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In what follows, the analysis of Keane [1} for the energy flows around an arbitrary
configuration of coupled multi-modal subsystems is extended to the case of
non-conservative coupling. Here, the joints between any two subsystems are modelled by
a spring and a damper, thus allowing for dissipation of energy to occur at the joint. The
aim of this study is to give greater insight into the problem of energy flows through
non-conservative couplings which has not been extensively discussed in the literature.
Interest is focused on the effect of damping in the joints on the magnitudes of energy flows
between, and energy levels in, each subsystem. The model derived is used to demonstrate
the well known fact that selecting the correct level of damping in the joints surrounding
a driven subsystem may cause a large percentage of the power input to the subsystem to
be dissipated in these joints. This minimizes the overall power dissipated within the
subsystems and thus the system total energy level. A Statistical Energy Analysis (SEA)
model for non-conservatively coupled systems is then suggested, in which coupling damping
loss factors are introduced into the main SEA energy balance equations to account for the
energy dissipation in the joints. This model is shown to be exactly correct for the limiting
case of weak coupling. Numerical examples which illustrate these various ideas are
presented, with the use of parameters adopted in previous studies.
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INTRODUCTION

Statistical Energy Analysis (SEA) is a method that has been developed to deal with the
dynamic analysis of structures at high frequencies and where other methods, such as finite
element analysis, become less practical. SEA deals with a complex system as being built
up of a number of subsystems coupled together, where the interaction between these
subsystems is defined in terms of time-averaged energy flows through the joints, while the
vibrational response is characterized by the time-averaged vibrational energies of the
various subsystems. The relationships between the energy flows and levels is expressed in
terms of so-called “coupling loss factors”, while the energy dissipation of each subsystem
is related to its vibrational energy through viscous internal loss factors. Since the
vibrational power input to each subsystem is in balance with the energy dissipated via its
internal damping and the energy flowing through the joints directly connected to it, a set
of algebraic linear simultaneous energy balance equations can be set up and inverted to
95
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obtain the subsystem vibrational energy levels, given suitable loss factors; see, for example,
the book by Lyon [2].

SEA theory normally models the joints between subsystems as weak and conservative,
but in real structures joints are not accurately modelled in this way. Experience shows that
joints, as an unavoidable source of hysteresis, commonly dissipate more energy than
structural damping; see, for example, the paper by Gaul [3]. As yet, only a few studies have
been carried out on non-conservatively coupled subsystems. An early paper that
considered this case is by Gersch [4], who extended the analysis of Scharton and Lyon [5]
to cases involving non-conservative coupling. Later, Fahy and Yao [6] considered the
energy flow between two non-conservatively coupled oscillators, and showed that the
energy flows depend on the absolute energy values as well as on the difference between
these energies, and that coupling damping of the same order as the internal damping is
effective in controlling the energy of the indirectly driven subsystem. Sun et al. [7] extended
this analysis to continuous structures coupled together. They showed that coupling
damping increases the effective internal loss factors of the substructures and suggested
modifications to the SEA energy balance equations. Chen and Soong [8] studied the case
of non-conservatively coupled oscillators and showed that coupling damping may, in fact,
increase the energy flow from the driven to the undriven oscillators, especially when the
natural frequencies of the two oscillators are different.

In a more recent study, Beshara et al. [9] investigated the case of non-conservative
coupling between two rods deterministically, using a modal approach. Exact expressions
for the various energy flows were derived in terms of Green functions of the uncoupled
rods. In that study the effects of the dissipative nature of the coupling were studied and
the relationship between energy flows and energy levels recovered.

The main purpose of the present work is to extend the study of non-conservative
coupling to the case of multiple subsystems coupled together. SEA of multiple subsystems
has been studied before, but very few studies have considered the case of non-conservative
couplings. Langley [10] considered the response of a multi-coupled dynamic system subject
to random excitation using a Green function approach which allowed for a derivation of
the main SEA equations in the most general case, provided that the coupling was
conservative and weak. In another study, Langley [11] obtained exact expressions for the
coupling loss factors in terms of the frequency- and space-averaged Green functions of the
coupled systems, and showed that the conditions under which the exact theory works can
be reduced to the standard SEA equations by introducing the assumption of weak
coupling. In a later study, Keane [1] considered the case of an arbitrary configuration of
rods coupled together, but in this analysis the expressions of the energy receptances were
made in terms of the Green functions of the uncoupled systems, although only for the case
of conservative coupling. Recently, Shankar and Keane [12] used a similar approach to
predict the energy flows in a network of beams rigidly joined together, but again only
considered conservative couplings.

In the present work, a network of rods joined together via non-conservative couplings
is considered, following an approach similar to that adopted by Keane [1]: i.e., using the
Green functions of the uncoupled subsystems to derive the various energy receptances of
the system. This study demonstrates the effect of coupling damping on the various energy
flows and energy levels. The results obtained are in agreement with the well known
observation that selecting the correct level of damping in the joints directly surrounding
a driven subsystem may cause the bulk of energy to be dissipated within these joints, thus
bringing the total energy levels of the various subsystems down to minimal levels.

A SEA model is also suggested for two non-conservatively coupled subsystems, which
accounts for the dissipation of energy at the joint. A modification to the main SEA energy
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balance equation is then proposed through the introduction of a set of “coupling damping
loss factors” which describe the relationship between the energy dissipated at the joints
and the subsystem energy levels. Finally, the results presented here show that the presence
of coupling damping will affect the in situ values for loss factors obtained using the power
injection method, leading to overestimated results, which is in agreement with the results
obtained by using the approach presented by Cuschieri and Sun [13]. Furthermore, when
coupling damping is ignored, the energy levels obtained by inverting the main SEA
equations will be overestimated when the coupling damping is of the same order as the
internal damping of the subsystems, which agrees well with the results of Fahy and Yao
[6]. Therefore the inclusion of coupling damping loss factors would seem necessary in order
to obtain reasonably accurate results in such cases.

