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Abstract We propose an analytical approach to solving nonlocal generalizations
of the Euler–Bernoulli beam. Specifically, we consider a version of the govern-
ing equation recently derived under the theory of peridynamics. We focus on the
clamped–clamped case, employing the natural eigenfunctions of the fourth deriva-
tive subject to these boundary conditions. Static solutions under different loading
conditions are obtained as series in these eigenfunctions. To demonstrate the utility
of our proposed approach, we contrast the series solution in terms of fourth-order
eigenfunctions to the previously obtained Fourier sine series solution. Our findings
reveal that the series in fourth-order eigenfunctions achieve a given error tolerance
(with respect to a reference solution) with ten times fewer terms than the sine series.
The high level of accuracy of the fourth-order eigenfunction expansion is due to the
fact that its expansion coefficients decay rapidly with the number of terms of the
series, one order faster than the Fourier series in our examples.

1 Introduction

Peridynamics is a recent reformulation of continuum mechanics introduced by Silling
[21, 23] to overcome the limited applicability of classical continuum mechanics to
problems with discontinuities. The idea is that any material point in the continuum
can interact with other points within a finite horizon of itself, giving peridynamic
theory a “nonlocal” character. Different approaches to nonlocality are also discussed
in the context of generalized continua, see, e.g., [2]. Due to peridynamic theory’s
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ability to model the initiation and growth of cracks in materials without the need for
additional techniques to handle such discontinuities, peridynamics is often used to
simulate the deformation of elastic materials until failure. For example, Kim et al.
[9] simulated the deformation, damage, and failure of an elastic band under fluid
flow loading in a fluid–structure interaction framework. They demonstrated that a
peridynamics-enabled computational model could capture how the flow forces not
only deform but also tear apart the elastic band, a simulation that would not be pos-
sible within a fluid–structure interaction framework based on classical continuum
mechanics. Although peridynamics theory is typically implemented as a compu-
tational framework, there is nevertheless fundamental interest in finding analytical
solutions of the governing equations of peridynamics and peristatics [11, 14, 8, 12].

Deriving reduced models, such as for beams, plates, and shells, is a time-honored
research area within classical continuum mechanics [26, 10, 1]. More recently, there
has been an interest in doing the same for peridynamic beams [15, 27, 28, 30, 31],
membranes [22], plates [16, 6, 25, 29, 13], and shells [16]. Once such models are
developed, it is of interest to find analytical solutions to basic problems (if possible)
[3, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31]. In this work, we continue the quest, providing new analytical
peristatic solutions for the bending of clamped–clamped beams using fourth-order
eigenfunctions.

Perhaps for obvious reasons, the eigenfunctions of the fourth-derivative operator
are often termed beam functions (e.g., [17, 19]). Historically, Lord Rayleigh [24,
§§170-175] derived these functions in the context of the lateral vibrations of elastic
bars, including clamped–clamped, clamped–free, and loaded boundary conditions
amongst other combinations. Chandrasekhar [4, §133] also derived these orthogonal
eigenfunctions and employed them to study the linear stability of thermal convection.

Motivated by the recent work of Yang et al. [28, 29, 30], we continue the search
for closed-form analytical solutions to peridynamic problems. Yang et al. [30] used
Castigliano’s theorem to replace the clamped–clamped boundary conditions with
moment conditions on a supported beam, a case that can be solved by a Fourier sine
series. On the other hand, in this work, we demonstrate that the fourth-order (beam)
eigenfunctions, which naturally satisfy the clamped boundary conditions, can also be
used to obtain analytical series solutions without resorting to Castigliano’s theorem.
Moreover, we show that the series in terms of fourth-order eigenfunctions converges
significantly faster than a Fourier sine series, which means the series solutions
derived by our approach provide a more accurate representation of peridynamic
beam bending (for a fixed number of terms in the series).

2 The fourth-order “beam” eigenfunctions

First, we review the problem of the dynamic bending of an Euler–Bernoulli beam,
originating from “classical continuum mechanics,” as depicted in the schematic in
Fig. 1. The beam has mass per area 𝑚𝑠 , bending rigidity 𝐵, and applied pressure
load 𝑝(𝑥, 𝑡). When it is clamped at both ends, its vertical displacement 𝑢(𝑥, 𝑡) obeys
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Fig. 1 Schematic of a clamped–clamped beam bending due to a pressure load.

the fourth-order initial-boundary-value problem (IBVP):

𝑚𝑠

𝜕2𝑢

𝜕𝑡2
+ 𝐵

𝜕4𝑢

𝜕𝑥4 = 𝑝(𝑥, 𝑡), −ℓ < 𝑥 < ℓ, 𝑡 > 0,

𝑢 |𝑥=±ℓ =
𝜕𝑢

𝜕𝑥

����
𝑥=±ℓ

= 0, 𝑡 > 0,

𝑢(𝑥, 𝑡) = 𝑢0 (𝑥), −ℓ ≤ 𝑥 ≤ ℓ.

(1a)

(1b)

(1c)

We make the IBVP (1) dimensionless by introducing the following variables based
on the typical load scale 𝑝0:

𝑇 =
𝑡√︁

𝑚𝑠ℓ
4/𝐵

, 𝑋 =
𝑥

ℓ
, 𝑈 (𝑋,𝑇) =

𝑢(𝑥, 𝑡)
𝑝0ℓ4/𝐵

, 𝑃(𝑋,𝑇) =
𝑝(𝑥, 𝑡)
𝑝0

, (2)

to obtain 

𝜕2𝑈

𝜕𝑇2 + 𝜕4𝑈

𝜕𝑋4 = 𝑃(𝑋,𝑇), −1 < 𝑋 < 1, 𝑡 > 0,

𝑈 |𝑋=±1 =
𝜕𝑈

𝜕𝑋

����
𝑋=±1

= 0, 𝑇 > 0,

𝑈 (𝑋,𝑇) = 𝑈0 (𝑋), −1 ≤ 𝑋 ≤ 1.

