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Abstract

A new model for a smart beam with a partially debonded active constrained layer damping (ACLD) patch is pre-
sented, and the effects of the debonding of the ACLD patch on both passive and hybrid control are investigated. In this
model, both shear and compressional vibrations of the viscoelastic material (VEM) layer are considered. The moment
inertia and the transverse shear effect are also taken into account based on the Timoshenko’s beam theory. The adhesive
layer between the host beam and the piezoelectric sensor patch is modeled as an elastic load transferring media. The
debonding of the ACLD patch is approximated by removing the VEM between the constraining layer and the host
beam in the debonding region, and the continuity conditions are imposed based on displacement continuity and force
balance. A modal velocity observer-based modal control scheme is also given to perform the active modal control of the
beam. In order to examine the effects of part debonding of the ACLD patch, the characteristic equation of the beam
treated with an ACLD patch is derived. The simulation example results show that an edge debonding of the ACLD
patch can significantly affect both passive and hybrid control. It is also found that the additional mode induced by the
debonding has unique effects on the modal damping ratios and frequencies of both open-loop and closed-loop system.
© 2002 Elsevier Science Ltd. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

With the development of technology, vibration and noise control become increasingly important in
various machinery and structure design, and more accurate active control is needed in defense and aero-
space industries. Therefore, it becomes a significant challenge to precisely control the vibration of flexible
structures.

Passive damping treatment is a traditional method to suppress vibration of structures (Douglas and
Yang, 1969). Constrained layer damping treatment is an effective way to provide significant passive
damping, which includes a viscoelastic material (VEM) layer sandwiched between a constraining layer and
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the structure to be damped. The passive constrained layer damping (PCLD) treatment has been widely used
in various fields due to its unconditional stability. In spite of their safety feature, passive damping can only
produce unadjustable damping in a limited range.

The recently developed smart/intelligent structure technology (Crawley, 1994; Rao and Sunar, 1994;
Chee et al., 1998) has great potential in precise vibration control of flexible structures such as thin plates
and shells. Piezoelectric materials such as ceramic lead zirconate titanate (PZT) and polymer polyvinyli-
dence fluoride (PVDF) are the most commonly used materials for distributed actuators and sensor due to
their characteristics of quick response, low power consumption and high linearity. Since distributed sensors
and actuators are used to replace traditional point sensors and actuators, more dimensions has been added
to active control, and hence more precise control can be achieved.

Combined the smart structures technology and passive control, an innovative concept, the active con-
strained layer damping (ACLD) treatment (Baz, 1993; Shen, 1994; Shen, 1996; Kapadia and Kawiecki,
1997; Liao and Wang, 1997; Chattopadhyay et al., 2001; Shi et al., 2001; Lee and Kim, 2001) in vibration
control of flexible structures, has been proposed. A typical ACLD consists of a VEM layer sandwiched
between the host structure and the active constraining layer, which is made of smart materials such as
piezoelectric ceramics and magnets rather than conventional materials. The active layer can function as a
conventional constraining layer to enhance the energy dissipation by enlarging the shear strain in the
damping layer. On the other hand, the active layer is also used as the actuator to perform active control.
Both passive and active control can be performed in the ACLD treatment, which consequently allows
achievement of better control results and greatly improves robustness and reliability of the closed control
system. Since the ACLD treatment has both active and passive control components, it makes the active
control system more robust, more reliable to uncertainties, and it can also increase gain and phase margins,
enhance the practicality, decrease power consumption and improve high frequency responses.

However, the fail-safe feature of the ACLD treated structures faces increasingly with new challenges,
such as possible debonding of the ACLD layer. Due to emerging application of new high performance
piezoelectric materials capable of generating large strain subject to a high electric field, the possibility of
debonding of a piezoelectric actuator and a VEM layer from a host structure greatly increases, particularly,
for the dynamic circumstances. In addition, fatigue and sudden electrical and mechanical loads may also
cause debonding of the piezoelectric layers/patches. When a debonding between an ACLD layer and a host
structure occurs, as depicted in Fig. 1, it will result in significant changes of the structural behavior par-
ticularly for closed-loop control, and may even destabilize the closed-loop control (Seeley and Chatto-
padhyay, 1998; Tylikowski, 2001; Sun et al., 2001). Thus, investigation into the effects of the ACLD
debonding on active and passive control of smart structures is of great significance.
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Fig. 1. Beam with partially debonded ACLD patches.
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In all available models of ACLD treated structures, one of the fundamental assumptions is that the
active constraining layer and the host structure have the same transverse displacement, namely, the VEM
layer does not undergo peel strain. Apparently, when a debonding in the ACLD layer occurs, this as-
sumption is no longer valid because the active constraining layer and the host structure vibrate separately in
the debonding region. Therefore, the existing theories are not capable of modeling the debonding of the
ACLD layers.

In this paper, a new model of an ACLD treated beam is presented to investigate the effects of the
partially debonded ACLD patch on both passive and hybrid control. In this model, both shear and
compressional vibration of the VEM layer are taken into account. The debonding of the ACLD patch is
modeled by removing the VEM between the constraining layer and the host beam in the debonding region,
and corresponding displacement continuity conditions and force balance conditions are also imposed. In
order to examine the effects of part debonding of the ACLD patch on passive and active control, a
characteristic equation of a beam with an ACLD patch is derived. Based on the model and the charac-
teristic equation, the effects of the debonding in the ACLD patch on both passive and active control are
studied through a simulation example.

