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The interaction of an acoustic plane wave with a pair of plates connected by periodically spaced
stiffeners in water is considered. The rib-stiffened structure is called a “flex-layer” because its low
frequency response is dominated by bending stiffness. The quasi-static behavior is equivalent a
homogeneous layer of compressible fluid, which we identify as air for the purposes of comparison. In
this way an air layer is acoustically the same as a pair of thin elastic plates connected by a periodic
spacing of ribs. At discrete higher frequencies the flex-layer exhibits perfect acoustic transmission,
the cause of which is identified as fluid-loaded plate waves propagating back and forth between the
ribs. Both the low and finite frequency behavior of the flex-layer are fully explained by closed-form
solutions for reflection and transmission. The analytical model is extended to two flex-layers in
series, introducing new low and high frequency phenomena that are explained in terms of simple

lumped parameter models.

I. INTRODUCTION

Interaction of sound with rib-reinforced plates is a
long-standing topic of interest related to acoustical prop-
erties of walls, floors, partitions, sound absorbing pan-
els and other structural elements. Many different model
configurations have been considered, including: infinite
plates with a single rib [IH4], multiple ribs [5], periodic
ribs [6HO] or resonators [I0]; finite ribbed plates [11-
14], and fully three-dimensional models of a rib-stiffened
plates [I5HI7]. The objective here is an analytical so-
lution for the transmission and reflection of underwater
sound from two infinite thin plates in parallel with pe-
riodic rib stiffening. Our interest in this structure was
motivated by the observation that it behaves at low fre-
quency as an equivalent spring-like layer. This behavior
contrasts with the low frequency mass law observed for
panels in air [I8, [19]. For this reason we call the struc-
ture a “flex-layer” because of its low frequency stiffness-
dominated behavior.

Our focus is the acoustic properties of a pair of in-
finitely long fluid-loaded plates connected by periodically
spaced rib-stiffeners situated in an infinite acoustic fluid
(water). We develop closed-form solutions of the reflec-
tion and transmission for the pair of plates and also for
a system comprising two pairs of plates separated by a
water gap. The solution for the latter n = 2 system is
found by considering the single scattering problem for
an infinite set of evanescent plane waves that are related
to the incident plane wave by the Bragg condition. We
obtain infinite sized reflection and transmission matri-
ces that can be combined to obtain the response from
any number n > 2 of plate pairs. The fundamental so-
lution method takes advantage of the infinite periodic-
ity, enabling closed-form solution through the use of the
Poisson Summation formula, which has been used to ad-
vantage previously in similar problems for vibration [20],
sound radiation [2IH23] and reflection and transmission

[6], 18, [24].

The paper proceeds as follows. The flex-layer model is
introduced in Section [[] and is shown to be acoustically
equivalent at low frequency to a layer of air in water. A
full frequency analytical solution for the acoustical re-
sponse of the flex-layer is developed in Section [[TI] The
solution as a sum of symmetric and antisymmetric par-
tial solutions is, to our knowledge, novel, and leads to
expressions for equivalent plate impedances. The ana-
lytical model is compared with full scale simulation and
its transmission properties are discussed in Section [[V]
Transmission through a pair of flex-layers separated by
water is considered in Section M using a new type of an-
alytical solution. Conclusions and future directions are
presented in Section [VI}

II. THEORY: LOW FREQUENCY FLEX-LAYER

The rib-stiffened structure, of which a section is shown
in Fig. a), comprises parallel plates a distance [, apart,
and periodically spaced ribs separated by 2b. We are
interested in how a plane wave incident from the semi-
infinite water region on the right is reflected and trans-
mitted. Before presenting the full solution in Section [ITI]
we first give a simple solution for the scattering problem
in the low frequency or “quasi-static” frequency range.

