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Abstract. General models describing the interactions between one or a pair of
piezoceramic patches and elastic substructures consisting of a cylindrical shell, plate,
or beam are presented. In each case, the contributions to the internal moments and
forces due to the presence of the patches are carefully discussed. In addition to
these material contributions, the input of voltage to the patches produces mechanical
strains that lead to external moments and forces. These external loads depend on the
material properties of the patch, the geometry of patch placement, and the voltage.
The internal and external moments and forces due to the patches are then incorpo-
rated into the equations of motion, which yields models describing the dynamics of
the combined structure. These models are sufficiently general to allow for potentially
different patch voltages, which implies that they can be suitably employed when us-
ing piezoceramic patches for controlling system dynamics when both extensional and
bending vibrations are present.

1. Introduction. The use of piezoceramic elements as sensors and actuators has
burgeoned in the last several years in applications ranging from the measurement
and damping of vibrations in large flexible structures to the control of noise in struc-
tural acoustics settings. Their utility as sensors derives from the property that when
the element is subjected to a mechanical strain, a voltage proportional to the strain is
produced. Conversely, they also exhibit the phenomenon that an applied polarization
voltage across the unconstrained element produces in-plane mechanical strains in the
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material. Because of these properties, piezoceramic elements have found increasing
success both as sensors such as strain gauges and accelerometers and as distributed
actuators. Their success as actuators is augmented by the fact that they can be used
to directly control local vibrations without applying rigid body forces and torques,
and, due to their distributed nature, they are less prone to spillover effects in many
control strategies. Moreover, the piezoceramic elements or patches are inexpensive,
lightweight, space efficient, and can be easily shaped or bonded to a variety of sur-
faces. Hence a large number of patches can be used to sense and control without
significantly changing the mass or dynamic properties of the system.

In order to obtain optimal results with the piezoceramic elements or patches in
sensing and control applications, it is necessary to have accurate models of the me-
chanics of induced strain actuation. This modeling also provides knowledge of the
physical limitations of the piezoceramic patches as actuators in various settings. De-
tailed models have been developed for piezoceramic patch interaction with Euler-
Bernoulli beams [2, 3, 4, 5, 10] and thin plates [6, 13]. Because many of the initial
applications of piezoceramic elements were in settings involving the sensing and con-
trol of bending deformations (these vibrations are dominant in many low-frequency
vibration and noise-control problems), most of these models concentrate on patch
configurations that excite pure bending motion of the substructure with more limited
discussions of pure extensional excitation. It was not until [10] that a model was de-
veloped that provided for simultaneous excitation of both bending and extensional
deformations in an Euler-Bernoulli beam. One motivation for developing such a
model is the observation that in complex coupled systems, in-plane vibrations with
small displacements can have large in-plane energy levels due to the property that
beams are much stiffer in extension than in bending. This in-plane energy can then
couple into flexural vibrations at structural discontinuities such as joints, thus neces-
sitating the control of both bending and extensional vibrations in such structures. As
determined by Fuller et al [8] through experimental work, simultaneous reductions
in bloth flexural and extensional deformations in a beam can be obtained through the
use of asymmetric pairs of piezoceramic actuators and sensors in adaptive control
schemes, and the analytic work in [10] was a first step toward developing a model that
could be used in further such control settings. In that work, force and moment bal-
ancing were used to determine expressions for the moments and strains induced by
the activation of a single piezoceramic patch that was bonded to an Euler-Bernoulli
beam.

In addition to beams and plates, thin elastic shells are often used to describe var-
ious structural components as well as for modeling the coupling between structural
vibrations and their radiating or receiving acoustic fields. For example, the trans-
mission of sound through an airplane fuselage due to low-frequency, high-amplitude
exterior acoustic fields can be modeled by a vibrating thin cylindrical shell that is
coupled to an interior acoustic pressure field [9]. In order to optimally control the
Interior noise via piezoceramic patch actuation, one first needs to model accurately
the interactions between the patches and the shell. This raises modeling issues that
differ from those encountered in the beam and plate analyses in that the in-plane and
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bending vibrations are coupled in the cylindrical shell due to curvature effects.

Analytical models describing piezoceramic patch/cylindrical shell interactions have
primarily been based on layered-shell theory [12, 23] or the use of flat plate piezoce-
ramic coupling results when determining the resulting loading on the shell [17]. In the
first case it is assumed that the piezoceramic material makes up an entire layer of the
elastic structure, and so this model is of limited use when considering small patches
as actuators. When using the flat plate theory, it is assumed that the patch dimen-
sions are small in comparison with the cylinder radius. Curvature properties are then
neglected when modeling the coupling between the patch and shell and determining
the loading due tc activation of the patch.

In this work, we present general models describing the dynamics of structures com-
prised of piezoceramic patches that are bonded to elastic substructures consisting of a
beam, plate, or thin cylindrical shell. These results differ from those obtained previ-
ously both in their generality (curvature effects are retained in the shell interactions,
differing patch voltages are allowed, etc.) and in the care taken to differentiate be-
tween and separate the internal (material) and external moments and forces that are
generated by the patches. Specifically, when the piezoceramic patches are bonded
to the substructure, the basic equations are affected in two ways. The first is due
to the fact that the presence of the patches on the beam, plate, or shell changes the
material properties of the structure since the patches add thickness and have Young’s
moduli, damping coefficients, and Poisson ratios which in general differ from those
of the underlying substructure. These differences in material characteristics lead to
additional terms in the internal moment and force resultants which, as illustrated
in [1], must be accounted for in order to match system frequencies when estimating
physical parameters. The second contribution due to the piezoceramic patches results
from the strains that are induced by an applied voltage. This leads to the generation
of external moments and forces that enter the equations of motion as external loads.

The inclusion of these internal and external moment and force expressions into the
equations of motion leads to models that consistently describe both the passive and
active contributions due to the patches. These models are sufficiently general so as to
allow for differing voltages into the patches (including the possibility of an inactive
patch receiving no voltage). From a control perspective, these models are important
since they provide for greater latitude in designing control strategies involving the
use of piezoceramic elements to affect both the bending and extensional properties
of a structure.

As a prelude te the development of the patch interaction models, equations of
motion for the underlying substructures are presented, with special attention paid to
the contributions due to externally applied moments and forces since this is where
the interactions between the patches and substructure occur. The analysis leading up
to the structural equations also motivates many of the techniques that are used to
develop the patch interaction models.

To this end, a synopsis of the derivation of the strong form of the time-dependent
Donnell-Mushtari thin-shell equations from Newtonian principles (force and mo-
ment balancing) is presented in Sec. 2. A complete treatment of this topic can be
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found in [14, 16, 19, 21, 22], and so our discussion is limited to summarizing that
material that is needed for developing the shell/patch interaction model as presented
in Sec. 3. The choice of the Donnell-Mushtari model is for ease of presentation, and,
as noted at various points in the discussion, the patch/shell interaction model can be
easily extended to higher-order models as warranted by the physical situation.

