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random excitations, are developed. Based on numerical simulations via an extension

Keywords: of the Harmonic Balance Method, comparisons between experiments and numerical
Nonlinear vibrations simulations are performed for various broadband bi-point correlated random excitations.
Broadband random excitations In order to achieve such an objective, experiments are performed for four types of
Numerical simulation correlation between the two broadband random excitations: correlated excitations in
Nonlinear modeling phase, opposite phase and quadrature phase, and uncorrelated excitations. Experimental

results demonstrate that the different configurations of broadband random excitations
drastically affect, not only the amplification or attenuation of some symmetric or anti-
symmetric modes of the beam in the vicinity of their primary resonance, but also the
appearance of harmonics and a combination of harmonic components. Good correlations
are observed between experiments and numerical simulations, thus validating the
proposed modeling and the computational strategy for the prediction of the nonlinear
vibrational phenomena of the beam system subjected to two correlated or uncorrelated
broadband random excitations.

To be noted that the experimental data set including the input and output mea-
surements of the four configurations are provided as supplementary files on Talik et al.
[1].

© 2022 The Author(s). Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access article under the CC
BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

1. Introduction

The integration of nonlinearities and the prediction of nonlinear vibrations in mechanical systems are today common
topics among researchers and engineers. They allow them to investigate more complex problems in which nonlinearity
leads to a variety of complex phenomena. This is particularly the case for the vibration analysis of beams that remains
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an important issue in structural engineering applications in the field of civil engineering or aerospace. The nonlinear
vibrations of these structures often lead to unanticipated vibrational behavior that results in severe structural damage. In
addition the boundary conditions present in real systems do not correspond to the ideal conditions assumed in the usual
mathematical modeling. These small deviations from those ideal conditions can lead to changes in the nonlinear behavior
of such systems.

A large number of papers have been devoted to the analysis of beam vibrations. The choice of types of beams (i.e., linear
or nonlinear, uniform and non-uniform as well as planar or non-planar) induces a more or less complex modeling [2].
This can also lead to the observation of complex phenomena that involve not only the occurrence of nonlinear dynamic
behavior [3] but also potential transitions to chaos for flexible beams [4-10]. In addition, this has a direct impact on
the resolution and analysis methods to be used in order to obtain reliable and validated results. A brief state-of-the-
art of recent directions in modeling and vibration analysis of beam can be found in [9]. Another challenging part is to
be able to predict the nonlinear dynamic behavior of beams with non-ideal boundary conditions. The proposed study
will focus more specifically on this second topic. Such a subject of study has received particular attention and remains
a challenge due to its inherent difficulties [11-16]. One of the most popular approach to predict the characteristics of
beam systems with non-ideal boundary conditions is the perturbation methods, such as multiple scales [2,17]. Even if
one of the advantages of the method of multiple scales is to provide an analytical solution of the nonlinear problem,
one restriction of such approach is based on the consideration of "small nonlinearities”. Thus numerical methods such
as the iteration perturbation method [13], the Harmonic Balance Method [18-20], the shooting method [21-23] or the
combination of the asymptotic numerical method with the Harmonic Balance Method [24] have been recently proposed
to predict harmonically forced vibrations of beam systems.

Although extensive work has been developed to examine the nonlinear response of beam systems with non-ideal
boundary conditions subjected to harmonic, multi-harmonic or parametric excitations [19,25,26], little research has been
done to determine the effect of different excitation signals on beam systems and the effectiveness of modeling and
numerical methods to accurately reproduce these more realistic vibration cases. Although random excitations are one
of the most popular excitation techniques for experimental modal analysis, the modeling of broadband excitations and its
implementation in numerical methods remains challenging. Indeed simplifying assumptions on excitations are common
in computer-aided mechanical design for engineering applications. They make the problem to be treated easier to solve
mathematically and sometimes easier to model and incorporate into the system equations. Recently, some numerical
studies have investigated the nonlinear response of a beam under one random excitation [15,27]. Roncen et al. [23]
studied both experimentally and theoretically the nonlinear characteristics of a beam subjected to random excitation, but
the proposed study focused more on the efficiency of numerical methods, such as the Harmonic Balance Method and the
shooting method, for robust prediction of the nonlinear behavior of a beam, subjected to one basic random excitation, in
an adequate computing time. To the best of our knowledge, there is little work in the literature offering a complete vision
combining experimentation, modeling and numerical simulation to validate a global strategy for constructing nonlinear
model allowing to predict the nonlinear dynamic behavior of a system subjected to random multipoint excitations. Indeed
the consequences of different multipoint solicitations on the nonlinear dynamic behavior of a mechanical system and
the potential relationship between the excitation sources and the evolution of the nonlinear signature of the vibrational
response are areas of expertise that remain little explored through numerical simulations during the design process of
nonlinear mechanical systems. This is mainly due to the complexity of the nonlinear methods to be developed to achieve
such an objective. This situation is particularly detrimental since many efforts have been made to enhance vibration
testing [28] and to improve the identification and characterization of nonlinearities from experiments [29,30]. So one
of the main scientific challenges is not only to better understand the evolution of the nonlinear dynamic behavior of
mechanical systems, but also to be able to correctly predict the nonlinear responses of mechanical systems subjected to
various complex solicitations. From this point of view, taking into account multiple correlated or uncorrelated random
excitations corresponds to solicitations often encountered in practice for many nonlinear dynamic systems. Having a
good confidence in modeling through confrontation between experiments and simulations for such complex excitations
is nowadays a crucial point. A second major interest for the engineer is to ultimately have a robust and efficient nonlinear
method to predict the nonlinear dynamic behavior and performance of a mechanical system in more realistic scenarios.
The following study is intended to meet this objective and to better investigate the nonlinear response that exhibits many
interesting characteristics when correlated and uncorrelated random excitations are applied on the mechanical system
of interest. One of the objectives of this study is to answer this question by proposing a complete approach allowing
the development of numerical techniques and the construction of nonlinear models capable of reproducing nonlinear
vibrational responses based on different solicitations. The efficiency of the proposed methodology will be studied on
the nonlinear response of the clamped-clamped beam subjected to two correlated or uncorrelated broadband random
excitations. This work is continuation of the previous work by Claeys et al. [19] and by Roncen et al. [23], who studied
the nonlinear behavior of the beam system to swept sine and a basis random excitation, respectively. One of the main
original points of the proposed study in comparison with the latter is to undertake a complete experimental protocol
to analyze the nonlinear behavior of a beam with non-ideal boundary conditions and subjected to two correlated or
uncorrelated broadband random excitations. In addition, a proposal for an appropriate modeling not only of the beam
system but also of a multipoint correlated random excitation is discussed in order to reproduce the experimental results
by numerical simulation via an extension of the Harmonic Balance Method.
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This paper is organized as follows: First, the experimental setup of the clamped-clamped beam with non-ideal
boundary conditions is presented with observations of correlation on temporal input data for four different types of
correlation (in phase, opposite phase, quadrature phase and uncorrelated excitations). Then various experiments are
proposed to highlight the presence of harmonics or a combination of harmonic components. Secondly, a nonlinear model
of the beam with non-ideal boundary conditions and additional static pretension is introduced. Some notions about
the modeling of two homogeneous correlated or uncorrelated random excitations are discussed. Then, an extension of
the classical Harmonic Balance Method (HBM) is proposed for the prediction of the nonlinear dynamic behavior of a
mechanical system subjected to two correlated or uncorrelated broadband random excitations. Finally, the numerical
simulations are compared with experiments for the appearance and/or attenuation of some symmetric or anti-symmetric
modes of the beam in the vicinity of their primary resonance, as well as the appearance of harmonics or combinations of
harmonics.

2. Experiments
2.1. Experimental setup: the CEA-beam benchmark structure

The experimental clamped-clamped beam under study, called the CEA-beam benchmark structure, has been previously
described in detail in [19,23]. The following is a brief reminder of the essential elements of description of the mechanical
system under consideration.

