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Abdract

Axially moving materid problems are concemed with the dynamic regonse vibration and stability
of slender members which arein a stak of translation. In Finland these are particularly important in
thefunctioning of pape machines inwhich out of plarevibrationinthe pape web, known asflutter,
which from the point of view of mecharics is a pheromeron typical of an axially moving materia,
limits operation speals and therefore the productivity of the machines This subject linkstogether a
number of physical pheromera as®ciated with aeodynamics, web movement, materid behaviour
and the geometty of the system. The aim of this reseacth is to present a theoretical and numerical
formulation of the nonlinea dynamic andysis of an axially moving web.

The theoretical modd is base on amixed deription of the continuum problem in the context
of the dynamics of initially stressd solids. Membrane elasttity isincluded viaafinite stran model,
and the membrane transport speed through a kinematical study. Hamilton’s principle provides
nonlinea equadions which de<ribe the threedimengonad motion of the membrane.

Theincremental equations of Hamilton’ s principle are discretized by the finite element method.
The formulation includes geometrically nonlinear effects: large displacements, variations in
membrane tension and variations in transport velocity due to deformation. This novel numerical
modd was implemented by addirg an axially moving membrare elemert to a FEM program which
contains acoudtic fluid elementsand contact algorithms. Thisall owed andysis of problemsincluding
interaction with the surroundng air field and contact between supporting structures.

The modd was testeal by comparing previous experiment and presem nonlinea deription of
the dynamic behaviour of an axially moving web. The effects of contact between finiteroll s and the
membrare and interaction between the surrounding air and the membrare were included in the
model. The reailts show that nonli nearities and coupli ng phenomena have a considerabl e effect on
the dynamic behaviour of the system. The nonlinearities cause a noticeable stiffening of the
membrane, and the vibration frequency of nonli nea systemincreagsastheamplitude grows. At high
values of transport velocity thefirst mode frequery passsover the second linear hamonic, and even
the third. The resuts also show that the cylindrical supports have a distinct influerce on the
behaviour of an axidly moving sheet The bounday of the contact region clearly moves and weakens
the nonlinea hardeing pheromera tha othewise increase the fundanertal frequemy. This
influerce strergthers as the radius of the cylinders increases.

Keywwords FEM, geometric nonli nearity, vibration, paper web
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Nomenclature

The general notation practice used here is the following. Italic letters indicatars and
with right indices they denotiensor component&pper case bold letters indicagnsors
in a three-dimensional coordinate space and lowercase bold letters indesattes
Matricesandcolumn vectorsre denoted by bold and italic letters.

Index notations

Standard tensorial notations will be used. A left superscript indicates in which
configuration the quantity occurs and a left subscript shows the configuration with respect
to which the quantity is measured. For example, a Green-Lagrange Btpainstatey is
measured with respect to the natural statdf the quantity considered occurs in the same
configuration in which it is measured, the left subscript will be omitted and incremental
guantities will be shown without left superscript. Right Greek letters are tensor indices
reserved for surface quantities and have only the values 1, 2, while lowercase Latin indices
take values 1, 2, 3 and uppercase Latin indices values from 1 to the element node number.
The summation convention for repeated indices applies unless otherwise indicated.

Symbols

Definitions are given for most of the symbols in the text. The numbers of the chapters or
sections describing the usage of symbols are given in parentheses.

Latin letters

A, A, area of the cross section of a string (deformed, initial) (sec. 2.1.2)

A area of the middle surface of a membrane (chapters 3 and 4)

A vibration amplitude of the middle point of a free span (chapter 5)

A, amplitude of the boundary motion (chapter 5)

a determinant of the metric tensor of the middle surface (chapter 3 and 4)
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nondimensional vibration amplitude of the middle point of a free span (sec. 5.2)
covariant components of the metric tensor of the middle surface (chapters 3 and 4)
acceleration vector of a string particle (sec. 2.1.2)

acceleration vector of a membrane particle (Appendix A)

covariant base vector of the middle surface (chapters 3 and 4)

By, linear and nonlinear strain-displacement matrix (chapter 4)

width of a membrane

material property matrix (sec. 4.1)

effective damping matrix of air (sec. 4.2)

boundary curve of the fixed displacement boundary of a membrane (chapter 3)
boundary curve of the free boundary of a membrane (chapter 3)
components of the elasticity tensor (chapter 3 and 4)
transverse wave speedy/T/m  (chapter 2)

sound speed (sec. 2.2)

damping coefficient (chapter 5)

column vector of the displacement gradients (chapter 4)
elastic modulus (chapter 2 and 5)

unit normal base vectors (chapter 3 and 4)

column vector of the internal force (sec. 4.1)

column vector of the gyroscopic force (chapter 4.1)
column vector of the fluid load (sec. 4.3)
nondimensional frequency (chapter 5)

body forces (chapter 3)

external forces per unit length(chapter 2)

frequency (chapter 5)

gyroscopic inertia matrix (chapter 4)

thickness of a membrane

I, I, 13 local base vectors of a string configuration (sec. 2.1.2)
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linear stiffness matrix (chapter 4)

gyroscopic stiffness matrix (chapter 4)

geometric stiffness matrix (chapter 4)

equivalent stiffness matrix of air domain (sec. 4.2)
span length

mass matrix (chapter 4)

mass matrix of air domain (sec. 4.2)

mass per unit length (chapter 2)

initial mass per unit length (sec. 2.1.2)

mass per unit area (chapter 5)

added mass per unit length (sec. 2.2)

shape function matrix (chapter 4)

shape function ofth node (chapter 4)

edge force per unit length (chapter 3)

outward normal vector of the fluid boundary (sec. 2.2)
matrix of the stress components (chapter 4)

column vector of the stress components (chapter 4)
components of the Cauchy stress resultant tensor (chapter 3 and 4)
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components of the second Piola-Kirchhoff stress resultant tensor (chapter 3)
pressure of nodA (sec. 5.2)
surface load per unit area (chapter 3)
pressure (sec. 2.2 and sec. 5.2)
column vector of the external force (sec. 4.1 and 4.3)
coupling matrix of the fluid-structure interaction (sec. 4.2)
acoustic resistance (sec. 2.2)
radius of supporting cylinders (sec. 5.5)
arc length (sec.2.1.2)
kinetic energy (chapter 3)
normal force in string (chapter 2)
tangential base vector in direction &f (sec. 3.2)
7 time
strain energy (chapter 3)
displacement vector of a string configuration (sec. 2.1.2)
displacement vector of a membrane configuration (chapters 3 and 4)
column vector of the element nodal displacements referred to fixedebgdepter
4)
transverse displacement (chapter 2)
displacement to direction of the surface normal (sec. 2.2)
nondimensional axial speed (chapter 5)
transport velocity vector
matrix of the transport velocity components (chapter 4)
column vector of the transport velocity components (chapter 4)
transport speed (chapter 2)
wave speed in air (sec. 2.2)
longitudinal stiffness parameter (sec. 5.2)
critical transport speed /n;,/m (chapter 5)
velocity vector of a string particle (sec. 2.1.2)
velocity vector of a membrane particle (chapter 3)
work of external forces (chapters 3 and 4)
strain energy density (chapter 3)
position vector of a membrane configuration (a sample point) (chapters 3 and 4)
column vector of the element nodal coordinates referred to fixeddésleapter 4)
Cartesian coordinates
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Greek letters

parameter of added mass depending reldtitinsec 2.2.1)

Newmark integration parameter (chapter 4)

parameter of added mass depending reldtitin(sec. 2.2.1)

absorption coefficient (sec. 2.2.2)

amplitude decay factor (chapter 4)

components of the Green-Lagrangen strain tensor (chapter 3 and 4)
variation operator (chapter 3 and 4)
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Newmark integration parameter (chapter 4)

column vector of the linear strain (chapter 4)

perturbation coefficient (sec. 5.2)

g,  components of linear part of the Green-Lagrangen strain tensor (chapters 3 and 4)
N  components of nonlinear part of the Green-Lagrangen strain tensor (chapters 3 and
4)

nabla operator (chapter 3)

components of the convected coordinates of a membrane configuration (chapters 3
and 4)

curvature of coordinate curv& (sec. 3.2)

span length after Galileo and Lorenz transformation (sec. 2.4)

friction coefficient (sec. 5.5)

mass density of a membrane

air density (sec. 2.2)

unit normal vector of the membrane boundary (chapter 3)

configuration of a string (sec. 2.1.2)

configuration of a membrane (chapters 3 and 4)

angular frequency
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Notations of differentiation
Partial derivatives respect to convected coordinétedll be denoted to the following two
ways

d X
06*
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and similar notations will be used with the time derivatives
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1. Introduction

The productivity of paper machines is limited due to maximum operating speeds, since
building even wider machines is no longer profitable. One of the most serious obstacles to
high speed operation has been web flutter (vibrations) which causes quality problems or
breaks in the web. The flutter problem in paper machines producing lightweight papers can
be serious in or near the dryer section, where the paper web has to pass over a span without
a supporting wire, felt or conveying band. The problem will be solved in new paper
machine constructions by escorting paper web over the critical locations with a felt or
conveyor belt. The operating speed will increase, but the flutter phenomenon and the need
for a good knowledge of it will not decrease. On the contrary, the dynamic behaviour of
wires, felts and conveyor belts and of flutter of the paper web in places where escorting is
impossible will become even more critical.

From the point of view of mechanics, the out of plane vibration, or flutter, is a typical
phenomenon of axially moving material, encompassing systems such as pipes containing
flowing fluid, moving strings and belts, high speed magnetic tapes, printing presses etc.
Recent developments in research into axially moving materials are reviewed by Wickert &
Mote (1988), Arbate (1992) and Paidoussis & Li (1993). A paper sheet is a good example
of a thin membrane which is in a state of translation. The subject is a well-known one as
far as linear cases are concerned. The first analyses of the flutter of a moving web were
performed using analytical "travelling thread line" models (Mujumdar & Douglas 1976,
Pramila 1986,1987). The cross direction variation in web motion was neglected by
assuming that the entire web width deflects uniformly, and the surrounding air was
modelled as an added mass. The importance of the surrounding air for light webs was
noticed at that stage, however, and it was shown to affect the natural frequencies and
critical speed of the web. Later a web was modelled as a linear membrane and the
surrounding air with an incompressible (Niemi & Pramil@8¥) or compressible fluid
model (Laukkanen & Pramila 1997).

To cope with flutter problems, we need to identify the causes and mechanisms of flutter.
Despite numerous studies there is no consensus about the main causes, and the mechanisms
are not clearly understood. This subject couples several distinct physical phenomena
associated with aerodynamics, web movement, material behaviour and the geometry of the
system. (Chang 1990). Simple linear models are not enough, and there is a need for more
complicated models which combine these physical phenomenaandinclude nonlinear effects
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(Wickert 1992).

The objective of this paper is to present a nonlinear theoretical model for a prestressed,
axially moving membrane, including the effects of large deflections, variation in tension
along the membrane and variation in transport velocity due to deformation. Incremental
equations are developed in the same way as in the analysis of prestressed elastic structures
outlined by Reismann & Pawlik (1977) for hyperelastic solids and applied by Luehgo
al. (1984) to an elastic cable and by Perkins & Mote (1987) to a travelling cable. Membrane
elasticity is included via a finite strain model and the membrane transport speed through
a kinematical study, which, with the convected coordinate, allows variation in transport
motion to be considered as well. The equations of motion are developed using Hamilton's
principle. The general theory of an axially moving arbitrary membrane is applied to two
theoretical applications: an axially moving web passing over two finite supporting
cylinders, and an initially plane axially moving web between fixed simple supports.

