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1 5 &

DABR 7% « /5 3 AT A 55 30t T 45 ) g R AR AL R B e 1) AR B AE T B R« A Ak
T\ A i S U B KRR SR RHRE IR 0 T 20 T DL 5 5 1 R i
B FAR & ML R, JE A BB, FRIRES M ) AV REJF B e TRE 22 4.
PR B A Tl B AR U S AR JB A R T 5 R TP R IR A N T T B SR e, R A
BZ L TR G R A 0y AT AR L AR S AR T BRI A 5 A PR R A
B S WAF T AT 20 B, BT TC L5 40 SR BE 0T B P 3 A SR A M R S, ST AR A S
FLRAGRIE IR R/ LB S Z AR &R, LIS G5 B S A I (Rose 2011,
Zhang et al. 2017, Guan 2017, {i[ {7 & %5 2001, Mitra & Gopalakrishnan 2016, Willberg et
al. 2015). o4 T iE M TR el 22 46 A ARG 75 5K, ILAGER A5 3 SRS U B0 AR & 8 H 1 T
TFa) 235 ) 2 0 R g5 1) R 7 5 G 00 R 2285 g 7 U AROUL 453 105 F 1 2k 1 e 7 - B A 00
KHFFE I 1A (Shen 2014, fi[ 17 & % 2016, Cawley 2018, XIBEHKZE 2017). B 1 NBH T
P AR I B T B R A 5 3 7y 2 vh B ) AR L S S A R A TR, SR A
E 5 K 2 THT (10 42 fid B A 43 fioh A% SRS AT B P S A5 5 OBl 55 AL, 4 50 v e
BRI, A T e Sk R R B A AR L, OO T A HE AR AN RE A, T Ik
HICSR 8. kTSR i AGL A 5 R AT, BARAR BN S SR HRIB I 18] L B S5 i 224,
RS B A LIRS T S5 4 B SRR I 7 AT b R R L S M N ) AR
X e P A FE R PR A R, DA AEAS U e {5 5 AT AR OE, HERA SR E A R sk 5 R
R, AN VR W R P 3 A T B AR I A A £ M S T A I R B AT, 24 T e DA
N 3 ANE B (1) BRSBTS T AR R (Koshiba et al. 1981,
1984; Ng et al. 2012; Wilcox et al. 2007; Chen et al. 2017; Harding et al. 2006; Thompson
et al. 2009); (2) F3 4T 25 ) il B3 5L 0 B B0 8 75 3 AR BB AR PR (R 52 I (3) SRR 44
H R RS T UK BB S U (Sébastien et al. 2002). 25 RE F i S YR IEUR) A 42
WAL S 353 S5 A A R 1, B P 3 A T S5 AR 7T oh B 3l 0 S v S e AT KA U 4
N, W KR - S5 L - SRR - SE R SRR G I B T S SRR R, 2k ATt 5
M G5 K6 H R Bl g 2 v B T R o RRE A 25 R A 3 5 5 A v 3 A R R % 0 AT A
35 R B R EL A AR 0 BT R AR e R S B ) i A L Ko, E 2 E) )
ot S e B HE LS R AT BOR BEAT THEL, W a0 il A A L BRINE K b i3 ) A A
S AR5 S0 M BAE ¢ R W K THE (Saravanos et al. 1997, Han et al. 2001).
H R ITIE (finite element method, FEM) 5 3R fif 45 55§ Ak 2 109/ BT #E4T 0 B, AT
TS5 0% AR B S5 M S AFAE TR s 280, AR RE IR A6 55 Bk [ 1 54 b 3)
it )T, A 5 TR RO R b B 2 S0 AL, CON T
R B A A 1 B EL A BV (Willberg et al. 2015, Augustyniak & Usarek 2016, Rose
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2018, Ong 2018). fH/2& 32l T .o s R A . BB AR 7> ik« e Ik 45 H) g A 7 25
JITE AN, L FEM £ B - BAR ) 75 380 ) 2 B o S 2 AR B
RORAR, 2R To IR AL I i, R Gl 2 B 0 e A e e MR 7S T SR R S
2 775 8 s S AR B AE K B 0 S SR L D, 3L SRR BT TN B
FEMIFRE T 2 F FEM N 58 75 S ks U 5 A (T 7.

= YRR S S5 SR AR TR Bh 7 R A T RE A S R 5 R

0ij,5 + fl — pili — M’[Li =0 (1)
3 — LA LA 5 e
€ij = 0.5 (w5 + ;) (2)
AL F] — AW A ) T3 R
0ij = Dijrigr (3)
RIFHILT T EHIRLRE R 3 55 2
U; = ﬁi
_ (4)
O'ijnj = Tz

X, o} NRJISKE, {fi} NIETI5KE, p NEE, p NHEEREL, {w}, {a;} M {i}
T INANLRE R ERIE LR B, {ei;} NNARIKE, {Dyjr} AMEHE R EOEEE, {n;}
NI FANETT B R & {T;} 9L 5t 3. FEM A4 3K g 187 18] B iO 2 T InAUR &
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V2 BUAR 7y T PR PRI B0 A o3 O R R 95 AR 0 T 3 AL 3 7 2 L3 M BUE AR R e
BERE w5 T 3R A 30 2 22 T A 18] (10 DY 2 2> 6, 2 5O 2 v SR P A A% 9 18 o 20
LSRRI R R B H R B

u= Na (5)

X, w AR IERE, N D92 (8] B BUH R s 8O, o 9717 5 B . INBUR Bk
2y i 53 75 RE 58 B9 T2 XN Bl 1 2 Ak o 7 RE AN 570 5 RE IR B AT L S 1 o A B8
BRI ZZ. BEIT, B30 i 0 J7 R 1) SRR 3 A0 9 3 4R A8 0 e d /MBI A2 72 e K, BD
WUIR B AL SR e 8 2CHEAT B R B B33 o B3t iR 1 3 & (Galerkin) FEM J2& H
HIEE P 3 A I B AR WE 7 v I A 2 0 — g ik, HL i BCeR B 4% (32 73, 0 50 A
oy i RE 88 B 1 508

/ (;’U,l (Uij,j -+ fz — pul — uuz) df? — / (;’U,l (crijnj — i) dI'=0 (6)
2 r

A, du NALFEAR 4. KR 57 &= / Suioij ;A2 AT 3ALGY, FF NN ST — BARY)
[
AR J5 RE AL R A T2 (5), 1521 FEM 3l /72 1] 0 F 3400 %8 5 7 F2 0

Mii(t) + Cu(t) + Ku(t) = F(t), tel=(0,t) (7)

X, M ONRERFE, C NLERHFE, K SRIEZRRE, F(t) N8R E, te AR [
K, T NFRREER KO o I (R SR AR IR, Ma, Cu(t), Ku(t) 5 mlx R 7). BHJE 75
AUSEAE F. X BB e K R B AR L W SEAE R« PHLJE 4B B A SR oo 3 R A

Me = / pNTNAN
2

K° = / BTDBdn
-Qe

C° = / pNTNAR
2

Fe:/ NdeQ+/ NTTdr
2 Ie

X, M eo, K¢ F° 3 5l oo i SR FE . B0 0 BB A6 BE 50 o I B A AR5 G 3%
iR, B AR HERE, T B B IE AT, 2 BT SR A5 1Y Oy 2 3 1 1)
i, e RE C = 0.

FEM H F T 30 J) % 0] B 1 5505 3 32 B BRI VE AR B 3 v Wi b, B4
R R 22 8 (Taylor) FEFF AN 2 23 16 BABB 2 AL A% « T80 RN B 25 2 & 1 3 AL
2, 7 B O B) A b s A A X, ELRELE B A T SR T AT AR AR B AR
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SR 5 TN 2R KR, BRI X3 8 BLA 0 72 7058 Newmark 325 903K H 2
ARIE R A 302K, 70 3227 3 (9) Aa (10). 20 (9) R ¢+ Ae 211
RERe T ¢ St — At I ZIRRLRE AN ¢ I ZI B 8T 3R F AR 2. 249 A = 1 I, 5 & i
227> 3 3N (10) AT ¢4 At I 2 AL RS R I SRR ¢4 Ac I 2 e sh U5 R AT .
Ho, y ARIE S8, — RIUER /N, ANSYS 84 v BRIABE A 0.005. 8K
v BUE 2R TSR 5 R R A B 2=, Fa U 70 ¥4 B AN 32 I [a) 77
A KHIEIZ), & — R e & MR e BUE TR T, B0 TR RS BRI R R AR
e AR 7305 o R I 1) AR 20 25 Kl 0 A B K T i AR R B IR R AR 70 28 K (Dauksher &
Emery 1999). 5 St R, B3 AR 70528 SR A I 75 B0 AT 90 B2 AR R SR 302 55, 9
TR ARV R AR S i N, 2 A P R R R 5T R R R AT L JE R R 88 T e I 1]
KA, B R R AR U R AT TR B RS R R T STV,
M 2 46 181 A = BRE 5 R 4 2 46 D AN AR 65 1) 05 R 2 2 AT g B eBUE AR 03 19 B B A
IR AR N2, SR I K % R R A o N AT B N4 1) AR G I R N AT 7T 3R B ELREAR 0 A AR
TR B DA AR B P 3 O 55 B AR ABL AR AR, 24 SRR s v S e R R R 73 3
TR, HEFE K B R4 J7 15 (Bathe & Wilson 1973, Sun et al. 2000). [K UL, 758 &
S I B TT D, 0 e AE BEAT R A ST R AR LA T OC AR A3 ) R 5
22 R R U TR AR 7 SR BEAT FEM. iF 55, (AR 70 ik A2 38 T o x i [R) AR 7 28 A A
BT B S AR B R, B R iR A P R o B R R D T SR 38 B R X
FAHLRE, B TR AR 23 20 K 75 206 2 B — 3 BB B A 7 — B 4E (Courant-Friedrich-Levy,
CFL) 14, RIVORAIE S A7 I 8] 22 A A 2 AR R i — N d /N BT 98 S5

(A)\zf?M + 2)\A7§C) Uppnr = Fy — (K — i;M) Up — (A/\tQM — 22250) u—nr  (9)
Forr, X DN s B R

1 0 1 1 1
K M C =F ' oo 1) M
( + NE + AL ) Ut+At t+At T+ |:a1At2ut + alAtut + <2a1 )Ut} +

[ 0 ut+5at+§<1l>At~ﬁt}C (10)
« 201
Ho, aq 6 23 5 ARGy R P R R AR ) S8 ARIBUEARRA RIS TR 6 =
0.5+, a > 0.25(1 + )%

