs. 8 and 9.

In order to achieve a non-reflective junction for the simply supported termination case, a moment actuation
would be preferable. In general it seems that the non-reflective junction requires a lower control force
compared to the two others. Overall the control forces increase as o and 7y increase, since it then becomes
harder to move the right-side beam.

6.3. Non-transmissive junction

The force magnitude for the non-transmissive junction, Fig. 8, is the control law which requires the largest
control effort of the three investigated ones. It goes towards a minimum when o becomes small and y becomes
large and towards a maximum when both parameters increase. Fig. 8 suggests that, when approaching the
ideal termination cases where the deflection degree of freedom is locked (i.e. clamped and simply supported
termination), the force magnitude increases. This is despite the small deflection that needs to be corrected for.
Even for a small deflection amplitude, a great force is required when the parameters o and y are large.

6.4. Optimal junction

For the homogeneous beam case (2 = y = 1) the best that can be achieved by an optimal absorbing control
force is that half of the incident power is absorbed by the active force, while the other half is scattered. This
can be seen in Fig. 6 at the point where log,() = log,(y) = 0, where $** = —3 dB. Further, Figs. 4 and 5 show
that for this case one quarter (—6 dB) of the incident power is reflected while one quarter is transmitted. This is
a result previously reported by Guicking [15].

When approaching the free end case, the total scattered power reduces; see Fig. 6. In theory all power can be
actively absorbed at a free end. This has also been experimentally verified by Scheuren [9]. However, a
minimum is reached faster when moving towards the guided termination. Moving in the opposite direction of
the guided termination towards the simply supported case, almost no power absorption is possible. This ought
to be a result of the weak coupling between the actuation mode (force) and the degree of freedom to be
influenced (rotation). Further, a large y means that the bending wave number for the right-side beam is much
larger than that for the left-side beam. As in the equation for the power carried by a wave (Eq. (22¢)), the
wavenumber is cubed; even a small wave amplitude in the right-hand side beam would mean a substantial
amount of power. Thus the optimal control force aims at transmitting almost no power and, as almost no
power can be absorbed, most of the power is instead reflected (see Figs. 4 and 5).

7. Conclusions

The formalism of the derivations, together with expressing the active scattering factors in a force term and a
passive term, is helpful for a physical understanding. It distinguishes the mechanism of the active force in a
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clear way. It enables the derivation of control laws by simple manipulation of the active scattering vector.
These control laws can, after normalisation, be expressed in a two-dimensional space (plane). In their limits
these planes contain the ideal beam termination cases such as a free end, clamped end, simply supported and
guided termination. The results agree with previously presented results regarding active control at a beam
boundary.

Results show that for the case of the non-reflective junction the right-side beam can be chosen in such a way
that the active force and beam configuration always draw power from the left-side beam. To experimentally
verify these results together with considering dissipative elements are natural extensions of the work presented
here.
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