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Abstract

A new correction procedure for dynamic analysis of linear, proportionally damped, continuous systems under traveling
concentrated loads is proposed; both cases of non-parametric (moving forces) and parametric (moving mass) loads are
considered. Improvement in the evaluation of the dynamic response is obtained by separating the contribution of the
low-frequency (LF) modes from that of the high-frequency (HF) modes. The former is calculated, as usual, by classical
modal analysis, while the latter is taken into account using a new series expansion of the corresponding particular solution.
The advantage of the suggested method is immediately shown in the calculation of the stress distribution since it is able to
capture the stress discontinuities due to the nature of the applied loads themselves. Numerical results are presented to
discuss the convergence of the proposed series and to show the accuracy of the calculated response compared to the
classical series expansion solution.
© 2008 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Theoretical and experimental investigations on continuous systems under moving concentrated loads have
been ongoing for more than a century [1]. This problem finds its widest field of application in bridge
engineering where the dynamic nature of moving loads, combined with the presence of damage scenarios,
either due to environmental loads (corrosion, material loss, supports deterioration) or to stress concentrations
(cracks, joint failures), can dramatically reduce the life of the structure.

In this framework a correct evaluation of the stress distribution due to the moving loads is of fundamental
importance in order to recognize when the structure is approaching an overstressed condition. However, the
dynamic problem of a continuous system subjected to a moving load is quite cumbersome; first of all the
difficulty in evaluating the response depends on the moving vehicle model. For the simplest moving force
model, approximate analytical solutions are available primarily based on the series expansion of the unknown
displacement function [2-4]. On the other hand for the moving mass problem (the inertia of the moving
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sub-system is taken into account) approximate solution methods have been presented on the basis of series
expansions [5,6], iterative solution of integral equations [7], and finite element discretization [8,9]. The moving
oscillator [10-12] as well as more complex vehicle models have also been investigated in the literature [13-16].
For beam type systems the Euler—Bernoulli model is generally employed, however when the travelling loads
move very fast (close to the critical velocity) the Timoshenko model, that includes effects of shear deformation
and rotatory inertia, appears to be more appropriate [17-20]. Recently, the presence of structural damage into
the continuous system has been taken into account [21-23]. Moreover, a research field has been dealing with
the identification of the moving loads from stress field measurements [24].

However, most of the above-mentioned research works use classical modal analysis approach and
truncation procedures to calculate the system response: the whole procedure is known as modal displacement
method (MDM) [25]. This approach leads to accurate estimations of displacements and their time derivatives,
however the truncation of the HF-modes may lead to a significant underestimation of the stress distribution
that is proportional to higher order spatial derivatives of displacements whose accuracy, in turn, is directly
related to the truncation order. This is especially true for the case of moving concentrated loads, since
the nature of the problem leads to stress discontinuities that could never be obtained by using a classical C*
(class of oo time differentiable functions) series expansion of the unknown displacement function.

In order to take into account the contribution on the response due to HF-modes neglected in the classical
MDM, several methods have been proposed for discrete (or discretized ones) structures: the mode-
acceleration method (MAM) [26-33], where a pseudo-static response obtained by neglecting the inertial and
damping forces in the original system is added to the MDM solution, the dynamic correction method (DCM)
[34], where the particular solution of the equation of motion is evaluated [35,36]; the force derivative method
(FDM) [37] whose correction term is built as a series expansion of derivatives of the forcing function.

The problem of transient response has only recently received attention [38]. An original approach based on
the separation of the low-frequency (LF)- and high-frequency (HF)-response components has been presented
in Di Paola and Failla [39] and the correction term is given in series form providing the convergence conditions
of the proposed series as well.

To the authors’ knowledge, no systematic research has been dedicated to correction procedures for
continuous systems. The case of moving load excitations has been addressed in Refs. [40-42]. Particularly, in
Pesterev et al. [40] an improved series representation for the dynamic solution of one-dimensional (1D)
systems under a moving force and a moving oscillator is proposed. This solution is able to capture the jump in
the shear force at the point of attachment of the oscillator in an approximate way. In Biondi and Muscolino
[41] and Biondi et al. [42] two approaches are proposed: the first is an extension of the DCM to continuous
systems, the second is based on the use of space—time-varying eigenfunctions; the latter appears to be more
computationally convenient even though quite cumbersome in the implementation.

