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1. Introduction

Inserting the vibration isolator between the vibration source and the vibration receiver is one of the fundamental ways
to reduce the unwanted vibrations and to protect the equipments from disturbance. The basic concept of the vibration
isolator is that, when the frequency of the excitation € is larger than +/2wg, where wq is the undamped natural frequency
of the isolator, the transmitted force, F; (or the transmitted displacement, X;) reaches a value less than the excitation force,
F; (or the excitation displacement, X;) [1]. The ratio F,/F; and X,/X; are denoted as force transmissibility and displacement
transmissibility respectively. There is a well-known dilemma associated with linear viscous damping systems. That is
when the linear damping coefficient is increased, the force transmissibility under both base excitation and force excitation
when excitation frequency Q < /2wy is further reduced, but the performance when excitation frequency Q > +2wy is
contrarily deteriorated [2,3]. In order to overcome this dilemma, isolators with nonlinear stiffness and nonlinear damping
have been studied by many authors in exploring the potential nonlinear benefits in vibration control [1,4-9]. Another
reason of the study on nonlinear stiffness and nonlinear damping is that almost all the isolators in practical vibration
systems are inherently nonlinear [10,11]. Therefore, it is important to take into account the existence of the nonlinearity in
order to reach a better isolation performance.

Ravindra and Mallik [4] analyzed the vibration isolators having nonlinearity in both stiffness and damping terms under
both force and base excitations. The transmissibility was obtained by the method of harmonic balance, and the effects of
various types of damping to the transmissibility were also studied. The jump phenomenon was observed in the
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transmissibility curve when nonlinear stiffness was introduced in the isolator. Based on nonlinear output frequency
response of the Volterra-class nonlinear systems [5,12,13], nonlinear dampings (which usually are pure functions of
velocity) under force excitation are studied in [6,14,15] for vibration isolators. It was shown that the cubic nonlinear
viscous damping can produce an ideal vibration isolation that only the force transmissibility over the resonant region is
modified but it remains almost unaffected over the non-resonant regions. Milovanovic et al. [16] studied the vibration
isolators with linear and cubic nonlinearities in stiffness and damping terms under based excitation. The influence of the
nonlinear parameters on the displacement transmissibility was studied, and they presented that the absolute displace-
ment transmissibility of the isolator with cubic damping tends to unity as 2 — oo, which corresponds to a rigidly connected
system.

In the present study, a cubic nonlinear damping (i.e., (- )*(d( - )/dt)), which is a function of both the displacement and
velocity, is investigated in vibration isolators. Although the nonlinear damping which is usually a pure function of velocity
such as (d(-)/dt)® has been studied in the literatureas mentioned before [6,14,15], the nonlinear damping relating to both
the displacement and velocity are not well developed and understood [17]. By using the concept of output frequency
response function, the analytical relationship between the force and absolute displacement transmissibility and the
nonlinear damping coefficient of the vibration isolator are derived. It is theoretically shown that, the introduction of
(-)(d( -)/dt) can produce much better vibration isolation performance for the isolator under both force excitation and base
displacement excitation. System equivalent damping can be very high around the resonant frequency but would be similar
to system linear dampingover non-resonant frequencies. Therefore, the transmissibility is significantly suppressed around
the resonant frequency but remain almost the same as when only the linear damping is used. Moreover, when only the
pure cubic order nonlinear damping term (- }2(d( - )/dt) is used in the system with the linear damping coefficient &; =0,
both the force and displacement transmissibilities are even better. This may provide an ideal damping characteristic in
practical applications. Simulation results are provided to illustrate the results.

2. Nonlinear vibration isolators and transmissibility functions
In this section, nonlinear isolators subjected to force excitation and base excitation, are investigated. The nonlinear

isolator is modeled as a parallel combination of a linear spring with stiffness k and a nonlinear damper. The nonlinear
damping force is given as

_de) | Lde) | [de))?
Fnd—CWJrcz() W+C4[W} (1)

where c is the linear damping coefficient, and ¢, ¢4 are the cubic order nonlinear damping characteristic parameters.
In Fig. 1, the force excitation

F(t) = Asin(wt) (2)
is directly exerted on the mass M with amplitude A and frequency w. F,u(t) is the force transmitted to the base, and x;(t) is
the absolute displacement of the mass M.

In Fig. 2, the input base excitation is

u(t) = Asin(wt) (3)

where A is the amplitude and o is the excitation frequency.

F(r) = Asin(w?)
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Fig. 1. Isolator subjected to force excitation.
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Fig. 2. Isolator subjected to base excitation.

The governing equations and the non-dimensional transmissibility expressions are derived separately in what follows.

2.1. The isolator subjected to force excitation and the force transmissibility

From Fig. 1, the governing equation of the isolator under force excitation can be given as
mX, = —kx; —CXq —Cpx3%1 —C4%3 +Asin(wt) (4)
The force ratio Tg(t) is defined as
Four kxi  cx1  x3%  cu%3
Ta(t) = — = — 4+ —4+ 21— 4+ =21 5
fr() A A 2 A A ( )

By defining the following non-dimensional parameters:

Wot=71, Wo= r’n_c’ Q:%

a@=x0=x(%). HO=0t@. 0=

6
y@="20 y0 =T, ©

—2
C4A

2
= £ — A —
Gi=o= h= fo Ba= o

the governing equation (4) and the force ratio (5) can be expressed as the following non-dimensional form:
{yl +Y1+ &7+ Bayiv + Bayi =sin(Qo) -

Y2 =Y1+EV1+ Y3 +ﬁ4}"?

Denote T{() as the force transmissibility of the vibration isolator in terms of the normalized frequency £, it can be
expressed as

T (Q) = |Y2(Q)| (8)

where Y2U9)=Y20w)|u,: o, the output spectrum of the second output of system (7).

2.2. The isolator subjected to base excitation, and the force and displacement transmissibility

From Fig. 2, the isolator model under base excitation can be written as
My = k(U—X1) 4+ C(ll—X1) + Co(U—x1 )2 (U—X1) + Ca(ti—%1)° (9)
The force ratio Tg(t) in this case is denoted by

7F0Ut
kA

Denote the relative displacement x of the isolator as

Tfr(t) =

- %(u—xl)—%(u—xn—%(u—xnz(u—xl)—%(u—w (10)

X=Xx1—U (11)
Then Eqgs. (9,10) can be rewritten as

{ M& + kX4 CX + CoX2% + C4%° = mAw?sin(ot) (12)
12

=1 Cxy G232y Cay3
Tf = FX T X T GX X+ SX
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Define the following non-dimensional parameters:

k
(}Jot:‘[,w():\/;, Q:%

z(r)=x(t)=x<wi0>, X(6) = woz(1), X(t) = w3i(1)

Z

(13)
=" yy(0) =Ty,

—2 2
— _C_ _ A __ CcavkA
S =da b= Pa="0

Then Eq. (12) can be rewritten as the following non-dimensional form:

J1+Y1+EY1+ B3V +BayT = Q%sin(Qr) (14)
Yo =Y1+& +52}/%5/1 +545’%

Similar to Section 2.1, the force transmissibility of the vibration isolator in terms of the normalized frequency €, T(£2),
can also be expressed as

TH(Q) = |Y2(Q)| (15)

where Y5(jQ) is the output spectrum Y5(jw) of the second output of system (14) evaluated at frequency w=2Q.

