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ABSTRACT. The purpose of this work is to develop a model for a rectangular plate made of an orthotropic ma-
terial. If compared with the classical model of the isotropic plate, the relaxed condition of orthotropy increases
the degrees of freedom as a consequence of the larger number of elastic parameters, thus allowing to better
describe rectangular plates having different behaviors in the two directions parallel to the edges of the rectangle.

We have in mind structures like decks of bridges where the rigidity in the direction of their length does not
necessarily coincide with the one in the direction of its width.

We introduce some basic notions from the theory of linear elasticity, having a special attention for the theory
of orthotropic materials. In particular we recall the Hooke’s law in its general setting and we explain how it can
be simplified under the orthotropy assumption.

Following the approach of the Kirchhoff-Love model, we obtain the bending energy of an orthotropic plate
and from it the corresponding equilibrium equation when the plate is subject to the action of a vertical load. Ac-
cordingly, we write the kinetic energy of the plate which combined with the bending energy gives the complete
Lagrangian; classical variational methods then produces the equation of motion.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let us consider a rectangular plate of length L, width 2` and thickness d. Denoting by E and ν the Young
modulus and Poisson ratio respectively, and by u = u(x, y) the vertical displacement of the middle surface
of the plate, the resulting elastic bending energy reads

(1.1) EB(u) =
Ed3

24(1− ν2)

∫
(0,L)×(−`,`)

(
ν|∆u|2 + (1− ν)|D2u|2

)
dxdy

where D2u denotes the Hessian matrix of u and |D2u| =
(
u2
xx + 2u2

xy + u2
yy

)1/2 is its Euclidean norm,
obtained by interpreting the matrix as a vector of four components. For more details on the plate model see
[9, 12, 17, 20]. This is known as the Kirchhoff-Love model for a plate of an isotropic material, see [19, 21].

Denoting by f a vertical load per unit of surface, the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation becomes

(1.2)
Ed3

12(1− ν2)
∆2u = f in Ω = (0, L)× (−`, `) .

The constant Ed3

12(1−ν2)
in front of the biharmonic operator ∆2 represents the rigidity of the plate.

For more details on recent literature about rectangular plates and applications in models for decks of
bridges, we quote [5, 10, 11, 13, 15, 16, 18] and the references therein.

As explained in more details in [16], an isotropic plate could be not optimal for describing the deck of a
bridge since the rigidity constant Ed3

12(1−ν2)
determines simultaneously the rigidity in both length and width

directions.
For this reason, it appears more reasonable to describe the deck of a bridge combining the equation of

beams for vertical displacements and the equation of rods for torsion, see [6, 7, 8].
However, a possible alternative approach could be realized interpreting the deck as an orthotropic plate.

This is the approach we want to follow in the present article and that was considered in [16].
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2 ALBERTO FERRERO

We point out that the present paper can be seen as a sort of auxiliary article to [16] which has the purpose
of clarifying in more details some aspects that were treated there and to collect some basic notions well
known in the theory elasticity.

As anticipated at the beginning of this introduction, a thin plate can be interpreted as a three-dimensional
solid body which in a suitable coordinate system can be represented by the open set (0, L) × (−`, `) ×(
−d

2 ,
d
2

)
.

Denoting by E1 > E2 = E3 the Young moduli in the x, y, z directions respectively, and ν12 and ν21 the
Poisson ratios relative to the x and y directions, see Section 2.3 for the correct definitions, we will show that
the equilibrium equation for the orthotropic plate subject to a vertical load f is given by

(1.3)
E1d

3

12(1− ν12ν21)

∂4u

∂x4
+

E2d
3

6(1− ν12ν21)

∂4u

∂x2∂y2
+

E2d
3

12(1− ν12ν21)

∂4u

∂y4
= f ,

see also Remark 3.1.
Let us denote by A the linear fourth order operator appearing in the left hand side of (1.3).
Section 2 is devoted to a survey of some well known notions about elastic anisotropic materials including

the anisotropic Hooke’s law and the related stiffness matrix. We explain how the stiffness matrix looks like
in the case of an orthotropic material, we show how the elastic energy per unit of volume can be expressed in
terms of the components of the strain tensor and we describe the meaning of the elastic coefficients involved
in the orthotropic Hooke’s law, still named Young moduli (one for each coordinate axis) and Poisson ratios
(one for each combination of two coordinate axes); other coefficients completely independent of the previous
ones are the so called shear moduli. We complete that section with a description of an orthotropic material
with a two-dimensional symmetry (with respect to planes parallel to the yz plane) and a one-dimensional
reinforcement in the orthogonal direction (the x axis).

Having in mind the explanations given in Section 2 about orthotropic materials, in Section 3 we construct a
model of orthotropic plate with a one-dimensional reinforcement giving rise to the equation of the orthotropic
plate. Since our purpose is to describe the deck of a bridge, the rectangular plate is supposed to be hinged at
the two shorter edges which means that the equation has to be coupled with homogeneous Navier boundary
conditions on these two edges and free boundary conditions on the other two edges. We refer to these
boundary conditions as (BC).

In Theorem 3.2 we show existence and uniqueness of weak solutions for the equation Au = f coupled
with (BC); in the same statement we also prove a regularity result based on elliptic regularity estimates by
[2].