In the quasi-static regime the frequency is low enough
that the dominant deformation mechanism of the plates
is bending due to an imposed effectively static pres-
sure, with the entrained air having negligible influence.
Hence the name “flex-layer” for the rib-stiffened struc-
ture. The deformation between two ribs can be modeled
as a clamped-clamped plate, as in Fig. The plate of
thickness h is under pressure py on one side and subject to
rigid line constraints in the z-direction spaced a distance
2b apart (for the purposes of the quasi-static model the
effect of a rib stiffener is assumed to be approximated by



a rigid constraint). The plate displacement w(y) satisfies
the Euler-Bernoulli plate equation (the static version of
Kirchhoff plate theory)

Duw"'(y) =py, —-b<y<b (1)
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(a) Rib-stiffened plates

FIG. 1.
plates acting to maintain the air-water separation.
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FIG. 2. Clamped-clamped plate under a quasi-static pressure
Po-

Solving Eq. with the boundary conditions w(4b) =
0, w'(+b) = 0, yields w(y) = po(y* — 62)2/(24D). Since
there are two such plates with rigid constraints con-
necting them, and subject to pressure py on both sides,
the change in internal volume over an area A of the
plates comprising a length in the z-direction and the span
—b <y <bis 2Awg,, where wg, is the average displace-
ment. The average change in distance separating the
plates is therefore AL = 2wy, or

2 bt

AL= =" 0.
15 D0

(2)

A slightly larger value is found for AL if the Timoshenko
(or equivalently, Mindlin) plate theory is used instead

where D = E,I/(1—v?), I = h3/12, E, is the plate
Young’s modulus and v the Poisson’s ratio.

Plates
Water Water
Air\A
dy
h

(b) Equivalent air gap at low frequency

(a) Flex-layer model of two plates with connecting ribs. (b) Equivalent quasi-static air gap, including two thin elastic
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of the Euler-Bernoulli theory. The relative difference is,
however, negligible; see Appendix [A]

The same AL could be obtained with a uniform
“spring-layer”. In order to make this realistic, consider
a thin layer of air separating two half-spaces of water, as
shown in Fig. b). The air gap acts at low frequencies
as an effective linear spring, with stiffness proportional
to the air bulk modulus, K,, and inversely proportional
to the gap width, d,. The additional rigid plates in Fig.
[[b) are introduced as separators between the air and
water and do not change the main effect of the air gap
as an effective spring. Low frequency here means that
the acoustic wavelength in the air gap is much greater
than the gap width d,. This translates to frequencies
f < ¢q/da where ¢, = /K, /pq is the speed of sound in
air and p, is the density. In order to quantify the low
frequency, or equivalently quasi-static, response consider
the two plates subject to static pressure po (positive or
negative). The resulting change in thickness of the air

gap is

da
ALa - Ep(% (3)

The flex-layer and air gap have equal compliance (or



it’s inverse, stiffness) if Eqs. and agree, i.e. if

K, 15R® E
o =TTy (4)
dg 8 bt (1—v?)

This can be considered a constraint on the three lengths
b, h and d, for a given plate material. We assume
the plates are Aluminum (E, = 70 GPa, v = 0.334),
and using K, = 0.134 MPa implies the relation b =
32.40 (h*d,)'/*. Assuming plates of thickness A = 1 mm,
then for different value of d, (0.5mm, 1 mm, 2 mm), b is
2.72 cm, 3.24 cm, and 3.85 cm, respectively.

The equivalence of the flex-layer and the air gap is
demonstrated in Fig. [3| which shows the fractional en-
ergy transmission of both systems at low frequencies for
normal incidence. Also shown is the transmitted energy
across a spring layer of stiffness «, for which the reflection
and transmission coefficients are:
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where Z = pc and k = K,/d, for the air gap. Alterna-
tively, k can be related to the flex-layer parameters via
Eq. . This indicates that the quasi-static hypothesis
and analogy with the air gap is valid at low frequencies,
and that the reflection and trasmission depends only on
the effective stiffness k.

) /,,,/da =0.5mm,b=2.72cm

/da =1mm, b=3.24cm

., ——d =2mm,b=385cm
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FIG. 3. Transmitted energy ratio E = |T|? vs frequency
for normal incidence. Solid lines are obtained using Eq. ,
while O and + are obtained using FEM (COMSOL) for the air
gap model and flex-layer model, respectively. The plates are
Aluminum with A~ = 1 mm, and the rib half-spacing b is found
using Eq. . The non-dimensional acoustic wavenumber kb
where k = w/c is less than 0.033 for the cases shown, implying
that the pressure variation along the surface is minimal for
non-normal incidence. The curves are therefore independent
of the angle of incidence.

We next describe an analytical model for acoustic scat-
tering from the flex-layer that is valid beyond the quasi-
static regime.