The authors [43] have recently proposed an extension to continuous systems of the correction procedure
presented in Di Paola and Failla [39]. In this paper, the procedure exploited in Bilello et al. [43] is extended to
the case of moving concentrated loads; both the cases of a moving force and a moving mass are considered.
Although the Timoshenko beam and non-proportional damping model are certainly more effective to
investigate the effects of the HF-modes on the system response in this paper the proportionally damped
Euler—Bernoulli beam model is used both to highlight the correction procedure itself and to compare the
results with those presented in the literature.

Advantages of the proposed method are discussed in detail and numerical results are presented and
compared to the classical series expansion solution.

2. Problem statement

The equation of motion for a continuous 1D systems is given by
NDv(x, ] + CDi(x, ] + Liw(x, )] = f(x,1), x€ D, 120, (1

where w(x,#) is the unknown displacement function, D = [0 [ ] is the space-domain, f(x,?) is the forcing
function, while N[-], C[-], and L[] are linear homogeneous differential operators of mass, damping and
stiffness. Hereinafter the given system is assumed to be proportionally damped, that is C[-] = aN[-] + bL[']
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(a,be R™); the latter assumption is not strictly required to the aim of this paper but it allows to obtain a
compact analytical form of the correction term presented later. The initial conditions associated to Eq. (1) are
w(x,0) = wy(x) and »(x, 0) = wy(x), while generic boundary conditions are assumed.

The solution of Eq. (1) can be found by expanding the unknown function in a series of the ortho-normal
eigenfunctions ¢(x)e C™, i.e.

wix, 1) =Y @;(x)q;0), ®)
=1

J

where ¢g,(f) are unknown modal coordinates to be calculated. By substituting Eq. (2) into Eq. (1) and using the
well-known orthogonality relationships [2], one yields to the jth modal equation in the form

G;(0) + 20;0;4,(1) + 07 qi(1) = g,(1) forj=1,2,...00, 3)

where w; is jth natural frequency (w;_ 1 <w;<w;+1), {;=a+ bwf/2wj, and

g,(1) = /D 0,() (x. 1) d. 4

The relevant initial conditions are ¢,(0) = [}, @,(x)N[wo(x)]dx and ¢;(0) = [}, ;(x)N]ig(x)]dx.
The moving force problem is simply obtained by substituting for f{x,?) in Egs. (1) and (4) the expression

J(x, 1) = F(no[x — ()], ®)

where F(?) is the time-varying moving force, o(-) is the Dirac delta function, and &(¢) denotes the location of the
moving force at time ¢.
Thus, using the properties of the Dirac delta function, the jth modal equation can be written as

g;(t) + 2{;0;q,(0) + wqu(t) = F()g;[c(n)] forj=1,2,...00. (6)

This approach, commonly referred to as modal analysis, always requires an unavoidable truncation of the
series (2), i.e. only a limited number of modes, say m, are retained in the analysis, and Eq. (2) is rewritten as

wx, 1) =Y ¢(x)q;(0). (7)
j=1

In most engineering problems this is justified by the fact that spatial distribution and frequency content of
loading are such that the contribution to the system response of the HF modes is assumed to be negligible.
Therefore accurate estimations of displacements are obtained, however the truncation may lead to a
significant underestimation of the stress distribution that is proportional to higher order spatial derivatives of
w(x,t) whose accuracy, in turn, is directly related to the truncation order. This is especially true for the case of
moving concentrated loads since the nature of the problem leads to stress discontinuities that could never be
evaluated correctly by using a C* series representation as that of Eq. (7).

In the next section the correction method proposed in Ref. [43], that accounts for the HF-modes neglected
in the truncated series expansion (7), will be briefly summarized and extended to the case of moving load
excitations.

