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Abstract In this paper, the bending behavior of nanoscale beams is studied using the 1D nonlocal integral
Timoshenko beam theory (NITBT) and the 2D nonlocal integral elasticity theory (2D-NIET) using two types
of nonlocal kernels, i.e., the two-phase kernel and a modified kernel which compensates the boundary effects.
The governing equations are solved using the finite element method and the COMSOL code. Mesh sensitivity
study and numerical verifications are presented. The main differences and similarities in both theories at the
nanoscale are revealed. For both theories and both kernels, a softening behavior is found by increasing the
nonlocal parameter and decreasing the phase parameter, for different boundary and load conditions. In contrast
to the differential theory, no paradoxical behavior for the cantilever conditions is found for both theories. The
sensitivity of the 2D-NIET to the nonlocal parameter is found higher than that of the NITBT. The normalized
transverse deflection for the 2D-NIET is found independent of the boundary and load conditions. Also, the
normalized transverse deflection varies linearly versus the normalized nonlocal parameter for both theories
with the two-phase kernel and any condition except for the simply supported beam under distributed load
condition in the NITBT. The boundary effect, resulting in a different softening near the boundaries, reduces
by increasing the phase parameter. The modified kernel in the 2D-NIET is found sensitive to the pinned not to
the free and fixed boundaries. It is in detail shown that for the 2D-NIET especially with the modified kernel, by
increasing the nonlocal parameter, the deflection increases with almost the same ratio through the entire length
of the beam and for all the boundary conditions. The obtained results can be used for modeling of various
beam problems with nonlocal effects at the nanoscale.

Keywords Nonlocal integral Timoshenko beam theory - Nonlocal integral elasticity theory - Nanobeam -
Bending - Nonlocal and phase parameters

1 Introduction

In classical continuum mechanics, an aggregate of solid material is a collection of infinitesimal volumes which
are independently describable. To be more specific, this does not indicate that the material volumes do not
interact with each other. However, their interaction can occur only through the balance equations by exchanging
mass, momentum, energy and entropy [1]. In the real world, there is not any ideal continuous material, since all
materials are discrete and formed of atoms/molecules. If the scale of observation is large enough, the discrete
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system of atoms/molecules can be considered as a continuum and be analyzed by the classical continuum
mechanics. However, in smaller scales where the long-range interactions of atoms are not negligible, the
classical continuum mechanics yields results that are not in accordance with experimental observations. In
recent years, by the development of nanomaterials and micro-/nanostructures, various small-scale effects have
been revealed. Wave dispersion, strain softening, stress analysis at crack tips and deformation of nanoscale
structures such as nanowires, nanosheets, nanotubes and nanoparticles are typical examples of the inability of
the classical continuum mechanics to describe the precise mechanical behavior. On the other hand, atomistic
simulations such as the molecular dynamics are computationally expensive and time-consuming. In order
to overcome this limitation, nonlocal continuum theories, which are size-dependent and include appropriate
scale parameters, have been introduced. The higher-order strain gradient theories [2—8], the rotation gradient
or couple-stress theories [9-12] and the nonlocal elasticity theory [13—16] are examples of these theories.
It is worthy to note that there exists also the phase field theory as a continuum approach which includes
strain nonlocality and has been broadly used for the micro-/nanoscale simulation of dislocations [17-19],
various types of PTs [20-23], crack [24,25] and nanovoids [26-30]. In addition, a new nonlocal continuum
formulation, peridynamics, which is based on integral equations rather than the partial differential equations
in the classical continuum mechanics, has recently attracted a considerable amount of attention especially in
modeling of structures such as beams [31-39]. Among different nonlocal continuum theories, the nonlocal
elasticity theory has been widely used in various studies and is the focus of this paper.

The bases of nonlocal elasticity theory were introduced more than one hundred years ago by Gabrio Piola
[16,17] and re-discovered in the late 1960s. Considering elastic continua with long-range cohesive forces [40],
elastic media with microstructures [41] and continuum approaches derived from an atomic lattice theory [42]
are, among the recently translated work by G. Piola in [43], the pioneering works in this field. The nonlocality
residuals of fields such as internal energy, entropy and mass were considered and determined in conjunction
with constitutive laws with proper thermodynamic constraints [14,15,44]. Afterward, the mentioned theory
[14] was simplified for linear homogeneous isotropic elastic materials [45—48] so that the only difference
between the nonlocal and classical theories is in the stress—strain constitutive relation. In this case, the stress
state at a reference point is related to the weighted value of the strain field at every point of the domain by means
of a convolution integral and a positive-decaying averaging kernel. This influence decreases by increasing the
distance between the reference and neighboring points. Further, Eringen proposed a two-phase local/nonlocal
model, which was a convex combination of the classical local and the nonlocal constitutive theories [49,50].

Few studies have been carried out to investigate the existence of solutions to the nonlocal boundary value
problems. Rogula [51] proposed a nonlocal theory for elastic continua and introduced conditions for the
existence of fundamental solutions. The existence and uniqueness of the solution to such problems were also
studied in [50,52]. In the field of nonlocal thermoelasticity, similar issues were investigated [53,54]. Recently,
singular non-smooth kernels are considered and the well-posedness of the model in the fractional Sobolev
spaces for the Riesz potential kernel is established [55].

In order to circumvent geometrical discontinuities such as holes and cracks, the Eringen’s nonlocal integral
elasticity theory was reformulated by introducing a new nonlocal kernel [56]. In contrary to the kernel in the
original theory which was dependent on the Euclidean distance, the new kernel is a function of the geodetical
distance between material points which is the path of minimum length not intersecting the boundary surface.
Polizzotto et al. proposed a strain difference-based model [57] in which the stress field is a function of the
strain difference field and was later used to study the bending behavior of the nanobeams [58]. Later, they
introduced a nonlocal elasticity model in which the elastic moduli and internal length are nonhomogeneous,
which show further attenuation effects upon the long-range interactions [59].

The Eringen’s nonlocal integral elasticity represents some integro-differential equations, which are hard
to deal with. Thus, by taking the advantage of the Green’s function of a linear differential operator, Eringen
proposed an equivalent differential form [60], which has been widely used to study the mechanical behavior
of different nanostructures such as nanobeams [61-65]. However, several works on nanobeams such as that
by Peddieson et al. [66] revealed that the proposed model yields paradoxical results for some boundary and
load conditions. For example, as the nonlocal parameter increased, the beam showed a softening behavior in
all conditions except for the cantilever case. The cantilever beam subjected to the uniformly distributed load
showed a stiffening behavior and subjected to a point load at the free end showed no nonlocal effects.

