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The von Karman plate theory of large deformations is applied to express the strains, which are then
used in the constitutive equations for magnetoelectroelastic solids. The in-plane electric and magnetic
fields can be ignored for plates. A quadratic variation of electric and magnetic potentials along the
thickness direction of the plate is assumed. The number of unknown terms in the quadratic
approximation is reduced, satisfying the Maxwell equations. Bending moments and shear forces are
considered by the Reissner-Mindlin theory, and the original three-dimensional (3D) thick plate
problem is reduced to a two-dimensional (2D) one. A meshless local Petrov-Galerkin (MLPG) method
is applied to solve the governing equations derived based on the Reissner-Mindlin theory. Nodal points
are randomly distributed over the mean surface of the considered plate. Each node is the centre of a
circle surrounding it. The weak form on small subdomains with a Heaviside step function as the test
function is applied to derive the local integral equations. After performing the spatial MLS approxima-
tion, a system of algebraic equations for certain nodal unknowns is obtained. Both stationary and time-

harmonic loads are then analyzed numerically.

© 2013 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Magnetoelectroelastic (MEE) materials have found much
application as sensors and actuators for the purpose of monitor-
ing and controlling the response of structures. The MEE layers are
frequently embedded into laminated composite plates to control
the shape of plates. The magneto-electric forces give raise to
strains that could reduce the effects of the applied mechanical
load. Hence, advanced structures can be designed using less
material and hence less weight. Pan [1] and Pan and Heyliger
[2] presented analytical solutions for the analysis of simply
supported MEE laminated rectangular plates, under static defor-
mation and free vibration. Recently, Wu et al. [3] extended the
Pagano solution for the three-dimensional (3D) plate problem to
the analysis of a simply supported, functionally graded rectan-
gular plate under MEE loads. Liu and Chang [4] studied the
vibration of a MEE rectangular plate. To the authors’ knowledge,
little work has been carried out on the geometrically nonlinear
problems occurred at large plate deformations. So far, only one
paper [5] is dealing with the nonlinear behaviour of a MEE plate,
where a simplified analytical solution was given for a thin simply
supported MEE plate under a large deformation. The Kirchhoff
plate bending theory with vanishing shear stresses was utilized.
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The conventional von Karman-type nonlinear field equations
for the finite deflection of plates are based on the Kirchhoff-Love
assumption and follow inevitable coupling between in-plane and
bending deformations, which makes analytical solutions difficult.
Therefore, a simplified governing field equation known as the
decoupled Berger equation [6] is also used for geometrically
nonlinear deformation of plates. The Berger equation could be a
fairly good approximation to the corresponding rigorous solution,
provided that the in-plane displacements are constrained at the
boundary [7]. Among the early proposals for analysing the final
deflection of thin plates is the work by Kamiya and Sawaki [8].
The first finite element analysis of geometrically nonlinear plate
behaviour using a Mindlin formulation was given by Pica et al. [9].
The boundary element method (BEM) was applied by Lei et al. [10]
in the geometrically nonlinear analysis of laterally loaded isotropic
plates, taking into account the effect of transverse shear deforma-
tion. A nonlinear analysis of Reissner plates by BEM was given by
Qin [11]. Wen et al. [12] analyzed the post-buckling of Reissner
plates. Recently, a strong formulation with multiquadric radial basis
function was applied to the isotropic Reissner-Mindlin plates with
geometrical nonlinearity [13].

The solution of the boundary or initial boundary value pro-
blems for MEE plates with large deformations requires advanced
numerical methods due to the high mathematical complexity.
Besides the well established finite element method (FEM) and the
BEM [14,15], the meshless methods provide an efficient and
popular alternative to these traditional computational methods.
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Focusing only on nodes or points instead of elements used in the
conventional FEM, meshless approaches have certain advantages.
The elimination of shear locking in thin walled structures by FEM
is difficult and the developed techniques are less accurate. The
moving least-square (MLS) approximation ensures C! continuity
which satisfies the Kirchhoff hypotheses. The continuity of the
MLS approximation is given by the minimum between the
continuity of the basis functions and that of the weight function.
So continuity can be tuned to a desired degree. Previous results
showed excellent convergence for linear problems [16-18], how-
ever, up to now the formulation has not been applied to large
deflection of MEE plate problems. Recently, new class of hybrid/
mixed finite elements, denoted as HMFEM-C, was developed for
modelling two-dimensional (2D) problems in MEE materials [19].
These elements were based on assuming first the independent
strain, electric and magnetic fields, and then collocating them
with the strain, electric and magnetic fields derived from the
primal variables (mechanical displacement, electric and magnetic
potentials) at certain selected points inside each element. The
newly developed elements showed significantly higher accuracy
than the primal elements for the electric, magnetic as well as the
mechanical variables, comparable to the accuracy from the
meshless approach [19]. Up to date, however, these hybrid finite
elements have not been applied to plate bending problems.

One of the most rapidly developed meshfree methods is the
meshless local Petrov-Galerkin (MLPG) method [20]. The MLPG
method has attracted much attention in the past decade and it
has been successfully applied also to plate problems [21-24]. The
modelling of piezoelectric plates has been done by the MLPG too
[25,26].

