-

View metadata, citation and similar papers at core.ac.uk brought to you by .{ CORE

provided by Elsevier - Publisher Connector

Available online at www.sciencedirect.com
INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF

ScienceDirect SOLIDS AND
STRUCTURES

www.elsevier.com/locate/ijsolstr

ELSEVIER International Journal of Solids and Structures 44 (2007) 8517-8531

BEM for transient 2D elastodynamics using
multiquadric functions

Morcos F. Samaan ?, Youssef F. Rashed ®*!

& Civil Engineering Department, The Higher Technological Institute, Ramadan 10th city, Egypt
b Department of Structural Engineering, Cairo University, Giza, Egypt

Received 3 December 2006; received in revised form 26 April 2007; accepted 25 June 2007
Available online 29 June 2007

Abstract

A new boundary element model for transient dynamic analysis of 2D structures is presented. The dual reciprocity
method (DRM) is reformulated for the 2D elastodynamics by using the multiquadric radial basis functions (MQ). The
required kernels for displacement and traction particular solutions are derived. Some terms of these kernels are found
to be singular; therefore, a new smoothing technique is proposed to solve this problem. Hence, the limiting values of rel-
evant kernels are computed. The validity and strength of the proposed formulation are demonstrated throughout several
numerical applications. It is proven from the results that the present formulation is more stable than the traditional DRM,
which uses the conical (1 + R) function, especially in predicting results in the far time zone.
© 2007 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

Structural dynamic analysis is one of the main required tasks for an engineer to accomplish in the analysis
of buildings. Many numerical methods are available in this field such as the finite element method (FEM),
(Bathe, 1982), which has some disadvantages such as: the need for discretizing the entire problem domain,
and the inaccuracies found in cases of stress concentration. The boundary element method (BEM), (Brebbia
et al., 1984), has been used to overcome these problems since it only requires the discretization of the boundary
and produces excellent results for stress concentration cases. BEM can also offer easy solution for complex
structures in less time and high accuracy.

There are many BEM formulations for treating structures under dynamic loading (Dominguez, 1993). These
formulations include the time domain, the Laplace transform, and the domain integral techniques. The main
problems of these formulations are the mathematical complications found in the first two and due to the required

* Corresponding author. Tel.: +20 105112949; fax: +20 26875889.
E-mail address: YRashed@bue.edu.eg (Y.F. Rashed).
! On leave to The British University in Egypt, El-Sherouk City, Postal No. 11837, P.O. Box 43, Egypt.

0020-7683/$ - see front matter © 2007 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
doi:10.1016/j.ijsolstr.2007.06.023


https://core.ac.uk/display/82411539?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1
mailto:YRashed@bue.edu.eg

8518 M.F. Samaan, Y.F. Rashed | International Journal of Solids and Structures 44 (2007) 8517-8531

domain integrations in the last one. To overcome these drawbacks, Nardini and Brebbia (1982) developed a new
formulation, which is named later the dual reciprocity method (DRM). In the DRM, the integral equation of the
body is presented in terms of its boundary variables and includes a domain integral corresponding to the body
inertia forces. This integral can be transformed to the boundary (i.e. excluding the domain terms from calcula-
tions) using a new collocation scheme to approximate the field accelerations, or consequently the field displace-
ments. Nardini and Brebbia (1982) suggested the conical (1 + R) function to be used in this approximation. After
that, the DRM has been used to solve various types of differential equation problems including potential, fluid
dynamics, and heat transfer problems (Partridge et al., 1992). The using of DRM in solving elastodynamics is
reported in few publications (for more details, see Dominguez, 1993). Among these publications is the work
of Bridges and Wrobel (1994) where spline functions are used in modeling structural free vibrations. Rashed
(2002a) used the Gaussian function to solve transient problem then he extended his formulation to the compact
support functions (Rashed, 2002b). The nonlinear applications are also studied in the works of Kontoni and Bes-
kos (1993), Telles and Carrer (1994), and Coda and Venturini (2000). Perez-Gavilan and Aliabadi (2000)
extended the DRM to Galerkin-type collocation method.