2. Mathematical model
2.1. Basic equations based on Timoshenko’s beam theory

Consider a beam of length L and width b treated with an ACLD patch with different thickness and
length, as shown in Fig. 1. The ACLD patch consists of a piezoelectric constraining layer (actuator) to-
gether with a VEM layer bonded on the upper surface of the host beam, and a piezoelectric sensor layer on
the lower surface. In the following derivation, assume the effects of the adhesive layers on the VEM layer
can be neglected. The VEM layer and the adhesive layer between the sensor and the host beam are assumed
to carry constant transverse shear and peel strains across its thickness at a given point. Assume that all
debondings in the ACLD patches occur throughout the entire width of the beam. In the debonded region, it
is assumed that there is no stress transferring between the host beam and piezoelectric constraining layer,
and that the damping effect of the debonded VEM layer can be negligible due to its small shear and normal
strains. In other words, the debonding of the ACLD is modeled by neglecting the thin VEM layer because it
is light and soft.

Since the beam is partly covered by the ACLD patch, the governing equations should be derived in
segment. For the segment AB of the beam covered with the ACLD patch, by applying the Timoshenko’s
beam theory, the equations of motion can be derived as follows:

pibmuyy = T+ by, pibywiy = Oy +bay, p 1Y, =M+ bt /2 -0,
pobhyus y = Th — bty + by, pybhowyy = Qs — boy + bay,

P2l = Moy +b(ty +12)h2 /2 — Os,  p3bh3uzy = T3 — b1y,

pi3bhswsy = Qs — boy,  psJay, = M, + bt,hs /2 — O3

where the subscripts 1, 2, 3, v and a represent the piezoelectric constraining (actuator) layer, the host beam,
the lower piezoelectric layer, the VEM layer and the adhesive layer between the sensor and the host beam,
respectively, the subscript x stands for the partial derivative with respect to x, # is the second derivative with
respect to time ¢, u and w are the longitudinal and transverse displacements, % is the thickness, b is the width
of the composite beam, t and ¢ are shear and peel stresses, 7, Q and M are the stress resultants, p is the
equivalent mass densities, J is the moment of inertia, s is the rotation angle of the line element originally
perpendicular to the longitudinal axis, which is given by

(1)
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U=y — Wi, i=123 (2)
and v, is the shear strain at the neutral axis and has the form
Qi
;= =1,2,3 3
Vl Gl‘A[’ r = ( )

where ¢; is a constant depending on the cross-sectional shape of the structural member. Note that the effects
of both the transverse shear and the moment of inertia in the constraining layer, the host beam and the
sensor layer are taken into account in Eq. (1).

The stress resultants and bending moments in Eq. (1) can be derived as follows;

E\bh3
Ty = E1bhyuy x — bes V(t), M, = 112 ! Vi,

E>bh3

T, = Esbhyuy,, M, = B 2% (4)
E; b3
T3 = Esbhsus,, M; = %l//&x

where V(¢) is the uniformly distributed voltage applied on the actuator, E is the Young’s modulus, ey is the
piezoelectric stress constant of the actuator layer.
The peel and shear stresses in the VEM layer can be expressed as

t L}
Ty(x,t) = k,Gy 0y, = kv/ G, (1 — T)w de
T
o 5
' O, (x, 7) (5)
oy(x,t) =kEyoe, =k E(t—1) dr
o 1-

where o denotes the convolution integral, G,(¢) and E,(¢) are the relaxation functions of the VEM layer
subjected to shear and peel deformation, k, is a parameter describing the bonding condition of the ACLD
patch given by

= {0 debonding

1 perfect bonding (6)

In Eq. (5), 7,(x,¢) and &,(x,?) are the shear and peal strains given by

(X, 8) = hlv [ur — wy — (Mg + hapy) /2 + hy (Wi + way) /2] ™
&y = (WZ - Wl)/hv

Note that (w;, + w,)/2 in the shear angle in Eq. (7) is used to replace w, in the well established formula
because of the difference between the transverse displacements in the constraining layer and the host beam.
When all layers are assumed to have the same transverse displacement w, and the shear effect in the host
beam and the constraining layer are not considered, the shear angle in Eq. (7) will be simplified to the well-
known form, i.e. y, = [up —uy + (w4 haw,) /2 + hyw,]/h, (Shen, 1994).

The shear and peel stresses in the adhesive layer between the sensor and the host beam can be expressed
as

T, = % [us — up — (haWry + haf3) /2 + hy(Wax + w3,) /2]
) b (8)
0y = hj (w3 —w2)
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For the sensor patch bonded on the lower surface of the host beam, the charge output can be evaluated by

q(t) = /xr be313u3‘xdx = be313[u3(xr) — LQ(X])} (9)

x|

where e3;3 is the piezoelectric stress constant of the sensor, x; and x; are the coordinates of the left and right
ends of the sensor along the x-direction shown in Fig. 1.