This paper proposes a nonlinear (or large-deformation) model
for the MEE thick plate under a static and time-harmonic
mechanical load and a stationary electromagnetic load. It is the
first effort to develop the meshless method based on the local
Petrov-Galerkin weak-form to solve dynamic problems for thick
MEE plates under a large deformation described by the Reissner—
Mindlin theory. The electric and magnetic field components are
assumed to be zero in the in-plane directions of the plate. A quadratic
power-expansion of the electric and magnetic potentials in the
thickness direction of the plate is considered. The bending moment,
normal and shear force expressions are obtained by integration
through the plate for the considered constitutive equations. The
Reissner-Mindlin governing equations of motion are subsequently
solved for a time-harmonic plate bending problem. The Reissner-
Mindlin theory reduces the original 3D thick plate problem to a 2D
problem. In our meshless method, nodal points are randomly
distributed over the neutral plane of the considered plate. Each node
is the centre of a circle surrounding this node. The weak form on the
small subdomains with a Heaviside step function as the test function
is applied to derive local integral equations. Applying the Gauss
divergence theorem to the weak form, the local boundary-domain
integral equations are derived. The nonlinear terms occurred in the
normal and shear forces are considered iteratively in the full-load
algorithm. After performing the spatial MLS approximation, a system
of algebraic equations for certain nodal unknowns is obtained.
Numerical examples are presented and discussed to show the
accuracy and the efficiency of the present method.

2. Local integral equations for magnetoelectroelastic plates

We consider a plate of total thickness h with homogeneous
MEE material properties with its mean surface occupying the
domain Q in the plane (x4,x3). The axis x3=z is perpendicular to
the mid-plane (Fig. 1) with the origin at the bottom of the plate.

Fig. 1. Sign convention of bending moments and forces for a plate.

The Cartesian coordinate system is introduced such that the
bottom and top surfaces of plate is placed in the plane z=0 and
z=Nh, respectively. Using the von Karman theory of large deflec-
tion of plates described by the Reissner-Mindlin theory, the
Lagrangian strain displacement relations are given by Pica et al.
[9] and Azizian and Dawe [27]:

1
£11(X,X3,T) = Ug,1 +(Z—20)W1,1(X,T) + 5 (W3,1(X,7))?,
1
£22(X,X3,T) = Vo2 +(Z—20)W2,2(X,T) + 5 (W32(X,7))?,
1 1
£12(X3,7) = 5 (o2 +V0.1) + 5 (2=20) [W1,,(X. D) + W21 (X, 7))

1
+ 5 W3 1(X,T)W32(X,7),

2
&13(X,7) = [W1(X, 1) +wW3,1(X,7)]/2,
£23(X,7) = [Wa(X,7)+ W3 2(X,7)]/2. M

where zp indicates the position of the neutral plane. For a
homogeneous plate it is located in the geometrical mid-plane.
In-plane displacements in x;- and x,-directions are denoted by uq
and v,. Rotations around x»- and x;-axes are denoted by w; and
w,, and ws is the out-of-plane deflection.

The constitutive equations for the stress tensor, electrical
displacement and magnetic induction of the MEE materials are
given by Nan [28]:

0ij(X,X3,T) = Cijia€ki(X, X3, T) =€ Er (X, X3, 1) —diii Hi (X, X3, T), )
Dj(X,X3,T) = €ji&(X,X3,7) + Njk Er(X,X3,7) + o Hye (X,X3,T), 3)
Bj(X,x3,7) = djti&ri(X,X3,T) + 0k E (X,X3,7) + P Hi(%,X3,7), 4

where {¢;,E;,H;} is the set of the secondary field quantities (strain,
intensity of electric field, intensity of magnetic field) which are
expressed in terms of the gradients of the primary fields, i.e., the
elastic displacement vector, electric potential, and magnetic
potential {u;¢,)/}. Finally, the elastic stress tensor, electric dis-
placement, and magnetic induction vectors {c;;D;,B;} form the set
of the fields conjugated to the secondary fields {e;E;H;}. The
constitutive equations correlate these two sets of fields in con-
tinuum media including the multi-field interactions.

The plate thickness is assumed to be small as compared to its
in-plane dimensions. The normal stress ¢33 is then vanishing in
comparison with other normal stresses. Assuming also that the
MEE materials process certain material symmetry, one can
formulate the plane-deformation problems [29]. For instance,
for the poling direction along the positive x3-axis the constitutive
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Eqgs. (2)-(4) are reduced to the following matrix forms:

o1 tm ¢z 0 0 O e 0 0 ey
0 2 ¢2 0 0 O &0 0 0 exn
gi2|=1]0 0 c6 O 0 2¢e12 -] O 0 0
013 0 0 0 Css 0 2&13 €15 0 0
073 0 0 0 0 cCyq 2693 0 e5s O
0 0 dxn
E1 0 0 d32 H]
x|E2|—=]| O 0 0 H,
E3 dis O 0 Hs
0 d15 0
én
€22 E] H]
=C|2¢e |-L|Exy |-K|H2 |, (5)
2¢e13 E3 HJ
2&y3
&1
D1 0 0 0 €15 0 €22 h]] 0 0
Dy | = 0 0 0 O €15 2¢12 |+ O I’lzz 0
Ds e3; e 0 0 0 2¢&13 0 0 h33
2¢73
E, o 0 0 7[H;
x|Ea|+]| 0 o O H,
E5 0 0 0633] Hs;
&n
€22 Eq Hq
=G| 22 |[+H|E | +A|H2 |, (6)
2¢13 E3 Hs
283
AP
B4 0 0 0 d15 0 €22 011 0 0
B,|=|0 0 0 O dis| |22+ 0 o O
B3 d31 d32 0 0 0 2813 0 0 o33
_2823_
Eq Yu 0 0 7[H:1]
x|Ex|+] 0 7y, O H,
Es 0 0 1y |Hs]
én
€22 E] H]
=R|2¢12 |+A|Ex |+M | H2 |. 7)
2¢13 Es H;
263