A numerical formulation based on finite element analysis (FEM) is presented that
includes the above capéibies. This is implemented into a commercial FEM program
which contains acoustic fluid elements and contact algorithms. Hence analyses of problems
containing interaction with a surrounding air field and contact between supporting
structures are possible. Anumerical model is used to estimate the influence of geometrically
nonlinear effects, contact and surrounding air on the dynamic behaviour of the axially
moving membrane.



2. Background to the phenomena and system considered
2.1. Axially moving material

2.1.1. Characteristics of axially moving material

The problem of axially moving materials is an extensive one that encompasses such
apparently diverse mechanical systems as the paper web in a paper mill or printing press,
on/off winding of textile fibers and paper, filament winding of composite components, high
speed magnetic tapes, power transmission chains and belts, band saws, pipes conveying
fluid etc. Vibration is generally undesirable in such systems, but it is characteristic of
operation at high transport speeds. Transverse motion in wide band saw blades, for
instance, results in poor cutting quality and increased residuals. For tape drives that operate
in a longitudinal recording format, vibration of the tape against the recording head
accelerates wear and modulates the recorded or replayed signal.

The following typical features dominate the dynamic response of an axially moving
material in the linear range (Wickert & Mote 1991).

(1) Disturbancestravel at different speeds in the upstream and downstream directions.
In the upstream direction the wave propagation speed is the difference between the
transport speed and the wave propagation speed in a nonmoving structure
Vv - ¢, while downstream these are summed c. (Fig. 1a).

(2) Transverse vibration does not have a constant spatial phase, and therefore material
particles pass through the equilibrium at different times, see Fig. 2. The phase
shift becomes more visible as the transport velocity increases.

(3) Natural frequencies decrease monotonically with speed, and reach zero at the
critical value wherey = ¢ (see Fig. 3). This happens because the propagation of
disturbances upstream stops and divergence instability occurs. With a travelling
string, all its natural frequencies vanish at the same speed, but with a travelling
beam the natural frequencies vanish at their own critical speeds because of
dispersion.
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Fig. 1. a) Propagation of a disturbance in an axially moving material (Lee 1968).
b) Model of an axially moving string.

Fig. 2. Fundamental mode of a travéling string over a half period of motion.
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Fig. 3. Fundamental frequency of a travdling string as a function of transport speed.

(4) The stability of an axially moving structure can be lost in three characteristic ways
- divergence instability at the critical speed,
- flutter instability at a speedomve the ditical value, and
- Mathieu-type instability due to parametric excitation.

From a mathematical standpoint, the above characteristics arise from Coriolis and
centripetal inertia terms in the equation of motion which force the eigenfunctions to be
complex. For instance the equation of motion of a travelling tensioned string shown in
Fig. 1b is

mu, + 2mvuy, + m(v2 fcz)u,xX = f, (2.1)
whereu is the transverse displacement,s the mass per unit length,is the transport
speed anat is the wave propagation speed of a string which is square of tensionfpere
massmory/ T/m. The transverse displacemen(x,t) is measured in the Eulerian sense,
and the material particles experience the looal,, Coriolis 2mv u,, and centripetainv’

u,, acceleration components in locatirm@t the timet. Other terms in equation (2.1) are
the effect of a normal forc&u,, and the external forces per unit lendttlthough there

is a single temporal derivative of displacement in the Coriolis term suggesting viscous
damping, the model includes no dissipation.

There are two obvious shortcomings in the linear theory, which becdithensre
apparent with increasing transport speed. First, the linear theory does not take into
consideration the geometrical nonlinearities: tension variation due to transverse
displacement and the effect of variations in transport velocity due to deformation. Especially
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at near-critical speeds, where the modal stiffness is small, these nonlinear elements
dominate the dynamic response. (see Fig. 4). In general, the linear theory underestimates
stabilityin the subcritical range, overestimates it for supercritical speeds and is most limited
in a near-critical regime (Wickert 1992).

1.6 v " . .
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S 145 5 4
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Normalized speed, v/vq

Fig. 4. Fundamental frequency of a travdling beam as a function of transport speed with a
linear (-----) and a nonlinear ( ) theory, whereg is the perturbation coefficient, a, is
a amplitude andy, is stiffness parameter (Wickert 1992).

Secondly, a linear theory cannot describe bifurcation from the straight configuration to
curved equilibrium states in a supercritical transport speed regime, nor local motion about
the equilibrium or global motion between coexisting equilibria. In practice sudden
bifurcation will hardly be detected, as it happens smoothly from straight to curved with the
increase of transport speed (Wickert 1992).

The above conclusions are valid for a model of a taut geometrically perfect (straight)
axially moving material. In some applications, however, the effect of a geometrical error
arising from initial curvature, for instance, cannot lated by system tension. Sources
of initial curvature include bending moments generated by supporting wheels and pulleys,
sag due to gravity, material imperfections and guide misalignment. Although these
imperfections are usually small, they can play a dominant role in the dynamic response of
a system (Hwang & Perkins 1992a). For flexible materials, such as cables, initial curvature
due to gravity sag leads to a stabilizing “speed-tensioning effect” (Perkins & Mote 1989).
This means that the curved equilibrium state does not have “a critical speed” at all as the
taut string model would predict. There also exists another equilibrium state in which the
element may stand up vertically in the shape of an arch. Both theory and experiment
demonstrate that this arch-like equilibrium can also be stabilized at sufficiently high



19

translation speeds (Perkins & Mote 1989, Perkins 1989).

The consideration of systems including flexural stiffness differs in some sense from the
above. In these systems thdiial curvature arises from the bending of a structure about the
guiding structure, pulleys or wheels. Bending of the geometry leads to a single non-trivial
curved equilibrium at subcritical speeds, which bifurcates to multiple curved equilibrium
states in a supercritical speed region. The results of Hwang & Perkins (1992b) show that
critical speed behaviour for axially moving materials is extremely sensitive to system
imperfections such as initial curvature. When there is any degree of initial curvature, no
divergence instability exists at the traditional fundamental “critical” speed (Hwang &
Perkins 1992a, 1992b).

2.1.2. Nonlinear formulations for the travelling string problem

The earliest nonlinear theoretical studies were those of Zaiser (1964) for analyzing the
travelling string problem using a Eulerian description. He began from an application of
Newton’s second law to control volume and obtained four simultaneous differential
equations for the axial momentum, transverse momentum, mass tension relation and

continuity:
i) 2T
X

Ji+u2 1 +ul

m(u,, + 2v*u,, + (v¥fu, ) = Ty
tt "xt wx)

m, 1]
m
%(mvﬂ/l+u,i) +§(m,/l+u,i) =0

wherev*is thex component of transport velocitg, is the initial cross-section area of the
cable,m, is the mass per unit length in the initial state and the mass per unit length

in the deformed state. Ames al. (1968) and Kim & Tabarrok (1972) later derived similar
formulations. The nonlinear model includes the effects of transport velocity, tension and
mass variations and geometric nonlinearities.

Mote (1966) developed an alternative formulation that included the elastic effect and
geometric nonlinearity by means of Hamilton’s principle. The transport velocity was taken
as a constant. In a further derivation he assumed the derivatives of longitudinal
displacement to be small and ignored them. This led to a second-order equation, the
transverse equation of motion. Later Thurman & Mote (1969) and Wickert (1992) used

XX

2
1+ u, 2.2)

T-EA
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Fig. 5. Schematic models for axial moving string formulations. a) Eulerian description (Ames
et al. 1969). b) “Mixed” description (Wickert 1992).
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same kind of formulation without the assumption for derivatives of longitudinal
displacement, resulting in a governing equation for longitudinal and transverse motion:

m(u,;‘t + 2V U + V2 u,;) - EA%( Upy + %(uz)Z) -0
2.3)
m(u,tyt +2vu) +v? u,§X> - % ( [T + EA( Uy + %(ui)z) ] UZ) - 0.

The most notable difference between these two developments is the definition of
displacement (see Fig. 5). Zaiser (1964) and Amieal. (1968) used a pure Eulerian
frame, which they define the displacementof a particle of a string with respect to a
spatial pointx. Mote (1966), Thurman & Mote (1969) and Wickert (1992) used a kind of
mixed description, defining a transverse displacemeh{displacement in a Eulerian
frame) and a longitudinal displacemant which according to Mote (1966) is related to
coordinates translating at velocityWickert (1992) later corrected this by describing the
longitudinal displacement as well in the spatial frame. Moreover, he added that longitudinal
and transverse displacement must be coupled for finite amplitude motion. Thurman & Mote
(1968) did not comment on the description of longitudinal displacement or its definition in
their paper at all. From the above development of the equations of motion we can come to
the conclusion that the definition of longitudinal displacement is “a shortcut” to a simpler
formulation of the strain energy needed in Hamilton’s principle. Since strain energy can
actually be written in the same form as a non-moving string, nonlinear geometric
behaviour is easy to add to the model, and the resulting governing equations (2.3) are easier
to solve than equations (2.2), which come from the pure Eulerian description.

An even more “advanced” formulation of this kind is presented by Perkins &
Mote (1987), who consider the vibration of a travelling elastic cable (a loose string). The
state of equilibrium (steady state) is not straight as it is in the problem of an axially moving
string and the definition of displacement used is not valid. Perkins & Mote (1987) defined
displacement as a vector from a so-called equilibrium configuration to a final configuration
(see Fig. 6). The displacement vector is said to “represent the three-dimensional motion of
the final configuration, and it is distinguished from the motion of a cable particle which
includes the particle transport velocity”, meaning that the velocity of a particle at the point
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P, denotedw, consists of the movement of the configuratioand the transport motidiv

fw =u,+fv. (2.4)

In the same way as above, the description simplifies the strain energy of bitigieable
to the form of a non-moving cable.

Since Perkins & Mote (1987) did not present all the details of their formulation, some
of them will be interpreted below according to Salonen (1998). The main problems in this
formulation are the definition of motion through displacement of the configuration and the
association of a point in the configuration with a passing material particle. The association
can be explained as follows. First we designate the points of different configurations under
consideratiorf0, '0 andf0 as sample points, meaning that we imagine that the cable of
statesy andfy is cut off from its support& andB and if the pieces of cable are placed on
a “frictionless table” next to the base caBleshown in Fig. 6, the particles at the points
'0 and™0 will lie at the distancés from the supporf after removal of the stresseEhis
assumption requires that a detached piece is a “clone” of the base&,cabken arbitrary
moment having the same number of material particles, which are also distributed in the
same way. As a result it can be concluded that the flow of material particles should be
homogeneous in order to comply with the above assumption.

The second detail to consider is the derivation of the equation of transport velocity in the
final configuration

Fv A, = Iv[ll + u('s,t),s] : (2.5)

Here (), denotes partial differentiation with respectsoPerkins & Mote (1987) used the
equation of the local tangential base vector in the final configuration

Ay =[1, rul'st)|d's/dFs (2.6)

oy Natural 4V
configuration N~__ 7 FfyFinal
I configuration
°B 1y Equilibrium
configuration
OA OS 00 g

Fig. 6. Definition diagram for the natural, equilibrium and final configurations of a cable
and the displacement in a point of the configuration (Perkins & Mote 1987,
Salonen 1998).
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and two equations of mass conservation
d's'A=dfsFA (2.7)
and
'Alv=FAFy (2.8)
to form the equation (2.5). The first equation of mass conservation is obvious (if the density

is a constant), but it is unclear how they arrived at the second one. Salonen (1998) showed
that the equation (2.5) can be developed using the kinematics of the cable alone.