3. Correction method

The idea behind the method is that of splitting the system response into its LF and HF contribution.
In Ref. [43] the governing equations of motion for the LF — as well as for the HF-response are explicited and
it is shown that the LF-response, denoted by w(x, 7), is calculated by classical modal analysis using a limited
number of modes m, while the steady-state HF-response, denoted by w(x, ), is evaluated in a series form that,
by a proper choice of the number m, can be proven to be uniformly and absolutely convergent. Specifically,
the converge criterion can be stated as [43]

wm > Qmax ) (8)
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where w,, and Q.. are the mth natural frequency of the system and the maximum frequency content of f{(x,?),

respectively.
Thus, by introducing the eigenfunctions vector (I) (x)=[¢1(x) @(x) ... @,(x)], the LF-response is
calculated as
~ AT .
wx, 1) = @ (x)q(7), )
where ¢' (1)) = [01() ¢2(©) ... q,(D)] collects the first m modal components (evaluated by classical modal
analysis), while the HF-response is asymptotically obtained in series form as [43]
N Y, D4
Mmﬂ:E:/Kuxw st (10)
p=
In Eq. (10) I?p(x, y) are the HF-iterative kernels defined as
~ AT _ ~
Ky(x,y) = Kp(x,y) — @ ()R, F,®(p), Y
where
Kor) == [ K2Ry 1)+ NIy 2Gl) (12)
Ki(x,p) is the static Green function of the system and Ky(x,y) = 0. Moreover Q,, = diag(®w1 w2 ... Op),
and F, is a m x m matrix, calculated in a recursive form as
Fp = _Q;lz(Ame—l + Fp—Z); (13)
where A, = diag(2{io1 2L ... 2(,04), F; =1,,, and Fy = 0,, being 1, the m x m identity matrix and

0,, the m x m null matrix; it is worth to notice that if the system is not proportionally damped the second term
on the r.h.s. of Eq. (11), that removes the LF-modes contribution from the iterative kernels, could not be
written in compact explicit form using Eq. (13). By summing up Egs. (9) and (10) the total response is obtained
in the form

171
mm:8®m+;/@u)a§p , (14)

In order to evaluate the stress distributions in the continuous system higher order derivatives of the
displacement function are required; they are simply given in the form

o"w(x,t) d”(i)T(x) a0+ Z/ 0"K p(-x )P, 0

ox" dx" o1

dy. (15)

It can be shown that the second term on the r.h.s. of Eq. (15) greatly improves the stress evaluation.

As stated in Ref. [43] Eq. (14) strictly holds at the steady state, moreover the calculation of the
iterative kernels f(p(x, y) does not require the knowledge of the HF-eigenvalues and eigenfunctions
since one can take full advantage of the fact that the K (x,y) is known in an analytical form for different
stiffness operators and boundary cases, thus the iterative kernels K,(x,y) can be calculated in closed form
using Eq. (12). The improved solution provided by Eq. (14) is derived in the most general form but it can be
made explicit for any given load function f{(x,#), including the moving load-mass case as shown in the next
sections.

Hereinafter some considerations on the proposed solution (14) and the correction method in Ref. [41] for
the moving oscillator case are reported. The generalized form of the DCM solution proposed by Biondi and
Muscolino [41] (using the notation introduced in the present work) is given as

wpem (%, 1) = ' (G0 + [wpar(, 1) — D WEC(). (16)
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where

P00 g

o1

Woar(x, 1) = / KUND(y, ) &S00 (17)

KJNP(x, y) are the undamped-iterative kernels obtained from Eq. (12) by neglecting the damping operator
~UND
par

series on the r.h.s. of Eq. (17) is not convergent if Q. >®;; to prove this let us assume f(x, ) = p(x)e
i.e. the forcing function is a mono-component signal of frequency w; < Q< w,, then KEND(x, y) in Eq. (17) can
be expanded in the form [43]:

(?) is the vector collecting the undamped particular solutions of the first m modes. However, the
1Qt

and q

®,(x) [ 0,(»)p() dy

0)2

Wpar(X, 1) = i d, (18)
=1

where d, = Y2 (—=1)"(Q/w,)". Since w; <Q<w; all the coefficients d, of the series (18) up to the sth would
diverge. Conversely, if Q<w, the ratios Q/w,<1 for p = 1,2,... 00, thus using the binomial expansion yields

dp=—— (19)
2 —
and Eq. (18) is recast in the form

(20)

oo
?,(x) [, 0,()p(y)dy
Wpar(x: t) = Z 5
p=1 wzzv - Q
which is the exact expression for the particular solution of the undamped continuous system. It follows that
the wpu(x,1) converges to the exact solution only if /w, <1. On the contrary the series expansion in Eq. (14) is
always convergent as demonstrated in Ref. [43].

3.1. The moving force case

Let us assume the forcing function f{x,t) be given by Eq. (5) and &(¢) = vt, where v is the constant speed of
the moving force; the latter hypothesis is not strictly required but it will be used herein to simplify the
calculations. Inserting Eq. (5) into Eq. (10) leads to

5 00 5 ap—l
W(x, 1) = Z /D Ky ) 5 o= [F(03(y = v)] dy (21)
p=
Eq. (21) may be rewritten in an explicit form by using the product derivative rule, i.e.
r+1 r+1-s s—1
d™ g0 4 g2(0)
r+1—s 1 2
= L e =3_ ¢ FTE e (22)

s=1
m-+n
where ¢ = ( ) are the binomial coefficients (Pascal’s triangle coefficients). By inserting Eq. (22) into
m

Eq. (21) W(x, ¢) is given as

p—s R s—1 _
w(x,t) = Z Z a” fd F() ; Kp(x,y)w dy. (23)

== de—s de-!

It can be easily shown that the time-derivative applied to the Dirac delta function on the r.h.s. of Eq. (23)
may be changed in a y-derivative using the relationship

r r

0 0
a—xgé(xl —axp) = (—1)d a—xqé(xl — axp) (24)
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thus Eq. (23) is rewritten in the form

n—s s—1
w(xt)_ZZ( -t & F(Z)/K( oo =—v 4 (25)

o5 dw—s dsl

Then by applying the properties of the Dirac delta function derivatives, i.e.,

0 0"g(x
/ o) 77 00 — )i = (= 1y g)(c ) . x €D (26)
1 Ixj=axy
yields the equation
N 2, & & F (1) 0 K (x
e =Y YA S © - o(x.)) 27)
p=1 s=1 i y=uvt

Thus the moving force solution that accounts for the HF contributions is written as

ST, X,y PTF() TR (x,
w(x, ) = ® (x)q(¢) + Z Z ! dﬂ’—f ) ayf—(l Y
p=1 s=1

; (28)
y=uvt

where the vector q(7) is obtained by solving the first m equation of the system (6). The spatial derivatives of the
response function can be evaluated as

"wx, 1) _ d”(l) (x) e L dPTF () 0K (x, )
5= 2
B (’)JFZZ: s ST | (29)
p=1 s=1 y=uvt
Finally, for the special case in which F(f) = F = cost, Eq. (28) writes as follows:
T K
wix, 1) = ® (X)) + F§ :Up_ % . (30)
y=uvt

It should be pointed out that the first term of the series in Eq. (30) coincides with that proposed in Ref. [40]
that is substantially a MAM extension to continuous systems. A discussion on the number of dynamic modes
that have to be included in the analysis will be presented in Section 4.