The choice of suitable approximation function is very important in the DRM formulation since it directly
affects the result accuracy. Among all proposed function, is the conical (1 + R) function, which is commonly used
in many applications. According to Golberg and Chen (1994), this function is just one from a class of functions
called the radial basis functions (RBFs). The thin plate spline function (TPS) is another function which was cho-
sen by other researchers. In their applications, Bridges and Wrobel (1994), Golberg(1995), Chen (1995), and Kar-
ur and Ramachandran (1995) concluded that the TPS function had much improved the results accuracy. But, in
contradiction to this conclusion, Agnantiaris et al. (1996) compared the behavior of polynomial RBFs against
thin plate splines (R* In R) for 2D elastodynamics. They (Agnantiaris et al., 1996) concluded that the conical
(1 + R)function produces the best numerical results. Therefore, such function is implemented inside the commer-
cial software package—BEASY (Niku and Adey, 1996). Several studies were carried out in order to rank the
radial basis functions according to their best interpolation of multivariate data or functions. An interesting study
in this field was introduced by Franke (1982) who reviewed all available radial basis functions for interpolating
scattered data sets. Among the tested functions, Multiquadrics (MQ), (R* + Cz)l/ % (Hardy, 1971; Hardy, 1990,
and Wendland, 2002), were ranked the best in accuracy, followed by Duchon’s thin plate splines (TPS). The rea-
son for considering the MQ function to be the best in interpolations is for its exponential convergence rate (Pow-
ell, 1994), whereas this rate is just linear in the case of the TPS function (Madych and Nelson, 1992).

The use of the MQ function within the context of the DRM can be summarized as follows: Golberg et al.
(1996) utilized the MQ function in approximating the forcing term of Poisson’s differential equation to be able
to solve potential problems in Laplacian form. They concluded that the obtained results using the MQ inter-
polation are highly accurate. Later, Agnantiaris et al. (2001) used the MQ function to investigate the behavior
of 3D non-axisymmetric and axisymmetric structures under the effect of free vibrations. However, the appli-
cation of MQ function in 2D elastodynamics has never been reported previously.

In this paper, the application of the DRM in dynamic analysis of 2D elastic structures is formulated using
the MQ radial basis functions. The dynamic problem is analyzed by considering first the homogeneous equa-
tion (the static case) to be solved using the well-known static fundamental solution as a complementary one.
The non-homogeneous state (the dynamic case) is solved using a particular solution developed from a MQ
collocation scheme. The expressions for displacement and traction particular solutions for the MQ interpola-
tion are derived. A smoothing technique is introduced in order to solve the singularity problem appeared in
some terms of the formerly derived expressions. This treatment leads to final smooth forms of displacement
and traction particular solutions, which will be used in the calculations in this paper. The limiting case (as
R — 0) is studied and the values of particular solutions at this case are obtained in explicit form. Finally, sev-
eral numerical problems are studied to demonstrate the validity and accuracy of the proposed formulation.

2. Integral equations of 2D elastodynamics
Consider the 2D structure shown in Fig. 1 with domain Q and boundary I is being under general dynamic

loading. The equilibrium equations at a general point x on this body in terms of displacements (Navier’s equa-
tions), and in absence of body forces, are given by (Brebbia et al., 1984):
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Fig. 1. Body geometry and boundaries.

Gt ) + gy v) = i) (1

where the tensor (indicial) notation is used; the comma denotes derivatives with respect to spatial coordinates,
and the index repetition means summation G is the shear modulus, v is the Poisson’s ration, p is the mass den-
sity, and {i(x) is the acceleration at the point x (the over dots denotes derivatives with respect to time).
Consider the displacement solution of Eq. (1) to be divided into two parts; the complementary part u(x),
and the particular part «! (x). The complementary solution, u¢(x), is the solution of the homogeneous part of
Eq. (1) that satisfies the body boundary conditions. The particular solution, u!(x), on the other hand, is the
solution that satisfies the non-homogeneous part of Eq. (1) with no boundary conditions. Applying the con-
cept of the DRM (Nardini and Brebbia, 1982), the final integral representation can be obtained as follows:

+ Cl‘/' é uf é + ] ij é,x u[; X dl X)— I/ll é, X l/ X (l} X

2

where ¢ is a source point, x is a field point, and c¢;; (&) is the jump term; ¢; (&) = 9,/2 if ¢ € I' (smooth bound-
ary), and c; (&) = 9;;if £ € Q. The kernels U;(&, x) and Tj(&, x) are the two-point Kelvin fundamental solutions
for displacements and tractions, respectively (Brebbia et al., 1984). #(x) is the traction at the field point cor-
responding to the field displacement u(x), while t}’ (x) is the traction particular solution corresponding to the
displacement particular solution u7 (x).