Fig. 7. Displacement of a point in the configuration, and movement of a material particle,
after Salonen (1998).

The motion of a particle is followed during a short time stégrdm the point'P in the
steady state and from the corresponding sample pBiintthe final state, shown in Fig. 7.

The displacement of a particle in the steady state consists of transport motion only and is
therefore

d'x = vdt . (2.9)

The displacement of a particle from the final state consists of the transport motion and the
motion of configuration, according to (2.4), and is nowdt. The displacement of the
sample pointP, the point in the configuration where particle is located at timis
u=u(st), thus's andt are used as independent variables. The displacement of a
configuration point Q where the particle under examination is located at timedt is
therefore

c
Il

u+du = u+u.d's+u,dt

(2.10)
= u+ug'vdt +u,dt .
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The result was obtained by means of the chain rule and a scalar version of equation (2.9),
or ds="v dt. Finally, if we use the geometry of Fig. 7, develop a vector equation

u+fwdt = d'x+ug . (2.11)

and substitute equations (2.4), (2.9) and (2.10) into it, the expected result is obtained:
v =v+lvug = Iv('ll + u,s> : (2.12)
Applying equation (2.6), we obtain the transformation equation in the form

F

E
v:'V—dSFI =R
d's

L= v (2.13)

which shows that the transport velocity does indeed operate in a direction tangential the
final configuration, which, taken together with the first equation of mass conservation (2.7),
results in the second equation of mass conservation. Actually, we can see that the equations
(2.5) and (2.13) are consequences of kinematics only, and that the second equation of mass
conservation follows from them and not vice versa.

The acceleration of a particle in the cable can be developed from the change in velocity
using the chain rule, a scalar version of equation (2.9) and equation (2.4), i.e.

dfw = fw, d's+ Fw, dt
= Fw, 'vdt + Fw, dt (2.14)

B (U,ts+ FV’S) vt + (u ' Fv’t)dt '

't
Thus, if we divide the change in velocity byt énd substitute (2.5), we obtain the
acceleration vector

E dfw

a-= = u, +'vu

dt 't

= Uy * 'vu,st+['v('ll + u,s)],t + 'v['v('ll + u,s)],S :

F I\, F
+ IV, VTV

st

(2.15)

By reducing this equation and substituting the component form of the displacement
u=u,'l, +u,'l, +u;'l; into it, we obtain the same inertia terms as in the equations of
motion in the paper of Perkins & Mote (1987).

The formulation considered above is also used to develop a theoretical model for an
axially moving membrane, presumably for the same reason as above, thélippésib
modelling the elasticity of the membrane and the travelling motion in a straightforward
manner, leading to simpler equations.
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2.2. The surrounding air

Theoretical and experimental results show that the effect of the surrounding air on the
dynamic behaviour of a paper web is significant. According to Pramila336)
“threadline” model and experimental results the critical velocities and natural frequencies
are only 15- 30% of the values given by predictions that neglect the interaction between
the paper sheet and surrounding air (Fig. 21 on page 62). Three dimensional finite element
analysis also shows that the shape of the free air field has a considerable influence on the
dynamic response, and that this increases with an increase in the width/length ratio of the
web (Niemi & Pramila 1987, Laukkanen & Pramila 1997).

2.2.1. Added mass

In theoretical considerations the simplest approach for taking account of the flow around
a vibrating structure is potential flow idealization. This means that the surrounding air is
assumed to be incompressible and non-viscous, and its flow is assumed to be irrotational.
These assumptions are fulfilled most notably at the transverse vibration frequencies of a
paper web in a paper machine (Pramila 1986). Moreover, if the air field oscillates in a same
phase as the structure, the translating membrane will behave dynamically as ifits mass had
increased by that of the vibrating air. With an axially moving narrow band this idealization
leads to the following equation of motion of threadline (Pramila 1987)

(m+ma)u +2mvu, + mv?u,, - Tu, = f, (2.16)

't XX

where the added mass per unit lengthfor a narrow band is

p.wh?
m, = aT , (2.17)

andp, is the air density andis the width of the translating band. A physical interpretation

of the equation means that the air particles are assumed to move only in a plane
perpendicular to the translation direction of the band. If particles are in motion in the
translation direction, there should be additional mass terms in the Coriolis and centripetal
inertiaterms as well. The values of these additional terms will depend on the velocity of the
air particles relative to the band. If the surrounding air moves in a longitudinal direction
with the band, all the three added mass terms will be equal to ahpVe the sense of an

ideal fluid, the equation (2.16) is acceptable because an ideal fluid is non-viscous and does
not “feel” the axial movement of the band. For the wider membranes, Pramdig6]1
presents two equations for added mass,

prL
ma =a 2

& m, = Ap,L, (2.18)
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whereL is the length of a span arndandf are parameters depending on the relabifin
At low axial velocities the latter equation one gives results which are closer to the
experimental ones (Pramila 1987).

2.2.2. Fluid-structure interaction

If the above assumptions for incompred#ipand the same phase vibration in the structure
and air are not valid, the system should be treated as a fluid-structure interaction problem.
The behaviour of the air can then be described with the acoustic wave equation for its
pressure(x,y,?, known as Helmholz’'s equation:

1%

72p = ,
Caz ot?

(2.19)

wherec, is the speed of soundtlis time andi”? is the Laplacian operator. Equation (2.19)
can be derived from the Navier-Stokes equation of motion and a continuation equation by
making the following assumptions (Laukkanen 1995):

— the fluid is compressible

— the fluid is non-viscous

— the flow is irrotational

— the average flow is not taken into account

— changes in the average fluid density and pressure in different areas of the fluid domain
remain small.

The equation for interaction between a fluid and a structure can be obtained from the
continuity requirement at an interface boundary. The normal directed displacement
u, = u- n of the structure must be identical to that of the fluid. Therefore, the equation of
motion for air particles must be fulfilled at the interface boundary by normal displacements
of the structure

ap 0’72un
a2’

(2.20)

wheren represent the normal vector of the fluid-structure interface boundary outward from
fluid domain. This equation can also be used at other boundaries. At a rigid boundary, the
equation can be simplified to the form

ap

i) (2.21)
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If the dimensions of the fluid are large or infinite, the model in numerical analysis has to
be cut off at some reasonable distance from the structure. Moreover, the reflection of
pressure waves has to be prevented at the cutting boundaries to stop excitation from infinity.
One way of doing this is to use radiation damping (Laukkanen 1995) and an other
possibility is to let the boundary absorb the pressure wave, so that its energy vanishes. In
order to dissipate the waves and their energy, an absorbing term has to be added to the
boundary condition (2.20) (Rajaumar & Ali 1993)

ap L, 52un
an & 52

+R -V, (2.22)

whereR is the acoustic resistance amtt v the velocity divergence. The terRV" - v in
equation (2.22) can be considered a force due to dissipating flow through an absorption
layer at the boundary. Sinc€ p/J't is related toV - v via the conservation of mass
equation for a compressible fluid

1 Jp
= 2.23
Paca (229

V.V:,

the boundary absorption term can be written in the form

0’)2
By ﬁ[i @], (2.2)

an ot? c, ot

a

wheref = R /p,c, is the nondimensional absorption coefficient of the sound absorbing
material at the boundary. The valid range of coefficig¢igt from zero to unity. Whey = 0,

there is no energy loss at the boundary and the wall is rigid fForl, all the energy
incident on the boundary is lost, which represents a boundary left open, with no reflection
of pressure waves (Rajaumar & Ali 1993).

2.3. Dynamic behaviour of a nonlinear structure

For small oscillations the response of a deformable structure can be adequately described
by linear equations and boundary conditions, but as the amplitude of the oscillations
increases, the influences of nonlinear effects grow, as also does the need to consider them.
The sources of nonlinearities can be geometric, inertial, or material in nature. Typical
geometric nonlinearity arises from midplane stretching of a thin structure coupled with
transverse vibrations. This stretching leads to a nonlinear relationship between the strain
and the displacement. Nonlinear inertial effects are caused by the presence of concentrated
or distributed masses. Material nonlinearities occur whenever the stress is a nonlinear
function of the strain (Nayfeh & Mook 1979).



27

Since exact solutions are not usually available, the problems are solved by approximated
analysis using purely numerical techniques, analytical techniques or numerical-analytical
techniques.

In general, the dynamic behaviour of a nonlinear structure is examined by considering
its steady state response to a harmonic load. The response itself may be of an extremely
complex structure. It may be either harmonic, subharmonic, or even chaotic (Thomson &
Stewart 1986). In some cases a given harmonic load can lead to several different steady
states, and which one is actually achieved will depend upon the initial conditions. Here we
are mostly interested in harmonic steady states, some features of which will be discussed
further below.

Typically, there are three types of resonance response to the harmonic case: softening
springs, linear springs and hardening springs, see Fig. 8. The peak of the curve for the
softening nonlinearity bends to the left, since the inherent frequency of the system decreases
with increasing amplitude, while for hardening nonlinearity the curve bends to the right.
Fig. 8 could represent equally well the response of a system with a single degree or that of
a system with multiple degree of freedom near a particular resonant frequency.

The bending of the resonance response leads to multivalued amplitudes and hence to a
jump phenomenon, as shown Fig. 9, which depicts a typical forced response curve for a
damped nonlinear system, in whieh is the small amplitude linear natural frequency of
the system and the ‘backbone curve’ gives the relationship between the free vibration
frequency and the amplitude. If the frequency of excitation is slowly increased and the
amplitude of excitation is held constant, the response amplitude will grow from point A and
a jump will be observed at C to point E. If frequency is then reduced, another jump will be
observed at F, following the well-known hysteresis. Between the frequencisds, the
response is non-unique and may lie either on BC or on EF, depending on the initial
conditions.

Most common approximation methods for determining resonance response curves are
perturbation methods, the harmonic balance method and time integration methods.
Perturbation methods perform satisfactorily if the nonlinearities of the dynamic system are
of a small order. The nonlinear terms are referred to as “perturbations” and are identified
by means of a small parameter. The solution is commonly sought in the form of a power
series on this parameter.

The harmonic balance method is a simple, systematic approach and is not restricted to
weakly nonlinear problems. The technique is based on a Fourier series residual
approximation of the nonlinear terms, converting the nonlinear differential equations of
motion to nonlinear algebraic equations.

In time integration methods the response of the nonlinear system is calculated by
integrating the equation of motion numerically until a steady state is obtained, at the time
when the transient effects are damped. This method is easy to apply to different kinds of
nonlinear system, but it is costly, especially in the case of lightly damped, stiff structures
with a large number of degrees of freedom.
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Fig. 8. Typical resonance response curves for harmonic response: a) a linear spring, b) a
softening spring and c) a hardening spring (Nayfeh & Mook 1979).
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Fig. 9. Typical forced response curve for a nonlinear system (Thomson & Stewart 1986).
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2.4. The physical model

The physical model to be considered here, as shown in Fig. 10, is a thin web passing over
a free span between two supporting rolls at a prescribed velocity. During operation the
membrane is stretched to a known tension, which comes from the support and drive
mechanisms. Traditionally systems like this are considered in terms of a web of constant
length between roll supports. This means that the supporting structures (cylinders) are
idealized as “simple” line supports at fixed locations.