RWIKT FEM MR 70 A0 2R v B T s ) B B s TR s B 2 N B —
B2 5 i 3 1 R IR S R BE Co T R4S B H (Lagrange) 2 Tial. %38 FEM ##5°A h-FEM
(Hayashi & Endoh 2000), 75 /& H #i & F A B8 70 50 ik A 9 20 FEM 2R84 7E3) )
S E S, FEM O 73RS AR D TR 45 B, 50 K (K e ) s A 4 D 1
B KT BT AN EOR KT 10 (Bayliss 1985, Alleyne & Cawley 1991). 75, 5
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HHA] e 2 B XA AL (Lee & Andreas 1992, Dauksher & Emery 1999, Guddati & Yue
2004) WRAEAHL 5 M) e ST IR AR 45 1% (Diister et al. 2001). £ R
A SR DT T, BT R R A EST o 812 I REE T A o S AT LAAS B 20 — 1
BYRE B2, BT LA h-FEM 2 5K i 8 B0 v 0 AT B 00 T BB . HZ 7 VR I TH 4K
B AT THREIR K L5 b [ B A= A 1) B 0 B8 S B R 96 %, I v R D S QR 49 0
) )72 0 R AT TR e, A ATTABEZY 23 6] B HORS FE B e Ry RS DT T R,
H T AFE 5 LT FEM o4k, 50 FEM 57 2 i) 58 50 B etk 2 2 h Bk
B p BUORAK, BIIE/IN 5070 I A% ST B T B0 70 T o BB 4. (R 7 v S 3 iH 5
BRI B, BRAK T TS AR, h-FEM 7E 80U B0E R A6 75 T 32 22 Bk A Gk
A R0 B TG B A A T 1 B AN 7 T Jensen (1996) 3 o o 4z A% B H B T EE AR 4
FHEAT R B 10 7 ik S B R B AR BT M4k, Guddati A1 Yue (2004) B R Y o XL
VU 321 7% 5 76 RO R 43 i HH A 456 v 0 B v 0 — 9 AR AR 40 m i % 2 (im,i\/%) =8
Ak A B 7T A BR 78 1 1 52 20K, Ainsworth 1 Wajid (2010) 3 FH 35 2 (1) JE s #E SR AR
SRVE 2H A o 2 R IO R N P A v BT AR A U, B v B AR IR AT 28026 Tdesman
S5 (2011) 7E 53 BT 2 VE I B B V0 N 308 a o AR 40 T R B IE SR A B IR A A R AR P 3
RS I BUE AR BN & B T 07 R BT R O r BE AL R AR B T AT I, R
AR B TG it AN BURK PR R A, E R U35 &) B ST RS UL it B T b 3 B R 1 8
ROR, T HAB BBUE R 77 RS04 FEM T 8 1 . B2 b o B8 0 W 4 B 0 I B
S Z AT ASUE R E, ML T BT T R B, 38 RS SO TR S IR, S B e AR
ks R AL, Ainsworth A1 Wajid (2010) % I ~F-£5 5 8925 K 28 0 4 b ot 2 40 BREAR
B 0 VR 5T AR R, DB A — 4 5 0 U A R ) ) T RO VAN IE T 4R
= HERERLE) Fy 2 0] BRI SR AR Yue A Guddati (2005) 38 1545 £505 B R 4 R0 1) 4 B AR
a3 70 75 TG R v R (0 HOE R ] R AR G TS 35 O R R %
WM B A SRS FE AR T T 2 MRS, Marfurt (1984) SR i I R B 40 B A 4R o
B0 MR IR U7 T R VR G R, LT AT S R A R T B T iR 2 A R
B M SRR AR . Seriani A1 Oliveira (2007) X Y& 57 & 50 B4 44 22 07 VEEAT T
k. (EVR A T B AL T L O AR AL AT R AR BEAR A E IR TR R AL K
S AR 53 BT[] R 43 45 K Rl 0% 400 1 v D8 25000 30 mh IR AU, {9 TG 3 BR AR (Babuska
et al. 1997a, 1997b; Babuska & Sauter 1997; Thlenburg & Babuska 1995, 1997). $X i, 7E 5/
7325 0] R T SRR BTG T BR BORR BRI AT A BORT BE 2 TE S R S N IR 5,
R B J5 B R 2R T R BN TS e aR R, g8 B AT, s HEIA A G S, h-FEM
TEB) 7% [ @ I v S AP AR TR 2 10, 75 B R R L) FEM AR B4k il i i o 55
BT ) T TR I A R X T A G U R — 8 IR R AN R A, DR A
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K FEM HEAT AH K ) /557 ) @ 1) T S5 I ANV 75 28906 4% G 75 3)) ) it B A e 1
S, WA B S AFAE R L RS S RSE A ZE R, S NA R RIS, K
SEH I P BN L WYY (Lamb waves), A R ATFRIEZ (anti-symmetric modes, A) Fl
X FRALZS (symmetric modes, S) P Ff:; &8 H 1 = S E AN MAEE (longitudinal
modes, L) & M (flexural modes, F) A LZ (torsional modes, T). PABR H =4
B, Bl 279 3mm JEHRAR 2L AT 28, b (B 2(a) DA R A£G,
2(b) M KA 2. W R, S B TS B AA A FIB BN TS SRR, HI R I
EH AR 1, B A O AR AR A T % A 2 U O R R A 1 e B, HL B A
F 165 T T BR S B AT (8] 3 g 22 A g o U HR T AN A M s = 1. JLrh, [B] 3(a) MIE 3(b)
AN A BES A S B RS TE UL B PR e b A LS S BEAS S5 1
R AL RS T 253 gl DS R rh R 2R 2 SO0 BRAL R OC R; B 3(c) ME 3(d) 43l
S 140kHz ) Ao BEAFN So BEASTE 3mm JEARHR Hh () I 45 ) F1, 22 I8 1Y) T 1Y 2 7%
R T T AR % A R A B R AT 4 o AT T 3CBE R R e AR AR Ak, AN RIS 28 o T Py 2 7 AT
T L AR KN AR, A RS r 8 LS T AL A% O 32, M0 S A28 A #% LA T P9 o2
¥ F. A SRR B B2, K FEM #E47 M0 5¢ 50 7 5 1) it S, AH 5] 9
T T O 206 AN [R]85 55 1) T SRR 2 W (R A7 A2 22 3, AN RIS 3 8O0 B e 4 il Y
BURRE FEAS R Blan, AHXE T 22800k S BEAS, A BLES X B o 41 M A B oo K Rl i) B AR
OB, SRA) h-FEM 538 BEAR 45 14 J5 B2 J7 [a) BEAT MRS 25 B S (0 8 TH S b L s
TCANE, BN RE 25, PAEAEG 22 AR v SRR FEE. SR FH 4 9 B 70 AR 43 R a2 B G A E R T A
AR T R R, T ARG AR 233 SCRT RE A I B2 6 B LE R 77, 51 A Vb e 1) A, B pe S5, ik
B 7 BLR F Vb R 42 1) 3 R PR B 1 5 198 Rt (Flanagan & Belytschko 1981, Belytschko
et al. 1984, Willberg et al. 2015). 4RI 7 2200 A BESBITHERE, X S
RS B B8 BORIEAEAR, T e P ) B AN 2 2 FRAR A RS S RS T SORG 2.
SR AN, 72 B A B8 A A I BRI e i L Bl g e R s O ROk RS
Yz )35 @ 55 L, A-FEM 25K F R SR 70 FOVEBEAT 20 i, THERCRAR. B T
h-FEM & FAR B F % B3 H R 80K 2 (1A BIR B0 0 0] B0 e I A% 1L il 5 A %65 van O Ui vk, 7
05 REL KA EGR BUM BB S G5 K TR B 71 52 b, h-FEM 75 22 2 9% 48 (1 /0 #%
X SR AT R A W X I AT AR B, DAPRAE v S50RE B2 % 1T A5 A5 Y o A A B oy AN T o) A
T X 35 A ) DX REL A £ 22 S A B 1ok K, 5 MIAE T B3 oh 23 T8 BRURE IR (Casadei &
Ruzzene 2012, Wagner & Liu 2003). 73 % ] @it 5 rb, A BR A C il & 2 A T Rk 5
FE AR ST AL, RORIEG I y AS Y o A% 5 HOHE . B S 5 A D R BT I b Dy B AE 5
Y328 37 R [ R 22 288 2R S g P ke OO0 5 e, TR AE AR 48 T ) B RSP AL T L
T2 BT BAC I AF G, BB, W0 T A AR AN T S TR A, D R R S R
J6 R HERTIS (8] AR 73 8 1, 3 TR 4 (8T B8 20 h-FEM. 72 3] s AR 5) ik 3|
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LR R AR R LM TEE. () A AR ERY, (b) S BEKLERK, () 3mm
B F I E N 140kHz B9 Ag A K &M B E, (d) 3mm F4ER FME A 140kHz
Hy So AW &M T

M BR, BRI K . FERS 22 (14 1)/, 4R 5l S 7 = 4 0% B 17 78 e 52 2 A 28 1 n) URIT 75
%00 82 IR Y (Satyarnarayan et al. 2008). K, NSZILHE & AN [E 4540 MK
JE 1T A P T R I B R AT R Bl g2 e RO B, R R AR R HT I FEM AR
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DN P S AR TR FE v R ) 75 ST A ] L

BT h-FEM Sk B RS 7 2 ) v 550 A A 6 (0 JRy IR i S &5 ) A 7
TR PR A 2, DA R B A S 3 A I AR WF s B v S A A R
2% IR LA 35 P B BE0R, AR SCAE 3 B P S e I SR WE 78 o S [ 30 7 24 R, A 4
T BR B TCVE B R e B LA A U fR TR NP 5 2 R T T e A I TA] s
A BT VE ABUE A A R i 7 5, el T AR BT T b IR R A R B T 5T
V5 95 3 A T A R TR R A SRR W 5 AR AT AR A 1 R ) Ak B Ty R AT
FEER; fr)a, FEBE T 7S S A TN BRI FEAH 5 BR 5 T8 AR R e %5

2 ARETE

7 DGR P 3 B I 1) v B SN A 2 5 B A o 3 B ) o B A 5 T
H A, A G AR SR ST TR A 3 R TN BRI TR LA PR AR i, 4 B A 2 o
TR By 2 30 I TS A B 5 3 IR B e T AR, R A BR TR 2 N R A
PR EL T I R) 380 A BR e eik s oAy IR ¥ Teidk s 7 IR TTVE AN 2 RO A BR ik ss.
wJa, AT FEM AR TS 7 VA& BT 8 7 T 5 S5 1 Bk B AR B AR B B

23

Jt.

2.1 SMABREATE

FAXS T h-FEM, i BR B o i% R H e i 1 52 22 0GR 22 Jh e % e K. M ) B
JEECH T R s b A R T BARE A BR e A 5 BT SRS 0 . (Moulder 1996), T H. & f 5
TCHBUCRY 57T AT LR BORE W A A 00 T 3RS [R5 20O R B2 H AT m B A BR JC ] R B 3
ARG (1) BT #)ik48 (Legendre) 2 T 2 IH — AR 70 74 8 1 [ i #1243 BRI 30 (Duczek &
Gabbert 2013), #X A p-FEM. #jik 48 2 0300 — A0 AR 7 o8 ZO 8 ik 48 2 100 20F p8 200
X (11) M (12). (2) & XAEmE B - & EAE - #ik4E (Gauss-Lobatto-Legendre, GLL)
(Schmicker 2011, Kudela & Ostachowicz 2009) B¢ Y] bt K — & # — & E24E (Chebyshev-
Gauss-Lobatto, CGL) P{#% 17 fi (Komatitsch et al. 2009, Moll et al. 2010, Rucka 2010,
Sridhar et al. 2006) )@= B S g B3 H 2 DBl m i — #8557 sl B d) bS5 2k 2 T
3 (Dauksher & Emery 1999), B3 7012 (spectral element method, SEM). $i k% B H J& &
O GLL W% LK (13) F1X (14). (3) FEHSIH B B F£ 2% (non-uniform rational B-
splines, NURBS) £ i #{ (Kumar & Pandit 2012, Li & Chen 2014, Mitra & Gopalakrishnan
2005, Ostachowicz 2008, Lucena 2016), Rl N-FEM. % 5 48 {8 & p& $A1 3 b8 5 1L =X (16) A1
3 (17). HELT Co BUARKhoks WA H 48 (87 28 B, v B 0 e 9 S s — @ # AR
R R RBUE. p-FEM TR & BUR B o8 B 54, TR B 50 R R
e B K T i B 0 R R A 1) B, iR A AR B B e ) 38 D S5 R R R R R R A T B4k
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SEAE L, AT DA R AR A% I 2 o SR SR RS R, R OR T 44 g R A BN [A]. SEM
[ A B8 i Patera (1984) fEBEAT WA S) 7157 40 it 52t >R F B T2 bR B0 I A0 i
JRTT 1l I 1E 22 22 W5, LA Jof i 0 R ) A A (R AR 38, SORR O 2 TR 33 o vk, LR ik
J AR 36T R BCHT (RN 1E 22 22 QB0 (B 9T, NURBS J2 28 T 98 #MA R oo A S AL 4
BBt T 2 (8] ) S8 BT 42 ) — PR s B, 2 5w T30 0 5 R R T (Hughes
2005). 3 1 AE M BB XS LE 2. p-FEM A SEM H oo by e & SO [—1, 1], 5
TCAEAE T MU S — 283E 2 e B TR A 22 U 2 A, AR bR 3 A2 5 1) 2% £ BAERAIE
HoTEIFRBEA Co LM, T N-FEM At 5ok e AE [0, 0.5] 87 [0.5, 1] &, BIG[A]
BELEVER €y, BB T IR 1) 3% 8 1 T A6 T oR) 5B 50 10 2 & 1T 384 p-FEML A SEML
AHAR LG H HEE YN 1, 1 N-FEM " AHAE 550 5 1 B -5 7% R 300 30 ¢

n1 [t
5.0 =T [ Lo @de = o (L0 (O~ L2 (). n=23

er;egendre (5) =&, (é-) , n=34,---,p—1 (12)

X, Ly, W EZ TG, ¢ NPT A, @ NEBEEEEZ I, B =711 6 =0,
NEesendre Sy ik 4 22 WY B G n o 2 B, 0 R s OREUE N p — 1.

Legend pff §—¢&;
Nnegen re,p (5) — J , n = 1’2,... ’p_l,_l (13)
J=1,i%n =&
-1, i=1
=4 &I, 2<i<p+l (14)
41, i=p+1
A, NLegendrer Sg o B3 4% BH H T B8 2L, 5&%{1 Ap—1 s EFEL I (15) MR
1 drt!
Loy—1(§) = 20pl APl [(52 - 1)p] (15)
Nwm“w:ﬁg259ﬂia i=1,2,- ,p+1 (16)
> Rip(©w;
i=1
§—& Sitpr1 — &
R; = R — —— > R, _ 17
PO = Ry O+ P R, (0 a7

A, Rip NEEREL, w; NEEREBUE, @ LR .
p-FEM Al SEM B AT Al h-FEM AHBLI WS S5CRe 1, T N-FEM B A7 5 i Y8R 18
Bl SRS, B R 5 ~ 10 B 2 1050 ) iE SEM H T R 21 (Komatitsch &
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R1 EMEEHIFESTER (Willberg et al. 2012)

p-FEM SEM N-FEM
LW N esendre NpLosransep NNURBSp
B ) 3 S Co Co < Cpo1
P 1 5 T 3k [—1,1] [-1,1] [0, 0.5] 8k [0.5, 1]
H X T R HUFE 1) R K AR E Ep DA 2 El | PERIA 2
AR 870 B 1 1 <p
BRI HUE 9 A A Ci) w

Vilot 1998). 5 IR SEM H 570 % B AT LLAE AR 73 s 2 [A) 2038, Refg FH T 4 5 B 46 )
A F g 7 ) BFR 43 BT (Komatitsch & Tromp 1999). A% T $74% B H JE 6 %L, NURBS
TE R B B B0r] LUIA 3 100 BAE, [HAE R A 3 15 b NURBS T8 B8 80H B 204 2
F 6. EFRAREE S S PEAEE A, SE NURBS B3R AT A p B Ak 47 4% B
H % R 2505 A7 A (R P USe S £ v A3 8 20 A o, AH R80T 1) NURBS T eR EUEURE
¥ BA HE B B0 A R IS (Gravenkamp et al. 2017). p-FEM A ¥ 3% 1 o8 £ m) LA
T I B T X B R BB G T R BB ) g R R Y 2 ) SO BB, AR T X T e 4
ST R TE A A0 1 o B AR B, 2 1R R B BUE T S i R R, A X
T p-FEM Ml N-FEM, & T GLL P4 85 il GLL AR4-VEIEH SEM (1) i &
TR LG B A RE A, REEE S BT R P N R 22, (615 B AR R
B s T 3h J) % @i 5. Dauksher Al Emery (1999) B 50 R B3 T VI LS R
BRI SEM B35 TR i B H 2 5030 p-FEM 7695 30 1) #iH 50 i B o 1 iE 54
. Willberg &5 (2012) K H AP K 8 A5 A1 SEM SEILE By 2 W% Ay BES IR
i 11 5. Ostachowicz 5§ (2012) #2 t B #8(3% A PR ¥ 7T (time-domain spectral finite element
method, TDSFEM) F T3 3 1] @43 #fr, K F i 2R 7 550025 S 30 U8 A% 9 1) i g R T
THE. Willberg 55 (2015) X ELA4H 7 =B A BR 500 B 380R B8 A B B e 7F 5 U 45 1
FRr U ATF 75 B0 L.
B A IR TR R B s b R AT p B fh s B B A R I B