In order to obtain the particular solutions, «?(x) and #(x), consider that the inertia term in Eq. (1) is
approximated according to the following functions:

pia () = fjﬂx,yk)a,-(yk) (3)

where f{x, y.) is chosen as any suitable function, y,(k =1 — m) are new field points, and o/y,) are unknown
coefficients related to the mentioned new field points. Substituting Eq. (3) into Eq. (1) with no boundary con-
ditions yields:

Gy (5) + (- (6) = Y ) ) @)

Representing the displacement particular solution, ! (x), by the following collocation scheme:
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() = ) Wil v () (5)

k=1

where W;(x,yy) is a displacement kernel between the field points x and y,. And substituting Eq. (5) into Eq.
(4), the relationship between W;(x,yx) and f{(x,yx) can be obtained as follows:
G
G (x, y,) + mq’u,u‘(%)’k) = f(x,3:)0; (6)

Following a similar procedure, the traction particular solutions, ¢ (x), is presented by the following collocation
scheme:

ACED SUICSATILY o)

where #;(x, yx) is a traction kernel between the field points x and y,, and could be derived from the displace-
ment kernel, W(x,yx) as follows (Rashed, 2002a):

2v
(%, ) = G{(l_zv)(sil‘yfﬁ,ﬁ(x»yk) + Wi (6, ve) + Wi, vie) | () (8)
where J;; is the unity matrix which equals zero when i # j and equals one when i = j, and »; is the component

of the outward surface normal at the field point y,. Substituting Egs. (5) and (7) into Eq. (2) and recall Eq. (3),
the final integral form can be obtained as follows:

@@+ [ TyEnudre) = [ UEndre
Iy Ty
+ z’”: Cij(é)\le(‘ka) "‘/ Tij(§7x)lyj1(x7yk)df(x)
=1 Py
—/ Ui (& x)mp(x, yi) dF(x)l x Pifﬁl(xd/k) u 9)
I k=1

Eq. (9) is used in the analysis. However, the expressions for W;(x, yx), and n;(x, i) have to be developed first.
3. Multiquadric approximation function and the corresponding ¥; and n;,

The function f'in Eq. (3) is selected in this paper to be the multiquadric radial basis function (MQ), i.e.:

f=faw)=VR+C (10)

where R = R(x,yy) is the Euclidian distance between the two field points x and y; as shown in Fig. 1, and C'is
an arbitrary constant defined as the shape parameter (Golberg et al., 1996). In order to obtain the correspond-
ing particular solution kernels of the MQ function, W;(x,yx) and #5;{(x,y;), the following procedure is pro-
posed: consider that the displacement kernel W(x,yi) is represented in terms of Galerkin vector
components such as:

1
Wi (e i) = Vi (6, 32) — 20— Vimjm (%, Vi) (11)
where the Galerkin vector V(x,yx) can be evaluated according to the following equation:
1
Vi, p) = Eg(xayk)éij (12)

in which the function g(x,y;) in the former equation is the particular solution of the following bi-harmonic
equation:
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Vig(x,y) = f(x,p) = VR + C (13)

where V* = V?V? is the 2D bi-harmonic operator. A suitable scalar particular solution of Eq. (13) can be ob-
tained as follows:

_ R0 < R ) OB VR +

In(C
60 v o) 12 MOt g

According to Eq. (12), the expressions of Vi (X, i) and Vi, m(X,yi) can be derived as follows:

(4R* + 48R*C* — 61C*) (14)

Vi = 2 231 < ) 20R® + 120R*C + 135R*C* + 14C°
; G Cc(C+ \/m 180(R2 + Cz)a/z
_ (25R* 4 28R’C* — 4C)CY (SR — 2C°)C°R? (15)
6°<R2+C”/ZC+W T0E + ONC VR O)
Vimin = (gl ( > AR + 36RC” + R 47C°
imjm = c(C+ \/m 180(R? + C2)3/2
(SR —2C*)C* (SR* +3R*°C* —2C%) C?
60R* B 60(R> + C*)*(C + \/W)) N
(SR* - 2C*)C°R? (15R +22C°)C°R?
<60(R2 +CH(C+ \/m)z B 60(R? + C2)3/2(C—|— \/m)
(1R + 48R°C* + STCHR | (SR + 202)C3>R R, (16)
180(R* + C2)*? 30R? i