The last part of the paper is devoted to the evolution problem for the plate which can be obtained with
classical variational methods starting from the LagrangianL given by a combination of the kinetic energy and
the bending energy. Denoting by EB(u) the bending energy corresponding to the configuration determined
by the displacement function u and by M the linear mass density of the plate (M is given by the total mass
of the plate divided by its length L), we may write

L(u) :=
1

2

∫
Ω

M

2`

(
∂u

∂t

)2

dxdy − EB(u) .

Then from L we obtain the following equation of motion

M

2`

∂2u

∂t2
+Au = 0

coupled with the boundary conditions (BC).
Special solutions of the equation of motion are the so-called stationary wave solutions. We recall how these

solutions can be constructed starting from the eigenfunctions of A coupled with (BC). Classical spectral
theory implies that this eigenvalue problem admits a discrete spectrum whose eigenvalues may be ordered
in an increasing sequence diverging to +∞. If λ is an eigenvalue of A with corresponding eigenfunction
Uλ = Uλ(x, y), a stationary wave solution admits the following representation

u(x, y, t) = sin(ωλt)Uλ(x, y)
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where ωλ is the “angular velocity” whose value is uniquely determined by λ as we can see from Section 4;
then the frequencies of free vibration νλ are immediately obtained by writing νλ = ωλ/(2π).

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 is devoted to a general discussion on the basic notions
about orthotropic materials, Section 3 is devoted to the construction of the model of orthotropic plate and to
existence, uniqueness and regularity of solutions of the equilibrium equation under the action of a vertical
load, and Section 4 is devoted to the evolution problem, the eigenvalue problem, the construction of the
stationary wave solutions and the corresponding frequencies of free vibration. In the final part of Section 4
we also suggest a possible model for a complete suspension bridge consisting of a system of three coupled
equations, one for the deck and one for each of the two cables.

2. ORTHOTROPIC MATERIALS

2.1. Basic notions on the theory of anisotropic materials. We recall some notations from the theory of
linear elasticity. We denote by σ = (σij) the stress tensor and by e = (eij) the strain tensor where i, j ∈
{1, 2, 3} for both tensors. We clarify that by strain tensor e we actually mean here the “linearized strain
tensor”, i.e.

(2.1) eij =
1

2

(
∂ui
∂xj

+
∂uj
∂xi

)
, i, j ∈ {1, . . . , 3} .

Here u = (u1, u2, u3) is the vector field which defines the displacement at every point of the elastic body.
We recall that both σ and e are symmetric tensors, i.e. σij = σji and eij = eji for any i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

See the book by Landau & Lifshitz [20] for more details on these basic notions.
In the theory of linear elasticity, the tension of a material as a consequence of a deformation is proportional

to the deformation itself and conversely the deformation of a material is proportional to the forces acting on
it. This notion can be resumed by the generalized Hooke’s law that states the existence of 81 coefficients
(Cijkl) with i, j, k, l ∈ {1, 2, 3} such that

(2.2) σij =

3∑
k,l=1

Cijkl ekl for any i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} .

The elastic energy per unit of volume, as a function of the components of the strain tensor, can be implicitly
characterized by

(2.3)
∂E
∂eij

= σij , for any i, j ∈ {1, 2, , 3} , E = 0 when the material is undeformed ,

see [20, Chapter 1, Paragraph 2] for more explanations on this question.
Then, by (2.2), we have that

(2.4)
∂2E

∂eij∂ekl
= Cijkl for any i, j, k, l ∈ {1, 2, 3}

thus showing the following symmetry property

(2.5) Cijkl = Cklij for any i, j, k, l ∈ {1, 2, 3} .

Combining (2.3), (2.4) and (2.5) we obtain the explicit representation of the elastic energy per unit of volume:

(2.6) E =
1

2

3∑
i,j,k,l=1

Cijkl eijekl .
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Since the tensors σ and e are symmetric, actually each of them is completely determined by only six
components and the related Hooke’s law admits the following matrix representation

σ11

σ22

σ33

σ12

σ13

σ23


=



C1111 C1122 C1133 C1112 C1113 C1123

C2211 C2222 C2233 C2212 C2213 C2223

C3311 C3322 C3333 C3312 C3313 C3323

C1211 C1222 C1233 C1212 C1213 C1223

C1311 C1322 C1333 C1312 C1313 C1323

C2311 C2322 C2333 C2312 C2313 C2323





e11

e22

e33

e12

e13

e23


.

We denote by C the 6× 6 matrix appearing above and we refer to it as the stiffness matrix.

2.2. Orthotropic materials and their stiffening matrix. A material is said to be orthotropic if the cor-
responding stiffness matrix remains invariant under reflections with respect to three mutually orthogonal
planes. In other words there exists three orthogonal symmetry planes for which the stiffness matrix remains
invariant under the corresponding reflections.

We collect in this section a number of well known facts coming from the theory of orthotropic materials;
such facts are presented here in details for the reader convenience.

Let us consider two orthonormal coordinate systems x1x2x3 and x′1x
′
2x
′
3, one related to the other by

transformations of the form x′ = Ax including rotations and reflections where A = (Aij) is a 3 × 3
orthogonal matrix and where we put x = (x1, x2, x3) and x′ = (x′1, x

′
2, x
′
3).