While comparing the equations in (7) with the equations in (14), it can be seen that the base displacement excitation is
equivalent to a force excitation when the strength of disturbing force is proportional to the square of exciting frequency,
and the force transmissibility under the force excitation and that under the base displacement excitation have the same
expression.

In the following, the absolute displacement transmissibility is derived. In this case, the governing equation is given in
Eq. (9), and the displacement ratio is defined by

Tuty=x="11 (16)
Then Eq. (9) can be rewritten as
M 4 kX 4 CX—ktty — €l = CyA> (U —X)2 (1l —%) + CaA (il —%)° (17)
where x is the displacement ratio and u; is given by
U = % = sin(wt) (18)

Using the following non-dimensional variables:

wot =T, w0=\/%, Q= %
YO =x0=x(5), XO=wy@). (=i

) . . (19)
Up(0) = s (O) = s () = Sin(Q0),  1h1(0) = wollz(1)
=2 2
S=dm o= P
Eq. (17) can be written into the following non-dimensional form:
J+y+EY—ta—Eilly = fo(Ua—y) (U2 —Y) + Ba(ltz—y)’ (20)

Thus, the displacement transmissibility of the vibration isolator in terms of the normalized frequency €, Ty4(£2), can be
expressed as

Ta(Q) = |X(jQwo)| = |Y(Q)| (21)

where Y(jQ) is the output spectrum Y(jw) of system (20) evaluated at frequency w=2Q.
In the next section, an explicit and analytical relationship between the force or displacement transmissibility and the
nonlinear damping coefficients 5, and 4 will be developed in the frequency domain for the nonlinear isolators.

3. The force and displacement transmissibility in the frequency domain

The nonlinear output frequency response concept is recently proposed [5,12,13] for the frequency domain study of the
nonlinear Volterra systems, which represent a wide classes of nonlinear systems whose input and output can be expressed
as the Volterra series around the equilibrium. One of the advantages of this concept is that it can give an explicit analytical
relationship between the output frequency response and the parameters of the nonlinear systems which can be described
by differential equation models. Therefore, the analytical relationships between the force transmissibility T{£2)or
displacement transmissibility T4(2) and the nonlinear damping coefficients f, and f4 are established in this section.
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3.1. The force transmissibility T(Q)

From systems (7) and (14), the base displacement excitation is basically equivalent to a force excitation, and the force
ratio under base displacement excitation has the same form as that under force excitation. In this section, the force
transmissibility in the frequency domain under both two excitation types will be developed.

According to [15,18,19], systems (7) and (14) can be regarded as a one-input-two-output system, the output spectra
can be obtained as

N
. 1 . .
Yjjo)= Y o1 > 1+t om :(UH]n(](Uln —JonU(@r) - Ulwn), J=1,2 (22)

n=1

where H,(jw1,.. .jown) is the nth order generalized frequency response function (GFRF) between the input and the Jth
output of the system, N is the maximum order of nonlinearity in the Volterra series expansion of the system outputs. U(w;)
is the input Fourier transform. For system (7),
—j whenw;=Q, i=1,...,n
Uw)={0 otherwise (23a)
j whenw;=-Q, i=1,...,n

For system (14),

—j@®whenw;=Q, i=1,..n
Uwj)=<¢ 0 otherwise (23-b)
j@® whenw;=-Q, i=1,...n

Eq. (22) involves the computation of the nth order GFRFs H’n(iwl.. . ,Jon). The explicit expression and its derivation for

Hﬁ(jan ... .jon) can be referred to Appendix A. With this result, the output spectrum Y,(jw) of the second output of system
(7) and system (14) can be written as

Y,(jw) = Po(jw)+Pro(jw) By +Pr1(w)By+ - - - + Z anuw)ﬁg-mﬁT
m=0

A2 IN/21-m pm
-+ Z PivjamGe) By " B (24)
where
Po(jo) = H (j)U(j) (25)
1 _(o)y 41 (n- m)+3m[lwlk(])+ +jwzzk(jg)]

(26)

Pom(je2) = 221 L(jw) Z‘”‘ ot Omer =0 H i Owl)U(wl)z_X; Hz —1Liwf g+ +]‘wi(jf’)]

The definition of L(jw) is given in Appendix A. Eq. (24) presents an analytical relationship between the second output
spectrum and the nonlinear characteristic parameters £, and 4. According to Egs. (8) and (15), the force transmissibility
can be given by

[N/2] n

THQ) = Y2 = PG+ 3 S PunGQBL ™ B (27)

n=1m=0

It can be seen that Egs. (25)-(27) are explicit functions of the input and first-order GFRF. Substituting Eq. (23a) into Egs.
(25) and (26), for system (7) (nonlinear isolator subjected to force excitation) it can be obtained that

. i(1+j&,Q
P009)=% (28)
'92 N H(n m)+3m[,wk C.. _szk ]
Pam(2) = / > om0 Z Lo KO (29)

22" \L(]Q)\ZH[L(]Q)] iz 1 Ljog )+ - +jwi(j;‘)]
where w; € {-Q,Q2},i=1,....2n+1.
Similarly for system (14) (the nonlinear isolator subjected to base displacement excitation), it can be obtained that

JA+j6HQ)

Po(j) = GQ)

(30)
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N H(n m)+3m

Y4
> Z k=1 UGyt HO G
n+ - Q .
O1 + -+ W i1 ,_ 1 Liwf T _lezi(j?)]

jQ4n+4

22“ LGP LGP

Pum(jQ) = (31)

where w; € {—Q,Q},i=1,...,.2n+1.

From Eq. (27), when there is no nonlinear damping coefficients, i.e., f2=0 and f4=0, the nonlinear sdof vibration
isolatorbecomes a linear isolator. The force transmissibility will be easy to obtain.

For system (7), the linear isolator is under force excitation,

. . i(1+j¢,Q 14+(&9Q)°
@) = Y28 = [Pog)] = LD = | T D (32)
(1-2*) +& o7
For system (14), the linear isolator is under base displacement excitation,
. . jQ°(1+j,Q 14(6,9)°
THQ) = |Y2(9Q)| = |Po(iQ)| = W‘ _Q? # (33)
(1-2*) +&o?