III. FULL DYNAMIC MODEL OF
SCATTERING FROM A FLEX-LAYER

The periodicity of the flex-layer system of Fig. [4] in
the y—direction introduces the possible generation of re-

flected and transmitted waves with all y—wavenumbers
commensurate in the unit wavenumber 27/d where d =
2b. We consider oblique plane wave incidence at angle
B from the normal, with y—wavenumber k sin 8y where
k = w/c. This can then give rise to waves with wavenum-
bers in the y and x directions, respectively,

ki, = lsin 6 + 27r%, (ka)m = (K2 —k2)"%, (6)
for all m € Z with the square root either positive real
or positive imaginary. If the flex-layer interacts with an-
other scatterer, e.g. another flex-layer or a material in-
terface, the resulting multiple scattering will involve in-
cidence on the flex-layer by all y—wavenumbers. With
that purpose in mind - see Section [V]- we formulate the
problem in a general sense of a single flex-layer incident
by y—wavenumber k,, for some specific n.

>

FIG. 4. Incident, reflected, and transmitted waves in Water-
Flex-Water model
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FIG. 5. The separate symmetric and antisymmetric scatter-
ing problems. Red indicates negative.

The problem as depicted in Fig. [4| contains incident,
reflected, and transmitted waves. The solution is ob-



tained by splitting the scattering problem into distinct
cases: symmetric and antisymmetric, see Fig.

A. Symmetric scattering from a single flex-layer

The total acoustic pressure is assumed to comprise an
incident wave of y—wavenumber k,,:

p(l‘, y) =po [ei (_(km)n‘$\+kny)

+ 3 R ((kz)m\zukmy)] 1)

m=—0o0

where Rﬁ{;% are the symmetric scattering matrix ele-
ments. We only need to consider scattering in either
x > 0 or z < 0 from a single periodically constrained
plate. We look at the x > 0 problem. The setup is a
plate on the y—axis, fluid in > 0, and (2b =) d—periodic
normal force constraints on the plate at v, = md,
m =0,+1,42,.... The following is motivated by Stepan-
ishen’s fundamental solution for plane wave incidence on
an infinite plate with periodic stiffeners [6].

The total acoustic pressure of Eq. is expressed as

pla,y) = poe!~ eI thny) o poei((kednathny) 4 (2, y)
(8)
so that the incident and rigidly reflected terms give zero
normal velocity on the plate. The plate normal velocity,
v(y) = v;(0,y) is related to the additional pressure p, by
the momentum equilibrium equation in the x—direction:

iwpv(y) = %Zf (0,y). Introducing the y— transform,

V(ky) = /Oo v(y)e—ikyyd%
R (9)
o(y) / V(ky)el o d iy,

:%_OO

it follows that the additional scattered pressure is related
to the normal velocity by

1 < 9y i —k2z
ps($7y) = %/ Zf(ky)v(ky)e (VE2—k2 m+kyy) dky
(10)

—00

where Z ¢ is a fluid impedance

Zs(ky) = puof (K = 12)'V°. (11)

The plate displacement in the z—direction, w(y) =
(—iw) " to(y), satisfies

Duw""(y) — pshw?w(y) = —2poe' ¥ — p,(0,y)

— Zov(y) D 6y —ym). (12)

m=—0oQ

This assumes Kirchhoff plate theory; the analysis for the
alternative Mindlin plate model is given in Appendix

4

The first two forcing terms in Eq. are from the fluid
pressure and the final term in represents the forcing
from the rib constraints, with impedance Z, assumed to
be the same for each rib. Each is of length [, thickness
hy, with material properties E, and p;, and [25]

wl;

2, (13)

Zy = 1iprcchy cot

where ¢, = (Er/pr) 1/2. Taking the k, transform of
yields

V(ky) = =V (ky) (4700 8(ky — ) +alky))  (14)

where Y is the compliance of the plate and fluid in par-
allel,

Y(ky) = (Zp(ky) + Zf(ky)>_1a (15)

with plate impedance according to Kirchhoff theory (or
by Eq. (B1) using Mindlin plate theory)

. B Dk; — pshw?