The complete mechanical structure is presented in Fig. 1(a). The system is composed of a steel beam of dimensions
470 x 20 x 5 mm? plus two heavy steel blocks of dimensions 100 x 100 x 85 mm? each. In order to avoid undesirable
nonlinear phenomena at the connections between substructures, the beam and the two blocks have been manufactured
from a single bulk piece of steel. Due to the smooth transition between the beam and each block, the beam needs to be
modeled with non-ideal boundary conditions (see the previous study by Claeys et al. [19] for more details). The whole
structure (i.e., the beam plus the two blocks) is screwed to a heavy steel block.

The mechanical system is instrumented with four three-dimensional accelerometers (A1, A2, A3 and A4), two one-
dimensional accelerometers (A5 and A6) and two cell forces (F1 and F2), as depicted in Fig. 1(b). Accelerometers A2, A3
and A4 are present to control and to validate the correct embedding of the whole structure during experiments. Indeed,
the accelerations measured on these sensors appeared to be negligible, which validates the embedding hypothesis. The
beam is subjected to a bi-point random excitation via two electrodynamic shakers (referenced as S1 and S2 in Fig. 1(b))
and using the Multi-Input-Multi-Output (MIMO) control technology [31].

It should be noted that the position of each shaker is fixed for all of the experiments, and symmetrical about the center
of the beam. This choice will make it possible to highlight the contributions of symmetric or anti-symmetric modes of
the beam, depending on the given correlation between the two broadband random excitations. For a chosen frequency
band, four types of correlation between the two excitations will be tested: in phase, opposite phase, quadrature phase
and uncorrelated.

At this stage of the study, we recall that many efforts have been made to enhance vibration testing [28]. Experimental
modal analysis and vibration testing, in general, are classic techniques for obtaining the dynamic characteristics of linear
engineering structures, for instance, resonant frequencies, mode shapes and modal damping. Such basic prior analysis is
well established in the industry, in particular during the ground certification of aeronautical and aerospace structures
for which the use of multipoint excitations with specific approaches, such as phase resonance or phase separation
methods is classically conducted [31-37]. Extension to nonlinear structures is also becoming more and more studied and
developed. As reported in [29,30], experiments for dynamic testing of nonlinear vibrating structure and characterization
of nonlinearities from experiments have also been conducted in recent years with a focus on identifying nonlinear normal
modes of engineering structures [38-44]. Therefore, we recall that the objective of the experimental studies carried out in
this study is not to propose a contribution in this sense but only to provide a sufficiently complete and varied experimental
database to allow us to test and validate the relevance of the proposed model and the numerical approach developed.

2.2. Preamble and modal testing

The purpose of this section is to provide some classical preliminary experimental results that will be used to validate
the numerical model proposed in Section 3. Indeed, since the boundary conditions of the beam are not ideal and since
many accelerometers are present on the structure, a first preliminary recalibration of the linear model of the beam is
essential. These preliminary results will also provide useful basic information for a better understanding of the complex
experimental and numerical results for the nonlinear beam subjected to two broadband correlated or uncorrelated random
excitations.

First of all, Table 1 gives the natural frequencies (linear modes) of the beam system in the frequency range of interest
[20; 1000] Hz. It should be noted that a classical impact hammer testing (in the z-direction) has been used and each natural
frequency is calculated using the PolyMAX optimization algorithm [45] for a set of ten repeatable Frequency Response
Functions (FRF) and three different impact points (i.e., at the locations of Accelerometers A1, A5 and A6). Moreover, the
shape of each mode has been given by the Simcenter Testlab software (i.e., symmetric or anti-symmetric shape of each
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Fig. 1. A picture (a) and a diagram (b) of the experimental setup which includes six accelerometers (A1 to A6) and two cell forces (F1, F2) connected
to the two electrodynamic shakers S1 and S2.

Table 1
Identified modes, corresponding frequency and damping ratio from experimental modal analysis.
Mode number Designation Frequency (Hz) Damping ratio (%)
1 symmetric bending mode 108.9 0.25
2 anti-symmetric bending mode 307.0 0.12
1T symmetric transverse mode 417.8 0.33
3 symmetric bending mode 594.9 0.13
4 anti-symmetric bending mode 997.3 0.17
Table 2
Measured mass of each accelerometer present on the beam.
Accelerometer Measured mass (g)
Al 6.0
A5 1.1
A6 1.1

normal or transverse mode). The first four bending modes of the linear beam are detected, as well as a vibration transverse
mode identified at 417.8 Hz. The identification of this transverse mode reveals a transverse component in the hammer
impact. This transverse behavior will not be modeled; only the bending modes of the beam in the z-direction will be
modeled. However, this first experiment indicates that when the excitation is not perfectly axial (in the z-direction),
transverse modes may appear.

The mass of each accelerometer is given in Table 2. It should be noted that the mass of the accelerometers A3 and A4
(< 10 g) is not given, since they are situated on each embedding block (& 7000 g), so they do not have any influence on
the mechanical behavior of the system.

2.3. Experimental results for two broadband random excitations

2.3.1. Preamble and validation of the temporal input data

One of the key points of the experiments carried out in this study is to be able to ensure that the chosen correlation
between the two input signals is respected and well mastered. The objective of this section is to briefly present the
selected experimental protocol and its implementation.

Each shaker is driven with a Power Spectral Density (PSD) and the correlation between the two excitations is defined
in the Cross Spectral Density (CSD) with the notions of coherence and phase, according to Eq. (1)

Si2(f) =/ y&()S11(F)S2(f) exp (jd12(f)) (1)

where S11(f) and S,,(f) are the PSD of the temporal excitations Fy(t) and F,(t) (which correspond, respectively, to the
force measured at the connection with Shakers 1 and 2, respectively). Here, f corresponds to the frequency; ¢1,(f) is the
phase between the two temporal excitations F;(t) and F5(t); and yq2(f) defines the coherence between the two forces. It
should be noted that preliminary experiments demonstrated that the experimental value of y;, varies between 0.05 and
0.98. Although this preliminary result implies that it is not possible in practice to generate two perfectly uncorrelated or
correlated multipoint excitations with the electronic devices of this experimental setup, this emphasizes that the following
protocol will be sufficient for generating the following desired broadband random excitations:
4
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Fig. 2. Experimental inputs: (a) two experimental random temporal forces F1 (blue) and F2 (red) generated with the MIMO control technology [31]
and (b) zoom on the four excitation configurations (from top to bottom: correlated excitations in phase, correlated excitations in opposite phase,
correlated excitations in quadrature phase and uncorrelated excitations).

correlated excitations in phase: ¢1, = 0° and y;, = 0.98;

correlated excitations in opposite phase: ¢ = 180° and y7; = 0.98;
correlated excitations in quadrature phase: ¢, = 90° and y;; = 0.98;
uncorrelated excitations: yq; = 0.05;

For each experiment that will be conducted, the shape of the band-limited white noise PSD is rectangular, i.e., the level
of excitation is constant along the entire bandwidth. The sampling frequency is 3200 Hz with a resolution frequency of
0.098 Hz. The total duration of one experiment is 307.2 s. The output signal is divided into 30 time intervals of 10.24 s
each. A periodogram estimate computes an approximation of the PSD for each time interval. Then, the PSD of the output
signal is calculated by averaging all estimates [46]. The input PSD is constant over time to ensure that the response is
stationary.

In order to illustrate and to validate the proposed protocol for the generation of input signals, Fig. 2(a) shows
experimental temporal random inputs for one time interval of 10.24 s for the correlated excitations in phase. Moreover,
zooms on experimental temporal random inputs are given in Fig. 2(b) for the four different correlation types (in phase,
opposite phase, quadrature phase and uncorrelated). These preliminary results validate the experimental protocol for
generating a bi-point correlated random excitation with the MIMO control technology.