An inherent disadvantage of the strong form for the equilibrium equations when
the external loads are generated by piezoceramic elements is the resulting presence of
the first and second derivatives of the Heaviside function due to the finite support of
the patches. As a result of this as well as other parameter estimation and approxima-
tion issues, we then develop the weak form of the time-dependent Donnell-Mushtari
shell equations. This is done in more detail, since this development is less readily
available in the literature. This formulation is advantageous in many approximation
schemes, admits the estimation of discontinuous material parameters, and eliminates
the problem of differentiating the Heaviside function since the derivatives are trans-
ferred onto the test functions.

Section 2 concludes with a synopsis of the strong and weak forms of the Kirch-
hoff plate and Euler-Bernoulli beam equations. As in the shell discussion, particular
emphasis is placed on the contributions of externally applied forces and moments,
since this is where the coupling between the substructure and piezoceramic patches
occurs.

The patch contributions to the cylindrical shell equations are developed in Sec.
3. As mentioned previously, these contributions consist of internal (material) and
external moments and forces. The internal moments and forces account for the
material changes in the structure due to the presence of the patches and are present
even when no voltage is being applied to the patches. The external contributions are
due to the strains induced by the patches when voltage is applied, and they enter the
equations of motion as external loads.

In Sec. 4, the techniques of Sec. 3 are tailored to composite structures consisting of
piezoceramic patches that are bonded to plates and beams. Due to their generality,
the models allow for complex interactions involving both bending and extensional
components, since the voltages and material properties of the individual patches can
differ (e.g., the mere presence of a single patch on a beam leads to coupling between
the partial differential equations (PDEs) describing transverse and longitudinal mo-
tion, since the structure is no longer symmetric). As with the shells, this provides
structure/patch interaction models that can be used in various structural and struc-
tural acoustics control settings.

2. Underlying shell, plate, and beam equations. Throughout this discussion, we
consider a thin circular cylindrical shell of radius R, thickness #, and having the
axial coordinate x as shown in Figure 1. The variable z measures the distance of a
point on the shell from the corresponding point on the middle surface (z = 0) along
the normal to the middle surface.

Strain-displacement relations. By combining Love’s shell assumptions with the
strain-displacement equations of three-dimensional elasticity theory, one obtains the
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Fi1G. 1. The cylindrical thin shell

strain relations
e, =¢, +zK_,

|
eo = m(gg + ZKG) s

onzﬁlzﬂ[gxe+z(l+§)7]’

where e and e, are normal strains at an arbitrary point within the cylindrical shell
and y_, is the shear strain. Here ¢_, ¢,, and ¢ , are the normal and shear strains
in the middle surface, and «_, k,, and 7 are the midsurface changes in curvature
and midsurface twist (see [16], p. 8).

Note that within the framework of infinitesimal elasticity, the equations (2.1) are
exact and in the Byrne-Fliigge-Lur'ye shell theory, these represent the exact form of
the kinematic equations. In the Donnell-Mushtari theory, one neglects the underlined
terms z/R with respect to unity, thus leaving

(2.1)

e, =¢ +zK,,
€p = &g+ ZKy, (2.2)

yx0=£x0+z(l+§)r.

In terms of the axial, tangential, and radial displacements u, v, and w , respec-
tively, the expressions for the midsurface strains and changes in curvature for the
cylindrical shell are

L K =-2W
* 9x’ x ox?
o lfv w o 18w, 1oy (2.3)
T RA6 " R’ o R?>96° R348
v 1 du 2 8w 20v

0= 9x "R80° T "Roxdb ' Rox’
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As before, the underlined terms are retained in the Byrne, Fliigge, and Lur'ye
theory and are discarded in the Donnell-Mushtari theory. We point out that the
equations (2.1) and (2.3) differ from those arising in the theory of flat plates both in
the presence of the length differential Rd6 as well as in the retention of the strain
terms ¢ and ¢, (only bending contributions are considered in the corresponding
models of the transverse vibrations of a flat plate).

Stress-strain relations. To determine the constitutive properties of the shell, it is
assumed that the shell material is elastic and isotropic. Hooke’s law in conjunction
with the assumption that the transverse shear stresses o, and oy, as well as the
normal strain component ¢, are small in comparison with other stresses and strains
(these conditions are part of Love’s third and fourth assumptions) then yields

E

g, = 1 2(eXJrz/e@),
-V
E

Oy = 1 5(€g T rve), (2.4)
—v
E
GxO = G()x = 2(1 +V)yx0’

where ¢, and o0, are normal stresses and o, , and o,  are tangential shear stresses.
The constants £ and v are the Young’s modulus and Poisson ratio for the shell.

Force and moment resultants. By integrating the stresses over the face of a funda-
mental element, the force resultants can be expressed as

N h/2 g

X X z
N, =/ O (1 + E) dz (2.5)
Qx 2 Oz o
and
Ng w2 | 9]
N, | = / o, | dz. (2.6)
QH e a(}z
Similarly, the moment resultants are
hj2
[Mx}z/ ["x}(wi)zdz (2.7)
M., —h/2 LOxg R
and
hj2
{Me | :/ {”0 } zdz. (2.8)
My, | —h/2 L Oy

The orientations of the various forces and moments are shown in Fig. 2. We point
out that the transverse shear stresses ¢, and g, are used when obtaining the force
resultants Q. and @, even though they are omitted in the constitutive relations.
This is one of the contradictions that arises in the classical shell theory.
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F1G. 2. Force and moment resultants for the cylindrical shell

In the Donnell-Mushtari theory the underlined terms z/R are neglected in com-
parison to unity, and the integrals are determined accordingly, to yield

vo P o, (100 Y]

(1 -7 [ox ROoO ' R
___ER [Pw v ow
o121 -vY) {ox?  R*06% |’
N, ——Eh la—v-}——uii—l/a—Li
6T (1-v3) |R36 "R Tox|’ 2.9
ER 1 0w 0w '
M, = - NPT e B
12(1 - v%) | R* 90 dx
Eh ov 1 du
Neo = Nox = 3139 [5§+E5§}’
ER  0*w
Mxon

0x = "T2R(1 + 1) 9x06 "
Similar expressions are obtained in the higher-order theories.

Strong form of the Donnell-Mushtari shell equations. The equations of the dynamic
equilibrium of the element are obtained by balancing the internal force and moment
resultants as shown in Fig. 2 with any externally applied forces and moments. Let

(7 = qxix + qeie + qnin
and

m=m., + Mylg
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denote the surface forces and moments due to an external field that is acting on the
middle surface. Hence 4 and /1 have units of force and moment per unit area,

respectively.
Considering equilibrium of the forces in the x, §, and z directions yields
Raali)‘ + agg* + R4, =0,
20+ R332 1 0, + RGy =0, (2.10)
R%%+%Q0—"—N0+Rén=0,

respectively. In the Donnell-Mushtari theory, the transverse shearing force Q, is
considered to be negligible in the second equation of (2.10) and is subsequently
neglected when determining the final equilibrium equations. Similarly, with 0 as a
reference origin, the balancing of moments with respect to 6, x, and z yields

oM, oM

6x 3 —
Rax + 20 - RQ_ + R, =0,
oM oM
—af+R£&ﬂ—R%+RmX=m (2.11)
M
]Vx() - N()x - Rox =0,

respectively. By referring to the integral definitions of N ,, N, , and M, . it can
be seen that the third expression in (2.11) is identically satisfied due to the symmetry
of the stress tensor.