In order to get rid of such paradoxical results, several studies have been conducted. A new combination of
the integral and differential models was proposed in [67]. The finite element method was developed for the two-
phase local/nonlocal integral model for the Euler—Bernoulli beam [68], which suppressed the above paradox
but could not obtain the transverse deflection of the simply supported beam in accordance with the previous
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studies. In [69], the integral and differential models were found to be equivalent only when the corresponding
boundary conditions are satisfied. Also, a general method to solve the equations of the integral model was
proposed and it was revealed that the inconsistent results of the cantilever beam can be resolved by using the
integral model. Moreover, the closed-form exact solutions of the integral model for the Euler—Bernoulli and
Timoshenko beams were presented in [70] with no paradoxical behavior for different boundary conditions.
Also, it is worthy to mention the nonlocal strain gradient theory which is a combination of the strain gradient
and Eringen’s integral models and includes both the softening and stiffening effects [71-75].

It is essential for the nonlocal kernel to be normalized by integrating over a conventional unbounded
domain. However, this condition is not satisfied for regions near the boundaries of a finite domain. Such issue,
known as the boundary effect, was first solved in the framework of nonlocal damage [1] where a rescaled
non-symmetric nonlocal kernel was introduced. Further, a modified symmetric nonlocal kernel satisfying the
normalization condition was introduced [76], which resolved the inconsistency of the nonlocal differential
model but has been rarely implemented such as the study of the static bending of the Euler—Bernoulli beam
in [77]. It is worthy to note that as stated above, nonlocal approaches can also be useful in damage mechanics
such as those in [1,76,78-80].

There exist analytical solutions for very few nonlocal elasticity problems such as the closed-form exact
solution for 1D rods [81,82] and beams [70,83]. Hence, numerical methods, as the key solution, have been
carried out in the field of the nonlocal elasticity. Variational principles such as the total potential energy,
complementary energy and mixed Hu—Washizu principles were used for nonlocal integral elasticity problems.
In particular, the total potential energy provided a nonlocal finite element method (NL-FEM) in [56]. Pisano
et al. implemented the NL-FEM for solving 2D nonlocal integral elasticity problems [84] and the strain
difference-based nonhomogeneous nonlocal elastic model [85,86]. The finite element method is the most used
numerical method in the field of nonlocal nanostructures such as nanobeams [87-89].

Beams, which are in fact 3D objects, can be considered as a 1D model by making simplifying assump-
tions through beam theories such as the Euler—Bernoulli, Reddy and Timoshenko theories. The accuracy and
precision of beam theories can be evaluated by comparing them with the original elasticity theory. In contrast
to the close agreement of beam theories with the elasticity theory in their local forms, potential differences
may appear between nonlocal beam theories and the nonlocal elasticity theory, which are due to the different
nonlocal averaging processes in each theory. Although there is a wide range of studies on mechanical behavior
of nonlocal nanobeams, all studies have been performed using the 1D nonlocal beam theories. In this paper,
the bending behavior of the nonlocal nanobeams is studied using the nonlocal integral Timoshenko beam
theory (NITBT) and the 2D nonlocal integral elasticity theory (2D-NIET) with different nonlocal kernels for
different values of nonlocal and phase parameters and their results are compared. It is found that for both
theories and different kernels, the nonlocal parameter has a softening effect on the deflection of beams with
different boundary and load conditions, and in contrast to the differential theory, no paradoxical behavior for
the cantilever conditions is observed. The paper is organized as follows: In Sect. 2, the governing equations
are presented consisting of the equations of the NIET and the NITBT and the expressions for the two-phase
and modified nonlocal kernels. Numerical simulations are presented in Sect. 3 in which the numerical work is
verified for the NITBT and the 2D-NIET using existing exact and numerical results, respectively. Applications
of both the theories and their discussion are presented in Sect. 4 where a mesh convergence study is performed
to resolve mesh independent solutions, and then, the results of the NITBT and 2D-NIET are presented and
compared for different boundary and load conditions, different kernels and different values of the nonlocal
parameter and phase parameter. Also, the nonlocal behavior along the beam length is investigated, followed by
the conclusions in Sect. 5 in which the main differences between the two theories are highlighted for different
boundary and load conditions, kernels and nonlocal and phase parameters.

2 Governing equations
2.1 Equations of the nonlocal integral elasticity theory (NIET)

For a homogeneous isotropic solid, the equations of the nonlocal linear elasticity at a reference point x in the
domain are expressed as:

Veos(x)=0 (D
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a(x):/k(’xl—x,r)D:e(x’)dV’ )
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where ¢ is the nonlocal stress tensor, D is the elastic tensor, € is the strain tensor, and u is the displacement
vector. As mentioned earlier, the stress at a reference point is related to the weighted value of the strain field
at every point of the domain using a convolution integral. The convolution integral in Eq. (2) is extended to

the entire volume V, i.e., dv’' = dv (x,). The positive scalar attenuation function k (’X, —X

, ‘L’) assigns
a “weight” to the nonlocal effect at the point x induced by a strain acting at the point X and decays rapidly

. . . . ’ . .
with increasing the distance ’x — x‘. The nonlocal parameter t is expressed as T = egL;, where eq is a

dimensionless material constant and L; is the physical characteristic length such as the lattice parameter, grain
size, the molecular constituents’ diameter in polymers, and so on.

2.1.1 Nonlocal Kernel

Various types of kernels have been used in the convolution integral of the stress—strain relation such as the
cone-shaped [56], bell-shaped [1], Helmholtz [84] and error [90] functions. Here, the Helmholtz kernel is used
with the following forms in one (Eq. (4a)) and two dimensions [Eq. (4b)]

, 1 x/—x‘
le(x —X ,r) = Zexp B (4a)
, 1 X/—X)
k2D<X —X ,r) = 5 Sexp | — (4b)
TT T

The above symmetric form gives its maximum at x” and decays to zero at large distances. It also satisfies the
condition lim;_,¢ k (|x” |)) which implies that when the physical characteristic length vanishes, k gives the
8-Dirac generalized function and consequently, the classical elasticity. The normalization condition for a point
embedded in an infinite domain Vi, is also satisfied, i.e., [ k (|x"]))

V.