2.2. Nondimensionalized equations

By introducing the following nondimensional variables

x oL w W T; ~ O .
E=— i = 7 =, Ti=—F—, i — T .7 :1a2a3
A I I Ebhy’ T By
M; t  |E,h? es V(t) (10)
Mi:—zlv [=— = 27 V(tn) =2
Ezth/lz L2 12,02 E2h2

where the tilde represent the nondimensional variables, and denoting the following 12 independent para-
meters

2
E.
ni:pl (1217273)7 (ZZ_@7 i:_l7 q)z_hl7 (121’3)
2 L E, hy
(11)
hy hy, E, Gy E,

Eqgs. (1)-(8) can be transformed into the following nondimensional equations in terms of the nondimen-
sional variables:

mikiih = Tic+ 2 mikw = @1,5 +6y; Lk =M+t — 1 0

Mokl = Tog — By + Ty makWy = Oy — Gy + 60y bk, = Mag +ro(T + %) — 720,

Mkl = Ty — 0y maklis = Oy, — 64 LKAy = Mag + rafa — rp O

Ti=Aviin: —V; Th=dsins; Ts=Asise (12)
M, =Dy, s; Wi = (GO, — )/, (i=1,2,3)

T, =kyry o {ﬁz — i — pa¥, — Py, +pv3é1 +Pv4é2J§ Gy = kyTey o (W2 —W1)

Ta=Tr, {ﬁg — iy — pa¥s — Palls +Pa3@2 +Pa4é3J; Ga = Tea(W3 — W2)

where the double dot represents the second order derivation with respect to the nondimensional time ¢, and
the parameters can be expressed in terms of the independent parameters in Eq. (11) as follows:
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) 12
O = @i,  m; =0l L= mi@ic,  ry = 6¢;, Vgi = —
£%)
- ~ = _2(1-u
A4, = Oﬁiﬁn D;= Ofiﬂiﬁl’?, G; = M7 ( =1,2, 3)
B
1 |E)h 3
’,-V:&’ rev:&; Va = ﬁa ; rea:&’ k= — 22— o (13)
Oty Oty 2(1 4 vy) ey Oy L2\ 12p, 12m,
b= oo Po=1, @ =1 _Pito _Pto _¢.Gi _ 2.6
v vA 2y 2 ) 2 ) Dvi 2~ ) DPv2 ~2 ) Dv3 2 ) DPva 2
_ Pt _ Pt _ 0.6 A
Pal 2 9 Pa2 2 ) Da3 2 ) Das 2

Eq. (12) gives the nondimensional equations of the beam bonded with an ACLD patch, on which only the
electric load ¥ (7) is applied. The voltage V() can be designed according to proper control laws in order to
perform the active vibration control of the composite beams.

2.3. Active control scheme

Since the transverse displacement of each piezoelectric actuator patch is not equal to that of the host
beam due to the small stiffness of the VEM layer, the active control may become more difficult. Therefore,
the following modal control method can be employed to perform active control of the beam with ACLD
patches.

To perform modal control of the beam, the modal velocities for the target modes should be observed first
from the charge outputs of the sensor patches. To this end, we design the modal velocity observer (MVO)
for the nth target mode as follows:

yn,tt(t) + 2wcnclnyn‘tt(t) + wg,,)’n(t) = wz,,CI(t) Zn‘tt(t) + 2wcnc2nzn,t(t) + wg,,zn(l) = wcnyn,t(t);
n=1,2,...,N, (14)

where w,, is the natural frequency of the observer, {;, and {,, are the damping ratios which can be adjusted
to make the closed-loop control more robust, and N, is the number of the modes to be controlled. The
output z,(¢) of the observer is 180° out of phase with the target modal velocity when its frequency w, is
equal to that of the target mode.

In order to actively control the N, modes of the beam, the control voltage can be designed based on the
observed modal velocities by the N, MVOs

Vo) = g0, (15)

where g, is the control gain for the nth mode. Eqs. (14) and (15) give a practical control scheme, which is
called MVO controller.

The charge output of the sensor and the control voltage can also be nondimensionalized. The non-
dimensional charge output of the nth sensor patch can be obtained from Eq. (9) as

30 = q(1)
beizhy
where ¢ and &, are the nondimensional co-ordinates at the left and right ends of the piezoelectric sensor

patch, respectively.
The nondimensional control voltages applied on the piezoelectric actuator

=u3(&) —u3(&)) (16)

i@zi#@ (17)
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where z,(7) is the output of the nth MVO to the nondimensional charge g(f), and g, are the nondimensional
control gains given by

_ gubesness
8, = le (18)

Substituting Eq. (17) into Eq. (12), the motion equations of the closed-loop system can be obtained.

3. Control stability analysis and solution scheme

To analyze the effect of the ACLD patch debonding on the control stability of the beam, taking Laplace
transformation to Eq. (12), and denoting Y, (&) = (w1, I, w1, ¥y, O1, M, f, Y5 (&) = (w2, T, w2, s, 0, M),

Y3 (&) = (i3, T3, 3, 3, O3, M3)" and Y = (Y], Y2, ¥YD)" in which T¢ = T + ¥(5), the nondimensionalized
equation (12) can be written into the following compact form

Y,i = A(kvaE)Y 51 g é g ér (19)

In Eq. (19), the overbar on the elements of Y stands for the Lapalace transformation, for example,