The experiments carried out comprise two main parts:

e First of all, the global vibrational behavior of the beam system with non-ideal boundary conditions is investigated.
More specifically, the effects of the four configurations of the two chosen broadband random excitations (i.e., cor-
related excitations in phase, opposite phase and quadrature phase, and uncorrelated excitations) are discussed. All
experiments are performed with the same level of excitation (=~ 0.71 N RMS) along the bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz.
These first experiments will allow us to check the robustness of the proposed nonlinear model to reproduce the
vibrational behavior of the beam system subjected to different broadband random excitations.

e Secondly, more particular attention is devoted to the nonlinear signature of the system and the evolution of
the nonlinear contributions and harmonic components according to the different configurations of the broadband
random excitations (i.e., correlated excitations in phase, opposite phase and quadrature phase, and uncorrelated
excitations). In order to achieve such an objective, all experiments are conducted for the same level of excitation
(~ 0.5 N RMS) along the bandwidth [20; 500] Hz and the nonlinear signature of the system is investigated along
the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz. This experimental procedure allows to highlight more particularly the nonlinear
contributions over the frequency range [500; 1000] Hz. For the present study, it will allow us to verify the relevance
of the nonlinear model as well as the associated numerical approach to reproduce the nonlinear contributions and
their variations in function of the four types of correlation between the two broadband random excitations.

It is recalled that one of the original contributions of the present study is to share the data sets to give the opportunity
to researchers to conduct additional analysis. All the data sets are available on [1].

2.3.2. Effect of the two broadband correlated or uncorrelated random excitations
The experimental results for Accelerometers A1, A5 and A6 for the same level of excitation (= 0.71 N RMS) along
the bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz are plotted in Fig. 3 for the three configurations of correlated random excitations and the
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Fig. 3. Experimental output PSD for Accelerometers A1l (a), A5 (b) and A6 (c) with RMS level of 0.71 N for four different correlation types along the
bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz: correlated excitations in phase (blue), correlated excitations in opposite phase (red), correlated excitations in quadrature
phase (green), and uncorrelated excitations (orange)
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Table 3
Frequency values of experimental output PSD for the four configurations of broadband random excitations with RMS
level of 0.71 N along the bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz.

Frequency (Hz)

In phase Opposite phase Quadrature phase Uncorrelated
fi 112.1 111.6 111.3 1114
f 300.8 300.5 300.1 300.2
fs 581.8 583.3 580.8 582.2
fa 987.2 986.3 986.1 986.1

Table 4
Modal damping ratio values of experimental output PSD for the four configurations of broadband random excitations
with RMS level of 0.71 N along the bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz.

Damping ratio (%)

In phase Opposite phase Quadrature phase Uncorrelated
& 0.34 0.3 0.31 0.29
& 0.07 0.1 0.07 0.09
& 0.12 0.22 0.22 0.3
&y 0.07 0.03 0.03 0.07

Table 5
Peak values of experimental output PSD for Accelerometer A1 with RMS level of 0.71 N for the four configurations of
broadband random excitations along the bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz.

Frequency PSD ((m s~2)?/Hz)
In phase Opposite phase Quadrature phase Uncorrelated
fi 689.54 3.59 310.05 523.51
b - - - -
f3 287.22 1.27 111.55 111.77
fa - - - -

configuration of uncorrelated random excitations previously defined in Section 2.3.1. The associated frequency values and
the modal damping ratios of the first four vibration bending modes of the beam are given in Tables 3 and 4. Even if these
values remain almost unchanged depending on the type of excitations, it can be noted that they are not exactly the same
than those measured during the preliminary modal testing (see Table 1). This is mainly due to the presence of the two
shakers, small variations in boundary conditions during experiments and a potential nonlinearities contribution [19,47].
To be noted that the potential large variation of modal damping ratios to the kind of excitation is mainly induced by the
nonlinear behavior of the beam. As previously mentioned in [48-52] a growth of damping with the vibration amplitude
during nonlinear vibrations can be observed during experiments. In addition the identification procedure has been checked
by carrying out repeatability tests, even if small variations were also observed on modal damping ratios.

Then Tables 5-7 summarize the peak amplitudes of the experimental output PSD for Accelerometers A1, A5 and A6,
respectively. It should be noted that the four largest amplitude peaks retained in this preliminary analysis correspond
to amplitude peaks associated with the first four bending vibration modes of the beam with non-ideal boundary
conditions. An attenuation or amplification of the system modes appears very clearly depending on the selected excitation
configuration. The results obtained are consistent with a relationship between the shape of each eigenmode (symmetric
or anti-symmetric vibration modes) and the type of excitation chosen (coherence and phase between the two excitations).
For example, PSD peaks for the symmetric modes (anti-symmetric modes, respectively) are amplified (attenuated,
respectively) in the case of correlated excitations in phase. Conversely, PSD peaks for the symmetric modes (anti-
symmetric modes, respectively) are attenuated (amplified, respectively) in the case of correlated excitations in opposite
phase. Moreover, in the two last cases of correlated excitations in quadrature phase or uncorrelated excitations, all of the
symmetric and anti-symmetric modes in the frequency range of interest appear very clearly with non-negligible amplitude
levels. It is also observed that anti-symmetric modes have no amplitude at the center of the beam (see Fig. 3(a) for f,
and f;) which corresponds to a classic expected result. Moreover, results for Accelerometers A5 and A6 are very similar
because of the symmetry of the beam. Finally, some additional peaks that do not correspond to fundamental frequencies
in the frequency range of interest (i.e., fi, f>, fs and f;) are also observed. The appearance of such harmonic components
and combinations of harmonics, as well as their evolutions with broadband correlated or uncorrelated random excitations,
will be discussed in the next section.

2.3.3. Analysis of the nonlinear components

As described in [23], the proposed clamped-clamped beam subjected to broadband random excitations may induce
a hardening effect and the enlargement of the response peak in the vicinity of the primary resonance, as well the
presence of secondary peaks resulting from the harmonics and a combination of harmonic components generated by the
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Table 6
Peak values of experimental output PSD for Accelerometer A5 with RMS level of 0.71 N for the four configurations of
broadband random excitations along the bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz.

Frequency PSD ((m s—2)?/Hz)
In phase Opposite phase Quadrature phase Uncorrelated
fi 344.67 1.76 153.52 260.13
fo 176.25 24581.10 15603.50 10104.3
f3 115.91 0.76 48.22 46.61
fa 0.98 72.28 39.54 20.72
Table 7

Peak values of experimental output PSD for Accelerometer A6 with RMS level of 0.71 N for the four configurations of
broadband random excitations along the bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz.

Frequency PSD ((m s=2)?/Hz)
In phase Opposite phase Quadrature phase Uncorrelated
fi 326.03 1.74 147.56 248.31
f 176.66 24724.50 15691.70 10114.9
fi 133.54 0.63 48.12 53.70
fa 0.64 47.57 27.76 13.62

primary resonance. In order to analyze in more detail the nonlinear behavior of the system for the different excitation
configurations previously chosen and to highlight the contribution of the harmonics and combination of harmonic
components, the following experimental protocol is proposed in addition to the previous tests: experiments are performed
for one level of excitation (= 0.5 N RMS) along the bandwidth [20; 500] Hz, where only the first symmetric mode f;
and the first anti-symmetric mode f, of the clamped-clamped beam are present, whereas a small level of excitation of
approximately 0.0035 N RMS along the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz is applied. It should be noted that the frequencies of
the symmetric mode f; and the second anti-symmetric mode f; belong to this second frequency interval [500; 1000] Hz.
Using this experimental protocol, the appearance of additional amplitude peaks (other than frequencies f; and f;) between
[500; 1000] Hz corresponds to an amplification of harmonics or combination of harmonic components of the beam.