o0

2.1.2 Boundary effects and the modified nonlocal Kernel
It is essential for the nonlocal kernel to be normalized by integrating over an infinite domain. However, for

regions near the boundaries of a finite domain, the nonlocal modulus k does not satisfy the normalization
condition. To be more precise, defining the integral of the nonlocal kernel as

y(x):/k(’x,—x

Vv

,t)dV’ (5)

for boundary regions, the support of the nonlocal kernel exceeds the integration domain, and consequently,
gives y (x) < 1 due to which a uniform straining does not result in a uniform stress. It is noted that Eq. (2)
is valid for a finite region if the reference point x is not too close to the boundaries. For a better clarification,
the nonlocal kernel k [Eq. (4a)] at a reference point near the left end of a 1D domain with the length of L
(i.e., the point at x = 0.05L) and the integral of the nonlocal kernel y (x) [Eq. (5)] along the same 1D domain
are plotted in Fig. 1 for different values of the nonlocal parameter as t = 0.02L, 0.04L and 0.06L. As can
be seen, for the end portions, the support of the nonlocal kernel exceeds the integration domain (Fig. 1a) and
consequently, the normalization condition is violated (i.e., ¥ (x) < 1) in such regions (Fig. 1b). As the nonlocal
parameter T increases, a wider region of the kernel’s support is located beyond the integration domain, and
consequently, the end portions where the normalization condition is violated are also increased.
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Fig. 1 The plots of the nonlocal kernel k a the reference point x = 0.05L, which is near the left end of a 1D domain with the
length of L (a) and the integral of the nonlocal kernel y (x) along a 1D domain with the length of L (b)

To resolve the above drawback, a modified nonlocal kernel is introduced as [76]
kmod (‘X/ — X’ , r) =[1-yX)]§ (‘x/ - XD +k (‘X/ — X) , 7:) (6)

where the continuous and bounded function y (x) represents the nonlocal counterpart of a unit uniform field in
V (0 < y(x) < 1). The modified kernel satisfies the normalization condition in a finite domain as well as the
properties of a nonlocal kernel. Therefore, Eq. (6) can be used as an optimal substitute to define the kernel’s
domain.

2.1.3 Two-phase nonlocal Kernel

An alternative nonlocal constitutive equation was introduced in [49,50] by combining the local and nonlocal
phases as

6(X)=§1D:e(x)+§2/k<)x,—x

Vv

,r) D:e(x)dV’ %)

where &1 and &, are nonnegative phase parameters which summation is one (§; + &, = 1). Equation (7) indeed
ensembles a two-phase elastic material behavior in which phase 1 with the volume fraction & and phase 2 with
the volume fraction &, represent the local and nonlocal characteristics, respectively. It also provides the fully
nonlocal and fully local constitutive equations for £, = 0 and & = 0, respectively. Therefore, the two-phase
kernel can be introduced as

kTp (‘X, — X

)=o) < (¥

7) ®)

2.2 Equations of the nonlocal integral Timoshenko Beam theory (NITBT)

For a beam under only the transverse loading, the displacement field based on the Timoshenko beam theory
can be expressed as
ux,y)=—ypx)

v(x,y) = vn (x) ©))
w(x,y)=0

where vy (x) and @(x) are the transverse deflection of the mid-plane and the rotation angle of the cross
section about z-axis. Note that x, y and z coordinates correspond to the length, height and width of the beam,
respectively. The displacements of Eq. (9) provide two nonzero strain components which are the axial strain
& and the shear strain ¢, as

do(x)

Ex =Y (10a)
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1 /dvm(x)
Exy = E ( glx - <P(X)) (IOb)
The internal loads on the beam cross section can be defined as
M. = — / yordA (11a)
A
Ty, = /axydA (11b)
A

where the normal (o)) and shear (oy,) stresses are written in terms of the Young (E) and shear (G) moduli,
respectively, from Eq. (2) as

,'C) Ee.dx (12a)

Oxy =

k'P (‘x/ —X

,z) KG (265y)dx’ (12b)

Substituting Egs. (12a) and (12b) in Egs. (11a) and (11b) gives M; and T), as

L
M, = _/y /le (‘xl—x ,‘L') Ee.dx |dA (13a)
A 0
L
[
A 0

where the bending moment M, and shear force Ty, which are determined from the equilibrium equations,
depend on the loading and boundary conditions. Substituting Egs. (10a) and (10b) in Egs. (13a) and (13b), M,
and T, can be rewritten in terms of displacements as

L !
M, = EI/le ((x —xl, )de/ (14)
0
( D (|’ dvm(x) / ,
T, = KSGA/k (x _x ,1') S =) Jax (14b)

0

where A, I and K are the area, the moment of inertia (with respect to the z axis) and the shear correction
factor of the cross section, respectively.

3 Numerical simulations

The finite element approach and the COMSOL Multiphysics code are used to solve both the nonlocal integral
Timoshenko beam and the nonlocal integral elasticity theory equations. To the best of the authors’ knowledge,
this is the first work in which the COMSOL Multiphysics code is used for the implementation of the nonlocal
theory. The MUItifrontal Massively Parallel Sparse (MUMPS) direct solver is used to solve the system of
equations. The COMSOL/Structural Application and the principle of virtual work are used to implement the
2D-NIET equations. Based on the principle of virtual work, the virtual strain energy U (i.e., the work done
by the current stress state on a kinematically admissible variation in strains) equals the virtual potential energy
8V (i.e., the work done by all the forces on the variation in displacements). Assuming the plane stress state,
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the virtual strain energy §U and the virtual potential energy 6V for a beam considering the 2D-NIET can be
stated as

+b/2
sU :/ / (Uxx88xx +U}’y58yy +2ny88xy) dzdA (15)
A —b/2
L
8V = / (g8v) dx + pdv 06
0

where b is the width of the beam, v is the displacement component in the y direction, and ¢ and p are the
transverse distributed and concentrated forces in the y direction, respectively. The principle of virtual work
requires SU = §V; thus, by considering the constant width for the beam, the principle of virtual work for the
2D-NIET is obtained as

L
b/ (axxﬁsxx + 0yyeyy + Znyésxy) dA = / (gév)dx + pSv =0 (17
A 0

The COMSOL/Beam Application is used to implement the NITBT equations. The virtual potential energy § V
for the NITBT is identical to that of the 2D-NIET, i.e., Eq. (16), and the virtual strain energy U for a beam
considering the NITBT can be written as

L
SUZ//(UXXSSXX +20X}’8€Xy) dAdx (18)
0 A

By substituting Egs. (10a) and (10b) in Eq. (18), the virtual strain energy U can be expressed as

L

SU = f/ (0“8 (-yd‘flix)) + gy (%;‘% - go(x))) dA dx
0 A
L
= // (—yoxx (M) + oy (M — 8(p(x))) dAdx (19)
dx ; dx
0 A