3.2. The displacement transmissibility Ty(Q2)

In this case, the displacement transmissibility is given by Eq. (21).In order to obtain the output spectrum Y(jw) of
system (20), Eq. (20) is expanded as
4y +E1y Uy =&yt — Pt —P4U3 + 2oy uzliy + foyu3
+3BaVU3 + Boy s —2B5yi s —3 B4y a— Boy?y + Bay® =0 (34)

According to Ref. [20], the coefficients of the nonlinear differential Eq. (34) can be expressed in the general form as

C1.02)=1,C1,0(1) =&;,C1,0(0) =1,Co,1(1) = =&1,Co,1(0) = —

C0,3(0,0,1) = —,,Co3(1,1,1) = -,

€1,2(0,0,1) = 2f3,,C12(1,0,0) = §,,C1,2(1,1,1) = 3B, else Cpq(-) =0 (35)

C21(0,0,1) = $,,C2,1(0,1,0) = =2,,C51(1,1,1) = =38,

C30(0,0,1) = —f;,C30(1,1,1) = B4,

In order to obtain the output spectrum Y(jw) of system (34), the following propositions are given.

Proposition 1. The (2n+1)th GFRF Hy, . 1(jw1,. . .,jwan,1) of system (34) when there exists only one nonlinear term with
nonlinear coefficient C, 4(11,15,13), where, p+q=3,p,q=0, ---,3,l1,l,,13=0,1, under the assumption that there is m terms of 1,
i.e. (3-m) terns of O, in l4,l5,13, can be determined as

— .
_Cpgll) 32 "I HiGoy) I 10 )+ -+ ]
Ljwi+ - +jwany1) /=~ 4 T L0 )+ - 0% )]

Hy 1GO1,. - ajn 1) = (36)

Proof. See Appendix B 0.

When only one nonlinear term is introduced in Eq. (34), Proposition 1 states that the high order GFRF can be represented
as a straightforward function of the nonlinear coefficient and the linear transfer function. So when the linear transfer
function and the nonlinear coefficient introduced are known, the high order GFRF can be obtained directly according to Eq.
(36). Proposition 1 also shows how the output nonlinear degree p and the order of the derivative of both input and output
affect the high order GFRF.

Proposition 2. The (2n+1)th GFRF Ha, 1 1(jo1,. . ..jwan 1) of system (34) when there exists | nonlinear terms with nonlinear
coefficients Cp, ,(I1,I2,13), where p;+q; =3,p;,q; =0,...,3,i=1,...,n;, I3,1,13=0,1, under the assumption that there is m; terms of
1, i.e. (3-my) terms of 0, in ly,l5,15 for Cp, q.(l1,12,13) , can be determined as:

Z] Coq,
1 . . j=
Hon 1001, - JOmi 1) = L(jw + - +J(})2n+1)2n n = Lo njn,
H NZ (-1)+ ZH POt kz O, O )]
Cp q,(lllv i2» 113) Hl (jwk,) - (37)
i=1 z=1 k=1 ITi=h Ljeof )+ -- Hwi(i.-”)]

N AT Tes —n. . n e n R
where nji=nNjm;, 1], Njj+1=Njm, > i Mi=n—1, 3" | N =1



Z. Xiao et al. / Journal of Sound and Vibration 332 (2013) 1335-1354 1341

Proof. See Appendix C 0.

Proposition 2 considers the case that more than one nonlinear term exist in Eq. (34), which is an extension of Proposition
1. It implies how the nonlinear coefficient Cp,q,, the output nonlinear degrees p; and the order of the derivate of both input
and output l;y,lp,l;3 influence the high order GFRF analytically.

System (20) or (34) can be seen as a single-input-single-output system, so the output spectrum can be obtained via Eq.
(22) with J=1 using the input stated in Eq. (19) or its Fourier transformin Eq. (23a). The (2n+1)th order GFRF can be
obtained from Proposition 2. Therefore the output spectrum can be written as

Y(jw) = Po(jw)

N/2) n mo
+> > <H Cpi.méi(lil,liz,lia)l’nk(l'w)> (38)

n=1 n i=1
iy oMy, = 0, anmi =n
i=1

Lo 1+jwéy .
Po(jw) = W Uljw] (39)
2rﬁ1 U(j ) Z Z"L NipiMm
) Nip; "L: (Pi—l)n]mi+] H i=1 ami i[]-wz + ... +jwz . ]
. ;L Qi1 . k=1 l(1) b))
P (iw)= — =1 H! (jo,, ‘ o 40
() 22n L(]CO) Z(Ul +od O =@ Z:Z] kl;[l 1 (J k,) ;1;11 L[iwlzi(l)+ . +]wlz.(1,")] ( )

According to Eq. (21), the displacement transmissibility can be obtained by substituting Eq. (23a) into Egs. (39) and (40):

[N/2] n ng
Td(Q): |Y(jQ)| - Po(j9)+ > > (H C”{i"c}i(ln.lfz.lfs)Pnk(iQ)> (41)
n=1 My »-oe ”Jan:(JvE?L:l”jmr:" i=1
where
o (=D 4jQE)
Po(j2) = L) (42)
o Nnp; Z,HL: L= D)njmi+1 ; kz;% | n]mimi[ia)lzk(l)_j’_ c.. +lezk(1£)]
P = L1205 _ Hj (joy, - - wﬂa)z.'wP
nk ST LGR) 2en + -+ O QZ; kll 1 (o) H?;l Lo )+ - Hwi(j,-")] ki> @iy ity
€ {Q,—Q) (43)

4. The effects of nonlinear damping coefficients on vibration isolation

In Section 3, the force transmissibility under both force and base excitations and the absolute displacement
transmissibility under base displacement excitation are derived. All of them have an explicit analytical relationship with
the nonlinear damping coefficients introduced. The following results can be obtained.

Proposition 3. For force excitation, the nonlinear damping (- (d(-)/dt) can produce the following performance in force

transmissibility:
: |1+ 92)
T(Q)~ |Py(jQ)| = 44
D= IPUD =\ ey s o o

(II) When Q =~ 1, there exists a § such that the force transmissibility can be expressed in an alternating series with respect to the
nonlinear coefficient f3, if 0 < > < f3. The force transmissibility can therefore be suppressed by exploiting the properties of
alternating series.

(I) When Q> 1or Q<1,

Proof. See Appendix D [J.

Proposition 3 indicates that the nonlinear damping term ( - }2(d( - )/dt) has almost no effect on the force transmissibility
over the non-resonant frequency regions where the frequency is much lower or much higher than the resonant frequency,
while the force transmissibility is obviously suppressed at the resonant frequency due to the introduction of the nonlinear
damping term under force excitation.