2. THEORY

The basic approach used here is based on energy flow receptances, the aim being to write
the response of a complex built-up system in terms of the responses of each individual
subsystem and the properties of the joints. Hence, the expressions for the displacements
of the joints are related to the displacements of the uncoupled elements through the Green
functions of each individual subsystem and the properties of the joints. These expressions
are then used to establish exact expressions for the energy flows through the various joints,
the input power to each subsystem due to loading, the dissipated power due to coupling
damping and the energy level of each individual subsystem.

Consider N subsystems and M point couplings, each of which comprises a spring and
a damper, and the ends of which are connected together at the points labelled A and B
respectively, as shown in Figure 1. Let {Y}a and {Y)sbe the displacements of the ends
A and B from their mean positions due to forcing, and let {¥}x, and {Y}s be the
displacements of the ends A and B that would arise due to forcing alone in the absence
of the couplings. Furthermore, let {¥}au and {¥}sy be the displacements of the ends A
and B due to the relative displacements between the ends A and B of the system while
coupled, but excluding the effects of external forcing. These quantities are given by

{Y}AU = [A]A({ Y}BU - {Y}AU) and {Y}BU = [A]B({ Y}AU - {Y}BU), (1, 2)

where [4]ais a matrix of uncoupled subsystem Green functions and complex coupling
strength products such as Q,g,(x;, x) where the Q, of each coupling is given Q; = K, + iy;
@, and where the K; and y, are, respectively, the spring and damper strength of the ith

A A
(1)
K,
K
A B

(2

Ky Y2
M
B B

)

Figure 1. Three, damper and spring coupled, multi-modal subsystems.
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coupling. Here g.(x, x) is the Green function that relates the displacement of subsystem
a at x; due to a unit harmonic force applied at the point x when uncoupled from all other
subsystems.

When the external forces and the relative displacement between the ends are superposed,
then the overall displacements of the ends A and B of the system are given by

W= {Vho— MWV~ (Vo) and  {¥}o = (Voo [A1a({V}a — { P}o).

. (3.4
Solving these two equations simultaneously gives the total displacements of the ends A
and B of the couplings in terms of the displacements of the uncoupled systems and their
properties,

-1 Y} ao
(Yha= (00 + [A}B)HAJA][[%] [,B‘H{i y” ©
and
—1 Yiao
{Y}e = [[41s| (1] + [A]A)][[l[)o]] [1[)(;]—']{§ Y%Bo}’ ©
where
[D] = [I1+ [A]a + [4]s. @

These expressions for the total displacements are the same as those derived by Keane [1],
but here a complex coupling strength is used which includes contributions for both the
coupling springs and dampers. Notice that in the case of weak coupling the elements of
[4]a and [4]s will be small compared to unity. In this case the vector of displacements { ¥}
is approximately equal to the vector of displacements in the uncoupled situation, {¥}ao,
since in this case the coupling has very little effect on the total displacements. The condition
|D| = 1 can therefore be used as a criterion for weak coupling.

The analysis next proceeds by finding expressions for the energy flows and energy levels
of each subsystem when the system is subject to random forcing.

3. ENERGY FLOWS AND LEVELS

Energy flows can be determined from the product of force and velocity at the ends of
the couplings. Since the forcing considered is random in nature, the analysis is carried out
in the frequency domain. Hence, the energy flow spectra will be derived in terms of the
spectral densities of the forcing, which are assumed to be ergodic random processes with
specified spectral densities.

Let Hcoura: be the power that enters coupling i at end A and let Heoups: be the power
that enters coupling 7 at end B. Obviously, those two quantities are not equal in magnitude
because of the energy dissipation within the coupling. If the energy dissipated within the
ith coupling damper is denoted by IIn then, from the energy balance of the coupling, it
can easily be concluded that

Hpei = Heoveai + 1T COUPB; (8
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3.1. ENERGY FLOWS THROUGH THE COUPLING SYSTEMS

It has been shown by Beshara et al. [9] that the expression for the energy flow Mcoupai
from the end A of coupling system i, which comprises a spring and a viscous damper, can
be given in the frequency domain in terms of the cross-spectral densities of the
displacements at the two ends of the coupling by

Heovpai = Re{iginYAiYBi(w)} + yinSYAiYAi (). ©

It is also well known that the cross-spectral density Sy, y,(®w) is given by
limy, o[ Y&(w) Yu:(w)] 27/T, and this means that in order to obtain the vector of energy
flows {IIcoura:}, only the diagonal elements of the product {¥}#{¥}} and the product
{Y}x{Y}X need be considered. The first is written in terms of the displacements of the
uncoupled system, i.e., due to external forcing alone, as

T spaq[ 21101 Tl
{(YIx{Y}5 = [(1] + [4]s) ”A]A]l: [0] [D]vl:l {{Y}ﬁko}

x {{Y}ZOI{Y}ﬁo}[[I[)g]_ ; ,[)‘” (4181 Q7] + LT (10)

A similar expression can be produced for the product {Y}%{Y}i. As has been mentioned
earlier, the aim of this analysis is to find expressions for the energy flows in terms of the
responses of the uncoupled problem, {Y}a, and {¥}g, which can then be written in terms
of the Green functions of the individual subsystems and the forcing functions acting on
these subsystems. If end A of coupling i is connected to subsystem a at x;, then the
displacement at the point of coupling due to a forcing function F, (x, t) which acts on this
subsystem while uncoupled is given by