(3a)

(3b)

(3c)

IBVP (3) is referred to as “classical beam theory” (CBT) in previous works.
Following the notation of Papanicolaou et al. [17, 19], the fourth-order Sturm–

Liouville eigenvalue problem (EVP) on 𝑋 ∈ [−1, +1] associated to the IBVP (3) is
+ 𝑑

4𝜓

𝑑𝑋4 = 𝜆4𝜓, −1 < 𝑋 < 1,

𝜓 |𝑋=±1 =
𝑑𝜓

𝑑𝑋

����
𝑋=±1

= 0.

(4a)

(4b)

The EVP (4) is self-adjoint and there exist two linearly independent sets of eigen-
functions {𝜓𝑠

𝑚, 𝜓
𝑐
𝑚} with associated eigenvalues {𝜆𝑠𝑚, 𝜆𝑐𝑚} [17, 19]:
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𝜓𝑠
𝑚 (𝑋) =

1
√

2

[
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑚𝑋)
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑚)

− sin(𝜆𝑠𝑚𝑋)
sin(𝜆𝑠𝑚)

]
, coth𝜆𝑠𝑚 − cot𝜆𝑠𝑚 = 0,

𝜓𝑐
𝑚 (𝑋) =

1
√

2

[
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑚𝑋)
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑚)

− cos(𝜆𝑐𝑚𝑋)
cos(𝜆𝑐𝑚)

]
, tanh𝜆𝑐𝑚 + tan𝜆𝑐𝑚 = 0.

(5a)

(5b)

Here,𝜓𝑠
𝑚 (−𝑋) = −𝜓𝑠

𝑚 (𝑋) are the odd, “sine” (“s”), eigenfunctions, while𝜓𝑐
𝑚 (−𝑋) =

𝜓𝑐
𝑚 (𝑋) are the even, “cosine” (“c”), eigenfunctions. The respective sets of eigenval-

ues 𝜆𝑠𝑚 and 𝜆𝑐𝑚 are a countable (𝑚 = 1, 2, . . .), real set of numbers, and satisfy the
transcendental relations given in Eqs. (5).

As shown in [17, 19] (and the references therein, in particular [4, §133]), the
eigenfunctions 𝜓𝑠

𝑚 and 𝜓𝑐
𝑚 each are orthonormal (for any 𝑚, 𝑛 = 1, 2, . . .):∫ +1

−1
𝜓𝑠
𝑚 (𝑋)𝜓𝑠

𝑛 (𝑋) 𝑑𝑋 = 𝛿𝑚,𝑛, (6a)∫ +1

−1
𝜓𝑐
𝑚 (𝑋)𝜓𝑐

𝑛 (𝑋) 𝑑𝑋 = 𝛿𝑚,𝑛, (6b)

where 𝛿𝑚,𝑛 is the Kronecker delta symbol, and mutually orthogonal (for any 𝑚 =

1, 2, . . .): ∫ +1

−1
𝜓𝑠
𝑚 (𝑋)𝜓𝑐

𝑚 (𝑋) 𝑑𝑋 = 0. (6c)

Then, by standard theorems of ordinary differential equations [5], it follows
that the eigenfunctions (5) form a complete set in the space of square-integrable
functions, 𝐿2 [−1, +1], under the standard inner product. Thus, any function𝑈 (𝑋) ∈
𝐿2 [−1, +1], has the following expansion:

𝑈 (𝑋) =
∞∑︁

𝑚=1
𝑎𝑠𝑚𝜓

𝑠
𝑚 (𝑋) + 𝑎𝑐𝑚𝜓

𝑐
𝑚 (𝑋), (7a)

𝑎𝑠𝑚
def
=

∫ +1

−1
𝑈 (𝑋)𝜓𝑠

𝑚 (𝑋) 𝑑𝑋, (7b)

𝑎𝑐𝑚
def
=

∫ +1

−1
𝑈 (𝑋)𝜓𝑐

𝑚 (𝑋) 𝑑𝑋. (7c)

For the unsteady beam problem (3), 𝑈 = 𝑈 (𝑋,𝑇), and the coefficients may depend
on time as 𝑎𝑠𝑚 = 𝑎𝑠𝑚 (𝑡) and 𝑎𝑐𝑚 = 𝑎𝑐𝑚 (𝑡).

3 Peridynamic beam problem formulation

Under the theory of peridynamics [21, 23], Yang et al. [28] showed that the classical
beam equation (1a) is generalized as the integrodifferential equation:
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𝑚𝑠

𝜕2𝑢

𝜕𝑡2
− 𝐵

𝛿2

∫ +𝛿

−𝛿

1
𝜉2

[∫ +𝛿

−𝛿

𝑢(𝑥 + 𝜂) − 𝑢(𝑥)
𝜂2 𝑑𝜂

−
∫ +𝛿

−𝛿

𝑢(𝑥 + 𝜉 + 𝜂) − 𝑢(𝑥 + 𝜉)
𝜂2 𝑑𝜂

]
𝑑𝜉 = 𝑝(𝑥, 𝑡). (8)

The new feature of this equation is the horizon size 𝛿 ≪ ℓ. The horizon refers to
the finite domain of influence for any material point 𝑥, which is the nonlocal feature
of the theory. A larger 𝛿 value defines a bigger neighborhood around the material
point 𝑥 that influences the behavior there, introducing interactions with more distant
material points. The horizon size should be chosen based on the nature of the specific
problem being addressed [21, 23], for example, a nonzero 𝛿 should be used to study
a nonlocal beam.