Zp(ky) = ; (16)

—iw
and

alky) = Zo /OO v S Sy —ym)dy. (17)

-0 m=—oo

The Poisson Summation identity [21] [26]

= 1 P
m;m 6y —ym) = gm;m e” 12T (18)
allows us to express Eq. as
ZO > ~ m
q(ky) = a Z Vi(ky + 2773)- (19)

m=—0o0

Noting that g(k,) is periodic with period 27 /d gives, us-
ing Eq. ,

q(ky) = —4mpo Y (kn) Z (ko) i 8(ky — km)  (20)

m=—0oo

Z(ko):(zio+ i Y/(km)>71. (21)

Equations , and yield

ps(,y) = QPOY(kn){ — Zg(ky)e (kDo)

o0

F2n) 30 Zp(a)T () e (B0mrin) L)

m=—0o0



Note that the dispersion relation for symmetric structure-
borne waves [10] is 1/Z (ko) = 0.
The total field can now be written, using , as

plx,y) =poe’ (=Ck)nz+ny) + poRy(kn) € (ORI
+pc(x, y) (23)

where R, is the reflection coeflicient for the plate with
no constraints,

Ry (k) = 2 : (24)

and p. is caused by the ribs,

pc(xa y) =Po Z(kO)Y(kn)

X Z (1 - Ry(km)) e

m=—0o0

i ((kz)mx+kmy). (25)

In summary, referring to Eq. , the scattering matrix
for symmetric incidence has elements

(1= Rp(km)) Z(ko)Y (kn). (26)

Acoustical reciprocity [27] is ensured by the symmetry
relation R Z Zi(kn) = RS, Z (k).

Rﬁi% = Rp(km) Omn +

B. Symmetric scalar problem: Propagating plane
wave incidence

In the special case that the incidence is a plane wave
(n = 0) then the reflected pressure can be split into two
parts: a reflected plane wave and a remainder comprising
all modes m # 0. The latter are all evanescent if the
frequency is low enough. Specifically,

p(fm y) :poei k(—x cos Og+y sin Og)

+poRGy K eontotusin®o) 1 p(0 (. y)  (27)
where the reflection coeflicient R( $) follows from as

Zypo(ko) — Z (ko)
Zyo(ko) + Z5 (ko)

with modified plate impedance (see (|16]))

R(B) —

(28)

Zpo(ko) = Zy(ho) + (27 (ko) — f/(ko))_l, (29)

and evanescent field

p.(ev)( Y) =po Z(ko)?(ko)
x 3 (1= Ry(km)) € ()methns)  (30)
m#0

If the frequency is low enough that all of the (k $)m
are imaginary except for m = 0 (k < Z*(1 +sin|6y|) ')

then pey(z,y) is evanescent in the x—direction. The only
acoustic energy that radiates to infinity comes from the
plane wave. Total energy is conserved if [Rgg| = 1, which
is the case only if ReZy = 0. In the limit of closely
spaced ribs (d — 0) to leading order the sum in is
1gnorab1e 0 Z »(ko) + Zo/d, and (28]) agrees Wlth [,

q- (32)].

C. Antisymmetric problem

The total acoustic pressure is assumed to be

p(z,y) = — sgn(x )po[ —i ((kw)nlw\+/cny)

P 3R

m=—0o0

R i (ke )m|x|+kmy)] (31)

1. An approximate mass dominated solution

The flex-layer moves in the x—direction as one with ve-
locity v, (0,y) = (iwp)~'p.(0,y). The force-acceleration
relation can be approximated as

p(_07 y)

where the total mass density m; incorporates the plate
and rib masses in a cell-averaged sense, m; = 2psh +
prhple/d and pp, h, and [, are density, thickness and
length of the connecting ribs. The antisymmetric scat-
tering matrix is therefore diagonal with elements

R(a) ~ mass Zf(km)
) Zmass + Zf(km)

—iwmv,(0,y) ~ - p(+0,y), (32)

Omn (33)

with mass-like impedance Zyass = —5wmy.

2. Ezact solution

As in the symmetric problem we only consider x > 0,
and express the total acoustic pressure in the form (see

(E)

p(w,y) = —poe! " elnethnt) _ poeilFadnethov) oy (2, y)
(34)

with additional scattered pressure (10). The plate dis-

placement satisfies (see (12))

Dw" (y) — pshw?w(y) = 2poe ¥ — p4(0,y)
~ Zomass 0(y) Y 6y —ym).  (35)

where Zymass is the rib mass impedance

wl,
2¢,

Zomass = — 1 prcohy tan (36)



The solution follows in the same way as for the symmetric

problem. Based on egs. , and we find that

the exact antisymmetric scattering matrix has elements

Rgr% = Rp(km) Omn + (1 - Rp(km)) ZmaSS(kO)?(kn)

(37)
where, see ,
. d < . -1
Zmass(kO) - <ZOmass - m:Z—ooY(km)) . (38)

It may be shown that (37) reduces to the mass domi-
nated approximation (33) as w — 0. Also, the disper-
sion relation for anti-symmetric structure-borne waves is
1/Zmass(k0) =0.