7(8,5) = / i (&, e di (20)
0
and A($) € C'®® is a matrix, in terms of complex parameter §, which can be expressed as
A Ap 0
A(ky,5) = | Ax Apn Apxn (21)
0 An An
with
I 0 1/4, 0 0 0 0
ms® +kG: 0 0 kyGip —kyGipu 0
A“(g): 0 0 0 —1/0(2 Gl/(lz O~
0 0 0 0 0 1/D,
0 0 mys? + kE;, 0 0 0
kra Gy 0 0 Lis* + kyra Gipa 1o — kyra Gipes 0
I 0 0 0 0 0 0
*kVGiF, 0 0 kaiPVZ 7kaiF/pv4 0
- 0 0 0 0 0 0
A =1 o o o 0 0 0
0 0 —kE 0 0 0
L —kyrnG; 0 0 krnGipyn  kraGipy 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
_ka:; O 0 _kafzpvl kaiP\G 0
A 0 0 0 0 0 0
A= 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 —kE 0 0 0
—kyrnG; 0 0 kvrtZG:pvl _kvrtZG\tp\G 0
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0 1/4, 0 0 0 0
mys® + kG + 1y 0 0 Paita — kyGipy —EVG3Pv3 0
An(s) = 0 0 0 —1/m G/ 0
2 0 0 0 0 0 1/D,
0 0 mys® + KE} + rea 0 0 0
rtz(ra _kVG:) 0 0 ]232 +rt2(ka$pv2 +palra) I’qz _rtZ(kaipM +Pa3ra) 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
—r 0 0 DPa2la —Paala 0
- 0 0 0 0 0 0
A=\ o o o o0 0 0
0 0 —re 0 0 0
—rpry 0 0 FplaPa2  —TplaPa4 0
0o 0 O 0 0 0
—Ta 0 O —Palla Pa3la 0
A 0O 0 0 0 0 0
2710 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 —ra 0 0 0
Fista 0 0 Ti3¥aPal  —FalaPaz 0
0 1/45 0 0 0 0
mys* +r, 0 0 —FaPa2 FaDas 0
~ 0 0 0 -1 /062 G3/O€2 0
A = ~ 22
5(5) 0 0 0 0 0 1/Ds (22)
0 0 mss% + rea 0 0 0
—F3lha 0 0 I3S2 + rplaPa2 Vg3 — Fi3VaPa4 0

Note that in Eq. (22) s = k8, Gi(5) and E(S) are functions of §. Indeed, after taking Laplace transfor-
mation, the nondimensional shear and peel stresses of the VEM in Eq. (12) become
T(&,5) = kGy(8)7, (S, 9)
v(¢,8) = kE(8)8(¢, 5)
Employing the Golla—Hughes—McTavish (GHM) model (McTavish and Hughes, 1993), the shear modulus
of the VEM in the s-domain has the following form:

(23)

00 K

. G 242
Gl =z, 1+Z°‘k% (24)
2%y =1 52+ 20 ops + o,
where o, Ek and o, are constants that determine the shape of the modulus in s-domain.
Similarly, the extension modulus can also be expressed as
. E> £ £+ 2V WS
BE) = 14 aes 29)
28y =1 2+ 20 ops + o,

where a;, (, and @, are also constants used to determine the modulus.

It should be noted that Eq. (19) is a set of homogeneous equations and the control items related to the
voltage appear in the boundary conditions of the piezoelectric actuator patches for uniformly distributed
control voltage.
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Similarly, the equations of motion of the host beam itself (segment OA and BC) can also be transformed
into the following form:

Yo =A(8)Y, 0<E<E, & <é<] (26)

where A, € C® is the state matrix for the host beam as given by

0 1/4, 0 0 0 0
mys> 0 0 0 0 0
N 0 0 0 -1 /062 GQ/OQ 0~
AO=1 9 o 0 0 1/D» (27)
0 0 mys? 0 0 0
0 0 0 12S2 rq3 0

In addition to the basic equations for different portions of the beam, the continuity conditions at the
debonding interface and boundary conditions for the host beam and the piezoelectric patches should also
be considered. The continuity condition to guarantee the displacement continuity and force balance at the
interface between the perfectly bonded and debonded parts in the ACLD patch can be expressed as

Y(&,) =Y(&) (28)

where &, is the nondimensional coordinate of the interface, as shown in Fig. 1. The boundary conditions for
the host beam and the piezoelectric actuator and sensor patch can be written as follows:

DuY2(0) + Dy Y2(1) = Dy
alYl (él) + DarYl (ér) = a (29)
Dle3(él) + Der3(ér) = Ds

where Dy, Dy, Dy, Dy, Dar and Dy, are 6 x 6 matrices, Dy, D, and D; are known vectors corresponding to
the given boundary conditions of the host beam, actuator and sensor patches, respectively. When the
boundary conditions are homogeneous for the host beam and the sensor patches, D, = Dy = 0. In general,
the boundary condition of the piezoelectric actuator patch is not homogeneous due to the applied control
voltage. For instance, for a free—free piezoelectric actuator patch, the boundary condition has the form

0100 0 0](a@) 00000 0](m) 1
00001 0|7 00000 0|7 0

00000 1) 00000 0f)meE) | |of,.
000000 @ (Tlo1 0000l g (=|1]7® (30)
00000 0[]0 00001 0[] 0

00000 0]|a(&) 00000 1]|Mm(E&) 0

where 7(§) is the Laplace transformation of the nondimensioanal control voltage ¥ (7). Taking Laplace
transformation to Egs. (14), (16) and (17), yields

Zgn n u3 éra 51; Zgn n (31)

where H,(5)is the transfer function of the nth modal velocity observer given by

o> s
H,(5) = 32
®) = T 2outis T 2 )(52 + 20enlans + 02,) (32)
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Substituting Eq. (31) into Eq. (30), gives

DalYl(il) + DarYl(ér) + DclY3(il) + DcrY3(ér) = 0 (33)
where
- Ne . _ Ne .
n=1 n=1
0 00 0 0 O 0 00 0 0 O
Dy |, © 00000 p _| 0O 00000 (34)
> &Hy(s) 0.0 0 0 0 —2.8H,(s) 0 0 0 0 0
n=1 n=1
0 00 0 0 O 0 00 0 0 O
L 0 00 0 0 0l L 0 0 0 0 0 0l

The boundary conditions in Eq. (33) give the relationship between the actuator and the sensor patches,
which depends on the control law.