In some practical applications, however, (e.g. the web in a paper machine), it has been
detected that when the band seats and unseats on the cylinder, the contact line moves along
the roll depending on the position of the membrane. Thus, the free span length between the
rolls is not a constant during vibration and the assumption of simple supports may be poor,
at least in some cases.

In practice, we have two different possible approaches to formulating this kind of
problem. First, we can consider a stretched translating membrane of a length that varies
with time, or else we can move the boundaries so far along the support cylinders that the
transverse displacements of the passing membrane are zero. The influence of contact
between the membrane and the support cylinders must be included, however.

Fig. 10. The physical model.

2.4.1. A band of time varying length

We will restrict ourselves for the moment to examining only the vibrating part of the
membrane passing over the span between the supporting cylinders (Fig. 11). An
advantageous feature of this formulation is that it does not require consideration of the
contact between the membrane and the supporting structures, whereas the disadvantage is
that the mass of the system varies and therefore the particle flow through the boundaries has
to be taken into account. The equations of motion are difficult to solve because the
movement of the boundaries is coupled with the transverse motion of the membrane.
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Fig. 11. A membrane of varying length.

Structures of varying length have been investigated in several theoretical considerations,
including strings (Tagata 1983), beams (Zajaczkowski & Lipinski 1979, Zajaczkowski &
Yamada 1980a), plates (Zajaczkowski & Yamada 1980b), axially moving strings (Popov
1986) and axially moving beams (Yue 1992). Popov considers a linear, longitudinally
moving taut string, the length of which varies arbitrarily with time. This equation of motion
is written in the form

Uy +2vu,, - (c?-v3)u

u(0,t) = u(L(t),t) = 0,

= 0, x€[0,L(t)] (2.25)

where the right boundary moves according to thexaw (t) andc indicates the transverse
wave propagation velocity of the string. Equation (2.25) for an axially moving string can
be reduced by means of Galileo and Lorenz transformations to a wave equation for a string:

U, - C2U,.. =0, x €][0,A(t
t't XX [ ( )] (2.26)
u(0,t’) = u(4A(t)) = 0,
wheret’ andx” denote transformed time and space coordinates and
A) = L(t) - vt (2.27)

The segment [Q4(t)] may then be mapped to the segmentl[@y the functionf(x’) and
a one-dimensional wave equation for a string of constant length is obtained:

u, - c’u, =0, xe[0l], (2.28)

where

(2.29)
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The difficulty with this method is finding out how to solve the functibrfrom the

functional equation
f[t'+@] f(t’M) -1 (2.30)
c c

Popov (1986) proposes solving an inverse problem instead of equation (2.30), though he
cannot give any examples. For the case considering in this work, solving an inverse
problem is particular demanding because of the coupling of boundary motion with
transverse displacement of the membrane, so that the furfaigmends on these too.

Yue (1992), examining the influence of contact point movement on the dynamic
behaviour of a belt/pulley system, introduced the concept\abrating length Lfor the
actual free span length. The reasons for the variation in free length were explained as
curving of the belt due to flexural stiffness, bending of the belt about the guiding pulley and
movement in the contact points during vibration along the pulleys when the belt seats and

unseats the pulley.
Yo
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Fig. 12. Contact point motion (Yue 1992).

The initial shape of the free span and théial location of the contact points were
defined through the equilibrium equation for a beam. The position of the contact points for
dynamic analysis was obtained using the following constraints:

1) the contacting pulley and belt must have the same transverse displacement value at the
contact point., and
2) the belt must have the same radius of curvature as the pulley at the contact, point

The resulting equation of motion was solved numerically. According to the results
presented by Yue's (1992), the contact point of the belt and pulley moves along the pulley
depending on its pitch radius and the amplitude of the transverse vibration of the belt.
Moreover, any increase in the vibration lendttwill increase the fundamental natural
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frequency of the belt, which is against the linear theory.

2.4.2. A band with fixed boundaries

If we examine a structure with the fixed boundaries, the boundary points have to be selected
on the support cylinders so that the transverse displacements of the passing membrane are
zero (Fig. 13). The reason for this condition derives from the simplification of an open
boundary application of Hamilton’s principle to a normal closed system form (see page 39).
The formulation of the equations of motion is now obvious, but solution of the equation is
harder, due to the modelling of the contact between the support cylinders and the
membrane. No analysis of this kind is known to have been performed to date for axially
moving structures.

Fig. 13. A band with fixed boundaries.



3. Theoretical model of an axially moving membrane

Of the two possible formulation methods (section 2.4) we chose the constant length
membrane model, because it allows a theoretical model for an axially moving membrane
to be formulated as a general case involving only a few restrictions. A numerical
formulation is also most probably easier to develop, because we can use an existing FEM
program which includes a contact algorithm.

Since we are studying a thin, light membrane, the influence of the surrounding air is
significant, and since we are examining the effects of boundary point movement, the
displacements are large. Thus the theoretical model should include the fluid/membrane
coupling and the nonlinear terms arising from large amplitude oscillations, variation in
tension along the membrane and contact between the membrane and the rolls. Flexural
stiffness can be neglected due to the assumption of a thin membrane, and deformations in
the membrane can be described with the Lagrangian strain of a middle surface. The
material behaviour of the membrane (paper) is not modelled in detail, because our interest
is directed at the dynamic phenomena of an axially moving thin membrane. The material
is therefore described with a hyperelastic model.

Since we wish to formulate the general boundary value problem of nonlinear continuum
mechanics in a way oriented toward numerical methods, we will use an incremental
description of the deformation process. The incremental equations for the membrane are
developed through the analysis of prestressed elastic structures in the same way as outlined
by Reismann & Pawlik (1977) for hyperelastic solids and applied by Luetgd. (1984)
to an elastic cable and Perkins & Mote (1987) to a travelling cable, taking account the
remarks made in section 2.1.2. Membrane elasticity is included via a finite strain model and
the membrane transport speed is included through a kinematical study, which with the
convected coordinate practice allows the variation in transport motion to be considered as
well. The equations of motion are developed using Hamilton’s principle.

The nonlinear dynamic behaviour is examined by determining the response resulting
from harmonic boundary excitation. This response is calculated by direct time integration
of equations of motion for each excitation frequency until the steady state is obtained. The
method requires a lot of computer time, but because of the contact with surrounding
structures, other methods such as the harmonic balance and perturbation are most likely
impossible.
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3.1. Aninitially stressed axially moving membrane

Tensor notations will be used throughout the following formulation. The left superscript
indicates in which configuration the quantity occurs and the left subscript shows the
configuration with respect to which it is measured. For example, the Green-Lagrange strain
& IN state’y is measured with respect to the natural statéf the quantity considered
occurs in the same configuration where itis measured, the left subscript will be omitted and
incremental quantities will be shown without the left superscript. The right Greek letter
scripts are tensor indices reserved for surface quantities and have onlythe values 1, 2, while
the Latin indices have the values 1, 2, 3. The summation convention for repeated indices
applies unless otherwise indicated.

The equations for the axially moving membrane are developed based upon the following
assumptions:

1. The membrane is assumed to be a smooth, continuous, differentiable surface. The
thicknessh of the membrane in the initial state is small compared with the smallest
radius of curvature.

2. The membrane is so thin that the flexural stiffness can be omitted.

3. Deformations of the membrane can be described by the Lagrangian strains of the middle
surface.

4. The material flow is homogeneous.

5. The flowthrough the boundary takes place where the displacements perpendicular to the

flow are fixed.

. The membrane is hyperelastic.

. An arbitrary prestress causes the initial deformation from the natural state to the initial

state.

~N O

An elastic travelling membrane passing through two fixed boundaries is modelled as a
two-dimensional continuum. Since the membrane is assumed to be hyperelastic, its
constitution is completely characterized by the strain energy density function, and three
configurations can be distinguished (Fig. 14).

(1) The natural configuratiofy is a state in which all stress resultamg’, strainsy,;
and the strain energy density functigv vanish, this means also lack of transport
motion.

(2) The initial configurationy corresponds to an equilibrium state (steady state) in the
membrane, and

(3) the final (current) configuratiofy is the desired unknown state.

Because of the travelling motion of the membrane, neither Lagrangian (material) nor
Eulerian (spatial) descriptions are used, but a “mixed” description is developed as discussed
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in section 2.1.2. The coordinate system is defined using the natural configuration as a base
membrane in which a net of coordinate curéésand®? is drawn. These curves can be
transferred to the initial and final configuration by imagingges of membrane cut off
from between the fixed displacement supports. After the removal of stresses, #rese pi
are placed on the base piégefor copying of the coordinate curves onto the sample points
of the configuration. This assumption requires that a detached piece considered at an
arbitrary moment must be a “clone” of the base pfecand as a result we have a convected
coordinate system attached to the sample points of the configurations. The tensor
components will be presented by reference to this convected coordinate system for the
middle surface of the membrane configuration.

The finite deformation of a membrane may be described by considering the path from
the initial configuratiory with location 'x(@“) to the final configuratiofy with location
Fx(@“,t). The difference between these locations,

u(e,t) = Fx(6%,t) - 'x(6%) (3.1)

represents the three-dimensional incremental motion of the membrane configuration
(sample points) and is distinguished from the motion of a membrane particle that includes
the transport motion. Since the results of any measurements performed on a prestressed
body are obtained in terms of the initial coordinates, we will ultimately express all the
results in terms of the initial configuration.

Fig. 14. The configurations of a membrane.
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3.1.1. Incremental strain

The Lagrange strain tensor, Cauchy stress resultant tensor and constitutive relations are
defined by the familiar relations (Green & Zerna 1968 and Niordson 1985)

F 1
ST = 5 2~ %2y (3.2)
d°A .
fne/ - fie/ 3.3
dFa ° (3.3)
F *
P - [aw , (3.4)
3
Vap

wherefa,; and’a,; are covariant metric tensors of the surface in the final and natural
configurations, ¥ is the second Piola-Kirchoff stress resultant tenSdgnd°A are the

areas of the surface in the final and natural configurations\end W'(y,;, 0¢) is the

strain energy density function. The covariant base vectors of the surface at a material point
P are given by

d Fx
Fa, = = X, (3.5)
a0*
and the covariant metric tensor on the surfagg, is thus
F _Fq .Fq _ Fy . F
Q5= 8, 8= X, X (3.6)

Upon substitution of (3.1) into (3.6) we find that the total strain (3.2) can be separated
into two parts

Tap = Vet 1 Vap 3.7)
that is, the initial strain
(laaﬁ B Oaaﬁ) (3.8)

N

|
oVap =
and the incremental strain

17ap = 18ap T 1Hlop - (3.9)



37

This is written as a sum of a linear part

1
1Eop = E('am- Ujy + U, aﬁ) (3.10)

and a nonlinear part

N =

Mg = o (U Uig) - (3.11)

3.1.2. Strain energy

In order to obtain an examination referring to the initial configuration, the strain energy
density function will be developed in the form of Taylor’s series in the neighbourhood of
the initial state. We assume that the strain energy density function together with its partial
derivatives up to and including the third order in strain exist and are continulyys(@he

initial state). Based on the assumption of small incremental deformations, the series for the
strain energy density is truncated after the quadratic terms. Therefore, the strain energy
density is

W (57,5) = W (a70) l[%) (700~ o7g)
Vop

(3.12)
1 '[ oW* )(F | F | 3
tS oVop ~ o%[;’)(oywl*o}’wl)Jro (lyaﬁ) )
2 Gyaﬁéywl
or, using equations (3.3) and (3.7), it becomes
d'A 1 d'A
RAa/xr = W l~af = lcaepud 3
W™ = W™+ n%y, Jon 2 CM Y17 d0A+O (7ap) » (3.13)
where
I~ I ow*
onaﬁ = [a ) (3.14)
Tap
is the second Piola-Kirchoff stress resultant for the initial state,
nes — 9°A 1 qap (3.15)

d'a °
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is the Cauchy stress resultant for the initial state,

| ' oW~ | | [
Cabt _ - 'cwy _ I cpaul _ ! cafin (3.16)
© 07,507 ° ° °

is an elasticity tensor in the initial state with respect to the natural configuration and

d°A

is an elasticity tensor at initial state.