Again, introducing dimensionless variables based on the typical load scale 𝑝0,

𝑇 =
𝑡√︁

𝑚𝑠ℓ
4/𝐵

, 𝑋 =
𝑥

ℓ
, Ξ =

𝜉

ℓ
, 𝐻 =

𝜂

ℓ
, Δ =

𝛿

ℓ
,

𝑈 (𝑋,𝑇) = 𝑢(𝑥, 𝑡)
𝑝0ℓ4/𝐵

, 𝑃(𝑋,𝑇) = 𝑝(𝑥, 𝑡)
𝑝0

, (9)

Eq. (8) becomes

𝜕2𝑈

𝜕𝑇2 − 1
Δ2

∫ +Δ

−Δ

1
Ξ2

[∫ +Δ

−Δ

𝑈 (𝑋 + 𝐻) −𝑈 (𝑋)
𝐻2 𝑑𝐻

−
∫ +Δ

−Δ

𝑈 (𝑋 + Ξ + 𝐻) −𝑈 (𝑋 + Ξ)
𝐻2 𝑑𝐻

]
𝑑Ξ = 𝑃(𝑋,𝑇). (10)

The IBVP comprised of Eqs. (10), (3b), and (3c) is termed “peridynamic beam
theory” (PBT) in this work.

Henceforth, we consider steady problems, so 𝑈 = 𝑈 (𝑋) and 𝑃 = 𝑃(𝑋) only, and
the governing equation is

1
Δ2

∫ +Δ

−Δ

1
Ξ2

[∫ +Δ

−Δ

𝑈 (𝑋 + 𝐻) −𝑈 (𝑋)
𝐻2 𝑑𝐻

−
∫ +Δ

−Δ

𝑈 (𝑋 + Ξ + 𝐻) −𝑈 (𝑋 + Ξ)
𝐻2 𝑑𝐻

]
𝑑Ξ = −𝑃(𝑋). (11)

For sufficiently smooth𝑈 (𝑋), it may be verified by Taylor series expansions that the
left-hand side of Eq. (11) reduces −𝜕4𝑈/𝜕𝑋4 as Δ → 0+, consistent with CTB (3a).
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4 New solutions for clamped–clamped peridynamic beams

In this section, we show how Eq. (11) can be solved via a series of the form given in
Eq. (7).

4.1 Odd solutions

Consider an odd load such that 𝑃(−𝑋) = −𝑃(𝑋). Then, from the structure of the
boundary-value problem, it is expected that𝑈 (−𝑋) = −𝑈 (𝑋) is also an odd function.
Thus, 𝑎𝑐𝑚 = 0 ∀𝑚, and from Eq. (7a) the solution can be expressed as

𝑈 (𝑋) =
∞∑︁

𝑚=1
𝑎𝑠𝑚𝜓

𝑠
𝑚 (𝑋). (12)

Next, substituting Eq. (12) into Eq. (11), we obtain

1
√

2

∞∑︁
𝑚=1

𝑎𝑠𝑚

{
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑚𝑋)
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑚)

[
I𝑠

1,𝑚 (Δ)
]2 − sin(𝜆𝑠𝑚𝑋)

sin(𝜆𝑠𝑚)
[
I𝑠

2,𝑚 (Δ)
]2
}
= 𝑃(𝑋). (13)

The full details of the calculation, including the definitions of I𝑠
1,𝑚 and I𝑠

2,𝑚, are
given in the Appendix. Then, multiplying both sides of Eq. (13) by 𝜓𝑠

𝑛 (𝑋) and
integrating over the domain yields

∞∑︁
𝑚=1

𝐴𝑠
𝑛,𝑚𝑎

𝑠
𝑚 = 𝑃𝑠

𝑛, 𝑛 = 1, 2, . . . , (14)

where

𝐴𝑠
𝑛,𝑚

def
=

1
√

2

∫ +1

−1

{
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑚𝑋)
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑚)

[
I𝑠

1,𝑚 (Δ)
]2 − sin(𝜆𝑠𝑚𝑋)

sin(𝜆𝑠𝑚)
[
I𝑠

2,𝑚 (Δ)
]2
}

×
[
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑛𝑋)
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑛)

− sin(𝜆𝑠𝑛𝑋)
sin(𝜆𝑠𝑛)

]
𝑑𝑋, (15)

and

𝑃𝑠
𝑛

def
=

∫ +1

−1
𝑃(𝑋)

[
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑛𝑋)
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑛)

− sin(𝜆𝑠𝑛𝑋)
sin(𝜆𝑠𝑛)

]
𝑑𝑋. (16)

The integral in Eq. (15) is evaluated analytically and given in the Appendix, Eq. (36).
The series in Eq. (12) and the summation in Eq. (14) can be truncated at 𝑀

terms, leading to a square system of linear equations for the odd series coefficients
{𝑎𝑠𝑚}𝑀𝑚=1:



Series solutions for peridynamic beams 7
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Fig. 2 Visualization of matrices (a) As and (b) Ac, showing the magnitude of their entries, for a
truncation at 𝑀 = 10 terms with Δ = 0.1.