Yao = J 8a(Xi, X)Fo(x, 1) dx, (11)

where F,(x, ) gives the spatial distribution of the forcing acting on this subsystem (which
is assumed to be a random function of time). If the forcing is separable in space and time,
such that F,(x, 1) = F,(¢)f.(x), this relation can be written as

Yaoi = Fa(t) J ga(xi, x)ﬁ,(x) dx. (12)

Yg can be defined similarly. Hence, the vector of the displacements of the uncoupled
system, in terms of the Green functions of the individual subsystems and the external
forcing, is given by

{QL} = [e/1{F), a3

{¥}no

where the matrix [gf] contains the integrals for the Green functions and forces of the
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individual subsystems taken over the subsystems. Each column corresponds to one
subsystem, with the upper half corresponding to the ends A of the coupling systems and
the lower half to the ends B. Hence,

{%%}{{ V3ol {Y}h} = [e/1¥(Seellg /17, (14)

where [Sir] is the matrix of the various cross-spectra of the forces acting on the various
subsystems. The product {¥}%{Y}§ can then be written in terms of the spectral densities
of the forcing as

T * o1 o J*

x [gf]*[SFF][gf]T[Ufg]_ | ,[)‘H (AT A7) + [AIT" (1)

Similarly,
v N 10 (U
(V)£ {Y}L =[] + [4]s) I[A]X][ [0] [D]—:]

X [2/1¥(Sw] [gfr[“[’g]' r g?] (2] + (AT AT (16)

When the forces on the different subsystems are incoherent, the matrix [Sg] is diagonal
and the following equation is then valid:

[e/T*[Sk)gfT = Z [ef1% g/ 1Sk, a7

Hence, the energy flow from end A of the ith coupling can be written in terms of the
spectral densities of the forcing on each subsystem as

N
Heovpai = Z HaiwSrar, (18)

a=1
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where

Haa = Re{ini[([I] + [410)*] [A]:f][[?g] | [ 1[)(}]_.] ]

x L8/ 1 e/T [[”{’3] r l[f]]] AT 71 + [A]A)]T].

i

+ viwz[mn + 1AL [Am[“fg]_ r ,g?] ]

< [e/ 1 e/T [[“[)3] r l[)‘” [ + [A]n)l[A]A]T] } (19)

Here H.ai, is the energy flow receptance from end A of the ith coupling due to forcing on
the ath subsystem. If the end A of the ith coupling is not directly connected to the ath
subsystem, the energy flow will be indirectly caused by the couplin gs between the various
different subsystems.

In cases in which the forcing is not spatially separable within the individual subsystem
but is still incoherent between subsystems, then

lef1¥g/T: = ﬂ 8 (x1, X)8u(Xm, ¥)fuua(x, ) dx dy, (20)

where f.,(x, y) is then the spatial distribution of the forcing function over subsystem a.
In the case of “rain-on-the-roof” driving, f.(x, y) is given by Ja(x,y) = d(x — y)(o/M)
(p is the density and M is the mass); while in the case of point driving at xo,
Jaa(X, ¥)'= 0(x — x0)8(y — x,). If the previous double integral is denoted by [Q]., then the
receptance Ha, may be written as,

_rels [ o
HA,-H_RC{I(UQ:‘ [[(UH—[A]B) I[A]A][ [0] [D]‘l] ]

i

<10l [m}] r ,g‘;]] (AT 1] + [A]A)]T]A + yin[[(UH[A]B)*I[Am[w[(}]" E },‘” ]

i

1 [0 T T

i

Similarly, the energy flows from the ends B of the ith coupling system can be written as

N
I eoues, = Z HyioSk,r,, 22)

a=1

where Hyp, is the energy flow receptance from end B of the ith coupling system due to



102 M. BESHARA AND A. J. KEANE

forcing on subsystem g, and is given by the expression

s = Re{ini [[[A]E“I([I] ¥ [Am[“gg]‘ E },‘” ]

(D]~ [0] T 1 [ |
x [l [[ 0] (DI ] [([A4]s + UDI[A]a] J + yiw {[[A]s |1+ 14 )][ [0] [D]*l] 1

72) I ) [ (P T
X[Q]a[[ (0] [D]_l} (L4381 (U] + [4]0)] ]} (23)

The dissipated power within the ith coupling system is then just

N
Ipe; = Z (Haia + Hsio)Sk,r, - (24)

a=1

3.2. INPUT POWER

The input power due to forcing on subsystem « is calculated from the product of the
force applied to the subsystem and velocity at the point of application and is given in the
frequency domain by

Mo = Re{f — i YF (X)F,(0) fo(x) dx} = Im{ J Y.(xX)F () fi(x) dx}, (25)

where Y,(x) is the total displacement at the point x on subsystem @, which is equal to the
displacement due to the external forcing acting directly on subsystem a plus the
displacement due to the forces acting on the subsystem through the couplings directly
connected to it. The input power due to external forcing acting directly on subsystem a
is given by

Do = — o Im{ﬂ 8a(Xi, %)) fua (X1, ;) dx; dX;}SF,.Fn, (26)

where the forces acting on subsystem a are again assumed to be incoherent. The input
power due to all the couplings with the other subsystems is given by

M M
HlN{u‘= —wlm{i Z z

I=1m

Q D]lm jj ga(-x xl)ga(xma y) frm(x y) dx dy}SFnFa’ (27)

where the summations are preceded by “ — * if the two ends of the coupling at x; and x,,
are both A or both B ends, and preceded by “ +  if they are one A and one B (note that
if a coupling / or m is not directly connected to subsystem a, the relevant terms in the
summations are set to zero: i.e., g(x, x;) = 0 if coupling / is not directly coupled to
subsystem a, etc.). The input power into subsysiem a is thus given by

I, = HinaSEr, (28)
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where the input energy flow receptance is

Hyno= —w Im{fj 8u(xi, X5) fis (X1, X;) dx;, dx;