Substituting from Egs. (15) and (16) into Eq. (11), the final expression of ¥'; can be obtained as follows:
5, (QS N ( ) L (ISR +2C)C°
2(1-v)G c(C+ \/52“1755 60R>
N 16R® + 84R'C* + 96R°C* +7C°  (20R* +25R°C* — 2C*)C*
180(R? + C?)*? 60(R? + C*V*(C+ VR + )
. (5R? — 2C*)C°R? ) 2 <C3 " < )
60(R2 + C*)(C+ VR + C2)? C+\/Ef+7€5

c? . 20R® + 120R*C? + 135R*C* + 14C° (25R* + 28R*C* — 4CHC?

3 180(R2 + ?)*? 60(R? + 2 (C+ VR + C?)

¥ =

. (5R? — 2C*)C*R? ) _ RR, [BR+203)C
60(R +C)(C+VR+C)?)] 20-mG| 308
(12R* + 48R>C* + 57C*)R? (15R* + 22C*C°R?

180(R2+ )2 60(R2+ C)A(C+ VR + )

(5R*> = 2CHCR?

+
60(R* + C*)(C+ VR + C?)°

Substituting in Eq. (8), the final expression for #;; can be obtained as follows (where the relevant derivatives of
W;; are listed in Appendix A):

(17)
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(5R* —2C*H)C? N (10R* + 15R>C* — 2C*)C’R
30R° 20(R* + C(C+ VR + C°)?
N (28R® — 20R* + 152R*C* — 144R*C* + 75R*C* 4 61C* + 56C°)R
300(R? + C2)°?
(10R* + 25R>C* + 22C*)C°R (5R? — 2C*)C°R?
2R+ C)PPCH VR ) R +CVAC+ VR + O
- (1 y ) ((SR2 +2C%)C*  (12R* + 48R*C? + 57C*)R

iy = (NiR; + 6,R x)

30R° 180(R* 4 C*)*?
(15R* 4+ 22C*)C*R . (5R* — 2C*)C°R >
60(R> + C)2(C+ VR + C7)  60(R* + C2)(C + VR> + C?)?
( y ) ((5R2 ~2C)C | (10K + 15K°C* — 2CY)CR
1 30R° 20(R? + C2)(C+ VR + C?)
N (28R® — 20R* + 152R*C? — 144R*C* + T5R*C* + 61C* + 56C°)R
300(R? + C*)*?
(10R* + 25R*C* 4+ 22C*)C°R (5R* —2C*)C°R®
20(R + CY2(C+ VR + ) 30(R + )P 2(C+ \/m)3>
(SR +2CH)C° (12R* + 48R°C* 4+ 57C*)R
308 180(R> + C2)*?
N (15R* +22C*)C°R B (5R> —2CH)C°R
60(R2 + CYA(C+ VR + C?)  60(R? + C¥)(C + VR + C?)?
(10R> —8C*)C*  (10R* 4+ 15R*C* — 2CHC’R
30RY  20(R + CACH+ VR + OO
(28R® — 20R* + 152R*C* — 144R*C* + 75R*C* + 61C* + 56C°)R
300(R> + C2)°*
N (10R* + 25R>C* 4+ 22C*)C°R N (5R* —2CHCR
20R? + C)HC+ VR + ) 30(R + C2)P(C+ VR + )
(12R* 4+ 48R*C* 4 57CHR (15R* +22C*)C°R
60 +C°)  20(R 1 C)HCt VR 1 O
N (5R* —2C*)C°R
20(R? + C2)(C+ VR + C?)?
It has to be noted that the above expressions for ¥;; and #;; cannot be evaluated at R = 0 since they both con-

tain singular terms. To overcome this problem, a developed procedure for eliminating these singular terms is
proposed in the next section.