73, XHEFRA hp-FEM. hp BRI A A2 5] I i T A5 70 o 4% 5 52 A1 B 50D o 20 s KM T
FHARAL (Cottrell et al. 2007), BE THHE 1 B At p-FEM 1 h-FEM AR SE (Evans
et al. 2009). & [E N H1E K% (University of Nevada). # vt 78 % A5 K K% (University
of West Bohemia) Fl## 77 3 F [ B} 2% Bt (Academy of Sciences of the Czech Republic)
EIFR T hp-FEM FFIRHAF, T 2 WEL i 7 77 F2R ## (Chleboun & Solin 2013,
Solin & Korous 2012, Solin et al. 2008). Cantwell %5 (2015) /43 7 —Fh IR hp H R T
HE B R A Nektar+-+. 1R FH 0 K 20 40 550 B A B 507 3 2 J0 o 404 o 8 23 =2 ) 2 5 B2
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7 AT BB T SRk, 0 T T S 8] B AR MDA A7 T R A hp-FEM BUE T H AR
€ PEWF T T, Ainsworth (2004) 45 H 1 8o B Hont 8 B AL & 0k 8 58 R 5
2.2 Bf[EIEIE AR B ITA

B[] 48 3% A FR #2767 (time-domain spectral finite element method, TDSFEM) & —
ot K 0 50 O 1 2 775 R AE I T 3 B BEAT RO, E T 32 AT B 7 2 il U SR AR — A 7
. %7V B FE A 2 I B i 5 2 T R AR I TR AN A TR B 5 O B B 2R R
Narayanan 1 Beskos (1978) #5 5L #EAT fiw il 73 75 2 I [A) 42k 1% 73 B BB 7T, Doyle (1997)
Kz AR dr N ociE. 5E TR EW SEM AN F, 127 5 AL IR BEAT, RN
I TR e vk, B T R T SR A 2k vl i) 2200, I TR 38 R e v A B e A R
LG5 (Fourier spectral finite element method, FSFEM) F/NJE 3% 4 B 5L 7615 (wavelet
spectral finite elements method, WSFEM) # 25, FSFEM R F PRI {8 5L 728 64 s 17l 73
J7 REF AL N LA A 9 2 B W o) 05 R B I oy O R IEAT SRR, 49 B0 T
TG 8] & R IK (R B . 2 Jm 1 v 545 21 10 20 25 I B2 AR B 58 2% 40 1% 8 R L
BV i 157 PR K. i i R AR e L P 3O A A 3 R K AT 16 AR A R AT A
15 3 45 K Hh B AT 14 P SN ] 9 B (Doyle 1988). WSFEM 7E I 48k 3 5K F /)N of H0Ks
A5 7 T 5 ey 25 TR 9 (R 8 5oy 5 F8. 5 FSFEM AN [, BTG 222 (9 B o g R R
TAN AL A U ) RUBE B R 5 5 Il 5 R 75 I8 R AR B 0 R AR AR 5 T R AR AR,
SRR SRR AR & H B T REI B AR, 13 2R R (] B BUR B 8 B R SR AT AT FSFEM
ALKy b B Ty SCHEAT AL AL TH 5. WSFEM HHoRl & 5 ol 7 75 R FA) 488 R 20 A 2 18 m Hfi o
SR ) AR, (EL RO e 5 B AR RUTC 5%, B DAAT LSS AT T SN2 4. fETH 5
AR 5 B P N2 ep AT 2503 WSFEM. (1 11 5 A0 28, H T 1R ol ik i 8 /N i AR
BeR MR SCR 18 AT BUE SR AE, T L WSFEM #4353 UM B AT @48, o
I8 P 82 22 [R5 41 AT AN [R) 58 SCHERFPE 1 22 DUPE /N (Daubechies, db) ATIE A2 5S4 45
[{1#5 )L (Haar) /M. Hong A1 Kennett (2002), Kumar 1 Pandit (2012), Li 1 Chen (2014)
S5 F /N BB A BT T AT R A B A 4R B SO PR SR G VE R R G Ak R A R
S 16 /A T i R B ARy 22—, AR A R ST B AT RAR LS. X T A-FEM,
BT FSFEM 7 bR H0H) 36 1A J5 58 10 B R 30 285 PS8 R RO S DR k. Tl o 3 AR A S 10
Y B HRE 8 50 IR B FEM S 32 30 5 A% 48 A6V BR 1) 5 (BT L R (Ham & Bathe
2012).

FSFEM 32 fill 47 PR IR 18] B 5 1, 8 35 AT K5 S 4540 o B 75 3 e 3 1 o S5, A
HE DR UL 72 K8 IR 18] FUBE Y T R B RE R 0 15 22 VR S I8 FAD SR R 0 5 AV B TR 7 P VR 2k, 3
fafimig J37 e HY B R 4% ) B (Mitra & Gopalakrishnan 2005), I 75 5% F /N ) AR 23 28 K
BEAT WA 1) AL 55, DARE G 20 G 5% 3 B ) IR e B2 Ll AR N T WSFEM, 2 T 5%
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SCHE/NBET WSFEM RE % X0 58 b6 J5E BAIR 3l DX 380 HA) i i 73 07 RE 00 AT HE WA o A% 58 RO RALE.
Mitra 1 Gopalakrishnan (2005) FJH2&F db /NB ) WSFEM 43 #7 — 438 T 45 14
i Al Rk PR AR R R . AR RS N R AN ROR K B & RN e HE AT A PR,
LAV B FSFEM Hh J 39130 B0 512 3R Se 1) R (ELFE AT X Ag L3S 5 2% 1) [A] 4 A0
B TS5 T A 45 4 TR J2 SR ) R B AR PR R S S, B TRV A PR G ek BN T
IR FFAT AT A RO JEEA N G50 i 2P (Ng et al. 2012), I
I 75 5 N7 N PR SR B B TG AT R N I B 7 5 )RR 8. Ostachowicz (2008) %1
FSFEM 73 A1 8k A 3 ] 52 46 ) v 22 45 (R SR S0 ) AH BLAE A Lucena #1 Santos (2016) 45
A B ] i % 535 A1 FSFEM AT 4R i B b AT A8 DA 95, Yang 55 (2016) KA B F£ 26/
A PR B TT I 40 A A S5 4 vh U R AL BRI, Joglekar A1 Mitra (2016) FJH db /NEH
PR e 73 B 2 v 25t 95 [ WP IR 2R AT R AR S ME A

2.3 HARBITE

WA R ITT (wave finite element method, WFEM) FH T 5% #4557 84 J] 114 25 44 %
AR AR AW AR Y 51 25 K AT Bl 0 24 oy B A SR AR PR R L T Mead (1975a,
1975b) X Jil I 5 g v ise 3 [l O BIF 7T, ) 300 2 G A R 5 S T Ak PR i 0 H A S T AR /)
H HTECH R A, T L2 A DA I 1A 1 A% R K PN s A% i 2 R A S
AN [X B 0 A 72 FOAE B D035 2 A i AR B8 (Bloch theory), 2 (18). B X B H )5 b
(I RLAS R 3 RN AR 8 8 A ek B 4 iR IR ek PR B L b
Sl ARV S A Iy K EN d BN TR) X BCHEAT A AR, X BORH 3 F IHD 0715 1 20 A A
[, AR Vi 5 B 25 K B AT o B DK R BEAEL. % X BONS 2 FR A7 R TG T 580 75 A5 A A 4
TR BT R W (19) M (20). TR I N X BB A MR AR FE AT HES
ZH 5 75 21 SR AR S A 328 0 0, e o SR AR A 328 I 1) PRI 1) LA B B r e A% 8 1Y)
WH BT E4S (Dubamel et al. 2006). AT 5 M FEM, Xf T H A7 R 045 A
145K, WFEM fg % it id /s 3 525 0 i) i B se LB SRR 1) 7 A, B OKBAIR T 0 #r
BT AR, AE WEFEM HF 78 A R DA 435 K40 80 1000 25 Xk 7 i J12 388 A7 A8 o e 49 o
WHE, #47 WFEM flt4k. Droz 5 (2014) i K A 1 % 3 S0 B me 5 21 — 241 17 44 1) R0 3t
R H846 R TE bR B USRI WFEM 730 M7 203, SIS 2 52 & ADRE G R A4 58 4k 47 4 o
U AR Y G R T B (B T 90 T B A AR 5 B M. Zhou 4§ (2015)
HE TR AT DX B A IR Y v B A% 3 R R, HEAT WEFEM ARk, SR 7 ik AN T IXCB
T AELE J5) B 253 B TR I . Yu S5 (2017) 8 Ik 4 g A AL R i AR AE T B
J7AAC WFEM, 230 R S IS i 45 4 vh e 7 1) TF 5. WFEM m] S0 T ol 90 1k &5
P 3 T AT FVE B FEM 25 & B T — 48 B 458 (Zhou et al. 2015). —4E & [ [A]
PEZE K] (Mace & Manconi 2008). A4 [ %5 Hi Y% 4514 (Ichchou et al. 2007) 1T 7
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d
X Bt1 KBtk—1 KBtk  XBtk+1 « XBEN
_ R P
EL ] e = < | R R <« 3 I — =
K 3 3E &y =B i
AN & i &
f‘fl fl.,—l :f]]\ fk 7f11~,+1 Fk+l
[ A JE A - Lo dl LN, . et eeeeees e s e
R i
S comneremeeersnnee SR S ot W =St A AR
W ALAE T7 1) N
4

KARETEFRETRAE

(1732 5. Kessentini %5 (2016) K H WFEM 43 87 78 K & rb it 5 95 B 285 10 4% 13 70 32 90k
Chronopoulos (2018) iz H} WFEM 73 #T 4281 43 J= E A ARG b 3 5 R 4R 3 &) X 45
I Je 8 A 3L DX Sl AH LA T B P AR 28 PR AR AE.

u, = \uy
} (18)
fr = _A-fl

U, X = e7ihd g B 8, SRAE I 2 170 A A% Rl il — A X B W 4 AR 32 R 224K, ke
NP, d IR, LA A T IX B L.

i) ) u) I
M o) T K - (19)
el
Dy Dy, u i
= (20)
[ Drr Drl | Ur ] |: fr ]

b, f ORI R, VM e 73 AN e A T TR IRAE, D A NIEERERE, 55T —w?M +
jwC + K.

WFEM H B 8O T 510 R 1 FEM B RSE B 8 B3R 22 ) ) 45 4y Dy o g 1)
B, T AFAE B 2 A R A58 A28 T Ak T K K 2 P AR AR 1) . WFEM A R 5 82 7l 14
AR — TR S5, AR AR B 5 ) A7 AE A TR L, 2 DB FE MR A 24 i, 4
DL IS KL R (Mead 1996), BRIV ASE 245 A2 2 A% ik 3 S0 J 391 eR 350, eIy 2371 i
IR BN (Ichchou et al. 2007). 178K Y X B A R PR 1l 35 B0A7 R8sk, T8 Rty g
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B, 51T B R E. AL 7N BT X B, T X B A S A S R AT — X BB
TEHEAT B 3G 4 IF 77 A (RS A 250 B TT BRI IR B0, 51 kB AR T, R I 32 i T 1
&8 ) 38 i AN BE S R M IR sz e, R R e Y B A AR B [ el AR R BT SR, R
I P2 2R BB AR SR A58 e TRUIe OK, J 2 7E  B v = AR AR PR TOUA T, BRGSO BE L B T DA
T Tt 3o K DX B AT DA% T R 43 BROR: P R R A B T e B R R T IX B
K AR AR KIS, T LUK A DX B AT B IR i — AN 2 X B, LA A 1 B 10 A
B T R) (1 2 B 1207 VI A0 AR AN R T X B AT EE R, T 1 4 SR I A
JE R T DA SR U6 X B ZH A T B, HOUE T 5 P X T H 45 8 IR AR AR A8 SR AR AR I A 1 1
T, AN 2 R AR R BB R L. T 6F T 4 7 R A A0 28 SRR R A AL (0 1 000, R
R AE AR AR /0N B D AT A6 A 06 A B0 45 1, A 5 B 4 B B b BN A SR A A R T
LT IRZ R . Waki 25 (2009) X WFEM U v 5 19) 8 J b 22 75 QAT 7 8EvE 4l i A

4.

