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Abstract

In this paper, the static analysis of multilayered shell structure embedding piezoelectric layers is per-
formed using some advanced theories, obtained by expanding the unknown wvariables along the thick-
ness direction using Equivalent-Single-Layer (ESL) models, Layer-Wise (LW) models, and Variable-
Kinematic models. The Variable-Kinematic models permit to reduce the computational cost of the
analyses grouping some layers of the multilayered structure with ESL models and keeping the LW models
in other zones of the multilayer. This model is here extended to the static analysis of electro-mechanical
problems. The used refined models are grouped in the Unified Formulation by Carrera (CUF), and
they accurately describe the displacement field, the stress distributions, and the electric potential along
the thickness of the multilayered shell. The shell element has nine nodes, and the Mixed Interpolation
of Tensorial Components (MITC) method is used to contrast the membrane and shear locking phe-
nomenon. The governing equations are derived from the Principle of Virtual Displacement (PVD) and
the Finite Element Method (FEM) is employed to solve them. Cross-ply plates and shells with piezo-
electric skins and simply-supported edges, subjected to bi-sinusoidal mechanical or electrical load are
analyzed. Various aspect ratios and radius to thickness ratios are considered. The results, obtained with
different theories within CUF context, are compared with the elasticity solutions given in the literature.
From the results, it is possible to conclude that the shell element based on the CUF is very efficient
in the study of electro-mechanical problems of composite structures. The Variable-Kinematic models
combining the ESL with the LW models, permit to have a reduction of the computational costs, respect
with the full LW theories, preserving the accuracy of the results in localized layers.

1 Introduction

The continuous development of new structural materials, such as layered composite materials and/or
piezoelectric layers, leads to increasingly complex designs that require careful analysis. The use of
piezoelectric components as electro-mechanical transducers in sensor as well as in actuator applica-
tions has been continuously increasing. More recently, piezoelectrics have been considered among
the most suitable materials for extending the structural capabilities beyond the purely passive load
carrying one. Some examples of the most important applications of these “intelligent” structural
components are given in [Inman et al., 2001} |Chopra, 2000, |Gaudenzi, 2009] for vibration and noise
suppression, controlled active deformation is treated in [Preumont et al., 2009], and health monitor-
ing in [Foster, 2009, [Roger, 2009]. Analytical solution for general smart structural problems is a very
tough task, and they exist, only, for very few specialized and idealized cases. Meanwhile, the finite
element method has become the most widely used technique to model various physical processes, in-
cluding piezoelectricity. The introduction of piezoelectric material into a passive structure naturally
leads to a multilayered component, and it has been recognized that classical models are not suit-
able for an accurate design of such structures, see for example the review article of Noor and Bur-
ton [Noor and Burton, 1990]. The analysis of layered composite structures is complicated in practice.
Anisotropy, nonlinear analysis as well as complicating effects, such as the C? - Requirements (zig-
zag effects in the displacements and interlaminar continuity for the stresses), the couplings between
in-plane and out-of-plane strains, are some of the issues to deal. In most of the practical problems,
the solution demands applications of approximated computational methods. An overview of several
computational techniques for the analysis of laminated structures can be read in the review articles
[Reddy and Robbins, 1994, Varadan and Bhaskar, 1997, [Carrera, 2001]. The Finite Element Method
(FEM) has a predominant role among the computational techniques implemented for the analysis
of layered structures. The majority of FEM theories available in the literature are formulated by
axiomatic-type theories. The most common used FEM theory is the classical Kirchhoff-Love theory,



and some examples are given in [Koiter, 1970, [Ciarlet and Gratie, 2005]. Another classical plate/shell
element is based on the First-order Shear Deformation Theory (FSDT), developed by Pryor and Barker
[Pryor and Barker, 1971], Noor [Noor, 1972, Hughes [Hughes and Tezduyar, 1981] and many others.
A large variety of plate/shell finite element implementations of higher-order theories (HOT) has been
proposed in the last twenty years literature. For multilayered structures, in literature, two kinds of
models can be adopted: the Equivalanet-Single-Layer (ESL) models, or the Layer-Wise (LW) models.
For the ESL models, the variables are independent from the number of layers. Differently, the LW
models permit to consider different sets of variables per each layer. In many cases the LW models are
more accurate than ESL models; meanwhile, LW theories are more expensive than ESL ones concerning
computational costs.

The fundamentals of the modeling of piezoelectric materials have been given in many contributions,
in particular in the pioneering works of Mindlin [Mindlin, 1952], EerNisse [EerNisse, 1967, Tier-
sten and Mindlin [Tiersten and Mindlin, 1962], and in the monograph of Tiersten [Tiersten, 1969).
The embedding of piezoelectric layers into plates and shells sharpens the requirements of an accu-
rate modeling of the resulting adaptive structure due to the localized electro-mechanical coupling,
see e.g. the review of Saravanos and Heyliger [Saravanos and Heyliger, 1999]. Therefore, within the
framework of two-dimensional approaches, layerwise descriptions have been often proposed either for
the electric field only (see e.g. the works of Kapuria [Kapuria, 2004] and of Ossadzow-David and
Touratier [Ossadzow-David and Touratier, 2004]) or for both the mechanical and electrical unknowns
(e.g. Heyliger et al. [Heyliger et al., 1996]). Ballhause et al. [Ballhause et al., 2005] showed that a
fourth order assumption for the displacements leads to the correct closed form solution. They con-
clude that the analysis of local responses requires at least a layer-wise descriptions of the displace-
ments, see also [D’Ottavio et al., 2006]. Benjeddou et al. [Benjeddou et al., 2002] emphasized that a
quadratic electric potential through the plate thickness satisfies the electric charge conservation law
exactly. Some of the latest contributions to the Finite Elements (FEs) analysis of piezoelectric plates
that includes a First-Order Shear Deformation Theory (FSDT) description of displacements and a
Layer-Wise (LW) form of the electric potential was developed by Sheik et al. [Sheikh et al., 2001].
The numerical, membrane and bending behavior of FEs that are based on FSDTs were analyzed by
Auricchio et al. [Auricchio et al., 2001] in the framework of a suitable variational formulation. Some
of the latest contributions to the Finite Elements (FEs) analysis of piezoelectric shells that are based
on exact geometry solid-shell element with the first-order 7-parameter equivalent single layer theory
was developed by Kulikov et al. [Kulikov and Plotnikova, 2011}, and a piezoelectric solid-shell element
with a mixed variational formulation and a geometrically nonlinear theory was developed by Klinkel
et al. [Klinkel and Wagner, 200§|. An efficient four-node FE with layer-wise mechanics was presented
in [Yasin and Kapuria, 2014], therefore some important aspects of modeling piezoelectric active thin-
walled structures were treated in [Marinkovié et al., 2009], and a family of 2D refined equivalent single
layer models for multilayered and functionally graded smart magnetoelectro-elastic plates was presented
in [Milazzo, A, 2014].