The assumption of small deformations does not lead here to a linear theory as is the case
for a hyperelastic solid in as discussed by Reismann & Pawlik (1977), gipéenow a
nonlinear function of the displacement gradient caused by the possibly large displacements.

The total strain energy of the membrane is obtained by integrating the strain energy
density function over the area of the membrane

FU :wa* d°A = 'U*+f'n“[”|8aﬁd'A+U,
°A

(3.18)
'A
where
I _ | * [}
u- = f W= d°A (3.19)
°A
is the strain energy associated with the initial deformation, and
_ I~ af 1 | ~afud I
U f( N illgg + 5 C g le)d A (3.20)

A

is the incremental strain energy.

3.1.3. Stress increment

The constitutive relation for incremental deformations is derived bytisutisg a quadratic
approximatiofW, equation (3.13), into right hand side of the second Piola-Kirchoff stress
resultant equation (3.4):
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Now, if we use a transformation of the stresses (3.3)

Fna[)’ _ d°A Fﬁa[)’ _ dlA ::ﬁ“ﬁ

3.22
dFa° dFA (3.22)

and the above equation (3.21), we can write the final Piola-Kirchoff stress resultant with
respect to initial state:

Faop — A°AFaos e, 1cow
! d'A v
(3.23)

The incremental constitutive equation is therefore

% = ICH (3.24)

3.1.4. Hamilton’s principle

The equations of motion can be obtained using Hamilton's principle. However, this is
formulated in its traditional form for a closed system, i.e. for a system containing the same
particles throughout. In this consideration a “mixed” formulation is used, so that the motion
of the system is due to a movement of the configuration and the transport movement of
passing material particles. Thus the particles which fill the domain are changing all the
time and the energy flux across the boundaries must be taken into account. By assuming a
special case in which the boundaries are fixed both at the inlet and at the outlet, the fluxes
in and out are equal and the net energy flux through the boundaries is zero. Therefore, as
shown by Benjamin (1961), Mclver (1973) and Niemi & Pramila (1987), Hamilton’s
principle takes in this case the familiar form

t, t,
f(aFTaFu)dt f 5 FW dt, (3.25)
t

1 tl



40

wheres FT ands FU denote the variation of total kinetic energy and potential energy for the
current state and "W denotes the work done by external forces as a result of the
variationdu.

3.1.5. Variation of kinetic energy

The kinetic energy of the membrane in the final state is given by

(3.26)

wherefw represents the velocity of a membrane particle associated wiffhe kinetic
energy expression differs from that for a conventional system because of the “mixed”
description of motion. The motion of a material particle consists of the movement of the
configurationx = x(@“,t) andthetransport movement ofthe passing particles. The velocity
of a material particle is therefore

Fw = Fx, + Fv . (3.27)

The transport velocity vectov is not a constant parameter but changes with the
deformation, even if we assume that the material flow is constant. The changes in transport
velocity can be developed using same kind of kinematic study as in section 2.1.2, and is
shown in Fig. 15. The motion of a material particle is followed a during short time $tep d
from the point'P in the equilibrium (steady) statg and from the corresponding sample
point™Pin the final state. The displacement of the particle in the equilibrium state consists
only of the transport motion, and therefore it is

d'x = 'vdt = 'v*'a dt. (3.28)
Due to the geometry of the middle surface of the membrane, the displacement is also
d'x = 'a dg*. (3.29)

A material particle at the corresponding sample pdidtin the final state’y moves
according tdw dt. The displacement of the sample pdiRtthe point in the configuration
where the particle in question is located at tityis u = u(@"‘,t), and the displacement of
a configuration poinQ where the particle is located at tinhe dt, is

Ug = u+du = u+u,do” +u,dt

(3.30)

= u+u, 'v*dt+u,dt.
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Fig. 15. Displacement of a point of the configuration and movement of a material particle.

The result was obtained by means of the chain rule and a scalar version of equation (3.28),
do* = v* dt. Finally, if we use the geometry of Fig. 15, develop a vector equation

u+fwdt = d'x +ug (3.31)

and substitute equations (3.27), (3.28) and (3.30) into it, we obtain
v v lven, = ve(la - u,a> = v*Fa, . (3.32)

The equation shows that the transport velocity is directed towards a tangential plane of the
final configuration and that the convected components of the transport velocity vector are
constants, i.e.

v® = v*, (3.33)

The information on changes in the transport velocity vector on account of deformation is
therefore included in the base vectors, as shown in the vector component representation

Fv = v Fa . (3.34)

a

As a consequence of equations (3.27) and (3.32), the velocity of a material particle can be
written as

w = u, - ve('a, ru,) (3.35)
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and its variation is
sfw = éu, +v*éu,, . (3.36)
The laws of membrane mass conservation are a consequence of the assumption of a

homogeneous flow. The configuration denoting the travelling membrane located between
the fixed displacement supports has to retain a constant mass, or in other words

Loh dla - | Fy Fh (F
fphdA—fphdA. (3.37)

A FA

Homogeneity also requires that every surface element in the configuration should keep its
mass, so that
v 'h d'A = Fp Fh dFA . (3.38)

The variation of the kinetic energy of the membrane in the final state can now be written
as

oFT f{(u,t +v“('aa + U,a)>'(5u)’t *

IA (3.39)
g rve('a, u,))- vPGu),) o hd'A - 6T,

Integrating (3.39) by parts with respect to the middle surface and using Green'’s theorem
to the developed terms, we obtain the following equation for the variation in kinetic energy

(et o o0

'A
- [\/Elvﬁ(u,t +v“('aa + u,a))],ﬁ' 5—;} p 'hdA (3.40)
n fvﬁ 'ﬁﬁ(u,t +v“('aa + u,a»' ou'p 'hd's.

'c

where'td = ', 'a* is a unit normal vector of the boundary of the membrane. The line
integral in the above equation vanishes because there is no flow through the free boundary
C,, and thereforer - © = 0, while at the fixed boundarg,, through which there is same
flow, displacements are prevented, so that 0.

If we next integrate over the time intervialto t, and integrate the first term by parts
with respect to time, we obtain
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fzéTdtfz( ff{u,n rveu,, Jrvﬁ[u,t +V“('a,1 + U,aﬂ,ﬁ}-éu '»'h d'A
'A

. fi(\/gvﬁ),ﬁ[u,t rve('a, s u,a)]-éu b 'h d'A) dt.

Ala

(3.41)

The substitution term of the integral vanishes because the variations
ou(g+ty) =ou(6%t,) = 0. The second integral of the above equation can be transformed to
a line integral using the divergence theorem

f(v- W) (Fw- o) ' 'h d'A - f o (Fw-su)(v-9) 'h d'A .

'A 'c

(3.42)

The line integral may be thought of as virtual momentum transport across the open
boundaryC,. Now because of the fixed displacements the variations zero and the
virtual momentum is zero, so that the eventual variation in kinetic energy is

ST = ff{u,u +2v*u,, +vﬁ[v“('aa + u,a)],ﬁ}-éu 'p'h d'A .

A

(3.43)

The acceleration of a particle in a trdlidg membrane can be developed from the change
in velocity as in the section 2.1.2. The process is shown in Appendix A. This results in the
same form as the inertial terms obtained by means of Hamilton’s principle in equation
(3.43).

3.1.6. Variation of strain energy
The variation of strain energy is derived from the equation (3.18)
oFU = s'U* + 6'U + 6U (3.44)
where the variation of strain energy associated with the initial deformation
s'u*=0, (3.45)

since'y is an equilibrium configuration. The variation of strain enefgy in equation
(3.44) is derived according Green & Zerna (1968):
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5'U = n¥6,d'A

'A
_ lheB 14 . |
7f n% la -(ou),, d'A

'A

| (3.46)

- f 'n? 'a,-5u 'd, d's—f(\/Ta 'ne 'aa>,ﬁ-5u%

'c, 'A a
:f'n-éu d's+f('p +ph')-sudA

'c 'A

(3

using Green’s theorem to transform area to line integrals and then the equilibrium
conditions of the initial configuration

(\/El 'n? laa>’ﬁ +'p+'p'h'f =0 on'A
(3.47)
'n = '¢ 'n¥ 'aﬁ on'C,

where' p is surface traction per unit initial aréd,is body force per unit initial volume and
'n is edge force per unit initial length. The boundary curve of the membBaisassumed
to be closed and divided into a free bound#yand a fixed displacement boundag.

The variation of incremental strain enerdy in (3.44) is derived using Green'’s theorem,
yielding

sU f{'n“[”ﬁmaﬁ + g |yw15|yaﬁ}d'A
'A

f{'n“ﬁ u,, + lﬁaﬁ('aa + u,a>}-(5u),ﬁd'A

A

(3.48)
f{'n“ﬁu,a+ Iﬁ”‘ﬁ('am+ u,a)}-éu ﬁﬁd's
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3.1.7. Virtual external work

The external forces currently acting on the membrane consist of a surface tfpctien
unit current area, an edge foraeper unit current boundary and a body fof€ger unit
current volume. The work done by these forces due to the virtual displacemnent

FA

(3.49)

If we use conservation of mass (3.38) and similar transformation to that in equation (3.3)
to transform the integrals in equation (3.49) from the current configurtitmthe initial
configuration'y, this yields

5FW = f n- 5uds fpaudAd'mf h - su d'A
d's aa

(3.50)
:frn-éu d's+f(|Fp-5u +p 'th-5u> d'A,

'c, 'A

where we have introduced the notatignsndip to be present the values of the final forces
per unit initial area and initial arc length, i.e.
F F
| |

dF
n:Fnd—Z, p-"p—=. (3.51)

Moreover, we define the incremental edge fqrgehe incremental surface tractipmand
the incremental body force$, by the relations

=n - -p - f=Ff - f 3.52

n=n-n, P =P P, | - (3.52)

Finally, by substituting equation (3.52) into (3.50) we obtain the work done by external
current forces due to the virtual displacement, in the form

OFW = §'W + sW (3.53)
where

| _ IA . | I (PR A ¥ I |
5W7fn5uds+f(p5u+phf5u)dA (3.54)

A

(3
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and

_ . I . Ih! ‘ !
5W7f|” 5Ud5+f(|p5u+phlf ou) d'A . (3.55)
'c

A

3.1.8. Equation of motion

The variational principle governing the incremental motion may be now obtained by
substituting (3.39), (3.44) and (3.53) into (3.25). With the aid of (3.46) and (3.54), this
results in the variational equation

tZ
f(éTéU +6W) dt=0. (3.56)
t

1

The use of (3.43), (3.48) and (3.55) in (3.56) yield the equations of motion and associated
boundary conditions in terms of incremental displacements

ﬁ[ﬁ lnaﬁu!a +‘/Ta|ﬁaﬁ(laa+u!a)],ﬁ P+ 'p |h|]c =

on'A (357

='p'h {u,tt +2v*u,, +vﬁ[v“('aa + u,a)} ,ﬁ}
u-=u() on'c, (3.58)
[Inaﬁu,a N lﬁaﬁ('anru,a)]'l?ﬁ =N on'C, . (3.59)

The equation of equilibrium can be extracted from equation of (3.57) according to Perkins
& Mote (1987) by setting all the time derivativasand incremental external forces to zero
and it becomes

i(ﬁlﬁaﬁ"aa),ﬁ e (3.60)
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3.2. A thin web passing over a span between two finite cylinders

A common application for an axially moving membrane is a web moving over a span
between two finite rollers. Examples of this kind can be found in paper machines, offset
printing presses and magnetic tape devices. The following additional assumptions are
made:

1. The curvature in a cross direction is zero in the initial state.

2. Another main direction in the initial state is the same as the direction of axial
movement.

3. The body forces are zero.

Fig. 16. Initial configuration of an axially moving membrane system with supporting cylinders.