The beam elements are formulated in terms of the stress resultants (i.e., the bending moment M, and the shear
force Ty). Thus, by considering Egs. (11a) and (11b), the above equation can be written in terms of the stress

resultants as
L
SU = f (MZ (CW(X)) + T, (M _ S(p(x))> dx (20)
dx dx
0

Finally, applying U = §V gives the principle of virtual work for the NITBT as

¢ déep(x) dévy (x) ;
/ <Mz ( ) + Ty (— — 5@()6))) dx = / (gbév)dx + pév 21
dx dx
0 0
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Fig. 2 The normalized transverse deflections of the beam at the end for case 1 a and of the beam at the middle for case 2 b
calculated from the NITBT and the exact solution [70] for different nonlocal parameters

3.1 Validation
3.1.1 NITBT validation

In order to validate the numerical implementation of the NITBT, a beam with the length of L and the height and
width of & = b = 0.1L is considered with two different boundary conditions. In case 1, the beam is fixed at
one end and is subjected to a transverse point load at the other end (cp). In case 2, the beam is simply supported
at both ends and is subjected to a uniformly distributed transverse load (ssd). The transverse deflections of
the beam at the end of the beam for case 1 and at the middle for case 2 are calculated for different nonlocal
parameters 7 in the range of 0.05L—0.1L and are compared to those of the exact solution [70]. As can be
seen in Fig. 2a and b, the obtained results show a very good agreement with those given by the exact solution.
Here, the transverse deflection is normalized by the local transverse deflection at the end for case 1 and by the
transverse deflection at the middle of the beam for case 2. Also, the Hermite shape functions of second and
third degrees are used for the rotation and transverse deflection, respectively.

3.1.2 2D-NIET validation

In order to validate the numerical implementation of the 2D nonlocal integral elasticity theory (2D-NIET), the
same problem of [84] (Fig. 3) is solved in which a square sample with the size of 5 x 5 cm and the thickness
of 0.5 cm is considered which left side is fixed (u = 0) and the horizontal displacement of u= 0.001 cm
is applied on its right side. The upper and lower sides are also free. Similar to [84], 900 8-node serendipity
elements with 9 Gauss integration points each are used. The Young’s modulus and Poisson’s ratio are considered
E =2.1el1Paand v = 0.2, respectively. Also, the non-negative phase parameter £ = 0.5 and the nonlocal
parameter T = 0.1 cm. Figure 4 represents the comparison of the strain component ¢, along the horizontal
line at y = 0.019 cm (Fig. 4a) and at y = 2.519 cm (Fig. 4b) obtained from the current 2D-NIET with those
obtained from the NL-FEM [84]. As can be seen, a very good agreement is found between the results of both
solutions with a negligible difference.

4 Applications

In the following, beam with different boundary conditions and loadings (cases a-e) has been studied using both
the 2D-NIET and the NITBT, their results are compared, and their differences are discussed. The cases under
study consist of (a) fixed-fixed beam subjected to a uniformly distributed transverse load (ffd), (b) cantilevered
beam subjected to a tip point load (cp), (c) cantilevered beam subjected to a uniformly distributed transverse
load (cd), (d) fixed-pinned beam subjected to a uniformly distributed transverse load (fpd) and (e) simply
supported beam subjected to a uniformly distributed transverse load (ssd). The essential boundary conditions
corresponding to the 2D-NIET and the NITBT for cases (a-e) are presented in Table 1.
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Fig. 3 The schematic of the square sample for the 2D-NIET validation. Size, boundary conditions and material and model
parameters are presented
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Fig. 4 The comparison of the strain component ¢, along the horizontal line at y = 0.019 cm (a) and at y = 2.519 cm (b) obtained
from the current 2D-NIET with those obtained from the NL-FEM [84]

Table 1 Essential boundary conditions corresponding to the NITBT and the 2D-NIET for different cases (a—e)

BC NITBT 2D-NIET

ffd un (0) =9 (0) = vy (L) =9 (L) =0 u0,y) =v(0,y) =u(L,y)=v(L,y)=0

cp vm (0) = ¢ (0) =0 u(0,y) =v(0,y)=0

cd vm (0) = ¢ (0) =0 u(0,y) =v(0,y)=0

fpd vn (0) = ¢ (0) = vy (L) =0 u(0,y) =v(0,y) =u(L,h/2) = v(L,h/2) =0

ssd U (0) = vy (L) u(0,h/2) =v(0,h/2) =u(L,h/2) =v(L,1/2) =0

BC: Boundary Condition

It should be noted that for the 2D case, the point load is exerted at upper right corner (L, &), the distributed
load is exerted at the upper side (x, ), and the results are extracted at the middle horizontal line (x, i/2).
The nonlocal parameter 7 has to be much smaller than the smallest dimension of the sample [84]. Also, the
mesh size needs to be smaller as the nonlocal parameter t is decreased. Since the NITBT is a 1D model,
there is practically no crucial limitation on the mesh size reduction from the computational cost point of view.
In contrary, for the 2D-NIET, very small mesh sizes cannot be used. Also, since the height is the smallest
dimension in plane beam, it determines the order of the nonlocal parameter 7. Thus, as the ratio of the height
to the length of the beam decreases, the nonlocal parameter t has to be smaller and a smaller mesh needs to be
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Table 2 Mesh sensitivity study for the beam with the “ffd” condition for different models

2D local elasticity

Mesh size 0.05L 0.025L 0.01L 0.005 L 0.0025L  0.001 L

v(x =L/2) 1.5349e-6  1.6852e-6 1.7368e-6 1.7452e-6 1.7475e-6 1.7483e-6

NITBT with t = 005 L

Mesh size 0.1L 0.05L 0.025L 0.01L 0.005 L 0.0025L 0.001L 0.0005L
v(x = L/2) with& =0.25 1.2002 1.2050 1.2118 1.2144 1.2148 1.2149 1.2149  1.2149
v(x = L/2) with kypq 1.0912 1.0875 1.0870 1.0869 1.0869 1.0869 1.0869  1.0869
2D-NIET with t = 005 &

Integration points 1 2x2 3x3 4 x4 5x5 6x6 7x7 8 x 8

v(x = L/2) with& = 0.25  1.2151 1.2083 1.2159 1.2150 1.2145 1.2150 1.2150  1.2150
v(x = L/2) with kyypq 1.0449 1.0451 1.0450 1.0449 1.0457 1.0452 1.0457  1.0456

Table 3 Comparison of the transverse deflection at x = L /2 between the local Timoshenko beam theory and the local elasticity
theory for different boundary and load conditions

BC v(x =L/2)
Timoshenko beam theory 2D elasticity theory
ffd 1.7575e-6 1.7452e-6
cp 6.3280e-5 6.2981e-5
cd 2.7147e-5 2.7026e-5
fpd 3.3563e-6 3.3456e-6
ssd 8.0075e-6 8.0179¢-6

BC Boundary condition

used to obtain mesh independent solutions. Here, both the height and the width are chosenas h = b = 0.1 L
for an acceptable comparison with the NITBT.