In the last years, several efforts have been addressed to make the models more efficient. A possible way
is to combine multiple models in the analysis of laminate problems; the issue is to maximize the accuracy
keeping when it is possible a reduced computational cost. One of the simple types of multiple model
methods, for composite laminates analysis, is the concept of selective ply grouping or sublaminates
[Wang and Crossman, 1978| [Pagano and Soni, 1983 [Jones et al., 1984]. The approach consists of cre-
ating some local regions, identified by specific ply or plies, within which accurate stresses are desidered.
The rest of the plies are identified as a global region or the domain part lying outside the local region.
In literature, the local region is often modeled by using 3-D finite elements for each material plies, while
the global region can be represented by 3-D finite elements grouped in one or more sublaminates. In
the global region, the grouped sublaminates can be modeled with an ESL finite element model. The
disadvantage of this approach is the use of the 3-D finite elements. Recently this technique of selective



ply grouping or sublaminates has been employed using only 2-D finite elements for both local region and
global region. The authors of the present paper used a variable description in the thickness direction of
the displacements, [Pagani et al., |, [Carrera et al., 2017]. The local region can be described with more
accuracy by the use of LW models, meanwhile the global region can be described by ESL models. Both
ESL and LW models are described by the use of Legendre polynomials. The continuity of the primary
variables between local and global region is immediately satisfied using the Legendre polynomials. In
the work by Botshekanan Dehkordi et al. [Botshekanan Dehkordi et al., 2013], a variable description in
the thickness direction for the static analysis of sandwich plates was performed. That model was derived
from the Reisnner-Mixed-Variational-Theorem (RMVT) in order to describe apriori the transverse shear
and normal stresses. The transverse stresses were approximated through a mixed LW /ESL approach.
The same mixed LW /ESL approach with RMVT was then used in [Botshekanan Dehkordi et al., 2016]
for nonlinear dynamic analysis of sandwich plates with flexible core and composite faces embedded with
shape memory alloy wires.

In this work, the electro-mechanical analysis of multilayered composite structures with piezoelectric lay-
ers is performed with an improved shell finite element with a Variable-Kinematic model. It is based on
the Carrera’s Unified Formulation (CUF), which was developed by Carrera for multi-layered structures
[Carrera, 2002, [Carrera, 2003]. Many works have been devoted to the extension of CUF to electro-
mechanical problems, see [Robaldo et al., 2006, /Carrera et al., 2007, /Carrera and Robaldo, 2010} [Cinefra et al., 201
Cinefra et al., 2015b]. Among others, the CUF was extended PVD and RMVT variational statements
to piezo-laminated plates, see also [Carrera et al., 2010} |Carrera and Nali, 2010b]. Mixed FEs for static
and dynamics analysis of piezo-electric plates have been provided in [Carrera and Boscolo, 2007], where
only transverse stresses were modeled by RMVT. Mixed FEs with direct evaluation of transverse electric
displacement have been provided in [Carrera and Nali, 2010a]. Both Equivalent Single Layer (ESL) and
Layer Wise (LW) theories contained in the CUF have been implemented in the shell finite element. A
Variable-Kinematic model obtained combining the ESL and LW models are developed. The Mixed Inter-
polation of Tensorial Components (MITC) method [Bathe and Dvorkin, 1986|, Bathe and Brezzi, 1987,
Bathe et al., 2003, [Huang, 1987] is used to contrast the membrane and shear locking. The governing
equations for the electro-mechanical linear static analysis of composite structures are derived from the
Principle of Virtual Displacement (PVD), to apply the finite element method. Cross-ply plates with
simply-supported edges and subjected to bi-sinusoidal mechanical or electrical loads, multilayered cylin-
drical shells with simply-supported edges and subjected to bi-sinusoidal mechanical or electrical loads
are analyzed. The results, obtained with the different models contained in the CUF, are compared with
the exact solution given in literature. This paper is organized as follows: geometrical and constitutive
relations for shells are presented in Section [2 In Section [3] an overview of higher-order and advanced
shell theories developed within the CUF framework is given. Section [4] gives a brief outline of the FEM
approach, whereas, in Section 5] the governing equations in weak form for the electro-mechanical linear
static analysis of composite structures are derived from the PVD. In Section [6] a short outline of the
different modeling approaches is given, and the explanation of the Variable-Kinematic model is drawn.
In Section [7] the results obtained using the proposed CUF theories are discussed. Section [§]is devoted
to the conclusions.

2 Preliminaries for electro-mechanical problems for shells

Shells are bi-dimensional structures in which one dimension (in general the thickness in the z direction)
is negligible concerning the other two dimensions. The reference system of the shell is indicated in

Figure
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Figure 1: Reference system of the doubly-curved shell.

By considering multilayered structures, the square of an infinitesimal linear segment in the layer,
the associated infinitesimal area and volume are given by:

ds} = HE' do} + HE' dp}+ HE d2

dQy, = HEH day, dfy, (1)
av = HF HE HY doy dBy, dz

where the metric coefficients are:
HE = A"(1+2,/R)), HE=B*(1+%/RE), HY=1. (2)

k denotes the k-layer of the multilayered shell; R¥ and RE are the principal radii of the mid-surface of
the layer k. A* and B* are the coefficients of the first fundamental form of €, (T'; is the Qz boundary).
In this paper, the attention has been restricted to shells with constant radii of curvature (cylindrical,
spherical, toroidal geometries) for which A¥ = B¥ = 1. Details for shells are reported in [Reddy, 1997].
The geometrical relations enable to express the in-plane e’; and out-plane € strains in terms of the
displacement u for each layer k:

€ = [char Bg cop)’ = (D) + Ap) u* | e = [eh., h. 2] = (Dig + D, — A wh . (3)
The explicit form of the introduced arrays is:
o,
% 0 0 0o
HE 0, 0 0 9, 0 0
Dgzofgo,pﬁgzoo%,pﬁzzoazo, (4)
0
w0 00 0 0 0 2
00 g w00
k _ k _
A, =100 | A= O @ 0] - (5)
00 0 0 0 0

The geometrical relations between electric field £ and potential ® are defined as follows:

Eh=[ek el = -D, D,
8’; = [gf]T = —De, 2,
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Where the differential operators are defined as follows:

0o
Dep —[Iggl ;v Den :[az] .
Hg

The definition of the constitutive equations that permit to express the stresses o and the electric
displacements D in terms of the strains and the electric fields is defined as follows:

kK _ 1k _k _k1_ ~k _k k kT ok kT ok
apC - [Uaaﬂ O-,BE?UQB] - CppepG +C pn nG epp ng - enpgnG

kK _ 1.k _k k: k kT
Onec = [Uaz’ 032, 0 zz] Cnp pG + Cnn €nGg — pn ng — €y 8

k k k k ek
Dpc = [D DB] = epp(pr + epn TLG + Eppng + €pn8nG

k k k
DnC - [D ] =e€ epG + enn nG + Enpng + E:nngnG

np
where
Cpp — 012 022 C%G Cpn — 0 0 0%3
_016 C% C66_ 00 Cdﬁ
) _ ] (8)
0 0 0 ck Chi 0
ch,=|0 0 0 ct =|ck Ck 0
C'13 023 Cil’f6_ 0 0 C§3
ok [0 0 0 i fels efy O
P00 0] 0 TP ek ek, 0]

k _ [k k k E _ k
Cnp = [631 €32 636] » Enp = [0 0 633] .
k k
ok [511€1 5}14 ko [0}
9 n 9
pp €12 €22 P 0

k k
For the sake of brevity, the expressions that relate the material coefficients C;; to the Young’s moduli
FEy, Es, E3, the shear moduli G19, G13, G23 and Poisson ratios v1s, 113, o3, Vo1, V31, 32 are not given
here, they can be found in [Reddy, 1993]. The piezoelectric material is characterized by the piezoelectric

coefficients e;; and the permittivity coefficients €;;, more details can be found in the book of Rogacheva
[Rogacheva, 1994].

