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1. Introduction

The nonlinear energy sinks (NESs) are relatively new passive vibration control devices that are
designed to mitigate high-amplitude and high-velocity vibrations that often endanger structures and
machines. They have a significantly nonlinear connection with the primary structure (PS) and were
proposed after extensive discussion and application of linear passive vibration control devices. The
global scientific literature indicates that linear attachments such as Tuned Mass Dampers (TMDs)
operate efficiently in the narrowband frequency range, where their performance degrades with any
changes in frequency content in the structure and the TMD itself. In [1], the authors note that unlike
TMDs, the NESs are dynamical vibration absorbers that achieve vibration suppression for wide range
of frequency-energy levels. Due to the strong nonlinearity, NESs can realize broadband targeted
energy transfer (TET) and hence reduce the primary structure (PS) energy. Thus, the NESs provide
more effective response mitigation, without the necessity of adding more damping [2].

The scientific literature provides comprehensive reviews of modern studies on NESs [1, 3-6].
Among many proposed and discussed types, a notable place is occupied by the impact based, i.e.,
vibro-impact NESs. A comprehensive review of the VI NESs can be found in [1]. The authors,
referring to numerous works by the reputable authors, describe the design, analysis and applications of
impact-based NESs, advantages of VI NESs, realization and models. The authors state that VI NESs,
“when properly designed can act as the most effective NESs for shock and seismic energy absorption
and dissipation even at severe loadings”; and the SSVI type was found of robust performance.

In many works, the authors focus on the effect of VI NES physical parameters such as clearance,
mass, stiffness and coefficient of restitution on the energy dissipated and optimize these parameters.
For example, in a resent paper [7], the authors, studying the dynamics of the system with double-sided
VI NES with a ball in a cavity, investigate the influence

of the clearance and contact stiffness on the response ¢, .- Knes 4 »
regimes. However, in [2], the authors, considering the — \_/ }./\./\/\/\/\. c':f::;;‘; t;c;le
system under seismic loading, do not optimize the \gg mass — =1 top flonr plate
damper mass, but construct separate contour plots for Na .

several different mass ratios when the primary structure m | Z

has low damping, moderate damping, high damping,

and very high damping. We also believe that damper
mass should not be optimized, it should be pre-selected
and other parameters should be optimized for each
selected mass separately. In our previous works [8, 9],
we have shown that low-mass VI NESs (mass ratio 1 Fig.1. Schematic illustration of SSVI NES
and 2%) can provide good mitigation of the primary coupled to a single-story primary structure
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structure vibrations, but their optimized parameters acquire unusual “strange” values, namely, a huge

clearance and a very small damping coefficient. In addition, the areas of bilateral damper impacts are

narrow. In the present paper, we show that these phenomena are also true for other structural

parameters, in particular, they persist when the primary structure damping is changed. In our next

paper (Part II), we will follow these phenomena when the primary structure stiffness and the amplitude
of the exciting force are varied.

Finally, it is worth noting. We use the scheme for SSVI NES shown in Fig. 2, which is given in

numerous authoritative works. However, this scheme

Initial position in equilibrivm provides bilateral impacts from two sides, both directly on

the primary structure and on the rigidly coupled obstacle. We

have shown this in our previous works and show it in the

present paper. From this point of view, the scheme given in

I review [1] (Fig. 1) is more in line with the name of the

e vy "
3 |

single-sided VI NES with obstacle impacts on one side only.

~ — Thus, the goals of this paper are as follows:

- l y e to show the influence of the VI NES tuning to the
y structural parameters, in particular,

to the PS damping, on their efficiency;

e to show that the VI NES attachment can replace the

additional PS damping;

e to show that unusual “strange” values of the optimized

parameters for the low-mass VI NES (very large clearance

and small damping coefficient) and narrow areas of bilateral

impacts persist also at different structural parameter values.