D. Scattering of an incident wave from a flex-layer

A wave is incident from x < 0 only, with total acoustic
pressure

¢ (k) na+hny)

P(3,Y) =PoX§ + 12 Rypnet (Fhdmsthun)] <,

S Tt (Gdeathon) g
(39)
Combining the two separate solutions in Eq. @ and
the reflection and transmission matrices follow as

Rmn =

(Rgizl +R£,‘§21). T = (Rﬁ,‘ill —Rﬁ:i%)' (40)

N
N

Hence,

—_

Ron :*(ZA(kO) + ZmaSS(kO)) (1 - Rp(km)) y(kn)
+ Ry (km) Omn.s

Tinn :7(ZA<]€0) - ZIH&SS(kO)) (1 - Rp(km)) }A/(kn)

[\

(41)

DN | —

The above general solution is valid for propagating and
evanescent incident waves. In the special case of a sin-
gle propagating incident plane wave at low frequency, we
have

ik(z cosfp+ysinbyp)

Pboe
p(xay) = +R00poeik(—zcos foysin o) +pev(xay)7 T < 07
Toopoeik(a:00590+ysin00) +pev(x,y)’ >0
(42)
where
. Rypne” ika)mz
T _ elkmy % mmn i 9 I
pcv( ,y) Po 7;) {Tmnel(km)mz, x> 0.
(43)

Energy conservation requires that |Roo|? + |[Too|? = 1.

IV. VERIFICATION AND ANALYSIS OF THE
FLEX-LAYER MODEL

b=3.85cm
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FIG. 6. The transmitted acoustic energy E vs frequency for
three different flex-layers each with 1 mm Aluminum plates.
Solid lines and dashed lines are obtained using Eq. (40 and
COMSOL, respectively.

The transmitted acoustic energy E = |Tpo|? plotted in
Fig. [6] shows that the theoretical result agrees with full
FEM simulation. Three different flex-layers are consid-
ered with rib spacing parameter b corresponding to air
gaps of width d, = 0.5, 1, and 2 mm, see Fig.|3} The plots
in Fig. [6] again verify the equivalence of the flex-layer to
the air gaps in the low frequency range.
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FIG. 7. Comparison of the symmetric reflection coefficient

Rf)%) vs frequency for the flex-layer with 1 mm plates. Solid
lines and dashed lines are obtained using Eq. and COM-
SOL, respectively.

The equivalence is true up to at least 1 kHz. However,



Fig.[0]illustrates a new phenomenon of total transmission
at frequencies in the range 2 to 5 kHz. These values are
much less than the lowest frequencies expected for total
transmission through the air-gaps, i.e. at f = % which

2dq
are approximately twenty times as large as those of Fig.

6l

The transmission frequencies of Fig. [f] can be under-
stood by noting that the antisymmetric reflection coef-

ficient R(()%) of Eq. is approximately —1, indicating
that E of Eq. equals 1 when Ré%) = 1, or equivalently

Rgp = 0. This is borne out by comparing the results of
Fig. [7] with those of Fig. [6]

) Referring to Eq. , the coefficient Réf)) = 1 when
Zpo — 00. Equation implies this occurs when
Dm0 Y(km) = 0. Assuming normal incidence (fy = 0)
this can be expressed as

00 2 —1
4c4 2 €2 )

me—QF - — 44
2 (s Vg =P ”

with non-dimensional frequency Q = w/w. and

5 [psh pc 2mc
c = 5 = , = . 45
We=¢ D ¢ pshwe ¢ dw, (45)

Here w, is the coincidence frequency at which the phase
velocity of the bare plate flexural wave coincides with
¢, and € is a common non-dimensional measure of fluid
loading [28]. Note that the related sum Y- °__ Y (k)
can be asymptotically approximated under the heavy

fluid loading limit [I0] for which (pr/D)% > ko and

1 1
(pw?/D)® > (pshw?/D)*. This limit is, however, not
relevant to the parameters considered here.
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FIG. 8. Two views of the full transmission frequency of the
flex-layer, noted in Fig. [f] for three values of the rib sep-
aration parameter b. The black curve (left) shows b as a
function of the full transmission frequency using Eq. ,
ie. Zm;ﬂ)f’(kzm) = 0; the red curve (right) is the non-
dimensional measure bf/cy where ¢ is the fluid-loaded plate
phase velocity obtained from Eq. , ie 1/Y (k) = 0.