(10)

3 Unified Formulation for Shells

Classical shell models grant good results when thin thickness, homogeneous structures are considered.
On the other hand, the analysis of thick shells, multilayered structures may require more sophisticated
theories to achieve sufficiently accurate results. As a general guideline, it is clear that the richer the
kinematic field, the more accurate the 2D model becomes. The CUF has the capability to expand
each displacement variable at any desired order. Each variable can be treated independently from the
others, according to the required accuracy. This procedure becomes extremely useful when multifield
problems are investigated such as thermoelastic and piezoelectric applications [Cinefra et al., 2015,



Cinefra et al., 2016|, [Cinefra et al., 2015a), [Cinefra et al., 2015b]. According to the CUF [Carrera, 2003,
Carrera, 1999a), [Carrera, 1999b], the displacement field and the electric potential can be written as
follows:

uF(a, B, 2) = Fo(2) uf(a, B) + Fi(2) uf(a, B) + .. + Fn(2) ufy (e, B)
v (a, B, 2) = Fo(2) vi(a, B) + Fi(2) vf(a, B) + ... + F(2) vk (, B)
wk(a, B, 2) = Fo(2) wf (o, B) + Fi(z) wi(a, ) + ... + Fn(2) wii(e, B)
[ DF(a, B,2) = Fo(2) (@, B) + F1(2) @ (e, B) + ... + Fn(2) (@, B)
In compact form:
u*(o, 8,2) = Fu(2)ul(a, 8);  ou(e, B,2) = Fr(2)0ub(a, 8)  7,5=0,1,.,N  (12)
O (a, B,2) = Fu(2)®5(a, B); 68" (a, B, 2) = Fr(2)0®% (e, ) 7,5=0,1,..,N (13

where («, 3, z) is the general reference system (see Figure , the displacement vector u = {u, v, w}
and the electric potential ® have their components expressed in this system. § is the virtual variation
associated to the virtual work, and k identifies the layer. F, and F are the thickness functions
depending only on z. 7 and s are sum indexes and N is the number of terms of the expansion in the
thickness direction assumed for the displacements. For the sake of clarity, the superscript & is omitted
in the definition of the Legendre polynomials.

3.1 Legendre-like polynomial expansions

The limitations, due to expressing the unknown variables in function of the midplane position of the
shell, can be overcome in several ways. A possible solution can be found employing the Legendre poly-
nomials. They permit to express the unknown variables in function of the top and bottom position of a
part of the shell thickness. In the case of Legendre-like polynomial expansion models, the displacements
and the electric potential are defined as follows:

u= Fouy + FhLu; + F, u, = Fs ug, s=0,1,», r=2,....N. (14)

b= FyPy + F1 &1 + F, ¢, = Fs Dy, s=0,1,», r=2,...,N. (15)
Py + P, Py— P,

Fy = 0‘; L = 02 . F. =P - P_,. (16)

in which P; = P;(¢) is the Legendre polynomial of j-order defined in the (-domain: —1 < ¢ < 1.
Po=1,P =( Py=(3¢2-1)/2, P3 = (5¢3—3()/2, Py = (35¢* — 30¢% + 3)/8 .

For the Layer-Wise (LW) models, the Legendre polynomials and the relative top and bottom position
are defined for each layer.

3.2 Refined polynomials with Zig-Zag Function

Due to the intrinsic anisotropy of multilayered structures, the first derivative of the displacement
variables in the z-direction is discontinuous. It is possible to reproduce the zig-zag effects in the
framework of the ESL description by employing the Murakami theory. According to [Murakami, 1986],
a zig-zag term can be introduced into equation as follows:

u= Fyuy + FLu, + Fru, + (—l)kckué"v. (17)
It can be introduce also into equation as follows:

b= Fy®y + F, &1 + F, &, + (—1)k¢0%. (18)



0 =top, 1= bottom, r=2,...N—1

Such theories are called zig-zag theories. The zig-zag function is defined in each layer k, where the
adimensional term (; takes value 1 and —1 at the top and the bottom respectively of each layer.

4 Finite Element approximation

Independently from the choice of the thickness functions, a Finite Element Model (FEM) can be
formulated. According to the common FEM approximation, the generalized displacements can be
expressed as a linear combination of the shape functions. Considering a 9-node finite element, the
generalized displacement and electric potential and their variation are defined as follows:

us = Njus; our = Njdu,, with 4,7 =1,...,9
(19)
®; = N; P, 00, = N;6®,, with i,j=1,...,9

where us;, @5, dur,;, 0@, are the nodal displacements, the electric potential and their virtual variations,
and N;, N; are the Lagrangian shape functions defined in each node of the finite element. Substituing
the compact form of the FEM approximation (Eq. ) in the generalized displacement expansion
(Eq. (12))) and electric potential expansion (Eq. (13)), one has:

u(a,B,z) = Fs(2)Nj(o, Blus, s=0,1,..,N
u(a, B, z) = F-(2)Ni(o, B)ou,, 7=0,1,...,N
(o, 8,2) = Fy(2)Nj(a, B)®s; 5=0,1,...,N

) N

( (20)
®(a, B,2) = Fr(2)Ni(a, )0®,, 7=0,1,...,

Therefore, to overcome the numerical problems related to the shear locking, it is possible to use
many computational procedures, such as reduced integration, selective integration [Hughes et al., 197§],
and the mixed interpolation of tensorial components (MITC) [Bathe and Dvorkin, 1986]. In this
paper, a MITC technique is used to overcome the shear locking phenomenon, for more details see
[Cinefra et al., 2015D].