To investigate the debonding of the ACLD patch on both passive and hybrid control of the beam, an
effective way is to examine the eigenvalues of the beam, which give many useful information such as modal
frequencies, modal damping ratios. More importantly, the eigenvalues of the beam can be used to judge the
control stability and the degree of stability of the controlled system. The characteristic equation of the beam
with a partly debonded ACLD patch can be derived as follows.

After taking Laplace transformation, the partial differential equations of motion of the beam with and
without ACLD patch become a set of ordinary differential equations as given in Egs. (19) and (26). For
different portions, the solutions of these equations can be written as follows:

Y2(&) = ®oa($)Y2(0) 0< &<

Y(&,) =®ap()Y(Ey) Ci<i< (35)

Yo(1) = ®pe(5)Ya(S) & <<
where ®ps € R*C, D,p € R118, @ € R*18 and dye € RO*C are transition matrices given by

Do, (5) = eAz(f)il7 Dy (5) = eM®1=¢) y

®pp(5) = AN @,y (5) = eAl9E) (36)
By adding following continuity and homogeneous boundary conditions

Y2(&) =[0s I 06 Y(S) at&=¢,

Y(E)=Y() ati=¢,

Y,(&)=1[0s Ig 0] Y té=

2(&) =106 Is 06 Y(&p) at&=¢p (37)

DY (&) + Du Y1 (&) + DaY3(&) + D Y3(E) =0 for actuator
DyY;(&) + Dy Y;3(&) =0 for sensor
Dy Y2(0) + Dy, Y2 (1) =0 for host beam

and denoting Z = [Y2(0), Y2(&,),Y(&),Y"(&,), Y (&N, Y (&), Y (&), YT (1)]", Eq. (37) together with the
continuity and boundary conditions can be written into the following compact form

R()Z =0 (38)
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where
[ ®os T 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 It [0s —Ig O 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 D,y I 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 Is I 0 0 0
O 0 0 0 Dy —Ig 0 0
R&=119 o 0 0 0 [0, I, 0] L O (39)
0 0 0 0 0 0 DOpc ¢
0 0 [Dy 05 D] 0 0 D, 0, D] 0 0
0 0 [0s 05 D] 0 0 [0s 05 D] 0 0
| D 0 0 0 0 0 0 Dy
Eq. (38) has a nontrivial solution only when
det[R(5)] =0 (40)

Eq. (40) is an algebraic equation of the complex eigenvalue §, from which the eigenvalues of the beam with
debonded ACLD patches can be solved. When computing the eigenvalues, the ACLD patch should be
divided into several small segments in order to obtain the eigenvalues with higher precision. Each complex
eigenvalue gives the information of active damping and frequency for each vibration mode. For instance,
the real part of an eigenvalue § is proportional to the damping ratio of a mode, and its imaginary part is the
nondimensional damped modal frequency. Most importantly, the eigenvalues can be used for a control
stability analysis by examining the signs of their real parts. If all the eigenvalues have negative real parts,
the controlled beam is asymptotically stable.

4. Comparison with other models

In the present model, not only the incompatibility of the transverse displacement in the constraining
layer and the host structure, but also their inertia and shear effects are considered. In addition, the adhesive
layer between the host structure and the piezoelectric layer is also modeled. To validate the proposed
model, comparisons with the results from literatures are given in this section.

An example of a cantilever beam treated with an ACLD patch but without a piezoelectric sensor patch
based on an existing model can be found in Shi et al. (2001), as shown in Fig. 2. Using the finite element
method (FEM) (the total element number is 10) and one term GHM model of the VEM, Shi et al. (2001)
calculated the first five eigenvalues of a beam whose dimensional and physical properties are given in Table
1. The real and imaginary parts of the first five eigenvalues given in Shi et al. (2001) are listed in Table 2.

o] PA D ‘B C

AN

4 0.027m|
|

0.1826m
0.2616m

Y

v

Fig. 2. Beam treated with an ACLD patch (without sensor patch).
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Table 1
Material properties and geometrical dimensions
L 02616 m hy  0.002286 m E, 74 x 10°Pa & 40
x 0.027 m hy  0.00025 m E> 71 x 10°Pa
X, 0.1286 m p 7600 kg/m? G¥  5x10°Pa
b 00127 m p, 2700 kg/m? o 6.0
hy 0.000762 m py 1250 kg/m? 0} 10000 rad/s
Table 2
The first five eigenvalues obtained by the present model and that given in Shi et al. (2001)
Mode no. Present model
Timosenko’s theory Euler’s theory FEA result (Shi et al., 2001)
Real Imaginary Real Imaginary Real Imaginary
1 —-1.900 +174.467 —-1.900 +174.478 —2.2424 +175.124
2 —11.557 +938.020 —-11.561 +938.375 —-13.006 +944.466
3 -37.713 +2747.575 —37.769 +2750.087 —-39.206 +2776.994
4 —22.788 +5116.646 —22.858 +5125.073 —24.368 +5207.037
5 -22.817 +8666.016 —22.856 +8686.915 -22.105 +8932.071

For the purpose of comparison, the first five complex eigenvalues are also calculated using the present
model. In the computation, in addition to the parameters as given in Table 1, the Poisson’s ratios for the
piezoelectric and the host beam are taken as u, = y, = 0.3 to determine the shear modulus. Moreover, the
Young’s modulus E, of the VEM is simply assumed to be G3°/(2(1 + p,)) and g, is taken as 0.4. The results
of the first five eigenvalues obtained by present model are listed in Table 2. To examine the effects of the
shear and inertia of the beam, the results obtained by employing the Euler-Bernoulli beam theory are also
given in Table 2.