Current posttion in motion
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X 2. Model description and governing equations
[ Ny D | In this paper, we study the dynamic behavior of a non-
smooth strongly nonlinear vibro-impact system consisting of
Fig. 2. Conceptual scheme of a primary structure (PS) and a coupled single-sided vibro-
asymmetric single-sided VI NES impact nonlinear energy sink (SSVI NES), which may be
referred to as a vibro-impact damper. The scheme of the
SSVI NES (Fig. 2) was chosen in accordance with numerous works in the scientific literature [10, 11,
12]. The primary structure is a heavy linear oscillator of mass m, connected to a fixed wall by a linear

spring k&, and a damper c,, to which an obstacle is rigidly connected. The light-weight asymmetric
single-sided VI NES of mass m, is coupled to the PS by a linear spring k, and a damper ¢, ; m, <<
m, . The harmonic exciting force F(¢#) with period T acts on the PS
F(t) =Pcos(at +¢,), P=800N, T =27/w. (1)
During operation, VI NES makes repeated impacts both on the PS directly and on the obstacle.
We chose the impact rule, i.e., the impact modeling method, according to the quasi-static Hertz’s

contact theory [13] after examining this problem in our previous works [14]. An interactive contact
nonlinear force that acts only during an impact, which has a specific duration, simulates an impact.

F,,,(2) = K[z()]"*. ©))
The coefficient K characterizes the mechanical and geometric properties of the colliding surfaces.

It differs for the damper impacts on the PS directly and on the obstacle, since different surfaces are
involved in these impacts.

When impacting the PS directly When impacting the obstacle
K = i# K, = i 9
3G+ A+ B 236, + )4 + B, )
1- 1- 1-v2 1-
51 — V12 S Vg 53 3 Vi

, 0, = ) = , 0, = )
Erx Ex Ex Ex
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The Young’s moduli of elasticity for all surfaces E,, E,, E;, E, and Poisson’s ratios v;,v,,vs,v,
are the mechanical characteristics of colliding surfaces. The values E| and v, characterize the contact
surface of the PS; the values E, and v, — the contact surface of the obstacle; the values E,, E, and
v,,v, — the left and right contact surfaces of the vibro-impact damper. The constants 4, 4,, B, B,,
4> 9, are the geometrical characteristics of colliding surfaces; they are calculated according to the

known table [13] depending on the type of contact surfaces. To use this table, we assume that the
damper surfaces, both left and right, are spherical with large radii R, and R,, and the contact surfaces

of the primary structure and the obstacle are flat. Then 4, =B, =1/(2R)), 4, =B, =1/(2R,). We set

A =4,=B =B,=05m", g =¢,=0319 as in the collision of a plane and a sphere. Thus, this
simulation method makes it possible to calculate the contact forces and evaluate the influence of
collision surface characteristics.

In formula (2), z(¢#) is the colliding body rapprochement in the contact zone due to local
deformations allowed by Hertz’s law. The contact conditions are formulated by means of the
Signorini’s contact condition as the following: the impacts occur when

X 2 X, that is, x; —x, >0 for direct impacts on the PS;
then z, =x —x,
X, 2x+(D+C), thatis, x, —x; —(D+C) =0 for impacts on an obstacle;
then z, =x, —x, —(D+C).

Distance D and clearance C are shown in Fig. 2. Combining the Signorini contact conditions and
the Hertz contact law, and using discontinuous Heaviside step function to “activate” the contact forces,
we write the motion equations for this system as follows:

mx, +ox +kxy —cy (X, —x) —ky(x, = x, —D)=F() - H(z))F,,,(z,) + H(zy)F,,,(2,),
My, + ¢, (X, = X) +ky (x, =, = D) = H(z))F,,,,(z) — H(2,)F,,,(2,). (5)

The initial conditions are:

x;(0) =0, x, (0) =D, x, (0) = x, (0)=0, ¢, =0.

The presence of the discontinuous Heaviside step function H(z) in the motion equations (5) makes
the set of the Ordinary Differential Equations (ODE) stiff one. Stiff solvers from the Matlab platform
can integrate the stiff sets of ODE. They provide the variable integration step and make it extremely
small at the impact points. We use the solver ode23s.

The VI NESs are designed to mitigate the PS vibrations, that is, to reduce the total PS energy,
which is calculated by the well-known formula, where x;(¢) and x,(¢) are the results of integration of

the set (5):

“4)

-2 2
myx, (t)" + kyx, (¢
Eltotal (t) = Elkinetic (t) + Elpoten ([) = % (6)
When optimizing the damper parameters, its maximum is chosen as the objective function.
In this paper, some PS parameters are pre-selected
m;=1000 kg, k;=3.95-10*N/m, E, = E; =2.1"10" N/m?, v, =v; =0.3.
The PS damping ¢, changes; this paper studies how these changes affect the system dynamics and
damper efficiency. In our previous works [15], we have found that the softer impacts between the

damper and the barriers are preferable and provide the better results, so we have chosen:
E,=221"10'N/m? E, =2.05-10'N/m?% v, =v, =0.4.