5 Governing FEM equations for electro-mechanical problems

The PVD for a multilayered shell structure reads:

Qp Ay,

where €, and Aj, are the integration domains in the plane and the thickness direction, respectively. The
left-hand side of the equation represents the variation of the internal work, while the right-hand side is
the virtual variation of the external work. Substituting the constitutive equations , the geometrical
relations written via the MITC method and applying the CUF and the FEM approximation
, one obtains the following governing equations:

oub, « KEiuk, + Kip ok = Pk (22)
OBr, : Kyl + Ky V8l = Py, (23)



In compact form:

(5Q£i : KFTe qlgj = Pl;j (24)
where e
TS
KFrsid — |:Kuu Ku¢:| ! (25)
Ks. Koo

where K*759 is a 4 x 4 matrix, called fundamental nucleus of the mechanical stiffness matrix, and its
explicit expression is given in [Cinefra et al., 2015a]. The mechanical part K ﬁffij is a 3 X 3 matrix, the
coupling matrices K i;Sij , K I;};Sij have dimension 3 x 1 and 1 x 3 respectively, and the electrical part
K Q;Sij is a 1 x 1 matrix. The nucleus is the basic element from which the stiffness matrix of the whole
structure is computed. The fundamental nucleus is expanded on the indexes 7 and s to obtain the
stiffness matrix of each layer k. Then, the matrixes of each layer are assembled at the multi-layer level
depending on the approach considered. P];j is a 3 x 1 matrix, called fundamental nucleus of the external
load. qi‘?j and (5q’ji are the nodal displacements and electric potential and its variation respectively.

6 Modeling Approaches

Two different types of modeling approaches are usually used in literature:
e The Equivalent Single Layer models, here referred to as ESL
e The Layer Wise models, here referred to as LW

In this paper a third modeling approaches is taken into account. It is a variable kinematic model
obtained as a combination of the ESL and LW models. The choice of the modeling approach is
independent of the type of the used polynomials.

6.1 ESL models

In an ESL model, a homogenization of the properties of each layer is conducted by summing the
contributions of each layer in the stiffness matrix. This process leads to a model that has a set of
variables that is assumed for the whole multilayer. In this work the ESL model is employed using
both Taylor and Legendre polynomials. The ESL assembly procedure of the stiffness matrix in the
framework of CUF is shown in Figure

N=1 N=2 N=3

Figure 2: Equivalent-Single-Layer behaviour of the primary variables {u, v, w, ®} along the thickness
of the shell.

6.2 LW models

LW considers different sets of variables per each layer, and the homogenization is just conducted at
the interface level. The LW assembly procedure is presented in Figure [3| In this work the LW model



is employed using the Legendre polynomials. The Legendre polynomial Fy and F} interpolate the
displacements at the top (t) and bottom (b) position of the layer, respectively. The unknown variables
at the top (t) and bottom (b) position are used to impose the following compatibility conditions:

uf =uitt, k=1,N -1 (26)

O =P k=1,N,— 1. (27)

Figure 3: Layer-Wise behaviour of the primary variables {u, v, w, ®} along the thickness of the shell.

6.3 Variable-Kinematics

In this paper, a different model is taken into account. This Variable-Kinematic model is obtained as a
combination of the ESL and LW models. In order to combine these two different models, the Legendre
polynomials have been taken into account. In a multilayered structure, some layers can be modeled with
a homogenization of the properties and modeled with an ESL assembling procedure, whereas for some
layers the homogenization is conducted just at the interface level. This homogenization at the interface
level between the ESL and LW models is performed by the use of the Legendre polynomials. The
Variable-Kinematic assembling, developed in the framework of the CUF, is very simple to integrate, for
example in a FORTRAN code, with few lines of programming. The programming lines of the nucleus
equations remain unchanged both for ESL, for LW and Variable Kinematic assembling. The Variable-
Kinematic assembly procedure of the stiffness matrix in the framework of CUF is shown in Figure

An overview of the assembling scheme of the ESL, LW and Variable-Kinematics approaches is given in

Figure

Lw \
q)k layer
ESL
\ q)k layer

Figure 4: Variable-Kinematics behaviour of the primary variables {u,v,w,®} along the thickness of
the shell.
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Figure 5: Overview of assembling scheme of the three different approaches.

Acronyms

Depending on the variables description and the number of terms N of the various expansion of kine-
matics plate theories can be obtained. A system of acronyms is given to denote these models. The first
letters indicate the used approach in this work which is Equivalent Single Layer (E). The second letter
indicates the type of polynomial adopted, (L) for the Legendre’s polynomials. Sometimes a reference
solution is given with a layer-wise approach, so the first letters become LW. The number N indicates
the number of terms of the expansion used in the thickness direction. If the Navier analytical method
is employed the subscript (a) is used. The letter Z is added if the zig-zag function of Murakami is
employed.

7 Numerical results

To assess these theories the following reference problems have been considered:
e A four-layer square plate with a cross-ply composite core [0°/90°] and piezoelectric external skins
e A three-layer cylindrical shell with a composite core and piezoelectric external skins
e A four-layer cylindrical shell with a cross-ply composite core [90°/0°] and piezoelectric external
skins
7.1 Four-layer plate

A four-layer cross-ply square plate, see Figure @ with a cross-ply Gr/Ep composite core [0°/90°] and
PZT-4 piezoelectric external skins, simply-supported boundary condition is considered. The static
analysis of the plate structure is evaluated in sensor and actuator configuration.

11



Figure 6: Reference system of the composite plate with piezoelectric skins.

For the sensor case, a bi-sinusoidal transverse normal pressure is applied to the top surface of the
plate:

D (2, Y, ztop) = P2 sin(mmx/a)sin(nmy/b) (28)
with amplitude p¢ = 1 and wave numbers m = 1, n = 1. The potential at top and bottom position is
imposed ®; = &, = 0.

For the actuator case, a bi-sinusoidal electric potential is imposed at top surface:

D (x,y, ztop) = P2 sin(mmx/a)sin(nmy/b) (29)

with amplitude ¢¢ = 1 and wave numbers m = 1, n = 1. The potential at bottom position is imposed
®;, = 0. No mechanical load is applied.

In respect to the total thickness, a single piezoelectric skin is thick h, = 0.1h;y, while the single core
layer is thick h. = 0.4hs:. The material properties of the plate are given in Table

12



Table 1: Material data for multilayered plate and shell.

Properties PZT-4 Gr/EP
FE11[GPa] 81.3 132.38
E9 [GPa] 81.3 10.756
FE33[GPa]  64.5 10.756
vig [—] 0.329 0.24
Vi3 [—] 0.432 0.24
vos [—] 0.432 0.49
G12[GPa]  30.6 5.6537
G13[GPa]  25.6 5.6537
Go3[GPa] 25.6 3.606
e15 [C/m2]  12.72 0

e [C/m?] 12.72 0

e31 [C/m?] -5.20 0

es2 [C/m?] -5.20 0

e33 [C/m?] 15.08 0
gll/el) [—] 1475 3.5
a/e0[—] 1475 3.0
€3/e0[—] 1300 3.0

€[C/Vm] 8.85x10712 8.85%10712

The results are calculated for different thickness ratios a/h = 2,100, and they are evaluated in the
following positions with the following form for the sensor cases:

w(z,y, 2) = w(a/2,0/2,0) * 10 | 6.0(2,y,2) = 0uz(a/2,b/2,+h/2)
q':(:z(l')yy Z) = O';,;Z(CL, b/27 0) , QZz(xvya Z) = Uzz(a/2) b/27 +h/2)
®(2,y,2) = ®(a/2,b/2,0) * 10° ) D.(z,y,2) = D.(a/2,b/2,+h/2) x 10

For the actuator cases the variables are evaluated in the same way as the sensor cases, except for the
electric potential:

d(x,y,2) = ®(a/2,b/2,0)

First, a convergence study on the plate element was performed. A composite plate with thickness ratios
a/h = 100 is evaluated. For the sensor case a mesh grid of 40 x 40 elements ensures the convergence
of both the mechanical and electrical variables except for the transverse electric displacement D, that
has a very slow convergence rate. For the actuator case a mesh grid of 24 x 24 elements ensures the

convergence for all the variables, see Table [2]

13



Table 2: Convergence study. Composite four layered plate with thickness ratio a/h = 100.