Both experimental PSD inputs and outputs for the four excitation configurations (i.e., correlated excitations in phase,
opposite phase and quadrature phase and uncorrelated excitations) are plotted in Fig. 4. The blue and red curves for the
input PSD correspond to the shakers S1 and S2, respectively. The output PSD are those from Accelerometers A1l (red),
A5 (blue) and A6 (green). First of all, the frequency values of the first four vibration bending modes of the beam are
given in Table 8 and the associated modal damping ratios of the first two vibration bending modes are provided in
Table 9. Comparing these frequency values with those of the previous experiments (see Table 3), a small increase in
the frequency value of the four primary resonances with an increase of the excitation level is observed. This fact reflects
a hardening effect. Then Tables 10-12 give the peak amplitudes of the experimental output PSD for the four primary
resonances, respectively. It can be observed that the effects of the different excitation configurations are in accordance
with the previous results discussed in Section 2.3.2. Considering more specifically the experimental input and output for
the two correlated excitations in phase depicted in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), several amplitude peaks that are not present
in the experimental input signal along the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz are observed. These results reveal a nonlinear
dynamic behavior of the mechanical beam. As indicated in Fig. 5(a), some of these peaks correspond to harmonics of the
fundamental frequency f; (i.e., 5f1, 6f1, 7f1, 8f1 and 9f1) and a combination of harmonic components such as 2f; + f,. The
contributions of these harmonics are more important at the center of the beam (around Accelerometer A1). This result
is consistent with the fact that the maximum amplitude is situated at the center of the beam. Once again, the results
obtained for Accelerometers A5 and A6 are very close, due to the geometrical symmetry of the beam system under study
and the symmetrical position of the sensors in relation to the center of the beam.

Thus, Figs. 4(c) and 4(d) show the experimental input and output for the two correlated excitations in opposite
phase. Here again it is possible to detect several peaks of harmonic components: the two most important contributions
correspond to the second and third harmonic components (i.e., 2f; and 3f,) of the second fundamental anti-symmetric
mode (see Fig. 5(b)). This result is to be put in relation with the fact that the chosen excitation highlights mainly the
participation of the second mode (see also Fig. 4(d)). Moreover, three other minor contributions that correspond to the
5th, 6th and 7th harmonics of the first fundamental symmetric mode are visible (see 5f;, 6f; and 7f; in Fig. 5(b) for
Accelerometer A1l).

Similarly the experimental input and output for the two correlated excitations in quadrature phase (or for the two
uncorrelated excitations, respectively) are given in Figs. 4(e) and 4(f) (Figs. 4(g) and 4(h), respectively). It can be noted
that experimental measurements for both inputs and outputs are very similar for these two configurations. As shown
in Figs. 5(c) and 5(d), the number of nonlinear components along the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz is greater than in the
two previous cases (to be compared with Figs. 5(a) and 5(b)). This is explained by the fact that, for these two excitation
configurations, all of the modes (symmetric and anti-symmetric) present along the bandwidth [20; 500] Hz are solicited
without favoring the amplification of one mode over the other. Thus, the harmonics of the first and second modes (i.e., 5f1,

8



S. Talik, J.-J. Sinou, M. Claeys et al. Communications in Nonlinear Science and Numerical Simulation 110 (2022) 106328

Table 8
Frequency values of experimental output PSD for the four configurations of broadband random excitations with RMS
level of 0.5 N along the bandwidth [20; 500] Hz and RMS level of 0.0035 N along the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz.

Frequency (Hz)

In phase Opposite phase Quadrature phase Uncorrelated
fi 110.3 110.5 110.3 1104
f 298 298.1 298 298
fs 575.1 - 576.5 577.8
fa 970.1 970.8 970.1 970.7

Table 9

Modal damping ratio values of experimental output PSD for the four configurations of broadband random ex-
citations with RMS level of 0.5 N along the bandwidth [20;500] Hz and RMS level of 0.0035 N along the
bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz.

Damping ratio (%)

In phase Opposite phase Quadrature phase Uncorrelated
& 0.3 0.31 0.17 0.16
& 0.08 0.11 0.08 0.08

Table 10

Peak values of the experimental output PSD for Accelerometer A1 with RMS level of 0.5 N along the band-
width [20; 500] Hz and RMS level of 0.0035 N along the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz for the four configurations of
broadband random excitations.

Frequency PSD ((m s—2)?/Hz)

In phase Opposite phase Quadrature phase Uncorrelated
f 1.10° 7.10° 1.10° 1.10°
b - - - -
f 6.1073 - 41073 3.1073
fa 3.10°6 1.10-6 3.10°6 3.10°6
2fi + fo 2.1074 - 2.1073 2.1073
5f 6.1073 3.1073 3.1073 3.1073
2, - 2.107! 9.1072 41072
6f; 6.10~* 1107 3.10~4 3.10~*
fi +2f - - 2.1074 1.107*
71 11073 - - -
8f 1.10°3 - - -
3f, - 5.107° 2.107° 1.1075
9f; 41075 - - -

6f1, 7f1, 2f> and 3f,), as well as the combination of harmonics (i.e., 2f; + f, and f; + 2f,), are visible. It can also be noted
that the contributions 2f; + f, and f; + 2f> are more important for the correlated excitations in quadrature phase and the
uncorrelated excitations, contrary to the two other excitation configurations, due to the fact that this choice of excitations
does not lead to the attenuation of the participation of the first or second modes. For the interested reader, Tables 10-12
summarize the presence of each peak as well as the associated amplitude value of the experimental output PSD for all of
the excitation configurations. All of these results demonstrate that the excitation configuration may induce changes on
the nonlinear dynamic behavior of the beam system with the more or less marked appearance of nonlinear components.

Finally, it can be observed that the control of the input PSD is not perfect for the four excitation configurations tested
with the presence of unexpected resonance peaks along the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz in Figs. 4(a), 4(c), 4(e) and 4(g).
This necessarily may lead to the presence of these additional peaks in the experimental output. This phenomenon may
also be due to the coupling between the control at the two excitation points and the nonlinear response of the beam. For
example, it can also be noted that the two shakers are positioned near the maxima of the second mode shape of the beam
(i.e., the first anti-symmetric mode). Thus, the coupling between the experimental control and the experimental output
is stronger for the configuration of correlated excitations in opposite phase (for which the contribution of the second
mode is amplified), than for the configuration of correlated excitations in phase (for which the contribution of the second
mode is attenuated). Likewise, the two configurations related to the correlated excitations in quadrature phase and the
uncorrelated excitations lead to a solicitation of all modes. This implies the presence of a greater number of unexpected
resonance peaks along the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz than in the two previous cases (i.e., correlated excitations in opposite
phase and correlated excitations in phase), but with slightly smaller amplitudes.

9
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Fig. 4. Experimental input and output PSD with RMS level of 0.5 N along the bandwidth [20;500] Hz and RMS level of 0.0035 N along the
bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz; (a, b) correlated excitations in phase; (c, d) correlated excitations in opposite phase; (e, f) correlated excitations
in quadrature phase; (gh) uncorrelated excitations; (a, c, e, g) input PSD from Shaker S1 (blue) and Shaker S2 (red); (b, d, f, h) output from
Accelerometers Al (red), A5 (blue) and A6 (green).
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Fig. 5. Experimental output PSD along the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz for the experiment with RMS level of 0.5 N along the bandwidth [20; 500] Hz
and RMS level of 0.0035 N along the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz for Accelerometers A1 (red), A5 (blue) and A6 (green); blue vertical lines: harmonics
of the 1st mode; red vertical lines: harmonics of the 2nd mode; black vertical lines: combinations of harmonics; (a) correlated excitations in phase;
(b) correlated excitations in opposite phase; (c) correlated excitations in quadrature phase; (d) uncorrelated excitations.

Table 11

Peak values of the experimental output PSD for Accelerometer A5 with RMS level of 0.5 N along the
bandwidth [20; 500] Hz and RMS level of 0.0035 N along the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz for the four
configurations of broadband random excitations.

Frequency PSD ((m s™2)?*/Hz)

In phase Opposite phase Quadrature phase Uncorrelated
fi 6.10° 3.10° 5.10° 5.10%
f 1.10? 1.10* 1.10% 6.10°
f3 3.1073 - 1.1073 1.1073
fa 1.107° 6.107 6.107* 1.1073
2fi + o 4.107° - 3.10~* 3.10~*
5f; 1.1073 7.10~* 7.10~* 7.10~*
2f> - 1.107! 6.1072 3.102
6f1 1.10~* 1.107* 1.10~* 1.107*
fi +2f; - - 4107 2107
7f1 - - - -
8f1 - - - -
3f, - 8.10~* 3.10~* 2,107
91 1.107° - - -

11



S. Talik, J.-J. Sinou, M. Claeys et al. Communications in Nonlinear Science and Numerical Simulation 110 (2022) 106328

Table 12

Peak values of the experimental output PSD for Accelerometer A6 with RMS level of 0.5 N along the
bandwidth [20; 500] Hz and RMS level of 0.0035 N along the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz for the four
configurations of broadband random excitations..