Proposition 4. When the isolator is under base displacement excitation, the force transmissibility with the nonlinear damping
(d(- )/dt)® is dramatically deteriorated thigh frequency, while the nonlinear damping (- )*(d(-)/dt) can make the force



1342 Z. Xiao et al. / Journal of Sound and Vibration 332 (2013) 1335-1354

transmissibility very close to the low-damping linear referenced case at the same frequency. The introduction of any one of these
two cubic degree nonlinear terms can both make the force transmissibility very close to the low-damping linear referenced case
at low frequency:

(1) When Q < 1, both (- )2(d( - )/dt) and (d( - )/dt)? can make

. [ 1497
T(Q)~ |Po(jQ)| = Q| — 12127 45

(1) When Q> 1, only (- )?(d( - )/dt) term can make

. 1+(f19)2
T(Q) ~ |Po(jQ)| = Q| ——— =1 46
(@~ [Po(j Q)| ‘/(1—92)%(519)2 (46)

While the nonlinear term (d( - )/dt)® will make

1+(6,9Q)°

T(Q)> |Po(iQ)| = @° —
(1-2%)"+@9

(47)

(IIl) When Q ~ 1, there exists a f such that the force transmissibility can be expressed in an alternating series with respect to the
nonlinear coefficient $2(f4) if 0 < 2 < B(0 < 4 < ). The force transmissibility can therefore be suppressed by exploiting the
properties of alternating series.

Proof. See Appendix E .

Proposition 4 shows that both the two nonlinear damping terms can significantly reduce the force transmissibility over
the resonant frequency and remain the force transmissibility almost unaffected at low frequency. However, at high
frequency the nonlinear term (d(-)/dt)*> dramatically increases the force transmissibility while the nonlinear damping
term (- )2(d( - )/dt) keeps the force transmissibility very close to the low-damping linear referenced case. These indicates
that the nonlinear damping term which is a function of both displacement and velocity produce much better force
transmissibility performance than the nonlinear damping term which is only velocity-dependent under base displacement
excitation.

For the displacement transmissibility under base displacement excitation, it is very similar to the force transmissibility
discussed above.

Proposition 5. Consider the displacement transmissibility under base displacement excitation. The performance at high
frequency with the nonlinear damping (d( - )/dt)? is dramatically deteriorated, while the nonlinear damping (- )?(d(-)/dt) can
make the displacement transmissibility very close to the low-damping linear referenced case over this frequency region. Both of
these two cubic order nonlinearities can make the displacement transmissibility very close to the low-damping linear case aglow
frequency:

(I) When Q < 1, both (- P(d( - )/dt) and (d( - )/dt)? can make

) 1+(& Q)
T~ o= g o “
(11) When Q> 1, only (- (d( - )/dt) term can make
) 1+(£,9Q)
T [Poe)] = [ H (49)
while the nonlinear term (d( - )/dt)® will make
14(6,9Q)°
T(Q)> |Po(iQ)| = (f‘ ) (50)
(1-2*) +@& o’
(IIT) When Q ~ 1, there exists a f§ > 0 such that
TP diT@)P
ap, <0<or ap, <O> (51)

if 0< o< (0r 0<By<p)

Proof. See Appendix F [J.
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5. Simulation studies and discussions

The following simulations using the Runge-Kutta method are given to verify the theoretical results above.

Fig. 3 represents the force transmissibility for the isolator subjected to force excitation under different linear damping
coefficients and different cubic order nonlinear damping terms. The solid line and dash line represent the force
transmissibility when only linear damping coefficient is introduced in the isolator where ¢;=0.1 and &;=0.325
respectively. The dot line shows the performance when the linear damping coefficient and cubic order damping term
(d(-)/dt)? are introduced in the isolator where &;=0.1 and f4=0.028, while the star line represents the performance when
linear damping coefficient and cubic order nonlinear term (- )>(d( - )/dt) are introduced in the isolator where £;=0.1 and
p2=0.4. In Fig. 3, it is shown that the star line and the dot line are almost superimposed on the solid line at both low
frequency and high frequency, and have the force transmissibility much smaller than the solid line around the resonant
frequency. So it is clear that the cubic order nonlinear damping terms ( - )2(d( - )/dt) and (d( - )/dt)? can both produce the
ideal isolation performance, that is, the force transmissibility over the resonant frequency is obviously suppressed while
keeping almost unaffected over the non-resonant regions. The dash line is presented as a reference, from which it can be
seen that in order to get the same force transmissibility in the resonant frequency with that when the cubic order
nonlinear term is introduced in the isolator, the linear damping coefficient &, is increased from 0.1 to 0.325, and then the
force transmissibility at high frequency increases obviously.

In Fig. 4 the force transmissibility under base displacement excitation produced by the cubic order nonlinear term
(-)%(d(-)/dt) (where the linear damping coefficient £;=0.1 and the cubic order nonlinear coefficient §,=0.1) is presented
in star line. The force transmissibility has been significantly suppressed over the resonant frequency and over the non-
resonant regions remains very close to the performance presented in solid line when only linear damping coefficient is
introduced where &;=0.1. The performance when cubic order damping term (d( - )/dt)* is introduced in the isolator where
£,=0.1 and 34,=0.03 is shown in dot line, from which it can be seen that the force transmissibility at high frequency is
dramatically deteriorated compared with that when there only exists the linear damping coefficient where £;=0.1. The
performance deterioration at high frequency limits the practical use of the cubic order damping term (d( - )/dt)* although
the force transmissibility is also suppressed over the resonant frequency. The dash line is also presented as a reference
where only the linear damping term with the coefficient £; =0.306 is introduced, from which it can be seen that in order to
reach the similar force transmissibility to the case that the cubic order nonlinear damping term ( - }2(d( - )/dt) is introduced
at resonant frequency, the force transmissibility increases obviously at high frequency.