If we have a symmetric tensor which is represented by a matrix X in the coordinate system x1x2x3 and
we want to determine the corresponding matrix X ′ in the new coordinate system x′1x

′
2x
′
3, then one finds that

X ′ = AXAT .
Let us introduce the linear map LA : Sym3 → Sym3 defined by LA(X) = AXAT for any X ∈ Sym3,

where Sym3 is the vector space of all 3× 3 symmetric matrices. As a base of Sym3 we choose the set of six
matrices {X1, . . . , X6} defined by


1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

 ,


0 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 0

 ,


0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 1

 ,


0 1 0

1 0 0

0 0 0

 ,


0 0 1

0 0 0

1 0 0

 ,


0 0 0

0 0 1

0 1 0


 .(2.7)

In this way, any matrix X ∈ Sym3 may be represented as X =
∑6

i=1 αiXi. In the base {X1, . . . , X6} the
linear operator LA may be represented by mean of a 6× 6 matrix in the following way
(2.8)

α′1

α′2

α′3

α′4

α′5

α′6


=



A2
11 A2

12 A2
13 2A11A12 2A11A13 2A12A13

A2
21 A2

22 A2
23 2A21A22 2A21A23 2A22A23

A2
31 A2

32 A2
33 2A31A32 2A31A33 2A32A33

A11A21 A12A22 A13A23 A11A22 +A12A21 A11A23 +A13A21 A12A23 +A13A22

A11A31 A12A32 A13A33 A11A32 +A12A31 A11A33 +A13A31 A12A33 +A13A32

A21A31 A22A32 A23A33 A21A32 +A22A31 A21A33 +A23A31 A22A33 +A23A32





α1

α2

α3

α4

α5

α6


where we put LA(X) =

∑6
i=1 α

′
iXi.

We denote by A the 6× 6 matrix defined in (2.8) corresponding to the matrix transformation A.
Suppose now that e are σ are the strain and stress tensors of some linear elastic material. Once we fix an

orthonormal coordinate system x1x2x3, they can both be represented by two 3 × 3 matrices. We recall that
e are σ are symmetric tensors so that they can both be represented as linear combinations of the matrices
X1, . . . , X6.
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If we perform a coordinate transformation from a system x1x2x3 to a new orthonormal system x′1x
′
2x
′
3

with corresponding transformation A, then denoting by

σ̃ =
(
σ11 σ22 σ33 σ12 σ13 σ23

)T
, ẽ =

(
e11 e22 e33 e12 e13 e23

)T
,

the vector columns of components of the stress and strain tensors in the x1x2x3 coordinate system and by

σ̃′ =
(
σ′11 σ′22 σ′33 σ′12 σ′13 σ′23

)T
, ẽ′ =

(
e′11 e′22 e′33 e′12 e′13 e′23

)T
,

the vector columns of components of the stress and strain tensors in the x′1x
′
2x
′
3 coordinate system, then by

(2.8) we obtain
σ̃′ = Aσ̃ and ẽ′ = Aẽ .

Therefore, denoting now by C and C ′ the stiffness matrices of the material in the two coordinate systems,
we infer

C ′ = ACA−1 .

Recalling the definition of orthotropy given at the beginning of this section, we introduce the reflections
with respect to the three coordinate planes whose matrices are given by

A1 =


−1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1

 , A2 =


1 0 0

0 −1 0

0 0 1

 , A3 =


1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 −1

 .

We denote by A1,A2,A3 the 6× 6 matrices corresponding to A1, A2, A3 respectively, according with (2.8).
We observe that A1,A2,A3 are three diagonal matrices with a diagonal containing four times the number 1
and twice the number −1. We omit for simplicity the explicit representation of A1,A2,A3 and we proceed
directly to the computation of the following matrices

A1CA−11 =



C1111 C1122 C1133 −C1112 −C1113 C1123

C2211 C2222 C2233 −C2212 −C2213 C2223

C3311 C3322 C3333 −C3312 −C3313 C3323

−C1211 −C1222 −C1233 C1212 C1213 −C1223

−C1311 −C1322 −C1333 C1312 C1313 −C1323

C2311 C2322 C2333 −C2312 −C2313 C2323


,

A2CA−12 =



C1111 C1122 C1133 −C1112 C1113 −C1123

C2211 C2222 C2233 −C2212 C2213 −C2223

C3311 C3322 C3333 −C3312 C3313 −C3323

−C1211 −C1222 −C1233 C1212 −C1213 C1223

C1311 C1322 C1333 −C1312 C1313 −C1323

−C2311 −C2322 −C2333 C2312 −C2313 C2323


,

A3CA−13 =



C1111 C1122 C1133 C1112 −C1113 −C1123

C2211 C2222 C2233 C2212 −C2213 −C2223

C3311 C3322 C3333 C3312 −C3313 −C3323

C1211 C1222 C1233 C1212 −C1213 −C1223

−C1311 −C1322 −C1333 −C1312 C1313 C1323

−C2311 −C2322 −C2333 −C2312 C2313 C2323


.



6 ALBERTO FERRERO

The orthotropy condition implies that the matrix C coincides simultaneously with all the three matrices
A1CA−1

1 , A2CA−1
2 and A3CA−1

3 thus showing that the stiffness matrix C is in the form

(2.9)



C1111 C1122 C1133 0 0 0

C2211 C2222 C2233 0 0 0

C3311 C3322 C3333 0 0 0

0 0 0 C1212 0 0

0 0 0 0 C1313 0

0 0 0 0 0 C2323


.