Sensor Case

Mesh 4x4 8x 8 12x12 16x16 20x20 24x24 28x28 32x32 36x36 40x40 Analytical [Ballhause et al., 2005]

w 4678433 4675324 4675148 4675117 4675109 4675106 4675104 4675104 4675104 4675103 4675300

fo 3302.4 3182.6 3160.1 3152.3 3148.7 3146.7 3145.5 3144.7 3144.2 3143.8 3142.1

w4 6.,  -20.154  -19.167 -18.975 -18.909  -18.879  -18.863 -18.854 -18.849 -18.845 -18.842 -18.832
[ 18.210 2.306 1.284 1.101 1.047 1.025 1.015 1.009 1.006 1.003 -

b 4780.7 4636.5 4605.7 4594.6 4589.5 4586.7 4585.1 4584.1 4583.5 4583.0 4580.2

D, -1.2691  -0.1006  -0.0307  -0.0193  -0.0165 -0.0154 -0.0149  -0.0144 -0.0140 -0.0136 0.0136

Actuator Case
Mesh 4 x4 8x8 12x12 16 x16 20x20 24x24 Analytical [Ballhause et al., 2005]

W -1.3486  -1.3492  -1.3493  -1.3493  -1.3493  -1.3493 -1.3493

Oun -0.0238  -0.0244  -0.0245  -0.0245  -0.0246  -0.0246 -0.0246

L4 Goz 0.0000  0.0000  0.0000  0.0000  0.0000  0.0000 0.0000
[ 0.0002 0.0000  0.0000  0.0000  0.0000  0.0000 -

oy 0.4999 0.4999 0.4999 0.4999 0.4999 0.4999 0.4999

D -0.0370  -0.0370  -0.0370  -0.0370  -0.0370  -0.0370 -0.0370

Therefore a locking study has been performed evaluating different types of integration methods
[Hughes et al., 1978] for the same plate structure to prove that the element is locking free, see Table
The plate element with the MITC9 method ensures accuracy on both the transverse displacement and
the shear stress.

Table 3: Locking study. Composite four layered plate with thickness ratio a/h = 100. The Sensor
cases are computed with a mesh of 40 x 40 elements, the Actuator cases are computed with a mesh of

24 x 24 elements.

Sensor Case Actuator Case
Reduced Selective MITC9 Analytical [Ballhause et al., 2005 Reduced Selective MITC9  Analytical [Ballhause et al., 2005
w 4675103 4675003 4675103 4675300 -1.3493 -1.3496 -1.3493 -1.3493
LA 6oz -23.096 -22.018 -18.842 -18.832 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
P 4581.9 4582.7 4583.0 4580.2 0.4999 0.4999 0.4999 0.4999
D, -0.1511 0.0340 -0.0136 0.0136 -0.0366 -0.0370 -0.0370 -0.0370

An assessment of the Legendre polynomials with a full ESL approach has been performed for the
pure mechanical case in [Pagani et al., | for plates and in [Carrera et al., 2017] for shells. All the results
presented in [Pagani et al., | [Carrera et al., 2017], for thick and thin plates and shells, show that the
Legendre polynomials lead to the same results of the Taylor polynomials. The use of either polynomial
is invariant respect to the solution accuracy.

Hereafter Legendre polynomials have been employed for the structure analyzes. Different Variable
Kinematic models have been used to perform the analysis of the plate structures, see Figures [7] The
acronyms have been modified adding a subscript to them, for the sake of clarity the list of subscripts

is given below:
o Casel = {layerl} {layer2,layer3,layerd}
o Case2 = {layerl,layer2,layer3} {layerd}

e Case3 = {layerl} {layer2,layer3} {layerd}
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Figure 7: Variable Kinematic Cases. Compact example of assembling scheme.

The results are listed in Table |4] for the sensor case, and in Table [5| for the actuator case. For the plate
structures analysed the following considerations can be drawn for the sensor cases:

e Regarding the transverse displacement w, for thin plates a/h = 100, the theories FL4,cqse1,
EL4,cqse2 and EL4,04s03 lead an improvement of the solution respect to the £ L4 without appre-
ciable differences whithin them, see Figure For thick plates a/h = 2, the variable kinematic
theories show different levels of accuracy. The EL4,04se3 theory is able to approximate very well
the full layer-wise reference solution LW4. It has to be noticed that the EFL4,04s1 theory has
a better behaviour than the FL4,04s2 theory due to the layer-wise approximation of the upper
loaded layer, see Figure

For both the transverse shear stress .., see Figure [9a] and the transverse normal stress, see
Figure @ the theories FL4,04se1 and EL4,cqse2 improve the results respect to the EL4 theory
only in the layer with a layer-wise description. The FL4,cqse3 theory is able to approximate very
well along the entire thickness of the plate the full layer-wise reference solution LW4.

Regarding the electric potential ®, for thin plates a/h = 100, the theories EL4,cqse1, EL4,Case2
and F'L4 theories overestimate the reference solution, see Figure For thick plates a/h = 2,
the variable kinematic theories can underestimate and overestimate the solution, see Figure
For both thin and thick plates only the EL4,04se3 theory is able to approximate very well the
full layer-wise reference solution LW4.

For the electric transverse displacement D,, for both thin plates a/h = 100, see Figures and
thick plates a/h = 2, see Figures the theories EL4,04se1 and EL4,c4s02 improve the results
respect to the F L4 theory only in the layer with a layer-wise description. The EL4,c4se3 theory
is the best approximating theory respect to the full layer-wise reference solution LW4.