Table 2 shows that the frequencies (imaginary parts of the eigenvalues) obtained by Timoshenko’s beam
theory are lower than those by Euler—Bernoulli beam theory particularly for the higher order modes.
However, no noticeable differences in the damping coefficients (the absolute values of the real parts of the
eigenvalues) obtained by the two theories are observed due to the small thickness-to-length ratio in this
example.

It can be found from Table 2 that all the five frequencies obtained by using the present model are smaller
than the corresponding ones from the results given in Shi et al. (2001) because of the consideration of the
compressional vibration in the VEM in the present model. In other words, when the compressional vi-
bration in the soft VEM is modeled, the equivalent bending stiffness of the entire composite beam becomes
smaller. The relative differences for the first five frequencies are 0.38%, 0.68%, 1.06%, 1.74% and 2.98%.
Table 2 also shows that the first four damping coefficients calculated using the present model are also
smaller than those by Shi et al. (2001) and the relative differences between them are 15.27%, 11.14%, 3.81%
and 6.48%, respectively. One the contrary, the damping coeflicients for the fifth mode obtained by the
present model is larger than the corresponding result given in Shi et al. (2001) and the relative difference for
the fifth mode is 3.22%. This is because the higher order modes are more sensitive to the compressional
vibration. Another reason for this may be that the eigenvalues corresponding to the higher order modes
obtained by FEM is not accurate if the element number is small (Lee and Kim, 2001). Lee and Kim (2001)
show that the modal damping for higher order modes of a beam fully treated with an ACLD Ilayer cal-
culated by FEM become larger as the element number increases.

Another example of a beam with fully covered ACLD layer can be found in (Lee and Kim, 2001) in
which the same parameters are used except the Young’s modulus of the piezoelectric layer is 64.9 GPa
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Table 3

Comparison of passive damping ratios obtained by the present model and the spectral element method (Lee and Kim, 2001)
Mode no. Present model Spectral element model (Lee and Kim, 2001) Relative

Eigenvalues Damping ratios Damping ratios differences

1 —9.154 £171.1841 0.0534 0.0589 9.34%
2 —75.327+980.1701 0.0766 0.0830 7.71%
3 —96.187 £ 2590.6001 0.0371 0.0403 7.94%
4 —83.624 +£4785.971 0.0175 0.0192 8.85%
5 —64.877 +7583.31 0.00855 0.0095 10%

instead of 74 GPa. Using a spectral finite element model in which all layers are assumed to have the same
transverse displacement, the passive damping ratios for the first five modes are given in Table 3. The first
five eigenvalues and the corresponding damping ratios obtained by the present model are also listed in
Table 3.

It can be seen from Table 3 that the damping ratios obtained using the current model are smaller than
those of the models in which no compressional vibration is modeled. Their relative differences range from
7.7% to 10%, as tabulated in Table 2. This is because the compressional vibration of the VEM decreases its
shear strain and consequently weakens its passive damping effect.

In summary, due to the consideration of the compressional vibration of the VEM in the present model,
both the passive damping ratios and the modal frequencies obtained by the present model are smaller than
those obtained by the existing models. For a thicker VEM, the differences may become even larger.

5. Example and analysis

As an illustrative example, consider a cantilevered beam treated with an ACLD patch, as shown in Fig. 1.
The nondimensional length of the ACLD patch is 0.39 and the nondimensional distance from the clamped
end of the beam to the left end of the ACLD patch is 0.103. The physical parameters used in the example
are vy =v, =03 =03, vy=04, v, =034, o, =0.0087, B, =1.04, B;=0.986, n, =n,=7.33x 107",
= 2.6 %107, Bu(s) = 7.04 x 1076(1 + 6%) B =197x 105, B, =001, f, =0.028,
¢, = 0.333, ¢; = 0.131, ¢, = 0.11, ¢, = 0.066.

For the beam with perfectly bonded ACLD patch, the first eight eigenvalues of the open-loop system are
calculated and listed in Table 4. It is shown that all the real parts of these eigenvalues are negative due to the

Table 4

The first eight eigenvalues of beam with perfectly bonded ACLD patch
Mode no. Open-loop Closed-loop

MVO controller PD controller

1 —0.020 4 4.3291 —0.424 4- 4.02241 —0.022 4-4.3271
2 —0.118 4 20.7441 —0.580 + 20.508/ —0.205 4 20.696/
3 —0.685 4 65.9191 —1.649 + 65.5407 —5.154 + 64.3281
4 —0.354 4 120.5017 —0.580 + 120.6187 —3.892 + 118.6407
5 —0.306 4 207.930/ —0.295 +207.976/ —3.270 + 206.0827
6 —0.305 4 294.9621 —0.283 4 294.9891 —6.307 + 288.883/
7 —0.216 +412.817 —0.217 + 412.8091 0.318 + 413.6221
8 —0.181 4 503.342/ —0.181 + 503.342/ —0.202 + 503.2937
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passive damping effect of the constrained VEM. The damping effect of the ACLD can be significantly
enhanced by the active control.