Frequency PSD ((m s—2)?/Hz)

In phase Opposite phase Quadrature phase Uncorrelated
fi 6.10° 3.10° 5.10° 5.10%
f 1.10? 1.10* 1.10* 6.10°
f3 3.1073 - 1.1073 1.1073
fa 1.107° 3.104 6.10~* 3.1074
2fi + o 5.107° - 5.10~* 5.1074
5f1 1.1073 9.10~* 9.10~* 9.10~*
2f> - 1.107! 6.1072 3.102
6f1 8.107° - - -
fi +2f - - 41074 2.1074
7fi - - - -
8f - - - -
3f, - 1.1073 3.10~* 2,107
91 6.107° - - -

3. Modeling
3.1. Modeling of a multipoint correlated random excitation

This section details the modeling of a bi-point correlated random excitation. The main idea is to approximate a real
excitation by a random Gaussian excitation [53,54] using the central limit theorem. This can be done by simulating
a series (of finite length p) of cosine functions with weighted amplitudes and evenly spaced frequencies. One of the
major advantages will be to be able to directly use this modeling in the numerical method (i.e., the Harmonic Balance
Method [23]) implemented in the rest of the study.

For the interested reader, Shinozuka et al. [53] demonstrate that such an approached excitation has the following
properties:

o the average of the simulated excitation is zero;

e the autocorrelation function of the simulated excitation tends to the autocorrelation function of the real excitation.
As a consequence, using the Wiener-Khintchine relation, the PSD of the simulated excitation tends to the PSD of the
real excitation.

e the convergence of the autocorrelation function of the simulated excitation is as — to the autocorrelation function
p

(the PSD function, respectively) of the real excitation.

As previously presented in Section 2.3.1, the modeling of a multipoint correlated random excitation starts with the cross-
spectral density matrix S(w) (where w is the pulsation, which is defined for two temporal excitations f;(t) and f>(t) by

S11(w)  S12(w)
S(“’)=[s;(w) sZ(w)] @)

where Sii(w) and S;;(w) are, respectively, the PSD of the temporal excitations fi(t) and f>(t). Sy1(w) is the cross-
spectral density function between temporal excitations f1(t) and f5(t). The correlation type (i.e., in phase, opposite phase,
quadrature phase or uncorrelated excitations) between the two excitations is defined by the extra-diagonal terms of S(w)
according to Eq. (1). S(w) is non-negative definitive [53] and therefore, using the unique Cholesky decomposition

S(w) = H(w)H* ()" (3)

where the notation .* indicates the complex conjugate and .” is the transpose. H(w) is a lower triangular matrix given by
Hyi(w) 0

H(w) = 4

(@) |:H21(w) Hyl(w) “@)

where the Hjj(w) coefficients can be determined with the principal minors of the matrix S(w) [54]. We have

Hir(o) = Si1(w)? (5)
Hon(w) = 2212 6)
S11(w)2

[T

—
~

—

Hy(@) = (Sz2(@) — [Ha1(w)[?)
12
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Then, the two correlated temporal excitations fi(t) and f5(t) can be expressed as

14
Ai(t) = V240 Y [Hir(wn)| cos (0}t + 011(wn) + $1n) 8)
n=1
14 14
fot) = V240 " [Ha1(wn)] cos ()t + 021(wn) + $1n) + V2Aw Y _ [Har(n)] €05 ()t + Ora(n) + ¢2n) 9)

n=1 n=1

The parameters present in the two previous equations are defined in such a way that:

e p is the finite length of the series of cosine functions of the approximated excitation. It has to be considered as a
power of 2 in order to use Fast-Fourier Transforms (as detailed below for the numerical simulation);
e Aw defines the pulsation step along the bandwidth [wpmin, Wmax]. It is given by Aw = w;

e w, corresponds to the frequency discretization [53]. It is given by w, = wmin + (n — %) Aw. For the numerical
simulation, FFT algorithms discretization is chosen in order to use the Fast-Fourier Transform technique [55];

e w, is defined as w|, = w, + dw,, where dw, is a small random pulsation introduced to avoid the periodicity of the
simulated excitation [53]. In this study, in order to use the Harmonic Balance Method (see Section 4), we must have
a periodic excitation so dw, = 0 and w), = wy;

o Oi(wy) is defined as

(10)

jelen) = tan”! (M)

R(Hji(ewn))

where J and N are the imaginary and real parts, respectively. Given that S(w) is a Hermitian matrix, we have
611(w) = 62(w) = 0. The dephasing between temporal excitations fi(t) and f,(t) comes from the variable 6,1(wy);

e ¢, and ¢y, are independent random phases uniformly distributed between 0 and 27. The random part of the
multipoint excitation comes from these variables.

From a numerical point of view (computational time and storage), the calculation of such a series may be expensive
for high values of p. In order to avoid this, it is possible to rewrite Egs. (8) and (9) by using the Fast-Fourier Transform
(FFT) [55] as

filta) = V2A0R (IFFT (Hyq [n] &#117)) (11)
fo(tn) = V2A0% (IFFT (Hzq [n] €#10M)) + V2 A0t (IFFT (Hzz [n] €%2)) (12)

where IFFT denotes the Inverse of the Fast Fourier Transform and j is the pure imaginary number. X [n] indicates the nth
term of the vector x. Hy1, Hz1, Ha2, ¢4 and ¢, are, respectively, the vectors defined by Hy1[n] = Hy1(wn), H21[n] = Ha1(wy),
Haz[n] = Ha(wy), ¢1[n] = ¢1n and ¢,[n] = ¢an. ¢, is the discretized time t, = ndt where dt is the temporal sampling
step. It should be noted that Poirion et al. [56] add another independent random variable for the weighted amplitudes in
order to respect Box and Muller transformation [57] and to ensure that the simulated force is Gaussian for any fixed p,
whereas in the study by Shinozuka et al. [53], the simulated force is only asymptotically Gaussian: i.e., when p—o0. In
the present study, it has been chosen not to add these independent random variables.

In conclusion, using the experimental cross-spectral density matrix, it is possible to simulate two correlated or
uncorrelated random excitations.

3.2. Modeling of the beam system with non-ideal boundary conditions and additional static pretension

The modeling was proposed initially by Nayfeh [58]. An extension of this model is proposed in the following.
The dynamical differential equation of the beam system with non-ideal boundary conditions and two broadband
random excitations is defined by

9w Jw 3w 2w

PAW +M¥+Elﬁ =F (Xpr) +F (Xszt)—FT(f)W (13)
where p and E are the mass density and the Young modulus of the beam, respectively. A and I are the cross-sectional area
and moment of inertia. i corresponds to the linear viscous damping coefficient. w defines the transverse displacement in
the reference frame of the beam. F; (xFl, t) and F, (sz, t) are the first and second temporal forces situated at the abscissa
xp, and xg,, respectively. It can be noted that, thanks to the low thickness-length ratio of the experimental beam, it is
legitimate to neglect the inertial and curvature nonlinear terms pointed out by Nayfeh [58]. For the interested reader
a more complete modeling of a beam system including the geometric and internal nonlinearities as well as complete
methodologies for solving such nonlinear beam system can be found in [5-9].