Time enters the equilibrium equations through the inertial terms; hence for time-
dependent problems the force §_ is replaced by

’u
T T

where p is the density in mass per unit volume of the shell. Similar substitutions
are made for g, and §,. By combining (2.10) and (2.11), one arrives at the time-
dependent Donnell-Mushtari equilibrium equations for a thin cylindrical shell with
radius of curvature R and thickness 4:

o’u _ON_ 0N

Rph— — R bx = R§
PR ™ % ox T o T N
2 P
ov ON N .
o'w M, 19°M, _o’M, . _om,  om
Rph8t2 _R8x2 TR g _20x0()+N0_Rq"+R—E)x+09'

We note that the representation of the external loads as surface moments and
forces is convenient when deriving the strong form of the equations of motion. How-
ever, in many applications where it is necessary to actually determine expressions
for these loads or when using the weak form of the equations, it is advantageous
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to represent these loads 1n terms of line forces and moments. To accomplish this,
let M M N , and N denote the external resultants acting on the edge of an
1nﬁn1te51ma1 element Wthh have the same orientation as the internal resultants de-
picted in Fig. 2 (with units of moment and force per unit length of middle surface).
Force and moment balancing can be used to write the area moments and in-plane
forces in terms of these line moments and forces, thus yielding

. 8N 18N, . 18M, _ oM,
“="%%x %="Rgg> "™~ "Rag> M=o 1

We point out that the first expression in (2.13) can be obtained from (2.10) simply
by replacing N by ]Vx and deleting 9 N,, /00 in the first expression of (2.10). Sim-
ilar analysis leads to the other expressions in (2.13). The use of these line moments
and forces in (2.12) is equivalent to including the external resultants directly when
determining the equations of moment and force equilibrium for an infinitesimal shell
element as done in (2.10) and (2.11).

The substitution of the internal moments and forces in (2.9) and the external
resultants from (2.13) then yields

1 0% 8*u 1-vd®u 1+v 8w vow

C? 5¢ 2 9x2 R?o6? 2R 8x00 R? 00

L (2.14)
_(1-vh) 10N,
Eh ae ’
2 2
i | 1
1 0w v du ov + h T

2o "Rox R0 RV

where again, u, v, and w are the axial, tangential, and radial displacements, re-
spectively [16]. The constant C,; given by

1/2

Cp = Lz
p(l—v")
is the phase speed of axial waves in the cylinder wall. The external line forces ﬁx and

No and moments A?x and ﬁo have units of force and moment per unit length of
the middle surface, respectively, and are generated in our problem by the activation
of the piezoceramic patches. The load ¢, is left as a surface force, since this is
the form that it usually takes in problems involving the excitation of a shell through
normal forces (an example of a normal force in this form is the pressure exerted on
the shell due to an exterior or interior acoustic field).
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We again emphasize that the resultant expressions in (2.13) (and hence the system
(2.14)) were derived for an infinitesimal element; hence certain modifications must
be made when considering the global form of the resultants and equations (as is
necessary when the resultants are generated by a piezoceramic patch). In certain
cases (e.g., for certain types of moments and forces), the system (2.14) agrees with
the strong form of the global shell equations. In general, however, this is not true, and
one must exercise extreme care in determining the form of the global representations
for the moments and forces.

Weak form of the Donnell-Mushtari cylindrical shell equations. In order to find
the weak form of the shell equations, the kinetic and strain energies of the shell are
needed. By combining the Kirchhoff shell hypothesis with the strain results from
classical elasticity theory, it follows that the strain energy stored in the shell during
deformation is given by

h/2 2z
V=3 /h/z/o / (0,6, + 0465+ 0,47.)(1 + 2/R)Rdx db dz
where the strains and stresses are given in (2.1) and (2.4), respectively. Substitution

and integration (with (1 + z/R)_l replaced by its geometric series expansion and
neglecting powers of z in the integrand which are greater than two) yields

2n )
U_Z/ 0 l—l/ { (8X+89)2—2(1_V) <8x80_6f78)‘|

s P_201 o
) (K, +kKkp) = 2(1 =v) Ko = 7

(1 - V) £x0
—ﬁ(gxkx - 80’(6) - 3> R

<
—
-
|
<
S
M
X

+

48 }Rdxa’()
R

With the change of variables s = x/R, the total strain energy can be written as
1 / /’/R Eh
U=z ——— [l + K1 dsdf,
200 Jo (1= Vz)[ DM grL]

where k = h2/(12R2) , Iy 1s the integrand corresponding to the Donnell-Mushtari
theory and I, denotes the terms that are retained to yield the Byrne, Fliigge, and
Lur'ye strain energy. These two components are given by

au v, 2 ou (v 1 /9v  ou\’
Im=\asTagtv) M- \5\56+%) " 3\3 T a0

242 ) 2
k (Vzw)z—Z(l—y) 0wdw_(dw)}

as? 96* 9500
and
v 8w ov d*w 3 av\? ou 8w
IBFL— —2U8_0 852 3(1_1/)%—8 88+§(1—V) <$> +(1—l/)%—8s80
1 ou dud’w w
~(1-v)[22) —222 it .
+2(l V)<60> 35 952 +2w692+w
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For simplicity of presentation, a weak form of the shell equations will be developed
using the Donnell-Mushtari strain expression; a corresponding set of equations can
be derived in a similar manner in the BFL case.

The kinetic energy of the shell is given by

2 2 2
T_L/z"/’“‘ph Ou\", (0% (2w
2Jo Jo ar or’ o’

Throughout this development, it is assumed that the shell satisfies shear diaphragm
boundary conditions at x = 0, /; that is, it is assumed that

R dsdb.

v:szx:szo

at the ends. This is done merely to demonstrate the equivalence between the weak
form which follows and the strong form already discussed; other boundary conditions
can be treated with similar arguments. It should be noted that the conditions v =
w = 0 at the ends are essential boundary conditions and hence must be enforced on
the chosen state space.

For an arbitrary time interval [¢,, ¢,], consider the action integral

A= [T-vya (2.15)

L

where # = [u, v, w] is considered in the space V = Hbl(Q) X Hl: (Q) x Hbz(Q) . Here
Q denotes the shell and the subscript » denotes the set of functions satisfying the
essential boundary conditions. One then considers variations of the form

. u(t,r, 8, x) n e, (r, 0, x)
i=d+ed= v(t,r,(),x)}+£[172(t)¢2(r,9,x)}
w(t, r, 8, x) n3(D)p4(r, 6, x)

Here 7 =[5, n,, n,] and $ =[¢,, ¢,, ;] are chosen so that

(1) a(t,-,-,-)eV,and

() a(ty, -, -, ) =alt,,-,-, ).
Note that this enforces 7 € [HZ(O, Y, 7i(t,) = 7(t,), and peV.