2.4 BIRETE

A PR LT (finite cell method, FCM) £5& | MEHMH 7V F1 FEM #E4T & 2% JL A &5
P A2, T DL 3 St xR BE AT RORS R) J, A3 R0EE G 1R R FEM AR R0 2% 1885 DR A
R i) R, E W 7 UM VLR S5 K A bR AR B R A B A R R BEAT R FCM
I ¥)H Parvizian et al. (2007) &, Z J5# FH T AV in) @ (Zander et al. 2012), &
B 2510 (Ruess et al. 2012), # %% 7] @l (Abedian et al. 2014), il (Ranjbar et
al. 2014) 7 MW7, B 5 A IR ok R B R B L T E RS 5 AR s 1
SRR AN g W B A A7) B A A B R U DX Dy R AR e R R T R Y aE L R
A5 B 2% Bl A B B IR N R AU, TR YT R I, BE S 2R T FEM X R I AT
AL AR AR BE B SR T AR RO BB VR AT R A R P R, LERAE PR 4R
Wy BRSNS AR DR RE AN AR 3 R ADER 77 72 v 5 A 1 5T R R R Dy
% (Allaire et al. 2003). FCM A~ 75 B0 2 V) HE 4 5L, X 87 7o B ()RR o0 A B i 4L
P, TR 1 75 R AN JE SE B0 AR 70 BRI e R R 4T 1 5. (B R— A E S R B AR
THEL IR ZR R R W A% A AT 55 SE N B, W DASRAT B Shig 5, RES i/ I P R4 0 4
ERER T B T4, Duczek %5 (2014) @A FCM Al SEM $& H 1% i T % (spectral cell
method, SCM), I 73 B AE 25 5304 5 M1 2% J AT 405 ) v 22 kg 1) 4% 4 ] L. SCML 7£ 3
PN I & T A 5 7 F 5l N T #8785 B3I (indicator function) ¢ XF 47 & 38+ 1
RAIRAEAT AR, W (21) MK (22). 3 (22) Hdaas R B DMERI S8 ¢ BIBUE
HIAE 5 ~ 10 Z (8], PAPRAIE RE S0 380 48 75 B8 BB A2 0% /0N, DUIRE G ) 3 U R H B 25 )
i Parvizian et al. (2007) 7E3E T h- A1 p-FEM §" & ) FCM BF 784 ¢ = 10 LABEG 4
JR W FEFERE s 2. SEM. A A ot 5 B Dy 4R mh st B I, T DL ORAIE e v 55 AR08 BE AN



MRt #z, x4, 2570, OK, AR - A B R OTIEE R A S ORI BOR b i R 325

a 0 b 2./ c 2. d
t
TP EG
7 \
i BN
h\ Sl
b s PR
\ =1 =t
T EET Y
~ 7
Ip J=r=T~
5

HRBETERETEE. () WER 2, (b) EILIHK 2./2, (c) ¥ B H, (d) FCM K4 |
7 Fu 38 7N B 3

. GRTI, KA UG ) JL AT 00 R A2, B SCML U e i 5 46 K L A5 3
PE. BFAF SOM o7 GLL B4 675 56 F AT IO 7E 0 46 M6 %8 46 44 0 1, Jouladan 45
(2014) SR FF AL L7 5 7 0 A 47 0 4 5 R A0, i L 4
o R R, 04T 3 45 B o e 2 R 0 5

/ Sou; (0455 + fi — pty — par;) A2 — / cou; (Uijnj — Tl) dl'=0 (21)
Q r

1, Vr e (2

s(x) = { (22)
G =1079 Vze /0

X, ¢ NIRZRBREL, ¢ NTE7R R AU S 4L

7E B AR A, FCM A BURT h-FEM, p-FEM 416 AT BUE B R U 1. 78X 3 07
W AT TR, FCM A1 A-FEM B THRE WS A h-FEM — 2L, FCM Al p-FEM 41
AR T S W SR T B 4R HOR 2K, T L RE X Ay S 1) RS I ARG R B SR TR
LI 7 20 FCM 7E 14 F 444 St 77 T A FEM — A [ 2839 /£ ¥ 5 41 2 (Neumann) i
T AR RIDFRAT, FEN A AR EET SR %H
B £ 75 PAY P8 AN S 8 18 PR 520, 7 w48 T 0 e ) R O R 8 R A R R SR P AN T
HUE AR BORBEAT V55 24 0 o i3 5 [F) ) B0 7 AN B I, 7 R 0 A UL
B H % (distributed Lagrangian) B {1 B £ Al 57 1 g &8 P4 (Parvizian et al. 2007). 4
TR &R FEEAT FOM B TH 5, 75 EE0R 2 AR e % R i o Jod 2 M T A 4K
B, SEBLk ah i) A o 5

2.5 ZREAREITTE

% REA R ¥ 0% (multiscale finite element method, MsFEM) ¥ 2 R RF1E - N
T eR A 1 e S, T AR R A By 2 00 AT T BR B A, MSFEM A& 2 37.7F Babuska Al
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Osborn (1983) #& Hi 1 J§ 4 Strouboulis % (2000) #t— 5 K B K] X H PR ITi% (gener-
alized finite element method, GFEM) ¥ 2:Al b, 1% 7 & 4 H B A& N T @47 AR
AR G A BRI 1] 2 BT MSFEM 38 1 % — 58 1 73 564 R, 359 50 SRR ) it 1)
R, SEI R T HE R B B TR BOR AR Bl 4 R M R R AR A, ST NR
MR . 2 R0 (multiscale-elements, MSEs) ¥4 ¥5 4 R il & 2| oo 2 sk 4, &b
FHL TG N JUART FOAARE B AN JE S . e e ) B DX 335 et B0 o 7% 3l iod 47 {8 BE 4T 5, B
0 AR 2 RUPEE X s ) e R ROREL RUEE I A% 1 1 i S ek 22 R 4 1 94 £ e 5t 47 ik
I (Casadei et al. 2016), WL3X (23). 6 N RIZEJNERu M HE R S K, K4
R ORI, 2 R T0 1 A 2 v BORE 4 RS B T RO B ALl — R B2l 4
Bl 240 I % 5 1043 30 A BR 2 E 15 24T MSE 22 W E Bl SR 3A, JLmp 4l B 90 A 2 00
L) Je 3 B R R WURUBE B RE I 4. MISEs A A 4 RS I A% AH 5% 1 JR) 6 E R
JEANZ: 5500 W 10 7 W0 T B, R 40 RUE T I 1 22 RUFE T R B T 11 55 MSE 1) ot &
AN EE R R, BB Brh ) i S A 70 B AL BB B S A5 3 58 7 o B A R A R, 4
MSEs 21 %% 24 PR e 8 ip i 47 SR %, MsFEM AJ F 144 g i N xUsk s 2 R o0 4K
5 g, T AL) AR TS N 5 L AT SR 8 O A AR, 2T A e 0 AN A D e o ) L R 7 A I A
Hih. Casadei 55 (2013) ¥ MSEs BB R MsFEM J7 7% M BUETE s B IS A 45
P T U 2 RIZEABR B ICTE (geometric multiscale finite element method, GMsFEM),
FI 5 = 4R35 S0 Rk v s i 3 i B A 5, LR TR A 48 T e S [ A 2 RUBE
TV bR B S AH DG B T A B A i A2, 98 R3 E B EE I MSE 143 2 26144k, Vernerey
A Kabiri (2012) iz FH Sk B H 3 25 4b 21 R 3 5t FE A MSE J¥ oR 2501 S 25 11 7] .
Capuano 5§ (2018) 12 F 570k M R B 1 A5 TE B FO6 GMSFEM. ot g A7 Ak, 5 —
YEAT AN it bk S R . AHAZ DT R I T RO R 1% 1 A0 A S B O
PE. Tchalla % (2013) K] Python A Al FORTRAN TR FIF K T —EH T ABAQUS
BAFE MsFEM TR AL, FI T oH 58025 1 [R 44 A o o B Ze v MR 2 g 27 1] L

C
u=Nc— =
w

I,,

c (23)

ww w ww cw

—1
KoL [KcTw + BT (BwK—1 BT) (Bc - B,K;. BT )}

A, w ARG R RIS B, ¢ HRREMR B B, w AREMRE R 8RR
R AR E B, TN ne x ne BALEERE, ne VM B BEZEH, B v RE M E i
E e BIRERE A E P w KIS RERE.
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W &R A & 5 A R

6
2 REH % TAEFEREE (Casadei et al. 2013)

2.6 BRBETHEIHTERE

NFE sy I FEM G 52 2% SR fifg sl it i P A R0 H At o S 07 VA i Rk, KR T 2
T IR B oo G 57 T P S S S M SRR ELAE SR RIS AT PR B n
HiHHE 7 EEA RFE FEM A5, FEM A3 A (8 i 505 i 4 & 8k S sh 71 1
BT SR FEM AAR AT v 507 V5 41 6 5 K.

ANE FEM (8B FEM [5] A8 vF 5 7 k4 G 3 AT 380 70 2 @ it vk 5, 78
2RI A EE R FEM X 52 4% SR kAT HUE v 5, 10 )5 8K B 2% SR AR 5L 4
VE I T3 AT 5 N oAt FEM BB T 577 1%, & SEILVEE AN B b R 1K 1 5
Liu GR % (1991a, 1991b) #& H B & H{H7% (hybrid numerical method, HNM) H T~ it
SR 18] e MR A M R 5 25 U IR A% B 1) /. £ WFEM Al FEM 415 %0 1 55 75 1.
Loveday (2007, 2008) % WFEM F14% 48 FEM 43 51 % J6 PR 25 A% 4% 1 95 5 A0 I f A
AT @B, B AT HL R 1 8 7S 3 AL BRI, Renno Al Mace (2013) @& FEM Al
WEFEM 5 = 4k 55 14 I G m Ak 2= 08 e FR) 50T AR 0 S 55 1k 36 AT BF 9. Fan 4§ (2016) 43 1
KA FEM Al WFEM 43 7 20 & &5 84 v 3 K30 3 F1 I8 75 5 . Benmeddour 4§ (2011)
K H AT A IR 527075 (semi-analytical finite element mothod, SAFEM) 5 FEM V& &
) 7 VR B 0 SO AT AR 5 R TR G R RS . HLEE RS S LA S AR Rl o R R S A
TEF R &R, R =4 FEM 558450 B b 3 39 X 3803 AT 20 B, 0 55 45 43 21 (1 5 D
A7 fif 30 3 CUBRECEN A OB, B8 S SAFEM ¥ FEM 1545 2 1) S BB S
BJL IR B T 4ERC R AT I L. Liu GR (2002) KA FEM % 0] 5 14 = S8R & R 4, Jeil
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DX AT A, SR A IR 26 T i 0] AR SR B 2 T BR XSk AT AR, O 7 R s £ 8 1 D5 A
PR, AIRFITX RS FEM X8R A = [ % o Bt 47 B B, DAARUE P [X 35
AL He . Duan M1 Kirby (2015) R EAUIMABUR 25 SAFE-FE 23X, B
FE T WG AR XS R R e O AH ELAE . Gl R 0 ek AT e Bl U7 R, A TR T R D)
AIAZ 73 JR B4 T SAFE-FE 2 2 H 6 42 J5) 58 B () e v 8 /E. 1L 41, Shen Al Cesnik (2016)
¥ FEM F & AH BAE 1 7% (local interaction simulation approach, LISA) 45 &, 5K
L FEM X Jm 8 s L — 5 K R & v SRS A PR AT LISA 2 sCB0E v A A Akt &,
XA AR S K T 22 I T B A% i e L R A LA T BEAT 0T AT %R
G IEF R AT FEM B8 o 545 S A 1 IS f RN, | LISA X 3R Ik s 8 & 4R A X gk
U A% 1 S i 5 R e TR PR AR LA 2R AT SR A

FEM 5 8T SR & HEAT 8 A 308 0 2 1n) RE O S i B N YA 42 )R — J= 9
(global-local methods, GLM). #H# T~ FEM [F] HAEE 1F 5H 77146 1k EH R, GLM
HEFER A FEM #EAT B o 82 2 Xk K T 5, B SR FEM i 5245 21 10 J5 #8 Ba Bl
Yyits NN BORBEAT TF 5, 19 B8 A K AR I3 P 9 . Koshiba Al Morita (1981, 1984) 73
B AL D SH BSR4 n) B S RS 5L A AR SR A ELAE T, i B
=AY B IO R S A BB X AT . R IR TR SO AR S A IR REGY
Wa /0N, Bt o6 RO A IR HG S S R Bk D, Gresil F1 Giurgiutiu (2013) #4425 g it
SBEAMJRES FEM 73 M7 45 & 1 55 5 8RB AR AR HT, FEM #8702 T ABAQUS # A,
K2 33 ) 2 SEREAT 70 M. Bhuiyan 55 (2016) 73 B 22 4 i 15 25 R AUk B i £L AR
BAEM KA. RABUCA IR T BOR 5 22 0 5 R 3R SR B AR ELAE R, /5 280 22 S
R RE A LA R H R e AT BOR XA R o TH AT B 1 A BOE B AT AL B, 45 B4
R rr B b 5 4 3 375 79 A7 . Bhuiyan 25 (2017) Shen Al Giurgiutiu (2016) 78 J5 #5 [X 15
FEM i 5 22 0895 55 8 b VTR S 84T FL R SO A AR D, AT BOR U B8 KL A4x X 3
A 30 10 R A AT SR AR PR BLASTT R il IS FEM 1098 b (1 2 S AR 4 /6 F 21 FEML [X 5.
Bhuiyan 45 (2017) 7387 AN RN 55 A B2 4 FL 32 05 0 SR ST B 1) 22 4 it 3, W 52 2
SRS RS A RS Rk B AR AT R R SHORREES.