3.2. The moving mass case

In this section, the extension to the case of a moving mass is presented. For this case the forcing function
f(x,?) is given by Eq. (5) where
d?w(x, 1)
F@)=M, (g -5

1

M, is the moving mass and g is the acceleration of gravity. The double time-derivative of w(x,?) on the r.h.s. of
Eq. (31) can be evaluated by using the compound functions derivative rules, i.e.,

2 2 2 2
dw(x, 1) _ {6 w(x, 1) n zva w(x, 1) n 5 0 w(x, t)}
x=uvt

A() = (32)

dr o xor 0 on
Egs. (31) and (32) clearly show that the forcing function depends on the system response itself; the latter

circumstance makes the solution process more cumbersome than the moving force problem. As in fact,

substituting Eqgs. (32) and (31) into Eq. (28) yields

Ky (x,p)
oyr-1

x=vt

. (33

y=ut

L dP=5A(1) 'Ky (x, y)
s s—1 P\
- M, Zcf 1Y d—s ayS’I

W) = 00 + Mgy o
p=1

y=vt p:l s=1

where the third term on the r.h.s. is due to the inertia of the moving mass. The vector q(z) is obtained by
solving a set of m second-order coupled differential equations with time-varying coefficients, that is written in
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compact matrix form as
M()§(1) + C(OG(D) + K(D§() = Mgd(vi), (34)
where M(?), C(¢), and K(¢) are m-dimensional time-dependent square matrices
M(1) = I, — M, ® (vr)d(v1),
dd)(x)

C(t) = Am — ZMUU(I) (vt

>

X=vt

&mu)

K(t) = Q2 — M0 ®" (v1) (35)

x=vt

Eq. (33) cannot be solved directly since the function A(?) is dependent on the unknown function w(x,f) (see
Eq. (32)). Two approaches may be proposed to overcome this difficulty. The first approach, using a procedure
similar to that proposed in Pesterev and Bergman [40] for the moving oscillator problem, consists in
considering that the displacement function w(x,#) and its time derivatives can be approximated accurately by
the dynamic contribution due to the first few modes, then in Eq. (32) it may be assumed w(x, t) = w(x, ¢), and

(x) L@ (x)

dHi(x, 1)
dx?

A = —5

q() +v

q(). (36)

x=vt

¢(m] mg+%

x=vt x=ut

Inserting Eq. (36) into Eq. (33) provides accurate results as shown in the numerical application.
In the second approach Eq. (33) can be solved iteratively such as, at the kth step, one may write

¥ K, (x,p)

w (x l)—q) (X)Q(t)+MngUp : dyr—1

y=uvt

© P dr- YA(k)(Z) o5~ lK (X )
s s—1 JASAER
- MUZZC*;LIUY d—s oys- 1

b
y=uvt

o U oxar v ox (37)

The iterations end when a convergence criterion is satisfied. As an example, it may be computational
convenient to define it as

2 (=1) 2 (=1 2, (k=1)
AR = [6 w = D(x, 1) 49 I wED(x, 1) 0wl D(x, t)}

xX=vt

t
el = / |A® (1) — A%=D(r)| dr < tolerance. (38)
0

The two approaches have been compared through different numerical applications and their results are
identical although the first appeared to be computationally more efficient. Results of such analysis are not
reported here for brevity’s sake.

4. Terms to be included in the low-frequency response

Questions may arise concerning the number of terms to be included into the LF-response w(x, 7) for the case
of traveling loads. As mentioned earlier, the convergence criterion is stated by Eq. (8), however, in the case
under investigation, it is not straightforward to define the maximum frequency ,,.x. For clarity sake, let us
assume the continuous system to be an Euler—Bernoulli beam of stiffness £7 and constant linear mass density
p, traversed by a force moving at constant speed v, thus the mth modal equation would be given in the form

(1) + 200 (1) + 07,0, (1) = F@,,,(Qu1), (39)

where w,, = /1;\ /EI/ pl4, Q= Amv/l, 2, is the mth dimensionless eigenvalue of the beam (for example in a
simply supported beam 4,,=mn) and ¢,,(2,,f), for m sufficiently large, can be considered as a
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Am

Fig. 1. Selection of the number of modes to be included into the LF-response of Euler—Bernoulli beam subject to a moving force.

mono-component signal of frequency Q,,. Thus, the condition (8) yields

P
> A
J =0l /EI. (40)

Since the continuous system has an infinite number of eigenvalues, there will always be an integer m such
as Eq. (40) is satisfied (Fig. 1). If the moving force is also time-dependent the condition (40) should be

rewritten as
, p L 4pQp
Am=max | vl E’Z = | 41)

where Q denotes the maximum frequency content of F(¢).