4.1 Mesh sensitivity study

To obtain mesh independent solutions, a mesh sensitivity study is performed for the 2D local elasticity, the
2D-NIET with T = 0.05 A and the NITBT with T = 0.05 L, for the beam with the “ffd” condition. Not that for
the NITBT, the Hermite shape functions of second and third degrees are used for the rotation and transverse
deflection, respectively. For the 2D-NIET, 4-node linear elements are used. As can be seen in Table 2, for the
2D local elasticity, for mesh sizes of 0.005 L and smaller, the transverse deflection at the middle of the beam
v(x = L/2) changes less than 0.3%. Thus, the mesh size is chosen as 0.005 L. For the 2D-NIET, the same
mesh size is used to avoid RAM usage, but the integration points in the convolution integral are increased
to obtain the convergence. For the NITBT, the normalized transverse deflection at the middle of the beam
v(x = L/2) obtained from the two-phase kernel (ktp) with & = 0.25 as well as that from the modified kernel
(kmod) does not change for mesh sizes below 0.001 L. Thus, the mesh size is chosen as 0.001 L. The results for
the 2D-NIET also show no difference for the integration points of 6 x 6 and higher. Thus, it is chosen for our
calculation. For the NITBT, one integration point is considered and the convergence is obtained by decreasing
the mesh size.

4.2 Local Timoshenko Beam theory versus local elasticity theory

In the next section, significant differences will be revealed between the results of the 2D-NIET and the NITBT.
It should be noted that such differences stem from the nonlocal terms of the two theories not from the local
terms. To confirm this, the transverse deflection at x = L /2 is obtained from the local Timoshenko beam
theory and the local elasticity theory for different boundary and load conditions and is presented in Table 3.
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As can be seen, a very good agreement with a negligible difference is found between the results which proves
the differences between the 2D-NIET and the NITBT are only due to their nonlocal contributions.

4.3 Results and discussion

In the following, the transverse deflections obtained from the NITBT and the 2D-NIET are compared for five
different boundary and load conditions (“ffd”, “cp”, “cd”, “fpd” and ““ssd”). The nonlocal parameter t is varied
in the range of 0.05 L—0.1 L with the step of 0.01 L for the NITBT and is varied in the range of 0.05#-0.1 h
with the step of 0.01 4 for the 2D-NIET. As discussed earlier, the nonlocal parameter t has to be much smaller
than the smallest dimension of the sample. Thus, the nonlocal parameter 7 is defined based on the beam height
for the 2D-NIET since the height is the smallest dimension of the beam, while it is defined based on the beam
length for the NITBT since it is a 1D model. The problems are also studied for the two-phase kernel (ktp)
with three different values of the phase parameter & = 0.25, 0.5, 0.75 and for the modified kernel (kmoq).
It is worth mentioning that because of the ill-posedness of the problems for very small values of the phase

parameter &1 [91], the pure nonlocal case (i.e., £ = 0) is not studied.

4.3.1 NITBT results

The normalized transverse deflection v at x = 0.5 L versus the normalized nonlocal parameter obtained from
the NITBT and the 2D-NIET is plotted in Fig. 5Sa and b, respectively, for the “ffd” condition, for the two-phase
kernel with the phase parameters £; = 0.25, 0.5, 0.75 and for the modified kernel. The transverse deflection
v is normalized with the transverse deflection obtained from the local theory, and the nonlocal parameter is
normalized with the beam length (z/L) for the NITBT and with the beam height (z/ /) for the 2D-NIET.
Similar figures are also presented for other beam conditions of “fpd”, “cp”, “cd” and “ssd” in Figs. 6, 7, 8 and
9, respectively. Comparing Figs. 5a 6, 7, 8 and 9a reveals that the NITBT predicts softening behavior for all the
nonlocal parameters and for both the two-phase and modified kernels, for all the boundary and load conditions,
i.e., the transverse deflection increases as the nonlocal parameter increases. An important result is also that
there exist no paradoxical behavior for the “cp” and “cd” conditions which was the case from the differential
theory. Also, as the phase parameter & increases, the results become closer to those of the local theory, the
increase in transverse deflection is suppressed, and the beam softening reduces. Also, the dependence of the
transverse deflection on the nonlocal parameter reduces. In other words, as the phase parameter £ increases,
the rate of change of the transverse deflection with respect to the nonlocal parameter reduces. On the other
side, the modified kernel gives different results for different boundary and load conditions as the following:

e ffd [Fig. 5(a)]: For any nonlocal parameter in the given range, the normalized transverse deflection for the
modified kernel is larger than that of the two-phase kernel with £&; = 0.75. It is also smaller than that with
& = 0.5 for t/L < 0.08 and is larger than that with & = 0.5 for /L > 0.08. Note that the results of the
“fpd” [Fig. 6(a)] show the same trend as those of the “ffd” but with different values.

e cp [Fig. 7(a)]: For any nonlocal parameter in the given range, the normalized transverse deflection for the
modified kernel is smaller than that of the two-phase kernel with any used phase parameter &;. Note that
the results of the “cd” (Fig. 8(a)) are very similar to those of the “cp”.

e ssd [Fig. 9(a)]: For any nonlocal parameter in the given range, the normalized transverse deflection for the
modified kernel is larger than that of the two-phase kernel with & = 0.5 and 0.75. It is also equal to that
with &1 = 0.25 for t/L < 0.07 and is smaller than that with & = 0.25 for 7/L > 0.07.

It should be noted that for any nonlocal parameter in the given range, the normalized transverse deflection
for the modified kernel is smaller than that of the two-phase kernel with & = 0.25 for any boundary and load
condition.