-V

+NR;

— v :

v
R,-R-R( )
TRREN TS

(18)

4. Suggested technique for singularity canceling

First, the singular terms that appeared in the expression of V' are isolated. This can be done by decompos-
ing V;; into two parts; ‘P?}ng“l“ and ‘I’;}"“*S'“g“l“, in which:

non—singular __ . __ \singular
P =¥, - ¥ (19)

where ‘Pfji."gul“ contains the singular terms of order (In R) and (1/R?), and is given by:
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singular 1 3 B 4V C35i' 5[' - 2R,R CS l
lPi/ B = 2(1 _ V)G ( 6) : (lnR) +—( ! 30 J) <F>:| (20)

The proposed canceling technique is based on the idea that: particular solutions are not unique; therefore, any
chosen particular solution, which must satisfies the Navier equation (Eq. (6)), can be added to ¥j; to form a
new set of particular solution. Thus, the new set of smoothed particular solution ‘I’,/ is defined as follows:

Ti/:lpi/—f—ClU,:j“v‘sz Ui/ (21)
where ¢; and ¢, are arbitrary constants, and U;; and VZUU are chosen particular solutions of order (In R) and
(1/R?), respectively. These solutions must satisfy Navier equations as follows:

GUU,U + mviw =0 (22)
and:
GVZUWI + LVZU[H] =0 (23)
(1 —2v) '
The solution U;; is chosen to be the displacement fundamental solution in terms of R, which can be expressed by:

— 1
Ut” = | —
7 8nG(1 —v) [~
and the corresponding Laplacian of U;; can be obtained as follows:

- — 1
VU, =U;j=——
! M 8rG(1 — V)R

3—4v)5;InR+R,R,] (24)

[0;; — 2R R ] (25)

Now, the constants ¢; and ¢, in Eq. (21) can be computed to cancel singular terms of the same order. This can
be done by comparing different terms in Eqgs. (24) and (25) with those in Eq. (20) to give:

2nC?
Ccl = 3 (26)
and
nC>
cz = —F (27)

It has to be noted that when R =0, the new displacement kernel,¥;; ; will not be singular since the singular
parts of ;; (i.e. ‘P““gul‘“) are eliminated using the proposed superposition. Also the condition that ¥, ; satisfies
Navier’s equation (Eq (6)), is valid, in other words:

tl =V RZ + C251] (28)

. G
GYin+———
00t =
is verified.
Similar to V', the same technique is used to cancel the singular terms in the traction kernel #; (Eq. (18)):
consider #;; is divided into two parts as follows:

non-singular __ singular

’11] - r]lj - '/Ilj (29)

where nsmgul‘“ contains terms of order (1/R) and (1/R%) as follows:

singular NiRJ (2V _ 1)C3 1 CS 1 NjRi (1 - ZV)C3 1 C5 1
]’].. = — _— | — + 2 — _ — | —
” 1—v 6 R) 15\R’ 1—v 6 R) 15\R’
LOuRy [A=2)C (1N € (1N]  RRRy[_C (1) _4C (1 (30)
1—v 6 R 15 \R? I—v 3 \R 15 \R?

The expression of the new smoothed traction kernel #;; can be defined as follows:

f[,'j = nij + 0371:/- + c4V27ij (31)
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where ¢; and ¢4 are arbitrary constants that will be chosen to cancel all singular terms. T, is a suitable traction
fundamental solution corresponding to the Uj; field, which can be derived from Eq. (8) as follows:
1

Ty = T 4n(l— V)R ¢

It can be seen from Eq. (32) that T; contains terms of order (1/R) which will be used in canceling similar terms
in Eq. (30). V?T}; is the Laplacian of T;; which is equal to:
1

VT, =Tyu=——s
! o 4n(1 — v)R?

[N:R; 4+ N,;R; + 6;R, — 4R,R R ,| (33)

It can be also seen that VZTI-,- contains terms of order (1/R*) which will be used in canceling similar terms in
Eq. (30). It is easy to show that choosing ¢3 = ¢; and ¢4 = ¢, will cancel all singularities in #;;. Alternatively, the
expression for 7j;; can be directly obtained from ¥;; using Eq. (8). The new smoothed kernels ¥, and #;; will be
used instead of W, and #; in the general dynamic integral equation presented in Eq. (9).