In view of these assumptions, the geometry of the initial configuration is a simple
cylindrical shell (Green & Zerna 1968). If we choose the convected coordinates as shown
in Fig. 16, the convected base vectors of the middle surface in the initial state form a unit
normal right-handed base

a'x
| :—:t, |
% o6t

1ot

Pl (3.61)

a = &, a; =

where'a, is a unit tangent vector in a direction of axial movement denoted tylt is a
constant unit vector denoted by, 'a; is the unit normal to the middle surface ani$ the

curvature at a point on the coordinate cuéVe
The derivatives of the base vectors in the initial state are
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a,, = K 8
| | | (3.62)
8y,y= 8y = Ay, =0,
and the determinant of the metric tensor in the initial state is
a =la,l=1. (3.63)
Using the above assumptions, the equations aifliegum (3.47) reduce to
Inll,l N In12,2 -0
'n#, + 'n?2, =0 (3.64)
k'nt-'p=0.

It should also be noted that the magnitude of the transport velocity vector is constant over
the initial state, so that the divergeriée'v = v,, is zero. The equations of motion (3.57)
then become

'n“ﬁu,aﬁ +[|ﬁ"‘ﬁ('aa + u’“)]!ﬁ +,p =

|
=''h {u,tt +2VU,, +v2(x 'a, + u,ll)} on A (3.69)
and the boundary conditions are
u-=u() on'c, (3.66)
n v, +@%('a, +u,)|'g, =0 on'c,. (3.67)

3.3. An initially plane axially moving web between simple supports

Systems with supporting cylinders are traditionally considered without the effect of the
finite diameter of the roll supports and are idealized as 'simple’ supports along fixed lines
(see. Fig. 17). The initial state is now a plane configuration and the convected base vectors
in the initial state form a constant, unit normal, right-handed base

a = €, a = &, a = €. (3.68)

The derivatives of the base vectors in the initial state vanish, because they are constant over
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the membrane. Using the above assumptions, the equationsilifegon (3.64) become

nll 4 nl2_ _p

3.69
|”21!1 N |nzz,2 -0, ( )
X
Fig. 17. Initial configuration of an axially moving plane membrane system.
the equations of motion (3.65) reduce to
on'A (3.70)
=''h (u,tt +2V Uy, +v2u,ll)
and the boundary conditions are
u-=u() on'c, (3.71)
n u, +@%('a, +u,)|'g, =0 on'c,. (3.72)

If we assume that the in plane displacements are small and can be ignored we obtain the
equation of motion developed by Niemi & Pramila (1987), i.e.
+v2u

"1t 11

p'h (U, +2vu )~ (¥ A%)u,+p=0 on'A, (373
where transverse displacement is denoted agd transverse incremental traction, by
This equation is obtained by noting that the stress resultants in the final state,

|
A ~
Fne = —SFA ('n“ﬁ+ In”‘5> , (3.74)
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also fulfil the equilibrium equations (3.69).



4. Numerical consideration

The closed form solution of the incremental equations of motion (3.57) is very difficult or
even impossible to calculate directly, since they are nonlinear in their displacement
increments and base vectors, and therefore finite element method (FEM) will be used. For
an effective numerical treatment of problem involving large displacements and large
deformation, we use the incremental formulation (Kleiber 1989, Bathe 1982). There are two
approaches to this formulation available:

1) total Lagrangian (TL) description in which the static and kinematic quantities refer to
the initial configuration, and

2) updated Lagrangian (UL) description in which the static and kinematic quantities refer
to the last calculated (current) configuration.

These two formulations are equivalent in a theoretical sense, and the motive for selecting
one rather than the other is normally convenience, a reference configuration used in the
constitutive law or greater numerical efficiency in a particular problem. Since we are using
tensorial components of a convective coordinate system, these two types of formulation can
be combined (Noguchi & Hisada 1995). The only difference is seen in the transformation
of the constitutive tensorial components. We use the updated Lagrangian method, and
hence the deformation of the membrane can be described by considering its path from an
unknown undeformed configuratidy through the known initial configuratiofy to the
current deformed configuratidp and finally to a neighbouring unknown configuration,
t+4t, as illustrated in Fig. 18.

4.1. Equations for a discrete membrane

The governing equation of incremental motion for numerical development is derived by
applying Hamilton’s principle equation (3.25), as in chapter 3. The dynamic equilibrium
of the membrane structure is evaluated at the discrete time f@pirts21t, 31t, ... from

the initial statey at time O with time steps ofit. We assume that the solutions for the
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Fig. 18. Configurations in the path of deformation for FE analysis of initially stressed axially
moving membrane.

kinematic and kinetic variables for all time steps frrto timet have been obtained, and
then seek a solution for the next required equilibrium position, attié We denote the
last known configuration, the reference configurationtasnd the new, unknown
configuration a$*“Y.

Equations of motion are now obtained by marking the initial configuragias a current
state at timé and the final configuratiofy as an unknown state at tiedt in Hamilton’s
principle (3.25). The equations of motion are now

,f{[tmtu,t Ve (taa + u,aﬂ LB, + [t+Atu,t " (ta(x + U!aﬂ'vﬁé(u),ﬁ} 'p h d'A +

A

(4.1)
¥ ftcafwtyM 7o A'A + ftn“ﬁatnaﬁth = 5w - f‘n“ﬁéteaﬁd‘A,

‘A ‘A ‘A

where'A denotes the area of the middle surface in the configurdtiands™*“'Wis the
external virtual work. The small displacement occurring during the time dte@
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displacement increment, is expressed by the subtraction

u =ty - i, (4.2)

and the total displacement measured from the initial configuratiantimeO to the final
configuration is

Gty = ety Iy (4.3)

The nonlinear term in the equation is linearized with the following assumption
Y 5;)“5 = (8M +;7M>5(8a[), “7043) ~ 8M58aﬁ. (4.4)

Moreover, we integrate the first term (variation of kinetic energy) by parts with respect to
time and note that the variation of incremental straidig, =d.e;+d 1, :(taa+u,a)-5u,ﬁ
The above notations result in

f{(t+AtU,n +v* t+A‘u,m>- su - v/ "M, - su,, - v“vﬁétnaﬁ} 'p'h d'A+

A

+f T i O *f N g1, d'A - (4.5)

‘A ‘A

=ty - ftn"‘ﬁétsaﬁth + fv“vﬁétsaﬁ ' 'h d'A.
A

A

The equations shown in (4.5) are linear equations in the incremental displacement and are
used to derive the governing finite element equations.

The membrane is subdivided into two-dimensional elements and the configuration and
its movement is approximated by isoparametric interpolation, e.g. with the same shape
functionsNA. The convected coordinates are chosen as the normal coordinates of the
elements. This will eliminate the need for coordinate transformations, as the spatial
derivatives with respect to the natural coordinates can be used directly in the formulation
(Noguchi & Hisada 1995). The coordinate systems and the 12 degrees of freedom element
used are shown in Fig. 19.

A point P on the middle surface of the membrane can be located with respect to the local
convected coordinate systetf. The global coordinatesx', and global displacement
component&u', of P are given by

= NA X, (4.6)

tul = NA tuy 4.7)
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where'x} are the nodal coordinates of th node in theith degree of freedom at
configurationty, 'u} are the nodal displacements defined in a same manneiaisthe
shape function of thath node. The right subrscrigt(an uppercase letter) shows the value
at nodeA and follows the summation convention with regard to all nodes connected to an
element.

Fig. 19. A typical finite element and the coordinate systems used.

The position vector of any poiR on the middle surface can be written with respect to
the fixed origin0 as

tX = NA tXA[ el ) (48)

where ¢ are the unit base vectors of the fixed rectangular Cartesian coordinates.
Differentiating equation (4.8) yields the surface covariant base vector

0% i

ta = - 'a, e , 4.9
‘06 ' (49)
where
tal GNA ty |
a, = X 4.10
agr " (4.10)

yields the Cartesian components of the base vectors. Substituting (4.9) into (3.6) yields the
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surface covariant metric tensor for the configuratjon

ta ta.ta _ ONA ONB i i
Ay a, & 30° o0f Xp Xg - (4.11)
We next introduce finite element matrices to facilitate computer programming. This is

done in the same way as BatRet.. (1975) and Nogushi & Hisada (1995). Interpolations

of coordinates, displacement components and components of the base vectors in equations
(4.6), (4.7) and (4.10) can be written in a matrix form as components of a global fixed
coordinate system

X = N (4.12)
u(xt) = Nu (4.13)
a(xt) = N, % , (4.14)

whereN is the shape function matrix

Nloo‘ Nk 0 O NN 0 O

N=| 0N O ~|0N<oO|~|0NVoO]/, (4.15)
0 0 N! 0 0 N o 0 NN
xT = {xllexl3 XXX x,ﬁx,ﬁx,ﬁ} is the column vector containing element nodal

H T _ 1.2 3 1.2 3 1.2 3 : .
coordinatesand’ = {ul Uj Up ... Ug U U ... UG U uN} isthe column vector containing

element nodal displacements referred to the fixed base

We then construct transformation matrices defining transformations from the
displacement vector to the strain in the element. Ma®ixis the transformation matrix
between the nodal displacementand the column vector of linear strai i.e.

&= 'BLu, (4.16)

T _
where &" = {tgll E2 2@12} and
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00
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ANK
tEGT
06t
T ONX
ta2 )
a6
k

ONK
a6t

taT
)

ta T
&

N
1a:'ll' JN
002

SNN
06t
ONN
002
+ tERI

(4.17)

aN N
a6 |

The nonlinear strain-displacement transformation maBgjxforms a link between the
element’s nodal displacementsnd the displacement gradiernts.e.

d=By U, (4.18)
whered = {a_u a—u}T and
36" 362
[N 0 o NS 0 0 Ny 0 O
0 NI O 0 NY O 0 N) 0
. 0 0 N 0 0 NX 0 0 N} [N, .19
“OINL o o] [NSo of [NY o o [Ne '
0 Nj O 0 NS 0 0 N) O
0 0 Ngj 0 0 Nj 0 0 Nj

Moreover, we define the following additional matrices. Material property ma&irig a
3 X 3 matrix

1111 ~1122 ~1112
C C C

- 2211 (2222 (2212
C C C C .