For the plate structures analysed in actuator configuration, the following considerations can be drawn:

e Regarding the transverse displacement w, for thin plates a/h = 100, the variable kinematic
theories show different levels of accuracy, see Figure the EL4,04se3 solution is closer than
EL4,cqse1 and EL4,0qse2 theories to the full layer-wise reference solution LW4. For thick plates
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a/h = 2 the EL4,cqse1 and EL4,cqse3 theories are able to approximate very well the full layer-wise
reference solution LW4, see Figure

e For both the transverse shear stress o,., see Figure and the transverse normal stress, see
Figure the same considerations as the sensor cases can be depicted. The theories EL4,cqse1
and EL4,c04se2 improve the results respect to the E' L4 theory only in the layer with a layer-wise
description. The EL4,c4se3 theory is able to approximate very well along the entire thickness of
the plate the full layer-wise reference solution LW4.

e Regarding the electric potential ®, for thin plates a/h = 100, see Figure the theories
EL4,0qse1, EL4,cqse2 and E L4 theories can underestimate and overestimate the solution in the
central composite layers. The EL4,04se3 theory is able to approximate very well the full layer-wise
reference solution LW4.

e For the electric transverse displacement D,, for thick plates a/h = 2, see Figures the theories
EL4,cqse1 and EL4,cqse2 improve the results respect to the FL4 theory only in the layer with a
layer-wise description. The EL4,04s3 theory is the best approximating theory respect to the full
layer-wise reference solution LW4.

Therefore, the euclidean norm of the error of primary variables ( mechanical displacements, and
eletric potential ), and secondary variables ( mechanical stresses, and electric displacements ), is evalu-
ated along the plate thickness by mono-models and variable-kinematic models, respect to the adopted
reference solution ref = LW4. The euclidean norm of the error || fg||2 is calculated for a generic
mechanical or electric variables f along the plate thickness z as follows:

IfEll2 = \//zQ (fres(2) = F(2))* d= (30)

for a multilayered structure, the integral is splitted, along the thickness direction z, in the integral sum
of each layer k. Equation [30| changes into:

Nlayers

17zle =] > / (Fs(2) — £4(2)) det (31)
k=1 “*

The euclidean norms are listed in Table[6]for various aspect ratios, and both sensor and actuator case are
taken into account. Here, the norm is a global indicator of the solution accuracy along the multilayer
thickness, it is not distinguishing the local layer approximation. For the Sensor case ( mechanical
load applied ), the mechanical variables have almost the same solution accuracy independently of the
used kinematic model. The variable-kinematic model Case 3, where the piezoelectric skins have to be
modeled by a layer-wise description, permits to have an huge reduction of the error (103 : 104 times)
respect to the others mono-models and variable-kinematic models, for the description of the electric
potential ®, and for the electric transverse displacement D,. For the Actuator case ( electrical load
applied ), the variable-kinematic model Case 3, where the piezoelectric skins have to be modeled by
a layer-wise description, permits to have better results for both mechanical and electrical variables.
The mechanical variables show an error reduction of (1()3 :10° times) respect to the other kinematic
models. The accuracy of the electric variables is improved more than mechanical ones, the error is
(103 . 108 times) lower than the other kinematic models.

For the multilayered plate structures, in conclusion, it is clear that to have more accurate results,
the piezoelectric skins have to be modeled by a layer-wise description. The Variable-Kinematic model
permits to improve globally the results, and at the same time permits to reduce the computational cost
of the analysis, assembling the composite core with an equivalent-single-layer model.
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Table 4: Four-layer square plate with a cross-ply composite core [0°/90°] and piezoelectric external
skins. Mechanical and electrical variables described by Mono-models and Variable kinematic models
for various aspect ratios a/h. Sensor case.

a/h =100 DOFs
W G s Gss ) D,

LW4,[Ballhause et al., 2005] 4675300 3142.1 -18.832 - 4580.2  0.0136
LW4 4675103 3143.8 -18.842  1.004  4583.0 -0.0136 446148
LW1 4647068 3268.7 -18.909  342.0  4555.3 -23.863 131220
EL3Z 4674435 31422 -26.188  43.85  6967.9 -21.051 131220
EL4 4674758 3133.9 -27.238  -37.15 12122 7.9569 131220
FL3 4674453 3153.0 -26.719  23.08 12658 -1.5890 104976
EL2 4669551 3152.5 -10.677  23.56 12660 -1.0612 78732
FL1 3719168 3657.9 -10.203 2727  0.0000 -190.38 52488
EL4cqse1 4674882 31439 -25.668  1.004  9320.7 0.2112 236196
EL4dcqse2 4674874 3141.3 -25.386  -19.59  9308.7  6.5076 236196
EL4dcases 4674870 3143.8 -24.713  1.004 45829 -0.0135 341172
EL3Case1 4674914 3144.0 -26.972  1.004 10412  0.3304 183708
EL3case2 4674905 3151.0 -25.839  -38.11 10396  23.176 183708
FL3cases 4674740 3143.8 -24.463  1.004  4582.8 -0.0135 262440
EL2¢gse1 4673789 3143.2 -17.418  1.029 12620  0.3017 131220
EL2¢ase2 4673770 3159.6 -21.524  38.19 12613  -2.8657 131220
EL2Cases 4674702 3143.8  -23.057  1.029  4582.7 -0.0139 183708
ELlcgse1 4405952 3105.1 -14.014  324.3  2521.9 14.873 78732
ELlcase 4405007 3483.4 -14.290 1742  2522.2  -360.17 78732
FLlCases 4560604 3214.1 -22.118  335.6  4472.9 -23.419 104976
a/h =2 DOFs

1-2} OA'QC’L‘ 6$Z é’ZZ (i ﬁz

LW4,[Ballhause et al., 2005]  4.9113  3.2207 -0.26995 - 0.9103  0.0256
LW4 49112 3.2220 -0.27556  1.0002 0.9106  0.0257 446148
LW1 4.8087 3.5198 -0.31619 2.1220 0.8600 -0.0663 131220
EL3Z 4.3973  3.3804 -0.45298 1.5681  23.803 -0.0579 131220
FL4 45038  2.3684 -0.46102 -0.3149 -6.0143 -0.0938 131220
EL3 4.6282  3.1386 -0.45210 1.6818 2.9967 -0.1295 104976
EL2 2.9334  2.3985 -0.19243 2.1722  4.1979  0.3281 78732
EL1 2.8007  2.1141 -0.19247 2.4231  0.0000  0.1730 52488
EL4cqse1 4.6885 3.1302 -0.42763 1.0002 2.4015  0.0252 236196
EL4cqse2 47123 24890 -0.40574 -0.4832 -9.0305 0.0531 236196
ELACases 4.8731  3.2003 -0.40012 1.0002 0.9037  0.0256 341172
EL3Case1 4.6374  3.1506 -0.45238 1.0048  4.1069  0.0255 183708
EL3case 4.6556  3.0310 -0.44481 0.8657 -10.643 -0.0182 183708
FL3cases 48779  3.1923 -0.40117 1.0050  0.9049  0.0258 262440
EL2c4se1 41357 25720 -0.30963 1.0249  6.9886  0.0227 131220
EL2¢ase2 41730  3.0466 -0.32652 2.2611  1.8004  0.0260 131220
EL2¢qses 4.8895 3.1797 -0.39916 1.0325 0.8674  0.0272 183708
ELlcasen 42378  3.1781 -0.29120 1.8672 0.8329  0.0204 78732
ELlcase 3.2987  1.8259 -0.24482 2.0088  1.0888  0.1602 78732
FELlcgses 5.0470  3.2388 -0.40237 2.0573  1.4450 -0.0620 104976
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Table 5: Four-layer square plate with a cross-ply composite core [0°/90°] and piezoelectric external
skins. Mechanical and electrical variables described by Mono-models and Variable kinematic models
for various aspect ratios a/h. Actuator case.