4.3.2 2D-NIET results

As shown before, the normalized transverse deflection v atx = 0.5 L versus the normalized nonlocal parameter
obtained from the 2D-NIET is plotted for five different boundary and loading conditions of “ffd,” “fpd,” “cp,”
“cd” and “ssd” in Figs. 5b, 6, 7, 8 and 9b, respectively for the two-phase kernel with the phase parameters
& =0.25, 0.5, 0.75 and for the modified kernel. Comparing Figs. 5b, 6, 7, 8 and 9b reveals that the 2D-NIET
also predicts softening behavior for all the nonlocal parameters and for both the two-phase and modified kernels,
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Fig. 5 The normalized transverse deflection at x = 0.5 L vs. the normalized nonlocal parameter obtained from the NITBT (a)
and the 2D-NIET (b) for the two-phase kernel with the phase parameters & = 0.25, 0.5, 0.75 and for the modified kernel (“ffd”
condition)
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Fig. 6 The normalized transverse deflection at x = 0.5 L vs. the normalized nonlocal parameter obtained from the NITBT (a)
and the 2D-NIET (b) for the two-phase kernel with the phase parameters £&; = 0.25, 0.5, 0.75 and for the modified kernel (“fpd”
condition)
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Fig. 7 The normalized transverse deflection at x = 0.5 L vs. the normalized nonlocal parameter obtained from the NITBT (a)
and the 2D-NIET (b) for the two-phase kernel with the phase parameters & = 0.25, 0.5, 0.75 and for the modified kernel (“cp”
condition)
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Fig. 8 The normalized transverse deflection at x = 0.5 L vs. the normalized nonlocal parameter obtained from the NITBT (a)
and the 2D-NIET (b) for the two-phase kernel with the phase parameters &1 = 0.25, 0.5, 0.75 and for the modified kernel (“cd”
condition)
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Fig. 9 The normalized transverse deflection at x = 0.5 L versus the normalized nonlocal parameter obtained from the NITBT
(a) and the 2D-NIET (b) for the two-phase kernel with the phase parameters §; = 0.25, 0.5, 0.75 and for the modified kernel
(“ssd” condition)

for all the boundary and load conditions, i.e., the transverse deflection increases as the nonlocal parameter
increases and there exists no paradoxical behavior for the “cp” and “cd” conditions. The effect of the phase
parameter &1 on the deflection for the given range of the nonlocal parameter (0.05 2—0.1 %) is found similar
to that of the NITBT. The normalized transverse deflection (or equivalently the softening) for the modified
kernel is smaller than that of the two-phase kernel with & = 0.75 for 7/h < 0.07 for the “ffd”, “cp” and
“cd” conditions, and becomes larger for t/h > 0.07. Also, the transverse deflection for the modified kernel is
smaller than that of the two-phase kernel with & = 0.75 for t/h < 0.06 for the “fpd” and “ssd” conditions,
and becomes larger for t/h > 0.06. For smaller values of the phase parameter, i.e., £ = 0.25 and & = 0.5,
the transverse deflection for the modified kernel is notably smaller than that of the two-phase kernel for any
nonlocal parameter.

4.3.3 NITBT versus 2D-NIET

Although the nonlocal parameter is different for the NITBT and 2D-NIET, it can be stated that the sensitivity of
the 2D-NIET to the nonlocal parameter is higher than that of the NITBT. If we defined the nonlocal parameter
for the 2D-NIET similar to the NITBT in terms of the length and not the height, since 4 = 0.1 L, the nonlocal
parameter would be within the range of 0.005 L—0.01 L which is much smaller than those chosen for the
NITBT (0.05 L-0.1 L). Despite such small values of the nonlocal parameter, a larger softening is obtained
compared to the NITBT so that the normalized transverse deflection obtained from the NITBT is remarkably
smaller than that of the 2D-NIET for any boundary and load condition except for the “ffd” case for which the
normalized transverse deflection is very similar for both the NITBT and 2D-NIET for the two-phase kernel



1076 H. Danesh et al.

(a) (b)
2-0 1 1 1 T T L] 1 1 1 T T L]
S 19F o ffd: & =0.25 (NITBT) 4 § 17H o ffd:& =0.25(2D-NIET) .
s L ] £ |
2 L8[ O cp:£;=0.25 (NITBT) 1 2 16k @ cpi&i=025(20-NIET)
] o 1. -
1.7 -
% Ll A cd:&,=0.25 (NITBT) 4 3 [ A cd:&;=0.25 (2D-NIET)
v 1.6k - I
Il o 1.5F ‘ -
$ 15k *+  fed:E=025(NiTBT) 1 3 +  fpd: & = 0.25 (2D-NIET)
St o 1 L ]
S 14f| © ssd:E =025 (NITBT) (<] ]l ¢ 14f ©  ssd:E;=0.25 (2D-NIET) ¢ i
= o { =7
b o ° s 8] Bl ' -
S 12F © A A 1 5 13r . T
E L a & 1 E 1 s
5 1 ] S
L S ° ° z 12f .
= 1.0k s ? ? 1 1 [ 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.10 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.10
/L t/h

Fig. 10 The normalized transverse deflection at x = 0.5 L vs. the normalized nonlocal parameter obtained from the NITBT (a)
and the 2D-NIET (b) for the two-phase kernel with the phase parameter & = 0.25 and different boundary and load conditions
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Fig. 11 The normalized transverse deflection at x = 0.5 L vs. the normalized nonlocal parameter obtained from the NITBT (a)
and the 2D-NIET (b) for the modified kernel and different boundary and load conditions

with any used phase parameter £ and is smaller for the 2D-NIET compared to the NITBT for the modified
kernel.

The normalized transverse deflection v at x = 0.5 L versus the normalized nonlocal parameter obtained
from the NITBT and the 2D-NIET is plotted for different boundary and load conditions for the two-phase
kernel with the phase parameter & = 0.25 in Fig. 10 and for the modified kernel in Fig. 11. It is revealed that
for the NITBT, the sensitivity of the transverse deflection to the nonlocal parameter depends on the boundary
and load conditions so that the maximum and minimum normalized deflections for the two-phase kernel with
the phase parameter & = (.25 are obtained for the “ffd” and “ssd” cases, respectively, and for the modified
kernel are obtained for the “ffd” and “cp” cases, respectively. The 2D-NIET, in contrary, predicts a similar
softening for any boundary and load condition. In other words, the normalized deflection obtained from the
2D-NIET for any nonlocal parameter is almost the same for all the boundary and load conditions. This is valid
for both the two-phase kernel and the modified kernel. To be more precise on the difference of the results for
different boundary and load conditions, the average of v for different boundary and load conditions and for
the two-phase kernel with &, = 0.25, 0.5, 0.75 and for the modified kernel is calculated and the standard
deviation (SD) and the standard error of the mean (SEM) are obtained as

n—1

noo- - 2
SD — \/Zi:l (Vi — Umean) 22)
SD

SEM = ﬁ (23)
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Table 4 The Upean, SEM and SD for the two-phase and modified kernels with different phase and nonlocal parameters