Another property of the stiffening matric C is the following:

(2.10) C2323 =
C2222 − C2233 − C3322 + C3333

2
.

In order to prove (2.10), let us consider a transformation matrix A in the form

A = Rθ :=


1 0 0

0 cos θ − sin θ

0 sin θ cos θ

 , θ ∈ (−2π, 2π) .

The corresponding matrix A introduced in (2.8) becomes

(2.11) A = Tθ :=



1 0 0 0 0 0

0 cos2 θ sin2 θ 0 0 − sin(2θ)

0 sin2 θ cos2 θ 0 0 sin(2θ)

0 0 0 cos θ − sin θ 0

0 0 0 sin θ cos θ 0

0 sin θ cos θ − sin θ cos θ 0 0 cos(2θ)


.

As explained above, the invariance with respect to the transformation Rθ implies that

(2.12) C = ACA−1 = TθCT
−1
θ

where C is the stiffening matrix. It can be easily deduced that the inverse matrix of Tθ is the matrix T−θ.
We are now interested to exploit the identity (2.12) relatively to the components placed at the sixth row

and sixth column since this will produce the proof of (2.10). Indeed, combining (2.9),(2.11) and (2.12) we
obtain

C2323 = (TθCT−1
θ )66 =

C2222 − C2233 − C3322 + C3333

2
sin2(2θ) + C2323 cos2(2θ)

and hence

C2323[1− cos2(2θ)] =
C2222 − C2233 − C3322 + C3333

2
sin2(2θ) .

Choosing θ ∈ (0, 2π), θ 6= π
2 , π,

3π
2 and simplifying, this gives (2.10).

We observe that, differently from C2323, the coefficients C1212 and C1313 are completely independent
of the other ones as one can understand observing that proceeding again with the transformation Rθ, the
components of TθCT−1

θ placed at the fourth/fifth row and fourth/fifth column are given by C1212 and C1313

respectively, independently of the value assumed by the angle θ, thus producing no restrictions on C1212 and
C1313.
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2.3. The elastic energy and the inverse Hooke’s law. As shown in Section 2.2, the Hooke’s law for an
orthotropic material reads

(2.13)



σ11

σ22

σ33

σ12

σ13

σ23


=



C1111 C1122 C1133 0 0 0

C1122 C2222 C2233 0 0 0

C1133 C2233 C3333 0 0 0

0 0 0 C1212 0 0

0 0 0 0 C1313 0

0 0 0 0 0 C2323





e11

e22

e33

e12

e13

e23


.

In order to apply (2.6), we collect the coefficientsCijlm introduced in (2.2) in a 9×9 matrix that we denote
by C9×9. Invoking (2.13), we see that in the special case of an orthotropic material, the matrix C9×9 admits
the following representation in terms of 3× 3 blocks

(2.14)


B1 0 0

0 B2 0

0 0 B3


where

B1 =


C1111 C1122 C1133

C1122 C2222 C2233

C1133 C2233 C3333

 , B2 =


C1212 0 0

0 C1313 0

0 0 C2323

 , B3 =


C2121 0 0

0 C3131 0

0 0 C3232


and 0 denotes the 3× 3 null matrix. From the symmetry of σ and e we deduce that

(2.15) C1212 = C2121 , C1313 = C3131 , C2323 = C3232 ,

and in particular B2 = B3.
If we replace the usual representations of σ and e as 3 × 3 matrices with the following ones as vector

columns of 9 components

σ =
(
σ11 σ22 σ33 σ12 σ13 σ23 σ21 σ31 σ32

)T
,

e =
(
e11 e22 e33 e12 e13 e23 e21 e31 e32

)T
,

by (2.6), (2.13) and (2.14) we deduce that

σ = C9×9 e and E =
1

2
eTC9×9 e .

In particular by (2.14), (2.15) and the symmetry of e, we have

E =
1

2
eTdiag B1 ediag +

C1212 e
2
12 + C1313 e

2
13 + C2323 e

2
23

2
+
C2121 e

2
21 + C3131 e

2
31 + C3232 e

2
32

2
(2.16)

=
1

2
eTdiag B1 ediag + C1212 e

2
12 + C1313 e

2
13 + C2323 e

2
23

with ediag =
(
e11 e22 e33

)T
.
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Consider now the inverse of identity (2.13) in such a way that the strain tensor is expressed in terms of the
stress tensor,

(2.17)



e11

e22

e33

e12

e13

e23


=



1
E1

−ν21
E2

−ν31
E3

0 0 0

−ν12
E1

1
E2

−ν32
E3

0 0 0

−ν13
E1

−ν23
E2

1
E3

0 0 0

0 0 0 1
2µ12

0 0

0 0 0 0 1
2µ13

0

0 0 0 0 0 1
2µ23





σ11

σ22

σ33

σ12

σ13

σ23


where the constants E1, E2, E3 are known as Young moduli, one for each direction and the constants νij ,
i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, i 6= j are known as Poisson ratios. Finally µ12, µ13, µ23 are known as shear moduli or
moduli of rigidity and their indices coincide with the corresponding components of the stress and strain
tensors obviously involved by these coefficients:

e12 = (2µ12)−1 σ12 , e13 = (2µ13)−1 σ13 , e23 = (2µ23)−1 σ23 .