The vector Maxwell’s equations in quasi-static approximation
are satisfied if the electric and magnetic fields are expressed as
gradients of the scalar electric and magnetic potentials ¢(x,t) and
Y(x,7), respectively [29]:

Ei=-¢; ®)

Hi=-y ;. 9

Since the plate is relatively thin, the in-plane electric and
magnetic fields can be ignored, i.e.,, Ey=E;=0 and H;=H,=0
according Liu and Chang [4]. It is reasonable to further assume
that (|D1‘1 , D22})<< ‘D3‘3| [30] and (‘Bl,l ‘,‘32'2‘) < |B3‘3|. Then, the
Maxwell equations are reduced to

D33 =0, (10)

B33 =0. n

The electric and magnetic potentials in the plate are assumed
to be varying quadratically in z direction:

— — 2
$x.2,1) = fox D)+ 1 (D2 + 07 (52) (12)

z—Z Z—2Z0\ 2
PXZT) = Yo (X D)+ (X D) 2+ (X D) (TO) . (13)
Substituting potentials (12) and (13) into the electrical dis-
placement and magnetic induction expressions (6) and (7),
one gets

D3(x,z,7) = €31 {Uo,l +W1,1(X,T)(2—20) + %(W&l)z]

1
+es32 {Uo,z +W22(X,T)(2—20) + 5 (W3,2)2}

—hs3 w —2hss3 ¢2(Xv‘f)z_zo —0i33 w

2
—2oc33n//2(x,r>zg#. (14)
1
B3(x,z,7) = d3; {Uo,l +w1,1(X,T)(2—20) + §(W3,1)2]
1
+ds; [Uo,z +W22(X,T)(2—20) + 5 (W3,2)2}
X,T z—z X,T
—0i33 L](h ) —2033¢,(X,7) h20 —733 7‘/’1(’1 )
20”2, (15)

The remaining nonzero electric and magnetic field compo-
nents are obtained by substituting the potentials (12) and (13)
into Egs. (8) and (9):

E3(X,2,7) = — ‘/’1(;‘-’5) *2¢2(x,1:)z;220 ,
sz = —W —Zlﬂz(xn:)z;zz 2. (16)

One can define the integral quantities such as the bending
moments M,s, normal forces T,z and the shear forces Q, [10] as

h
M“ﬁ:/o O'“g(Z—Zo)dZ,
h
Tz/f: / Oup dz,
Jo

h h
Qazk/o O'u3dZ+/0 O,pW3 g dz, a7

where the Greek indices take values 1,2 and k=5/6 according to
the Reissner plate theory.

Substituting Eqgs. (5) and (16) into the moment and force
resultants (17) allows the expression of the bending moments
M. and shear forces Q, in terms of the rotations, deflection,
electric and magnetic potential coefficients:

h 1
M11(X,T)=/O {Cn{Uo,1+(Z—ZO)W1,1+EW3,1W3,1}

1
+C12 {Vo,z +(Z—2z0)W22 + §W3,2W3,2}
—e31E3—d31H3 }(z—20)dz

h h
=D11wy,1+D1awa o+ 6631¢2 + gdanlﬁzy

h
1
M22(X,‘f)=/0 {C12 {Uo,1+(Z—ZO)W1,1+§W3,1W3,1}

1
+C22 {Vo,z +(Z—2z0)W22 + §W3,2W3,2}
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—enE3—dHs }(z—20)dz
h h
=D1awy,1+Dpw; o+ 6632% +5 ds2 )y,

h
Mi2(X,7) = /0 {Ce6[Uo,2 + V0,1 +(2—20) (W12 +W2 1)

+ws1w3 21} (z—20)dz
=A11(Wi2+wz1), (18)

h
1
Tn(XvT):/O {Cn[Um+(Z—Zo)W1,1+§W3,1W3,1}

1
+C12 {Vo,z +(z—2z0)Wp 2 + §W3,2W3,2} —e31E3—d3 Hs }dZ
1 1
= Cy1hug +ci2hvg +C11h§W3,1W3,1 +ci2h §W3,2W3,2
+e31¢ +ds1yy,

h
1
T22(X,T)=/O {CIZ [uo,l+(Z—Zo)W1,1+jW3,1W3,1}

1
+C2 {Uo‘z +(Z—2zp)W22 + 5 W3,2W3,2} —espE3—dsyHs }dz

1 1
= ciohug 1 +cohvoy +c12h §W3,1W3,1 +ch §W3,2W3,2

+€32(]51 +d32¢1.