©­­­­­«
𝐴𝑠

1,1 𝐴𝑠
1,2 · · · 𝐴𝑠

1,𝑀
𝐴𝑠

2,1 𝐴𝑠
2,2 · · · 𝐴𝑠

2,𝑀
...

...
. . .

...

𝐴𝑠
𝑀,1 𝐴𝑠

𝑀,2 · · · 𝐴𝑠
𝑀,𝑀

ª®®®®®¬
©­­­­«
𝑎𝑠1
𝑎𝑠2
...

𝑎𝑠
𝑀

ª®®®®¬
=

©­­­­«
𝑃𝑠

1
𝑃𝑠

2
...

𝑃𝑠
𝑀

ª®®®®¬
, (17)

where the square matrix, denoted by As, is non-symmetric but diagonally dominant
as shown in Fig. 2(a) for Δ = 0.1.

Consider the example load, 𝑃(𝑋) = −𝑋 , in which case

𝑃𝑠
𝑛 = − 2

(𝜆𝑠𝑛)2

[
𝜆𝑠𝑛 cot(𝜆𝑠𝑛) + 𝜆𝑠𝑛 coth(𝜆𝑠𝑛) − 2

]
. (18)

The beam deflection can be represented as an odd eigenfunction series. The absolute
values of the first ten expansion coefficients are plotted in Fig. 3(a), alongside a
reference line of slope−4.2. The coefficients’ rapid decay at a rate O(𝑚−4) highlights
the efficiency of using fourth-order eigenfunction series to solve for the deflection
under PBT, as the series (12) converges quite rapidly.

In Fig. 3(b), we compare the beam deflection computed using only the first term
with that calculated using the first ten terms of the series (12) and the deflection from
the attendant CBT solution, i.e., the solution of the steady BVP (3) with the same
load 𝑃(𝑋) = −𝑋 , which is easily found to be:

𝑈CBT (𝑋) = − 1
120

(
𝑋5 − 2𝑋3 + 𝑋

)
. (19)

From Fig. 3(b), it can be seen that, surprisingly, a single-term approximation can
provide a satisfactory solution. For the value Δ = 0.1 of the horizon chosen in this
figure, the difference between the CBT and the PBT is small.
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100 101
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Fig. 3 Beam bending under the load 𝑃 (𝑋) = −𝑋, which allows using only odd eigenfunctions. (a)
The absolute values of odd series coefficients, |𝑎𝑠

𝑚 |. (b) Peridynamic beam theory (PBT) deflections
calculated using a one-term truncation of the series (12), a ten-term truncation of the series (12),
for Δ = 0.1, and the classical beam theory (CBT) solution (19).

4.2 Even solutions

Consider an even load such that 𝑃(−𝑋) = 𝑃(𝑋). Again, from the structure of the
boundary-value problem, it is expected that𝑈 (−𝑋) = 𝑈 (𝑋) is also an even function.
Thus, 𝑎𝑠𝑚 = 0 ∀𝑚, and from Eq. (7a) the solution can be expressed as

𝑈 (𝑋) =
∞∑︁

𝑚=1
𝑎𝑐𝑚𝜓

𝑐
𝑚 (𝑋). (20)

Next, substituting Eq. (20) into Eq. (11), we obtain

1
√

2

∞∑︁
𝑚=1

𝑎𝑐𝑚

{
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑚𝑋)
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑚)

[
I𝑐

1,𝑚 (Δ)
]2 − cos(𝜆𝑐𝑚𝑋)

cos(𝜆𝑐𝑚)
[
I𝑐

2,𝑚 (Δ)
]2
}
= 𝑃(𝑋). (21)

The full details of the calculation, including the definitions of I𝑐
1,𝑚 and I𝑐

2,𝑚, are
given in the Appendix. Then, multiplying both sides of Eq. (21) by 𝜓𝑐

𝑛 (𝑋) and
integrating over the domain yields

∞∑︁
𝑚=1

𝐴𝑐
𝑛,𝑚𝑎

𝑐
𝑚 = 𝑃𝑐

𝑛, 𝑛 = 1, 2, . . . , (22)

where

𝐴𝑐
𝑛,𝑚

def
=

1
√

2

∫ +1

−1

{
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑚𝑋)
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑚)

[
I𝑐

1,𝑚 (Δ)
]2 − cos(𝜆𝑐𝑚𝑋)

cos(𝜆𝑐𝑚)
[
I𝑐

2,𝑚 (Δ)
]2
}

×
[
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑛𝑋)
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑛)

− cos(𝜆𝑐𝑛𝑋)
cos(𝜆𝑐𝑛)

]
𝑑𝑋, (23)

and
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𝑃𝑐
𝑛

def
=

∫ +1

−1
𝑃(𝑋)

[
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑛𝑋)
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑛)

− cos(𝜆𝑐𝑛𝑋)
cos(𝜆𝑐𝑛)

]
𝑑𝑋. (24)

The integral in Eq. (23) is evaluated analytically and given in the Appendix, Eq. (39).
As before, in Eq. (20) and the summation in Eq. (22) can be truncated at 𝑀

terms, leading to a square system of linear equations for the even series coefficients
{𝑎𝑐𝑚}𝑀𝑚=1: ©­­­­«

𝐴𝑐
1,1 𝐴𝑐

1,2 · · · 𝐴𝑐
1,𝑀

𝐴𝑐
2,1 𝐴𝑐

2,2 · · · 𝐴𝑐
2,𝑀

...
...

. . .
...

𝐴𝑐
𝑀,1 𝐴𝑐

𝑀,2 · · · 𝐴𝑐
𝑀,𝑀

ª®®®®¬
©­­­­«
𝑎𝑐1
𝑎𝑐2
...

