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Abstract

A one-dimensional dynamic microslip friction model, including the damper inertia, is presented in this paper. An
analytical approach is developed to obtain the steady-state solution of the resulting nonlinear partial differential equations
when subjected to harmonic excitation. In the proposed approach, according to the excitation frequency, a single mode of
the system is considered in the steady-state solution for simplicity; consequently, phase difference among spatially
distributed points is neglected. Three types of normal load distributions, resulting in distinct stick—slip transitions along the
contact interface, are studied. The resulting hysteresis curves and the associated Fourier coefficients are obtained and
compared with each other. An equivalent point contact friction model is established and compared with the proposed
microslip model, illustrating the effects of partial slip in the contact interface for low amplitude or high normal load
applications.
© 2005 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

In the dynamic response analysis of structures having friction contact, two types of approaches are used, the
macroslip and the microslip methods. Due to its mathematical simplicity, the macroslip approach [1-5] is
widely used, in which the friction interface is modeled as a rigid body, and is entirely in slip or stick states. This
method is acceptable if gross-slip occurs at the friction interface, which is possible if the normal load acting on
the interface is small. On the other hand, the microslip method [6—-10] is mathematically complicated; however,
since the friction interface is modeled as an elastic body, it is capable of modeling partial slip, which occurs if
the normal load acting on the interface is high. For those cases, macroslip model results in stuck interface and
estimates no energy dissipation through friction contact.

Mengq et al. [6] developed a microslip model, in which the friction damper was modeled as an elastic bar in
contact with a rigid ground and connected to a spring at the left end. A shear layer was included between the
bar and the ground; therefore, it is possible to have linear deformation relative to the support before the
beginning of slip [11]. Under the effect of uniform normal load distribution, partial-slip and gross-slip of
the bar were studied. A single-degree-of-freedom oscillator with a friction damper was analyzed by applying
the Harmonic Balance Method (HBM), and the authors assessed that for high normal load cases this microslip
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Fig. 1. One-dimensional microslip model.

model showed approximately 50 percent reductions in the resonant response. In addition to this, Menq et al.
[8] explained experimental friction damping data by using this microslip friction model.

Csaba [9] proposed a microslip friction model with a quadratic normal load distribution based on the model
developed by Mengq et al. [6] in which the shear layer was removed for simplicity. A single blade with a friction
damper attached to the ground was analyzed in the frequency domain and the author evaluated that macroslip
predicted the response amplitudes much higher than the microslip model used. Filippi et al. [12] described a
measurement method in order to determine the friction characteristics between two surfaces. The authors
estimated the possible measurement errors and tried to eliminate or avoid them in the measurement process.
Specimens were selected in order to have negligible inertial effects and hysteresis curves for different
displacement amplitudes were given which showed the microslip behavior. Friction coefficient between the
surfaces and contact stiffness in the direction of motion was also determined through the experiment. Song et
al. [13] added a parallel spring to the parallel-series Iwan model and used this model to estimate the friction in
the joints. The model parameters estimating the microslip behavior were determined from experimental results
by applying a neural network algorithm.

The objective of this study is to develop a dynamic one-dimensional microslip friction model by including
the inertia of the damper. For this purpose a one-dimensional beam model which is similar to the one
introduced by Menq et al. [6], but includes the inertia of the beam and has a non-uniform normal load
distribution, is proposed and is shown in Fig. 1. The beam is connected to the ground from the left end with a
spring in order to include strain hardening effects, and a harmonic excitation is applied to the right end of the
beam. A shear layer, which permits elastic deformation of the beam before the occurrence of slip, is inserted
between the beam and the ground. The shear layer can be visualized as distributed springs connected to the
beam and in contact with the ground, and obeying the Coulomb friction law with a constant friction
coefficient throughout the length of the beam. Since this is a one-dimensional model normal load applied on
the beam is assumed to be directly transmitted to the shear layer. The system is analyzed for uniform, and
convex and concave normal load distributions, which result in distinct stick—slip transitions along the contact
interface.

In the remaining parts of this paper, determination of stick—slip transitions along the contact interface for
different normal load distributions is presented and force displacement relationships for constant, convex and
concave normal load distributions are derived. The effect of excitation frequency is analyzed and results
obtained for different normal load distributions are compared with each other and with a representative point
contact model.