13
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T(t) corresponds to the tensile force, which is assumed to be invariant along the length of the beam. It is given by

u 1w\’
T(t) = To + EA <8x+2 (aT) ) (14)

where Ty is a static pretension and u corresponds to the displacement along the beam axis. For the interested reader, the
tensile force T(t) can be assumed to be constant along the beam length due to the fact that the dimensionless quantity
RTg is very small for the beam under study (and consequently the longitudinal inertia is neglected, see [2], pages 446-455
for a detailed explanation). L corresponds to the beam length (i.e., the effective length L = 2I) and R, denotes the radius

of gyration given by R, = \/; where [ is the second moment of area and A the total cross-sectional area. Considering the

geometrical parameters of the beam it comes RTg = 0.003 which leads without ambiguity to validate the hypothesis of a
constant tensile force along the beam length.
The non-ideal boundary conditions of the beam model are defined as

T(0) = kpounatt(0) ; T(21) = —kpounqt(21) (15)
w(0)=0; w2)=0 (16)

9%w(0) ow(0) 9%w(2) dw(2l)
EI 52 = kot o ; El 92 = —Kor T 17)

where the springs kpoung and k., are unknown parameters to be updated, due to the non-ideal boundary conditions
(i.e., the deformable block, and each end of the beam being tapered [19]). It should be mentioned that there are several
approaches for modeling of the non-ideal boundary conditions: the interested reader can referred to the paper of Rezaei
and Zamanian for additional comments on this subject [14].

It is pointed out that only half of the beam has been modeled in the previous studies by Claeys et al. [19] and by
Roncen et al. [23] due to the fact that the structure and its excitation are symmetric. In the present study, the two
random excitations are not symmetric so the modeling of the beam is carried out over its total length 2I. Another
extension compared to the previous models by Claeys et al. [19] and by Roncen et al. [23] is the inclusion of the mass
of Accelerometers A1, A5 and A6. Indeed, experimental tests (not presented in the present study for the sake of brevity)
have shown a weak but not negligible influence of these added masses. Thus, taking into account these additional masses
will allow a better correlation between experimental and numerical results. It should be noted that the effective length
2l is no longer an unknown parameter to be updated, thanks to the introduction of the static pretension Ty, unlike the
previous studies [19,23]. This novelty will be presented and discussed in the rest of the paper.

Considering the boundary conditions given by Eq. (15), as well as by integrating T(t) between x = 0 and x = 2, the
tensile force of the beam can be defined as a function that depends only on the transverse displacement w(x, t). Indeed,
it comes that

21 20 1 2 2
/ T(t)dx = T(t)21 = T2l + EA (/ %dx + f/ (87w> dx (18)
o 0o Ox 2 Jo X

Then applying the boundary conditions defined by Eq. (15) on the longitudinal displacement u(x, t), we have

21
3 T(t
/ U v = u@D) — u(0) = —2 1O
o O0X Kbound

As a result the expression of the tensile force ca be given by

EA \! EA (% [ow)?
T(t)= (1 To 4+ — = 1
© < * lk,,ound> <°+ 41/0 <8x> o (19)

and the dynamical nonlinear problem associated with the boundary conditions and the static pretension can be defined
by

32w+ M8w+E184w_ 1, (5. 6) + 1, )+ (14 EA \7' T, 0%w
Atz | pA At | pAaxt  pA VTV pA 2\ Kpouna )~ pA X2

(1 EA \ " E /2’ qw 2d 2w (20)
[ JR— JR— Xi
Kpound 4lp J, 0x ax2

The next step is to obtain a set of discrete differential equations to be able to apply the numerical simulation process
based on the Harmonic Balance Method used in this work. For this purpose, Eq. (20) can be projected on the modal basis
of its associated homogeneous equation. After calculations, the projection yields the following discrete equation for the
ith mode

Nm Nm Nm

w; + pwai + w}w; = I} 1Fi(xp,, t) + I 2Fa(Xpy, ) + j; ;; Fjgmwjwiw, (21)

14
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with

1 4 1
Li=— [ 8(x xp)Yi(x)dx = —Yi(x,) (22)

PA
Iih = */ (%, X, )Yi(x)dx = pAYi(XFz) (23)

EA \! 2L ayi(x) dYe(x) 2L adYi(x) dYp(x)

Tiem = — 1+ —— . d d 24
TS < + lkbound> afa"a’“/o dx  dx X/O x> (24)

21 -1
a = |:[ Yiz(x)dx] (25)
0

where §(x, a) is a Dirac delta function defined at abscissa a. To be noted that vibration modes of the beam are coupled in
a nonlinear way in Eq. (21). Thus the transverse displacement w(x, t) is defined by the product of two one-dimensional
functions w(x,t) = Z?:”‘l a;w;(t)Yi(x), where Ny, is the number of modes Y;(x) retained in the modal projection. As a
reminder, w;(t) are the unknown functions to be determined (see Section 4 for the calculation of w;(t) using the Harmonic
Balance Method). The modal solution Y;j(x) can be expressed as

Yi(x) = o sin (71,ix) + fBi cos (71,iX) + y; sinh (72,ix) + 8; cosh (12,ix) (26)
with
—a + A
T,i = fl (27)
2.
o+ /A
Qi = Tt (28)
V' 2
EI
Ai=a’ +4—w? >0 (29)
PA
El 4 A\’
= S 30
o= (5) - (2) 0
EA \" ' To
=(1+ = (31)
( lkbound) pA

where A; is the modal parameter of the ith vibration mode. Considering the previous non-ideal boundary conditions, the
four variables «;, Bi, y; and §; are a solution of

0 ! 0 1 a] [0
T1,i ﬂT T2,i —ﬂfzzj Bi 0 (32)
sin (11,:2)  cos (11 ,21) sinh (2,,2) cosh(z2:2l) [ v |~ |0
fi(tin)  L(rin)  fBrin)  fa(rin) 8i 0
with
El
Krot
fi (11, m) = —ni;sin (11,21) + 11, cos (7,21) (34)
(t1.i»n) = —n77; cos (11,21) — 71,5sin (71,21) (35)
(‘1,'2 i ) = 171:2 ;sinh (‘L’z ,21) + 1,; cosh (‘62 ,21) (36)
fa (121, n) = 013 cosh (2,21) + 75, sinh (72,121) (37)

Finally, each modal parameter A; is determined by seeking the zeros of the determinant of the 4 x 4 matrix defined
in Eq. (32), then each modal shape Y; can be obtained. The first four modal shapes for the problem under study (i.e., with
the presence of a static pretension and non-ideal boundary conditions) are plotted in Fig. 6. Compared to previous work
by Claeys et al. [19] and by Roncen et al. [23], all of the vibration modes are orthogonal for the problem defined in Eq. (20)
with the proposed non-ideal boundary conditions defined in Eqgs. (15), (16) and (17).
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Fig. 6. The first four modal shapes along the length of the beam: 1st mode (blue) 2nd mode (red) 3rd mode (green) and 4th mode (orange).

Finally, equations describing the dynamic behavior of the beam system are
Mw(t) + Dw(t) + Kw(t) = F(t) + Fn(w(t)) (38)

where M and K are the mass and stiffness matrices. The mass matrix M includes the mass contribution of the three
accelerometers A1, A5 and A6, and is written as

M= Mbeam + M™A1 + M™4s + M™4a6 (39)
with:
21
Mbeam — / PAGG Y)Y (X)dx ; MJ™ = mp10,0;Yi(xa)Y;(Xa1) (40)
0
M = masaiq;Yi(xas)Yj(xas) 3 M™® = magaia;Yi(xas)Yj(Xas) (41)

where myy, Mys and myg are the masses of Accelerometers A1, A5 and A6, respectively (situated at the abscissa x41, Xas
and xug, respectively).
Similarly, the stiffness matrix K includes the static pretension and the non-ideal boundary conditions. We have

K = K™ 4 Ko 4 K" 4 K™ (42)
with
21 2 2 21
d°Yi(x) d*Y; dY;(x) dY;
Kjl?eam = / EIa,-aj !(X) J(X)dX ) KI.TO = / TOZIaiaj l(X) J(X)dX (43)
v 0 dx?2  dx? v 0 dx  dx
dY;(0) dY;(0) dy;(2l) dy;(2L)
k I
Kijo = kmtaiajﬁ (;X ) Kij‘{z’ = km[aia- (ljx ;x (44)
D corresponds to the damping matrix, which is defined by a modal damping ratio &; per vibration mode
Vie [1,Nnll, Dy = 282 (45)

where §2; corresponds to the natural pulsations of the generalized eigenvalue problem (K — sz) X = 0. It is worth
noting that £2; is slightly different from w;, since additional masses are present in the model.
The generalized excitation vector F(t) is defined as

Vie [[1,Nyll, F(t) = pAl}1aif1(t) + pAl} za:5(t) (46)

where I7 4, [, and g; are given by Eqs. (22), (23) and (25) for each ith vibration mode of the beam. Moreover, the vector
Fno represents the nonlinear contributions given in Eq. (21)

Nm  Nm  Nm

Vi€l Null, Fui(t) = pAY Y > Djamwj(twilt)wn(t) (47)

j=1 k=1 m=1
For the rest of the study, it was chosen to keep only the first five bending modes, i.e., w(t) = [wl(t) wo(t) ws(t)
T
wa(t) ws(0)] .
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4. Simulation results
4.1. Preamble on the Harmonic Balance Method

In this section, the proposed numerical method based on the extension of the classical Harmonic Balance Method for
random excitations will be presented. For more details, the interested reader is referred to [23,59].