Hamilton’s principle states that the motion of the shell must give a stationary value
to the action integral when compared to variations in the motion, thus leading to the
requirement that, for all o,

d . -
%A[u +¢ed]|,_, =0.

With the definition (2.15) for the action integral, Hamilton’s principle leads to the
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9 .
0= ——Afill,

t, r2n rpl/R uanl Ua’b w8n3 5
/ / / |:8l‘ ot d)l ot Ot ¢2 EYREY: ¢3:| R ds db dr

8 2n  pl/R Su v 6¢1 ¢2
/z / / 1—1/ {<$+ﬁ+w><nlas+239+’73¢3>

0¢ ov 0¢ Oudo
_(1_,,)[,71 25 TMagas a5 ae T 38s¢3

1 fOov Ou ¢, 09,
§<3s+ae><zas +’7la—0>]

9w 82¢3 + 8w 82453
00% as> o5 86°

2%w 9’4,

Note that this must hold for all arbitrary intervals [¢,, ¢,] and all admissible pertur-
bations. Temporal integration by parts in the first integral in conjunction with the
underlying condition that #(t,) = 7(¢,) then yields the coupled system of equations

mopUR 1—1/) 0u, 2 ou ov a¢
/"1(’)// { Tre R~ (Ge+ 5 rw) Fe

d¢, 0Ovde, 1 (v Ou\ ¢, B
+“—”)[ww+%ﬁ‘z<a+%>ﬁ]}‘i‘d"d’—

/n2 /Zn///R{ p(l—u) 2¢2z_<§g+g_z+w)%

+(1 - u)[a_”a_%__<§£+‘9_”>a

+k {n3v2wv2¢3 —(1-v) [%

2
¢, B
9596 2\0s ' d as]d‘ded"o’
IR 1— 8%w du Ov du
/n;t)// { pi-v) Do - (Gh+ S +uw) b+ 1-n5te,

}} dsdf dt = 0.

8*w 82¢3 N 8w 82d)3 B 8*w 82¢3
0602 852 95t 962 9500 9566

—k {Vsz2¢3 —(1—-v)
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The weak form of the equations of motion for the unforced shell is thus
2 R R 5% ou v 09,
I {czazZ"51 ( T “’)W
I ov 0, _
+§(1—V)(Eg-+ 6) ag}dsdﬁ—o,
/Zn/l/R R avd) <Va_u+8_,u+w>-a—2
0o Jo C2 ot 2+ ds 086 00
0

(1) (?%+fo) _¢;} dsdo =0,

/2"/’/R Raw¢ <6u+8v >¢
o Jo c? ar 3t 00 3

2 2 2 2 2
+k{V2wV2¢3‘(l—u) [‘9 w9 ¢3+a woéy 0w ‘1’3”}41“10:0

860 s 95t 06° 95060 9590

for all ¢ € V. Again, the constant C, =[E/(p(1 - 1/2))]1/2 is the phase speed of
axial waves in the cylinder wall.

In terms of the moment and force resultants (see (2.9)) and the original axial
variable x, the weak form is

2n pl 2
/ / {Rphg—l?¢1+RN 99, +Nexa¢l}dxa’0 0,
0 0

2n
/ /{R h 2¢2+N06q;2+RN aa¢ }dxde 0, (2.16)

2 ¢, 1 8¢, 8¢,
/ / {Rph ¢3+N¢3 xzx‘z— - EMBW—zngm dXde—O

The derivation thus far has been for the unforced shell. To include the contri-
butions of applied external forces and moments that do nonconservative work on
the shell, one can appeal to an extended form of Hamilton’s principle or more for-
mally include these contributions directly in the system (2.16). Both techniques yield
identical final equations, and for ease of presentation we will take the latter approach.
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The inclusion of the applied line forces and moments ]Vx , Ng and M o ﬁo and
the surface load ¢, in the system then yields

2n
/ /{Rph 2¢>1+RN8¢‘+N 99, RN8¢‘}dxd0=0,

dx x50 0
n Ao dp, ~ 09
/ /{ 2¢2 Nogg * RN~ Negg (e d0 =0,
(2.17)
2n az¢ 1. 0% L)
3 _° 3 3
/ / {Rph 2 ¢3+N¢3 axz RM 302 2Mx08x39
2
R, 295 231,20 }dxdezo

for all 5 € V' as the weak form of the Donnell-Mushtari equations of motion for the
forced shell.

With the assumption of sufficient smoothness, the weak solution in this form is
consistent with the strong solution in (2.12). The vanishing of several of the boundary
terms that arise during integration by parts is a result of the choice V = H;(Q) X
Hbl(Q) X H; (Q) for the function space since the state variables and test functions
are required to satisfy the essential boundary conditions

v=w=0

at x=0,/.

We point out that in the weak form (2.17), one is not required to differentiate the
applied force and moment resultants IVX , ﬁg , M\x, and M\o as is required in the
strong form (2.14). This proves to be very beneficial when these terms are generated
by finite piezoceramic patches, as discussed in the next section.

Plate equations. Consider a thin rectangular plate whose edges lie along the coor-
dinate lines x = 0,/ and y = 0, a. We assume that the plate is subjected to both
longitudinal and transverse loading via the surface forces and moments ¢, , g, 4,
and 71, , m,. With u, v, and w denoting the displacements in the x, y, and nor-
mal directions, respectively, the strong form of the Kirchhoff plate equations is given
by

Rl Ty oy 1

Por oy o W 19
2 2 2 2 o2 N N

phaw_aMx_aMy_aMx O°M,, —g + Bmx+(9my,

912 9x? ay° dxdy ayax oy 0x
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where the moment and force resultants are

N _ _Eh <6_u+1/8_v) Moo ER (2w 0w
X1 —y?\ox ay)’ *ona-vh\oax? ayr)’
3 2 2
N:-—Ehz(a—v+ua—”>, M- LR (dw, 0w
Yoo 1-p*\0y  0x Y 12(1 —v7) \ 9y dx
Eh ov  du ER  d*w
= = ———— _— —_— :M = -,
ny Nyx 2(1 +v) <8x+8y> MXY yx 12(1 +v) dx9y

The first two equations in (2.18) describe the longitudinal movement of the plate
while the third equation describes the transverse motion of the plate.

To find the weak form of the equations, the vector # = {[u, v, w] containing
the displacements in the x, y, and normal directions is considered in the space
V = Hbl(Q) X Hbl(Q) X HZ‘(Q) , where Q denotes the plate and the subscript b
denotes the set of functions satisfying essential boundary conditions for a specific
problem. By using analysis similar to that just described for cylindrical shells, the
weak form of the equations of motion for the plate can be found to be

8¢1 09, _ 5 9¢ -
// { 2¢l Xa.x +N W— xa—x dXdy—O,

//{ 2¢2+N8¢2+N 99, Na—qsz}dxdy=0,

XY dx Y oy
(2.19)
I 29, 8’ o, 8¢,
/ / {ph ar* by =M, ax’ My ayr Mxyaxay
¢y ¢3 a ¢3
T 4,05+ M, - dxdy =0

for all ¢ = [4,, ¢,, ¢3] € V. As in the case of the thin shell, the external line
forces and moments N N M , and M are related in an infinitesimal sense to
the corresponding area forces and moments 4.-4,, my , and M appearing in the
strong form of the equations by the relations

oN ON oM oM
s = 9% s Ty o Ty s o _IMy
©= "% b oy > oy~ M ax (2.20)

If the solution has sufficient smoothness, integration by parts can be used to show
that the weak solution is consistent with the strong solution in (2.18).