Kernel £1=0.25 £1=0.5 £=0.75 Kmod
Umean SD SEM ™ Umean SD SEM~ mean  SD SEM~ mean  SD SEM

t=0.052 1214 0.0030 0.0013 1.127 0.0029 0.0013 1.059 0.0013 0.0006 1.047 0.0024 0.0011
t=0.06A 1265 0.0039 0.0017 1.155 0.0036 0.0016 1.071 0.0016 0.0007 1.064 0.0027 0.0012
t=0.07h 1319 0.0049 0.0022 1.183 0.0043 0.0019 1.082 0.0018 0.0008 1.083 0.0033 0.0015
t=0.082 1375 0.0059 0.0026 1211 0.0050 0.0022 1.094 0.0020 0.0009 1.105 0.0038 0.0017
t=0.092 1435 0.0070 0.0031 1.240 0.0057 0.0025 1.106 0.0022 0.0010 1.128 0.0046 0.0020
t=0.1h 1.498 0.0081 0.0036 1.270 0.0063 0.0028 1.117 0.0024 0.0011 1.152 0.0053 0.0024
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Fig. 12 The average normalized deflection Upean With its SEM versus the normalized nonlocal parameter for the two-phase kernel
with & = 0.25, 0.5, 0.75 and the modified kernel

where V;, Upeqn and n are the normalized transverse deflection for the ith boundary and load condition, the
average of v for all the boundary and load conditions and the number of the boundary and load conditions,
respectively. The key point of the obtained results presented in Table 4 is that the SD and the SEM are very
negligible for any given nonlocal parameter, for the two-phase kernel with any given phase parameter £; and for
the modified kernel, for all the boundary and load conditions. This proves that the normalized deflection versus
the nonlocal parameter obtained from the 2D-NIET is very similar for all the boundary and load conditions.

As can be seen in Table 4, for both the two-phase kernel and the modified kernel, the SD and the SEM
increase as the nonlocal parameter increases. On the other hand, for the two-phase kernel, the SD and the
SEM decrease as the phase parameter £; increases. Thus, for a constant phase parameter &1, as the nonlocal
parameter increases, the nonlocal effect increases, v increases further above one, and the error increases for all
the boundary and load conditions. Also, for a constant nonlocal parameter, as the phase parameter £ increases,
the local effect is more pronounced, v decreases further to one, and the error decreases for all the boundary
and load conditions. The SD and the SEM for the modified kernel are also larger than those of £&; = 0.5 and
smaller than those of £&; = 0.75

The average normalized deflection vypeqn With its SEM is plotted versus the normalized nonlocal parameter
for the two-phase kernel with & = 0.25, 0.5, 0.75 and the modified kernel in Fig. 12. The main point here is
that the results from the 2D-NIET at x = 0.5 L are highly independent of the boundary and load conditions.
A more extensive study for other points along the beam length will be presented in the next section.

It can be concluded from Figs. 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9 that the normalized transverse deflection at x = 0.5 L obtained
from the NITB and the 2D-NIET more likely linearly varies versus the normalized nonlocal parameter for the
two-phase kernel with any phase parameter &£ and for the modified kernel. This can be verified by a regression
of minimum mean-squared error estimation for the normalized deflection. It should be noted that the fitting
curves have to intercept the point with 7 = 0 and v = 1, which means the deflection corresponds to the local
solution when the nonlocal parameter is zero. The fitting of the normalized deflection versus the normalized
nonlocal parameter is performed for the results of both the NITB and the 2D-NIET, for both the two-phase
kernel with different phase parameters & and the modified kernel, and for all the boundary and load conditions.
The obtained slope and the corresponding coefficient of determination R? are presented for each solution in
Table 5. Also, as an example, the fitting is presented for the normalized deflection versus the normalized
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Table 5 The variation slope of the normalized deflection versus the normalized nonlocal parameter and the corresponding
coefficient of determination R? for both the theories, different boundary and load conditions, and the two-phase and modified
kernels

Kernel 3;'1:()‘25 é'l: 0.5 $1= 0.75 kmod
Slope R? Slope R? Slope R? Slope R?
ffd NITBT 4.576 0.9872 2.547 0.9958 1.116 0.9995 2.449 0.8609
2D-NIET 4.762 0.9684 2.652 0.9947 1.169 0.9997 1.273 0.8558
cp NITBT 2.366 0.9999 1.335 0.9976 0.593 0.9934 0.314 0.8296
2D-NIET 4.717 0.9685 2.714 0.9940 1.203 0.9999 1.295 0.8440
cd NITBT 2.821 1.0000 1.579 0.9982 0.697 0.9935 0.525 0.8390
2D-NIET 4.739 0.9683 2.696 0.9937 1.198 0.9999 1.303 0.8414
fpd NITBT 2.771 0.9813 1.596 0.9877 0.718 0.9927 1.551 0.8565
2D-NIET 4.753 0.9697 2.621 0.9947 1.161 0.9998 1.343 0.8597
ssd NITBT 0.567 0.8265 0.360 0.8355 0.174 0.8431 0.538 0.8609
2D-NIET 4.584 0.9705 2.539 0.9940 1.135 1.000 1.412 0.8580
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Fig. 13 The fitting for the normalized deflection versus the normalized nonlocal parameter obtained from the NITBT (a) and the
2D-NIET (b), for both the two-phase kernel with different phase parameters £; and the modified kernel for the “ffd” condition

nonlocal parameter obtained from the NITB and the 2D-NIET, for both the two-phase kernel with different
phase parameters £ and the modified kernel and for the “ffd” condition in Fig. 13, which well shows a linear
variation of the normalized deflection versus the normalized nonlocal parameter.

As can be found in Table 5, for the 2D-NIET with the two-phase kernel, as the phase parameter £; increases,
R? tends to one and the linearity increases for all the boundary and load conditions. For the NITBT, the same
happens for the “ffd”, “fpd” and “ssd” conditions, but its reverse happens for the “cp” and “cd” conditions, i.e.,
as the phase parameter £ increases, the linearity reduces. The normalized deflection versus the normalized
nonlocal parameter obtained from the NITBT is not linear for the “ssd” condition. The modified kernel does
not also give a linear relation for the 2D-NIET and the NITBT for none of the boundary and load conditions.