+ Y ¥ Dl fj 8a(X, X)8a(Xm, ¥) fua(x, y) dx dy} (29)
I=1m=1 a

3.3. ENERGY LEVELS

If the vector of powers leaving the subsystems is denoted by {our}, then this vector
can be related to the vector of the energies flowing through the coupling systems at the
ends A and B

by the relation

_ {Icoura}
{Mour} = [CON]{m}. 30)

The elements of the connectivity matrix [CON] are either 1 or 0, and indicate the presence
or absence of a direct coupling between two subsystems. Hence the energy dissipated
within each subsystem due to damping can easily be deduced from the energy balance for
each subsystem as

{HDISS} = {IIn} — {HOUT}~ 3n

Finally, the energy levels for each subsystem can be related to the energy dissipated due
to damping by the well known relation

{E} = [l {IToiss}, (32)

where [c] is the diagonal matrix of damping constants for each subsystem, the damping
of each subsystem being assumed to be viscous and mass proportional

4. STATISTICAL ENERGY ANALYSIS MODELS

According to the preceding deterministic analysis, all the energy flows in a coupled
system can be written in terms of the spectral densities of the driving forces acting on each
subsystem as

Ulcovra} = [Hal{Ser,},  {Hcourn} = [Hal{Sk,,}, (33, 34)
_ [Ha]
(Mo} = [CON][[ HB]J{S&F”}, 35)

{Hour} = [Hour] {See }. (36)
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Here Ha; and Hy; are the receptances describing the energies that leaves ends A and B,
respectively, of coupling idue to forcing applied on subsystem j. Likewise, Hour; describes
the energy that leaves subsystem i due to forcing on subsystem j. Also, the vector of power
input to each subsystem can be related to the forcing spectra as

{HIN} = [HIN]{Sﬁ;,Fa}, (37)

where [Hw] is a diagonal matrix of dimensions N x N. Hence, the vector of dissipated
power within each subsystem can be written as

{Hmss} = [[HIN] - [HOUT]]{SF,,F,,}' (38)
Clearly, the vector of forcing spectra can be related to the subsystem energy levels by
{8k} = [IHN] + [Howtl] ' {Tmiss} = [[Hix] — Hour]] ' [¢{E}, (39)

and this allows the energy flow vectors and the input power vector to be written in terms
of the energy levels vector, by

{HCOUPA} = [HA][[HIN] - [HOUT]]—I[C]{E} and {HCOUPB} = [Hp]{[Hi~]
— [Houtll'[c]{E}, (40, 41)

or
{HCOUPA} = [BA][C]{E} and {HCOUPB} = [ﬁB][C]{E} 42)
Also
{ITour} = [Houtl[[Hi] + [Hour]] ' [c]{E} or  {lour} = [a][c]{E]}. (43)

Now, obviously,

- [Ba
[a] = [CON][[ﬁB]]’ 44
or, alternatively,
Oy = f CONyfaw + y CON i+ my P (45)
so that, finally,
{In} =[] + [e]l[c){E}. (46)

Here [a] and [fs] are matrices of dimension M x N, where f;¢; denotes the constant of
proportionality between the energy flowing from end A of coupling 7 and the energy level
of subsystem j. Also, fis;c; denotes the constant of proportionality between the energy
flowing from end B of coupling / and the energy level of subsystem j. Notice that, in
general, the energy leaving coupling system i at either end is related to the energy level
of all subsystems comprising the complete system, and not only those two to which it is
directly connected. Similarly, oy;c; denotes the constant of proportionality between the
power leaving subsystem i and the energy level of subsystem j. In general, the energy
leaving any subsystem i is related to the energy levels of all subsystems—not only the
subsystems to which the coupling is directly connected.
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Ty on;E;
—» E; n; f——pe

on;E; l T on;E;

on;E; l T on;E;

Ty, onE;

Figure 2. An energy flow model for two spring coupled subsystems.

5. CONSERVATIVE COUPLING AND SEA

For the case of conservative coupling, where all the 7, in the previous analysis are zero,
itis clear that the sum of the input powers to the whole system must be dissipated through
the internal damping of each subsystem. This means that the sum of the vector {ITour}
over the N subsystems must also be zero and so the sum of the elements of each column
of the matrix [¢] must be zero. This leads to

N
0(,~,»=—Zocﬁ, l=l,,N (47)

J#Fi

When equation (47) is substituted into equation (46), an exact set of linear equations
similar in structure to the well known SEA energy balance equations can be recovered,
where the input power to subsystem i in terms of the energy levels of the various subsystems
is given by

N
i = ¢ Ei — z (e Ei — oy, Ey). (48)

J#i

In the fundamental hypothesis of SEA, ensemble averages are taken over broadly similar
systems which differ from each other in some minor way. Since all the processes involved
are assumed to be ergodic these ensemble averages are usually assumed to be identical to
the averages taken on one realization over a frequency bandwidth centred at the frequency
of interest (here average quantities are denoted ~). It may be recalled that, in SEA theory,
two subsystems i and j coupled together are modelled as shown in Figure 2. The ensemble
average of energy flow from subsystem i to subsystem j, 1y, is assumed to be related only
to the ensemble average of the energy levels of subsystems i and jthroug h what are known
as coupling loss factors by the relation

Py -
i

1y = wnyk; — ok (49)
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and the main energy balance equation for conservative coupling then becomes

ﬁmi = (1)7],‘E,‘ -+ Z (Q)ﬂyéz - w”ljiE})- (50)

J#i

It is clear that when an ensemble average is taken in equation (48), then it will be equivalent
to the SEA equations if and only if

onji = —¢dy. (51)