3 HAY S

A5 73 ) DGR P S BB S5 AR R« AR R R 2 B S AR 2 S T A
MEAR =T R, SR T RS R T EAR TSR FT . = 2% 28 55 1 AR 5 1
S EE KA PR 3 U TR R A 0 A R Al A RS U R B T R AT PR R ik KA
KM FC AR
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3.1 BEFPBES]

3.1.1 £H - FWIEE

JE FRL 7T A B AL R e RO AR S T R R G T 4 A R T B
BTN HE TS G SRE S &Y. FEM 0SB RIS 7 E B
FEATE H B, 34T T AR - FRR A R R AE (Benjeddou 2000, Gaudenzi &
Bathe 1995, Devonshire 1954, Willberg & Gabbert 2012, Ghandi & Hagood 1997), Wang J
2 (1999, 2000, 2008) A1 Chen YY %5 (2018) #F FEM A1 Mindlin A EE S 708 T
P A 0B ik B 288 R v Al 4 1 255 5 o e P A R AR HiR B I B2 . H — S5 AR S
Gy BT AR R R ) — AR ) B A T R AR ) T 7 R A2 e H R R PR (R L R ) —
WA 4 B AR ) T R A T R N

oc=De—-e"E
(24)
u, = e+ D.FE
X, e NIEHRL) REOERE, Do %N %AF T R HE BOERE, ue AWK &,
E NHIRE, B o WKL, E = —Ve. 2T Hamilton 2843 J5 BRI #6577 72,
REEH — MR G 30 )W o L RE TR (Avdiaj et al. 2009)

B SR NE PN
+ + =

0 0] [¢ ¢ (K" K ||
X, o AHEH, VOIS B TCH P i HL AR R, KON IS FRR A R R, B S o
BT T ey, He T e B TCAF RS & 37 TH 55 r) 32 AR oh - DU AN D i s e A
Bl AR SR 7 S5 3 70 2 1) U R A E BTV, s T S I A FRORE 4 RO R
je P RS I ) 5

J HL T A Sl A 2 WA 7 S e 3 7 5 ) R e vk ST VAR FE U T, h-FEM SR
Fe QAR o B U 2 B0E 5 B sURR O S0 Rl 5 0 7 sUE AT IS i - SR & 380
0] B v Liv Al Giurgiutiu (2007) SR A ANSYS H #8637 773 70 B e HL T
R L G 7 R B2 46 e I PR B e BEL 0 280 A0 22 SR U R, B AT R A BEAS AT S,
P25 5 2 LU A EL AR I 9% & Soorgee %5 (2013) 3£ F ABAQUS)/co-simulation /i B, 43 7
K FH e R 285 20 i A0 ik 200 W7 D7 0T e W 2 48 52 5 R A SRR 25 0 20 R 45 4 o 3 B
JAl~ A 3R AN MSORR R BEAT 20 BT BIF 90 2 7 T LT 4R B2 5 A AR B T O 2%, A
A s, AT R AR 2 R, T AR AR R T N AR 2 vE LR A, WK (26),
REW B 47 ) 2R AE I FL T (PR ARG U ) B T A5 5 P AIE. T fL — S5 R R 5 32 80 0 2 Tl i ) s 3L
FEM 1157738 50 5 1. Ha #1 Chang (2010) KA — 37 SUm #i IEAC (two-point-Gauss

C 0 F

(25)

0 O 14
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quadrature) A4 J5 [ 77 [a] BT W B B, AR P RS )R A% Gl s i 2R & i ot
BEAT P AR BRSO 07 AR, SRR - SRR S 34 1 R . Jang %
(2014) M1 Lee 4% (2013) K FSFEM #EAT & & A1 RF5E b s 7o A 0D e 0 -5 8 s
WEIE. TR b S BEASA A BN IR 30 32 BT U1 AR T8 520 55 55 45 A1, A2 8 B2 7 1 >R
PR RSV A BR B AT S . AR WIAE AR — R 2K & (Mindlin-Herrmann) #2850 &
S 1) WA 200 25 DAY 50 52 5 b e R 2l 1) AR TR . B 90 WL 8 B R 1) S i RURE X S MRS [ 5
Wi KT 0 Ag BEAS I RE W, A7 2020 - W38 0 K6 5 s 2 & B A 38 In T kIS, Kim 5%
(2008) K H SEM #ff 7%t 1 & HL G A4 ik N 45 R I ) 22 A8 0 2 SO Kalkowski 45
(2016) 4% He H - i b 58 7 F T A5 90L 1 v B P 38U, BF 90 b 2B R T AR IR R B A R A,
{0 20 BY Y] & B R 2. Rekatsinas fl Saravanos (2017) 2& T 2z Lo ZH#H et —
T BRI 38 7 9%, S I A S R AR v s Fl A TR 2 A Ul R 1 B B SRR ) i B
B =B 5 2K RF (Hermite) A 2% bR 20UT AL R AR J5 B2 7 1) o7 7% A1 P 35 WL 5% 3] 1 8 ik £
Yk B8R 22 AR R A 00 1 SR 45 JE 0 R e 7oA v A B TN R S T

Sy = €3185 + €33€; (26)

A, s, WEIAE S, es1 A ezz AR HLNL ) R AL

S HL T A 5 U T A B RG 12 28R xS R I Y B2 5 T Lanzara 55 (2009)
K SEM 73 #r Kl 35 J2 o R B A B AN 56 4 R W s Fi o A4 80R 3 B B 52 0. S R R M
G A THT AT 9 AR B R 2R A, FE RN R G M T 2 b ) R B i SR Bl iR e &
ok, 7 BEARBUNAE SRR, A B BRI T BN TR IR AR R, R S R R
T 5 ALE K 2 7™ B S ) s P e P R D 2. 08 ol G 2 PR AT e WA A 5 M, I el T A A
3380 4 K DA ASE B S 3B 5 R &5 5 T A B G IORS <3 45 5 B B B0 IR B K. Ha F1 Chang
(2010) K H VR &1t 761k (hybrid spectral element method, HSEM) B ¢ Kk 45 J2 %) [& HE T
A 22 AR Bl R B ST B A S s AS DA - WL R T A2 s R e A R R R A
BUD T RN S0 G ROk, 65 2 8RR T — 8 WAE, BT 03 5 RONDRE 2 K T IR IR AL
L 6F A 55 G 7 A2 PR SR W o R 5 BY IS R F) B ARG, R IR < [l I i 2 5 2am SRORS 25
BUUIR B UG R . KA R W )5, BRI AL T 15 s e A SRR A T, R 45 2 1 BT D7) i 1]
ROSAT) 2 WA DNAE 5 S B0 RG22 5 L AR AL A4k, I i BAR — & B2 B Xt
R A 45 R0 1) S e T B 2 R A SO T 40 wm R 5 2 R, 28T 3 5 RS
SN, 100 kHz {5 5 W6 6 B ARG 45 J2 I3 152 (0 38 I B 41%; X5 500 kHz £5 5, 3238 IR 0 Y
SO, AR 60 pm K45 )2 5 LI, il A5 5 IR B8 B K, BEJS T 46 T B#. Agrahari Al
Kapuria (2016) K H] ABAQUS Fr#E K &5 70 M3 2 « 4540« e L e R & B2 0] I 1]
FEA5 S AL RE I RE MR . AN [FRG 45 J2 8 B R 3RAT e A I S EEAG 45 5 T 7 EE A5 5 oh O
A, AEREREEEE T, 52 PR A A A = H A 45 2R R Unh 15 5 A AR UL Fig Bk 3
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2 REVE, AN — 5 BEBURN R 25 2 R 88 I B AR, ) s 0 452 200 R s H oo A4 BB
TR AU 5 A7 AE ST, BT DA 75 75 5 T I T S B v 1) 7 3 I 66 g v 0 b A P 9 ) 1 P
JefF TS 5 U 5 B2 U Ren Al Lissenden (2018) #4) % H HE /7 IR A MBS . s HE BT
AR 3 = AN H R RS A IR o B AL B SR A T TR e H T A v B 22 R U
Jal ) R, T s E O AR RN« AROEE S BRI AE 5 A IO 3R RN ) S L BIE AR H
i B PR 5 He R R JUART S 50RT DLSIE 3N i i =2 kR RS 1 WU, B ) R P B T AT S
I v 4l RS R IURh. E R - S5 G 3% FEM SRS AL 78 5 i, B N o T
IS 77 B A A% 10 48R B 06 BB T SR 2. Chaudhry #1 Rogers (1994) Nieuwenhuis
5 (2005) KL AL AR BRARRE A Ok T A MRS KA B R LR T 6 i, BT
AR ) BT I RS T B 1T SR R S S 4 R B A B ) — e fHIA IR
T s W, oA U 5 I JA 1) 0 A 1 380 50 4 B2 U A R R 1 5 e K, BE S RN AR 1)
$hn, ¥ 5 PE AR FEM 43 87 b 75 2R F 5 b 77 OBEH0L 0 A2 Ak He H B2 AR 5] R R 9k 3
(Moll et al. 2012). Khalili fl Cawley (2015) £ FEM #5581 i 5% FH 4 o 77 B SR HL RN
U s R A S 0 ) 22 ARl AT T v S AU 0 T RS =2 U U T i

3.1.2 H - - 0BG

LT 7 AL [ 4 (electromagnetic acoustic transducer, EMAT) & T Hi i 25 44 #5 & A1
G e R S £ s EtaR S T B V= 7y e S TR e I
Pl o> 75 Bk WA e R SR THE R J2 7= AR TR AN Sh g 3, TR R 5 3 53 A0 B4R P A
TBARZE D), BRTLE AL L T W 45 K 32 3 L iR G VR Y G B 46 70 AL 7). 1818 2%
73~ MRS Ag 73 FEAK 3 78 25 K vh R B TV N 77 U, S8 L5 OB, 4 R i S U
B R W 5 A 38 B VI BN Bk e I, 22 A8 5 B TR RN FEARL, SEI 3 BRI (Remo
et al. 2010, X3 5E 2017). Thompson (1973) Fl Kawashima (1976) T 20 {4 70 44K
BAETFUE EMAT W3UE tHHEF R, 2 5 FEM 78 EMAT AL it R 58 K e RS
M (Jia et al. 2017; Xie et al. 2016; Seung et al. 2016; Liu ZH et al. 2010, 2015, 2016,
2018a, 2018b). IA H — HE — SRS FUEAS I 78 2 R T h-FEM (1) 75 FH #AF
BEAT, FEM T EAER - M - SSRGS A T AT B i) R ROA R R A
EMAT 4 6 L1 (14 5% i P A 77 1.

L — i — S5 KA G e 7R T U A PR BV v RO E B Il AU 9T U7 THI, Oh 5§ (2013)
R Ze P A IS 33— R 23 AT 2 0 L 5 i B 3 4 T T R SO A4 e R Dl e 2k P
AL S 0 S BB REYE. B S8 A0 0 T A I — AR il 4 T R R L A
PR T SEAS B G5 A v R B A8 AR AN S § b, IR 5 T SRS B R R B 4 AR AN
BNEHE I T NI 38— VR B 7 7 RE AT VAR BR TR 2 el SR AL 1Y) 1 37 7 T B A
i Fr v AN 2 3850 43 AR I, B DA L o s b v 2 1 R A 4 7 AR AT B B AT L A AL
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T 50 AR 4 18 5 R A 7 7R, 2 A B 4 P v B0 3 MR 1 3 A AR P s e Bl £
P RERATRLI. Su 4§ (2014) SR 430 7 AR Y EAT EMAT #8751 50 7T, 1 6 R
JFI B 358088 38 43 W 2 R AT AL AL SR AR, 73 B /K P B #E3% T EMAT 1130, B G . 616 2%
DI FIRE B AR G5 77, v B R P DA 77 (0 % 2O 2 B 25 4 3 7 25 AR Y o G
B 45 AR DA 46 AR T AE T3 b, i 50 BoR KT REIZ AR B R IR A
T S50 45 7 72 22 BRI 1 6 B ML T3 COMSOL B2 3R Mg 88 78 AR | /I o 4% A5
TR oy T O T R TR T A A S SIGEE B 11 7] 8, Dhayalan A1 Balasubramaniam
(2010) 454 COMSOL ML S5 MR A B AT ABAQUS W U3 1t ) 77 2247 73 At EMAT
FEEBAR A B R 7 I AL PR . B2 B COMSOL 17 L 19 3 EMAT 75 # 1t 44 o 7= £E
RsAB 26 70, 5 % SR A 45 R DL 546 AF TR I 3) ABAQUS &3l /1 % 43t
B, HEAT 22O AR BB R 1 40 B B AT S s R S R U B P A B AR R B AR S e (B
S PR I AR 5 5 DR o Y P55 1) 8 00 77 18 0. Wang S 45 (2014) #2222 W) 3371846 28 S bL I
1 2k P P B 7 4 R AR U — BEICR GO ST LM TS N EMAT PEREIIRZ . K
H7 AL R 25 v B BE L 2 18] AT 8] 3 A (30 B8 e A S . A BR F A B AE AT 5
FEC ) LR R T R BT R R, SRR MR S R TR S e R UL 4%
Rzl SR, L3R (27). 0T T POB AR R A 45 40 3 78 JAKR B 22 W5 R 75 v T |l 3
LR 18 1 S I RS AR 2 SRR I PCB 2R Wl JRAE Y H T o R I 4R T 1 48
WAL, 75 [ 5 2 T IRk AR v M o B2 I e 2 J5E P 1100 308 o eI e £ g 0 — 0 Uk L Pl e
A M8 LG TR A F A5 5 0 2 1K) PCB 2k P8l B0A7 7E 22 57t B R 4 el v 26 L Pl I I 45 el
FI A3 0 T 2 M 38 0 B A8k BUAR G )2 R LR B L 22 2 2k BB LA A ke 0 1
Ribichini %5 (2012) 3k H COMSOL £ #3137 73 #7115 1) B W35 EMAT 75 A [R]85 il 14 #4
R PE AR T 1 AC 22 1 FVRE S 48 3 B 1 LG FLRE m [RLR . BF TR ) Ogi (1997)
FIT 42 Wk SO 45 7 %5 10 T 5% A% 9 G 500 4 D30 RS AR 22 01 — FE R A 2 R T A2 5] 1%
Wil YA 3, SUAE T B2 1 3500 46 7 77 REAE I P I 7 B O FE S5 R 3R TSI N 5] ), A%
G A V) ) WL 30 57 05 R E T ¥ 50 R TG 0, ToVE R R BV M kL 2 A
fi TFT 7 7 2% A W TR 3 O AR L. A 3 5 T B Ak 0 R AR Bk B A R 2 T R T AR
FAFAF B RGP 45 7718 122X (28); 380 I W AR H AR 25 S5 el 1 A4 R 2R T FRL R 5
HEAT WL AT EMAT 28 18] o 7 2 1 R0 20 Bl 3 186 A2 e i — B0 R Ve 12 Hh D7) 1 3 120 A%
1B (29). 3 THE IR ) 5 RG220 57 25 AR AT FEM RSB, 32 WG S50 4 A5 14
i RRRB SO AT ALV L B T IR IR SR SR IR 2 A XS 1 B3 oy S, B AT
HASORT 26 8 T 22 5 JE2 iR A 14D DX 38R Y 4 Tl S50 40 A v 7 R AT A, JHC A X HR: )
PEA K J5 R AT B, Xiao %5 (2016) KA SEM 115743 245 7Y bk AR5 AE J B, 14 =X
(28) I (29) B LAY Ty 2% NG 7 100 56 AT, T 5 TG R Ty R ok B2 1k vl 3 1 b 3 38
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LT HEES