4.3.4 Investigating the nonlocal behavior along the Beam length

The results of the previous sections were obtained at x = 0.5 L. It is also of interest to find where along the
beam length the previous results can be generalized and where they deviate from the previous interpretations.
Thus, the transverse deflection along the beam length is considered and is normalized with respect to the local
deflection at each point along the beam. It should be noted that the transverse deflection is zero at both ends of
the beam for the “ssd”, “fpd” and “ffd” conditions and at one end for the “cp” and “cd” conditions; thus, the
normalization cannot be done along the entire beam. Hence, the normalized deflection is reported for the beam
length in the range of 0.05 L—0.95 L. The nonlocal parameter is also chosen as t = 0.05 & for the 2D-NIET
and T = 0.05 L for the NITBT. The normalized transverse deflection is plotted versus the beam length for the
phase parameters &1 = 0.25, 0.5, 0.75 and for the modified kernel, for the beam conditions of “ffd”, “cp”,
“cd”, “fpd” and “ssd” in Figs. 14, 15, 16, 17 and 18, respectively. The parts (a) and (b) of each figure correspond
to the NITBT and the 2D-NIET, respectively.
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As can be seen in Figs. 14, 15, 16, 17 and 18, the softening is different at the points close to the beam ends
compared to that of the middle part of the beam for different boundary and load conditions. The main results
corresponding to each type of kernel can be discussed as the following:

Two-phase kernel

For the NITBT, the softening at the beam ends is larger than that of the middle part for the “ffd”, “fpd” and
“ssd” conditions. However, as the phase parameter & increases, the boundary effect reduces and a larger part
of the beam length shows the same softening, i.e., the same normalized transverse deflection is obtained. In
contrast to the “ffd” and “ssd” conditions for which the softening is symmetric with respect to the mid-beam
length, the softening for the “fpd” condition at the pinned end is much lower than that of the fixed end and is
similar to that of the middle part of the beam. As the phase parameter &| increases, the softening at the pinned
end becomes closer to that of the middle part so that they are almost the same for £&; = 0.75. For the “cp” and
“cd” conditions, the softening is larger at the fixed end compared to that of the free end and it more likely,
exponentially reduces from the fixed end to the free end so that the softening is practically the same along
the beam length except very close to its fixed end. The softening reduction is also suppressed as the phase
parameter & increases. It is also found that the results of the 2D-NIET are similar to those of the NITBT for
all the boundary and load conditions except for the “fpd” condition for which the softening at the pinned end
is larger than that of the fixed end for & = 0.25, while it is slightly smaller for £ = 0.5 and 0.75
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Modified kernel

For the NITBT and the “ffd” condition, the softening increases from the fixed end to the beam mid-length and
then it reduces. The results of the “cp” and “‘cd” conditions are similar to those of the two-phase kernel, but the
softening at the fixed end is negligibly larger than that of the mid-length. For the “fpd” condition, the softening
from the fixed end to the mid-length increases first and then reduces so that the softening at the mid-length is
smaller than that at the fixed end. The softening is then significantly reduces toward the pinned end. For the
‘ssd” condition, the softening is smaller at the beam ends than that of the mid-length but is still larger than one.
For the 2D-NIET, the boundary effect is negligible for the “ffd”, “cp” and “cd” conditions and the softening
is almost constant along the beam length. For the “fpd” and “ssd” conditions, a larger softening is predicted at
the pinned end and at the both ends, respectively, compared to the middle part. However, the boundary affected
zone is very small. Therefore, the modified kernel in the 2D-NIET shows no sensitivity to the free and fixed
boundaries but is sensitive to the pinned boundary.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, the bending behavior of the nonlocal nanobeams was studied employing the NITBT and the
2D-NIET and their results were compared. The equations of the NIET and the NITB, and a discussion on the
two-phase and modified nonlocal kernels and the boundary effect were presented. The finite element method
and the COMSOL code were used to solve the governing equations. The presented models and the numerical
procedure were verified with the existing exact and numerical solutions for the NITBT and the 2D-NIET. A
mesh sensitivity study was also performed for the beam with the “ffd” condition for the 2D local elasticity, the
2D-NIET and the NITBT. Five different boundary and load conditions were considered (abbreviated as ffd,
cp, cd, fpd and ssd), and the bending behavior was investigated based on the normalized transverse deflection.
For both the NITBT and the 2D-NIET and both the two-phase and modified kernels, a softening behavior
was found by increasing the nonlocal parameter for all the boundary and load conditions. In contrast to the
differential theory, there existed no paradoxical behavior for the “cp” and “cd” conditions in both the theories.
As it was expected, both theories showed a higher softening behavior for smaller phase parameters ;. Also,
as the phase parameter & increased, the rate of change of the transverse deflection with respect to the nonlocal
parameter decreased. For any boundary and load condition, and for any nonlocal parameter in the given range,
the normalized transverse deflection for the modified kernel never exceeded that of the two-phase kernel with
& = 0.25 in the NITBT and with £; = 0.5 in the 2D-NIET. The sensitivity of the 2D-NIET to the nonlocal
parameter was higher than that of the NITBT. In other words, despite the smaller values of the nonlocal
parameter for the 2D-NIET, a larger transverse deflection (i.e., more softening) was obtained in comparison
with the NITBT for any boundary and load condition except for the “ffd” condition. For both the modified
and two-phase kernels, the normalized transverse deflection obtained from the 2D-NIET for any nonlocal
parameter was almost the same for all the boundary and load conditions. To be more precise, the normalized
transverse deflection for all the boundary and load conditions can be considered the same and equal to their
average with the maximum SEM of 0.0036. Also, the linearity of the normalized transverse deflection versus
the nonlocal parameter was studied. It was revealed that for the two-phase kernel with any value of the phase
parameter &1, for all the boundary and load conditions and for both theories, except for the “ssd” condition
in the NITBT, v versus t can be considered linear with an acceptable error. Also, the modified kernel did not
give a linear relation for neither of the theories and none of the boundary and load conditions. In order to
generalize the aforementioned results (belonging to x = 0.5 L) along the beam length, the nonlocal behavior
was studied for almost the entire length of the beam (0.05 L—0.95 L). It was found that the end parts of the beam
which are close to the boundaries, show different softening behavior than the middle part. By increasing the
phase parameter &1, the boundary effects reduced and a larger portion of the beam showed the same softening.
Although the modified kernel in the 2D-NIET was sensitive to the pinned boundary, it was not sensitive to
the free and fixed boundaries, i.e., the softening was almost the same along the beam length. As indicated
by Eringen, the nonlocal parameter is a material property. Thus, the way it affects the deflection of the beam
must not change for different boundary conditions [83]. Over the recent decade, many attempts have been
made to show that for any boundary condition, the deflection of the beam increases by increasing the nonlocal
parameter. Although they have shown this by using different nonlocal models, only the overall trend has been
discussed, i.e., increasing deflection by increasing the nonlocal parameter. This is worthy to note that by using
the 2D-NIET, we have in detail shown in the present study that “if the nonlocal parameter is a material property,
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by increasing it, the deflection must increase with the same ratio for all the boundary conditions and through
the entire length of the beam” which has not been reported yet. The obtained results can be extended for
various important beam problems and also for structures composed of beams [92—100], and help for a better
understanding of the role of the key parameters of nonlocal theories. Also, similar comparative studies for
other behaviors of nanobeams such as buckling, vibration and wave propagation can be conducted for future
works. Moreover, other nonlocal theories for nanostructures such as the nonlocal plate and shell theories can
be compared to their nonlocal elasticity counterparts.
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