In Fig. 5 the star line stands for the absolute displacement transmissibility when the cubic order nonlinear term
(-)X(d(-)/dt) is introduced where the linear damping coefficient £;=0.1 and the cubic order nonlinear damping coefficient
p>=0.1. The transmissibility is significantly suppressed at the resonant frequency and over the non-resonant frequency it
remains very close to the solid line which represents the linear damping case with linear damping coefficient £, =0.1. The
absolute displacement transmissibility produced by the cubic order damping term (d( - )/dt)> with £;=0.1 and $4=0.03 is
shown in dot line, which tends to be 0 dB as Q tends to be infinity, and this corresponds to a rigidly-connected system. The
dash solid line shows that when the linear damping coefficient is increased from 0.1 to 0.306 in order to achieve the
similar absolute displacement transmissibility over the resonant frequency to the case that the cubic order nonlinear
terms are introduced in the isolator, the performance at high frequency increases obviously.
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o
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Fig. 3. The force transmissibility for an sdof isolator subjected to force excitation with different linear damping coefficients and different cubic order
nonlinear terms.
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From Figs. 3 to 5, the cubic order nonlinear term (- )(d( - )/dt) can produce ideal isolation performance, that is, significant
vibration suppression over the resonant frequency and low damping effect over non-resonant frequencies, under both force and
base displacement excitations. In order to have a more straightforward insight into the nonlinear mechanism in vibration
suppression, the equivalent damping coefficients of the vibration isolator system under different cases are provided in Fig. 6. As
shown in Fig. 6, the cubic order nonlinear terms ( - )*(d( - )/dt) and (d( - )/dt)* have equivalent linear damping coefficient very close
to 0.306 at resonant frequency. Therefore, these two nonlinear terms have the transmissibility very close to the case when the
linear coefficient £;=0.306 at resonant frequency as presented in Figs. 4 and 5. At high frequency, the nonlinear term (d( - )/dt)*
has a very large equivalent linear damping coefficient, which corresponds to the deteriorated isolation performance in Figs. 4 and
5, but the equivalent linear damping coefficient of the nonlinear term ( - )2(d( - )/dt) remains very small, which is close to 0.1. The
better isolation performance of the nonlinear term ( - }*(d( - )/dt) at high frequency presented in Figs. 4 and 5 is therefore produced
by this small equivalent damping effect. It is known that the ideal isolation performance requires the damping coefficient to be
larger at resonant frequency but smaller at high frequency. Fig. 6 shows that the nonlinear damping characteristic ( - )2(d( - )/dt)
can achieve this objective much better than the other cases.

In what follows, the case when only the cubic order nonlinear damping term ( - )>(d( - )/dt) is introduced in the isolator
with the linear damping coefficient &;beingzero, is studied since it has much better damping effect over all frequencies as
discussed above.

In Fig. 7 the star line represents the force transmissibility for the isolator with only the cubic order nonlinear term
(-)*(d(-)/dt) and B,=0.1subjected to the base displacement excitation. The dash line indicates the case that the linear

80 : ' ' ' '
g E——yr :
S 60 — —£,=0.306,3,=0;8,=0 |
§ + §=0.1,8,=0.1,3,=0 ° ’
2 40} © 501,705,003 . 1
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e : i
S 20} — ]
3 : et
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€
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S
= 20| 1
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-40 ' : ' : |
1 -0.5 0 05 ! 1 ?

frequency,log10(Q2)

Fig. 4. The force transmissibility for the isolator subjected to base displacement excitation with different linear damping coefficients and different cubic
order nonlinear terms.
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Fig. 5. The absolute displacement transmissibility for the isolator subjected to base displacement excitation with different linear damping coefficients
and under different cubic order nonlinear terms.
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Fig. 6. The equivalent linear damping coefficient of the isolator subjected to base displacement excitation with different linear damping and different
cubic order nonlinear damping terms.
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Fig. 7. The force transmissibility for an isolator subjected to base displacement excitation with the pure cubic order nonlinear damping term (- )2(d( - )/dt).

damping coefficient is increased from 0.1 to 0.22 in order to obtain the same force transmissibility as that when only the
cubic order nonlinear term is introduced in the isolator. It can be seen that when the linear damping coefficient is
increased to suppress the transmissibility around the resonant frequency, the transmissibility at high frequency increases
obviously. This is the famous dilemma in vibration isolations. Comparing the star line with the solid line, it is evidently
that the cubic order nonlinear term ( - }*(d( - )/dt) can overcome the dilemma and produce an ideal isolation performance
that the transmissibility is suppressed at both resonant frequency and high frequency and keep almost unaffected at low
frequency.

In Fig. 8 the absolute displacement transmissibility for the isolator subjected to base displacement excitation when only
the cubic order nonlinear term ( - )2(d( - )/dt) is introduced in the isolator with f,=0.1 is presented in star line, compared
with the cases with linear damping coefficient £;=0.1 and ¢;=0.306 respectively. Similarly, the cubic order nonlinear
term (- )?(d( - )/dt) can also overcome the dilemma in absolute displacement transmissibility and produce a much better
isolation performance.

6. Conclusions

In this paper, the influence of a cubic order nonlinear damping term ( - )>(d( - )/dt) is studied for an sdof isolator system.
It is shown that the proposed nonlinear damping can overcome the dilemma in vibration isolation that when the linear
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Fig. 8. The absolute displacement transmissibility for an isolator subjected to base displacement excitation with pure cubic order nonlinear term
(-)X(d(-)/dt) and with pure linear damping.

damping coefficient is increased to reduce the transmissibility over the resonant frequency it at the same time increases
the transmissibility at high frequency. The force transmissibility and the absolute displacement transmissibility for the
isolator subjected to both force excitation and base displacement excitation when cubic order nonlinear terms are
introduced are established, from which the analytical and explicit relationship between the transmissibility and the cubic
order nonlinear coefficients can be obtained. Much better isolation performance is produced with the cubic order
nonlinear damping term (- )*(d(-)/dt), and numerical studies are given to verify the theoretical results. The following
conclusions can be made:

(I) The cubic order nonlinear damping term (- )?(d(-)/dt) can produce better isolation performance for an isolator
under both force excitation and base displacement excitations. While the known cubic nonlinear damping which is
only a pure function of velocity is limited in vibration control subjected to base excitations. This may imply that the
optimal nonlinear damping could be dependent not only on velocity but also on displacement.

(II) The proposed cubic order nonlinear damping term can obviously suppress the transmissibility over the resonant
frequency and remains very close to the low-damping linear referenced case over the non-resonant frequency
regions. It can demonstrate even better performance when the system linear damping is zero. This provides a fairly
ideal damping characteristic in practical applications.