(4.20)

1211 1222 (1212
C C C

The stress matrisn and the column vectori are defined as
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[ thil thi2 g o 0 O-
0 O

tn21 tn22 0 0
0 0O 0 O 0 O
n = (4.21)
O 0 0 tnll tn12 O
O 0 O tn21 tn22 O
0O 0 0 0 0 0
and
AT - {tnll th22 tnlz}_ (4.22)

The component matrix of transport velocity’ and the component column vector of
transport velocity? are
[ vivi viv2 0 0 0 O
vivZ v3v2 0 0 0 O
0 0O 0 O 0 O
V2= (4.23)
0 0 O0vivltvlv?2 o
0 0 0vlivZvadv2o
0 0O 0 O 0 0

and
02" = {vivl v2y2 yly2}, (4.24)

The governing finite element equation for a single element can now be derived from (4.5)
as

M B4t 1 Gty +[tKL + Ky, - KG] u =R CE tFG , (4.25)
whereM is the consistent mass matri,is the skew symmetric gyroscopic inertia matrix

and'K,, 'Ky, Kg are the linear, geometric and gyroscopic stiffness matrices, respectively,
as given by the equations

M :fNTN »'hy/la dotde?

A

(4.26)
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and
N
Ke = f Bu V2 By » 'h ‘/Ta dotdo?. (4.30)
'A
_ a T _ T Ih! ! 1 2
G*f" (N N,, N,aN)ph‘/T?‘d@ do (4.27)
'A
e _ | tpT et t 142
K, ,f B! 'C B, y/'a do'dg (4.28)
A
N
Ky = fBNL 'n By, y'a do*do? (4.29)
A

"R 'F, 'Fg are column vectors of external, internal and gyroscopic forces, of which the
first is usually known and latter two are given by

te _ tpT ta t 1 2
Fff B/ 1 y'a dolde (4.31)
‘A
t _ tpT 2 1,1 ] 1 2
stf B/ v2 '»'hy/a dotde2. (4.32)
A

Equation (4.25) represents the dynamic equilibrium condition for the discretized
structure at timé+/t. Since it has unknown quantities with respect to timét, it has to
be integrated over time, and if we use direct integration methods we can choose from two
classes of solution method: explicit methods (Dokanish & Subbaraj 1989) and implicit
methods (Subbaraj & Dokanish 1989).

Explicit time integration techniques are methods in which the solution atttizieis
obtained by considering equilibrium conditions at titresd using difference expressions
to approximate the acceleration and velocity vectors in terms of unknown incremental
displacement vectors. It should be noted that such integration schemes do not require
factorization of a stiffness matrix in the step-by-step solutions and the solution can
essentially be carried out at the element level if the mass and damping matrix are diagonal.
The computer operations per time step are generally much less laborious for explicit
methods than for implicit methods.

The major drawback with explicit methods is their conditional stability, i.e. if the time
incrementdt is greater then some critical sizé,, any errors, e.g. round off or truncation
errors, grow rapidly and eventually lead to meaningless, often unbounded, response
calculations. Explicit methods suit particular well for short duration dynamic problems or
wave propagation problems in which the frequency content of the response is wide and
itself requires a short time step. Good examples are various kinds of crash analysis in which
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wave propagation, reflection and diffraction exercise an important influence.

In implicit time integration technigues the solution at titelt requires consideration
of the equilibrium condition at timet/It, and therefore the determination of displacement
att+/t involves factorization of the structural stiffness matrix at every time step. Although
implicit methods require much more computing for each time step, by choosing an
unconditionally stable scheme we can use much larger time steps than with explicit
schemes. Only requirement for a time step is that it should be small enough for the response
in all modes which significantly contribute to ensuring that the total structural response is
calculated accurately. In nonlinear analysis it is usually necessary to perform additional
equilibrium iterations in order for the displacements and stresses to satisfy fully the
nonlinear conditions of the problem.

Implicit schemes clearly suit the problem considered in this work better than do explicit
ones. Since our aim is to determine a frequency response with time integration, we try to
achieve a steady state by allowing the transient effect to be damped. The analysis is long
and the frequency content of the response is close to the desired natural frequency.
Moreover, whereas in explicit schemes any errors admitted in the incremental solution can
grow in a path-dependent manner at any subsequent time, the equilibrium iterations in
implicit schemes prevent any accumulation of errors (Koivurova 1993).

We will use a Newmark implicit method to integrate the equation (4.25). The following
finite difference expansions are employed:

iy =ty uat [(%*(1) W +a “‘“U}(At)z
(4.33)
Ay = e [(1-8) W+ N At

wherea ando are integration parameters selected to obtain the best stability and accuracy

characteristics in the integration scheme. The parameters in following analyses are chosen

tobe 6 = 0.5(1 + 2y) anda - 0.251 +y2) , whereis termed the amplitude decay factor.
Solving equation (4.33¥or *“'u'in terms of**'u and then substituting'( into (4.335,

we obtain equations fot 't and *#'u, each in terms of the unknown displacement

incrementu only. These two relations for'u and *“'t are substituted in equation (4.25),

yielding
! M+ f giklu-tRem|-Lwuf L o)l
(aAt)z adt adt 20

(4.34)

+G -Fr'Fg

ER ]
a 2 \a

which can be solved for the incremental displacememts we are considering nonlinear
analysis, equilibrium iteration is performed in each time step. The Newton-Raphson
iteration schema will be used, which yields following equations

M t+Atu'(k) + Gt+Atu(k) + t+AtK(k) U(k) _ t+AtR _ t+AtF (k-1) ; t+AtFG(k—l) , (435)
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where the right superscrigtienotes the iteration number. The iteration continues until the
appropriate termination criteria are met.

4.2. Fluid-structure interaction

The pressure-based formulation for fluid domain in a fluid-structure interaction analysis
expresses the unknown acoustic pressure within a three-dimensional element in terms of
the pressure values at the nodes, as follows:

p(6%,62,631) = NA(6%6%,6%) P,(t) (4.36)

whereN* are a set of linear shape functions a@gdare nodal pressures. Substituting the
pressure expression into the acoustic wave equation (2.19) and applying Galerkin’s weight
residual, the finite element procedure leads to the following matrix equation for the fluid
mesh (Woyak 1992):

M,P+CP+KP-=F, (4.37)

where M; =the fluid equivalent “mass” matrix
C; =the fluid equivalent “damping” matrix
K; =the fluid equivalent “stiffness” matrix
F; =the “fluid load” vector applied.

The coupling of fluid-structure interaction at the interface will be achieved with the
approximation of equation (2.20). Because of interaction at the interface boundary, an
acoustic pressur@ P is exerted on to the membrane and the motions of the membrane
produce an effective fluid logg, R U. The matrixR is a coupling matrix that represents the
effective surface area associated with each node on the fluid-structure interface. These
unknown interface “load” quantities are added to the finite element equation for the
membrane (4.25) and the fluid domain (4.37). These two equations can be combined into
a single equation to produce the following form (Woyjak 1992):

AR A I

4.3. Implementation in a FEM program

M 0
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The model of an axially moving membrane was implemented to a general FEM program,
ANSYS (ANSYS 5.2 1994) as a programmable user element (Koivurova 1996). As the
ANSYS program has a membrane element SHELL 41 which includes geometrically
nonlinear effects, the influences of the deformations developing after the initial state are
calculated with this. The user element GYRO100 is used to considering the gyroscopic
effects and the geometrical stiffness arising from the initial tension. The equation of motion
(4.25) is divided into two parts, an initial, gyroscopic part, which includes the effects of
initial tension and axial motion,

GUaua, + 'Ky - Kglu, = - 'F + R, (4.39)
and a membrane configuration part,
MU [T+ K [, = TR - E (4.40)

Here the geometrical stiffness matrix and the internal force vector are separated by splitting
the tension into two parts:

n= i+ A, (4.41)
the initial tensiorif and the tensioh™ (='"'n) developing during deformation after the

initial state. This leads, through the transformation (3.3) to the following geometric
stiffness matrices:

Ky, = LB,IL 'n B, d'A+ ﬁAB,IL " B, d'A

(4.42)
= Ky + K
and the following internal force vectors:
F :fB,IL nd'A +fB,§L 14 d'A
'A ‘A (4.43)

='F + "'F,

The element model should generate these two types of element one on the other at the same
degrees of freedom.

The use of convected coordinates entails us several advantages in the implementation.
If we specify our convected coordinat@l 62 to be nondimensional isoparametric natural
coordinates of a membrane element, the element equations are simplified, as there is no
need to perform any coordinate transformations. Moreover, although gyroscopic matrices
are nonlinear, they can be written as constant matrices because of the conservation of mass
and the fact that the convective components of transport velocity are constants. Therefore
there is no need to update the gyroscopic inertia and gyroscopic stiffness matrix during an
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5. Results

5.1. Linear eigenvalue analysis of an axially moving simply supported
membrane in surrounding air

Verification of the overall accuracy of the model is quite difficult, because there are only
a few experimental results, which consider an axially moving membrane and these are
limited to the linear range. Pramila (1986) measured fundamental frequencies for a narrow
paper web with a length df = 2.4 m, a width ob = 0.47 m and a mass per unit area of
m= 35 g/nt. These values are used in the finite element model of the present eigenvalue
analysis shown in Fig. 20. The surrounding air is modelled here with acoustic fluid
elements, and the density of air is taken to be 1.3 Rgithe dimensions and boundary
conditions of the air domain are those given in Niemi & Pramila (1987) and the parameters
used are listed in Table 1.

Table 1. Calculation parameters.

length L = 24 m
width b = 47 cm
thickness h = 0.49 mm
mass per unit area m = 35 g/n?
initial tension "N, = 362 N/m
elastic modulus E = 1*10° N/m?

The results of the eigenvalue analysis and the experiments performed by Pramila (1986)
are shown in Fig. 21. The two dashed lines represent the analytical results of Pramila
(1987) in which the surrounding air is described by means of two added mass models. For
the sake of clarity, the results are shown nondimensionally in the form of frequency and
transport velocity. They are defined as follows:
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B m
F=Ff2L T (5.1)
11
Ve | (5.2)
n

The same nondimensional presentation is used for all the following analyses. The results
shown in Fig. 21 are in good agreement when the interaction with air is taken into account.
Experimental verification in the nonlinear range is not possible, because the pilot paper mill
used by Pramila (1986) limited its experiments to the linear range.

5.2. Nonlinear analysis of an axially moving membrane in comparison
with an axially moving string

Although it is not possible to make comparisons with any experimental results in the
nonlinear range, itis quite interesting to compare results calculated here with analytical and
numerical analyses performed for an axially moving nonlinear string by Wickert (1992),
who studied a travelling beam and string with a second-order perturbation solution by the
asymptotic method of Krylov, Bogoliubov and Mitropolsky and made comparisons with the
results of numerical integration and some other studies.

Table 2. Calculation parameters.

length L = 1.0 m
width b = 40 mm
thickness h = 1.0 mm
mass per unit area m = 250 g/n?
initial tension 'n, = 2500 N/m
elastic modulus E = 1*10° N/m?

The fundamental frequency of an axially moving nonlinear membrane is calculated by
transient time integration from dynamic response history by taking the initial conditions
for a nonlinear resonance vibration study. The initial displacement and velocity vectors are
proportional to the normalized nonlinear response of the asymptotic solution calculated by
Wickert (1992). The parameters for the analysis are chosen so the that multiplier
ga,v, = 0.25, whereeis a perturbation coefficient (= 0.73, is a nondimensional amplitude
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of vibration (=A/L = 0.018) and is a longitudinal stiffness parameter (&£h/n;, = 20).
The other calculation parameters are set out in Table 2.