The physical origin of the transmission frequencies of
Fig.[f]is actually the reverberation of fluid-loaded flexural
waves, see Figl§] The fluid-loaded flexural wave-number
ky is the solution of Z,(k,) + Z;(k,) = 0, which can be
expressed in terms of the flexural wave phase velocity

¢y = w/ky as 7 = \/c?/c} — 1, the positive root of [28,

Eq. (8.8)]

P42+ (1-Q )1 —eQ® =0. (46)

Figure [§] shows that the non-dimensional rib parameter
bf/cy is approximately constant over a ten-fold range of
frequency, indicating that the transmission peak is asso-
ciated with flexural waves bouncing back and forth be-
tween ribs. The small variation of bf/cs between 1 and
10 kHz can be attributed to frequency dependent interac-
tion of the plate wave with the ribs. Numerical solution
of ¢y in Eq. versus frequency is shown in Fig. @[)
along with an explicit approximate solution “y = kz”
[28, Eq. (8.10)].
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FIG. 9. Flexural wave phase velocity cy vs frequency

Finally, the scattered velocity in the vicinity of the
flex-layer is shown in Fig. |10 where

Ops

Ips
(337 ), m dy

szc(%y) = m O

(z,9)-

(47)
Note the similarity of the velocity profiles even as the rib
spacing b and frequency f change.

V() =
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FIG. 10. Magnitude of scattered velocities in x and y directions measured at a plane a distance of z¢ from the flex-layer. Solid
lines and dashed lines are obtained using Eq. and COMSOL, respectively. po = 1 Pa, (a,b) b = 2.72 cm, (c,d) b = 3.85 cm

(

V. MULTIPLE FLEX-LAYERS IN SERIES: n =2 by analogy with the scalar, or single wave, multiple scat-
tering problem.

Since the flex-layer converts a plane wave into the infi-
nite reflected and transmitted constituents we work with
infinite vectors u™ and u_ corresponding to propagation
in the positive and negative x—directions. We consider a
propagating plane wave incident from the left, ug , where
{ug }m = 6mo. The wave reflected from a single flex-layer

dw is Rug, and the transmitted wave is Tuj where R and
T are the infinite matrices defined by Eqs .

The full transmission and reflection from the two flex-
layers in series follows from a ray summation approach.
The wave transmitted to the right, and the wave reflected
to the left are, respectively,

ut =T(1+A+A’+...)PTu,

FIG. 11. Two flex-layers in series separated by a water gap u =Ru® + TPR(l LALAZL )PT ot (48)
of width d,,. 0 o 0>

) where P is the propagator matrix through the water layer
. C(?ns1der two flex-layers §epgrated by a gap as shown of thickness dy, With {P}ym = ¢%Fmg and A =
in Fig. A plane wave incident from the left or the (PR)2. Hence
right will generate an infinite set of evanescent waves ' ’
in the gap, which will in turn reverberate between the 1
flex-layers. However, the full transmission and reflection ut = T(l - A) PT uar,
solution can be found in a semi-analytic form using the - + -1 +
fundamental solution for the single flex-layer of Eqgs. u” =Ruj + TPR(1 - A) PTug.
and . The multiple scattering solution can be found

(49)
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FIG. 12. The transmitted acoustic energy E vs frequency for the 2-Flex-layer model with a distance of d,, from each other.
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The Aluminum plate thickness is considered 1 mm. (a,b) b = 2.72 cm, (c,d) b = 3.85 cm

Figure shows the total transmitted energy (nor-
malized to unity for incident). The theory based on
Kirchhoff and Mindlin models are compared with Com-
sol simulations. The theoretical transmission coefficient
E is the propagating component of u™, that is

E = TOO = lla_Tqu. (50)

