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ASYMPTOTIC DERIVATION OF A LINEAR PLATE
MODEL FOR SOFT FERROMAGNETIC MATERIALS

Giuseppe GEYMONAT! Francoise KRASUCKI? Michele SERPILLI?

Abstract We apply the asymptotic expansion method by P.G. Ciarlet to obtain a
Kirchhoff-Love-type plate model for a linear soft ferromagnetic material. We also give
a mathematical justification of the obtained model by means of a strong convergence re-
sult.
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1 Introduction

The use of the framework of continuum mechanics for the study of the influence of electro-
magnetic effects on solids has been largely stimulated by Truesdell and Toupin [14]. Their
research on the coupling between the mechanical and magnetic responses of magnetoelastic
solids was the first of a long list (without any attempt to be exhaustive, see, e.g. Brown [1]
Tiersten [13], Maugin and Eringen [6], Pao and Yeh [12], Moon [9], Maugin [8], Dorfmann and
Ogden [4], Kankanala and Triantafyllidis [5], ...). An important stimulus for the development
of these researches was the study of the magnetoelastic buckling problem. Indeed a plate,
made of a magnetoelastic material, subject to a transverse magnetic field, buckles when the
magnetic field attains a critical value; see also [5, 3|, for a general analysis of the buckling of
some magnetoelastic structures. Following a pioneering experimental and theoretical research
of Moon and Pao, the first rigorous attempt to analyze this problem is due to Pao and Yeh
[12]. Maugin and Goudjo [7] have considered a plate model with particular attention on the
regularity of the boundary. More recently, in the case linear soft magnetoelastic materials,
Zhou and Zheng [15, 16, 17] have revisited the subject by adapting the usual Kirchhoff-Love
and von Karméan models only modifying the equivalent transverse force with the addition of
the magnetic effects.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we briefly recall the governing equilibrium
equations of magnetoelasticity and, then, in Sect. 3, we state the problem on a variable domain
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assuming that the magnetic forces are given. In order to apply the Ciarlet’s method (see, e.g.,
[2]), we must at first prove that the magnetic forces give rise to a linear and continuous form.
This can be achieved under suitable assumptions on the magnetic forces, see lemma 3.1. In
Sect. 4, we introduce the usual scaling on the mechanical quantities and we scale the magnetic
quantities in such a way that the Gauss’ Law (2.1) is conserved. Using the classical change of
variables, we deduce the scaled equations. Then we can apply the asymptotic methods, following
[2], to obtain the limit problem and the strong convergence result. It is interesting to remark
that in the simplest situation of a transversal magnetic field, we recover the Kirchhoff-Love
model of Zhou and Zheng, which is, hence, completely justified.

2 Governing equations of magnetoelasticity for linear soft ferromag-
netic materials

In the sequel, Greek indices range in the set {1, 2}, Latin indices range in the set {1, 2, 3}, and the Einstein’s
summation convention with respect to the repeated indices is adopted. Let us consider a three-dimensional
Euclidean space identified by R? and such that the three vectors e; form an orthonormal basis. We introduce
the following notations for the vector product: a A b = a;e; A bje; = a;bje;jpey, for all vectors a = (a;) € R3

and b = (b;) € R3, where €;jr denotes the alternator Ricci’s symbol.

When a magnetizable, deformable elastic solid 2 is placed in a magnetic field, magnetic
moments are induced inside the body. The action of the external magnetic induction By
manifests itself in magnetization M (magnetic moment per unit volume). Within the body, the
magnetic induction B is not necessarily equal to Bg. The induced magnetization M = (M;)
is related to B = (B;) by B = puo(H + M), where H = (H;) is called magnetic intensity
and g is the magnetic permeability of vacuum. Generally, we have H = H(M), but, in
the sequel, we restrict our attention to a class of linear isotropic magnetoelastic materials
called soft ferromagnetic materials, which are characterized by the fact that their local average
magnetization becomes zero when the external field is set to zero. In this particular case, the
hysteresis loops are narrow and the influence of induced currents is small in comparison with
the effect of magnetization. Therefore, it is possible to use the quasi-static approximation, i.e.,
the equations of magneto-statics:

0;B; =0 in Q, (Gauss’ Law) (2.1)
€kijOjH; =0 in Q. (Ampere’s Law) :
The magnetic constitutive law takes the following linear form
M =xH or B = pou-H, (2.2)

where x represents the magnetic susceptibility and p, := x + 1 is the relative magnetic perme-
ability. For linear soft ferromagnetic materials, such as steels, iron, cobalt and various alloys,
the relative permeability is very large, u, or xy = 10% ~ 10°.