2. Determination of stick—slip transitions

An analytical approach is developed to determine the stick—slip transitions of the steady-state solution of
the frictionally constrained system when subjected to harmonic excitation. In the proposed approach,
according to the excitation frequency single mode of the system is considered in the steady-state solution for
simplicity; consequently, the phase difference among spatially distributed points is neglected.
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2.1. Determination of contact elastic force

In order to determine stick—slip transition in the microslip model proposed in Fig. 1, the build-up of elastic
force along the contact interface between the beam and the ground is first examined. As a starting point, the
microslip model is analyzed assuming the beam is completely stuck and the contact elastic force obtained
through this analysis is used to determine the effects of damper inertia. In conjunction with the normal load
distribution, it will later be employed to determine the transitions between stick and slip, and to obtain the
resulting friction force. The equations of motion for the completely stuck beam can be written as

’u Q’u

EA — —ku = pAw* — 1
ax2 keu pA® 692’ ( )
with the following boundary conditions
)
E4% —puo.0), EAZY = Fysino). )
0x|,_ 0x|,._;

where o, t, E, p, A, L and k are excitation frequency, time, modulus of elasticity, density, cross-sectional
area, length and the shear layer stiffness of the beam, respectively, and 0 = wt. Solving the partial differential
equation analytically, the contact elastic force acting on the beam can be obtained. The spatial distribution of
the resulting contact elastic force for different excitation frequencies is given in Fig. 2 to illustrate the effects of
damper inertia, and is seen to be similar to the mode shape of the constrained beam. Moreover, Fig. 3 shows
the build-up of the contact elastic force, together with three different normal load distributions, while
increasing the amplitude of low-frequency excitation. It is seen that as the excitation amplitude increases the
contact elastic force generated in the shear layer becomes larger than the allowable value, depending on the
normal load, and the contact interface starts to slip at a location depending on the distribution of normal load.
For the example shown in Fig. 3, the contact interface starts to slip at the right end of the beam for both the
constant and the convex normal load distributions; whereas it starts to slip somewhere around the middle of
the beam for the concave normal load distribution. It can also be concluded that for the first vibration mode
both the constant and the convex normal load distributions lead to similar stick—slip transition along the
friction interface, which is a stick region at the left side and a slip region at the right side. The slip region
propagates towards the left end of the beam, reverses and repeats. Since showing similar stick—slip transition,
they are analyzed together, where the case of constant normal load is considered as a special case of the convex
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Fig. 2. Effect of excitation frequency on contact elastic force:
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Fig. 4. Two-region friction interface due to convex normal load distribution.

normal load distribution. On the other hand, for the case of concave normal load distribution, the stick—slip
transition along the friction interface is composed of two stick regions at the left and the right sides of the
beam, and in-between is a slip region, which propagates towards the right and the left ends of the beam,
reverses and repeats.

2.2. Two-region friction interface

It is concluded in Section 2.1 that, as the amplitude of the excitation force at the right end of the beam
increases, convex normal load distribution results in a two-region friction interface, a stuck region on the left
side and a slip region on the right. Fig. 4 shows the microslip model with a two-region friction interface where,
L is the length of the stuck region and ¢(x) is the normal load distribution over the interface. Since it is aimed
to obtain hysteresis curves, instead of force input, displacement input is used in the model. The nonlinear
partial differential equations defining this system are given as

0%u o%u

2
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o%u Ou o%u
EA —— —sgn| — = pAdo’ —, Li<x<L, 4
Ox2 sgn (66) ,uq(x) pAw 692 P 15X ( )

with the boundary and compatibility conditions
EA Gu = pu(0,0), u(L,0) = asin(0), (5)
0x|._g
Ou Ou

L7,0)=ulL,0), — =— 6
u( 1> ) M( 1> )7 axLl_ axL-l%—, ()

where p is the friction coefficient and w(x) is the displacement of the shear layer at the time of sticking, and for
the regions which have not slipped, w(x) = 0. In Egs. (3), (4) and (6), L; is still an unknown; however, it should
be noted that the friction force calculated at x = L, from Egs. (3) and (4) should be the same, therefore
equating these friction forces results in the equation

|k(u(L1,0) — w(Ly))| = ug(Ly), (7

from which L, the change of stick—slip regions, can be determined. Egs. (3) and (4) for 6 between 0 and 7/2
can be rewritten as

2 2
EA %—ku:p/lwz% 0<x<L,, (8)
Q%u Q%u
EA 5 png(x) = pAw® 7 Li<x<L, 9)

where w(x) is taken as zero for the points that have not been slipped as pointed out formerly. It should be
noted that, Egs. (8) and (9) are linear and the solution can be obtained in terms of L, if u is taken in the
following form

(10)

ur(x) + ua(x,0), 0<0<Ly,
- v1(x) + va(x,0), Li<O0<L.