5.1. Comparison between MVO and PD controller

In active control, the proportional plus derivative (PD) controller is widely used and the control voltage

is designed as

V(0) = —g,q(f) — g44(7)

where g, and g, are the nondimensional control gains. When g, = 0 and g, = 7.4 x 1074, the eigenvalues of
the controlled beam are presented in Table 4. It can be seen that the active damping are added to the first six
modes by the active control. The PD controller cannot concentrate the control energy properly to the target
modes. For example, the active control adds only small active damping to the dominant mode 1 and mode
2, whereas it produces relatively larger active damping to mode 3 to mode 6. In addition, the seventh mode
becomes unstable since the corresponding eigenvalue has a positive real part caused by the PD control. The
reason for the destabilization of the higher modes is that the actuator and the sensor do not undergo the
identical vibration due to the soft VEM between the actuator and the host beam. Therefore, the infor-
mation related to the modes with higher order should be removed from the sensed signal to keep the entire
control system stable.

Since the MVO functions as a band-pass filter, the MVO controller can be used to perform modal
control of the designated modes without remarkably affecting the residual modes. In order to control the
first four modes, according to the control law in Eq. (14), the nondimensional control gains are taken as 0.3,
0.09, 0.015 and 0.006, respectively. The damping ratios in the observers in Eq. (14) for these controlled
modes are 0.5 and 0.6, respectively, and the four frequencies of the open-loop beam, 4.329, 20.744, 65.919
and 120.501, are taken as the natural frequencies of the four observers. For the beam with perfectly bonded
ACLD patch controlled by the MVOs, the first eight eigenvalues are also obtained and given in Table 4. As
shown in Table 4, the first four modes are effectively controlled and the residual modes are not affected by
the active control and they still remain stable. Unlike the PD controller, the control gains in the MVO
controller can be selected independently so that the control energy can be distributed properly among the
controlled modes. Compared to the PD controller, the MVO controller is more robust and is to be used in
the following discussion.

5.2. Effect of debonding

To examine the effects of the ACLD debonding on the passive and hybrid control, an edge debonding
between the actuator and the host beam at the left end of the ACLD patch is introduced. When the
debonding length is taken as 5%, 10%, 15%, 20%, 25% and 30% of the entire ACLD patch, respectively, the
first five eigenvalues of both the passively and hybridly controlled beam are calculated and given in Table 5.
Since the debonded part of the piezoelectric actuator can also vibrate in a way approximately similar to a
small cantilever beam, additional modes are induced, and the eigenvalues for the additional modes are also
listed in Table 5.

First, we check the effects of the edge debonding of the ACLD patch on frequencies. Fig. 3 depicts the
frequency changes of the first five frequencies of the passively controlled beam versus the debonding length.
It shows that each frequency does not simply decrease as the debonding length increases and exhibits a
complicated trend dependent on the debonding length. It is noted from Fig. 3 that the additional modes
induced by the edge debonding of the ACLD patch can significantly affect the modal frequencies of the
composite beam, which can be observed clearly from the relative frequency change shown in Fig. 4. When
the debonding is in such a small range that the frequencies of the induced additional modes are very high
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Table 5
The effect of debonding on the eigenvalues of open- and closed-loop system

Debonding length (%) Open-loop Closed-loop

0 —0.020 + 4.3291 —0.424 + 4.02241
—0.118 4-20.7441 —0.580 4 20.508/
—0.685 + 65.9191 —1.649 + 65.5401
—0.354 +120.501/ —0.580 + 120.618/
—0.306 + 207.9307 —0.295 4 207.9761

5 —0.016 +4.3231 —0.296 +4.116/
—0.117 4 20.7401 —0.540 4 20.5037
—0.639 4 65.6211 —1.482 4 65.2251
—0.275 + 119.7271 —0.443 4 119.8101
—0.284 4 205.6327 —0.270 4 205.6991

10 —0.013 +4.318/ —0.221 +4.1611
—0.114 4 20.7321 —0.495 4 20.5041
—0.576 + 65.1991 —1.294 4 64.8351
—0.151 4+ 117.3011 —0.238 4 117.3401
—0.304 + 164.0851* —0.340 + 164.203/*
—0.256 + 217.7681 —0.256 4-217.8821

15 —0.011 +4.3141 —0.168 +4.1911
—0.110 4-20.7191 —0.446 4 20.506/
—0.478 + 64.3941 —1.047 4 64.0691
—0.097 4+ 96.1591* —0.097 4 96.158/*
—0.306 + 126.064/ —0.459 + 126.1651
—0.245 +214.4131 —0.236 +-214.4471

20 —0.008 +4.3111 —0.129 +4.2141
—0.104 4-20.7011 —0.394 4- 20.5057
—0.161 + 59.9487* —0.333 4 59.807/*
—0.390 + 70.8251 —0.701 4 70.7501
—0.184 + 122.9701 —0.281 + 123.0241
—0.238 4 214.2451 —0.227 4 214.2831

25 —0.007 + 4.3087 —0.099 +4.232/
—0.095 + 20.674/ —0.342 4 20.498/
—0.043 4 45.7701* —0.043 4-45.7701*
—0.435 4 66.4491 —0.879 4 66.2741
—0.117 + 122.3411 —0.175 +122.3731
—0.238 4+ 213.4911 —0.227 4+ 213.5311