3. Changing the primary structure damping ci

In this section, we consider the SSVI NESs of mass m,=20 kg coupled to the PS with different
damping c¢;. How do their efficiency and system dynamic behavior change when the PS damping is
changed?



14 ISSN 2410-2547
Omip matepiainis i Teopis cnopyy/Strength of Materials and Theory of Structures. 2025. Ne 114

3.1. System behavior during optimization of damper parameters at PS damping
¢; =452N-s/m
In this section, the SSVI NES was tuned to the PS damping ¢;=452 N-s/m, that is, its optimal
design was found for the PS with this damping. It is presented in Table 1.
Table 1
Parameters of VI NES optimized when PS damping was ¢1=452 N's/m

my, kg | ky,N'm | ¢,,N's/m | Cm | D,m
20 198 36.0 0.871 | 0.109

These parameters have large clearance C and small damping coefficient ¢,. The area of bilateral
impacts on the PS directly and on the obstacle is narrow and located near the resonance (Fig. 3). The
regions of unilateral direct damper impacts on the PS are wider.

One of the most important advantages of NESs

over linear dampers is the preservation of PS

52 N's/m vibration mitigation efficiency over a relatively

broad range of the energy-frequency domain.Fig.4

demonstrates this phenomenon. It shows similar

high efficiency in reducing the maximum PS

energy Eimax despite the change in the PS damping

c1. The dashed curves show the PS energy without
damper.

The same results are detailed in Table 2, in
which the PS energy reduction is given as a
percentage. According to the theory of targeted

.-
N

5 6 7 o, rad's  energy transfer (TET), the NES, due to its
Fig. 3. The areas of bilateral (pink) and unilateral (light- nonhnearlt,y’ t?'kes away Some Of the PS8 energy,
green) impacts for SSVI NES with mass m,=20 kg, thus redgcmg it. Therefore, we give the values of
whose parameters were optimized for ¢;=452 N-s/m, the maximum damper energy FEomax in Table 2,
depending on the exciting force frequency Table 3, and Table 5.
L’I::m\- l - 4 < ¢, =412 N's/'m
, ‘s .\\ » Elmax‘ J
0. T NI » =
1500
L s NN 2
" & =442 Nesim 1200
1200 : :
900
900
600 -+ 600
300: ——————— 300 : =
6 6,2 6.4 6 o, rad’s 6 6,2 6.4 6, o, rad/s
(@ (b)

Fig. 4. The reduction of maximum PS energy with attached SSVI NES when changing the PS damping c¢;:
(a) for ¢;=412, 422, 432, 442, 452 N's/m; (b) for ¢,=462, 472, 482, 492 N's/m

When the structural parameters are varied over a wider range, the VI NES performance is
maintained but degraded. Fig. 5 shows the maximum total mechanical energy of the PS E/nax for four
values of its damping without damper and for the PS coupled with the VI NES, whose parameters were
optimized for ¢;=452 N's/m and obtained the values presented in Table 1.

Table 3 summarizes the energy values in numbers and the PS energy reduction in persent.
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Table 2

The reduction of the maximum total energy of the PS with different damping c¢; coupled with VI NES
whose parameters were optimized for ¢;=452 N-s/m. The maximum damper energy Eomax

c1, N's/m 412 | 422 | 432 | 442 | 452 462 472 482 492

Etnar, J, 1890 | 1801 | 1719 | 1642 | 1571 | 1503 | 1440 | 13813 | 1326

PS without damper

Etna, J, 1119 | 1041 | 965.9 | 892.8 | 667.0 | 6553 | 639.9 | 625.1 | 610.8

PS with damper

% reduction of Eimax | 41 42 44 46 58 56 56 55 54

Eomax, 539 | 522 [80.7 |572 |135 46.1 447 1433 42.0

Note Bilateral impacts Unilateral impacts against PS only |
Eas d L A= v =25 PS without damper

32 N'sim M. PS with VI NES

4000

3000 -

2000

1000

5 5.5 6 6.5 7 w, rad/s

Fig.5. The maximum total mechanical energy of the PS E|.x for four values of its damping ¢, without damper (dashed curves)
and for the PS coupled with the VI NES, whose parameters were optimized for ¢;=452 N's/m and given in Table 1 (solid curves)
Table 3