In general, this equation does not hold, since ¢;d; is the average constant of proportionality
between the power leaving subsystem i and the energy level of subsystem j, and is related
to the properties of a/l of the couplings directly connected with subsystem i rather than
Jjust the one that couples i and j, while —w#, is the constant of proportionality between
the energy flow through the coupling between i and j and the energy level of subsystem
Jj only, and is identical, by definition, to ¢;fas; taking the coupling to be connected with
i at the point A (or to ¢;fus if the coupling is connected with i at the point By). This means
that equation (51) is satisfied if

M M
Bawi(Or Pog) = d; = z CONyPar; + Z CON ik + myPoijs (52)
P

=1 k=1

cf., equations (45) and (46). For a system comprising just two subsystems coupled together,
the terms ¢;d; and wn;wil 1 be identical, but problems arise for a system comprising more
than two subsystems, such as that in Figure 1, and therefore SEA estimates will be in error
even when the coupling loss factors are accurately estimated, either from the physical
details of the couplings or by measurements on the subsystems. Moreover, such errors will
arise whether or not the measurements are made in situ or on pairs of isolated subsystems.
However, for the case of weak coupling, it can be shown that the energy flow through the
coupling between i and j is mainly governed by the energy levels of the subsystems i and
J» and equation (52) is then satisfied with little error, giving the well known result that SEA
estimates tend to be in good agreement with exact results for cases of weak coupling.

6. NON-CONSERVATIVE COUPLING

When dealing with the case of non-conservative coupling, the general set of equations
(42) and (43) is still applicable, but now there is an additional set of equations resulting
from the energy balance at each coupling between the power dissipated in the coupling
dampers and the energy flowing into the ends of the couplings.

In the previous section it was shown that

{IIoc} = [JHal + [[Hs]l{Sr,s,} = [Hocl{Sk,z, }. (53)
and it follows that
{IToc} = [Hocl[[Hw] — [Houtl] ™' [c]{E}, (54)
or
{IIpc} = [T'Y 1{E}, (5%

where [I'] is a matrix of dimension M x N and where ¢;I'; is the constant of proportionality
between the power dissipated in coupling i and the energy level of subsystem j, and is equal
to ¢;(Ba; + Pry). Clearly, the power dissipated in any coupling is, in general, related to the
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Ty, onE;
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o+ ) E; l T on,E;
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—> £ n——

Figure 3. An energy flow model for two damper and spring coupled subsystems.

energy levels of all the subsystems comprising the system and not only to those two to
which it is directly connected.

Energy balance for the overall system requires that the sum of the input powers to all
the subsystems is equal to the sum of the energies dissipated in each subsystem plus the
sum of the energies dissipated in the various couplings. This means that

N

Z {n}i = i {Mpiss}i + é’:l {Hpc}s, (56)

i=1 i=1

TABLE |
Parameter values for the example subsystems

Mass, Length, Rigidity, Damping, Modal
Subsystem M (kg) L (m) AE (MN) c (s overlap factor
i 21-5346 5-182 17-85 8895 0-07
2 17-9872 4-328 17-85 106-4 0-07
3 19-8698 4-781 17-85 93-75 0-07
TABLE 2

Parameter values for the example couplings

A end B end
Strength p A \ . A N
Coupling (N/m) Subsystem Position (m) Subsystem Position (m)
1 861-4 1 0-6094 2 3-047
2 54372 1 5-031 3 4-78

3 653 2 2:227 3 2-0
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which leads to

N M N N M N
Y {How}i= Y {Iock,  or, alternatively, Y N oagE =Y Y IuoE,
i=1 k=1 —

i=1j=1 k=1j=1
(57, 58)
which in turn leads to

N M M N
Yoay=Y Ty forj=1,2,...,N and oy=7Y Iy—Y a3 (59,60)
i=1 k=1

k=1 i#j

so the input power to subsystem i in terms of the energy levels of the subsystems then
becomes

M N N
H[Ni = CiE,‘ =+ ( Z Fki —_ Z OCﬁ)C,'E[ + z OC,'jCjE}'. (61)
k=1

J#i J#i

For the case of weak coupling, the power dissipated in any coupling is again mainly
governed by the energy levels of the two subsystems to which it is directly connected: i.e.,
I'y; is approximately zero if coupling k is not directly connected to subsystem i. Hence,
for weak coupling the following equation is valid with little error:

HDCk = FkngE,- -+ ijCjEj. (62)

Here i and j are the two subsystems directly connected by coupling k. In this case, if M;
is the number of couplings connected to subsystem i, then

M; N
Oii = Z ry— Z Qi (63)
k=1

J#i

By assuming that w{; = ¢;I'x (where the jth subsystem is connected to subsystem i via
coupling k) and introducing equation (51), the energy flow through a non-conservative
coupling system connecting i and j where the coupling is weak is approximately given by

II;= o0y + ()E — onE,. (64)

This result justifies modelling a non-conservative joint between two subsystems i and j
which form part of a complex system in the way illustrated in Figure 3. Here {;are a set
of additional loss factors representing the effects of coupling damping on energy transfer,
which may be referred to as “coupling damping loss factors”, being defined in a similar
way to the normal coupling loss factors. The set of energy balance equations for the case
of weak non-conservative coupling may then be written as

M = on.E; + Y (s + L)E — omky). (65)

J#i

To summarize, for the case of weak coupling, the effect of coupling damping may be
included in SEA through the introduction of a set of coupling damping loss factors which
are defined in a similar manner to the traditional coupling loss factors. The preceding
discussion also shows that, although the general form of the SEA equations may be
recovered deterministically by using formulae for the “coupling loss factors” in terms of
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Figure 4. Variation in Hpci/Hw with wan d y for y2=17y,=0 and “rain-on-the-roof” forcing of
rod 1. s——, 9=100Ns/m; ---, y =1000Ns/m; -+--, 7 = 10000 Ns/m; —-— 7y = 100 000 Ns/m;
=+ —, 71 = 1000000 Ns/m.