h
T12(x,7)= /0 {Ce6[Uo,2 + V0,1 +(z2—Z0)W1,1 + W31 W3 ]}dZ

= Cesh(Uo 2 +V0,1) +CoshWs3 1W3 2, (19)

h
Qix,7)= K/o Css(Wq +ws3 1)dz+(T11ws 1 +T1aws2)

=Cir(Wr+ws 1)+ (T11ws 1 +T12w3)2),

h
Q(x,1)= K/o C4a(Wa +W32)dzZ+(T21W3 1 +T2aws )

= Cok(Wa +ws32)+(T21 w3 1 +T22ws3)2), (20)
where
w? h?
Dll:Cllﬁy D12=C12ﬁ,
x 3
D22=C22ﬁy AIIZCGSﬁv
C] = C55h, Cz = C44h. (21)

Some terms in the normal and shear forces expressions (19)
and (20) are nonlinear since they are given as the products of the
deflection gradients and/or normal stresses with deflection gra-
dients. The governing equations have the following form [25,31]:

M,p.5(%,7)—Q)(%,7) = (X, 1), 22)
QX T)+(Tupws ), +qXT) = [gW3(X,T), 23)
Top p(X,T)+q,(X,7) = Ilinn(X,7), X€ £, (24)

where the linear part of the shear force is given as

Q& = Cyk(Wy +W3 )
and

ph’®

I)\/]:ﬁ, [Q:[)h,

The dots over a quantity indicate differentiations with respect
to time 1. A transversal load is denoted by q(x,7), and q,(x,7)
represents the in-plane loads.

Time-harmonic load is a special case of the general dynamic
analysis. Time variation of physical fields is given by the fre-
quency of excitation w. Then the governing equations for the

amplitudes are given by

Map.5(%,0)—QL(X,0) = —In@? Wy (X,0), (25)
Q. (X, 0) +(TopX0)W3 §(X,0)) , +q(X,0) = —lg?*Ws(X,w),  (26)

Top (X, )+ 0, (X,0) = —lo@ Uyo(X, ), XeQ, 27)

and the additional set of two governing equations is given by
Maxwell equations (10) and (11):

X, X,
e31W1,1(X,m)+e3Wa 2(X,)—2h33 % —2033 % =0,

X, X,
d31w1,1(X,0) +d32 W2, 2(X,0)—2033 (f)z(hz )—2"/33 Vo) 0.

K2
(28)
In the rest of the paper we are interesting in static or harmonic
load of the MEE plates. The governing Eqgs. (25)-(28) represent seven
equations for 11 unknowns (ug,Vo,W1,W2,W3,po /0,01, 1,P2.42). If a
problem is symmetric with respect to the neutral plane, the
unknowns ¢, and ¥/; have to be zero and the final set of unknowns
is reduced to nine. Now, we need two or four additional equations
for a general or symmetric case, respectively. There are two
possibilities to prescribe electromagnetic conditions:

(a) The electric displacement D3 and magnetic induction Bs are
vanishing on both top and bottom surfaces, which gives

1
3 {UO,I +wi1(X,w)(h—2z0)+ §(W3,1 )2}

1
+es {Uo,z +wz2(X,w)(h—20)+ 5 (Wz,z)z}

—h3; Prxw) (ﬁ'w) —2h33¢,(xX,0) h=2 —0l33 @) (z,w)

hZ
h*ZO
—20(331#2()(,(0)7 =0, (29)

dsq [ug,1 +w1,1(X,w)(h—20)] +d32 [Vo,2 + W2 2(X,w)(h—20)]

X, h—z X,
—033 —¢](h ) —2033,(X,0) —5 > V33 l//l(h @)
h
h—z
~25302(0) 0 =0, (30)

with ¢ and y/; being vanishing in the symmetric case.

For the non-symmetric case the electric and magnetic
potentials can be vanishing on the bottom of the MEE plate.
Then, two additional equations are given as

2
Pox @)= (%) P+ drx)(R) =0,

2
Yok )~ (k) R +rx) () =0, a1

In this case the MEE plate is under a mechanical load, and
the electromagnetic potentials are induced in the MEE plate.
Such plates are used as sensors.

(b) Finite values of potentials, ¢ and J/ are prescribed on both
surfaces of the plate or for the non-symmetric case on the
top surface with vanishing values on the bottom. Now, we
need again two or four additional equations. These equations
are obtained by collocating potentials on the plate surfaces:

2
pxh=¢ = ¢0(x)+¢1(x)h_Tzo +¢,(X) <h;lzo> ,

_ _ 2
ox) = = o0 1002 00 (M2 32
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with ¢; and y; being vanishing in the symmetric case,
whilst additional equations on the bottom surface are
assumed for the non-symmetric case:

b 2
Px0)=¢ = (/)o(x)—¢1(x)%) + (%) (zh—o) ,

~ 2
Yx,0) =1 =011 007+, (2) 33)

It should be noted that only stationary electromagnetic con-
ditions can be prescribed, since stationary Maxwell equations are
considered here. The plate under prescribed electromagnetic
potentials is deformed and it is used as an actuator. The electric
displacement and magnetic induction can be prescribed on both
plate surfaces too. Then, in Egs. (29) and (30) on the right-hand
side, prescribed quantities D3 and B3 should be stated.