The reduction of the maximum total energy of the PS with four different damping ¢; coupled with VI
NES whose parameters were optimized for ¢;=452 N°s/m. The maximum damper energy Emax

ci, N's/m 252 352 | 452 552
Eimax, J, PS without damper | 5037 | 2587 | 1571 | 1054
Eimax, J, PS with damper 3589 | 1664 | 667.0 | 538.1
% reduction of Ejmax 29 36 58 49
Eomax, J 106.4 | 50.8 | 135 40.5

In [1], the authors note that “energy dissipation is accomplished by three mechanisms: (1) the NES
damping, (2) energy loss during NES inelastic impacts and (3) the structural modal damping”. It is
important to note that one type of damping can be replaced by another one. In Fig. 5, one can see
almost the same effect of both increasing the primary structure damping ¢;=452 N-s/m (dashed dark
blue curve)and attaching the low-mass VI NES to the primary structure with lower damping
¢1=352 N-s/m (solid brown curve). Figs. 6 (a) and (b) demonstrate this effect for two system variants,
where the PS with higher damping but without damper and the PS with lower damping but with
attached damper provide the same values of its maximum total energy.

How will the damper efficiency and dynamics of the system with attached VI NES change if their
parameters are optimized for new values of structural damping?
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Fig. 6. The damping effect of increasing PS damping c, or joining VI NES is the same

3.2. System behavior when optimizing damper parameters with appropriate PS damping

In this section, the SSVI NESs were tuned to the different PS damping, that is, their optimal
designs were found for the PS with appropriate damping. After performing optimization procedures
separately for each PS damping value, the optimized VI NES parameters were selected as follows
(Table 4). Optimization procedures were carried out by tools of standard Matlab software using surf
and fminsearch programs.

Table 4
Parameters of VI NESs of mass m,=20 kg optimized with appropriate PS damping
ci, N'ssm | kop, NNm | ¢o, N's/m | Cm | D,m
252 187 26.6 1.36 | 0.126
352 228 21.7 1.33 | 0.141
552 229 23.1 0.966 | 0.170

Table 4 shows that the trend of unusualness for the clearance C and damping coefficient ¢, for
lightweight dampers persists; the clearance C is very large and the damping coefficient ¢, is small. Fig. 7,
obtained with the surf program, confirms the validity of this choice. These plots show the top-down
views of the 3D diagrams depicting the relationship between two parameters of SSVI NES with mass
m»=20°kg, when PS damping ¢; =352 Ns/m. The values of the objective function, i.e. the maximum total
PS energy Eimax, are shown in color. Fig. 7 (a) demonstrates that its lower values depicted in blue and
dark blue colors correspond to large values of clearance C. Fig. 7 (b) shows that its lower values depicted
in blue and dark blue colors correspond to small values of damper damping c».

2,N-8fm

(b

Fig. 7. The relationship between two parameters of SSVI NES with mass m,=20 kg, when PS damping ¢,=352°N's/m:
(a) between (D — C) k,=198 N/m, ¢,=36.0 N's/m; (b) between (k, — ¢;) D=0.11 m, C=0.87 m
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The areas of bilateral impacts both directly on the PS and on obstacle are still narrow. In Fig. 8,
they are shown in pink color; the areas of the unilateral direct damper impacts on the PS are wider,
they are shown in light green color. In the white zones, the motion is shockless and there is no
nonlinearity.
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(@) (b)

Fig. 8. The areas of bilateral (pink) and unilateral (light-green) impacts for VI NESs with mass m,=20 kg, whose parameters
were optimized for appropriate PS damping: (a) ¢;=252 N's/m, (b) ¢,=352 N's/m, (c¢) ¢;=552 N's/m

The damper efficiency is improved when its parameters are optimized at appropriate structural
parameters. Table 5 clearly demonstrates this improvement; the lowest green row is given for ease of

comparison.
Table 5

The reduction of the maximum total energy for the PS with four different damping
coupled with VI NES whose parameters were optimized for appropriate PS damping.
The maximum damper energy Eamax

c1, N's/m 252 | 352 | 452 552
E\imax, J, PSwithout damper 5037 | 2587 | 1571 | 1054
E\imax, J, PSwith damper 1234 | 1469 | 667.0 | 464.0
% reduction of E/max 76 43 | 58 56
% reduction of Emax from Table 3 29 36 | 58 49
Eomax, J 198 | 261 | 135 132

Thus, as we have noted earlier, the low-mass VI NESs (mass ratio 1 and 2 %) have a rather high
efficiency in mitigating the primary structure vibrations when their parameters are optimized.
However, these parameters acquire unusual “strange” values, namely, very large clearance C and small
damping coefficient c». In addition, the areas of bilateral damper impacts both directly on the PS and
on the obstacle are narrow; the areas of unilateral direct damper impacts on the PS are wider. These
phenomena persist when the structural parameters are changed. In particular, Table 4, Table 5 and Fig.
8 clearly demonstrate them when changing the PS damping c;.