Since only the first mode of the beam is considered, there is no phase difference between the points
throughout the length; hence, inserting Eq. (10) into Egs. (8) and (9) yields the results
u1(x) = D; sinh(Ax) + D, cosh(1x),
ur(x, 0) = (C| sinh(yx) + C, cosh(yx)) sin(6),
vi(x) = O(x) + ¢1x + co,
v2(x, 0) = (Cs sin(ax) + Cy cos(ax)) sin(0), (11)

_ ]k _ ke
A= ﬁ’ OC—U)\/%, Y= a_iw (12)

The unknown coefficients in Eq. (11) are in terms of L; and can be determined using the boundary and the
compatibility conditions (5) and (6), respectively. Using Eq. (7) together with Egs. (11) and (12), a nonlinear
equation for L; is obtained and given as

uq(Ly) n Q' (L\)(L — L)+ Q(L) — O(Ly)
kEAo EAo+ Bo(L — L)

where

]EA cos[a(L — Ly)] + B sin[o(L — L;)] — asin(f) = 0, (13)

where

EAy sinh(yL;) + f§ cosh(yL))

=Bl =Edy EAy cosh(yL) + B sinh(yL;)’ (14)
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0w = [ Qe ow= [ e (15)

It should be noted that Eq. (13) is nonlinear and an analytical solution for L; cannot be obtained; however, it
is possible to solve 0 analytically for L, varying between 0 and L. The solution of Egs. (3) and (4) for 0
between 0 and /2 gives the loading curve of the resulting hysteresis loop, and Menq et al. [6] showed that if
the loading curve of an elastic element is known and if the normal load distribution is time invariant it is
possible to construct the hysteresis curve for cyclic motion from this result. Applying this approach, the
hysteresis curve for a cycle is constructed, and the effect of excitation amplitude and frequency are analyzed
and the results are presented in Section 3.

2.3. Three-region friction interface

It is concluded in Section 2.1 that a concave normal load distribution results in a three-region friction
interface composed of two stick regions at the left and right sides and a slip region at the middle of the beam.
The microslip model for this case is given in Fig. 5, where L;, L, and ¢(x) are the length of the stuck region on
the left side, the beginning of the stuck region on the right side, and the normal load distribution over the
interface, respectively. The nonlinear partial differential equations defining this system are given as

2 2

0“u 0“u
EA — — — = pAw® — <x<L, 1
o kulx,0) —w(x)) = pdo PviL 0<x<Ly (16)
o%u Ou , Ou
EA a2 sgn <ae>uq(x) = pAw PR Li<x<L,, 17
2 2
EA % — k(u(x, ) — w(x)) = pAda® % Ly<x<lL, (18)
with the boundary and compatibility conditions
EAZY Z Bu0.0). u(L.0) = asin(0), (19)
0x|._g
WLi 0 =uLi 0, o =2
Ox Ly Oox L
WLy, 0) = uri 0, o = 20)
Ox|,-  Ox|.+
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Fig. 5. Three-region friction interface due to concave normal load distribution.
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where w(x) is the same as in Section 2.2. It should be noted that in Egs. (16), (17), (18) and (20) L, and L, are
unknowns and in order to determine them, the friction force calculated at x = L; from Egs. (16) and (17), and
the friction force calculated at x = L, from Egs. (17) and (18) are equated, respectively, resulting in the
equations

[k(u(Ly, 0) — w(L1))| = pq(Ly),

|k(u(La, 0) — w(L2))| = puq(Lo). 21
Following a similar procedure as described in Section 2.2, Egs. (16), (17) and (18) become

2 2

0 0
EA a—;—kuszwza—;;, 0o<x<Li, 22)
o%u o%u
EA 2 pg(x) = pAw? Py Li<x<L, (23)
2 2
EA %—ku:psz%, Lry<x<L. (24)