Let us denote by S the 6 × 6 matrix appearing in (2.17). Comparing (2.13) with (2.17), it appears clear
that S = C−1. The symmetry properties of the stiffening matrix C, see (2.13), implies symmetry of S so
that we may write

(2.18)
ν21

E2
=
ν12

E1
,

ν31

E3
=
ν13

E1
,

ν32

E3
=
ν23

E2
.

We observe that by (2.17) we easily deduce that in the case of a one-dimensional tension state parallel to the
x1-axis, i.e. the only component of σ different from zero is σ11, we have that

ν12 = − e22
e11

and ν13 = − e33
e11

.

Similarly, choosing first a one-dimensional tension state parallel to the x2-axis and then a one-dimensional
tension state parallel to the x3-axis, we infer

ν21 = − e11
e22

, ν23 = − e33
e22

, ν31 = − e11
e33

, ν32 = − e22
e33

.

In other words, if we consider the Poisson ratio νij , the index i (the first one) represents the direction of the
one-dimensional stress and the index j (the second one) represents the direction of the transversal deforma-
tion. This explanation clarifies the meaning of the Poisson ratios and the notation used in (2.17).

We want now to represent the components of the matrix C in terms of the coefficients Ei, νij , µij intro-
duced in (2.17), by proceeding with the inversion of S and then by comparing the components of its inverse
with the coefficients Cijkl.

Let us put

(2.19) δ := det


1
E1

−ν21
E2

−ν31
E3

−ν12
E1

1
E2

−ν32
E3

−ν13
E1

−ν23
E2

1
E3

 =
1− ν12ν21 − ν13ν31 − ν23ν32 − 2ν12ν23ν31

E1E2E3

where we exploited (2.18) to show that ν13ν21ν32 = ν12ν23ν31. In this way we may write det(S) =
δ

8µ12µ13µ23
.
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Using this notation we obtain

(2.20) C = S−1 =



1−ν23ν32
δ E2E3

ν12+ν13ν32
δ E1E3

ν13+ν12ν23
δ E1E2

0 0 0

ν21+ν31ν23
δ E2E3

1−ν13ν31
δ E1E3

ν23+ν13ν21
δ E1E2

0 0 0

ν31+ν21ν32
δ E2E3

ν32+ν31ν12
δ E1E3

1−ν12ν21
δ E1E2

0 0 0

0 0 0 2µ12 0 0

0 0 0 0 2µ13 0

0 0 0 0 0 2µ23


.

2.4. Orthotropic materials with a one-dimensional reinforcement. Let us consider an orthotropic ma-
terial which a one-dimensional reinforcement in the x1 direction and an isotropic behavior in the x2, x3

variables. If we look at (2.17), this means that

(2.21) E2 = E3 , ν21 = ν31 , ν12 = ν13 , µ12 = µ13 , ν23 = ν32 .

Recalling (2.10) and exploiting (2.21), we see that the elastic properties of the material are uniquely deter-
mined by only five constants:

(2.22) E1, E2, ν12, ν23, µ12 .

Indeed, (2.10) and (2.21) imply C2222 = C3333, C2233 = C3322 so that

(2.23) µ23 = C2323
2 = 1

2(C2222 − C2233) .

Now, exploiting the identities in (2.18), (2.21), (2.23), we can write the matrix C in the form

(2.24) C =



1−ν2
23

δ E2
2

ν12(1+ν23)
δ E1E2

ν12(1+ν23)
δ E1E2

0 0 0

ν12(1+ν23)
δ E1E2

E1−E2 ν
2
12

δ E2
1E2

E1ν23+E2 ν
2
12

δ E2
1E2

0 0 0

ν12(1+ν23)
δ E1E2

E1 ν23+E2 ν
2
12

δ E2
1E2

E1−E2 ν
2
12

δ E2
1E2

0 0 0

0 0 0 2µ12 0 0

0 0 0 0 2µ12 0

0 0 0 0 0
E1(1−ν23)−2E2 ν

2
12

δ E2
1E2



.

3. THE MODEL OF A PLATE WITH A ONE-DIMENSIONAL REINFORCEMENT

We present in this section the model of a plate of length L, width 2` and thickness d. We choose a
coordinate system in such a way that the plate is described by the set (0, L)× (−`, `)×

(
−d

2 ,
d
2

)
. We use for

this coordinates the usual x, y, z notation in place of the x1, x2, x3 notation used in Section 2.
We assume that the plate is made of an orthotropic material with a one-dimensional reinforcement in the

x direction. We assume the validity of the classical constitutive assumptions for the displacement of a plate,
see [20, Paragraph 11]:

• the displacement of the midway surface is only vertical and it is described by a function u = u(x, y)
with (x, y) ∈ (0, L)× (−`, `);
• the third component of the displacement vector u = (u1, u2, u3) only depends on x and y and with

sufficient accuracy we may assume that u3(x, y) = u(x, y) for any (x, y) ∈ (0, L)× (−`, `);
• the components σ13, σ23, σ33 of the stress tensor vanish everywhere in the plate.
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We now compute the elastic energy per unit of volume in a configuration corresponding to a generic
vertical displacement u of the midway surface. By (2.1) and the above constitutive conditions we obtain

u1 = −z ∂u
∂x

, u2 = −z ∂u
∂y

, u3 = u ,

and, in turn,

(3.1) e11 = −z ∂
2u

∂x2
, e22 = −z ∂

2u

∂y2
, e12 = −z ∂

2u

∂x∂y
, e13 = 0 , e23 = 0 ,

see [20, Paragraph 11] for more details. Finally, condition σ33 = 0 combined with (2.13), (2.18) and (2.24),
yields

e33 = −ν12E1(1 + ν23)e11 + (E1ν23 + E2ν
2
12)e22

E1 − E2ν2
12

(3.2)

=
ν12E1(1 + ν23)

E1 − E2ν2
12

z
∂2u

∂x2
+
E1ν23 + E2ν

2
12

E1 − E2ν2
12

z
∂2u

∂y2
.