a/h = 100 DOFs
w a”tl’ OA’fZ OA-ZZ é ,ﬁz

LW4,[Ballhause et al., 2005] -1.3493 -0.0246  0.0000 - 0.4999 -0.0370
LW4 -1.3493 -0.0246  0.0000  0.0000 0.4999 -0.0370 163268
LW1 -1.3970 -0.0210 0.0000  0.0035  0.4999 -0.0353 48020
EL3Z -3.6123 1.8546 -0.0154 -4.8765 0.4969  3.7228 48020
EL4 -3.2153  1.8587 -0.0087 -4.8932 0.5000  3.7332 48020
EL3 -3.1556  1.8607 -0.0117 -4.8929 0.5000  3.7340 38416
EL2 -13.288 -8.2308 0.0186  5.4440 0.5000 -13.546 28812
EL1 -14.415 -8.2361 0.0198 5.4391  0.5000 -13.544 19208
EL4dcase1 -23.806 -0.0362 -0.0002 0.0000 0.3220 -0.0452 86436
EL4dcase2 19.359  0.0934 -0.0046 -0.0148 0.6780 0.0516 86436
ELdcgses -1.3493 -0.0246  0.0000  0.0000 0.4999 -0.0370 124852
EL3case1 35.698 -0.0417 -0.0002 0.0000 0.2554 -0.0525 67228
FEL3cgse2 30.710  0.5397 -0.0140 -1.4381 0.7445 1.0801 67228
FEL3cgses -1.3492 -0.0246 0.0000  0.0000  0.4999 -0.0370 96040
EL2¢qse1 -32.853 -0.0398 -0.0001 0.0000 0.2810 -0.0529 48020
EL2¢case2 23.714  0.6197 0.0102 -1.9831 0.7190  1.3987 48020
EL2¢qse3 -1.3492  -0.0246  0.0000  0.0000  0.4999 -0.0370 67228
ELlcgset -3744.8 -2.0834 -0.0001 -0.2717 0.5487 -1.6144 28812
FEllcogseo 3725.0 -6.0577 0.0262 10.138 0.4513 -14.470 28812
Fllcogses -1.3711  -0.0210 0.0000 0.0035 0.5000 -0.0353 38416
a/h =2 DOFs

w a”tﬂ OA’fZ OA'ZZ é ,Z,jz

LW4,[Ballhause et al., 2005] -1.7475 3.8162  0.0864 - 0.3330  -9.4085
LW4 -1.7475  3.8329  0.0928  0.0006  0.3330 -9.4093 163268
LW1 -2.1030 12452  0.0215 8.1858 0.3241 -5.2964 48020
EL3Z -1.4360 5.9403 -0.4065 10.264 -1.5893 -8.2244 48020
EL4 -4.4070 10954 -0.1212 -0.2279 0.5118 -4.0866 48020
EL3 -4.0468 13.687 -0.1547 -0.5378 0.4615 -2.0398 38416
EL2 -12.428 -3.0088 1.0887 7.3130 0.4674 -16.882 28812
EL1 -14.415 -11.286 1.1108 0.6048  0.5000 -14.549 19208
EL4dcase1 -1.6859 3.8635  0.1467  0.0006  0.2387 -9.4124 86436
ELdcase2 -4.2234  8.0541  0.0733  4.8358  0.6467 -8.9133 86436
ELdcgses -1.7323  3.8406  0.1339 0.0006 0.3330 -9.4092 124852
EL3¢gse1 -1.7082 3.8931 0.1402 0.0269 0.2076  -9.4088 67228
FEL3cgse2 -5.3533  10.947 -0.4043 4.5420 0.7964 -6.1619 67228
FEL3cgses -1.7510 3.8810 0.1413  0.0268 0.3310 -9.4034 96040
EL2cqse1 -1.2439 44452 0.0248 0.0604  0.2687 -9.3855 48020
EL2¢case2 -10.423  7.5934 1.0047 -0.9364 0.6714 -3.6157 48020
EL2¢qse3 -1.7733  4.0563  0.0847 0.0549 0.3311 -9.3809 67228
ELlcgset -5.3835 8.8014  0.2170 6.9842 0.5340 -6.7681 28812
FEllcgseo -13.537 -7.9884 1.3111 54393 0.4493 -15.734 28812
FEllcogses -2.0311 12943 0.1103 8.1694 0.4858 -5.2979 38416
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Figure 13: Four-layered plate, Actuator case, transverse mechanical stresses, 6., for a/h = 100 ratio

(a), 04, for a/h = 2 ratio (b).

21



Lw4
EL4 -
0.8 EL4 Case 1 ---%---
EL4 Case2 ---o---

EL4 Case 3 -4~

0.6

(=1

0.4

0.2

0
z

0.1

02 03 04 05

LW4
b EL4 8-
6 | EL4 Case 1 -~
EL4 Case2 --o-
EL4 Case 3 -4~
_8 -

K

0
-05 -04 -03 -02 -0.1 0 01

(b)

02 03 04 05

Figure 14: Four-layered plate, Actuator case, electric potential and electric transverse displacement, ®

for a/h = 100 ratio (a), D, for a/h = 2 ratio (b).
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Table 6: Four-layer square plate with a cross-ply composite core [0°/90°] and piezoelectric external
skins. Euclidean norm of the error respect to the reference solution LW 4 for mechanical and electrical
variables described by Mono-models and Variable kinematic models for various aspect ratios a/h. Sensor
and Actuator cases.

Sensor Case

a/h W ) Opa s 02 D,
FEL4 0.3410 E+03 0.4954 E4+04 0.5481 E+01 0.6929 E+01 0.1552 E+02 0.2390 E+01
100 EL4cese1 0.2155 E403  0.3164 E4+04 0.3934 E4+01 0.6697 E+01 0.1039 E+02 0.2182 E+01
FEL4cgse2 0.2238 E4+03  0.3157 E+04 0.3399 E+01 0.3995 E4+01 0.1078 E+02 0.2177 E+401
ElL4cgses 0.2278 E403 0.1310 E4+00 0.1955 E+01 0.1513 E4+01 0.4410 E+01 0.2100 E-04
EL4 0.4228 E+00 0.3996 E+01 0.2865 E4+00 0.1367 E4+00 0.3652 E4+00 0.4461 E-01
9 EL4cese1 0.1870 E400 0.1211 E4+01  0.7011 E-01  0.1131 E+00 0.6709 E-01 0.6323 E-02
FEL4cgseo 0.2424 E400 0.5773 E+01 0.2423 E+00 0.1136 E+00 0.3874 E+00 0.1095 E-01
FElL4cgses 0.3376 E-01 0.7868 E-02 0.4050 E-01 0.2977 E-01 0.6621 E-02 0.2712 E-04