Beam equations. The motion of an undamped thin beam of length / and width
b can be determined from the dynamics of thin plate theory by considering only
the vibrations in the x direction along with the usual transverse vibrations (in the
z direction). From (2.18) this yields the strong form of the Euler-Bernoulli beam
equations
o’u ON, o’w  9'M, arm,

phbW -2 - (2.21)

=4, phbW_W=é"+
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where
ou
N, = Ehbo—,
ER’b 8*w 0w
M=o T

Note that [ = hsb/12 is the moment of inertia for a beam of width b and thickness
h.

A corresponding weak or variational form of the equations can be determined by
choosing V = Hbl(Q) X Hb2 (Q) for the space of trial functions, where  denotes
the beam and the subscript b again denotes the set of functions that must satisfy
the essential boundary conditions. Through either an energy derivation such as that
given for the thin shell, or simply integration by parts, one arrives at the variational
form

I 2
a U 6¢1 5 8¢1 _ 1
‘/0 {phbﬁ¢l+Nxﬁ_ XW dx =0 forall ¢1 €Hb(Q),

l 2 2 2
o w 0°¢; —~ 07¢ 2
/0{phbW%—MXﬁ—qn%-kMx—ax—;}dx:O for all ¢, € H, (Q)
(2.22)

of the beam equations. We point out that in this form one is not required to dif-
ferentiate the external force or moment resultants, N, and M, , which proves to be
very useful when these terms are generated by the activation of finite piezoceramic
patches.

3. Patch contributions to the shell equations. In the last section, the strong and
weak forms of the equations of motion for a homogeneous, thin cylindrical shell
having uniform thickness were presented (see (2.12) and (2.17)). When piezoceramic
patches are bonded to the shell, these basic equations are affected in two ways. First,
the presence of the patches on the shell significantly alters the material properties
and thickness of the structure in regions covered by the patches; this must be taken
into account when determining the internal (material) moment and force resultants
to be used in (2.12) and (2.17). Moreover, when a voltage is applied, mechanical
strains are induced in the patches, which leads to external moments and forces as
loads in the shell model. Both contributions are discussed here, and a general model
describing the structural dynamics when patches are bonded to the shell is presented.

We assume for now that a pair of piezoceramic patches having thickness 7 are
perfectly bonded to a cylindrical shell of thickness 4 with midsurface radius R (see
Fig. 3). As shown in Fig. 4, the patches are assumed to be situated so that their edges
are parallel to lines of constant x and 6.
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T

]
™

FiG. 3. Strain distribution for the composite structure

1 X

FiG. 4. Piezoceramic patch placement

Internal forces and moments. As noted in (2.1), the infinitesimally exact strain
relationships for a cylindrical shell having midsurface radius R are given by

e, = (¢, +zK,),

_ 1
ee = m(go + ZKO) R

o = g [+ 2 (14 5%)
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with € _,¢,, K, , Ky, &, and © described in (2.3). To simplify the discussion that
follows, we will neglect the term z/R with respect to unity as is done in the Donnell-
Mushtari theory; we emphasize, however, that this is done merely for brevity of
presentation and the infinitesimally exact terms can be used in a manner correspond-
ing to that of the Byrne-Fliigge-Lur'ye theory. Moreover, it is reasonable to assume
that this relationship is maintained throughout the combined thickness 4 + 27 as
shown in Fig. 3 (see [13]). Hence we will take e, =¢_+ zk , €, = &, + zK,, and
7.8 = €.+ 27 throughout the combined thickness of the structure. Note that this as-
sumption implies that the strains at the interface are continuous and that the centers
for the radii of curvature for the shell and patch are concurrent.

Although the same strain distribution is assumed throughout the patch and shell,
the stress changes since the Young’s modulus and Poisson ratio for the patch will,
in general, differ from those of the shell. For an undamped shell with E,, v, and
E,, v, denoting the Young’s modulus and Poisson ratio for the outer and inner
patches, respectively, the stress component o 1s given by

— (e, +vey) (shell),
g, = 1_——1;2—(")( +v,e,) (outer patch), (3.1)
1
E, .
| 5 (ex + uzeg) (inner patch),
—v

2

with similar expressions for ¢, and ¢, , = g,  (see (2.4)). The subscripts 1 and 2
will be used throughout this discussion to denote outer and inner patch properties,
respectively.

The moment and force resultants are obtained by integrating the stresses across
the thickness of the structure. This yields the expressions

ANMRT TR Fa )
= 1+ — dZ, 9| = b | dz
[Nxo —h/2-T LOxp ( R) Ny —hj2—1 | Ogy
(3.2)

h/2+T h/2+T
[MX]:/ [UX](1+£)zdz, [M”]:/ [09]241'2
M, ~h/2-T LOxg R My, —h2-T L gy

in regions of the structure covered by the patches and the previously discussed expres-
sions (2.5)-(2.8) in those regions of the structure consisting solely of shell material.
In accordance with the Donnell-Mushtari assumptions, the curvature terms z/R ap-
pearing in the integrals are neglected with respect to unity, but again, this is done
for ease of presentation and higher-order results can be obtained by retaining these
terms. For the undamped combined structure when both patches in a pair are present
and have potentially differing material properties, this yields the force and moment
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resultants

Eh E a
N, = :/—2(8)6 +vey) + 1 _1 2 [(ax Frigg) T+ 72(’(" * VIK")] Zpe(> 0)
1

E a
+ —25 [(sx +1,6)T — 72(1cx + z/zrco)] Xpe(x5 0),

1 -,

N, = fhyz(s,, e+ - if (00 + 180T + 206, +1,56)] 1,ex, 6)

i fzuzz (g +v,2)T - %("9 1)) 2%, 60,
Moo = Now = 34 7y%0+ i [2<11u1>8x0 ¥ 4(1afu1)’] Apel X 0)

+E [2(1 iuz)gxf’ - 4(1?112)1] Kpel> )

M, = lz(f—}iz)(xx +vk,) + 1 fl’ﬁz [(8x + uleg)% +(k, + leg)%l] Xpe(X, 0)

+- f‘:zyzz [_(gx + sto)% +(x, + szg)%] Xpe(x 5 0),

* 3 _21/22 [—(66 + uzsx)% + (kg + Vzlcx)%] Xpe(x, 0),
M, =M, = %-)r +E, [4—(1‘12—1/1)% - 6(1a_:1/1)‘[] Xpe(X 5 )

x, 0).