Replacing (3.1) and (3.2) into (2.16) we obtain

E =
1

2

(
K11e

2
11 +K22e

2
22 + 2K1122 e11e22 + 2K1212e

2
12

)
where

K11 =
(1 + ν23)[E1(1− ν23)− 2E2ν

2
12]

δE2
2(E1 − E2ν2

12)
, K22 =

(1 + ν23)[E1(1− ν23)− 2E2ν
2
12]

δE1E2(E1 − E2ν2
12)

,

K1122 =
ν12(1 + ν23)[E1(1− ν23)− 2E2ν

2
12]

δE1E2(E1 − E2ν2
12)

, K1212 = 2µ12 .

Putting K = K22 we have that

E =
1

2

(
E1K
E2

e2
11 +Ke2

22 + 2ν12K e11e22 + 4µ12e
2
12

)
(3.3)

=
z2

2

[
E1K
E2

(
∂2u

∂x2

)2

+K
(
∂2u

∂y2

)2

+ 2ν12K
∂2u

∂x2

∂2u

∂y2
+ 4µ12

(
∂2u

∂x∂y

)2
]
.

We observe that by (2.18), (2.19) and some computations we may write K in a more elegant way:

(3.4) K =
E2

1− ν12ν21
.

Looking at (3.3) and (3.4), we see that the elastic coefficients that completely determines the bending
energy of the plate corresponding to a generic displacement u are E1, E2, ν12 and µ12 while no dependence
on the Poisson ratio ν23 occurs.

The total bending energy of the deformed plate in term of the vertical displacement assumes the form

(3.5) EB(u) =
d3

24

∫
Ω

[
E1K
E2

(
∂2u

∂x2

)2

+K
(
∂2u

∂y2

)2

+ 2ν12K
∂2u

∂x2

∂2u

∂y2
+ 4µ12

(
∂2u

∂x∂y

)2
]
dxdy

where we put Ω = (0, L)× (−`, `).
As we pointed out at the end of Section 2.4, the value of the coefficient C1212, and hence of µ12, is

completely independent from the other coefficients so that the choice of µ12 is free. It appears reasonable to
our purposes to assume that

(3.6) µ12 =
K(1− ν12)

2
,
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in complete accordance with the classical theory of plates in the isotropic setting in which K = E
1−ν2 and

µ = K(1−ν)
2 = E

2(1+ν) , where E and ν are the Young modulus and Poisson ratio of the isotropic material
respectively and µ is one of the two Lamé coefficients usually known as modulus of rigidity of the material,
see [20, Chapter 1, Section 5, (5.9)].

In this way, by (3.5), we may write the bending energy of the plate in the form

(3.7) EB(u) =
d3K
24

∫
Ω

[
E1

E2

(
∂2u

∂x2

)2

+

(
∂2u

∂y2

)2

+ 2ν12
∂2u

∂x2

∂2u

∂y2
+ 2(1− ν12)

(
∂2u

∂x∂y

)2
]
dxdy .

Denoting by D2u the Hessian matrix of u, introducing the notation

D2u : D2v = uxxvxx + 2uxyvxy + uyyvyy and |D2u|2 = u2
xx + 2u2

xy + v2
yy

and defining

(3.8) κ =
E1 − E2

E2
,

we may write

(3.9) EB(u) =
d3K
24

∫
Ω

[
ν12|∆u|2 + (1− ν12)|D2u|2 + κu2

xx

]
dxdy .

We observe that since the plate is reinforced in the x direction, we assume that

(3.10) E1 > E2

which in turn implies κ > 0.
In the remaining part of the paper, for the Poisson ratio ν12 we use the simpler notation

(3.11) ν = ν12 .

According with the theory of isotropic materials, we assume that

(3.12) 0 < ν <
1

2
.

We now introduce a suitable functional space for the energy EB . As explained in the introduction, our
main purpose is to describe the static and dynamic behavior of the deck of a bridge by mean of a plate
model. For this reason, we may assume that the deck is hinged at the two vertical edges of the rectangle Ω
and free on the two horizontal edges of the same rectangle. Hence, a reasonable choice for the functional
subspace of the Sobolev space H2(Ω) is

(3.13) H2
∗ (Ω) := {w ∈ H2(Ω) : w = 0 on {0, L} × (−`, `)} ,

see [17, Section 3].
Thanks to the Intermediate Derivatives Theorem, see [1, Theorem 4.15], the space H2(Ω) is a Hilbert

space if endowed with the scalar product

(u, v)H2 :=

∫
Ω

(
D2u : D2v + uv

)
dxdy for all u, v ∈ H2(Ω) .