The Harmonic Balance Method seeks the response of the nonlinear system defined in Eq. (38) as a truncated Fourier
series (if this solution exists), such as

p

W(t) =Bo + Y _ (Aqsin (n2t) + By cos (n21)) (48)
n=1

where p corresponds to the chosen order of the truncated Fourier series and (Bo, (Ap, B,,)Vne[“,p]]) are the unknown Fourier

coefficients of the solution w to be determined. As discussed in [23], the Harmonic Balance Method can be adapted to

random excitation by choosing the frequency resolution Af as the fundamental frequency of the excitation. In this case,

the multipoint random excitation is foreseen as a multipoint deterministic excitation with one fundamental pulsation

2 = 2w Af (see Section 3.1) and the vector force F(t) can be defined by a finite Fourier series of order p, such as

p
F(t) = ) (Sn,excit Sin (121) + Cp excic 05 (121)) (49)

n=1

Moreover, it is assumed that the nonlinear contributions Fyi(t) can be solved in finite Fourier series of order p

p
Fi(t) = Co+ ) _ (Sasin (n52t) + Cy cos (n21)) (50)
n=1
where (Co, (Sn, Cn)v,.,e“p“) are the Fourier coefficients of the nonlinear force Fyi.

In order to determine the value of the Fourier coefficients (Bo, (Ap, B,,)Vne[[l,p]]) , the decompositions (48), (49) and
(50) are re-injected into Eq. (38). This leads to a set of N;;; x (2p + 1) nonlinear equations given by

KBy = Co (51)
K- (n,Q)zM —ng2D An | _ | Sn.excit Sn
[ n@D K- (nsz)ZM} [Bn = Coexe| T|Ca| TPEMLPI (52)

The coefficients (Co, (Sn, Cn)vacy1py) depend on the coefficients (Bo, (An, Bn)yncpipy)- An extension of the clas-
sical Alternate Frequency-Time domain method (AFT-method [60]) is used to calculate these Fourier coefficients
(Co. (Sn. Cn)vnep1py) (see [23,59] for more details).

Finally, the nonlinear equations (51) and (52) are solved by minimizing the following relation

H(X, £2) = AX — B — Bni(X) (53)
with

. K — (n2)*M —n2D
A = Diag [ K, 54
& ( [ n2D K- (@M, . (54)

T
B= [0 S1.excit C1 excit - - -Sp,excit Cp,excit] (55)

T

By, = [Co S1C1...Sp Gp] (56)

Minimizing Eq. (53) imposes a convergence criterion given by
[H(X, @)l
B2

where eppy is a chosen numerical precision and ||.||; is the quadratic norm. For the rest of the study, eygy is chosen to
be equal to 107>,

€HBM (57)

4.2. Numerical results and comparison with the experiments

The objective of this section is to compare the simulation results with the experiments presented in Section 2.3. Specific
attention will be paid to the understanding and analysis of the nonlinear dynamic behavior of the beam system. In order
to achieve such an objective, results are decomposed into two main parts:
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Table 13
Values of the physical parameters of the beam.
Parameter Value
Mass density p 7850 kg m—3
Cross-sectional area A 1074 m?
Cross-sectional moment of inertia I 2.08 10710 m*
Young modulus E 205 10° Pa
Half-length of the beam [ 0.235 m
Table 14
Values of the numerical parameters for Case 1 and Case 2.
Parameter Case 1 Case 2
Excitation bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz [20; 500] Hz
krot 2320 N m 1834 N m
Kbound 8.11 107 N m™! 8.11 10’ N m™!
To 2809 N 3231 N
My 0.006 kg 0.006 kg
Mas 0.00171 kg 0.00171 kg
Mag 0.00171 kg 0.00171 kg

e Case 1: comparison between numerical results and experiments are investigated for the dynamic behavior of the
beam system with a constant PSD level along the bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz. The objective of this first analysis is to
verify the ability of the simulations to reproduce the effects related to the four configurations of the two broadband
random excitations (i.e., correlated excitations in phase, opposite phase and quadrature phase, and uncorrelated
excitations). Numerical simulations are performed with an ideal excitation, as previously described in Section 3.1
(i.e., with a constant PSD level along the bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz).

e Case 2: more particular attention is devoted to the comparison of the nonlinear signature and the evolution of
the harmonic components according to the four configurations of broadband random excitations (i.e., correlated
excitations in phase, opposite phase and quadrature phase, and uncorrelated excitations). In order to achieve
such an objective, two series of numerical simulations are performed: the first ones consider an ideal excitation
with a high constant PSD level along the bandwidth [20; 500] Hz and a low constant PSD level along the band-
width [500; 1000] Hz. The second ones are made by interpolating the measured experimental excitation for each
configuration (as given and described in Figs. 4). This choice will allow us to assess the origin of the observed
nonlinear effects on the nonlinear dynamic response of the beam system under study.

Tables 13 and 14 give the values of the physical parameters of the beam system under study and the physical values of
the updated parameters, respectively. As previously described in [19,23], some variations of the fundamental frequencies
of the beam (identified at low excitation) are observed from one experiment to another. Claeys et al. [19] assume that
these frequency variations come from the static constraints in the beam induced by the two embedding blocks screwed
to the heavy steel block and they proposed to update the eigenfrequency through an effective half-length of the beam.
In the present study, readjustment of eigenfrequencies has been performed by updating the physical parameters given in
Table 14. The modal damping ratio of the first five bending modes used for the numerical data are: &= 0.40%, &= 0.085%,
&3=0.45%, £4= 0.15% and &5= 1.5%. To be noted that the fifth bending mode is outside the frequency range of interest (with
a frequency observed experimentally around 1464 Hz).

4.2.1. Case 1 — Reproduction of the effects related to the different configurations of the excitations by simulation

As previously explained, comparison between numerical results and experiments are first performed with a constant
PSD level along the bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz.

Figs. 7(a-c), 7(b-d), 8(a-c) and 8(b-d) give the numerical results (blue curves) compared to experimental measure-
ments (red curves) for the four configurations of the two chosen broadband random excitations (i.e., correlated excitations
in phase, opposite phase and quadrature phase, and uncorrelated excitations, respectively). Results are provided for
Accelerometers A1 and A5. It should be noted that results for Accelerometer A6 are similar to those for Accelerometer A5
and therefore they are not provided for the sake of brevity.

It is observed that the numerical simulations are in good agreement with the experimental data. It is clearly shown that
the effects related to the different configurations of the two broadband random excitations (i.e., correlated excitations in
phase, opposite phase and quadrature phase and uncorrelated excitations) are well reproduced by the numerical results.
Depending on the selected excitation configuration, attenuation and amplification of each mode in the frequency range
of interest [20; 1000] Hz are well reproduced. As previously discussed in Section 2.3.2, all of these results can be easily
interpreted by considering the relationship between the shape of each eigenmode (symmetric or anti-symmetric vibration
modes) and the type of excitation chosen. These first comparisons between experiments and numerical results validate
the approach proposed for the modeling of a multipoint correlated random excitation as well as the modeling of the
nonlinear beam with non-ideal boundary conditions and additional static pretension.
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Fig. 7. Experimental (red) and numerical (blue) output PSD for Accelerometers (a-b) A1 and (c-d) A5 with RMS level of 0.71 N for correlated
excitations (a-c) in phase along the bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz and (b-d) in opposite phase along the bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz.