System dynamics with SSVI NES is always complex;there is often an amplitude-modulated
response. For example, Fig. 9 shows the amplitude-modulated response of the system at w=6.38 rad/s,
when the PS damping ¢;=252 N's/m and the SSVI NES has parameters optimized for this damping,
which are presented in the top row in Table 4. Fig. 9 (a) presents the PS displacements with the upper
envelope highlighted in red; its frequency is Q=0.332015 rad/s. The modulation depth (modulation
factor) is m=21 %. Figs.9 (b) and (c) show the contact forces for direct impacts on the PS in blue color
(b) and on the obstacle in green color (c). Fig. 9 (d) presents the phase portraits with Poincaré maps in
red color for the PS on the left and for the damper on the right. In this plot, the velocity jumps at the
impact moments are clearly visible. Fig. 9 (e) presents the Fourier spectrum, in logarithmic scale in
inner frame.
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Fig. 9. The amplitude-modulated response of the system at w=6.38 rad/s, when the PS damping ¢;=252 N's/m and the SSVI NES
has parameters optimized for this damping, which are presented in the top row in Table 4. (a) PS displacements with the upper
envelope highlighted in red; (b), (c) the contact forces for direct impacts on the PS (b) and on the obstacle (c); (d) the phase
portraits with Poincaré maps in red color for the PS on the left and for the damper on the right; (e) the Fourier spectrum

3.3. System behavior when PS is coupled to a linear damper
In the above sections in Figs. 3 and 8, narrow areas of the damper impacts on the obstacle have

88 20kg

180

o

o Na/f

758
ww
- ] 00

S0 550 630

150 400 450

hy Nfs

Fig. 10. Finding optimal parameters of linear damper
using the surfprogram

been shown. If you move the obstacle away and
increase the distance between the PS and the damper,
i.e., increase the clearance C and distance D, the
damper operates as a linear one without any impacts.
If we tune it to PS damping c¢;=452 N-s/m, i.e.,
optimize its parameters at this damping value, we get
a tuned mass damper (TMD). Optimization of the
parameters ¢; and &, for the damper with mass m>=20
kg when D and C are large is performed using the surf’
program from the Matlab platform (Fig. 10). The dot
in the blue field in this figure defines them as follows:
ko=X= 600 N/m, c,=Y=52 N's/m.

The linear damper with these parameters, tuned to
PS damping ¢;=452 N-s/m, has a sufficiently high
efficiency, which is maintained for other PS damping
c1 (Figs. 11, 12).

Fig. 11 (a) is Fig. 4 (a), to which the colored dotted curves were added. They correspond to the PS

energy behavior when the TMD is coupled to the PS. The upper dashed curves show the PS energy
without damper, the colored solid curves show the PS energy when SSVI NES is coupled to it. Fig. 11
(b) is almost identical to Fig. 4 (b); the colored dotted curves were added, but the colored solid curves
were removed because they almost merged. Fig. 12 presents such dependences for the larger values of
PS damping ci.

Figs. 11 and 12 clearly show that the high efficiency of linear damper is maintained over a wide
range of PS damping. Table 6 supports this assertion in numbers. The linear TMD, which has no
nonlinearity, also takes away some of the PS energy, thereby reducing it; its maximum energy Eomax is
given in Table®6.
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Fig. 11. The reduction of maximum PS energy with attached SSVI NES and TMD when changing the PS damping®c;: (a) for
=412, 422, 432, 442, 452 N's/m; (b) for ¢,=462, 472, 482, 492 N's/m
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Fig. 12. The reduction of maximum PS energy with attached SSVI NES and TMD when changing the PS damping ¢,

Table 6
The reduction of the maximum total energy for the PS coupled with TMD. The maximum damper
energy Eomax.
c1, N's/m 412 | 422 432 | 442 [ 452 | 462 | 472 [ 482 492 |552 |952
Elmax, J, PS
without 1890 | 1801 | 1719 | 1642 | 1571 | 1503 | 1440 | 1381 | 1326 | 1054 (354.5
damper
Elmax, J,