" /0A
V:‘lzl(aﬂ

1 0A
—ZVQA—FUi:JL-‘rJN

i

ot (27)
JLZO'VXBS
0Bg
N =—
V x N g ot

X, v ORI T S B, Jo NERE S Bs fE R T SRR N VO £ B
N L L, By NSRS, Jn IR ET AL 51 RS (R S R T, A O LR
B RILR, p WA T H, By N5« IR B N S 2B E Y, | S
AL

3€t92p ﬁl
= — 28
! ik Hs (28)

A, /L AREBURGE 1, e NBEBURGENAS, Hy, V)R SIRES 50, Hy Nk SRS
RPE ke oM, TN B K R L AR Hy = 5kA/m, &, = 2.0 x 1076,

P YA I R R M BE ST EMAT T AR ML (0 5200 J7 T, Remo 25 (2010) 5E
BT T EMAT 28K 3 AR RL (1) e e ML i S G B 4 fl & 8 2. 3% Im B 5
Tk37y < TIX 2y HL A A FEE AL 2 0] 5l R A S (R s UE B AR AR 1 B F S AR G R
(AN 2 v S 45 R O 20 S 00 (E. B0 F SR B RE UM 48 EMAT R B AU i S
ARAR A BN SRR, 12T FR R LR BRI KT AR I A5 RS R TR B
TSR3 A 58 . Ribichini 25 (2011) B 78 A& IR S50 46 77380k 7515 5 T R0 i
IR PR R FBE 5 T AR 4 AR e AR B IE b, 5 MR SR T B RS | W e R R P R
LAtk OC FR, WL BRI 3 R ) PR AR = 1 I . AR R IR 22 R 5k i 3 3
FEXT G T 2 BV R R, I TIRRR R . IR AR IR B I /N T B K, I8 18 2%
73 LAE R v R A 55 WU IR 2R H 2 R TG 0%, U, WA 25 70 FH G BSUMR 48 71 43 3 IE B
TV R A B RE AR 4Y. Ribichini 4§ (2012) K COMSOL £ 4 37 43 #1 ¥2 7] i
B EMAT 7 A [F) 8k BE A A4 B RE PEAR VR I8 A8 22 0 AN B0 4 79 173 1 b R 0
EALNPS R TR TN VNI REE B TR N gt P | st v G L R R S IR T <R e
SRR E R 5 R T B B R T SRR AR 2% ) AR B 4 AR e Re
B FH B B2 Bl B U PP Al Rouge 45 (2014) 246 I 2k Bl ™ A= 10 B 37 42 AH 0 T 7K B AA 7 2E
() B 1 37 A TT ZRARIE, VA 2% 07 B A e 4 ot U 4% Bl I 21 L AT 2 1) 2 % HE S H 1
FARENLE] EMAT FUIEAG 28 ) EMAT H G 45 9 B B R 1A U g — B 2 45
Tk B30 4 g TR) R B0 4 AR 1 58 2R AE v AR G L SO 4 AR SR A TR, B 8
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P2 AT T AR AL B A A I 2 BB N 8 L U ) 2 AN R B U A, O R e R B
WAH K. Ashigwuike 55 (2015) K COMSOL 3K #F % 7. EMAT A fRITH AL, #f 7L sh &
IEARZE T FRASTEAC & 7 FVRE B 4 7758 88 75 T 30 0 67 7% 58 B 1Y) R

3.1.3 ¥ — ZEE

WO R A 73 8] 2 A A5 T AR U R A R T T R A
# (Sun et al. 2009). %I 73 PES5H4 (Song et al. 2013) H )98 57 4L (Yang & Ume 2008,
Pei et al. 2012) R MM IE (Guo et al. 2017) ¥R AN /7 (Zhan et al. 2017) 255k [ 1K
. P AR B AR T R B — S5 G ) 2 O KRR I, — i R R
Wi 45 A WAL I 1, 2R S AE SR M (Dhayalan et al. 2018); 53— R A BOE 8 7 46 0 52
AE T ) B O R 7R . BT — R B BUE FEM 23 At o] DU i 152 B 0 I B T 45
(RIRA LI 1, BIF T U P52 0 3 R A I 5 AR PR S ). A o R T B, S SR AN IR WO
SRR ST BT R T, Jkb 0T B 34 B 1 A REIRISCE DL I TR A AR, 24
P I BRI AR, S AE S5 K Hh T B R U, Sk IO R A R, e, X (7) By
BT R B O IIY B 5 iR A SR B AR

F= / BT Eeyd (30)
Qe

X, eo AP R T, E AMBIAERE. T BO6 Bk 0 b T B R 5 78 0 R 2,
FEM TEHEAT #% — 4544 2 772 10 R VT S0, B TR 40 25 KB BN 1/(180 X frnax) BAZK
15 /2% 1IN 18] 2 9 %, (H A ORI SR A. ik, BTN AR R T F A IR
TOTHE TR LR T3 — G544 2y 7 2 80 G 1n) A T SRR

FEM H 5 SR FH #4388 DX 3gORIATL AR X 35k 23 310 35 AT S A5E 1) 77 500 B AR AE B 0 B 1 52 2
B, FETHBOGHE B ) T T B UK. Lee 1 Burger (1995) KA FEM ¥t B
2RI P IR RS L RS | AR AN A5k g B T TR] AR AR R R DX 3R ) 2 X
350 FH AN [ 1 P ) o R, A0 40 LR, DX 38 1 D) A R~ % B TR D . 3@ i gk s e
(Dirac) BF H0H 288 7 5t i 2L X 380347 5 4 FEM 5, LK (31). #F 58 R A
K KP A g 0 3 B A g o 1) 77 30 vk e R SEIL O B8 75 A5 5 Rl I R 0k
FAURE 5 ) [X 38 B AR AR /IN, AEL AR DX 3 DO s R A 23 s T AR HH BRI e 2 1 s Y RS, Liu
H Hong (2015) 8 ok 44 185 8 43 S WA X 3800 # g X33, - 50 A 5 A R0 28 2R AR 0k ik e
WOl R T RO 2L . AR AR, O VAR ORI T TR 6.3 5. MR
TSR BE ) H B 28 Ag AT S B IR HEA B[R] Y B AL IR . Liu P 4§ (2016) 2T COMSOL
Z WY, LI IR 2OK 23 a) 2 v A0 A o IR e 43 A O RVE T A
T, A5 A 2 S R 7 DX R LA DX 3R, 4 DX 2 R R AR A SR D T A 22 R T
T K] o B AR IR AT A TR B G 8 o X B R R s S 0 e i P R o A 2 A )
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Koy 9 55 2R AT, T A2 T AT A o T e R ST R AR s AR S AT DX A Bl g~ i ok A
BN K AR (2014) KR — MR R G R T 70 B BOR AT HOG S
TR KPR B 2 R I 3 2 R A R o O P Rl 47 ) T R e B,
1$@§i4%1?&%9§%§5%§ﬂﬁ$ 1320405 58 SR UL AC = B SUsk 2 11) J7 RE, P o e Lo 30
A o A 5 50 S LT J2 R A0 42 1) 077 L 73 4 380 N sl b AT SR, T B 320 7 S Ui, P
1&51‘%&)3#9??*%1*%%\?&? HEBARLALL 1 OGP AR RE N 7 ZE AR SR RFAE. Xu
S5 (2004) 75 R L AR ) 280 W, BIE TR 2 T 3 16 40 AR R R I U A A
FE TR, P ) 22 W B SR Ag AT S RR, BiEE ARE RO HE I, BOG U E S T
LT m B AR A T AREBE IR B AR A0 L3 (32). JE T AH R B A4 RH I 1 i il 0 A2 Ak
1%L, Soltani A Akbareian (2014) 7£ 3G 75 A MBI 5 A W0 22 3], P80 ik i #5078 F A8
G5 R FR DR PR T, S T A T 0 DR AT 2 18 v A E R R ARG I, R
I B R A PR O RS S, R AR L K 8 I ) ) R R R ™ B AR S A A
IO ikt 455 82 10k T B 58 25 20, 0l 1045 5 220 3R D0 HH B 3B AR 98« B B AN K B
IR AR R AN, B IO R AU A A2 B ARRS B2 R SRR L = B A O U
JIEAERL ) R, Zhan 55 (2016) £ OGS AL R 5 B0 2 AT 7T R H S RO
AL SO R P R A Y, L2 (33). SR FH IR ) A0 2 i) s i 4 A ) ikt o S g
BT SRAS AU OB P WU, 51 ANKL IE 2R BOMBO'G 2 8RB KN i 88 R0k Rt AT 12
1E.

Foo = Fié (x —20) 0 (y — yo) 6 (2 — 20)
(31)
F, = / NTF.d

e
o, zo, yo, 2o F7 AP A% T SARER, Fy MBI, By ANUT, 6 AKEL R
At) =5.2x 10724 3.0 x 107 (T — 300)

p = —0.22T + 2769, 300 < T < Ty

3.971T, T < 200
Cp(t) =
780.45 — 0.488T, 200 < T < Ty (32)
292.6, T < 200
k(t) = 249.45 — 0.0857", 200 < T < 730

198.47 — 0.014T, 730 < T}y

X, T RIFRICGIRE, T IR RIREE, A DR, kN IT R (AL Wom ™! K1),
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C, N (AL J kg7t K1),

P = aPya.f(r)g(t)

1 1.3
Prax =P 8711

1 2 =2 (33)
r)y= —— m—e "0
0=
83 242
g(t) = —re =

-
RF, Poaxs £, g 73 BUNIRATIEE 132 MPa. 15 5 25 [8) 20 A5 A [8]) 20 Af, o NARIE RHL,
© NMEKERE 2.3 x 1075, ) NEEREH LG 3.2MW/em?, t Nk /E ], A
R, 7 B RFEEE 8], ro AR BRI, r AR TR

3.2 kMU EHTHEBES

2 A B} Ry TR Ut R T A A I R AR B TR AR 5 A AT
HH ) 7S I U 3 T B T R AT DR FE R IT HRR AT R R AR, AR T ) e 1 R
gER . Tk SEE R B RS M  BES AL A 4 R TP R S U B 0 1 R A
I 55 R B S 28 KA 0E R PR FEM BEAT TH 5. B0 5k 45 #) 2 B 00 25 g ok [
JUFRTREAE AN 75 T ) 52 0% 1 0k 7 7 0 0 7 25 v B8 1) R 11 ), ARG 7 R A 3 799 o
KWLM R, AR T FEM TE e 5 PE 5 2% 5 45 M8 75 3 A ) 2 Rk 9 o
(11 . % AFF 72 475 0L

5 e 45 A8 R P 5 AR R AR PEAE FT U5 T, Terrien 55 (2007) K& T £ M4 {E E 2R
KR FEM AR R X082 28 460 v Jo et e B DX Sl ik AT A8, EH RS 23 BV I AT 2.25 MHz
2O S R A EAE TR ) ST 3 SRR, Peng 55 (2009) K F SEM 43 #5481
LU S A5 T E G A BAE . Moreau %5 (2011) % F FEM 15 % [ [A] AR b 57
T 27 35 s O FP IR 22 U B 370, Casaded 25 (2014, 2016) K GMSFEM #F 78 = 4 #i
106 [0 % 27 325 SRR 1) SHo, So A5 25 B 10 A1 A 35 & J8 SR 8] 4k &5 A vh g 19 4% BB R M. Galdn
Al Abascal (2002) KRGl S oo Al FEM A4, H T 15 2% ) 5] 4 2 0% s ig 4 5
2 U Y A ELAE B B B0, Hosseini 25 (2013) 43 59 5K FH — 4 XU £k 1t = 1 T 55 84 7T
M 5E A8 THT 2 M T MT 48 B0 70 ) 2t < R VR UR IR rh 1) A YR R B R T AL R B A
FH B 2T ) AR 23 0 BB A A AT TH B, 15 B S5 4 T 22 I e 1. RS2 A b
W52 2 P A R0 56 A 1) U A% FR 4 M B AT A B, Hosseini 1 Gabbert (2013) K
FH = 4 Sk B 6 0 4 7 B T AR B R g B T AT AR AR AT 0 I R AR R e R
FE W8 B REE | 0 5 O RS B A5 5 B ) 5 A R R M I S . g ANSYS B
HH [ T IR 22 0 240 R 7 A S SR R A B B 0 i DX IR ) AR T PR HE A 22 A (Surana
1980). Sikdar I Banerjee (2016) 3& T Soorgee %5 (2013) Fr#& 417 H 1L AW 7t £F 4 4 58 i
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B0 I ) v o R A R R T FL I 3 TR A R R 1 R e U % 0 A5 A b H B
(1 o 5 B A 5 ) o AR 25 AR p PR RS B8, 10 0 77 22 A8 ) 3 R . 7E % ) R 1 AR T
g TR I A AR R (O AT 7 T, Basri A1 Chiu (2004) BF 7 T 22 5 IEAL &
Ira) ) 44 52 b AR H R 3 A DI SR K TR AH LA T, S BREAS TR A A5 A5 6T W1 4% R =) 0
98P R 4 Ol A DL %) S 2 3 I R Ak B A T ) RO, 0 T R 5 0 T AR
WL B, SRR RN 0.2F B, Bl RAE Sy Bl Ay MBESHEMS, Kk
SHE 5 AR AR X T 45 4 B 2 T R AR A RHIR A B 0, N SR R A A B e
Chakraborty fl Gopalakrishnan (2003) % T —B 8y )8 L # i % 11 T FSFEM i 5.7z,
FF T RERE 2 b S 3 10 5. Hedayatrasa 25 (2014) 3K F 3 T 4k i 838 45 R %50
5T D RE A AR R 22 A A BRI, 8 B R N AU B U S R 2
A G B T AT AORL IR RE T ) ) B O T SR S AN A BUS IR S5 A, il T AL
XEARFNANEAZ 5 A o3 e AR TE 55 A B L T 8 B 4 4.