In this work we use the model proposed by Brown [1] where the action of the magnetic field
is given by a magnetic body force (per unit volume) f™ = (f/™) and a magnetic body couple
(per unit volume) I = (I7"):

f" = po(VH)M and I™ = oM A H
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i.e. component-wise, f/* = poM;0;H; and I[* = poerjiMiH;, This choice of the action of
the magnetic field is sometimes called the dipole model of microcurrents and has been used in
particular by Pao-Yeh for soft ferromagnetic elastic solids [12]. Using the Gauss’ law and the
Ampere’s law, the magnetic body force f”* can also be written as the divergence of a second
order tensor T™ = (T}7'), the so-called Maxwell’s stress tensor

£ = divI™, (2.3)

or, component-wise, f* = 0;T}7" with T}} := B;H; — 1110H?6;; and H? := HyHy,. As pointed
out by [1], other different choices of the Maxwell’s stress tensor are possible and, indeed, they
depend on the choice of the Helmomtz free energy; see in particular [5], for a clear explanation
of the influence of the choice of the arguments in the free energy on the Maxwell stress, magnetic
body forces and traction boundary conditions.

Considering the expressions above, in the absence of electric field, charge distribution and
conduction current, the mechanical governing equations defined in a magnetized body {2 can
be expressed by

(%tij + f]m =0 in €,
tij — tji + ,U()(MiHj — MjHi) =0 in Q, (24)
tijni = %NO(Mn)an in E,

where ¢;; is the non-symmetric total stress tensor, (nl) represents the unit normal vector to the
boundary = < 02 and M,, := M;n; is the normal surface boundary magnetization. The non-
symmetry of the total stress tensor is due to the presence of a magnetic body couple. In order
to simplify the model, we neglect magnetostriction and piezostrictive terms in the constitutive
laws and we consider an isotropic linear elastic material. Thus, we obtain that

tij = 045 + MOMiHja with Oij = )\epp(sij + 2pe;;, (2.5)

where o;; denotes the symmetric Cauchy stress tensor, associated with the linearized strain
tensor e;; = %(aiuj + Jdju;), being (u;) the displacement field, through the classical Lamé’s
constitutive equations. The presence of the term poM;H; in the decomposition of the total
stress always follows from the form of the Helmoltz free energy (see [1] and [5]).

In the Pao-Yeh’s case of soft ferromagnetic materials, thanks to (2.2), the magnetic body
couple I = ugxH A H = 0, and, hence, the stress tensor ¢;; becomes symmetric, i.e., t;; = ;.
Moreover, substituting the expression of the Maxwell’s stress tensor into the divergence relation
(2.3) and using (2.1), we can find an alternative form of the magnetic body force:

£ = o(VH)M = % (H?).

In the sequel, we will focus our attention to the reduced mechanical model arising from the
use of the asymptotic methods, assuming that the magnetization M and the magnetic intensity

H are a given external magnetic source.

3 Position of the problem

Let w < R? denote a smooth domain in the plane spanned by vectors e, with boundary
~; Y0 7 is a measurable subset of v with strictly positive length measure; 7 := v\ is the
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complement of vy with respect to ; finally, 0 < ¢ < 1 is a dimensionless small real parameter
which shall tend to zero. For each e, we define

QF :=w x (—h®, h%), € :=~ x (=h®, h°)

T§ := 9 x (—h&, he), § = w x {£h},
with h® > 0. Hence the boundary 0Q° of )¢ is partitioned into the lateral surface I'* and the
upper and lower faces 'Y and I'Z ; the lateral surface is itself partitioned as I'* = I'j U I'f, with
IS := v x (—h®, h®). Moreover, we let Ie = s uI'f = 0Q°\I'G, the complement of I'§ with
respect to 0€°.

We assume that €2° is constituted by a homogeneous isotropic linear soft ferromagnetic
material, whose constitutive law is given in (2.5). We suppose that the Lamé’s coefficients
satisfy the classical positivity properties. The plate is clamped on I'§, so that u® = 0, and, for
simplicity, we consider that no mechanical charges are applied to the body. The only source
terms are given by M; and H;.