Actuator Case

a‘/h ((I) é OA-.’I)I a-zz 5—22 @Z
FEL4 0.1886 E+01  0.4020 E-01  0.5294 E+00 0.2824 E-01 0.1361 E4+01 0.1099 E+01
100 FEL4cgse1 0.2244 E4+02  0.1142 E4+00  0.5039 E-01 0.1077 E-03 0.9711 E-01 0.8997 E-01
EL4cese2 0.2069 E4+02 0.1143 E+00 0.4999 E-01 0.2882 E-01 0.9694 E-01 0.9004 E-01
ELdceses 0.4251 E-04  0.1880 E-08  0.5106 E-06  0.3669 E-05  0.1276 E-05  0.6322 E-08
EL4 0.2345 E+01 0.1261 E4+00 0.1669 E+01 0.1458 E+01 0.6965 E4+00 0.1454 E+01
9 FEL4cgse1 0.6071 E-01 0.6160 E-01 0.5113 E-01 0.3643 E-01 0.5155 E-01 0.6265 E-01
EL4cgese2 0.2097 E401  0.2057 E4+00 0.1147 E4+01  0.1469 E+01 0.7718 E+00 0.2346 E-+00
EL4cases 0.8899 E-02 0.1470 E-03 0.2288 E-01 0.1462 E-01 0.4666 E-02 0.6206 E-04

7.2 Three-layer cylindrical shell

A three-layer composite cylindrical shell, see Figure with a Gr/Ep composite core and PZT-4
piezoelectric external skins, simply-supported boundary condition is considered. The static analysis of
the shell structure is evaluated in sensor and actuator configuration.

Figure 15: Reference system of the composite cylinder with piezoelectric skins.

For the sensor case a mechanical load pressure is applied, for the whole cylinder, at the inner surface
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of the shell, defined as follows:

P 01, ) = s (722 o (722 @

with amplitude p° = 1 and wave numbers m = 1 and n = 8. The potential at top and bottom position
is imposed ®; = &, = 0.
For the actuator case a bi-sinusoidal electric potential, for the whole cylinder, is imposed at outer

surface:

O (o, B, ztop) = ¢° sin (%) cos <n7{;6> (33)

with amplitude ¢° = 1 and wave numbers m = 1, n = 8. The potential at bottom position is imposed
®, = 0. No mechanical load is applied.
The material properties of the cylinder are given in Table For all the cases the geometrical data
are a = 40, b = 2rRg, Rg = 10. In respect to the total thickness, a single piezoelectric skin is thick
hp = 0.1h4o, while the single core layer is thick h. = 0.8h¢. The results are presented for different
radius to thickness ratios Rg/h = 2,4,10,100. Due to the geometrical symmetry of the cylinder, the
symmetry of the load pressure and boundary condition, and the symmetry of the lamination stacking
sequence, an octave of the cylinder is analyzed, half cylinder along the « axis direction and a quarter
along the f circumferential axis direction. The applied mechanical load for an octave of the cylinder is
defined as follows:

) =10 (72 o (72 o
and the electric load for an octave of the cylinder is defined as follows:
o mma nmf3
P (v, B, ztop) = ¢° cos (T) cos | —= (35)

where m = 0,5 and n = 2. The results are calculated in the following positions with the following form
for the sensor cases:

w(a, B,2) = w(a/2,0,0) « 101 | Gaa(, B,2) = 0aala/2,0,+h/2)
Gaz(a, B,2) = 042(a,0,0) , O, B,2) =0,.(a/2,0,0)

o(a, B, 2) = ®(a/2,0,0) . Du(a, B,2) = D2(a/2,0,+h/2) x 10"
For the actuator cases the variables are evaluated in the following form:
(e, 8,2) = w(a/2,0,0) * 10" ) Gaala, B, 2) = 0aa(a/2,0,+h/2)
6oz, B,2) = 002(a,0,0) x 104 | 6..(c, B,2) = 0..(a/2,0,0) x 10
d(a, B, z) = (a/2,0,0) . D.(o,B,2) =D.(a/2,0,4h/2) * 101!

First a convergence study on the shell element was performed. A composite shell with radius to thick-
ness ratio Rg/h = 100 is evaluated. For the sensor case a mesh grid of 20 x 80 elements ensures the
convergence of both the mechanical and electrical variables except for the transverse electric displace-
ment D, that has a very slow convergence rate. For the actuator case a mesh grid of 14 x 56 elements
ensures the convergence for all the variables, see Table [7]
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Table 7: Convergence study. Composite three layered cylindrical shell with radius to thickness ratio
Rg /h = 100.

Sensor Case

Mesh 2x8 4 x 16 6x24 8x32 10x40 12x48 14x56 16x64 18 x72 20 x 80 Analytical [Cinefra et al., 2015a

w 403698 403225 403194 403188 403187 403186 403186 403186 403186 403186 403190
Gaa  2706.1  2612.6 2594.4 2587.9 2585.0 25834  2582.4  2581.7 2581.3  2581.0 -
LA Oaz -3.5070 -3.2390 -3.1880 -3.1722 -3.1656 -3.1622 -3.1604 -3.1592 -3.1585 -3.1579 -3.1560
6., -3.9198 -4.0225 -4.0154 -4.0109 -4.0082 -4.0063 -4.0048 -4.0035 -4.0024 -4.0016 -3.997
0 0.3263  0.3164 0.3143 0.3136  0.3132  0.3131  0.3129 0.3129 0.3128  0.3128 0.3127
ﬁz -121.54 -16.278 -9.6342 -8.5184 -8.2038 -8.0807 -8.0178 -7.9754 -7.9386 -7.9020 -5.495
Actuator Case
Mesh 2x8 4x16 6x24 8x32 10x40 12x48 14 x56 Analytical[Cinefra et al., 2015a
w 5.5422  5.5420  5.5419  5.5418 5.5418 5.5418 5.5418 5.5418
Oaa -0.2048 -0.2119 -0.2132 -0.2137 -0.2140 -0.2141 -0.2141 -
LW o> -0.6069 -0.5559 -0.5466 -0.5439 -0.5427 -0.5422 -0.5419 -0.5423
G2z 0.0390 -0.3508 -0.3370 -0.3438 -0.3742 -0.4104 -0.4417 -0.5571
9 0.5009  0.5009  0.5009  0.5009 0.5009 0.5009 0.5009 0.5009
D. -36.201 -36.203 -36.207 -36.208 -36.209 -36.209 -36.209 -36.209

Different Variable Kinematic models have been used to perform the analysis of the shell structures.
The acronyms have been modified adding a subscript to them, for the sake of clarity the list of subscripts
is given below:

e Casel = {layerl} {layer2,layer3}
o Case2 = {layerl,layer2} {layer3}

The results are listed in Table [§] for the sensor case, and in Table [J for the actuator case. For the
plate structures analyzed the following considerations can be drawn for the sensor cases and actuator
cases. For both 