30 —0.005 + 4.306/ —0.076 + 4.2461
—0.084 + 20.624/ —0.289 4 20.468/
—0.042 + 34.6951* —0.041 + 34.688/*
—0.356 + 65.7171 —0.717 4 65.5551
—0.068 + 121.9431 —0.097 + 121.9581
—0.220 4 205.0901 —0.211 4 205.1371
—0.088 + 234.3151* —0.087 + 234.316/1*

#Indicates the additional modes induced by the debonding of the ACLD patch.

and beyond the considered frequency range, the several lower frequencies of the composite beam decrease
with expansion of the debonding. For example, a 5% debonding results in 0.14%, 0.02%, 0.45%, 0.64% and
1.1% of decrease of the first five frequencies, respectively. However, the modal frequencies, which are close
to those of the debonding-induced modes, will either increase or decrease noticeably, as shown in Fig. 4 and
Table 5. Fig. 3 reveals that the additional modes tend to push their neighbor modes away from themselves.
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Fig. 3. Frequency changes vs. debonding length.
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Fig. 4. Relative change of the modal frequencies caused by the debonding.

For instance, when the first additional mode induced by a 10% edge debonding lies between the fourth and
fifth modes of the beam, it leads to a 2.7% reduction of the fourth modal frequency but a 4.7% increase of
the fifth. In fact, an edge debonding has changed the original structure into a different structure, which has
a completely new frequency structure particularly in the higher frequency range.

Second, the effects of the edge debonding on the passive control of the beam are investigated. The
obtained damping ratios from the eigenvalues for different debonding length are plotted in Fig. 5. Fig. 5
shows that the debonding can significantly change the passive damping ratios. The passive damping ratios
for mode 1, 2, 3 and 5 are reduced by the ACLD debonding. For example, when an 15% debonding occurs
at the left end of the ACLD patch, the passive damping ratios for these modes reduced by 44.8%, 6.7%,
28.6% and 22.4%, respectively. The modal damping ratios of mode 1, 2 and 5 decrease as the debonding
length increases. However, the trend of damping ratio change is different for mode 3 and mode 4 at some
debonding lengths. For example, when the debonding length is 15%, the damping ratio of the fourth mode
is much larger than those with other debonding lengths. This means that the additional modes induced by
the ACLD debonding affect not only the modal frequencies, but also the modal damping ratios of their
neighbor modes of the composite beam.
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Fig. 6. Damping ratios of the closed-loop system vs. debonding length.

Finally, we examine the effects of the ACLD debonding on the active control. The hybrid (passive plus
active) damping ratios of the first five modes of the closed-loop controlled beam for different debonding
lengths are plotted in Fig. 6. Similar to the open-loop case, even a small debonding of the ACLD can lead
to a significant reduction of the hybrid damping ratios of the controlled modes. For instance, a 10% edge
debonding at the left end of the ACLD patch decreases the damping ratios for controlled four modes by
49.4%, 14.6%, 20.7% and 57.8%, respectively. Since the active control provides the control modes with
active damping which can be much larger than their passive damping, the effect of the ACLD debonding on
the hybrid control is more significant than the passive. As shown in Figs. 4 and 5, a 15% debonding results
in a 44.8% and 6.7% reduction in passive damping for the first and second modes, but a 61.8% and 22.4%
reduction in their hybrid damping in a closed-loop system. In this case, the close-loop control may be more
sensitive to the ACLD debonding. To reduce the effect of ACLD debonding on active control, the con-
troller used in the structure with perfectly treated ACLD should be carefully re-designed after debonding
occurs. For instance, real-time update of the frequency in the MVO controller may improve the active
control worsened by ACLD debondings.

It is interesting to note the effects of active control on the additional modes. In general, the MVO
controller does not affect either the frequencies or the damping ratios of the debonding-induced additional



1650 D. Sun, L. Tong | International Journal of Solids and Structures 40 (2003) 1633-1651

modes since the controller is designed to control the first four modes of the composite beam. It can be
clearly seen from Table 5 that the additional mode for 25% or 30% is not affected by the MVO controller at
all because its frequency is far away from the four target frequencies (i.e., 4.329, 20.744, 65.919 and
120.501). However, when the frequency of an additional mode is close to one of the target frequencies of the
controller, its damping ratio will also increase since the MVO controller will treat it as a target mode. A
typical example can be found in Table 5 when the debonding length is 20%. In this case, the first additional
mode has a frequency of 59.95, which is close to the third target frequency of the MVO controller, its
damping ratio is increased from 0.27% to 0.56% by the closed-loop control. However, the active damping
effect of the controller on the third mode of the beam is remarkably weakened, as shown in Fig. 6. This is
because the additional mode, which has a close frequency, shares part of the control energy.

6. Conclusion

Effects of the debonding in the ACLD patch on both passive and hybrid control of a composite beam is
investigated based on a new model. In this model, both compressional and shear vibration of the VEM
layer are considered to describe the debonding of in the VEM layer. In order to properly model the ad-
ditional modes induced by an edge debonding with small size, the inertia and shear effects of the host beam,
the piezoelectric actuator and sensor are also taken into account. A solution scheme for finding the complex
eigenvalues of such a detailed model is given. The simulation example results show that an edge debonding
of the ACLD patch can significantly affect the passive and hybrid control. It is also found that the addi-
tional mode induced by the debonding has unique effects on the modal damping ratios and frequencies of
both open-loop and closed-loop system.
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