Let V(QF) := {v® € H'(Q%;R?); v® =0 on I'§} be the functional space of admissible dis-
placements. The variational formulation of problem (2.4), defined on the variable domain ¢,
takes the following form

Find u® = (u5) € V(92°) such that (3.1)
A% (u®,ve) = L&(ve), for all v& = (v5) € V(QF), ’
where the bilinear form A°(-,-) and the linear form L°(-) are, respectively, defined by
1
A% (u®,v®) = J tiies;(ve)da®, LE(v®):= J po M5 05 Hi v dx® + ﬁ in(Mﬁ)anvngs,
Qe Qe ©

with 5, := Aep,(u®)di; + 2ues; (u®) + po M7 HS.
In order to prove the wellposedness of the problem, by virtue of the Lax-Milgram’s lemma,

we rewrite (3.1) in an alternative form:

{ Find u® = (u$) € V(9°) such that (3.2)

A (uf, ve) = L#(v®), for all ve = (v5) € V(QF),

where
A% (uf,ve) = J {Xegp(u)es, (V) + 2pes; (0 )es; (vO) } da®,
QE

_ 1
LE(ve) = JQE po { M5 05 H v — M Hse5;(v¥)} da + LE §uo(Mfl)2nfvde‘5.

Since the bilinear form A®(-,-) is V(2%)-coercive, in order to apply the Lax-Milgram’s lemma,
we have only to prove that the linear form L#(-) is continuous on V(Q¢). For this when
1 < p < 400 we denote W, (Q) the Banach space of v € LP(Q°) whose first order derivatives
(in the distribution sense) also belong to LP(£2%). The continuity of the linear form L*(-) is the
object of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1 Let us assume:
M, Hj e W112/5(Qs) (3.3)

then Lf(+) is continuous on V().
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Proof. (i) Since v € H'(QF), thanks to the Sobolev imbedding theorem, (see e.g. Necas [11],
Chap. 2, Theor. 3.4) we obtain that v € L5(Q°) and that f;° e L°(Q¢); hence, by
means of Holder’s inequality, we can infer that

|f {o M5 05 Hy v } da®| < Cllvi|1,0- (3.4)

Qe

(ii) Since MF, Hf € W112/5(QE), thanks to the Sobolev imbedding theorem, we get that
Mg, Hf e L'2(Q°) < L*(Q°) and, thus, MfHf € L?(QF). It then follows from Korn’s
inequality

[ Az ety (v9) o) < Cley (v9) sy < Clvlvean (3.5)

(iii) By virtue of a trace imbedding theorem (see e.g. Necas [11], Chap. 2, Theor. 4.2), we
have that MF|sn: € L8(09QF). Besides, being v € V(QF), then the same trace imbedding
theorem imply that v;|aq: € L*(09°), and so

1
| - §u0(MfL)2nfvdeE| <C]| (ME)ZHL“((?QE)Hvz‘EHL‘*(aﬂf) < Clviv(as) (3.6)
Collecting (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6), we obtain the desired result.
O

Thanks to the V(QF)-coercivity of the bilinear form A(-,-) and the continuity of the linear
form L#(-) we deduce, using the Lax-Milgram’s lemma, that the variational problem (3.1) admits
one and only one solution.

4 The asymptotic expansion

In order to perform an asymptotic analysis, we need to transform problem (3.1), posed on a
variable domain ¢, onto a problem posed on a fixed domain 2 (independent of £). We suppose
that the thickness of the plate h® depends linearly on €, so that h® = eh. Accordingly, we let

Q= wx (—h, h),
g :=o x (—h7h)7A Iy := 7y x (=h, h),
Iy :=wx{xh}, T:=TLuTly.

and we define the following change of variables (see [2]):

7z = (%, x3) € Q> a® = (F,ea3) €, with & = (z4).

By using the bijection 7¢, one has 05, = d, and 05 = %83. Moreover, we define the following

functional spaces
V(Q):={v=(v;) e H(QR?); v=0onTy}, W112/5(Q).

In order to write the expression of the scaled problem, we need first to make some assumptions on
the data which will define their dependences with respect to the small parameter €. In our case,
the only external data are represented by the magnetic field (Bf), the magnetic intensity field
(Hf) and the magnetization field (MF). By virtue of the constitutive equations Bf = uou, HE
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and M; = xH;, we assume that Bf, H; and M; will share the same dependence on €. The
scaling of Bf must reflect the fact that the magnetic field is a solenoidal field, meaning that
0;Bf = 0in Q°. This property must be satisfied also on the fixed domain 2. Let us suppose
that

B (2f) = e1B,(x), B5(z°) =ePBs(x), x €,

with B; independent of €. By applying the change of variables 7°, we can write that the
scaled divergence vanishes in , so that €90,B, 4+ e 10383 = 0 in Q. In order to guarantee
the consistency of this equation, we ask that p = g + 1, finding a relation between the two
exponents p and ¢. In the sequel, we choose ¢ = 0 and, hence,

BG (%) (), Bj(z°) =eBs(z), xzef,

B,
HE(2f) = Ho(z), H5(xf) =ecHs(x), ze€,
ME(x°) = My(z), M§(2°) =eMs(z), ze.