These equations are linear and the solutions are in terms of L; and L,. If u is taken in the form
ui(x) +ua(x,0), 0<x<Ly,
u=1< v(x)+o0(x,0), Lis<x<Ll,, (25)
wi(x) + wa(x,0), Lry<x<L,
and only the first mode is considered, inserting Eq. (25) into Egs. (22)—(24) leads to the solution
u1(x) = Dj sinh(4x) + D; cosh(4x),
us(x,0) = (C sinh(yx) + C; cosh(yx)) sin(0),
vi(x) = Q(x) + ¢1x + co,
v2(x, 0) = (Cysin(ax) 4+ C4 cos(ax)) sin(6),
wi(x) = Dy sinh(4x) + D4 cosh(1x),
wa(x, 0) = (Cs sinh(yx) + Cg cosh(yx)) sin(0), (26)
where o,y and A are given in Eq. (12). The unknown coefficients in Eq. (26) are in terms of L; and L,, and can
be determined by applying the boundary and the compatibility conditions given in Egs. (19) and (20),

respectively. Nonlinear equations to determine L, and L, can then be obtained from Eq. (21) and they are
given as

(sinh(yLl) + % cosh(yL1)> ka sin(0)

kD, (sinh(/lLl) + EAL cosh(XLl)) + —uq(Ly) =0, (27)

B Cs sinh(yL) + Cg cosh(yL)
sinh(A(L, — L)) = (Cssinh(yL,) 4+ Cg cosh(yL,))ka sin(0)
kD (L) — )8
: cosh(/L) + Cs sinh(yL) + Cg cosh(yL) pq(Lr) =0, (28)

where Dj, D3, Cs and Cg are functions of L; and L,, and they are given in Appendix A. Using a similar
approach described in Section 2.2 the complete hysteresis curve can be obtained from the solution for 6
between 0 and /2. The effect of excitation amplitude and frequency are analyzed and compared with the
convex normal load case, and the results are presented in Section 3.

3. Results

In the previous sections, one-dimensional microslip models for two different normal load distributions are
presented. In the analyses performed in this section, the normal load distribution for the two-region friction
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interface is taken as constant, N /L, where N is the total normal load applied, and for the three-region friction

interface the following quadratic distribution is used:

4x(x — L)
I

where ¢y and ¢, — ¢, indicate the maximum and minimum normal loads acting on the beam, and the total

normal load is N = (¢, — 2¢,/3)L.

q(x) =qo + ¢, (29)

3.1. Stick—slip transitions

Fig. 6 shows the change of stuck region length, L;, as a function of temporal variable 0 for the two-region
friction interface. As predicted from the analysis of the completely stuck system, slip starts from the right end
of the beam and propagates towards the left end. Likewise, Fig. 7 shows the changes of L; and L, as functions
of temporal variable 6 for the three-region friction interface due to the normal load distribution given in
Eq. (29). Slip starts around the middle of the beam and it propagates towards the right and the left ends;
furthermore, slip region reaches the right end of the beam first and continues to propagate towards the left end
resulting in gross-slip finally.

3.2. Equivalent spring force and damping force

Hysteresis curves, establishing the relationship between the harmonic input displacement and the resulting
net force at the right end of the model, are employed to characterize the effectiveness of the frictional
constraint. For the two-region friction interface shown in Fig. 4, hysteresis curves for different excitation
frequencies are given in Fig. 8, and here w, denotes the first natural frequency of the completely stuck system.
It is seen that, for low excitation frequencies hysteresis curves are close to each other, which is in agreement
with the experimental results obtained by Filippi et al. [12], but there is a small rotation in clockwise direction.
For higher frequencies, hysteresis curves rotate more in the clockwise direction and the area enclosed inside
them increases.