(1) The nonlinear frequency domain method adopted in this study provides a powerful tool for the analysis and design
of nonlinear damping systems. It can provide a straightforward expression for the relationship between nonlinear
output spectrum and any characteristic parameters which define the nonlinearity of the system and thus facilitate
the nonlinear analysis and design. Further study will focus on more general optimal analysis and design of
nonlinear stiffness and damping characteristics in vibration control.
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Appendix A

The specific expression of H{,(jwl,. ..,Jon) can be obtained according to [15] considering the one-input-two-output
nonlinear differential model as follows:

Hi (i) = (1+jw1&)H] (or) (A-1)
Hi(jon,. . Ljon) = —(jo1 + - +jon) Hy(on,. . jon) n=2,.. N (A-2)
H! (jooy) = oD (A-3)
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IT7_ 1 HiGw)

H;levfwz,jw3)=ﬂzm(fwl)
o Higen ¢ i
P4 oo +joo, +jws),; H geo (A-4)
Hl, Gws,. . jom)=0, n=1,...,IN/2] (A-5)

n 041 1 Ny TIO™*3M ez 4w ]
. . -7 Hi(o k=1 L(1) I
Hén+1(]w1v""1002n+1)= E '3 [;4 TG Hz 1 (o) k (k) n
m=0

=1,.,|N/2|  (A-6)

- +jwan11) 7 l,lL[)a)m)Jr le(],)]
where
j' €{3.,5,...,.2n—1} i=1,.,n-1,n>2
jz €(1,3,...2n—1} k=1,...n~1,n>2
(]) e {w1,...,.Wm+1}, i=1,.. .,n—l,f: 1,.. .,j?,n >2
(]) (01, . Oami1), k=1,..n=1j=1,...jfn>2 (A7)
HLUwim+ e oyl =1 forn=1
i=1
N, is an n dependent integer:
LG+ - +jon)] = —[1+E (o1 + - +jon) + ({1 + - +jon)] (A-8)

Appendix B. Proof of Proposition 1

According to Ref. [12], Cp4(l1,12,13),p+9=3,p,g=0,...,3,l1,1,13=0,1 will only exist in the (2n+1)th GFRF (generalize
frequency response function) Hs,,1(jws1,....jw02n,1), Where n=1,2,..., this means that the even order GFRF
Hon(jown,. . ..jwa,) = 0. Assume that all the GFRF whose order less than (2n+1) all satisfy proposition 1. The (2n+1)th
GFRF can be obtained [13]:

Cpqli,12,13)

. s ) bigo . .
L(ia)1 4+ +j(1)2 1) Ow2n+1—q+l)p k < (Jwong1)?te 3H;nJrl—q,p(]CUl' . ".]w2n+1_q) (B—])
n

1 . .
Hyp (1, . jop 1) =

2n—1 p
Hb g p (01, 2 s1-q) = > HH:,.(iwxnv---.fwx+r,)(iwx+1+ +]'(Ux+r,)li
r1-~rp:1,2ri:2n+1—q i=1

where X = 01 1,
According to the assumption, Hy, (jwx+1.,. . .jwx+r) can be expressed as

mny,

12
i o VL Catbd) P HH”‘"W* S HO ()]
Hr,-(lwlvwlwﬂn-)—mz I Hlo) =
1 Jon) ;71 i ILL, L[]wm)+ +]w(:,,)]

where r; =2n,,+ 1. Then,

p
HHli(ijJrl----vij+r;)(ij+1+"'+].wX+r,-)’i
i=1
. i Noyyo (p-Dny, +1 ]‘[mn"’ [jf g+ -+ +JOF [ ny]
_ H Gl b l3) (foox s 1+ - +jwxir,)" Z H H! (jooy) ke=157ha) k()

LL L{joxi1+ - +joxsr) z=1 =1 H1_1LUw1(1> '+jwlzi(ji”“)]

N my_m o
S, . ijnr » (- 1>an +p <3 Wt le (JELIHH)]
G b BT (jox s+ - +JwX+r,) Z ﬂ Hj (joj,) :
_ / . 1 f]
T L(joxs1+ - +joxer) = B T Loy, + - +io?
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Because
p p
Y ri=2n+1-q=2) n,+p
i=1 i=1
then,

P
> ny,=n-1

i=1

p
. . . . i
H H;i (jooxs1,e - wjxsr) (jOxs1+ - +jOx4r)
i=1
1 .
TR0 Veof, )+ - +ijeo? I
Npp (p—Dn+1 W +. +.w I; lk<jk i=1"i
=k Y T Hmw)H'*l(’ asa Joxen) - . (B-2)
z=1 i=1 1 L(]wx+1+ +160x+r,)1_[- LUCU,“)-F“'-HCOZ p
Wi )
Substitute Eq. (B-2) into Eq. (B-1), then the Proposition 1 holds.
Appendix C. Proof of Proposition 2
Similar to the Proof of Proposition 1,
H;nﬂ(jwlv aJ®2n41)
Ul Cp.q. (1,1, 13) Iy 11
Pjq; (1512543 ( )pj+ . Ipovq =341 . .
= ; - Jjo _ (o )Pt =2H. a ,(]w N [0)) )
A Lior+ - +joan1) gt el 2m1=ap; U el
) 2n-1 yo l
H2n+1—qj,pj (](1)1,...,](1)2n+1,q]) = Z H Hrk (JwX+1,...,]wx+rk)(1wX+1+ +](1)X+rk)k
rl e, =1k=1
Zrk:2n+lfql P
where X = ZX_1 x-Hr, (jooxs1,. . .jox4r,) can be expressed as
H:]{(‘]‘COXJF],.. -‘ij+rk)
np
Npe—1 C" ! Nugeng (Pg=1) + Z:‘L: 3 (Pi=1)ni +1 gl kz,'f 1k e RURESRE LA (]n)]
rki ) ) 'w : k
rk1, "xknL =0 11:[ (11 2 13) Z kl;[l 1(1 k|) H " 1Lme>+ +]w ( )
Z ~ 1 ki = e
= Pij» Gy L(ij+1+"'+ij+rk)

" n o
where re=2nn+1, >3/ i+ 1=, 30 4 Nptmi = Mk s Mrkemj=Nig+ 1, Ngemi=1Nr, 1. Then,

D;
H H:k (joox 1, - JOx11,)

k=1
" Ny
_ H Zl_[,qCZk,:1 “Uin i liz)
Pijy, Gy, p .
ko Iy Liox o+ - Fioxr,)

Pj

NZ”fk'Z"ki Zij: 1 <pk1,f1) + 0 0 ()
'l .
H; (jooy,)

L
o DD i
Hk_ [Iw]k(])+ _lek(lﬁ)]

X E
z=1 k=1 Zk "rk’PiL' z L im?
= D)+ IO o)

Because

pj P P
S ore= > Qag+1)=2 ny+pj=2n+1-g;

k=1 k=1 k=1

SO

L]
> ng=n-1

k=1
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Denote
p; pj
DM =M > Mg = My
k=1 k=1
pj )
11 H:, Gox i1, joxir,)
k=1
/ Py n ,
;i n. Nop: Z _ (p,q- —1) + Z.: (pi—1)n;+p; Z = q M . i
Ii-1 Cpkjk'qklk 2 H?L: 1 Cpf,q,v(lﬁvliZ'lB) L H B i H! (JCO ) ‘ B le,(1)+ —lek(jz)]
= 7 - - 1 ki n-1 .
[T Llwx1+ - +ioxirn) 7= k=1 ’ ILi- pf Ljjw? T +wa_(jn)]
1\Ji