𝑎𝑐
𝑀

ª®®®®¬
=

©­­­­«
𝑃𝑐

1
𝑃𝑐

2
...

𝑃𝑐
𝑀

ª®®®®¬
, (25)

where the square matrix, denoted by Ac, is non-symmetric but diagonally dominant
as shown in Fig. 2(b) for Δ = 0.1.

Consider the example load, 𝑃(𝑋) ≡ 1, in which case

𝑃𝑐
𝑛 = − 2

𝜆𝑐𝑛

[
tan(𝜆𝑐𝑛) − tanh(𝜆𝑐𝑛)

]
. (26)

The beam deflection can be represented as an even eigenfunction series (20). We
calculated and plotted the absolute values of the first ten expansion coefficients in
Fig. 4(a), alongside a reference line with slope of −5.6. The coefficients’ rapid decay
at a rate O(𝑚−5), which is significantly faster than fourth order, again highlights the
efficiency of using fourth-order eigenfunction series to solve for the deflection under
PBT.

In Fig. 4(b), we compare the PBT deflection computed using only the first term
with that calculated using the first ten terms of the series (20) and the deflection from
the attendant CBT solution, i.e., the solution of the steady BVP (3) with the same
load 𝑃(𝑋) ≡ 1, which is easily found to be:

𝑈CBT (𝑋) =
1

24
(𝑋 − 1)2 (𝑋 + 1)2. (27)

Once again, it can be seen from Fig. 4(b) that a single-term approximation based
on the fourth-order eigenfunctions can provide a satisfactory solution.

4.3 General case

As the third example, consider the deflection of a beam caused by a step load,
represented as the Heaviside unit step function: 𝑃(𝑋) = 𝐻 (𝑋). In this case,
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𝑃𝑠
𝑛 =

1
𝜆𝑠𝑛

[
cot(𝜆𝑠𝑛) − csc(𝜆𝑠𝑛) + tanh(𝜆𝑠𝑛/2)

]
, (28a)

𝑃𝑐
𝑛 = − 1

𝜆𝑐𝑛

[
tan(𝜆𝑐𝑛) − tanh(𝜆𝑐𝑛)

]
. (28b)

Now, the solution𝑈 (𝑋) is neither odd nor even, and both the odd and even series co-
efficients have to be computed. Hence,𝑈 (𝑋) is expressed as in Eq. (7a). Substituting
Eq. (7a) into Eq. (11), we obtain

1
√

2

∞∑︁
𝑚=1

𝑎𝑠𝑚

{
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑚𝑋)
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑚)

[
I𝑠

1,𝑚 (Δ)
]2 − sin(𝜆𝑠𝑚𝑋)

sin(𝜆𝑠𝑚)
[
I𝑠

2,𝑚 (Δ)
]2
}

+ 1
√

2

∞∑︁
𝑚=1

𝑎𝑐𝑚

{
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑚𝑋)
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑚)

[
I𝑐

1,𝑚 (Δ)
]2 − cos(𝜆𝑐𝑚𝑋)

cos(𝜆𝑐𝑚)
[
I𝑐

2,𝑚 (Δ)
]2
}
= 𝑃(𝑋). (29)

Multiplying both sides of Eq. (29) by 𝜓𝑠
𝑛 (𝑋) and integrating over the domain yields

∞∑︁
𝑚=1

𝐴𝑠
𝑛,𝑚𝑎

𝑠
𝑚 = 𝑃𝑠

𝑛, 𝑛 = 1, 2, . . . , (30)

where 𝐴𝑠
𝑛,𝑚 is given in Eq. (36) in the Appendix. Likewise, multiplying both sides

of Eq. (29) by 𝜓𝑐
𝑛 (𝑋) and integrating over the domain yields

∞∑︁
𝑚=1

𝐴𝑐
𝑛,𝑚𝑎

𝑐
𝑚 = 𝑃𝑐

𝑛, 𝑛 = 1, 2, . . . , (31)

where 𝐴𝑐
𝑛,𝑚 is given in Eq. (39) in the Appendix. Note that, upon truncating the

series in this case, we have to solve two linear matrix equations, one for the odd
coefficients and another for the even coefficients.

100 101
m

10-7

10-4

10-1

jac
mj

!5:6

-1 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
X

0

1

2

3

4

5

U

#10-2

One-term
10-term
CBT

(a) (b)

Fig. 4 Beam bending under the uniform load 𝑃 (𝑋) ≡ 1, which allows using only even eigenfunc-
tions. (a) The absolute values of even series coefficients, |𝑎𝑐

𝑚 |. (b) Peridynamic beam theory (PBT)
deflections calculated using a one-term truncation of the series (20), a ten-term truncation of the
series (20), for Δ = 0.1, and the classical beam theory (CBT) solution (27).
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100 101
m

10-7

10-4

10-1

jas
mj

!4:8

100 101
m

10-7

10-4

10-1

jac
mj

!5:6

-1 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
X

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

U

#10-2

One-term
10-term
CBT

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 5 Beam bending under the step load 𝑃 (𝑋) = 𝐻 (𝑋) , using both even and odd fourth-order
eigenfunctions. (a) The absolute values of odd coefficients, |𝑎𝑠

𝑚 |. (b) The absolute values of even
coefficients, |𝑎𝑐

𝑚 |. (c) Peridynamic beam theory (PBT) deflections calculated using a one-term
truncation of the series (7a), a ten-term truncation of the series (7a), for Δ = 0.002, and the
classical beam theory (CBT) solution (32).