2 2% B T AT PF AR 75 5 0 (A% % R M W S8 U7 10, Zhu (2002) S FEM 43 #7 B
[F) S0 3R &) 4 % 85 B0 R 7 % 17 [) P 0 R R IGAT 1(0,1) A1 L(0,2) R4S, KA RE
I J3 A4 LB PI9R 20 28 3 1) R H i SRR B3R AT 1(0,2) BEAS B WL 5% 2 T I 5
R0 sk % T R D I R T ) S A R e A S 2 AR A, T R ek R o 110 B 3 2 4 i I
U5 S 0mE. [R] I U2 BN F R T L(0,2) BEAS 1 1 IR B0 AL M 45 1%, 300 kHz LLR i LA
AT N AL R N =, 7E 300 ~ 700 kHz [X 8] DA iy A5 L 25 AL A2 3. 1L(0,2) B & it
B - - B P Al B R AR A e e, 1R )5 SR A TE A Y Y R F(1,3) AN
L(0,2) HEA. 5 i 0d it 25 0 o0 i ) A% 0 R ORI T LA B b B i K A
% (Demma et al. 2005). 755 18 25 [R5 73 1 3 & AE L A R AR S S B e B T 45
A (Furukawa et al. 2012). Heinlein 55 (2018) ff 70 %& 18 25 it &b T(0,1) FEAS HREA I RF
Ve, G BT il A% L A 1) R0 A 2 A BT SRR S S RS2 Grresil 4% (2016) 181k ABAQUS
AT =4 FEM B8 0 BTl / B B AT e R S R A M B LS T A 5450
BB 1A EAE R SR SR AT LB T B BURY. W 7L o Ry
30kHz HJ L(0,1) B EIMAR Y 255 kHz [ L(0,2) A& 00 K 45 5k [ 5 A 88U Chen J 4
(2017) X BT A3 3 1(0,2) BEA AL FF il IR Bt T 45 by, S5y BE 78 o5 a0 A LV R R R
RS B 40, AH RS B RST 25 T, VR IBE T 00 v AR B 1) s 15 5 o P8 e K T 7 6 X 3
BB B S 5 58 . Rong 4% (2017) K ABAQUS . 305l J1 2208 70 HE S Al AT 25 1) 5 oA
DU, SR FH NS AR BTG | B IR 40 0 IR 4 ) B G AT A B, W SR RN A 2 R SR
WP 2 i 2% . W52 3] 1(0,3) A5 25 N AE 4N A5 A% 4, T L(0,1) 7 75 4N 735 A1 EE 2
Y AL 5%, St HE S B2k O BIUR. Yu A Yan (2017) K ANSYS B A4-#F 70 i 4 o5 77 2R
[ B RN 338 IR R L BT R (A R AR . SR P B R 4 R 0 S 2 f 7 7 X
Ak B AT 5 J 300 38 2 18] (0 AH ELAE FH DG R, RS2 06 45 BRGE b I 7 46 5 2 f B8 0% B 47
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TR R T8 AT H A% 5, T JBE 2 42 i v B 0% s 1 G o IR IR P B AT L. ) 1
e SR A B S A A Y B R R PR, T AR I B ) ) R AR X T A R 1 R T
/0N, FEAR S FE XI5 08 ok B
3.3 FEMEHTHNBES

i P 8y A N AR N S TN AR R N 7 AR T R AR R A R 2
M A7 AR B A S A B 2 A I 2 2 8 (Larcher et al. 2015), %3 ) & W B
FE N

cC=c -ic” (34)

b, C NENIEERERE, O TR M, C" R ERIEAERE, i B ERF. Rk
gE Fy rp AR B JE i R A 3 B Kelvin-Voigt £ 3 [ 7Y A1 1 52 191 88 40 e
N (Bartoli et al. 2006)

(35)

C=cC - ign, Kelvin-Voigt 8 7%l
C=C'—in, i [ 455 A

AP, p NREKE, o KL AP, Kelvin-Voigt 157 A [0 455 2 73 55 B A7 SR AR
RAEANPRA AR SN, oht T OB 10 BELJE B B 72 1 S o s LR 52 ERf i, HL I E
TR AN TE T8 FEM 23 8. R, FEM 8 K FH Jo & A8 0 R0 ) 52 R R0 28 78 2 5 1) Bl
A (Rayleigh) FH J& 4B [ 2E 47 #H 5% il @ik 7e. 5 A FELJE 28RS O

C =aM + 8K (36)

X, o APTEIE REL, 5 ANIEERLE R & 3 A BHJE 7)ok IE BT 5 slig 3l FE &
(R3AJoit FHL & KB B 17 44 R b 491 T B0 7 Joit & R R s B A T 92 A% 32 1) B e 48 B T 40 R TE L
T ORI BEHE B, 2 AE S W BE B, RE A5 E F T 0008 IR AE AN [F ) FEM. M5 5
R B AT T Hp 75 T2 R AR 2ot e e ) A R R 65 A R R S U A B A
I3 BT B B 45 5T PR 7 3 YR 0 B R I 5 S S T T

BT W i 356 P 41 4 52 b RLBR 58 R0 T 485 4 2 — b SRS (R et 45 A, 2 AR
R R VRS2 S A G R R T 5 ) A BRRR I B 5 R A ELAE
KRABLHIELSEWAANENZER. E& MK 31 FEM i 7 % S HE i & L T
[ g AR Y. Hosten %5 (2006, 2007) ZEF COMSOL Ak FEM Hf 5 % [ 5 4 5 9 14k
A WU BB MR SR B AL So BEAS ) SR B S 3 B A HE IR A9 3 5 VTR 1) AF B
VB R, o e o 6] P90 ks 30 AT 20 44, I 3d et 43 A7 TR b 24 DX 3 4 T ) E 2 g A BT 9] 82
A NE, VPG RS R A% &I 2 B . Gresil AT Griugiutiu (2015) 1@ 13 ABAQUS %57
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Z I A R Ba a7 T 5 PWAS 78 & A AR 380Rh >4 U8 3t 32 B R BELJE
RSS2 W) B B SR e BE T B et 3 R B PHE R n S EFIBEJE R C R X
(37), T H1 5256 W) 5 25040 o) 3 (38) HEAT LA e B PH B R 8L, 45430 (37) i a i R FH
JB RHOR R ZR, VAL =4 FEM 23 A 5 AL b 5 R BHJE S 8UE. B 7C R B 2 A
AR 1 So A5 2S B B 1Y) 2 3 5] IR 52 JUART 97 5OR 285 440 FEL @ FR 520, T A LS 1) 28 08
TR A %, W FEM R A 36 R B8 RAE Lamb P2 & . 2 o =0,
B =6.1x10"% i}, FEM 115 T3 B3R N 150 kHz B So AR 1 A BLAS B 4200 5K
B9 45 5. Bartoli 55 (2006) #E T+ Kelvin-Voigt A58 Al [ 45 5 K1 SAFEM W Fi AT & 6 A
THI BELJE ¥ 3 45 4 v 3 ARG RRARE MR, B4R R 5 H Kelvin-Voigt 5274 IR N, 4 XL
BB AT 5 b 3 7 AR SIS AR AR E A% © A=K (35) 11 Kelvin-Voigt 5 NIl FE
R A 7 R AT DRI PR R 47 T8 SR i T R TR S s R B st PR I, T B R B T )46
BN 2 (35) Hh i [l AR 2R S A1) 58 SR O A S0 4t SR 1A R A S 07 B T ) 9 R R O 2
¥, Marzani (2008) 3 T 7 [A1 455 71 5 i A48 3% A PR 5 76725 0 AT 28 380 1tk el oot R A i op
WAL IRV, B JERFAE (OB N8 L B AN T A2 BB 5 () 22 06k, He A1 Ng (2015) &
TR — Ff /K2 (Mindlin-Herrmann) #F 2 & 14k B8 3£ M (Timoshenko) %2 B & F1 U
) H R R A PR G v A 5 v [ P AR AR T A [R] 2R T R 80 T G AT 5 U8 P A o
AR, BHB AR BE 4 2R (35), n = 5505~ SR A GLL 18l 2 1 24 2 4 12 £ T =0 AN
—4ENG R LU T, Singh 55 (2011) EAL SN 4G IR THE R EATHNE . B E & )
[ A R 5 ) S M A R AR R 2% T S g L R o ) RS A . SR Y R B e S R O S R
KO s b ROST R U020 BT (00 % N 2 850, 2 T B S R 32 S % 5 [ < 6 40 A 38 d (4 DT
Be I 452 1k iz B e o R v, i B DX R AR B B R R B O E. BEFE AN
Mk 2GR I AR AR T WIS SR K, T %5 B % H £, Ren 1 Lissenden (2018) 7E4*
G R A FEM B AT 7 bk F BT # A0 € 1 mm )£\ 6.35mm B 4% PZT5A
A L PR R A5, TG H P L PRI A R (1) T R ARN SR (39) TR EL A R
HE R JE 2%, o = 7.3 x 104, 8 =5.48 x 1072, SZHLIE s A4 JE JE8 14 frty vh i 2 At

con == +26w2 -
¢(d,t) = A%e_"dei(wt—kd) 38)
SR, e JHITEE, ) NS R, d 6 BB, kB
a

X, @ J9dh o IR H, wo M LIRS A K.
FEM 1£ Z5 #0525 J2 00 08 7 S 5 A% SR Rr VE R Wk 78 i i) SR RSN Y. Seifried 5% (2002)
HeF ABAQUS &3 728 73 Wit 78 = J2 PR 45 /= (R AR IR E 86 8 R AR A o -3 i A0
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R PR ARGl B 2R B SR SR CPEAR DY B R T T AR
o B0 T HEAT A R o3, SR B A7 B ) 92 A B 48] B JE i 38 R 435 2 N AR B0 ) 1% 0 v B
A Kelvin-Voigt HAY AR BRI REVE R 77 — RIAR OC & W4RLRG 25 8 11 1 39 itk 1 s e
RS B ZE . SRS B AR 200SE (¥ G M), R 45 2 % 350 kHz X 4845 5 5% W 45 58, i DATE PH
JE 0 A BEL JE 4 Y v i [X A 25 9% 6 A8 4k, Pahlavan (2016) 5% & B i 5 R oo s 734 A0 5
3 Newmark TF 577550 BT 17 I B2 S50 1 56 S R 452 81 58 4 It 25 3 P I 100 I, 32 00 72
W I 2 240 25 K e 8 vh 5 0 vh IR A B AR 1. SR B IR FEE A O T L T Jo 20 B ) St T
BEL JE R Bl 15 M 80 3001, I 5 R B P 1, S B R A 9D B X AN (R 3 Ok &R
BT Bl A5 R R {e R A AL R M 45 5 JEAT S LA M AR R T BB RS I 45 S AR Ak
X SRR AN SRR AN R I B T I TR I 0 A 4 ) So RS 1R e S S 1K B e T DL 22

3.4 FLMEBES

SERITRER SO B AR 0 IR T TS X R BT IX L 55 5 R AR S b 4
XI5k, £ ZLSL P I 1) AR RR FE UK, /N A P2 i 3 T v, ALY T I R BL R i 77 A 9B
PE DX LA, S R BR AR N ) 23 38 N 2R S0 v S A ROST, A B A% 2 g 2 T ] 288 S04 g
(I ERTEAR T, 10 A4 R B0 2215 5 RS0 . 200k I = E 28 1 A R R 1 AR 2R 147 A
(15 1), R FE S U 5 4 R R BRSO AR AR B VAR ELAE I, TR B i (R VS U . 3 ) e i
WS B AT S AT R B A MR AR (S S, SCBLEE M AR 21 A M. L FEM Hhil
i PR AR B e PE R B (Cawley et al. 1979). # K% & (Yuen 1985). 24404k ¥ 5 (1) 3 1H]
FUEE 7 TR 557 RS AR R AT . 573 e o B el FE WU BE R T 3R . 8
P F I L IR P A LU A A G 5] JIBE AL (Ohara et al. 2008) S HE AT HF 5
Z445 18] f A 26 A HoAF FH BT 9. Christides Al Barr (1984) #2 H P W 5 R LU B
B BEAT I S 2 b R GOt ak. N 7 B R S0 B AR BB TH S B R . Lee
A1 Chung (2000) J T W7 2 77 2% o (1 82 77 58 B R - 1) 8 B 2 s XA IR L 40 5 ik 1) 25 1)
FRE, A TS RGN PR T IR W R R, (H %07 R R AUk I
M5 R4 B 19K R, Shen Ml Giurgiutiu (2014) F) FH B0 42 F0 15 AN 11 B8 2075 52 fi 7 Hr
SCHLAR £ MR A AL, Broda %5 (2014) X 2405 ik A EAE PR R BE4T T 428 Ay
2. FEM 7E3F 2 Pl 75 3 Bk U BRI 78 5 S0 46 45 My FE Ml 75 S R AR RHE 4R
P P 3 R AN T T

G E 2t P T 2 ER OER B 5 A I AR S A ELAE A 1R Y, BPARAL
TEHA 1R S AR 2. Friswell Al Penny (2002) %54 % B T G2 45 by o o 0 28 4 11 7
BLT7 %, 48 R GUT 38 3 v 550 1 NI FEFE BE AT 2R SR 3 0% B 350 2 R AR Bk i) o6,
3 (40), BEIF R 2 X 3h 775 70 A Be % B b b dE AT JE S M S 2 B 00 TH B Joglekar Al
Mitra (2016) K FH 55 R0 20 3 3 210 6 R I db /N il 5o, 20 A & 1) A MR RCRE — 17