PS with 787.6 |763.5 |740.5 |718.5 |697.5 |677.4 [658.1 [639.7 (622.0 |529.9 |231.3
T™MD

% reduction

58 58 57 56 56 55 54 54 53 50 35
of E'imax

Eomax, J 642 | 623 |58.7 |569 |553 |537 |522 [50.7 [492 |[41.8 | 18.0

Thus, the system under consideration with certain parameters and harmonic excitation does not
demonstrate the advantages of nonlinear vibro-impact damper compared to a tuned linear damperwhen
the PS damping is changed.The authors of a very serious review [1] write with reference to an old
paper by many reputable authors [16]:” In general, the structural vibration control aims to dissipate
excessive vibrational energy from a primary structure using an auxiliary device. Different types of
passive damping devices ... have been theoretically and experimentally investigated for vibration
mitigation in civil structures but no particular damper was found efficient under all circumstances”.
Consequently, the choice of an effective and reliable damper may be different for different real
constructions.
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4. Conclusions

In this paper, the effect of varying the structural parameters on the efficiency of single-sided vibro-
impact nonlinear energy sinks coupled to a primary structure was studied. The damper efficiency in
mitigating the primary structure vibrations and the system behavior when the damping of the primary
structure is changed were investigated. The effect of optimizing the damper parameters for each PS
damping separately was also studied. The above results allow us to draw following conclusions.

e The efficiency of a damper tuned to a certain PS damping, that is, whose parameters have been
optimized at this PS damping, remains sufficiently high over some range of PS damping.

e The efficiency of a damper tuned to a certain PS damping, that is, whose parameters have been
optimized at this PS damping, detereorates over a wider range of PS damping.

e Optimizing the damper parameters for appropriate PS damping, i.e., tuning the damper to the
appropriate structural parameters, significantly improves their efficiency.

e Coupling the VI NES to the PS has the same effect on the system behavior as increasing the PS
damping.

e The parameters of low-mass dampers optimized for different values of structural parameters
always acquire unusual “strange” values, namely very large clearance and small damping coefficient

The areas of bilateral damper impacts both directly on the PS and on the obstacle are always
narrow.

The areas of unilateral direct impacts only on the PS are wider.

¢ Dynamics of the system with attached SSVI NES is always complex. The amplitude-modulated
responses often occur.

e Tuned mass damper demonstrates the effect of mitigating the PS vibrations in the system under
consideration, which is as good as the effect exhibited by the vibro-impact nonlinear energy sink.
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Jizynoe I111., Ilozopenosa O.C., Ilocmuixosa T.I'.
HAJIAIUTYBAHHS BIBPOYJAPHUX HEJITHIMHUX IMOTJIAHAYIB EHEPITi ITPH 3MIHI
KOHCTPYKTUBHUX TAPAMETPIB. YACTHUHA 1