the various energy receptances, these factors are heavily dependent on the configuration
of the system and the properties of all the couplings within it. However, in SEA theory,
the coupling loss factor is simply a constant of propotionality between the energy flow in
a coupling and the energy levels of the two subsystems on either side of the coupling: one
of the main ideas behind SEA is to estimate these coupling loss factors for models
consisting of only two subsystems coupled together and then to apply these factors to more
complex sets of subsystems, so as to obtain the energy levels of the various subsystems
based on simply the knowledge of the input powers and estimates of the internal damping
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Figure 5. Variation in Z, with @ and y: for y2 = y: = 0 and “rain-on-the-roof ” forcing of rod 1; key as Figure 4.
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Figure 6. Variation in Hpissi/Hmi with @ and y, for y. = 5 = 0 and “rain-on-the-roof  forcing of rod 1; key
as Figure 4.

of the subsystems; see for example, the book by Lyon [2] or that by Norton [14]. It is clear
from the preceding analysis that, for strong coupling, this will definitely lead to significant
errors no matter with what accuracy the coupling loss factors are determined. However,
for cases of weak coupling an alternative formulation of the normal SEA equations may
be proposed using “coupling damping loss factors” that enables the traditional form of
the SEA equations to be preserved. Moreover, the analysis used here allows for an
assessment of the error that may result from adopting these SEA assumptions, and this
permits the introduction of coupling damping in a way that allows for an assessment of
the magnitude of error that may arise from neglecting such complications in applications
of SEA.

7. EXAMPLES

The theory presented in the previous sections is next illustrated through its application
to two sets of numerical examples. The parameters values adopted here are the same as
those used in a number of previous studies so as to aid comparison of the various results;
seet Tables 1 and 2. The topology of the system is illustrated in Figure 1. In the first set
of examples rod 1 is loaded by unit “rain-on-the-roof” forcing and the damper of coupling
1 is given increasing strength while the other two couplings remain conservative: i.e.,
y2=0=7y;.

In Figure 4 is shown the variation with driving frequency w and coupling damping 7y,
of the ratio of the power dissipated in coupling 1, ITpe,( = Hpe, for unit forcing on just
subsystem 1), to the overall input power to the driven system, ITi(= Hm for unit
forcing). It may be seen that while y, increases, the ratio Hpci/Hin also increases until, at
a certain level of y,, this ratio reaches maximum values in the range 0-6-0-8 for most
frequencies (i.e., except for those which coincide with the natural frequencies of the
undriven rod which is directly connected to the first, driven, rod). This indicates that, for
this level of y,, a significant percentage of the overall power input to the system is dissipated
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Figure 7. Variation in Hoss:/Hi with @ and y, for y2 = y3 = 0 and “rain-on-the-roof > forcing of rod 1; key
as Figure 4.

in the coupling damper, thus minimizing the energy dissipated by the subsystems (although
this does not mean that all the subsystems are at their lowest energy levels). For greater
values of y, the ratio Hpci/Hn decreases again, until it reaches values of the order 102
for large values of coupling damping (and where the coupling is then strong, i.e., |[D| > 1).

This variation may be put into context by plotting the ratio of the longitudinal wave
impedance of the first rod to the impedance of the first joint, Z,. It is then seen that the
value of the damper strength for which the ratio Hpc/Hp is maximized arises for an
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Figure 8. Variation in Hpisss/Hin with w and y, for y» = y3 = 0 and “rain-on-the-roof * forcing of rod 1; key
as Figure 4.
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Figure 9. Variation in Hpci/Hwi with @ and p for y1 = 72, 3 = 0 and “rain-on-the-roof > forcing of rod 1;
key as Figure 4.

impedance ratio around unity; see Figure 5. This result is perhaps not surprising, and
clearly indicates how the distribution of power dissipation between the coupling dampers
and the various subsystems and is significantly affected by the values of damper strength.
Clearly, this distribution could be designed so that most of the input power would be
dissipated in a given damper, thus reducing the power dissipated within the subsystems,
which, being measures of subsystem energy levels, would then take minimum values.
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Figure 10. Variation in Hpco/ Hiv with @ and y; for y; = p», y3 = 0 and “rain-on-the-roof  forcing of rod I;
key as Figure 4.
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Figure 11. Variation in £ Hpci/Hiv with @ and 7: for yi = y2, 93 = 0 and “rain-on-the-roof ” forcing of rod
1; key as Figure 4.

The ratios of the power dissipated within subsystems 1, 2 and 3 to the power input into
the driven subsystem are plotted versus driving frequency for increasing values of v, in
Figures 6-8, respectively. From these figures it may be seen that, for small y,, almost all
of the power injected into subsystem 1 is dissipated within it. Since the coupling in this
case is weak, the power transferred to subsystems 2 and 3 is very small and so are their
resulting energy levels. As y, increases to the point at which Hpci/H is a maximum, the
ratio of the power dissipated in subsystem 1 to the input power, Hpissi/Hin, reaches a
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Figure 12. Variation in Hpissi/Hin With @ and y; for 91 = 2, y3 = 0 and “rain-on-the-roof * forcing of rod 1;
key as Figure 4.
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minimum level. The remaining input power is dissipated within the other subsystems.
Although this is more than that for the case of weak y,, it should be noted that the power
dissipated within subsystem 2 is still less than for strong y,. Thus, for this example 15-30%
of the overall input power is dissipated in subsystem 1 and 2-20% in subsystem 2 when
y1 = 10 000 Ns/m, while when y, = 100 Ns/m, more than 90% of the overall input power
is dissipated in subsystem 1. Then, when y, = 1 000 000 Ns/m, between 20% and 80% of
the overall input power is dissipated in subsystem 1, with almost all of the remaining power
being dissipated in subsystem 2: i.e., as much as 80% of the total (note that at this strength
the coupling damper acts as an essentially solid link between the two subsystems,
dissipating virtually no power). Finally, the power dissipated in subsystem 3 remains at
very low levels throughout, because it is not strongly coupled with the other subsystems.
These low levels show slight changes with the variation of y,, as might be expected.