) a;
th [ AT+ 0y 0 T & +u2>’] el

The constants a, and a, are given by

2 2 3 3
we(bar) B g (ber) R

while the characteristic function Xpe(X s 0) has the definition

1, x, <x<x,, 6,<0<90,,
Xpe(x: 0) = .
0, otherwise.

The midsurface characteristics €.,85,K Ky, &,,and T are described in (2.3).
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In the case where both paiches have identical material properties (E, = E; and
v, =v,), these expressions simplify to yield

N, = 1 i:hyz(ax +vey) + ff‘:z (&, +V189) X, (X, 0),
N, = %(80 +ve )+ 1215'7%(86 + V8L (x, 0),
Neo = Nox = 2<1Efy>8x0 " <1]izl>sxf’)‘pf(x’ 7.
34
MX=%;S(Kx+uxo)+%(Kerulxe)xpe(x,0), B
M, = %2—)(% +uK,) + 3(—21]5_‘%(% UK )2,0 (X5 0),

If only one patch is present, the internal force and moment resultants for the structure
can be determined from (3.3) by omitting the contributions from the missing patch.
For example, if only an outer patch is bonded to the shell, one can obtain the internal
resultants for the structure by deleting those terms in (3.3) that are multiplied by E, .

Finally, internal Kelvin-Voigt damping can be incorporated in the model by as-
suming a more general constitutive relation in which stress is taken to be proportional
to a linear combination of strain and strain rate. Letting ¢, Cp, » and Cp, denote
the damping coefficients in the shell, outer patch, and inner patch, respectively, we
can replace the stress component o in (3.1) by the more general expression

(e, +veg) + - D (6, +vé,) (shell),

1 - v? -t
E, p . .
o, = ____1 ”: (e, +v,e,) + —1 ;/2 (é, +v,é5) (outer patch),
" i
E ¢p, . . .
1 2 (e, +1,e,) + —25(é, +1,6,) (inner patch),
-V, 1 —v,

with analogous expressions for g, and g,,. The substitution of these stress terms
into (3.2) then yields moment and force expressions analogous to those in (3.3)
and (3.4) but, which now include damping contributions containing the temporal
derivatives of the terms ¢, ¢,, k, , k,, &4, and 7 given in (2.3).

The internal moments and forces determined by (3.3) and (3.4) are then substi-
tuted into (2.12) if one is using the strong form of the shell equations, or (2.17)
if one is employing the weak form of the equations. In this manner, the material
contributions due to the presence of the piezoceramic patches are incorporated in
the dynamic equations of motion.

External moments and forces. The second contribution from the piezoceramic
patches is the generation of external moments and forces which results from the
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property that when a voltage is applied, mechanical strains are induced in the x
and 6 directions. Here we assume that when the patch is activated, in accordance
with basic shell theory, equal strains are induced in the x and 6 directions and
the radius of curvature is not changed in either direction. Patches satisfying this
assumption could be made, for example, by taking a portion of a thin-walled tubular
piezoceramic element.

The magnitude of the induced free strains is taken to be

R

— — _ 3
epe1 - (e)c)peI - (e())pe1 - _TLVI
3

R

b
— _ _ 1
epez - (e)c)pe2 - (6'49);162 - TV2’

where d, is a piezoceramic strain constant, and ¥, and V, are the applied voltages
into the outer and inner patches, respectively. We point out that when a voltage is
applied to a patch with edge coordinates x,, x,, 6,, and 6,, the point (X, 6) =
((x; +x,)/2, R(6, +6,)/2) will not move whereas the axially symmetric points on
either side will move an equal amount in opposite directions. This observation is
important when determining the sense of the force resultants, and it motivates the
use of indicator functions in several of the following expressions.

With E,, v, and E,, v, again denoting the Young’s modulus and Poisson ratio
for the outer and inner patch, respectively, the induced external stress distribution
in the individual patches is taken to be

E
— 1
(O’)()pel - (UG)pel - _1 _ Vl epeI ’
- E2 e
1 —v, P

(3.5)

(Ux)pe2 = (0'19)1292 =

The negative signs result from the conservation of forces when balancing the material
and induced stresses in the patch.

By integrating the stresses over the face of a fundamental element, it follows that
the external moment and force resultants due to the activation of the individual
patches can be expressed as

h/2+T 2 —~h)2 .
(Mx)pel = /h (GX)PFI (l + E) ZdZ, (Mx)pez = [— (Ux)pez (1 + ‘R) ZdZ,

/2 hj2-T
hj2+T —hy2
(MH)pE, = /h/z (GO)pBIZdZ’ (Me)pé,2 = /_h/Z_T(ag)pezz dz,
hj2+T —h/2
Nelpe, = /h/Z (), (1 - %) 4z (Nodpe, = /_h/z—T(ax)P"z (1 * %) az,
hj2+T —hj2
(NoJpe, = /h/Z (%)pe, 42 (No)pe, = /_h/:z—r(%)”"2 o

with units of moment per unit length and force per unit length, respectively. Inte-
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gration then yields the external forces and moments

1 h 205\ 11 h P
5(4<5”> _h)+§2_4(8<5+T> )|
_E, 1, (h Poa) 11 AN
(Mx)pel_l—llz [§(4<5+T> —h>_ﬁﬁ(8<§+T> —/’l)]epeza

(]Mx)peI =

4 (g + T>2 - h2>
(My),e, = 11_52’/2 [% ( (g + T>2 — }epez, (3.6)
0 =12 [P 13 (o (37) )
o= 1w (o) =)
(Ne)pe2 -7 1_521,2 Tepel‘

We note that in evaluating these integrals, we have retained the terms z/R that result
from the curvature of the shell. Although this yields external terms having slightly
more accuracy than the internal resultants obtained via the Donnell-Mushtari as-
sumptions, it provides expressions for the loads due to the excitation of the individ-
ual patches that can be directly used in higher-order theories (e.g., the Byrne-Flugge-
Lur'ye theory) without alteration.

We also emphasize that the expressions in (3.6) admit differing voltages into the
patches, including the possibility of letting one patch remain passive with no voltage
being applied. This provides a great deal of flexibility in applying various types of
loads through the activation of the patches.

Thus far in the development of the external forces and moments due to the activa-
tion of the patches, edge effects have been ignored, and hence the expressions in (3.6)
apply to patches covering the full circumference of the shell and having infinite axial
length. The equations can be modified for finite patches in the following manner.
For a patch with bounding values x,, x,, 6,, and 6, as shown in Fig. 4, the total
line moments and forces are

(M), = [(M,),, + (M), [UH,(x) = Hy(x)IH, (0) = Hy(6)],
(M) e = (M), + (Mp),, 1[H1<x) H,y()IH,(6) - Hy(0)],
(N e = [N, + (N0 JUH, (x) = Hy()NH, (6) = Hy(O)IS, ,(x)S, 5(6),
(Ng)pe = [(Ng)pe + (Ng)o JUH, (x) = Hy(x)ILH, (6) = HH(6)1S, 5(x)S 1,2(0),

where H is the Heaviside function and H,(x) = H(x—-x,), i=1,2, witha similar

(3.7)

X
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definition in 6. The presence of the indicator function

1, X < (x;+x,)/2,
S ,(x)=40, X =(x +x,)/2, (3.8)
-1, X > (x, +x,)/2

(with an analogous definition for 31 ,(8)), derives from the property that for homo-
geneous patches having uniform thickness, opposite but equal strains are generated
about the point (X, ) = ((x,+x,)/2, R(6,+06,)/2) in the two coordinate directions.