VY wmiif cTaTTi JOCHiKy€eThes eheKTUBHICTh BiOpOYAapHOro HENiHIMHOro morianHada eHeprii (BibpoymapHoro memmdepa) y
raciHHi KOJMBaHb IEPBHHHOI CTPYKTYypH, TOOTO y 3MEHIICHHI i MOBHOI MexaHiyHOi eHeprii. [IepBHHHA KOHCTPYKIS SBISIE
co0010 JNiHIHHMIA OCHUIIATOP, SKHH YTBOPIOE CHJIBHO HeNiHiiiHy BiOpOyZapHy cHCTeMy, KOJH IO HBOTO HPHEAHYETHCS
BiOpoymapuuii memndep. Ilpn HamamTyBaHHI nemmdepa Ha II€BHE 3HA4YEeHHS KOHCTPYKTHBHOTO IIapaMeTpa, 30Kpema,
nemnyBaHHS IePBUHHOI CTPYKTYpH, HOTO HOCUTH BUCOKA e(heKTHBHICTH 30€piracThesl B ASSIKOMY Aiala3oHi IbOT0 apamMerpa i
MOTipUIyEThCS B OLTBII IMHPOKOMY aiama3oni. Tomi HamamTyBaHHS KOHCTPYKLil Aemiiepa Ha Bi[MOBIIHE 3HAYCHHS
nemryBaHHS IIePBHHHOI CTPYKTypH JO3BOJISIE CYTTE€BO MiJBHINUTH Horo edekruBHicTh. IIpomexypu ontmmizamii
3IIHCHIOIOTBCS 3ac00aMM CTaHJAPTHOTO IporpaMHoro 3abesneuenus Matlab. OnHax onTHMI30BaHI MapaMeTPH Majlo MacoBOIO
nemidepa HaOyBarOTh HE3BHYHUX «IUBHUX» 3HA4YCHb, a caMe: Ay)Ke BENUKHIl 3a30p i Manuid koediuient aemndysanms. Kpim
TOTO, 30HH JIBOOIYHMX yAapiB aemidepa sk Oe3rmocepelHb0 00 OCHOBHY KOHCTPYKIIIFO, TaK i O MEPEIIKOLy € By3bKUMH, a 30HU
OJIHOOIYHUX MPAMHX YAapiB Jemiipepa 00 OCHOBHY KOHCTPYKLIKO € IUpIUMH. L[i sBHINA, IO CIOCTEPIrajucs B HALIUX
MomnepeAHix poboTax i OJHOrO KOHKPETHOTO 3HAUCHHS AeMI(yBaHHs IIEPBHHHOI CTPYKTYPH, 30epiratoThest 1 IUist pisHHX HOro
3Ha4yeHb. Takox Ioka3aHo, sk ycraHoBka VI NES moxe 3amimutu nomatkose aemmndysanus IIC. J/luHamika cucTeMH 3
OJTHOOIYHUM BiOPOYJapHUM HENIHIMHUM IOTJIMHAYEM €HEpril, 3B'SI3aHUM 3 MEPBUHHOIO CTPYKTYPOIO, 3aBXKAU CKIIAJHA, 4acTO
BUHUKAIOTh aMILTITYJHO-MOJIyJIbOBaHI BIATYKH CcHCTeMH. IlOKa3aHO XapakTepUCTHKH TakOro pexuMmy, a came: rpadik
nepeMilieHb 3 BEpXHbOIO OTHHAIOYOI0, JIIBY Ta IIpaBy KOHTaKTHI cutH, (pa3oBi nopTperr 3 kapTamu [lyankape Ta ciextpu ®yp'e.
MopenroBaHHsS yIapy 3 BHUKOPHCTaHHSM HENiHIMHOI KOHTAaKTHOI cwik ['epua BiIMOBiIHO 1O HOro KBasicTaTHYHOI Teopil
JI03BOJISIE PO3PAaXyBaTH KOHTAKTHI CHIIM YAapy, BpaXyBaTH i ONTHMI3yBaTH XapaKTEPUCTUKU [TOBEPXOHb, 110 CTHKAIOTHCS.

SIKicHI PHCYHKH 1 TaONUILI CYIIPOBOIKYIOTh BEIUKHI 00CAT YHCEIbHUX EKCIIEPUMEHTIB.

KarouoBi cioBa: HenmiHiiiHWI mornuHa4 eHeprii, memmdep, BiOpoymap, ONTHMI30BaHI IapamMeTpH, e(pEeKTHBHICTB,
JIBOCTOPOHHI yAapH.

Lizunov P.P., Pogorelova O.S., Postnikova T.G.
TUNING OF VIBRO-IMPACT NONLINEAR ENERGY SINKS UNDER CHANGING STRUCTURAL
PARAMETERS. PART 1

This paper studies the efficiency of vibro-impact nonlinear energy sink, that is, vibro-impact damper, in mitigating the
primary structure vibrations, i.e., in reducing its total mechanical energy. The primary structure is a linear oscillator that forms a
strongly nonlinear vibro-impact system when a vibro-impact damper is coupled to it. When the damper is tuned to a certain
value of a structural parameter, in particular, the primary structure damping, its sufficiently high efficiency is maintained in
some this parameter range and deteriorates in a wider range. Then tuning the damper design to the appropriate value of the
primary structure damping allows to significantly improve its efficiency. Optimization procedures are carried out by the tools of
standard software Matlab. However, the optimized parameters of the low-mass damper acquire unusual “strange” values,
namely, very large clearance and small damping coefficient. In addition, the areas of bilateral damper impacts both directly on
the primary structure and on the obstacle are narrow; the areas of unilateral direct damper impacts on the primary structure are
wider. These phenomena, observed in our previous works for one particular value of the primary structure damping, persist for
its different values. It is also shown how a VI NES attachment can replace the additional PS damping. The system dynamics
with the single-sided vibro-impact nonlinear energy sink coupled to the primary structure is always complex; the amplitude-
modulated responses are often occur. The characteristics of such a regime are shown, namely, the time history of displacements
with upper envelope, left and right contact forces, the phase portraits with Poincaré maps, and Fourier spectra. Modeling the
impact using the nonlinear Hertz’s contact force in accordance with his quasi-static theory allows us to calculate the impact
contact forces, take into account and optimize the characteristics of the colliding surfaces.