The absolute values of the odd and even coefficients are plotted in Fig. 5(a) and in
Fig. 5(b), respectively. As before, the odd coefficients exhibit a decay rate of O(𝑚−4),
whereas the even coefficients diminish at a rate of O(𝑚−5), as shown by the reference
lines of slope −4.8 and −5.6, respectively. The closed-form analytical solution for
the beam deflection based on CBT, i.e., the solution of the steady BVP (3) with the
same load 𝑃(𝑋) = 𝐻 (𝑋), is easily found as:

𝑈CBT (𝑋) =
1

96
[
4𝐻 (𝑋)𝑋3 − 3𝑋2 − 4𝑋 + 3

]
. (32)

In Fig. 5(c), we compare the beam deflection computed using only the first term
(of both the even and odd functions, so two terms total) with that calculated using
the first ten terms of the series (of both the even and odd functions, so twenty terms
total) and the deflection from the attendant CBT solution. Once again, it can be seen
that a single-term approximation can yield a satisfactory solution.

4.4 Comparison to the Fourier sine series solution

Yang et al. [30] employed a Fourier sine series to determine the deflection of a
peridynamic beam (10) subjected to the point load 𝑃(𝑋) = (3/2)𝛿(3𝑋 + 1), where
here 𝛿(·) is the Dirac delta, not the dimensional horizon. In this case,

𝑃𝑠
𝑛 =

3
2

[
sin(𝜆𝑠𝑛/3)
sin(𝜆𝑠𝑛)

− sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑛/3)
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑛)

]
, (33a)

𝑃𝑐
𝑛 =

3
2

[
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑛/3)
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑛)

− cos(𝜆𝑐𝑛/3)
cos(𝜆𝑐𝑛)

]
. (33b)
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100 101 102

m

10-7

10-4

10-1

!4 !3

jbmj (Yang et al.)
jas

mj
jac

mj

100 101 102 103

m

10-10

10-7

10-4

10-1

R
M

S
E

!2:5

!3:5

Yang et al.
Current study

-1 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
X

0

2

4

6

U

#10-2

Yang et al.
Current study

(a)

(b) (c)

Fig. 6 (a) Comparison of different solutions for the peridynamic beam theory (PBT) deflection
under the point-load 𝑃 (𝑋) = (3/2) 𝛿 (3𝑋 + 1): the sine series of Yang et al. [30] (dashed) and
beam function series of this work (dotted). (b) The absolute values of the series’ coefficients from
each approach. (c) The root-mean-squared error (RMSE) as a function of the number of terms 𝑚

in the truncated sum for each series.

We made the solution from [30] dimensionless using our variables from Eq. (9)
and transformed it to the domain 𝑋 ∈ [−1, +1]. To align with the setup of Yang
et al. [30] (Sec. 5.1 therein), we take Δ = 0.002. In Fig. 6(a), Yang et al.’s solution,
truncated at 1000 terms, is plotted alongside our solution based on the fourth-order
eigenfunctions series (7), truncated at 10 terms. Clearly, the two series solutions
agree well.

The decay rate of the absolute values of the Fourier sine series’ coefficients is
O(𝑚−3), as illustrated by a reference line in Fig. 6(b). In contrast, |𝑎𝑠𝑚 | and |𝑎𝑐𝑚 | from
our study, also plotted in Fig. 6(b), have a convergence rate of O(𝑚−4). Notably,
while the Fourier series’ coefficients decrease to 10−7 after 100 terms, the fourth-
order eigenfunction series’ coefficients achieve this magnitude after just 10 terms.

Furthermore, we calculated the root mean square error (RMSE) between the 𝑚-
term sum truncation and 1000-term sum truncation for both Yang et al.’s and our
series solutions. These results are shown in Fig. 6(c). The reference lines indicate
that the sine series’ partial sums converge at a rate ∼ 𝑚−2.5, whereas the fourth-order
eigenfunction series’ partial sums converge one order faster at a rate ∼ 𝑚−3.5. This
observation means the proposed fourth-order eigenfunction series solution (7) can
achieve a comparable precision with far fewer terms (roughly 10 times fewer for
large 𝑚).
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-1 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
X

-2
0
2

U

#10-3

" = 0.125 " = 0.25 " = 0.5 " = 1 CBT

-1 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
X

0
1
2

U

#10-2

(a)

(b)

Fig. 7 The effect of varying the horizon on the deflection under the peridynamic beam theory
(PBT), computed as a beam function series and truncated at 5 terms, and as compared to the
corresponding solution under the classical beam theory (CBT), under the loads (a) 𝑃 (𝑋) = −𝑋
and (b) 𝑃 (𝑋) = 𝐻 (𝑋) .

4.5 Effect of the peridynamic horizon

Finally, we investigate the influence of the horizon size Δ on the solutions involving
both a continuous and a discontinuous load, specifically 𝑃(𝑋) = −𝑋 and 𝑃(𝑋) =