If the weak form (2.17) is used, the external line moments and forces are simply

Mx = (Mx)pe ’ M0 = (Mﬂ)pe ’ Nx = (Nx)pe ’ NG = (Ne)pe (3‘9)
where (M, ) ., (My),,, (N,),,,and (Ng) pe given in (3.7) are the respective moments

and in-plane forces that are generated by the input of voltage to the patches.

However, if one is using the strong form (2.12) of the equations of motion with
piezoceramic actuators, the surface moments and forces to be used in (2.12) are given
by

1My, _aM,),
M= TRT88 My= "% (3.10)
A o N, < o 19(N,)

4, = =8, ,(08, O =522, 4y = =5, ()8, Oz —55%

We point out that the differences between the external surface force expressions in
(2.13) and (3.10) are due to the fact that the former were derived for an infinitesimal
element whereas the latter are global expressions that preserve the overall signs of the
forces generated by the patches as well as reflect the discontinuities due to changes
in sign. These differences resuit from the property that the sense of the forces is
highly dependent on the specified location of the axis origin on the neutral surface.
Hence the direction of forces throughout the patch differs in some locations from
those observed in the infinitesimal element, thus necessitating the inclusion of the
indicator functions in (3.10).

Unlike the forces, the action of the moments is specified with respect to a fixed
point on the neutral surface (the point O for the element in Fig. 2, or a point on
the left edge of the shell in Fig. 1). As long as the orientation of the infinitesimal
element and full shell with patches are the same, the line moments derived from the
infinitesimal element will be consistent with those of the full structure. Thus the
expressions for the general infinitesimal moments in (2.13) need no modifications
when describing the surface moments generated by the patches as given in (3.10).

4. Patch contributions to plate and beam equations. Analysis similar to that used
for the thin cylindrical shells can be used to determine the forces and moments that
are due to the presence and activation of piezoceramic patches that have been bonded
to a flat plate or beam.

Plate/patch interactions. By repeating the analysis used in the last section for deter-
mining the internal moments and forces for the structure consisting of piezoceramic
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patches bonded to a thin shell, it is straightforward to show that the internal mo-
ments and forces for a damped plate having a pair of identical patches with edges at
X,,X,,¥,,and y, are given by

Eh cph
N, = [l _V2(8x+uey)+ 2

2E,T 2, T .
[ : 2(£x+u1£y)+l—'2(£x+ul£y) xpe(x,y),

&, + I/éy)]

1 1

Eh cph . .
N, = [1_V2(8y+usx)+ lfyz(£y+usx)]

N [251]" 2c, T

2(8y +vE )+ : z(éy+z/léx)} X .(x, ¥
1 -y 1 - pe

_ [ Eh cph |
Noy =Ny = [2(1 ) T 1/)8”}

ET op,T | (
2(1-+-1/l)8xy 2(1+l/1)8xy Xpex’y)

and
EW ek’
M =|——(k_+vk)+ —2 —(k_+vk
x 12(1—1/2)( x HVK) 12(1-y2)( X y)}
2E.a 2¢p, a4
+ | —L3 (kv )+ — (k. +v K xX,y),
[3(1%5)( T YK 3(1—1/12)( Y y)] Xpe(X 5 ¥)

Eh® ek’ ) .
M, = [n—(xy+wcx)+ D (Ky+wcx)}

y (1-2?) 12(1 — v?)

2Ea, 2cpay .
+ |:’:;_(1—;—VIT(KY+V1KX)+ 3(1 —Vlz (Ky+V1Kx) Xpe(x,y)’
Eh’ cph’ Ea, ¢pdy
M, =M, = l24(1 +V)T+ 24(1 +,,)T [3(1 +Ul)r+ 30 +V1)r} XpelX, ¥)
(compare to (3.4)). The characteristic function here is given by
1, X, <x<x,, y,<y<y,,
1 2 1 2
xX,y)= .
#pe2 ) { 0,  otherwise,

a,=(h/2+ T)3 - h3/8, and the midsurface characteristics ¢_,¢ ,k_, Kk, , € _ ,and

X b y b X b y b xy b
7 are defined by

S O
*  ax’ y 9y’ X dx 0Oy

Kz_az_w Kz—izﬂ r:—Zazw
x ax*’ ¥ oy’ Oxdy

(see (2.1)). As before, E, c,,, v and E, ¢, , v, are the Young’s modulus, damping
1
coeflicient, and Poisson ratio for the plate and patches, respectively.
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If the patches have differing material properties or if only one patch is present,
the moments and forces can be determined from (3.3) with 6 replaced by y.

These internal (material) moments and forces are then used in the strong form
(2.18) or weak form (2.19) of the plate equations, with the choice depending on
the application of interest. In either case, the use of these moments and forces
incorporates the structural contributions due to the presence of the piezocermanic
patches.

The external moments and forces due to the activation of the patches are also
found in a manner analogous to that used in the shell analysis. The induced stresses

E E, d31
(ax)pel = (Ge)pel = —1 _lyl 6,l7e| - 1 — I/l Tl/l ’
E E, d
_ _ 2 _ 2 31
O se, = Calpe, = =1 e = T3, 7 2

are integrated through the thickness of the respective patches, thus yielding the ex-
ternal moments and forces

1 E h 2,
(M), = (M), = ~g 7= (4 <5 + T) iy ) €pe. »

1

B 1 E h SR
(Mx)pez = (My)pez T 81— v, (4 (5 + T) —h ) ©pe, »

_ET

(Nx)pel = ( y)pel - 1 _ Vl ep(’] ’
E,T

(Nx)pez = (Ny)pe2 = _1 _ZVZ epez'

The total external moments and forces generated by the patches are then given by
(M),e =M,),. =U(M,),, +(M,), IH (x)-H(x)IH©Y) - H],

(Nope = (N))pe = [N + (N o JUH, (X) = Hy()IH, () — Hy(0)1S, 5(%)8, ,(9),
4.1
where, again, H,(x) = H(x~x;), i=1,2, § ,(x) denotes the indicator funétior)l
described in (3.8), and H,(y) and §l ,(¥) are defined in an analogous manner.
These loads can be substituted directly into the weakAform of the plgte equations
(2.19) as the load on the system (with 4, = 0 and N = (N)pes N, = (N,),5
M = (M) M = (M) ). If the strong form of the plate equations is being

x pe> Ty y/pe ) ) }
used, the surface loads can be determined via the expressions
a o~ 6(Nx)pe N =~ a(Ny)pe
qx:_Slyz(x)Sl,z(Y) ax qy=—Sl,2(x)Sl’2(y) ay
m, = ——6(My)”e , m = _—a(Mx)P" ,
ay Y dx

and these latter values can be substituted into the equilibrium equations (2.18).
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As in the case of the shells, the use of the strong form results in up to two deriva-
tives of the Heaviside function, whereas the use of the weak form alleviates this
problem by transferring the derivatives onto the test functions.