In the second set of examples, the coupling damper between subsystems 1 and 3 is set
to have the same magnitude as y,. In Figures 9 and 10 is shown the variation of the power
dissipated in couplings 1 and 2 with frequency w and coupling damping strength y,( = 7,),
respectively, as a ratio of the power input to the driven subsystem. It is seen that the
variation of these ratios with the coupling damping strength has the same qualitative
behaviour as in the previous examples. Furthermore, when these two quantities are added
together to yield the ratio of the overall power dissipated in the dampers of couplings 1
and 2 to the input power, (see Figure 11) it is clear that for certain levels of y, and 7, the
ratio lies in the range 0.6-0.8 for most frequencies. Obviously, at this level of damping
strength, the percentage of input power which is available to be dissipated in the
subsystems via their internal damping will be a minimum and, again, this leads to minimum
total energy levels in the subsystems; see Figures 12-14. It can further be seen from
Figure 14 that the energy levels of subsystem 3 are higher than in Figure 8 because of the
strong direct coupling with the driven subsystem in this case. The energy level of subsystem
2 is slightly reduced from that in the previous example, but has virtually identical
behaviour with changes in driving frequency and damping levels. In other words,
increasing damping in couplings 1 and 2 has changed the distribution of energy between
subsystems 2 and 3, while the qualitative behaviour with variations in the coupling
damping remains unchanged.

Finally, it is worth noting that adding damping only to the coupling between subsystems
2 and 3 has no discernible effect on the energy levels of the three subsystems (the variations
being in the eighth decimal place). This obviously arises because the driven subsystem is
then only weakly coupled to the other two despite the changes to ys.

To summarize, this brief study shows that in vibration control problems the distribution
of input power which arises from external driving forces can readily be controlled by
adding damping in the couplings directly connected to the driven system, as expected. This
work further illustrates the well known method of tackling vibration transmission
problems in complex built-up systems by adding damping in the joints near the driving
points. Obviously, more detailed studies might reveal the most appropriate levels for such
damping by looking at the problem as one in optimization, where the set of coupling
damping levels in the various joints of the structure were selected so as to satisfy design
requirements of minimal energy levels in any of the various subsystems.

8. SEA MODELLING

Next, the coupling damping loss factors which were introduced in equation (65) are
evaluated deterministically for the case of weak coupling. Note, however, that the factors
to be dealt with here are for just one realization and are more properly termed Energy
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Figure 13. Variation in Hoiss/Hi with @ and y; for y1 = y2, y3 = 0 and “rain-on-the-roof ” forcing of rod 1
key as Figure 4.

Flow Coefficients (EFCs), as defined by Freds [15] (it was shown by Fredd that the EFCs
tend towards the CLFs at high frequencies and therefore the results obtained give a
reasonable estimate of the magnitude of the coupling loss factors). In Figures 15-17 are
shown the values of #; and {; calculated for the system illustrated in Figure 1, where the
parameters are chosen so that the coupling remains weak and equaion (65) is valid. It is
clear from the figures that the coupling damping loss factors have high levels compared
to the traditional coupling loss factors and therefore cannot simply be ignored.
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Figure 14. Variation in Hpissy/Hin With o and ; for 31 = 72, 73 = 0 and “rain-on-the-roof > forcing of rod 1;
key as Figure 4.
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Figure 15. Variation in #u(- - *), ga(- - -), {i(~-=) and {a(—) with @ for y1=7:=y3 = I Ns/m.

The power injection method [16] has been suggested for measuring in situ the loss and
coupling loss factors used in SEA. In this approach, power is injected to each subsystem
in turn and energy levels are determined for each case. Energy balance equations may then
be set up and inverted to determine the loss and coupling loss factors. Recently, Cuschieri
and Sun [13] have suggested a variation of the power injection method in which the
dissipation and coupling loss factors of a machine structure were estimated for both
conservatively and non-conservatively coupled subsystems. However, for weakly coupled
problems where the system involved contains dissipative joints, it is clear from comparing
equations (50) and (65) that although the estimated coupling loss factors will be accurate,
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Figure 16. Variation in ni(: - ), #a(- - =), {is(~-~) and {(—) with w for yy=7. =y =1 Ns/m.
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Figure 17. Variation in #x(- - -), #3a(- - -), {a(—- =) and {s(—) with o for yi=y, = y: = 1 Ns/m.

the values of the damping loss factors will, in fact, be the total loss factors 7, = #; + Z;.; {4,
which include the contribution of the dissipation at the joints [17].

Numerous techniques are available for the experimental measurement of damping loss
factors, such as the reverberation decay technique and the steady-state energy flow
technique; see, for example, the book by Norton [14] for more details. If the power
injection method is applied to measure the coupling loss factors in situ while the loss
factors are estimated independently by any of the aforementioned techniques, it is of
interest to find out the effects of ignoring the coupling damping loss factors on the energy
levels estimated by using the main energy balance equations. In Figures 18-20 are shown
the energy levels of subsystem 1, 2 and 3, respectively, due to “rain-on-the-roof” forcing
of subsystem 1 calculated directly and also by ignoring the coupling damping loss factors
in the main energy balance equations (in both cases for small damping levels in the
couplings (1 Ns/m) compared to the internal damping level of the subsystems). It is clear
that the error in the estimated energy levels of the three subsystems is very small and can
be ignored, which is perhaps as expected. However, for moderate levels of damping in
the couplings (1000 Ns/m), for which the damping level is significant compared to the
internal damping but for which the couplings are still weak, these errors increase
significantly, and it then clear from Figures 21-23 that the estimated energy levels of the
three subsystems are considerably higher than the actual levels, which suggests that
coupling damping loss factors should be included in the analysis in order to obtain
reasonably accurate results.