𝐻 (𝑋), from Sec. 4.2 and Sec. 4.3, respectively. The results are shown in Fig. 7(a)
and Fig. 7(b), respectively. To provide a benchmark, the analytical solutions obtained
from CBT, namely Eqs. (19) and (32), are plotted alongside for both cases. It is
expected that as Δ → 0+, the PBT should reduce to the CBT. Our analysis indeed
reveals that diminishing Δ leads to convergence of the peridynamic solution to
the classical one. Remarkably, even a relatively “large” value of Δ = 1 provides a
solution that looks similar to the CBT one, though some differences are apparent on
zooming in. While it may be that such a large Δ value is unrealistic for some material
being described by peridynamic theory, here we are just performing a mathematical
exercise and exploring the outcomes.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we proposed a new analytical approach for solving for the displacement
of clamped–clamped nonlocal generalizations of the Euler–Bernoulli beam under a
peridynamic theory. Specifically, in Sec. 2, we introduced the “natural” fourth-order
eigenfunctions that satisfy the clamped–clamped boundary conditions arising from
the classical beam theory. Using these eigenfunctions, we derived solutions for static
bending of the peridynamic beam introduced in Sec. 3 subject to several represen-
tative loads — including ones that engage only the “odd” or “even” eigenfunctions,
as well as both.
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In Sec. 4, we compared our series solutions based on the fourth-order eigenfunc-
tions to those previously obtained as Fourier sine series. The series solutions based
on fourth-order eigenfunctions converge much faster than the Fourier sine series.
Specifically, for an example of an offset point load on the beam, we showed that the
expansion coefficients of the series based on fourth-order eigenfunctions decay as
the number of terms to the fourth power, as opposed to the third power for the sine
series. Further, the partial sums of the series based on the fourth-order eigenfunction
were found to decay one order faster than the sine series. Thus, despite the fact that
the fourth-order eigenfunctions do not diagonalize the peridynamic operator (like
sines do), the matrix that has to be inverted to obtain the coefficients of an accurate
series solution is small.

The peridynamic model discussed in this work is essentially linear but nonlocal.
An interesting generalization would be to consider nonlinear nonlocal interactions
with a horizon, perhaps along the lines of the idea introduced by Porubov et al. [20]
within the context of lattice dynamics. In future work, it would also be of interest to
couple the peridynamic beam equation (8) with the flow of a thin film underneath it
(a fluid–structure interaction problem), which may also lead to an IBVP that can be
solved analytically using eigenfunction expansions [18].
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Appendix

In this Appendix, we provide the formulas for evaluating the integrals in the peridy-
namic beam equation (11), when the displacement 𝑈 is expanded in a series (7) in
terms of the fourth-order eigenfunctions (5).

First, for the case of the odd function expansion in Eq. (12), we have

1
Δ

∫ +Δ

−Δ

𝑈 (𝑋 + 𝐻) −𝑈 (𝑋)
𝐻2 𝑑𝐻

=
1
√

2

∞∑︁
𝑚=1

𝑎𝑠𝑚

[
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑚𝑋)
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑚)

I𝑠
1,𝑚 (Δ) −

sin(𝜆𝑠𝑚𝑋)
sin(𝜆𝑠𝑚)

I𝑠
2,𝑚 (Δ)

]
, (34a)

and
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1
Δ

∫ +Δ

−Δ

𝑈 (𝑋 + Ξ + 𝐻) −𝑈 (𝑋 + Ξ)
𝐻2 𝑑𝐻

=
1
√

2

∞∑︁
𝑚=1

𝑎𝑠𝑚

[ sinh
(
𝜆𝑠𝑚 (𝑋 + Ξ)

)
sinh(𝜆𝑠𝑚)

I𝑠
1,𝑛 (Δ) −

sin
(
𝜆𝑠𝑚 (𝑋 + Ξ)

)
sin(𝜆𝑠𝑚)

I𝑠
2,𝑚 (Δ)

]
, (34b)

where

I𝑠
1,𝑚 (Δ)

def
=

1
Δ

∫ +Δ

−Δ

1
𝐻2

[
cosh(𝜆𝑠𝑚𝐻) − 1

]
𝑑𝐻 (35a)

=
2
Δ2

[
Δ𝜆𝑠𝑚 Shi(Δ𝜆𝑠𝑚) − cosh(Δ𝜆𝑠𝑚) + 1

]
→ (𝜆𝑠𝑚)2 as Δ → 0+,

I𝑠
2,𝑚 (Δ)

def
=

1
Δ

∫ +Δ

−Δ

1
𝐻2

[
cos(𝜆𝑠𝑚𝐻) − 1

]
𝑑𝐻 (35b)

= − 2
Δ2

[
Δ𝜆𝑠𝑚 Si(Δ𝜆𝑠𝑚) + cos(Δ𝜆𝑠𝑚) − 1

]
→ −(𝜆𝑠𝑚)2 as Δ → 0+,

and Si(𝑧) def
=

∫ 𝑧

0 𝜁−1 sin 𝜁 𝑑𝜁 and Shi(𝑧) def
=

∫ 𝑧

0 𝜁−1 sinh 𝜁 𝑑𝜁 are the sine and hyper-
bolic sine integrals, respectively [7, §6.2].

The integral definining 𝐴𝑠
𝑛,𝑚 in Eq. (15) can be evaluated to yield

𝐴𝑠
𝑛,𝑚 =

1
√

2



[
I𝑠

1,𝑚 (Δ)
]2 [ coth(𝜆𝑠𝑚)/𝜆𝑠𝑚 + 1 − coth2 (𝜆𝑠𝑚)

]
+
[
I𝑠

2,𝑚 (Δ)
]2 [ − cot(𝜆𝑠𝑚)/𝜆𝑠𝑚 + 1 + cot2 (𝜆𝑠𝑚)

]
, if 𝑛 = 𝑚,

2
[
I𝑠

1,𝑚 (Δ)
]2{[

𝜆𝑠𝑛 coth(𝜆𝑠𝑛) − 𝜆𝑠𝑚 coth(𝜆𝑠𝑚)
]
/
[
(𝜆𝑠𝑛)2 − (𝜆𝑠𝑚)2]

−
[
𝜆𝑠𝑚 coth(𝜆𝑠𝑚) − 𝜆𝑠𝑛 cot(𝜆𝑠𝑛)

]
/(𝜆𝑠𝑛2 + 𝜆𝑠𝑚

2)
}

+2
[
I𝑠

2,𝑚 (Δ)
]2{[

𝜆𝑠𝑚 cot(𝜆𝑠𝑚) − 𝜆𝑠𝑛 cot(𝜆𝑠𝑛)
]
/
[
(𝜆𝑠𝑛)2 − (𝜆𝑠𝑚)2]

−
[
𝜆𝑠𝑛 coth(𝜆𝑠𝑛) − 𝜆𝑠𝑚 cot(𝜆𝑠𝑚)

]
/
[
(𝜆𝑠𝑛)2 + (𝜆𝑠𝑚)2]}, if 𝑛 ≠ 𝑚.