It should be noted that the voltage choice €e = €pe, = €pe, CAUSES pUTE extension
1

(patch pairs excited “in phase”) in the plate while pure bending occurs with the choice
€re = ~Cpe, = €pe, (“out of phase” excitation).

Beam /patch interactions. The patch contributions to the dynamics of a thin beam
can be determined directly from the plate/patch interaction model if one considers
only vibrations in the x direction along with the usual transverse vibrations. For
a damped beam of thickness 4 and width b having a pair of bonded patches of
thickness 7" with edges at x, and x,, this yields the internal force and moment

N

X

dx P oxot
g (T2 B0 (0 e 0w
ax 2 9x? b, Oxot 2 9x%o¢ Xpe

ou a, d*w 8%u a, 8w
E, 2 T 22
b ( ax 2 6x2) +CDzb ( axat 2 8x281>} Zpe(X)
(4.2

.2)
hb 6w h3b83w]

2
En2¥ 4 ¢ hba—u]

E—

X

12 952 212 gy
a,0u  ay9*w a, 9’u a4y dw

+ Elb<2 xt 3 8x2> +ch1)(2 5x5; T 3 pyery Xpe(X)
_a0u 430w _a, ’u a3 Ow

+ E2b( 20x T3 9x2 )+ Dzb( 2 6x0t + 3 9x%0t

where, again, a, = (h/2 + Ty — i* /4 and a, = (h/2 + T)’ — h’/8. Also, E,, Cp,
and E,, Cp, denote the Young’s modulus and Kelvin-Voigt damping parameter for
the individual patches. We note that in obtaining these expressions for the internal
forces and moments, we have assumed that the patches also have width & . This was
done for clarity of presentation, and more general expressions for the case when the
patches are narrower than the beam can be obtained in a similar fashion.

Two special cases of (4.2) are worth mentioning in more detail since they occur
quite commonly in applications. If both patches have the same material properties
(E,=E, and Cp, = ch) , then (4.2) reduces to

Xpe(X),

b ou 8%u
2E, Ta+2 bT —— xpe(x)

52
u
N_= [Ehb—+ hb }+ %51

x 0x0t

phbo’w ow r’b 8w
12 5 D12 x5t

M =

X

2(13 82w 2(13 8311)
B3 TS gz | fee )
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If only one patch is present, the expressions reduce to

N, = 9x01

ou a 8w ’u  a, d’w
Eb =2 T e
( ax T2 9x? ) +¢p, b ( axo1 T 2 6x28t>] Zpe(X)
ERb 0*w . cph’h 0w
12 5x? 12 5x%s¢
a,0u a, 8w a, 3*u  a, dw
Eb(224. % & L .
+[ lb(z ax T3 5.2 >+ Db<28x8t+ 3 2527 ) | Xre™)
When the latter expressions for the internal force and moment resultants are substi-
tuted into the strong form (2.21) or weak form (2.22) of the beam equations, it is
apparent that the longitudinal and transverse vibrations are coupled as a result of the
asymmetry due to the single patch.
The external forces and moments generated by the activation of the patches follow

directly from the expressions obtained in the case of the plate. Summarizing from
those results, we see that the total external forces and moments are

(M,),e = (M), + (M), JTH,(x) = Hy(x)],
(N e = [Ny, + (N, IH, () = Hy()1S, (%),

o%u
Ehb— +c hb }

M =

X

where

2
(M)ye, = = gEib (4 (5+7) - hz) e, = —SEblh+ T)dy Vi,

1 h 2 1
(Ny)ye, = — E,The,, = —E,bdy V),
(N, = — EyThe,, = —E,bdy, V.

These expressions can then be substituted directly into the weak equations (2.22)
as loads on the beam (with ¢, = 0 and ]Vx =(N)pe > M\x =(M,),,) - In order to de-
termine the patch loads for the strong form of the beam equations, the corresponding
surface moments and forces are found via the relationships

d(N oM
(qx)pe = —Sl,z(-x) (a;)pé’ > (my)pe == (a;)pe >

and these latter values are used in (2.21). We again point out that this results in
the need to differentiate the Heaviside function (once for the force and twice for
the moment), whereas this problem is avoided in the weak formulation since the
derivatives are transferred on the test functions. In fact, the effect of the Heaviside
functions in the latter case is to simply restrict the integrals to the region covered by
the patches.
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5. Conclusion. In this work, models describing the dynamics of structures con-
sisting of piezoceramic patches which are bonded to an underlying substructure have
been presented. While the presentation is for elastic substructures consisting of a thin
cylindrical shell, plate, and beam, the techniques discussed for determining the mo-
ments and forces generated by the patches can be directly extended to more complex
structures and geometries.

In the case of the shell, the patches are assumed to be curved and the coupling
between the in-plane strains and the bending, which is due to the curvature, is re-
tained. By bonding the patches to the shell, the material properties of the structure
are changed and general expressions for the internal and external moments and forces
which incorporate these differences are developed. As demonstrated by the results in
[1], it is necessary to account for these differences in material properties in order to
match structural frequencies when estimating physical parameters.

A second patch contribution occurs when a voltage is applied and strains are in-
duced. This results in external loads that depend on the material properties of the
patches, the geometry of patch placement, and the applied voltages. The expressions
for the external moments and forces are sufficiently general so as to allow for differ-
ing voltages into the patches, including the possibility of no voltage into a patch (we
reiterate that the contributions due to the presence of the passive patch are included
in the internal moments).

The techniques for determining the patch contributions to the cylindrical shell
equations were then used to develop general models for patches that are bonded to
thin flat plates and beams. The importance of careful modeling of the internal mo-
ments and forces resulting from the presence of the patches can easily be highlighted
in the case of a beam with a single patch bonded to it. Due to the asymmetry of
the resulting structure, the resulting internal moments and forces lead to coupling
between the PDEs describing the transverse and longitudinal vibrations, which is not
accounted for in previous models. As in the shell case, the models are sufficiently
general to allow for potentially differing patch voltages, which implies that they can be
used for controlling system dynamics when both flexural and extensional vibrations
are present.

For each of the shell, plate, and beam interaction models, the contributions of
the patches are carefully described in both the strong and weak forms of the time-
dependent structural equations of motion. This provides models that can be used in
a variety of applications, including numerical simulations, parameter estimation, and
control schemes. In each of these applications, the models are sufficiently general to
provide for a variety of approximation techniques including modal, spectral, spline,
and finite element schemes. Finally, the patch loads determined by these interaction
models can be applied to higher-order structural models in exactly the same man-
ner, and analogous models can be used for multiple patch pairs and more complex
geometries.
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