It could be easily shown that, for different types of continuous 1D systems, it is always possible to introduce
conditions like Eq. (40) (or Eq. (41)) useful to define the number of terms to be included in the LF-response
w(x, 1).

5. Numerical application

Let us consider a uniform simply supported Euler—Bernoulli beam traversed by a mass moving at constant
speed. The beam parameters are the same as those used in Refs. [7,10-12]: L = 6m, EI = 275.4408 Nm?, p =
INs?/m?, M,/pL =02, F=M,g=11.78N, v = 6m/s. The damping operator is given as C[-] =a and
alp =2.0s"".

First the inertia of the moving mass is neglected leading to the moving force problem. For the given beam
parameters and moving load speed the convergence criterion (40) provides m = 1, i.e. only 1 term is strictly
required for the evaluation of the LF-response. In Fig. 2 the shear force distribution along the beam length at
time 7 = //5v = 0.2 s is reported. Only the first mode is included in the LF-response and the series on the r.h.s.
of Eq. (30) appears to be convergent by using 3 terms. As shown in Fig. 3 including few more modes (m = 4)
into the LF response makes the convergence much faster, in fact only the first term of the correction series is
needed in order to obtain the convergence of the proposed solution. This is obviously due to the nature of
the system response which is strictly non-stationary, i.e. the homogeneous contribution of the first few modes
(say m+1, m+2,...), which would be lost if included in the HF-response, cannot be neglected.

In Fig. 4 the MDM solution using 50 terms of the classical series expansion (2) is compared to the solution
obtained by using the correction method withm=1andp=3,m=4andp=1,and m =5 and p = 1. The
MDM solution oscillates around the proposed solution: the conventional series expansion (obtained as sum of
C* function) is not able to capture the discontinuity in the shear force distribution even if a large number of
modes is used and the Gibbs effect clearly appears. On the other hand the shear jump is captured accurately by
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T (x,7)

4

Fig. 2. Moving force case: shear force distribution at the time 7 by the proposed method using m =1 and p = | (=== =) = | and
p =3 (sesnnunsar), m=1and p =5 (solid).

6/

T (x,t)

-2

-4

Fig. 3. Moving force case: shear force distribution at the time 7 by the proposed method using 7 =4 and p = | (= =), m = 4 and
p =3 (suwnununr), and m =4 and p = 5 (solid).

Fig. 4. Moving force case: shear force distribution at the time 7 by the proposed method using m =1 and p = 3 (== == =), m =4 and
p=1(suwnnuuns), m=5and p =1 (solid), and MDM solution by using 71 = 50 (m=  m—)

the proposed solution procedure (even for m = 1), but the convergence is obtained only by increasing the
number of modes included into the LF-response from m = 1 (strictly required) to m = 4. It is worth to point
out that these numerical results are consistent with those obtained in Ref. [40] even though the basic concept

behind the proposed correction term [43] is quite different.
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18 \

16

F (1)

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
1

Fig. 5. Moving mass case: coupling force calculated by MDM using 71 = 5 (wemm= wm), 77 = § (snwsnnuss), and m = 12 (solid).

-——'_—_’_.-"I
4 L
2 L
o
N
~
1
-2
_4 L

Fig. 6. Moving mass case: shear force distribution at the time 7 by the proposed method using m = 8 and p = | (=== =) 1 = 8 and
p =3 (sessnsnsy), and m = 8 and p = 5 (solid).

T (x,T)

2|

Fig. 7. Moving mass case: shear force distribution at the time 7 by the proposed method using m = 8 and p = 1 (solid), MDM solution by
using m = 50 (w=== =) moving force solution by the proposed method using m =4 and p = | (w= == w-).