Instead of writing the global weak-form for the above govern-
ing equations, the MLPG methods construct the weak-form over
local subdomains such as s, which is a small region taken for
each node inside the global domain [20]. The local subdomains
could be of any geometrical shape and size. In the current paper,
the local subdomains are taken to be of the circular shape. The
local weak-form of the governing Egs. (25)-(27) for xi e Q; can be
written as

/ i [Myy5,5(%,0)— QL (X,0) + I w* Wy (X, )W, (X)dQ = 0, (34)

/ ) [Q’a‘a(x,w)+(Toc/;(x,w)w3, 5X,0)) 5 +(X,0) + g *W3(X,0)W*(X)dQ = 0,
a

35)

[ T p00) + 4,00+ I () )W, (302 =0, (36)
Q

where Wj‘;ﬁ(x) and w*(x) are the weight or test functions.
Applying the Gauss divergence theorem to Egs. (34)-(36), one
obtains

/ My(x,owk (x)dl— / M p(X, )W, ,(X)dQ— / QL xowt (x)dQ
Jok ! Jai g o y

+ / MW X, o)W (X)dQ =0, 37)
Q !

/ vQ&(x,w)n‘x(x)w*(x)dF— / _Qg(x,w)w*a(x)dQ+ / ,IQw2w3(x,w)w*(x)dQ
QL o ' Q
+ / o Tp(X,0)W3 g(X,)W*(X)dI"— /Q, Ty (X, )Ws3 p(X, )W (X)dQ

+ / XWX =0, (38)
o

[ Tz, 00dr= [ Tpooms, 0002+ [ g,xoms,m0d2
e o o

oy

+ / Io@*u,o(X, )W (X)dQ =0, (39)
o2

where 6Q. is the boundary of the local subdomain and

M (X,0) = Myg(X,m)np(X)

and

Ty(X,m) = Ta,;(x,a))nﬁ(x)

are the normal bending moment and the traction vector, respec-
tively, and n, is the unit outward normal vector to the boundary
2Q;. The local weak-forms (37)-(39) are the starting point for

deriving local integral equations on the basis of appropriate test
functions. Unit step functions are chosen for the test functions

W5(X) and w*(x) in each subdomain:

W Oyy at X € (25 U 8€) . 1 atx e (2 U 0Q)
X =9 0arxg@uaQy) W= 0arx¢@UaQy) -

(40)

Then, the local weak-forms (37)-(39) are transformed into the
following local integral equations (LIEs):

/ Myx,o)dl— /Q{x(x,w)dsu / Iw,x,@)dQ =0,  (41)
o0l fod (oA

/ ‘Q’a(x,w)na(x)dl"jt/‘Iszwg(x,w)dQ+ / Tou(X,0)Ws o (X,00)dl’
Jogi o Jogi

+ / qx,w)dQ =0, (42)
Ja

/ _Tm(x,a))dl"+/_qm(x,co)dQ+/vIszuao(x,co)dQ:0. (43)
o q a

In the above local integral equations, the trial functions for
rotations w,(X,w), transversal displacements ws(Xx,®) and electro-
magnetic potential parameters, are chosen as the moving least-
squares (MLS) approximations over a number of nodes randomly
spreading within the domain of influence.

3. Numerical solution

In general, a meshless method uses a local interpolation to
represent the trial function with the values (or the fictitious
values) of the unknown variable at some randomly located nodes.
The moving least-squares (MLS) approximation [32,33] used in
the present analysis may be considered as one of such schemes.
According to the MLS method [20], the approximation of the field
variable u e {uo,vo,w1,W2,Ws3,d0,0,1,¥/1,¢2,/2} can be given as

m
u'x) =) pix)aix) = p'(xax), (44)
i=1
where pT(x)={p1(X),p2(X),...pm(X)} is a vector of complete basis
functions of order m and a(x)={a(x),ax(x),...a,(x)} is a vector of
unknown parameters that depends on x. For example, in 2D
problems

pT(X) ={1,x1,x2} form=3
and
pT(X) = {Lxl -XZ.X%,X1X2,X%} form=6

are linear and quadratic basis functions, respectively.

The approximation functions for the generalized mechanical
displacements, the electric and magnetic potentials can be written
as [20]

n
u'X,0)=N'(x)-t1= Y N®i"(w), (45)
a=1

where the nodal values #1%(w) are fictitious parameters for the
approximated field variable and N%x) is the shape function
associated with node a. The number of nodes n used in the
approximation is determined by the weight function w%(x). A 4th
order spline-type weight function is applied in the present work.

The directional derivatives of the approximated field u(x,w)
are expressed in terms of the same nodal values as

n

UaX,0) =Y U (@)N%(X). (46)

a=1

The normal forces expressions (19) include the nonlinear
terms proportional to ws,wss To linearize the problem the
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nonlinear terms will be considered in the local integral equations
(LIE) iteratively. It means that nonlinear terms computed in the
(k—1)th iteration are considered in the LIE for kth iteration.
According to (46), one obtains the approximation for the bending
moments (18) as well as for My(X,7)=M,p(X,7)ng(X) or
M(x,7)=[M;(x,7),M5(x,7)]" in the kth iteration:

MYx,0)=N; 3 BIoow “(@)+ 3 Fsmd," @)+ 3 Kool (@),

a=1 a=1 a=1

(47)
where the vector w*¥(®) is defined as a column vector
wk) () = [w‘;(">(w),wg<">(w)]r, the matrices N;(x) are related to
the normal vector n(x) on 09, by

n 0 np
Ni(x) = [0 n, }

Other matrices and vectors in Eq. (47) are represented in terms
of the shape functions and their gradients as

DN DiaN5
Bi(x)= | Di2N7  DnNj |
AuNS  AnNj
a e31n1Na a d31n1N“
Fj(x) = L, aNe |r BO=gl g (48)
Similarly, one can obtain the approximation for the shear forces
n
QP x,w)=Cr Y IN WO () + L xS ()], (49)
a=1
where

Q") = [P x ). Qi x|
and
N
= {CléX) ci,o] Lo = {N; ]
The traction vector T® (x,) = [T(lk)(x,a)),T‘z")(x,w)]T is approxi-
mated by
TV x,0) = TV x,0)+ £V (x,0)

with

TOx,w) =N Z P X)up* ¥ () + Z ‘0" @)+ ZJ i (@),

a=1 a=1
(50)
where
C]lNal C]zNaz
. . e31n1Na d31n]Na
P'x)=h| 2Ny caNY |, s'x)= ol Jx= als
a a e32n2N d32n2N
CGGN,z CGGNJ
and
(k 1)(x (,l))
) C11n1W(3k1I)ngll)/ZJrClzn]W(k 1)W(k ”/2+c66n2w(3k1”w(" 1)
CssmW(gk 1)W(k 1)+C12nzw(k 1)W(k 1)/2+C22n2W3‘521) (3lle)
Finally,

(Tl 1)(x o)+ 2% V%, a))

x Z LYW D (w).

a=1

(To(X,0)W3 5 (%,0))* =

Then, insertion of the MLS-discretized moment, traction and
shear force fields (47), (49) and (50) into the local integral
Eqgs. (41)-(43) yields the discretized local integral equations:

n

>

a=1

/  NiB{(x)dI'—K / Cx)N(x)dQ+Elyw? / ‘N”(x)dQ} w* O ()
a0, [0 Q

_ Z Wa(k)(g;)( / C(x)L“(x)dQ> + Z ¢2 (a)) / Fyx)ydl'

a=1 a=1
+le2 @) / Fdl = — / Mx,w)dr, (51)
a=1 -

> ( / Cn(X)N“(x)dF> w O () 4 Z Wi (w)
a=1 Q

a=1

<;< / . CoOL AT +Ig 2 /Q ;N"(x)d[2>

/ qx,w)dQ— ZW“(" l)(w)/ (T*Dx,m)

a=1

+X*Dx ) LAx)dT, (52)

a=1

/ N;(x)P*(x)dI" +Elq? / Na(x)dg} *“(")(w)

30 w) /a So0dr+ 3% @) /a Joodr

a=1 a=1

__ /_]_E““”(x,w)dl’— / Txw)dr- /,q(x,w)czg, (53)
o0} P o

in which

e o 1)

M(x,7) represents the prescribed bending moments on FiM,
T(x,w) is the prescribed traction vector on I'i, and

¢ 0
cn(x) (n1vn2)< 0 C > =(C1”1,C2n2),

Egs. (51)-(53) are considered on the subdomains adjacent to
the interior nodes x' as well as for the source point x' located on
the global boundary I'. We point out that

00l = o0t and Iy, = (0.1 = (0); if X e Q
whilst for the boundary point x'eI” we define
00 =Ll Qi n QI =T, =00l N Iy, =T =60 NIy

with 6@ =Ll U 'y, U I''; and 'y, or I'r being the part of the global
boundary with prescribed bending moment or in-plane tractions,
respectively. If the MEE plate is used as a sensor, the plate is
under a mechanical load. Then, the system of the LIE (51)-(53)
has to be supplemented by Eqs. (28)-(31). In the kth iteration step
the linearized boundary value problem is resolved. Nodal gradi-
ents of deflections are computed from Eq. (46), which are used for
the evaluation of £®) applied in the next iteration step. The
iteration process is stopped if the differences between the
deflections in two consecutive steps are less than the prescribed
tolerance.

It should be noted here that there are neither Lagrange multi-
pliers nor penalty parameters introduced into the local weak-
forms (34)-(36) because the essential boundary conditions on F;W
(part of the global boundary with prescribed rotations or defle-
ction) and F;u (part of the global boundary with prescribed
in-plane displacements) can be imposed directly, using the



J. Sladek et al. / Engineering Analysis with Boundary Elements 37 (2013) 673-682 679

interpolation approximation (45):

n . .
D N (@) = (x',w) for X' e T, or I (54)

su’

a=1

where ii(x!,w) is the prescribed value on the boundary I'},, or I'},.
For a clamped plate the rotations and deflection are vanishing on
the fixed edge, and Eq. (54) is used at all the boundary nodes in
such a case. However, for a simply supported plate only the
deflection W3(x!,7)and bending moments are prescribed, while the
rotations are unknowns. Then, the discretized LIE (51) is
employed at xi e I',;,.