Comparing Figs. and (6) for E reveals noticeable
differences. It is observed that the first mode appears at
lower frequencies in Fig. . This observation can be
explained by considering that the water between two flex
structures has an equivalent mass, and the flex structures
themselves possess equivalent mass and stiffness. Conse-
quently, the first resonance of the 2-flex-layer model is
formulated as fi ~ 5= %JQ«% In addition to the low
frequency transmission, Fig.[12|also shows that the trans-
mission modes of the single flex-layer, see Fig.[6] bifurcate
into double transmission peaks. The separation of the
double peaks depends upon the spacing d,, between the
flex-layers, with larger separation for smaller d,,. This
phenomenon is related to the presence of “evanescent
pressure” between the two flexible layers, which creates
diffused angles of reflection on each flex-layer. The bifur-
cation can also be interpreted as a ”level splitting” effect
due to the extra degree of freedom in the n = 2 system.

(
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FIG. 13. Simplified 2-flex-layer model for the mode m =1

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The spatially periodic nature of the flex-layer causes
it to generate an infinite set of evanescent waves under
plane wave incidence. By solving for generalized Bragg
wave incidence we have derived an analytical method to
consider scattering from multiple flex-layers in series. Al-
though we have here restricted attention to the n = 2
case it is clear that the method can be developed for
an arbitrary number of flex-layers by analogy with the
purely one-dimensional case. The solution is based on
the explicit infinite-dimensional reflection and transmis-
sion matrices of Eq. . The scalar elements Ryy and
Too provide the amplitudes of the far-field propagating re-
flected and transmitted waves. The other elements define
the evanescent contributions to the acoustic near-field.

We have shown that the low frequency response of the
flex-layer in water is analogous to that of a simple spring,
which can be interpreted specifically in terms of an equiv-



alent air gap. Conversely, the flex-layer could be used to
replace an air gap of given width in the sense of lumped
acoustic elements. The flex-layer exhibits total trans-
mission (zero reflection) at finite frequencies defined by
relation . While this must be solved numerically to
find transmission frequencies, we have identified the low-
est one as f ~ 0.79 ¢y /b where 2b is the rib spacing and ¢
is the phase speed of the dispersive fluid-loaded flexural
wave, see Figs. [§] and [9]

Finally, we have demonstrated the acoustic properties
of two flex-layers in series, illustrating new effects not
seen in the single flex-layer. The mode splitting exhib-
ited in Fig.[I2]can be controlled by the choice of the water
separation between the flex-layers, leading to wider total
transmission peaks. This suggests that interesting broad-
band effects can be expected with multiple flex-layers,
such as broadband total transmission with the poten-
tial for new applications in acoustic metamaterials. Fu-
ture work will examine multiple flex-layer systems, based
upon the reflection and transmission for the single layer
introduced in this paper.

Appendix A: Quasi-static solution using Timoshenko
theory

Instead of the Euler-Bernoulli theory we use the
Timoshenko theory

D
’LU/(y) = ¢ - 7(#/7

D 1 —
"' (y) = po, hn

(A1)

for —b < y < b where p is the shear modulus and & is a
shear correction factor. Solving for the rotation ¢(y) and

10

plate deflection w(y) and setting w(+b) = 0 and ¢(+b) =
0, gives w(y) = wgs(y) + po (b* —y?)/(2phk) where wgp
is the deflection found in Section [[I]using Euler-Bernoulli
beam theory. The magnitude of the deflection is therefore
larger than that of the Euler-Bernoulli solution and yields

4 2
AL 2b (1 5h )

~ D" * 2b2k(1 — v) (A2)

where we have used E, = 2u(1 + v). This AL is slightly
greater as compared to that of Eq. , although the rel-
ative correction is on the order of 10~3 for the values
considered here. In conclusion, Timoshenko theory gives
very little difference for the frequencies considered.

Appendix B: Mindlin plate model

Using the Mindlin plate theory [6] changes Z, from

@) to

. (Dkg = Apslw?) (k;i — pﬁ—‘l‘f) — pshw?
Zp(ky) = . DEk2—MpsTw? (B1)
where p (= %) is the shear modulus, x is a shear

correction factor and A is rotary inertia correction factor.
; _ _ 20
Following [29] we take A\ = k/kg and k = l7—7u/<1 +

1-— %) where ro = 72 /12.
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