The moving concentrated load model, that is the most used in the literature, is a mathematical idealization,
however from an engineering point of view it is commonly accepted when the ratio of the load area to the main
system dimension is very small, for example this is the case of vehicles moving on bridges. In real structures the
stress discontinuity that arises from this model becomes a rapid change of the stress sign in a small region, as it
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6.
4
s
)
=
1 2
_2_

Fig. 8. Moving mass case: bending moment distribution at the time 7 by the proposed method using m = 8 and p =1 (solid), MDM
solution by using 71 = 5 (me—— m—)

would be obtained using a moving load model distributed on a small area; however, the aim of this paper is to
present a correction form of the classical series solution to account for the HF modes contribution and not to
discuss whether the moving concentrated load is the best model to deal with this type of problems.

The moving mass case is investigated in Figs. 5-7 by using the first approach presented in Section 3.2.
The force F(f) acting on the beam from the moving mass is reported in Fig. 5 in the time interval [0 //v] by
using 5, 8 and 12 modes of the MDM solution. Compared to the moving oscillator case [40], where the
coupling force depends only on the displacement function and its time derivative, the moving mass coupling
force requires few more modes to converge, however, beginning with m = 8, the approximation can be
considered quite accurate.

These force and the time-dependent coefficients ¢;(¢) (for i =1,2,...,8) of the MDM were substituted in
Eq. (29) to calculate the shear force distribution at 7 = //5v = 0.2s by the proposed method.

In Fig. 6 the shear distribution along the beam calculated at 7 by usingm =8 andp=1,m=8 and p = 3,
m = 8 and p = 4 are reported. Due to the large number of modes included into the LF-response all curves
overlap, i.e. convergence is obtained by using just 1 term (p = 1) of the series on the r.h.s. of Eq. (33). In Fig. 7
the moving mass as well as the moving force solution calculated by the proposed method are reported. The
MDM solution for the moving mass case using 50 terms of the classical series expansion is also reported for
comparison. The conventional series is still not able to capture the shear discontinuity. Moreover the effect of
the inertia of the moving load on the system response is clearly noticed; it can be shown that such a difference
becomes more relevant as the mass and the speed of the moving load increase.

Although not shown, the second approach proposed in Section 3.2 leads to the same results, as those
presented here providing that the number of modes included into the LF-response is sufficient to obtain a
good approximation of the coupling force.

Finally, in Fig. 8 the bending moment distribution is reported; also in this case the proposed solution is
shown to be more accurate compared to the MDM solution calculated by using 50 terms.

6. Conclusions and remarks

A correction procedure to improve the evaluation of the dynamic response of linear, proportionally
damped, continuous 1D systems traversed by moving loads has been presented. The method is based on the
separation of the LF- and HF- response contribution: the first is evaluated by classical modal analysis while
the second is obtained as a series expansion of the particular solution.

Compared to the DCM the proposed solution is more accurate and suitable since it provides clearly a
convergence criterion and it takes into account the structural damping into the correction term, moreover it
includes the MAM correction term into its formulation.

As shown by the numerical example the proposed corrected solution greatly improves the stress response
resolution. Moreover the method is also computationally efficient, in fact few terms of the correction series are
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required to obtain accurate solutions. For the case under investigation, where the system response is strictly
non-stationary, the number of terms is related to the number of modes included into the LF response: if the
modes strictly required for the convergence are used, 3—4 terms of the correction series are needed while if few
more modes are included into the LF response just 1 term of the correction series can be sufficient. It should
also be remarked that the HF iterative kernels that appear into the series expansion are calculated in closed
form only once for any given continuous system and then used for any type of forcing function (moving
oscillator problem, multiple moving loads, combinations of moving and dynamic loads).

The proposed solution is general and can be used to analyze different load scenarios, however it requires the
knowledge of the frequency content of the forcing function in order to guarantee the robustness of the
method; for most of natural excitation sources this is known with good confidence, otherwise one may use a
preliminary signal analysis in order to estimate the maximum frequency content of the forcing function.

The authors are currently working on the possibility of applying the proposed solution procedure to moving
forces identification problems.
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