If the plate is applied as actuator we use the same Eqgs. (51)-
(53) and (28) as in the previous case, where the MEE plate is
considered as sensor. It should be noted that inertial terms are
vanishing in Eqgs. (51)-(53), since stationary prescribed potentials
are considered here. Eqgs. (32) and (33) are applied as additional
equations to get a unique formulation of the problem. Collecting the
discretized local boundary-domain integral equations together with
the discretized boundary conditions for the generalized displace-
ments, bending moment and potentials, one obtains a complete
system of algebraic equations.

4. Numerical examples

In the numerical analysis, the coupled MEE plate is assumed to
be made of phases BaTiO; and CoFe,04 with 50% volume fraction
for each constituent. The following MEE coefficients are consid-
ered using the micromechanical theory [34,35]

C11=C2»=213x10°Nm=2, ¢3=113x10""Nm2,
€33=20.7 x 10" Nm2, cg=5.0x10""Nm—2,

Caa=C55 =499 x 10'°Nm2, e3; =e5=-2.71Cm2,
e33=8.86Cm=2, e;5=015Cm2, d3; =d3;=222N/Am,
d33=292N/Am, dis=185N/Am,
h11=024x10°CVm)!, h33=637x10°CVm)!,

P11 =2.01 x 1074 N s2/C%, 753 =0.839 x 1074 N s?/C?,

011 =-523x 1072 Ns/VC, o33 =2750x 10712 Ns/V C,

p =5550kg/m>.

A square MEE plate with a side-length a=0.254 m is analyzed
to verify the proposed computational method. The total thickness
of the plate is h=0.012 m. On the top surface a uniform mechan-
ical load is applied. Vanishing electric and magnetic potentials are
prescribed on both the bottom and top surfaces of the MEE plate.
Lateral sides of the plate have vanishing potentials too. In our
numerical calculations, 441 nodes with a regular distribution
were used for the approximation of the rotations, deflection, in-
plane displacements, electric and magnetic potentials in the
neutral plane. The origin of the coordinate system is located at
the centre of the plate. Simply supported boundary conditions are
considered. The COMSOL computer code is used for the linear
FEM analyses with 3364 quadratic elements for one quarter of the
plate. FEM results are given only for the linear theory analysis.
The variation of the central plate deflection (x; =x,=0) with the
intensity load is presented in Fig. 2. The intensity load is given by
a nondimensional parameter d:qa4/c11h4. One can observe a
good agreement between the FEM and MLPG results for a linear
plate bending of the MEE plates. Two different plate thicknesses
are considered here. The plate deflection ws is normalized by the
plate thickness. It can be seen that the plate thickness has only a
slight influence on the normalized deflections.

Variations of the electric potential along the x;-coordinate and
along the plate thickness are presented in Figs. 3 and 4 at the
nondimensional intensity load § =9.42. At this load intensity one

—%— FEM: linear h/a=0.047 X

= = == MLPG: linear h/a=0.047 '/a
0.8 4 | =-o== MLPG: nonlin. h/a=0.047 V4
—t— MLPG: nonlin. h/a=0.0945 xl

wslh

qga*/cy bt

Fig. 2. Variation of the plate deflection at the centre of a simply supported plate
with the mechanical load intensity on the top surface.
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Fig. 3. Variation of the electric potential along the x;-coordinate for the simply
supported plate under the intensity load § =9.42.
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Fig. 4. Variation of the electric potential along the plate thickness for the simply
supported plate under the intensity load § =9.42.

can see clearly that nonlinear effect is apparent. Furthermore the
difference of the induced electrical potentials based on the linear
and nonlinear theory is more than 20%. Under the linear theory of
MEE plates, a good agreement of the FEM and MLPG results is also
observed. The maximum electric potential for the simply sup-
ported plate reaches at the centre of the plate. The magnetic
potential at the plate centre is proportional to the electric
potential with //¢=0.61 x 10~2 and this value corresponds to
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the material parameters ratio ds1hs3/es1Y3s3. Therefore, due to this
proportional relation, numerical results for magnetic potential are
not drawn here.

Next, we analyze the corresponding clamped plate case under
the same electromagnetic boundary conditions as for the simply
supported plate. The variation of the nondimensional plate
deflection at the centre with the nondimensional load intensity
is shown in Fig. 5. Compared to the simply supported case (Fig. 2),
a significantly large intensity load is required for the clamped
plate to get the same deflection value as in the simply supported
case.

Variations of the electric potential along the x;-coordinate as
well as along the plate thickness for the clamped plate are
presented in Figs. 6 and 7. The induced electrical potential is
larger in this case than for the simply supported plate, since the
mechanical load intensity is about six times larger for the
clamped plate. Both electric potential variations are given at
the nondimensional intensity load ¢ =56.5. The nonlinearity of
the plate deflection has a small influence on the variation of the
electric potential. The negative potential in the vicinity of the plate
bonding is due to the convex-concave changes of the plate
deflection there.

Next, we consider the plate with vanishing electric displace-
ment and magnetic induction, D3=0 and B;=0 on both the top
and bottom surfaces. The plate deflection in this case is very
similar to that corresponding to prescribed vanishing potentials
on both plate surfaces.