Assume that ji,=j, then
Cp,qk iy, H C ,q,(lzlvliz 113) = ij q; H C ,q,(lzl llZv i3) = H G ,q,(lzlv 2y 13)
i=1 i=1
ny ny ny
(ijk—1) + Zl (pi—1)nj+p; = (pj_l) + 21 (Pi—1)m;+p;= Z] (pi—1)nji+p
i= i= i=

where nj; = +1, n =nj

s i#]. Because Nygmj=nmj+ 1, Nrkmi=MNr, 1#j, it can be obtained that

n
S = 3
i=1 i=1
Assume that there are k; terms of Cp, g, in [T}_, Cpkjk,qkjk, >, ki=p;, then
+kl = Z nrk1+kl = Z Nrmi = Tl
k=1

so,

Pj
1 HL. Gioxs 1. - jooxr,)

k=1
n " m; .
-l pUPVESILRDLAL NN kz_[{] MRy e O] )]
= Z HC xq(lllvl2v 13)2 H H} (’wkx) . £
"L z=1 k=1 ,_1L[)w,1+ RN
My =0,...Mjn, = O;ZH i =n—1 1) LG

where nj; = nj; +k; = nj;, then,

mi’
. lpj+1 . Ip g =3 P H] . . . . I
JD2n41-g;+1 < (g 1) H r Gox 1, AJOx i) (Ox 11+ - HjOx )

N np nomg .
n-1 Nop >0 (pi—D)mi+p; . kz_x{l Yimi lek(1)+ 'Hw?k(jz)]
= Z HC ,q,(lll lip,1 13)2 H Hl (’wlq)
Lljw? 4 -+ +ja? ]
M = Oty = 03y =n—1 \ i= =1 k=1 i 1 U hi(1) ] L7

Pj i
. . I (s p; +1 . Lo s
< [ Gox i1+ - +joxin) <1602n+17qj+1> o (j02n 1)
k=1

N, (pi— ;i +p; E?L— 1 i+ ia?
n-1 oy > i (P i + D - Hk []CO (])+ +]C()’k(jn)]
= Z H Gy i (i iz 13) Z H Hj (’wk) -
n o = . ' — L 4 - ]
i =0,y = 0:) 0k m=n—1 \ =1 z=1 k=1 ’ 1 li(1) LG
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= Z H Cp i (it 2o 1i3) Z H H; (]wki) Lri iz ‘
My = Oty =03 3y =n—1 \ 1=1 z=1 k=1 Hl =1 []wliﬂ) e —lex(j?)]

where njm; = 0}, =ny;, mi#mj, njm, = +T=n;+1:

b m n_ b

n
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So,

This completes the proof 0.

Appendix D. Proof of Proposition 3

(I) When only the nonlinear term ( - )?(d( - )/dt) is introduced in the isolation system, i.e. f,#0 and f,=0, only the term
P,o(j2) is needed to be considered in the force transmissibility under force excitation, Eq. (26):

. - n iHZ .. iz
—j? N [Tk 1li@f 4+ H@; )
52n Zw] +od W =Q

22"\L(]Q)| LGP z=1 1_1L[]CU1(1)+ +jwi(j2)]
1 @’

2211 3
< (1-2%) +(§19)2>

ITr_ 1[l'wfk<1) +- +jw?k(jﬂ)]

|Pro(iQ)| =

2n+2

Zw]+ Wy = QZ

z=1

2
l*lL[lJr(leZ(l)* +jwlz.(jﬁ)) e (jwiaﬁ"'”wlzi(jﬁ))]

when 2 <1,
2 . 1 2
[ProG€)| < _Q Zan+ g =Q 2:”(1_[ ‘lekm_'— _lezk(jﬁ)” 220 @ em
e il
where
Ni  n (i g+ - HJOF ]
_ (1) LG}
Cl(n)_z(ol+---+wz,,“:9 H Q
z=1k=1
is a bounded constant which is an n dependent but independent of Q2. So when Qol,
|Pno(GQ)| < Q"+2c1(n) 0 forn=12,...,|N/2|
when 2> 1
) 1 Q?
|Pn0(]'Q)| = o 2n+2
2
( (1-2?) +(519>2>
Ng [Tk —1lif )+ - +iof ]
= k(]k)
X Zw1+-»-+wz”+1:9 z:] 2
zZ= . .
IT2h L+ (lek(1)+ —Hwi(ﬂ)) +& (Jwﬁ<l)+ +Jw’k() ))”
1 @ > SR LR 5L [ W WO
22n pAn+4 2n-2 w1+.‘-+w2"+1:92:1k:1 Q ‘_ 221 50
where

Uyt +ja)fk(j£)]
Q

C2(n)220)1+ g =Q Z H

z=1k=1

is a bounded constant which is a n dependent but independent of Q2. So when Q> 1,

|Pro(Q)| < L om~0 forn=12, N2

1
22n QSn

So conclusion (I) of Proposition 3 holds.
(I1) The proof is given in Theorem 3 of Ref. [17].
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Appendix E. Proof of Proposition 4

When only (-)%(d(-)/dt) term is introduced in the isolator, only Pno(jQ) is needed to be considered in the force
transmissibility under base displacement excitation. Similarly, only Po,(j@) is needed to be consider when only (d( - )/dt)? is
introduced:

P = L2 5 i, Tl aG -  Hofg)l| 1 e
no = 2,«,7. D1+ +Won g1 = Q i T e
D) }L(]Q)| [L(].Q)]z W1+ Wani1 = 1_1L[]wl’(1)+ +‘lwi<(12)] 2 ( (1_Q2)2+(£19)2>
N5 Hﬂq[iwiaﬁ 'wa )
= (%)
XZw1+»--+mzﬂ+1 =QZZ:1 : ? ; k j
- qu[H(szkar +Jwi(jz)) o (’“’fk<1>+“‘+1‘”i(ﬂ)>]
3n PNz 1%
_igin+4 [T Uy + - - +I0f ]
|P0n(] )‘ 2n+2w1+v4~+w2n+129 n=1 7 I; j I;(Jk)
2" | LGQ) |G I LR )+ -+ ]
1 Q4n+4
< ZW 3 2n+2
< (1-2) +(619)2>
3n s i
N ITiL 1o q)+ -+ Hwi(jﬁ)]

2.
W1+ + Wy =

2
z—11—L_1L[1+<Jw, T O )) +& <jwfk(1)+---+jw§k(j£)>]