The equivalent spring force and damping force of a frictional constraint can be obtained from the Fourier
coefficients of a hysteresis curve. In this paper, f, denotes the spring force, being the component in phase with
the input displacement, and /. denotes the damping force, being the 90° out of phase component. Rotation of
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0.0 : : : '
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
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Fig. 6. Temporal change of two-region friction interface.
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a hysteresis curve in clockwise direction indicates a decrease in Fourier coefficient f and increase in area
indicates an increase in Fourier coefficient /.. In Figs. 9 and 10, non-dimensionalized Fourier coefficients
Fy(f,/k*a) and F.(f ./k*a) vs. normalized displacement amplitude (@/am;,) for the two-region friction interface
are given for different excitation frequencies, respectively, where k* is the stiffness of the system when the
frequency is zero and @y, is the minimum displacement to cause slip, which is uN /kL for this case. It is seen
that the non-dimensionalized Fourier coefficient F (normalized stiffness) is constant until the slip starts and
after this point it decreases with increasing displacement amplitude; moreover, it decreases with increasing
excitation frequency. It should be noted that for w = 0.5w,, the F; curve can become negative, indicating that
the equivalent elastic force is 180° out of phase. On the other hand, the normalized Fourier coefficient F.
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(normalized damping) is zero until the slip starts and subsequently, it increases with increasing displacement
amplitude, reaches a maximum and becomes stable. In addition to this, although the difference between the
curves become insignificant for large displacement amplitudes; for low amplitudes, which is the case for high
normal load applications, the Fourier coefficient F, increases as the excitation frequency increases. In the
harmonic response analysis of a structurally damped system, the damping term is included in the stiffness term
resulting in a complex stiffness, which can be written as k(1 + yi); where k,n and i are the stiffness of the
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system, the structural damping coefficient and the imaginary number, respectively. Therefore, the normalized
Fourier coefficient F. can be treated as the structural damping coefficient of the microslip friction model;
hence, an increase in F,. expresses an increase in the structural damping of the system.

Hysteresis curves and Fourier coefficients for the three-region friction interface are given in Figs. 11-13, and
similar conclusions as in the case of the two-region friction interface can be drawn from them. In the next
section, both friction interfaces are compared with each other and differences between them are presented.
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3.3. Effect of normal load distribution

In order to examine the effect of normal load distribution on microslip of the friction constraint,
comparison of the two-region and the three-region friction interfaces are presented in this section. Both
friction interfaces are subject to identical total normal load and are analyzed according to the developed
approach. The resulting Fourier coefficients F. and F, are compared in Figs. 14 and 15, respectively, in which
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interface.

the displacement amplitude for both interfaces is normalized with respect to amin of the two-region friction
interface. It is seen that due to the nature of concave normal load distribution specified in this comparison,
q0/(qo — q2) = 12, the three-region friction interface starts to have partial slip at lower vibration amplitude
when compared to the two-region friction interface. In other words, the three-region friction interface starts to
generate friction damping, and thus leads to attenuated stiffness, at lower vibration amplitude. However,
even though the two-region friction interface requires higher vibration amplitude to start slip, as the
vibration amplitude increases the resulting friction damping increases rapidly when compared to that
produced by the three-region friction interface. At the same time, after starting slip the equivalent stiffness of
the two-region friction interface decreases faster than that of the three-region friction interface, and finally
both friction damping and stiffness of the two interfaces become comparable at higher vibration amplitude.
This result illustrates that normal load distribution has a significant effect on the microslip characteristics of a
friction interface, and accurate prediction of its effect on equivalent stiffness and friction damping is
important.

3.4. Comparison with point contact model

A point contact friction model is defined in Fig. 16. The resulting friction damping and equivalent stiffness
of this point contact model in terms of vibration amplitude will be compared with those of the two-region
friction interface model presented earlier. The unknown stiffness values, ', k" and k;, are determined in order
to satisfy the following three conditions: both models start gross-slip at the same vibration amplitude, and
both models have the same equivalent stiffness values in complete stuck and fully slipping states. The resulting
Fourier coefficients F. and F; are compared in Figs. 17 and 18, respectively, in which the displacement
amplitude for both interfaces is normalized with respect to an;, of the two-region friction interface. For high
vibration amplitude, it is seen that the results agree with each other well since gross-slip occurs in both models.
However, at low vibration amplitude, while the point contact model remains fully stuck, partial slip occurs in
the microslip model, and thus increasing friction damping and attenuated stiffness are predicted, which are
also observed in experimental results [12]. It is evident that until the gross slip occurs the effects of microslip
are very significant.
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3.5. Comparison with numerical solution

In order to validate the analytical method developed, time integration is performed on the following
nonlinear partial differential equation:

2 2

a u 2 6 u
Ed == — tu,x) = pAo 0
k(u — w) for stuck,
©(u, x) = sen (2_:) ug(x)  for slip, (30)

where w(x) is the displacement of the shear layer as defined in Section 2.2, and the boundary conditions
are given in Eq. (2). For the numerical solution technique an implicit finite difference scheme is employed and
Fig. 19 shows the change of the normalized stuck region for the two-region friction interface obtained from
the analytical and steady-state numerical solutions at low frequency. It is seen that both solutions agree with
each other well in the determination of stick—slip transitions.
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4. Conclusions