5. Limiting case

In the collocation process, it is very important to compute the values of ‘i’,-jand il;; when R — 0, this can be
obtained as follows:

C3
lim ¥, =

im ¥y = ooy (27 = 329) + (24 — 18) In2C)o, »

and:
Lim i =0 (35)

6. Boundary elements modeling

The boundary integral equation in Eq. (9) can be solved numerically by discretizing the boundary into ele-
ments. Quadratic shape functions are used along any element to represent its displacements and tractions. For
any collocating source point, &;, Eq. (9) can be rewritten as follows (Brebbia et al., 1984):

N

[H(&, X)) aweon [0(X) oy = Z[G( s X7) anseone [E(X) oz

J=1

m

+Z Z[H 8 ¢ 2NX2N[ (X7 Yo lavson
J=

G (& X)) anseane [ (X5, Yo lonion

mmz

N

xp Z[F_l(Yk’xj)]szzN[ﬁ(Xj)}szl (36)

J=1

where [H] and [G] are the well-known boundary element influence matrices. [u] and [t] are the vectors of
boundary displacements and tractions, respectively, and N and NE are the number of boundary nodes and
elements, respectively. [¥] and [ ] are the matrices of displacement and traction particular solutions according
to Egs. (21) and (31). [F]is a collocation matrix based on the MQ function (Eq. (10)) and [ii]is the acceleration
vector. The vector of collocation points x;, represent the N number of boundary nodes, whereas the other col-
location scheme y;, represent m number of field points which will be chosen to be equal to N (m = N) to obtain
square matrix. Eq. (36) can be written in compact form as follows:

H][u] = [G][t] + [M][u] (37)



M.F. Samaan, Y.F. Rashed | International Journal of Solids and Structures 44 (2007) 8517-8531 8525

where [M] is mass matrix. It has to be noted that in Eq. (37) both the displacement and traction vectors are
defined at a certain time ¢, i.e. [u] = [u], and [t] = [t],. The acceleration in this equation [ii] will be expressed in
terms of [u] according to the following Houbolt finite difference scheme (Bathe, 1982):

2[“][+At - 5[“][ + 4[“][—At - [“L—zm

[ﬁ]H»At = AL (38)
where At is the time step. Substituting Eq. (38) into Eq. (37), gives:
2 1
s M 81, = G, — 5 [MIST, — 40, + ] ) (39)

where the former equation is solved for the unknown boundary displacements and tractions at time ¢ + At.
7. Applications

In order to illustrate the validity and efficiency of the proposed MQ formulation, four different examples
are studied. The numerical integrations are carried out using four Gauss points. The results are compared
to other published results based on different approaches. The effect of the shape parameter value on the result
accuracy is investigated. Finally, the last application results are obtained and graphed within a long time zone
to examine the proposed interpolation stability. Internal points can be used to improve the accuracy (for
details, see Dominguez, 1993).

7.1. Infinite strip under tension

The first example is the infinite rectangular strip with the boundary conditions shown in Fig. 2. The strip
dimensions are: 2 m wide and 4 m height, and is subjected to a Heaviside tension step load. The material prop-
erties of the stripare: v = 0.25, G = 4 x 10% Pa, and p = 1 kg/m>. The boundary is discretized into 12 elements and
the time step At is taken to be 7.22 x 10™* s. to allow the comparison of results with those obtained by Dominguez
(1993) for the both (1 + R) function and the analytical results (based on 1D solution). Fig. 3 demonstrates the
displacement history at point ““A” for different values of C (0.01 and 1.0). Results for other values for C between
0.01 and 1.0 are studied and showed behavior between the chosen values of C. Therefore, only results for C = 0.01
and C = 1.0 are plotted in Fig. 3. The results of Dominguez (1993) are also plotted on the same graph. It can be
seen from the results that taking C = 0.01 gives the required efficient and stable results for the MQ function inter-
polation, therefore the value for C = 0.01 will be used in the next examples. This conclusion can be confirmed
when studying the normal traction history at point ““B” shown in Fig. 4. Finally, it can be seen that the MQ results
are in excellent agreement with the analytical solution as much as the (1 + R) results.

7.2. Simply supported deep beam

In this example, the simply supported deep beam with span length L =24 and height 2= 6 (shown in
Fig. 5) is considered. The beam is subjected to a Heaviside uniform load with initial value w = 0.01, and its

4m

O "o "o 'O

Fig. 2. Infinite strip under tension example.
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Analytical (Dominguez,1993)

MQ C=0.01

— - —-MQC=l .