On the closed subspace H2
∗ (Ω) it is possible to define an alternative scalar product naturally related to the

functional EB as explained in the next proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Assume (3.6), (3.10) and (3.12). On the space H2
∗ (Ω) the two norms

u 7→ ‖u‖H2 , u 7→ ‖u‖H2
∗

:=

{∫
Ω

[
ν|∆u|2 + (1− ν)|D2u|2 + κu2

xx

]
dxdy

}1/2

are equivalent. Therefore, H2
∗ (Ω) is a Hilbert space when endowed with the scalar product

(u, v)H2
∗

:=

∫
Ω

[
ν∆u∆v + (1− ν)D2u : D2v + κuxxvxx

]
dxdy .
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The proof can be obtained by proceeding as in the proof of [17, Lemma 4.1] or proceeding directly by
combining the Poincaré inequality and the classical H2-regularity estimate for the Laplacian.

Next, if we denote by f an external vertical load per unit of surface and if u is the deflection of the plate
in the vertical direction, by (3.7) we have that the total energy ET of the plate becomes

(3.14) ET (u) =
d3K
24

∫
Ω

(
ν|∆u|2 + (1− ν)|D2u|2 + κu2

xx

)
dxdy −

∫
Ω
fu dxdy .

If u ∈ C4(Ω) ∩H2
∗ (Ω) and v ∈ H2

∗ (Ω), by [14, Proposition 5] and some calculation, we infer

ν

∫
Ω

∆u∆v dxdy + (1− ν)

∫
Ω
D2u : D2v dxdy

=

∫ L

0
[νuxx(x, `) + uyy(x, `)]vy(x, `) dx−

∫ L

0
[νuxx(x,−`) + uyy(x,−`)]vy(x,−`) dx

−
∫ L

0
[uyyy(x, `) + (2− ν)uxxy(x, `)]v(x, `) dx+

∫ L

0
[uyyy(x,−`) + (2− ν)uxxy(x,−`)]v(x,−`) dx

+

∫ `

−`
[uxx(L, y)vx(L, y)− uxx(0, y)vx(0, y)]dy +

∫
Ω

∆2u v dxdy

and ∫
Ω
uxx vxx dxdy =

∫ `

−`
uxx(L, y)vx(L, y) dy −

∫ `

−`
uxx(0, y)vx(0, y) dy +

∫
Ω
uxxxx v dxdy .

Therefore, if u ∈ C4(Ω) ∩H2
∗ (Ω) is a critical point of the functional ET then it is a classical solution of the

problem

(3.15)



d3K
12

(
∆2u+ κ∂

4u
∂x4

)
= f in Ω ,

u(0, y) = uxx(0, y) = u(L, y) = uxx(L, y) = 0 for y ∈ (−`, `) ,

uyy(x,±`) + νuxx(x,±`) = 0 for x ∈ (0, L) ,

uyyy(x,±`) + (2− ν)uxxy(x,±`) = 0 for x ∈ (0, L) .

Problem (3.15) represents the model for a plate made of an orthotropic material with a one-dimensional
reinforcement in the x direction subject to vertical load f per unit of surface.

Remark 3.1. We observe that recalling (2.18) and (3.4), the fourth order equation in (3.15) may be written
in a different way, more familiar in the theory of orthotropic plates:

E1d
3

12(1− ν12ν21)

∂4u

∂x4
+

E2d
3

6(1− ν12ν21)

∂4u

∂x2∂y2
+

E2d
3

12(1− ν12ν21)

∂4u

∂y4
= f ,

see for example [3, Chapter 2].

Let us denote byH(Ω) the dual space of H2
∗ (Ω). We state here the following result taken from [16]:

Theorem 3.2. Assume (3.6), (3.10) and (3.12) and let f ∈ H(Ω). Then the following conclusions hold true:
(i) there exists a unique u ∈ H2

∗ (Ω) such that

d3K
12

(u, v)H2
∗

= H(Ω)〈f, v〉H2
∗(Ω) for any v ∈ H2

∗ (Ω) ;

(ii) u is the unique minimum point of the convex functional

ET (u) =
1

2
(u, u)H2

∗
− H(Ω)〈f, u〉H2

∗(Ω) ;

(iii) if f ∈ W k,p(Ω) for some 1 < p < ∞ and k ∈ N ∪ {0}, where we put W 0,p(Ω) := Lp(Ω), then
u ∈W k+4,p(Ω).
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The proof of Theorem 3.2 is based on the Lax-Milgram Theorem and classical elliptic regularity estimates.
For the proof of this result we quote [16].

4. EIGENVALUES AND FREQUENCIES OF FREE VIBRATION

This section is devoted to the evolution equation for the orthotropic plate with a particular attention for
stationary wave solutions and for the related frequencies of vibration.

As anticipated in the introduction, the frequencies of vibration are closely related to the following eigen-
value problem

(4.1)



d3K
12

(
∆2u+ κ∂

4u
∂x4

)
= λu in Ω = (0, L)× (−`, `) ,

u(0, y) = uxx(0, y) = u(L, y) = uxx(L, y) = 0 for y ∈ (−`, `) ,

uyy(x,±`) + νuxx(x,±`) = 0 for x ∈ (0, L) ,

uyyy(x,±`) + (2− ν)uxxy(x,±`) = 0 for x ∈ (0, L) .