1.6
1.4 4 = =¥== linear: h/a=0.047 %
12 =0 = nonlinear: h/a=0.047 ,l,
. ’
' ~—&— nonlinear: h/a=0.0945 ’t’
14 o
=
T 0.8 1
=
0.6 1
0.4 4
0.2 4
0 T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100
qgalc, h*

Fig. 5. Variation of the central plate deflection with the load intensity for the
clamped plate.
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Fig. 6. Variation of the electric potential along the x;-coordinate for the clamped
plate under the intensity load § = 56.5.
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Fig. 7. Variation of the electric potential along the plate thickness for the clamped
plate under the intensity load § = 56.5.
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Fig. 8. Variation of the electric intensity along the plate thickness for the clamped
plate under intensity load G =56.5. Other boundary conditions are D3;=0 and
B3=0 on both the top and bottom surfaces.
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Fig. 9. Variation of the electric intensity along the plate thickness for the simply
supported plate at the intensity load § = 9.42. Other boundary conditions are the
same as in Fig. 8.

The variations of the electric intensity vector along the plate
thickness are presented in Figs. 8 and 9 for clamped and simply
supported plates, respectively. The electric intensity vector E3 for
the case with vanishing electric displacement on the top and
bottom plate surfaces is very similar to the electric intensity
vector where vanishing potentials are applied on both surfaces.
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It means that the difference between both electric potentials is
only a constant term corresponding to a potential on both plate
surfaces for the case with prescribed electrical displacements. The
electromagnetic boundary conditions have a small influence on
plate deflection and electric intensity vector.

In the next example we analyze the influence of the harmonic
load on the plate deflection. In previous examples, we have seen
that the nonlinearity does not change the spatial variation of
deflection and potentials; only their maximal values are influ-
enced. Therefore, it is enough to analyze only the linear case.
We have selected a small intensity load § =0.942 corresponding
to a linear case. The nondimensional frequency is defined as,
wajcs, where c;=(cgs/p)'"? is the velocity of the shear wave. The
variation of the deflection with nondimensional frequency for
simply supported MEE plate is presented in Fig. 10. Two different
plate thicknesses are considered in numerical analyses. One can
see that the plate thickness has no influence on the eigenvalue
frequency. The comparison of eigenvalue frequencies for simply
supported and clamped MEE plates is given in Fig. 11.

In the last numerical example the MEE plate is considered as
an actuator with prescribed potentials on both plate surfaces.
A nonzero value of the electric potential g, is prescribed on the
top surface, and at the bottom and lateral sides vanishing electric
potentials are assumed. The magnetic potentials on all surfaces
are vanishing. The variation of the central deflection of the plate
(x;=x,=0) with the electric potential is presented in Fig. 12.
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0.1 1

ws/h
=

-0.1 1
024 | —a— ha=0047
=<0== h/a=0.0945

-0.4 T T T T
3

-0.3 1

walc
Fig. 10. Variation of the deflection with nondimensional frequency for the simply

supported plate under the intensity load § = 0.942 (linear theory). Other boundary
conditions are the same as in Fig. 2.
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Fig. 11. Resonant frequencies for simply supported and clamped plates at the
intensity load ¢ =0.942 (linear theory). Other boundary conditions are the same
as in Fig. 2.
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Fig. 12. Variation of the central plate deflection with the prescribed electric
potential for the simply supported plate.
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Fig. 13. Variation of the deflection along the Xx;-coordinate for the simply
supported plate at the intensity of electric potential §, =21.55.

The intensity of the electric potential is given by a nondimen-
sional parameter §, = q.h33a/ess h?.

Variation of the deflection along the x;-coordinate is presented
in Fig. 13. Deflections are given at the nondimensional intensity of
electrical potential g, =21.55. At this load intensity one can see
from Fig. 12 that nonlinear effect is apparent. Therefore, a
comparison of linear and nonlinear solutions is interesting. The
influence of nonlinearity on the plate deflection at a pure electric
load is similar to the case with a pure mechanical load.

5. Conclusions

A meshless local Petrov-Galerkin method is proposed for
nonlinear large-deflections of MEE plates under mechanical and
magneto-electrical loads. Both the static and time-harmonic
boundary value problems are analyzed. von Karman'’s theory of
large deflections is applied for Reissner-Mindlin plates with MEE
properties. If a quadratic variation of the electric and magnetic
potentials along the plate thickness is assumed, the original 3D
thick plate problem is reduced to a 2D problem. Nodal points are
randomly distributed over the mean plane of the considered
plate. Each node is the centre of a circle surrounding it. The weak
form on small subdomains with the Heaviside step function as the
test function is applied to derive local integral equations. After
performing the spatial MLS approximation, a system of algebraic
equations for certain nodal unknowns is obtained.
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The proposed method is a truly meshless method, which
requires neither domain elements nor background cells in either
the interpolation or the integration. It is demonstrated numeri-
cally that the quality of the results obtained by the proposed
MLPG method is very good. Numerical results are compared with
the results obtained by the 3D FEM analyses for linear deflections
of MEE plates. The agreement of our numerical results with those
obtained by the COMSOL computer code is very good. However,
the 3D FEM analysis needs significantly higher number of nodes
than in the present formulation.

Numerical results showed that coupling material parameters
have a vanishing influence on the plate deflection under a pure
mechanical load. Also their influence on the eigen-frequencies is
vanishing. Induced electric and magnetic potentials are lower
based on the nonlinear large-deformation theory than those in
the corresponding linear case; however, their spatial variations in
both cases are similar.
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