With the unknown displacement field u®, we associate the scaled unknown displacement field
u(e) defined by
U (2°) = ua(e)(x) for all 2° = nfx e O,
u§(2°) = Ltug(e)(z) foralla® = r2e Q.
We likewise associate with any test function v®, the scaled test function v, defined by the
scalings:
Ve (%) = va(x) for all 2° = nez e 1,
v§(2°) = Tug(z) forall 2° = mx € [0
According to the previous hypothesis, problem (3.1) can be reformulated on a fixed domain
) independent of €. Thus we obtain the following scaled variational problem:

{ Find u(e) = (ui(¢)) € V() such that (4.1)

A(u(e),v) = L(v), for all v = (v;) e V(Q),

where the scaled bilinear form A(-,-) and the scaled linear form L(-) are, respectively, defined
by
1 1
A(E), V) = Sa-4(u(),v) + a 2(a(e), V) + ao(u(e), V),
with

aca(u(e),v) = L(A T 2u)ess(u(e))ess(v)de,

a_s(u(e),v) := fsz {dpeqs(u(e))eas(v) + Aeqso(u(e))ess(v) + Aesz(u(e))eqsq (v)} dx,
10(a(),v) = [ {\eon (0(E))ers(v) + 2ucas(ule))eas(v) + ioMi Hyess(v)) do,

1 1
L(v) := f poM;0; Hividw + §J po(M3H)?vF dl — if po (M3 )?vg dU+
Q T r_

+

1
+§ J uo(Mﬁng)QnavadF,
1051

where ¢% := ¢(Z, £h) denotes the restriction of ¢ on I'y. Since H;, M; € W112/5 (Q), thanks to
lemma 3.1 and Lax-Milgram’s lemma, we can prove that the scaled problem admits one and
only one solution.
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We are now in position to perform an asymptotic analysis of the scaled problem (4.1). Since
the scaled problem (4.1) has a polynomial structure with respect to the small parameter e, we
can look for the solution of the problem as a formal series of powers of e:

u(e) =u’ +%u? +etut + ... (4.2)

Hence, by substituting expressions (4.2) in (4.1) and by identifying the terms with identical
power of £, we can write the following sequence of variational subproblems:

P_y: a_g(u’v) =0,
P_o: a_g(u®v)+a_s(u’v) =0,
Po: a_s(ut,v)+a_s(u?v)+ag(u’,v) = L(v), (4.3)

By solving the above variational problems, we can characterize the leading term of the asymp-
totic expansion u, the so-called the limit displacement field, and its associated limit problem.

5 The limit problem

We define the usual functional space of Kirchhoff-Love admissible displacements:
VKL(Q) = {V € V(Q), €i3(V) = 0},

and
Vi (w) == {vi = (va) € H'(w;R?); vy = 0 on 7o},
Va(w) := {vz € H*(w); v3 = 0 and J,v3 = 0 on vy},

where v = (v,) is the outer unit normal vector to .

Theorem 5.1 a) The leading term u® of the asymptotic expansion (4.2) satisfies the fol-

lowing variational problem:

{Fz'nd u® e V() such that (5.1)

A®,v) = L(v) for all ve Vikr(Q),

where

A, v) = L 2 {megg(uo)e”(v) + Qpens(0)ens (v) + ,quangeag(v)} de.  (5.2)

b) The sequence {u(e)}.~o strongly converges in H'(;R3) to u®, the solution of the limit
problem (5.1).