Qualitative figures and tables accompany a large volume of numerical experiments.

Keywords: nonlinear energy sink, damper, vibro-impact, optimized parameters, efficiency, bilateral impacts.
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Tokasano, K HANAUWIMYSAHHS 8IOPOYOAPHUX HENIHIIHUX NOSTUHAYIE eHep2ii Ha 8I0N0BIOHI KOHCIMPYKMUBHI NAPAMEMPU MOdiCe
nioguwumu ixuio egexmueHicmo 'y wupuwiomMy Olanazoni yux napamempie. Heseuuni «Ou6Hi» 3nauenHs ONMuMizo8aHux
napamempie Oisi Maio0 MAcUSHUXx oemngepie (Oyoice Genuxuil Kupenc i manuu xoepiyienm demngysanns) i 6y3vki obracmi
080CMOPOHHIX Y0apie 36epiealombcs MAKOAC NPU PISHUX 3HAYEHHAX KOHCIMPYKIMUBHUX NAPAMEMPIE.
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1t is show how tuning of vibro-impact nonlinear energy sinks to appropriate structural parameters can improve their efficiency
over wider range of these parameters. Unusual “strange” values of optimized parameters for low-mass dampers (very large
clearance and small damping coefficient) and narrow areas of bilateral impacts persist also at different structural parameter

values.
Tabl. 6. Figs. 12. Refs. 16.

ABTOp (HayKOBMii CTYNiHb, BU€HE 3BaHHS, 0CAJa): JOKTOP TEXHIYHHX HayK, mpodecop, 3aBimyBad kadeapu OyaiBenbHOL
mexaniku KHYBA, mupexrop H/II 6yaiensHoi mexaniku JII3YHOB Ilerpo IletpoBuy

Anpeca po6oua: 03680 Ykpaina, M. Kuis, npocnext Ilositpsaux Cun 31, KuiBcbkuii HanioHaIbHUI yHIBepcUTET OyIiBHHUITBA
1 apXiTeKTypH

Po6ounii Tes.: +38(044) 245-48-29

Mobinshuii Tea.: +38(067)921-70-05

E-mail: lizunov@knuba.edu.ua

ORCIDID: http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2924-3025

ABTOp (HaykoBMii CTymiHb, BYeHe 3BaHHs, MOCaNa): KaHIUAAT (I3UKO-MATEMATHYHHX HAYK, CTAPIINA HAyKOBHUIi
CHiBPOOITHUK, IPOBiqHUH HayKoBHi criBpoOiTHUK H/II OyniensHol Mexaniku [IOI'OPEJIOBA Omnsra CemeniBaa

Anpeca po6oua: 03680 Ykpaina, M. Kuis, npocnext Iositpsaux Cun 31, KuiBcbkuii HanioHaIbHHI yHIBepcUTeT OyIiBHHUITBA
1 apXiTeKTypu

PobGouwnii Ten.: +38(044) 245-48-29

Mobiabumii Tea.: +38(067) 606-03-00

E-mail: pogos13@ukr.net

ORCID ID: http://orcid.org/0000-0002-5522-3995

ABTOp (HAyKOBHil CTymiHb, BUeHe 3BaHHs, I0CANA). KAHIWIAT TEXHIYHMX HAyK, CTapIIMii HAayKOBHIl CHiBpPOOITHHK,
npoBianuil HaykoBuit criBpobiTHK H/I 6yniBensHoi Mexaniku [IOCTHIKOBA Tetsuna ['eopriiBna

Anpeca po6oua: 03680 Ykpaina, M. Kuis, npocnext Iositpssaux Cun 31, KuiBcbkuii HanioHaIbHHI yHIBepcUTeT OyIiBHHUITBA
1 apXiTeKTypH

Po6ounii Tes.: +38(044) 245-48-29

MobGiabumii Tea.: +38(050) 353-47-19

E-mail: postnikova.tg@knuba.edu.ua

ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6677-4127


mailto:bazhenov.va@knuba.edu.ua
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2924-3025
https://www.scopus.com/redirect.uri?url=http://www.orcid.org/0000-0002-5522-3995&authorId=36774831900&origin=AuthorProfile&orcId=0000-0002-5522-3995&category=orcidLink
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6677-4127