(I) When 2 <1

4n+4 1 5n+4
‘PnOUQ)‘ ‘Q " Zwl +otway =02 2:1 ]H ‘[]w’k(l)—’_ +lek(} )]‘ Q " Cl(n)
z=1k=1
where
i (1)4— - +jw l ]
Cl(Tl) = Zan +t o1 =Q Z H : )
i z=1k=1
is a bounded constant which is a n dependent but independent of Q. So when Q2 <1,
|Pro(iQ)| < QS"+4c1(n) 0 forn=12,...,|[N/2|
and
N5
‘POn(IQ)‘ Q4n+42w1 +ot oy =Q Z H |[lek(1)+ +lek(1")]| _Q7n+4C1/(n)
z=1k=
where

[Ja),, R +]co,kun)]

Cl/(n)=2w1+ 1 = QZ H

z=1k=1

is a bounded constant which is a n dependent but independent of 2. So when Qo1,

|Pon(iQ)| < —97“461(11) ~0 forn=1,2,..,|[N/2]|

(II) When 2> 1,
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where

n
Cl(n):Zw1+---+wZn+1: Z 1:[ | Q

is a bounded constant which is an n dependent but independent 2 So when Q> 1,

While
. 1 gin+a o A R s 173), S QP
‘POH(’Q)‘SﬁWWZwI+“'+UJ2n+1:QZZIk:1| Q 22"9 crm
where
+]col Un)]

N5 i 4+ -
Cl/(n)ZZwl ot a1 =Q H | =

z=1k=1

is a bounded constant which is dependent on n but independent of Q. So when @ > 1, the upper limit of |Py,(j€2)| is
proportional to the square of the exciting frequency, and then the force transmissibility when (d(-)/dt)? term is
introduced in the isolator under base excitation in high frequency is much larger than that in linear case.

(III) The proof is given in Ref. [17].

Appendix F. Proof of Proposition 5

L
. Nagy S0 | (= 1) +1 T2 "™ fieo? 4 oot ]
— i= k ! n
P =t DS ST M) )
27N L€ e SR | k=1 i:1L[7wlk(1>+"‘+Jw1k(jg)]

ny N E 1 MM .

HZ' L (Pi=)jmi +1 HGO)| oy Ty 7™ eof )+ - O )]
= Q > Z
22" [LGQ)| O+ O i1 = Q

e 1 L[lwzk(1)+ +]wlzk(jz)]

5\ i (B D1 z P
1 ( 1+(9g1)) y Iz ooy + -+ ]

T Yot ()i +2 Zw‘ Het O =2 g

22n
( (1‘92)2+(9£1)2>

(I) When 2«1

- Ljwg )+ -+ +jwfk(jﬂ)]

] ] " P .
‘Pﬂk(lg)‘ < FQZIL: 1 njlmmxz

W1+ + Wi =Q

ny, e .
o 2 T '[lwfkm o O]
Q

z=1 k=1

= @

where

nL
gy S

Cl(Tl) = Zw] +o bW =0 Z

z=1 k=1

Ui+ ”wzzk(jﬁ)]‘
Q

is a bounded constant which is dependent on n but independent of Q. So when 2 <1,

|Pak ()| < %inﬂ: tmfMicl(my~0 forn=1,2,...|N/2]

(I) When Q> 1, |P, 2Y(d(-)/dt) term or only (d(-)/dt)? is introduced in the isolator
respectively. The upper limits of |P,(jQ)| under different conditions are presented in Table F1 where

Nugy 32003 WimitMi ([0 o e 4 J0F 0]
1 { &t (1) T iy
C_const (m) = ﬁ Zw] Fet Wy =Q Z H [e)

z=1 k=1

is a bounded constant which is dependent on n but independent of Q.
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Table F1
Upper limit.
(-)%(d(-)/dt) (d(-)/dty?
pi=0, n=1 (1/2)C_const(1) QC_const(1)
pi=1 [1/(2"*")]C_const(n) [Q"~']C_const(n)
pi=2 [1/(2%"+1)]C_const(n) [1/Q]C_const(n)
pi=3 [1/(23"+1)]C_const(n) [1/(Q™~1)]C_const(n)

In the table above, the second column is the upper limit when only ( - }*(d( - )/dt) is introduced, and the third column is
the upper limit when only (d( - )/dt)? is introduced. The second row represents the upper limit of the pure cubic input
nonlinearity, and the third to fifth rows represent the upper limit when all the n terms of nonlinear coefficients having
the same degree of output nonlinearity p;. It can be seen from the second column that the upper limit of the pure cubic
input nonlinearity is proportional to1/€, which tends to zero the slowest while comparing to the third to fifth row. So
the absolute displacement transmissibility when only ( - )?(d( - )/dt) is introduced in the isolator is very close to that in
the linear case, i.e., only a little larger than the linear absolute displacement transmissibility.

In the third column, the upper limit of the cubic pure input nonlinearity is proportional to the frequency €, and the
upper limit when all the nonlinear coefficients are composed of C;»(1,1,1)is proportional to Q"~!, so the absolute
displacement transmissibility in high frequency when only (d( - )/dt)® term is introduced in the isolator under base
excitation is much larger than that in linear case.

Consider firstly that only (- )*(d( - )/dt) is introduced in the isolator:

IN/2] n N
(TP = |Po(iD+ > > (H Core (in iz, 113>Pnkoﬂ)>

n=1 ) R L i=1
Mjmy veeosMlimn, =0, 0

IN/2] n n,
x [Po(—j2)+ > > <H Cy mé,(lllvli2vli3)Pnk(_jQ)>
n=1 Mjmy vevos Ty = O, Z"L My =n NE=1
2[N/2] n n

= Z Z Z H nlml+ j’m(lzlvlﬂ 113)qu1 (]Q)P(n q)kz JQ)

n=0 q=0_Jjmy.tjyy =

n
PIARE R DAL WELY
and
2
L = RePaGP: (i)
2IN/2] n n n +n dC n
jmi i jmi +
+ Z Z ) Z |:Z (ﬁ) dgzq ];[ qu, j (111 112 113)qu1 (’Q)P(n q)kz( ]Q)
n=2 qfon;mp Mjmny = 0 i=1 i i=
Zlfl 1’"”qu71 me:

when @~ 1, Po(j)= —(1+j1)/é1, Pr(=i) =[(~1/& +1/4¢}) —j(-1/2¢,+3/287 )]
. . 1 1 1
Re[Po(HP1(—)]=—| =+ 0
e[Po(HP1(-))] <2€1+2ﬁ+451><
Therefore, when Q ~ 1, there must exist a § > 0 such that

diT @y :
g, <0 if0O<p,<p
When only the nonlinear term (d( - )/dt)® is introduced in the isolator, the proof can be done by following the same
procedure. Then Proposition 5 holds.
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