Proof. The proof is straightforward, following the approach by [2]. O

Let us focus our attention to the expression of the magnetic force work L(-) of the limit
problem. By choosing a test function v € Vi (€), namely v, (%, 23) := 10(T) — 230413(Z) and
v3(%,w3) 1= n3(F), with n, € H'(w) and n3 € H?(w), after an integration along x3 and by
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applying the Gauss-Green’s formula, we get that
L(n) = J po {(M303Hs + MaOoHz)nz + (MpOgHa + M303Ho ) (1a — 230am3)} dv+
Q

1 1 _ 1
+= J pio (M3 )?nsdl — *J po (M )?nsdl + = J o(Mgng)*na (e — x304m3)dl =
2 Jr, 2 ) 2 Jr,

=J fmndi + f G ndi + J R0, nsdi.
w Y1

71

where the reduced magnetic forces ffﬁ g;" and /~1§” have the following form

= pox(H;0;Hy) = pol £,

o o {00 DD = (3 )+ CHpdaHa) + 0aCCE o) | =

= o {50+ DS = (Hy )+ CEada ) | + oG,

X 1
ga' 1= GHoX*CH})va,

93" 1= —poX{(Hi0i Ho))vo = —pol{f5"))Vas
By = s CHD),

where H, := H,v,, and

@@= | o@adrs, ()@ = | asola,z)das

It easy to verify that if the induced magnetic intensity field is normal to the middle plane
of the plate, with H, = 0, the form of the limit magnetic force acting on a plate depends just
on the jump of the square of magnetic intensities evaluated at the top and bottom faces of the

plate. Indeed, since f&” =gh = ﬁg” = 0, one has

1

it = o (L) {(I)? = ()P} ~ o () = ()}, (53)

X is very large for soft ferromagnetic materials. Equation (5.3) is analogue to the one presented
in [16] and it can be considered as a mathematical justification of the magnetic force acting on
a plate, which is usually employed in magnetic instability problems.

The limit problem (5.1) can be decoupled into a membrane and a bending problem, by
virtue of the Kirchhoff-Love limit displacement field. The membrane problem reads as follows:

Find u% = (u%) € Vi (w) such that

fnaau%)eaﬁ(nff)df: f Frnadi + j i nadi for all g = (na) € Vir (),
w w o

where

~4hAp
A+ 2u

Nap (u(I)LI) : €oo (u%)éaﬁ + 4h,ueo¢ﬁ (u(}{) + /JO<MaH,6>a

represents the ferromagnetic membrane stress tensor. After an integration by parts, we find
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that the membrane displacements u? solve the following membrane differential problem:

Field equation:

—0Nag = fm in w,
Boundary conditions:

Nagls = go' on 71,

Ug = 0 on 7p.

The bending problem takes the following form
Find ) € V3(w) such that

J maﬂ(ug)aagngdfc = J fg”ngdi + J g5'm3dT + Bg”@,,ngdi: for all ns € V3(w),
w w Y1

71

where

mag(ug) = m

represents the ferromagnetic moment stress tensor. After an integration by parts, we find that

AR3\ AR3
K Auls.s + T“aaﬁug — oMo HpYS, A= 0y0

the transversal displacement uJ solves the following bending differential problem:

Field equation:

3 A m .
OapMas = 20- kj;;AAug — tpOap{MuHg)y = f§* inw,

Boundary conditions:

B 5.4
OaMapVp + Or(MaglaTg) = G5 on 71, (5:4)
Maplats = hE' on 1,
uz = dyuz =0 on o,

where 7 = (—v9, v1) represents the unit tangent vector to ~.

Considering the case of an induced magnetic intensity field, normal to the middle plane of
the plate, with H, = 0, nog and mqg reduce to the classical elastic membrane stress tensor and
moment stress tensor. Besides, since f,T = g = 0, we can infer that the membrane problem
admits the only zero solution, so that n,g = 0, and thus, in this case, the plate equilibrium
problem takes just into account the bending behavior.

6 Concluding remarks

In this work we derive a model of a soft ferromagnetic isotropic linear plate by means of an
asymptotic analysis. In the absence of mechanical loading, thanks to the particular scaling of
the magnetic charges, we obtain a complex expression of the reduced magnetic forces acting on
the plate. The problem can be decoupled as usual in a membrane problem and in a flexural
problem. It is important to notice that in the simple case in which the magnetic charges are
normal to the middle plane of the plate, we formally obtain an expression of the magnetic force
(5.3), acting on the plate, which is equivalent to the one used in classical literature, see, e.g.,
[12, 15, 16]. Moreover, by virtue of the strong convergence result, we also give a mathematical
justification to the limit model.
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The present work represents a first step on the asymptotic modeling of soft ferromagnetic

plates. Indeed, we do not consider the coupling between the mechanical and magnetic behaviors

within the equations of magnetostatics. We assume the magnetic charges as external loads

without investigating the asymptotic behavior of the magnetostatic equations for what concerns

with the magnetic field, the magnetic intensity and the magnetization. Therefore, the limit

problem becomes linear and we cannot see, at first glance, the so-called magnetic buckling

phenomenon.
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