(o) 14+R (Dominguez, 1993) N

8.E-05

7.E-05

o
@
S (=
[

Displacement (m)
R
=
3

3.E-05

2.E-05

1.E-05

0.E+00

= 1 E'OS T T T T T T T T T 1
0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.10
Time (sec)

Fig. 3. Dynamic horizontal displacement of point “A” in the infinite strip example.
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Fig. 4. Dynamic normal traction of point “B” in the infinite strip example.

material properties are: v =0.333, E =100, and p = 1.5. This problem was solved previously by Kontoni and
Beskos (1993) using the conical (1 + R) function. Due to symmetry, one half of the beam is analyzed using 24
boundary elements and restrained using the boundary conditions shown in Fig. 5. The results for the vertical
displacement history at point “A” (located on the middle of the beam center line) using the MQ function
(C =0.01) are graphed in Fig. 6. The results obtained by Kontoni and Beskos (1993) for the same point using



Displacement

0.005

0.000
-0.005
-0.0104
-0.015
-0.020 1
-0.025
-0.030
-0.035
-0.040
-0.045
-0.050

-0.055

M.F. Samaan, Y.F. Rashed | International Journal of Solids and Structures 44 (2007) 8517-8531

w(t)
EEER RN ER Y
h=6 As
‘ L=24
w(t)
Py ey
1 S i
h=el ¢ 1 ‘1
éi \ 1
\ L2=12 \ \ L2=12
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the (1 + R) function are also plotted in the same graph. The results are almost identical which proofs the valid-
ity of the present formulation.viside tension load with initial value P = 7500 N/cm?. The material properties
are: v=0.3, E=2.1 x 10’ N/em?, and p = 0.00785 kg/m>, and the time step Az is taken to be 4 x 10 °s. As it
can be seen from Fig. 7, that one-quarter of the symmetric plate is considered with the shown boundary con-
ditions. The boundary is discretized into 37 elements and 136 additional internal nodes are used to improve the
result accuracy as shown in Fig. 7. The results for the displacement history of point “A” obtained using the
MQ function (C = 0.01) is plotted in Fig. 8 and the results obtained by Agnantiaris et al. (1996) for the same
point using the (1 + R) function are also plotted on the same graph. As it can be seen from Fig. 8 that the
results of the MQ function are in excellent agreement with those of the (1 + R) function.
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Fig. 8. Dynamic displacement of point “A” in the gusset plate example.

7.3. Interpolation function performance study

The validity of the present formulation is confirmed for different problems as presented in the previous
examples. The purpose of this example is to demonstrate the superiority of the proposed formulation against
the traditional (1 + R) function. A comparison between the results obtained for the first example (infinite strip
under tension) using MQ and (1 + R) function are set up in the long time zone. The (1 + R) function is chosen
to be compared to as it gives the best accuracy among other functions, according to the conclusion of Agn-
antiaris et al. (1996). It is easy to observe that both function results match each other at early times (¢t =0 to
t =0.1s, as can be seen from Figs. 3 and 4). Therefore, this example focused on the behavior of these func-
tions in the far time zone (¢ = 1.3 to r = 1.8 s. for displacement results, and ¢ = 0.4 to ¢t = 0.85 s. for traction
results). The results of this study are shown in Figs. 9 and 10 for the displacement at point “A’” and for the
traction at point “B”’, respectively. It can be seen from these figures that the (1 + R) function (as most of other
functions) fails to give good interpolation scheme (oscillates) in the far time zone, whereas the interpolation
using MQ function with C =0.01 gives accurate and stable results along the whole studied time zone.

8. Conclusions

In this paper, a new formulation for the transient analysis of 2D elastodynamics is introduced. The DRM
was successfully implemented using the MQ function in the interpolation of the inertia terms. The relevant
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Fig. 9. Long time horizontal displacement of point “A” in the infinite strip example.
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Fig. 10. Long time normal traction of point “B” in the infinite strip example.

expressions for displacement and traction particular solutions were derived, and then the singularities in the
final expressions were canceled using a developed technique. The new formulation was examined throughout
different applications and showed excellent performance. The results demonstrated that the MQ function is
quite suitable for modeling different problems including stress concentration cases. Moreover, when the results
of MQ function is being compared with those of the traditional (1 + R) function in long time zone, the MQ
function succeeded to give more stable and more accurate results. This leads to the conclusion that: the MQ
function, as previously confirmed for surface generations from scattered data (Franke, 1982) and for potential
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problems (Golberg et al., 1996), is the best radial basis function in modeling 2D structures under transient
loading. Finally, although the choosing of the MQ shape parameter, C, to be equal to 0.01 seems to give

enough accuracy in the studied applications, a future procedure such as the cross validation (see Golberg
et al., 1996) has to be carried out to determine the best selection of its value.

Appendix A

The expressions of the ¥;; derivatives are:
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