Problem (4.1) admits a sequence of eigenvalues

(4.2) 0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · ≤ λm ≤ . . .
diverging to +∞. Indeed (4.1) admits the following weak formulation

d3K
12

(u, v)H2
∗

= λ(u, v)L2 for any v ∈ H2
∗ (Ω)

so that compact embedding H2
∗ (Ω) ⊂ L2(Ω) and spectral theory for self adjoint operators produce the

desired result.
We point out that the eigenvalues of (4.1) can be expressed in terms of some explicit algebraic equations

and the eigenfunctions admit an explicit representation in terms of the their respective eigenvalues. For more
details see the statement and the proof of [16, Theorem 3.3] where the reader can realize that the eigenvalues
can be classified into four different kinds.

In [16, Section 6], we selected two families of eigenvalues denoted there by {λvert
m }m≥1 and {λtors

m }m≥1

respectively. Numerical evidence has shown that for the specific values assigned to the parameters of the
plate, see (4.6) below, the first eighteen eigenvalues all lie in one of these two families. We clarify that for
any m ≥ 1, the eigenfunctions corresponding to λvert

m are even with respect to the y variable and the ones
corresponding to λtors

m are odd with respect to the y variable, thus giving sense to that notation (see Figure 1
and Figure 2).

Let us consider the equation of motion for a free orthotropic plate:

(4.3)
M

2`

∂2u

∂t2
+
d3K
12

(
∆2u+ κ

∂4u

∂x4

)
= 0

where M is the mass linear density of the deck as explained in the introduction.
Given an eigenfunction Uλ of (4.1) corresponding to some eigenvalue λwe can construct a stationary wave

solution in the form

(4.4) uλ(x, y, t) = sin(ωλt)Uλ(x, y)

where ωλ represents an angular velocity. The frequency νλ is then obtained from ωλ by dividing it by 2π.
Inserting (4.4) into (4.3) and exploiting the fact that Uλ is an eigenfunction with eigenvalue λ, we obtain(

−M
2`
ω2
λ + λ

)
sin(ωλt)Uλ(x, y) = 0

and, in turn,

(4.5) νλ =
ωλ
2π

=
1

π

√
`λ

2M
.
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FIGURE 1. Eigenfunctions of λvert
1 , λvert

2 , λvert
3 , λvert

4 .

FIGURE 2. Eigenfunctions of λtors
1 , λtors

2 , λtors
3 , λtors

4 .

Looking at (4.5) and the definition of λvert
m and λtors

m , it appears natural to define the following frequencies
of vertical and torsional vibration respectively by

νvert
m =

1

π

√
`λvert
m

2M
, νtors

m =
1

π

√
`λtors
m

2M
.

Having in mind the structure of the Tacoma Narrows Bridge built and collapsed in 1940, taking inspiration
from [4, 7, 8], in [16] we assigned to the parameters of the plate the following values

L = 853.44 m, ` = 6 m, M = 7198 kg/m , ν = 0.2 ,(4.6)

E1 = 2.1 · 1011 Pa , E2 = 1.687 · 109 Pa , R = 2.109 · 107 N ·m, κ = 123.48 ,

whereR = d3K
12 denotes the rigidity of the plate.

Recalling equation (1.3) and looking at (4.6), the reader can realize that the model of plate obtained
above, exhibits a strongly anisotropic behavior since the value of the Young modulus E1 is of two orders of
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m 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

νvert
m 0.0045 0.0180 0.0406 0.0722 0.1128 0.1624 0.2211 0.2887 0.3654 0.4512

νtors
m 0.0404 0.0822 0.1270 0.1760 0.2301 0.2904 0.3574 0.4317 − −

TABLE 1. First ten frequencies corresponding to vertical oscillations measured in Hz

magnitude larger than the Young modulus E2. This suggests that the more popular isotropic plate model is
not completely suitable to describe torsional oscillations of the deck of a bridge.

Assuming (4.6) and exploiting the implicit representation of the eigenvalues provided in [16], we numeri-
cally computed the values of the first ten frequencies of vertical oscillation and the first eight frequencies of
torsional oscillation. Such values are collected in Table 1.

We observe that these frequencies are clearly relatively smaller than the ones expected for the oscillation
of the deck of a suspension bridge. This fact is not strange at all since the oscillations that can be observed
in a real suspension bridge are absolutely affected by the dynamics of cables and hangers.

This suggests that the present article and the related paper [16] have to be considered only as preliminary
works in the formulation of a complete model of suspension bridge in which the deck is described by an
orthotropic plate. A general idea in this direction was given in [16] where the following system was proposed:

(4.7)


mξ(x)∂

2p1
∂t2
− H0

(ξ(x))2
∂2p1
∂x2

= f1

(
x, p1,

∂p1
∂x

)
+ F (u(·, `)− p1)

mξ(x)∂
2p2
∂t2
− H0

(ξ(x))2
∂2p2
∂x2

= f2

(
x, p2,

∂p2
∂x

)
+ F (u(·,−`)− p2)

M
2`
∂2u
∂t2

+ d3K
12

(
∆2u+ κ∂

4u
∂x4

)
= −F (u(·, `)− p1)− F (u(·,−`)− p2) .

In (4.7), p1 = p1(x, t) and p2(x, t) describes the displacements of the two cables, m is the mass linear
density of the cables, s = s(x) is the configuration of the cables at rest, ξ(x) =

√
1 + (s′(x))2 is the local

length of cables at rest, H0 is the horizontal component of the tension of cables and f1, f2, F are suitable
nonlinearities to be determined in dependence of the accuracy one aims to achieve in the model.

The formulation of (4.7) was inspired by the models obtained in [7, 8].
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