A one-dimensional dynamic microslip model is presented in this paper. An analytical approach is developed
to determine the stick—slip transitions of the steady-state solution of the frictionally constrained system when
subjected to harmonic excitation. In the proposed approach, according to the excitation frequency, a single
mode of the system is considered in the steady-state solution for simplicity; consequently, phase difference
among spatially distributed points is neglected. The proposed model is analyzed for three different normal
load distributions, resulting in two distinct friction interfaces. The two-region friction interface is composed of
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a stuck region on the left side and a slip region on the right side of the beam, whereas the three-region friction
interface has two stuck regions at the left and the right sides and a slip region in between them. Moreover, the
effects of excitation frequency on the resulting hysteresis curves as well as the equivalent stiffness and damping
are examined. It is also shown that, even when a friction interface is subjected to identical total normal load,
normal load distribution has a significant effect on the equivalent damping and stiffness of the frictionally
constrained system.

Although only two-region and three-region friction interfaces are discussed in this paper, other complicated
multi-region friction interfaces are possible depending on normal load distribution and excitation frequency. It
is possible to extend the developed microslip model to friction interfaces having complicated multiple regions.
However, while the number of stick—slip regions increases, the number of unknown variables increases, and so
does the number of needed nonlinear equations similar to Egs. (27) and (28). Moreover, in the proposed
approach, according to the excitation frequency, a single mode of the constrained system is employed in the
steady-state solution for simplicity; consequently, phase difference among spatially distributed points is
neglected. In order to determine the phase difference in terms of spatial distribution, it is necessary to include
multiple modes of the system into the solution. This issue will be discussed in future investigation.

Although the microslip friction model presented in this paper is based on a beam model, which is simpler
than many engineering structures, it provides a better understanding of the effects of normal load distribution
and damper inertia on the stick—slip transitions. For more complicated engineering structures, since numerical
methods are often required to obtain the stick—slip transitions and then friction force distributions, the
developed method can be used as a basis of comparison, where the numerical results for a simplified model can
be verified by the analytical solutions obtained.
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Appendix A. Unknown coefficients for the three-region friction interface

The coefficients in Eq. (26) are derived and given below.
=00, — (Lyby — Liby — b)) Q) + 520, — b1 Q)

D, 1) = ba(Lias —ar) — ax(Labs — by) ’ (A-D
Dy(Ly, L) = 29 ;“2 . L‘l%z i . ?2—22((26222_—%2 — ) (A2)
co(Ly. Ly) = (Loby — bl)(zz(QLl];;l_lQai; - Ell;(lzib: il?)(lb)zQz — by Q/z)’ (A3)
er(Ly. Ly) = —a02Q) + a1h, Q) + axb, 0, — axh 0, (A.4)

by(Lyay — ay) — axy(Laby — by) ’

Cs(Ly, Ly) = — (C5 sin(aly) + Cy4 cos(aLy)) sinh(yLy)
4+ (C5 cos(aly) — Cy sin(ocLz))% cosh(yL,), (A.S)
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Ce(L1, Ly) = (—Cscos(aly) + Cy sin(ocLz))% sinh(yL,)

+ (Cs sin(aLy) + C4cos(aly)) cosh(yLy), (A.6)
where
0= [ Qv ow= [ faoa (A7)
0,=0L), Q)=0Q(L), (A.8)
ay = ay(Ly) = sinh(AL,) + %)‘ cosh(ALy), (A.9)
ar = ay(Ly) = A <COSh(ﬂ.L1) + ETA;{ Sinh(;LL])> , (A.10)
0,=0(Ly), 0,=0Q(L), (A.11)
B _ sinh((Ls — L))
b =bi(La) =—_ 0o, (A.12)
_ _ A cosh(A(L, — L))
by = by(Ly) = coshGL) (A.13)
Cy = Cy(L)) = (sin(ocLl) n Efﬁ)“y cos(ocLl)) sinh(yL,)
+ (%;L sin(aeLy) + g cos(ocL1)> cosh(yL,), (A.14)
Cy = Cy(Ly) = <cos(fo1) — E:;y sin(aL1)> sinh(yL)
+ (ETM cos(aL) — 2 sin(ocLl)) cosh(yLy). (A.15)
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