(36)
From the definitions in Eq. (35) and the eigenvalue relation in Eq. (5a), it is easy to
see that 𝐴𝑠

𝑛,𝑚 =
√

2(𝜆𝑠𝑚)4𝛿𝑛,𝑚 as Δ → 0+, as expected, noting that we multiplied
through by

√
2 in Eq. (14).

Second, for the case of the even function expansion in Eq. (20), we have

1
Δ

∫ +Δ

−Δ

𝑈 (𝑋 + 𝐻) −𝑈 (𝑋)
𝐻2 𝑑𝐻

=
1
√

2

∞∑︁
𝑚=1

𝑎𝑐𝑚

[
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑚𝑋)
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑚)

I𝑐
1,𝑚 (Δ) −

cos(𝜆𝑐𝑚𝑋)
cos(𝜆𝑐𝑚)

I𝑐
2,𝑚 (Δ)

]
, (37a)

and
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1
Δ

∫ +Δ

−Δ

𝑈 (𝑋 + Ξ + 𝐻) −𝑈 (𝑋 + Ξ)
𝐻2 𝑑𝐻

=
1
√

2

∞∑︁
𝑚=1

𝑎𝑐𝑚

[ cosh
(
𝜆𝑐𝑚 (𝑋 + Ξ)

)
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑚)

I𝑐
1,𝑚 (Δ) −

cos
(
𝜆𝑐𝑚 (𝑋 + Ξ)

)
cos(𝜆𝑐𝑚)

I𝑐
2,𝑚 (Δ)

]
, (37b)

where

I𝑐
1,𝑚 (Δ)

def
=

1
Δ

∫ +Δ

−Δ

1
𝐻2

[
cosh(𝜆𝑐𝑚𝐻) − 1

]
𝑑𝐻, (38a)

=
2
Δ2

[
Δ𝜆𝑐𝑚 Shi(Δ𝜆𝑐𝑚) − cosh(Δ𝜆𝑐𝑚) + 1

]
→ (𝜆𝑐𝑚)2 as Δ → 0+,

I𝑐
2,𝑚 (Δ)

def
=

1
Δ

∫ +Δ

−Δ

1
𝐻2

[
cos(𝜆𝑐𝑚𝐻) − 1

]
𝑑𝐻 (38b)

= − 2
Δ2

[
Δ𝜆𝑐𝑚 Si(Δ𝜆𝑐𝑚) + cos(Δ𝜆𝑐𝑚) − 1

]
→ −(𝜆𝑐𝑚)2 as Δ → 0+.

The integral definining 𝐴𝑐
𝑛,𝑚 in Eq. (23) can be evaluated to yield

𝐴𝑐
𝑛,𝑚 =

1
√

2



[
I𝑐

1,𝑚 (Δ)
]2 [ tanh(𝜆𝑐𝑚)/𝜆𝑐𝑚 + 1 − tanh2 (𝜆𝑐𝑚)

]
+
[
I𝑐

2,𝑚 (Δ)
]2 [ tan(𝜆𝑐𝑚)/𝜆𝑐𝑚 + 1 + tan2 (𝜆𝑐𝑚)

]
, if 𝑛 = 𝑚,

2
[
I𝑐

1,𝑚 (Δ)
]2{[

𝜆𝑐𝑛 tanh(𝜆𝑐𝑛) − 𝜆𝑐𝑚 tanh(𝜆𝑐𝑚)
]
/
[
(𝜆𝑐𝑛)2 − (𝜆𝑐𝑚)2]

−
[
𝜆𝑐𝑚 tanh(𝜆𝑐𝑚) + 𝜆𝑐𝑛 tan(𝜆𝑐𝑛)

]
/
[
(𝜆𝑐𝑛)2 + (𝜆𝑐𝑚)2]}

+2
[
I𝑐

2,𝑚 (Δ)
]2{[ − 𝜆𝑐𝑚 tan(𝜆𝑐𝑚) + 𝜆𝑐𝑛 tan(𝜆𝑐𝑛)

]
/
[
(𝜆𝑐𝑛)2 − (𝜆𝑐𝑚)2]

−
[
𝜆𝑐𝑛 tanh(𝜆𝑐𝑛) + 𝜆𝑐𝑚 tan(𝜆𝑐𝑚)

]
/
[
(𝜆𝑐𝑛)2 + (𝜆𝑐𝑚)2]}, if 𝑛 ≠ 𝑚.

(39)
From the definitions in Eq. (38) and the eigenvalues relation in Eq. (5b), it is easy
to see that 𝐴𝑐

𝑛,𝑚 =
√

2(𝜆𝑐𝑚)4𝛿𝑛,𝑚 as Δ → 0+, as expected, noting that we multiplied
through by

√
2 in Eq. (22).
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