9. IN SITU DETERMINATION OF LOSS, COUPLING LOSS AND COUPLING DAMPING
LOSS FACTORS

In a system of the type considered here, comprising N subsystems and M couplings, there
are N loss factors, N(N — 1) coupling loss factors and 2M coupling damping loss factors

which need to be determined. In the most general case in which all of the subsystems are
interconnected, then M = N(N — 1)/2, and in this case the total number of unknowns is
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Figure 18. Variation in E; calculated exactly ( )} and by ignoring coupling damping (- - - -) with w for
y1=7= 7= 1 Ns/m and “rain-on-the-roof ”” forcing of rod 1 (curves identical).

(2N* — N). As has already been noted, for weakly coupled problems with coupling
damping, the SEA energy balance equations may be written as

Owi= onEi+ Y (0@ + ()E — oniBy),  i=1,N, (66)
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Figure 19. Variation in E; calculated exactly (——) and by ignoring coupling damping (- - - -) with @ for
y1=1792=7;=1Ns/m and “rain-on-the-roof > forcing of rod 1 (curves identical).
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and

ﬁDCk = COCijE + wCﬁE‘j, k=1, M,

119

) and by ignoring coupling damping (- - - -) with w for

(67)

where in this last equation i and j refer to the two subsystems directly connected through

coupling k.

In order to determine the various loss factors in situ, the power injection method is often
used, in which each subsystem is excited in turn and the energy levels of the various
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y1 =72 = y3 = 1000 Ns/m and “rain-on-the-roof » forcing of rod 1.

calculated exactly (——) and by ignoring coupling damping (- - - -) with o for
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Figure 22. Variation in E: calculated exactly (——) and by ignoring coupling damping (- - - -) with w for
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subsystems are then measured. This allows N? equations to be set up describing the energy
balances of the N subsystems. Obviously, for non-conservatively coupled subsystems, these
equations are generally not sufficient to determine all of the N? + 2M loss, coupling loss
and coupling damping loss factors. The only way in which it is possible to find these
additional quantities is by measuring the power dissipated at each joint for each case of
excitation, so that an additional M x N equations can be constructed and the overall
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Figure 23. Variation in £ calculated exactly (——) and by ignoring coupling damping (- - - -) with o for
y1=72= 7= 1000 Ns/m and “rain-on-the-roof ” forcing of rod 1.
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number of equations (N> + N x M) is then always sufficient to determine the unknowns
using a standard least squares method.

In practice, it is not usually possible to measure the energy dissipated at each joint.
However, if n/ = ; + Z, ., {; denotes the dissipation loss factor subsystem 7, which includes
the effects of dissipation at the joints directly connected to it in addition to the internal
damping, then the power injection method can be used in a way similar to that suggested
by Cuschieri and Sun [13] to determine all of the coupling loss factors 5; and the dissipation
loss factors u;. If the internal loss factors #; are known from other methods, then it is
straight forward to estimate the effect of the joint dissipations ¥, ,, {;as compared to the
internal damping #;, which is dependent only on the subsystem material. However, it
should once again be noted that the individual values of {; may not be found
experimentally except for the case of two subsystems coupled together and where the
internal loss factors are already known.

10. CONCLUSIONS

Energy flow relationships for multiple, non-conservatively coupled subsystems have
been established by using a Green function approach. Deterministic expressions for the
energy flows, energy levels and energy dissipations in the various parts of the overall system
have been given in the frequency domain for both point and “rain-on-the-roof >’ driving.
The effects of changes in coupling damping on the various power receptances have been
illustrated through the use of numerical examples for “rain-on-the-roof” forcing.

It has been shown that the flow of energy around a complex built-up system can be
controlled by adding damping in the joints directly connected to the driven subsystems,
and that the level of damping can be chosen so as to minimize the subsystems’ energy levels
(as is well known in the field of practical vibration control). The model proposed here
allows for the various power receptances to be utilized in such vibration control problems
in a straight forward way.

Next, a SEA model for non-conservatively coupled systems has been suggested. It has
been shown that the energy dissipation at the joints in weakly coupled problems can be
accounted for through the introduction of a set of coupling damping loss factors which
describe the relationship between the energy dissipated at the joints and the energy levels
of the subsystems on either side of these joints. Expressions for these coupling damping
loss factors have been given in terms of the various power receptances, along with the loss
and coupling loss factors.

It has been shown that the power injection method can be used to obtain the coupling
loss factors and the total subsystem internal loss factors. These latter quantities include
the internal loss factors, which depend on the subsystem material and the sum of the
coupling damping loss factors of all couplings directly connected to the subsystem.
Moreover, if the values of the internal loss factors have already been determined, the power
injection method then allows an estimate to be made of the significance of the coupling
damping loss factors in a problem and of the errors which would result from ignoring
damping in the joints when using the traditional SEA equations. It has also been shown
that individual coupling damping loss factors cannot be determined experimentally unless
the energy dissipated at each joint is measured separately, which may be difficult in
practice.

Finally, it is worth emphasizing that the SEA model suggested in this work for
non-conservatively coupled systems is valid only for weakly coupled problems. The use
of SEA models for strongly coupled systems with coupling damping needs further study
and lies outside the scope of this paper. Nevertheless, the results presented here may be
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of interest to those interested in the experimental side of SEA because they illustrate some
of the possible effects of coupling damping on such work.
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