MRt #z, x4, 2570, OK, AR - A B R OTIEE R A S ORI BOR b i R 341

BN G b R A0 5 S ik AR 2Rt AR ELAE L B b O AP SRS TR I A5 A
oA B AL EE. He F1 Ng (2015) KA GLL el 2 10 sCA @ 4 {E £ Wi =0f — 4 1 52
GUER TG, 4 A1 & 10 [F] 1t 2 45 1) vh 3 i 5 2L SUIA) A LA FH TR B RR) AE 25 6 MR ZRSC
FLITREAN T R AR Bl s BI )R A AR L 3 A B BT WA [R) R SR B K e
JEE T 3 S S MR S R VRS2 WL, Ao AT So BREAVE AR MRS RT A HEX R, Kk
A 5 R AR T e R 55 i 2R S0 R ST %) 388 0 T 4, 17 37 SRS 5 A e R BUR FE 5 8
22 RT3 1] i B 3 2 0 B B 5 K 2 bUOGS B2 (9925 ) S B 2 2%, Wan 55 (2014)
SR FHARE 42 ik G JEE R B A AT AR TH W, 70 M So HE2S R ¥ 460 B % T R S0 AH HLAE
FH T 1 — 20 18 T AN I B0, B A BE. S B82S = 20 1 U8 ) T 1 I i 2R B0 2 1 38
T 2414 38 0, 357 184 38 T I 2R S0 R 189 o 380 06 A 5 PR A S RS = B B B S 1B
Eb 347 [t 24 450 5 B B4 384 T T BAAK. Blanloeuil 25 (2014) 454 Tl N 77 F1 B i) 22 figh 28 A6 JBE
BRI A RGO AY, 74 SH 9. P I 5 RS AH BAE AL @i % R EUm kAT
h AR, DA R 24 S0 b N /) T 5 18] . Shen Al Cesnik (2016, 2017) 454 1) BR $0i: M
JR RS HAJ BT IR AT 9 57 R AUAR MR 75 07 3. KA AR R T 4 i ig B R B I B
Z00 1 ok R ) ik g S AR 20k B AUk A A N, 95 08 B T, A A (A
W S P BB RICIR S, 51 N BB AL R 160 B O T B okE R 2 A, BIF 9 S 3 U S WD AR AT
FETF VR PH A bR 2 IR RS 26 TR 2L S0 A ELAE . WL %52 31 A 28 1t vy B ey 7 AR B 97 e 70
R RAAE F PN 557 R ECAR LA BARMIOIRES; XN T 2B RE, S A NF R =
AR S BRES, A BIAS S S AT A BIFIIELES; T S S A IR 5 iE R YL
AHEAE RN, 3525 A m) RS SR AL (1) e 4. W52 31 3 8k 5 R SUHE B A IS 9 BB AT
. BRI, DR B B b ) P R S Sl A 1 AT A R, R B 3 R B R W R I BR &, DA
filh R ZL R T AR LG A BAE . Zhou 5% (2017) 43 7R F| CONTA172 Al TARGE169
PR P B A T i 2R S0 ) AN TR 4 b TR, 9 e 2R S50 DX S0k AT A% 0 35 >R FH I [8] e %% 4
il BN A Ltk 22 U AT A0 B, TR B . Wang Y 4§ (2011) eIt 16k
¢4 A FRL b 3l B T s A T RS0, I S TR L R R R R AR SR P A B R R R A
B2 AN 1k B TR AR T W B2 R R, 4 o I 10k 4 BV 0 A s HEAT O A, SEIN
— AE R R R R AR S TR
K., u > U
K = { (40)

K, u < Ug

o, wg WRLOT SR BME, K. NREUKITHERWIE, K, JyR S0 G R
PR 28 1 X S I A% 38 45 1 i B2 0. Chaillara AT Lissenden (2014) ] COMSOL %

SLAET Murnaghan £ BB 508 75 22 G AE 26 PEFFAE. Rauter A1 Lammering (2018) %

XF T Murnaghan JF 2k P4 55 M B30 o 75 22 14 ASMRE S H08 AT BOWL A ) 5] 1R RHE
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PRI IR, 2 H— b7 0 A 2 M 38 AL % 1) (5] M A RHASE B S A R 2 A
HOg D2 6 A BTN B AL 3R IR B AR N, SE 500kHz 1) So MRS B e A b
AL R IR B I TR . 10 AE 5 R 2 SRR TP A ER 200 kHz 1Y) So ARLAS 1 UK I
1L It 25 A% 37 B2 B (10 484 I i 2 4R G . Zha 25 (2016) B ABAQUS P &X H T REF
VUMAT V8 & A5 Al 2 M A 77 F2 AR N AL, 0t 78 B IR A 45 400 67 5 V6 1 T Fi 11
I8 1 35 45 6 S A% 3R I RS . Radecki 45 (2018) KA ABAQUS #8436 4IF LISA 7
& B 55 IR AR LR ME (S i 5. 3T Landau-Lifshitz J7 F2 1) A8 5 %5 B 90 M 2
ST AR R 1, S R TR e T R .l I SR SR T T [ L g ) VA
RWBERGOTGRE. ROURFE AR E RN —F, Prig AR ABAQUS #AY1t
AT BN RSB B G R 1 — 5, So BEAS B H B B 2 3 AR D SR A, ¢
BHEAEJE R I 2 T i — OB U SR NI 5. Bl A 2L 80 RS 36 In, A REE R M X — Ik
LR SIAD AN TR

4 BEERE

h-FEM K H B A PR B 0 22 o 1H 5 A2 e 0k s oo th UK #8630 ) %
(e B R A L AR 35 0T 5 A R R M 5 ) . Ay i 7 3O AR P S U 8 e U e R
G FVE S R G AR SN ) 0 R ) SO B R SR, 3 LR AT A
RIBEH T ZRARAITE Hh, hp-FEM, TFFEM, WFEM K A 5 4 BR % 0 20 & 20 #r
Ji i, Bet AR OR S TR 75 Sk e I T B AR T S AR 4R H ) MSFEM Al FCM. R
R AR $5) J5E 5 K FPe 3 T B ) R 7 7R U 5 R R U A R O I R S 4 5
LI AR 2 S5 R G 580 45 g el P AR FERR R L A XY 5 45 R v ) 3 B A BRI
SER) S MR AR M S D R S O T, Y@ R FEM BRI, BUE T A2 58 H I T
J&. SR, Atk — D IR AR P A U R R AL, HEB R BRTE TAR R SEBR R, A
BB G AT B R TE DR 1) 8 54 v 2 TR 75 EIT R

(1) 784> #FH hp-FEM, TFFEM & WFEM FHRi#E 58 /181 MsFEM, FCM J5
XRS5 M AR ), W W R TR AT 5, RIE S 3% 5 450 R Bl ) 2 1) 7
Ry R B 07 5. AR A A B B T AR R AR SRV, R AT T B T A A AL B, AR S 2 k)
MsFEM A [ #k iy 5. 70 52 05 &2 56 B0 A A4, i 8 =X 3 ) % il @ Bl oh 5
) B .

(2) TEMIE FPCE R ot B FE v SE M B 58 7 T, H AT R ZEE RIES T h-
FEM HI hp-FEM W 2845 PR 50 70 7E 22 QR % (%) TF 50K B2 1 5 el ] 26 7 1o, HLZE % H A
5 A TP R D YA ) v A =2 G gk R T R P 5 T AR T SRR B T A BT R A
MR W TFFEM, WFEM, MsFEM 5§ J7 V23 060 A A AR S 5 i vH B CR PP A1, B T
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AN RIS 25 75 3 B P I8 8 R AN A 1R 2 R AV, D R Bl 75 3 BB A TN B AR B v 5 i vl
SEVE, % BRI 7T A B HOR A i A 2 5 AR AE 5 IFTRIAR 20 P G HIeAR
Oy FLEAE R T T AN R 3 BT SRS B IR 5 i R SR T SRR E AR A

(3) h-FEM % K MBS0 FIE AT M & 380 /) SE BT B, s SRR, Bl
Wt 22 R AN R B o X3 AT @A 10 07 3K, 285 R AN R W B8 AT b 5 JEAT 11
B, fE—ERR B UGE T FERCGE. EAZITEE A R BRI > ik B B B —E )
fERE, HARE AR E B R R 2R RAR & 33 ) 2 1 3 2 sCiH RBOR, 8 m b
T bR B S s AR B B T UGS R 1 BT SRS MR A BT, R R 5 3 BT AR R
XA SR

(4) 78 75 3 ARG TN v A5 P ) A SR e JE 55 9 S A DR 285 240 2 o ] £ 398 o 8 A=
B BEFEN LB IS L S I S RS B R B AN e e i S R DL REAT T — 2 T
FC. ABLE s A% RS AR B 2 A BIUA SRR AR AN 1 T A8 o S 3 B R L I TE AT A
fpadt — b Inas. EURGHS P A PR AR T E B R RS S B TR R R R SO e R 2 O %
fea) [ 2, T 6T 3 % ] S P 50 4 e A A R A7 A 45 T 9.

(5) AR REAFAE M TG4 AR S50 . A JF LS5 L AR A . R h
(AN AR N Lo U PSR C R WNIAN PSR 2V EPS 1 R EE (e i g = Sl
TR FPAE VLS5 AL R VR RO 0 AT o B EE A TP A B A2 AR B A S 5
B A R B D W R0 R B A BB Gl G K, 7 B E A B ST A PR,
WS SR IR FE AR AN « 45 K 32 3 38 Ay 48 o 5 K RS2 T, S L 3 08 A% B A M ) T 1 5

(6) <2 JR AR 5T+ T M 38 A5 5 ) 8 N T IS TR i 6 ) s T R 38 2 73 A (4 B 2 JE A
BRI, AR TR N o2 2 BN AR A B 7 . X BL BRSO, R R RIS I
PR TCE A RR, M ADRLE 23 [ AR S o A s D0 N OB R, o #r # S a5 #y AR
SRS 8 THOE 2O BUEL THSRE A S MR 2K, WIF 70 5 A B P58 R 2 g % e 7 3 D5 A i R 1 1
M. 455 SO SVE T FEM, K S5 1 11 A VE BERAL R AR BoR.

(7) EEFEL hRERR EEATRE f B BE R RS AR IR, f ST D BERE L A4 kL # o
o TR0 45 R R B R R, TF T 3 T8 AE T RE A P AR FP (A% 3R R, 20 BT 5 RS B B A
ek AN R 7 B AR 5 B 0 AR LA P O 2R B U . DI A 3 BRBR B A TN 3 AR A | L
T B B A N S 56

(8) £ 45 AL Wk B AR} AR 2 A1 793 T T 51 RS ) 3 B AR 2k IR T A 1 KR
{HL 22K P A AR 2R A% i R 23 TR HEAT F 7T, S PR AL I8 05 rh A R R R PR AN S5 AR 2R 1
HEAE A RN AEAE IR, 534, B AT s Al 3 AR AT T 5 vh - 22 AR 2R
] A, AR T T S P AR A W TR D PRk, FERRHIE S Ve AN 5 M AR R MR 2R A X 3
BARLRAE R M T 30 A T O AR L A T S5 R R A SRR A e Atk AN 5 R AR 2k
AT AR R 1) S TS U T S A R IR AT I
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(9) A 3 A I 7 AR AE TR 2 B 2% S8 T30, e maks il i mT Sk BRI,
R MR G T SE . SRS AR BR 8 Te vH 55 ik, T R T R Al Bl R i
S5 R RGL N / B A AT S VR T, A S S R I HOR ) B AR N B A+
B SC T BUE T FEHOR, 245G B A A 58 RS N BR T BORA U H Fn s 1k, &
JEEHE P T U A R A R N / M 25 & VR A R 4.

Bog B E SRR (2018 YFC0809003), [H 5% B AR BL 2456 4 (11772014,51475012)
I,

& % X

A7 &, Rk, . 2001, &8 FET S PE AR & H R AR, J12# R, 31: 203-214 (He C F,
Wu B, Fan J W. 2001. Advances in ultrasonic cylindrical guided waves techniques and their applications.
Adv. Mech., 31: 203-214).

AR, ABUITT, B2, ARG, 2016, A T EAT ISR KA RE . BT S H6 AL SRR 23R, 37 1713-
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XURERE, B 7, XEOAMT, X A&k, 2017, RFEM T I AELME 2R, )2t g, 47 507-537 (Liu Y L,
Hu N, Deng M X, Zhao Y X. 2017. Nonlinear Lamb waves in plate/shell structures. Adv. Mech., 47:
507-537).

XN, B SC, BIRISC, 2R, 2007, BT S LB He A B OB SR L TR S, 48
192-202 (Liu Z H, Xie M W, Zhong X W, Gong Y. 2017. Research progress of electromagnetic acoustic
transducers for ultrasonic guided waves inspection. J. Beijing Univ. Technol., 43: 192-202).
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Application of finite element method in ultrasonic
guided waves testing technique

CHEN Honglei LIU Zenghua' LI Ziming WU Bin HE Cunfu

College of Mechanical Engineering and Applied Electronics Technology,
Beijing University of Technology, Beijing 100124, China

Abstract Ultrasonic guided waves have the ability of long-distance nondestructive testing
for defects in waveguide structures, and have been one of the hotspots in the field of nonde-
structive testing for many years. Finite element method (FEM) has the ability to calculate
various complex dynamics problems and has become an important tool in the research of
ultrasonic guided wave testing technique. Considering the hot issues in the research, a brief
review of the relevant FEM is proposed. The development of FEM and its application in the
excitation and reception of guided waves under multi-physical coupled field mechanism, the
propagation characteristics of guided waves in linear elasticity and viscoelastic structures
and nonlinear ultrasonic guided waves are introduced. Finally, the research emphasis and
development direction of the relevant FEM in the future is prospected based on the research

trend of ultrasonic guided wave testing technique.

Keywords finite element method, numerical calculation, ultrasonic guided waves, waveg-

uide, propagation characteristics, nondestructive testing
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