We can also observe that the numerical simulation does not reproduce one experimental frequency peak of low
amplitude (in the vicinity of 700 Hz). The appearance of this frequency peak is only due to an out-of-plane parasite
excitation, which causes the excitation of a transverse mode of the beam. It results from experimental biases inherent in
the experimental setup, such as the imperfect positioning of the two shakers.

4.2.2. Case 2 — Comparison of the nonlinear signature and harmonic components

In this section, the capability of the numerical simulation to reproduce the experimental nonlinear signature and the
evolution of the nonlinear contributions and harmonic components according to the different configurations of broadband
random excitations is investigated.

As previously explained in Section 2.3.3, an original experimental protocol has been proposed to analyze the nonlinear
behavior of the beam system. The protocol is based on a high level of random excitation along the bandwidth [20; 500] Hz
(where only the first symmetric mode f; and the first anti-symmetric mode f, are present) combined with a small level
of excitation along the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz. Therefore, the vibratory signature along the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz
brings out a complex behavior, which results from the appearance and the combination of harmonics.

Figs. 9, 10, 11 and 12 illustrate the numerical results (blue and green curves) compared with the experimental
measurements (red curves) for the four configurations of the two chosen broadband random excitations. Zooms on the
frequency band [500; 1000] Hz with identification of the harmonics and combination of harmonics are provided to better
assess the comparison between experiments and numerical simulation. It should be noted that the numerical results
defined by the blue lines refer to the use of an idealized excitation, whereas the numerical results given by the green lines
refer to the use of an interpolation of the measured experimental excitation. To be noted that one of the assumptions
made in this modeling is to consider a linear constant modal damping for all excitation cases. This choice seems relevant
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Fig. 8. Experimental (red) and numerical (blue) output PSD for Accelerometers (a-b) A1 and (c-d) A5 with RMS level of 0.71 N for (a-c) correlated
excitations in quadrature phase along the bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz and (b-d) for uncorrelated excitations along the bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz.

and sufficient in the study proposed because of the good comparisons between the experiments and the numerical results
for the four configurations of the two chosen broadband random excitations. For the interested reader, nonlinear damping
identification and a potential observation of a damping growth with the vibration amplitude during nonlinear vibrations
have been carried out in [48-52].

First of all, it is observed that the numerical simulations based on the interpolation of the measured experimental
excitation are in good agreement with the experiments. Indeed, the appearance of additional amplitude peaks corre-
sponding to the harmonics or combination of harmonic components are well predicted by the numerical simulation (see,
for example, nf;, nf, or £nf; £ mf, where n and m are positive integers). Moreover, it can be noted that the evolution
(i.e., the appearance, attenuation or amplification) of each harmonic or combination of harmonic components depending
on the different configurations of the excitations are well reproduced. Also, it is interesting to note that the frequency peak
of the symmetric mode f; and the second anti-symmetric mode f, belong to this second frequency interval [500; 1000] Hz.
These small contributions for f3 and f4 are only due to the small level of excitation along the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz.
Once again, these comparisons between experiments and numerical results validate the proposed numerical strategy and
the modeling of both the nonlinear beam system and the multipoint correlated random excitations.

Secondly, comparing the two series of numerical simulations (i.e., the first ones with an ideal excitation and the
second one with an interpolation of the measured experimental excitation) can lead to interesting recommendations to
be made on the modeling of the input signal. Indeed, it is clearly shown that considering an ideal excitation (with a high
constant PSD level along the bandwidth [20; 1000] Hz, and a low constant PSD level along the bandwidth [500; 1000] Hz)
does not allow the nonlinear signature of the beam system to be reproduced exactly, while an interpolation of the
measured excitation allows a very good match with the experiments. This is especially true for the appearance of some
specific frequency peaks, such as: 2f; + f> and 5f; for correlated excitations in phase; 2f, for correlated excitations in
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opposite phase; 2f; + f>, 5f1, 2f> and 3f, for correlated excitations in quadrature phase or uncorrelated excitations. These
results demonstrate without any ambiguity that a fine modeling of the excitation signal is essential and that the intrinsic
nonlinear model of the beam is not sufficient by itself to reproduce the complexity of the experimental results.

It is clearly shown that the effects related to the different configurations of the two broadband random excitations
(i.e., correlated excitations in phase, opposite phase and quadrature phase and uncorrelated excitations) are well repro-
duced by the numerical results. Depending on the selected excitation configuration, the attenuation and amplification of
each mode in the frequency range of interest [20; 1000] Hz are well reproduced. As previously discussed in Section 2.3.2,
all of these results can be easily interpreted by considering the relationship between the shape of each eigenmode
(symmetric or anti-symmetric vibration modes) and the type of excitation chosen. All these comparisons between
experimental and numerical results validate the approach proposed for the modeling of a multipoint correlated random
excitation, as well as the modeling of the nonlinear beam with non-ideal boundary conditions and additional static
pretension.

Finally, some small differences are however noticeable between the simulated results and the experimental tests,
in particular for Accelerometer Al. As previously discussed, the main reason is due to experimental biases from the
experimental setup. In fact, the punctual external forces for the two shakers may not be perfectly applied in the vertical
direction during experiments. This leads to additional modal contributions and interactions between bending modes and
other out-of-plane modes, which are not taken into account in the model presented in this study.

5. Conclusion

Experiments and numerical simulations of a nonlinear clamped-clamped beam subjected to two broadband correlated,
uncorrelated or partially correlated random excitations have been carried out in detail.

Based on experiments, the amplification and the attenuation of some symmetric or anti-symmetric vibration modes
of the beam in the vicinity of their primary resonance are clearly shown (depending on the excitation configuration).
Therefore, nonlinear phenomena have been identified as the presence of additional frequency peaks resulting from
harmonics and a combination of harmonic components generated by the primary resonance of the vibration modes. One
of the original contributions is to provide open data of all the experimental tests discussed in Section 2.3 [1].

Thus, a complete numerical strategy based on the formulation of a new modeling of the nonlinear beam with non-ideal
boundary conditions and additional static pretension, as well as an extension of the Harmonic Balance Method for random
excitations, has been proposed. The efficiency of the proposed methodology is illustrated by performing comparisons
between experiments and numerical simulations for different types of random excitations.

Although the validity of the modeling choices and the efficiency of the proposed numerical strategy were unambigu-
ously demonstrated by the high-quality comparisons between the experimental tests and the numerical results for several
configurations, there are several directions that should be investigated for future research. Although it is not possible
to give an exhaustive list of topics of interest, some studies that seem to have a certain priority and interest may be
considered:

o It should be interesting to apply the proposed numerical strategy on a real industrial nonlinear systems subjected to
correlated or uncorrelated broadband random excitations. In this context, one of the main challenges for engineers
working on the developments of such nonlinear strategy for mechanical structures in a real environment should be
the inclusions of modeling errors and uncertainties.

e A directly related point concerns the modeling of more realistic representation of real excitations such as random
excitations applied to a surface and spatially correlated. One of the most common example of this kind of excitation
source concerns industrial applications with turbulent boundary layer noises. For related nonlinear studies, it is
necessary to reduce the number of excitation points while keeping an accurate prediction of the nonlinear response
of the system.

e The proposed study focuses on the use of a numerical approach to predict the nonlinear vibrations of a beam
with non-ideal boundary conditions and subjected to two correlated or uncorrelated broadband random excitations.
Although the proposed strategy has been successfully validated due to the perfect agreement between experimental
tests and numerical results, it could be interesting to compare these results with other alternative methodologies.
To this end, the authors propose in [1] the data set for experiments discussed in this present study. This database
gives the opportunity to researchers to validate analytical and numerical models for the prediction of the nonlinear
dynamic behavior of the beam with non-ideal boundary conditions and subjected to two correlated or uncorrelated
broadband random excitations.
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