The FEM results for fundamental frequency are compared with the results obtained from
Wickert (1992) in Table 3 and Fig. 22. The present solutions agree to within 3 % with both
the asymptotic and numerical integration solutions for 0.8 (Wickert 1992) and for
V < 0.6 (Thurman and Mote 1969). At higher speeds the difference relative to the results
of Wickert increases rapidly. An explanation for the difference could be sought from two
sources. Wickert (1992) used a stretching approximation for the longitudinal direction in
which he proposes that the longitudinal displacement field

1 2 2
u(x,t):zf %dxfifxﬂdx (5.3)
X 2Jo ox 2Jo ox

arises entirely from finite transverse vibration. It was not possible to validate this
approximation with the non-approximated results of Thurman and Mote (1969) for the
region 0.6 < V< 1. Moreover, as Wickert (1992) concludes, the inclusion of nonlinearity
in vibration studies is most important at a near-critical spged ,/n;; /m, where modal
stiffness is small and is dominated by nonlinear extensional stiffness. Another explanation
for the difference in the results at a near-critical speed could be the fact that Wickert (1992)
does not take into account the change in transport velocity due to the deformation.

Table 3. Comparison of linear and nonlinear fundamental frequency calculations for an
axially moving membrane and string withyv, = 0.25.

Nondimensional Speed Vv 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Linear 1 0.96 0.84 0.64 0.36 0

FEM solution for membrane 1.11 1.07 0.96 0.78 0.55 0.25
Integration (Wickert 1992) 1.109 1.069 0.955 0.78 0.558 0.308
Asymptotic (Wickert 1992) 1.112 1.077 0.966 0.792 0.569 0.308

Thurman and Mote (1969) 1.103 1.067 0.955 0.77 - -
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Fig.22. Comparison of linear and nonlinear fundamental frequency calculations for an axially
moving membrane and string with ga,v; = 0.25.

5.3. Nonlinear vibration of a simply supported axially moving band
without the surrounding air

The nonlinear dynamic behaviour of an axially moving membrane is examined through the
response resulting from harmonic boundary excitation. The response is calculated by direct
time integration of equations of motion for each frequency until the steady state is obtained.
The method requires a lot of computer time, but because we wanted to include the contact
between the membrane and the rolls, it was very probably impossible to use other methods
such as the harmonic balance and perturbation.

We consider first a narrow band with fixed simple supports but no supporting rolls. A
typical harmonic response curve for the present nonlinear system at an transport velocity
of 50% of the critical values,, = \/n;,;/m is shown in Fig. 23. The amplitude of the
harmonic boundary motion is 2.4 mm and the other calculation parameters used for the
geometry and the material are as in Table 4. The element model is the web part shown in
Fig. 20.

A typical response curve for harmonic excitation of a nonlinear system will look like that
shown in Fig. 23, determined by observing the amplitude of the steady state vibration of a
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Fig. 23. Nondimensional mid-span response amplitude for a membrane exited near to its
fundamental frequency. Transport velocity is 50% of the critical value.

midpoint A at different excitation frequenciégFig. 24). As can be seen in Fig. 23, the
harmonic response of a nonlinear system is a frequency range in which two possible steady
state solutions exist. Which one is actually achieved will depend on the initial state. These
analyses employed two sets of initial conditions:

() a straight configuration and zero initial velocity in a low frequency range from A
to B and a higher range from D to E, and

Fig. 24. Half-period of steady state vibration £=0.816,A,/L = 0.001,V=0.5).
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(1 an extreme position of linear eigenvibration in the range between B and C
The curve FG in Fig. 23 is a backbone curve calculated in a same way as the frequency -

transport velocity relationship in Fig. 22.

Table 4. Calculation parameters.

length L = 24 m
width b = 47 cm
thickness h = 0.49 mm
mass per unit area m = 35 g/n?
initial tension 'n, = 362 N/m
elastic modulus E = 1*10° N/m?
amplitude of boundary A, = 24 mm

motion

In this kind of analysis, if there is no internal damping present, it is impossible to reach
the steady state and damp the transient effect out (Kanarachos & Spentzas 1988). Thus
artificial damping is used to shorten the analysis. The damping used varies with time as
shown in Fig 25 and is proportional to the linear stiffness matrix of the membrane with
parameteD. The value of the damping coefficient was determined so that the steady state
would be achieved after 50 - 70 vibration periods (see Fig. 26). The maximum Dalue
varies in the range 0 - 0.009 depending on the vibration amplitude and other parameters.

The response curves were calculated for four axial velocities, 0%, 50%, 70% and 90%
of the critical velocityv,, = 1/”11/”1- The response-frequency curves of Fig. 27 show that
the system behaves like a nonlinear hard spring. The nonlinearity clearly stiffens the system
as the amplitude increases and this effect seems to be accentuated slightly with the increase
in transport velocity. According to Wickert (1992) in his analysis of a nonlinear string and
beam, the same phenomenon could be caused by a decrease in modal stiffness. If we
compare these nonlinear responses with the linear ones in Fig. 28, where the dash-dot lines
are the results of linear analysis, we see behaviour typical of nonlinear systems, a jump to
the next mode. For an axially moving membrane this can take place to the next mode but
one, the next but two etc. when the transport velocity is high enough.
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Fig. 27. Nondimensional mid-span response amplitude for an axially moving membrane
travelling at velocities of 0%, 50%), 70% and 90% of the critical value.
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5.4. Nonlinear vibration of a band travelling between two cylinders
without the surrounding air

In order to obtain an insight into the influence of supporting rolls, we developed a model
of a narrow web moving over the open draw of two finite cylinders, as shown in Fig. 29.
The dynamic behaviour of the system was analyzed in the same way as in the previous
example. Harmonic boundary excitation was applied to one cylinder and the variations in
response are observed at different excitation frequencies. The support cylinders are
modelled as rigid ones and their radii are chosen to be a half and a quarter of the length of
the free span. The contact between the cylinders and the paper web is assumed to be
frictional, with a friction coefficient = 0.4. If we look at the frequency response curves in
Fig. 30 and compare the results with those for the system with a support cylinder and that
with simple boundaries, we see a clear difference. The frequency response curves in Fig.
30 and 31 show that the support cylinders reduce the effect of the nonlinearity. Using the
radius of the cylinder as a parameter, we see that as the radius grows the effect of the
cylinder increases. The same happens with the decrease in the coefficient of friction in
Fig. 31. The reason for this behaviour seems to be movement of the boundary point and
sliding of the membrane on the cylinders. It can be concluded that the importance of the
effects of supporting rolls on the system depends on the geometry (radius of the cylinders)
and the roughness of the contact surfaces (friction coefficient).
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Fig. 29. FE model of a web and contacting cylinders.

5.5. Nonlinear vibration of an axially moving simple supported
membrane in surrounding air

The effect of the surrounding air on a nonlinear model was considered using the same
element model as in the above eigenvalue analysis (see Fig. 20). The parameters are
otherwise the same as in the previous example, only the mass per unit area has been altered
to 53 g/nt.

The frequency - transport velocity relationships are estimated from the dynamic response
history by taking the initial conditions for the nonlinear resonance vibration study.
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The initial displacement and velocity vectors are proportional to the normalized linear
eigenmode vectors. The backbone curves in Fig. 23, 27, 28, 30 and 31 above were
determined in the same way.

The results in Fig. 32 show the same behaviour as mentioned by Wickert (1992) for
axiallymoving strings and beams. The influence of the nonlinearity is most significant near
the critical velocity, where the modal stiffness is small. We can also see that the
surrounding air is as important in nonlinear analysis as it is in eigenvalue analysis.
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Fig. 32. Fundamental frequency as a function of velocity obtained by linear and nonlinear
analysis, mass per unit area = 53 g/fn



6. Conclusions

A geometrically nonlinear theory for behaviour of an axially moving membrane has been
presented here. The model is based on convected coordinate formulation, mixed description
of the initially stressed continuum and Hamilton’s principle. The formulation includes
geometrical nonlinearities, i.e. large displacement, variation in tension along the
membrane, variation in transport velocity due to deformation and contact with a supporting
structure. By making additional adequate assumptions regarding the initial state and the
size of the displacements, this formulation leads to the linear equation of motion derived
by Niemi & Pramila (1987) as a special case.

For applications of the theoretical model a novel numerical formulation for an axially
moving membrane is introduced. The special choice of a convected coordinate system in
the reference configuration leads to a formulation which significantly simplifies the
equations in both the theoretical and the numerical formulation:

() Incremental displacement and the convected base in the initial state appear in vector
form.

(I The change in transport velocity can be taken into account by the constant
components of the convected base.

(1) Numerical implementation is simple and leads to element equations with a few
arithmetic operations. The gyroscopic inertia and stiffness matrix do not need
updating as they would if Cartesian coordinates were used. Also, there are fewer
transformations between coordinate systems than in a standard formulation.

Verification of the model against experimental results was possible in the linear range.
The nonlinear dynamic behaviour of the membrane was examined and the influence of
contact between it and supporting cylinders and interaction between it and the surrounding
air were studied by determining the responses resulting from harmonic boundary excitation.
The harmonic response was determined by time integration of equations in the motion of
finite element model, as other methods would have been very difficult or impossible. Time
integration was time-consuming, because it required 50 - 70 vibration periods to achieve
a steady state even if artificial damping was used. Also, the contact algorithm needs very
short time steps and several equilibrium iterations. Maximum cpu time for a SGI Power
Onyx R8000 machine was about 120 000 seconds for one point in a harmonic response
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curve. The analysis was also demanding in other respect because the convergence of the
solution was weak and sensitive for selection di@hvalues and the coefficient of artificial
damping.

The results achieved show clearly that nonlinearities cause a considerable stiffening of
the membrane and the fundamental frequency increases as the amplitude grows.

The effects are accentuated slightly as the transport velocity increases. According to
Wickert (1992), reason for this is a decrease in modal stiffness as the velocity increases,
while the influence of the nonlinearity is growing at the same time.

The results also show that the cylindrical supports have considerable influence on the
behaviour of an axially moving membrane. The boundary of the contact region clearly
moves and the membrane slides on the cylinders. This weakens the nonlinear hardening
phenomena and lowers the fundamental frequency. This influence gains in strength as the
radius of the cylinder increases, or if the friction coefficient decreases. The surrounding air
has the same kind of effect on the dynamic behaviour in nonlinear analysis as is observed
in eigenvalue analysis.
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APPENDIX A/1

Acceleration of a material particle in an axially moving
membrane

The acceleration of a particle in a membrane can be developed in the same way as for
atravelling cable in section 2.1.2. First, the change in velocity is expressed using the chain
rule, a scalar version of equation (3.28), namely d v* dt, and equation (3.34), i.e.

dw = fw,, do + Fw, dt

FW,aVadt + FW,t dt (Al)

< (Ut [Vﬁ(laﬁ * “’ﬁ)],a) vedt + (¢ [Vﬁ(laﬁ * “’ﬁ)mdt '

If we divide the change in velocity bytdwe obtain the acceleration vector in the form

F

dfw
= = u

a dt 't

+2veu, , +Vv* [vﬁ('aﬁ + u,ﬁ)] (A.2)
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