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Abstract

A new model of multi-temperatures for a generalized micropolar thermo-
elastic medium has been established in this paper. A medium is affected by
a gravitational field and two types of mechanical strip load (continuous load
and impact load). The technique called Laplace Fourier transform has been
utilized to obtain the analytical expressions of variables under deliberation.
The numerical and graphical illustration of the results has been carried out
to indicate the differences among one temperature model, the classical dual-
temperature model, and the hyperbolic dual-temperature model upon the
Lord and Shulman theory. Also, in the case of Coupled Theory (CT) and
Lord and Shulman theory (L-S), we discussed the effect of the gravitational
field and mechanical strip load. The most significant points are highlighted.
The current investigation has led us to deduce some particular cases of special
interest. When it comes to heat conduction’s new general model then this
study will be extremely beneficial in developing a better understanding of
the ingrained features.
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1 Introduction

The Coupling Theory of thermoelasticity (CT Theory) is the result of mutual
coupling between strain and thermal fields. As soon as the coupling fades, no
dependence is left between these two fields and thus rises the static problem. The
coupling effects were considered in the works of Lesson [12] and Weiner [34]. Tak-
ing the usual framework of linear coupled thermoelasticity into account, governing
equations of thermoelasticity comprises two types of equations namely “parabolic
equation (diffusion-type) of heat conduction” and “hyperbolic equation (wave-
type) of motion.” The close observation of classical theory reveals that in the case
of the energy equation, one particular part of its solution tends to infinity. Thus,
it can be inferred that when mechanical or thermal disturbances are present in
an “Isotropic homogeneous elastic medium” then even at infinite distances from
the disturbance source, there is an instant effect of these displacement and tem-
perature fields. It points out towards physically impossible phenomena of the
propagation’s velocity being infinite for a part of the solution. To overcome this
problem, Lord and Shulman [13] came up with heat conduction’s hyperbolic differ-
ential equation as a result of modifying Fourier’s heat conduction law. It includes
the time required for heat flow’s acceleration as well as necessary adjustments
that have been made for the coupling of strain and temperature fields. A dis-
cussion over this paradox in “Coupled Theory of thermoelasticity” has also been
carried out by Boley [3]. This ever-new theory is termed as “Generalized theory
of thermo-elasticity.” The contradiction regarding the propagation at infinite ve-
locity has been eliminated and instead, it now revolves around a comparatively
general linear functional relationship between temperature gradients and flow of
heat. The term generalized thermoelasticity stands for hyperbolic thermoelastic-
ity is now termed as generalized thermoelasticity according to which whenever
a body undergoes a thermo-mechanical load then its transmission proceeds in
the form of a wave throughout the body. A “Generalized dynamical theory of
thermoelasticity (LS theory)” has been proposed by Lord and Shulman by uti-
lizing Maxwell-Cattaneo law which introduces a single relaxation time to fulfill
the acceleration purposes of heat flow by generalizing the “Fourier’s equation of
heat conduction.” The model in a more general parameter, called two thermal
relaxation times was introduced by Green and Lindsay [10].

One can assume the micropolar elastic solids to be made up of dumbbell-
shaped molecules and these molecules may undergo a linear displacement and
rotation around their mass when collected together in the element. Subsequently,
the forces stress, as well as couple stress properties, might be present in the mi-
cropolar solids at the same time. As per the theory, a couple of stress vectors
and a force vector cause the transmission of load across a surface element and to
characterize this motion, six degrees of freedom are used in which three for micro-
rotation and the rest three for translation. A monography displays the historical
development of the theory of micropolar elasticity (see Eringen [8]). The micropo-
lar theory was extended to include thermal effects by Nowacki [16-18] (1966a,b,c),
Eringen [7]. The basic equations of the linear theory of micropolar thermoelas-
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ticity were derived by Tauchert et al. [33]. Several authors have directed their
efforts toward the investigation of problems in the micropolar isotropic thermoe-
lastic media by [2,14,15,19-21,25,26,31,32]. In the case of deformable bodies,
the heat conduction theory relies on dual temperatures namely thermodynami-
cal temperature T, and the conductive temperature 6, was established by Chen
and Williams [4]. The conductive temperature is because of thermal processes
and thermodynamical temperature is owing to mechanical processes which are
inherited between layers of elastic materials and their particles. Chen et al. [5]
specified that under certain conditions, equality may exist between these temper-
atures. The relation between these two temperatures is 7 = 6 — aV?20, generally.
In the case of time-dependent scenarios, there is a considerable difference be-
tween these temperatures. It is nothing but the temperature discrepancy (a),
parameter that separates the classical theory of thermoelasticity from the theory
of two-temperature. The theory of two-temperature generalized thermoelasticity
together with its uniqueness theorem was constructed by Youssef [35]. The im-
manent relations and the governing equation for the “Theory of two-temperature
generalized micropolar thermoelasticity” were derived by Ezzat and Awad [9]. In
multiple research works in [1,6, 11,22-24,27-30] the effect of different fields on
generalized thermoelastic problems.

The present problem discussed the 2D problem of a “micropolar thermoelastic
medium” with the multi-temperatures model in regards to Lord and Shulman’s
theory. A medium is affected by a gravitational field and two types of mechani-
cal stip load (continuous load and impact load). The analytical solutions for the
field variables of interest are obtained by using Fourier and Laplace transforms.
Numerically simulated results are obtained and presented graphically to depict
the effect of gravity parameter, continuous load and impact load, and the differ-
ence between the two-temperature models on wave propagation in a micropolar
thermoelastic.

2 Basic equations

Following Lord and Shulman [13], Tauchert et al. [3] and Youssef [10], the field
equations and the constitutive relations in micropolar generalized thermoelastic
solid without body forces, body couples and heat sources can be written as

2.1 The constitutive relations

0ij = Ny 0ij + 2peij + k (uj; — eijpdr) — vT6ij, (1)
mij = a@rr0ij + BYij +7Pj - (2)

2.2 The strain-displacement relation
1
€ij = 5 (u” + ujz) . (3)
2.8 The equations of motion

ojij + Fi = pug 4. (4)
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2.4 The couple stress equation of motion
(a+B+7)V(V:-9)i =7V x (V x 9)i + k(V X u) = 2kp = jppiu. (D)

2.5 The heat conduction equation with two-temperature

2

0 0
Kb = <6t T 5e

> (p CgT + Tol/ekk) , (6)

2.6 The equation of multi-temperatures
bo(0 —T) + c1(0, — Tiur) = (a + ¢*)0.44, (7)

where A and p indicate to the Lame’s constants, the elastic medium density is p,
K refers to the coefficient of thermal conductivity, the specific heat at constant
strain is Cg, the reference temperature is Tj, the thermodynamic temperature is
¢, the conductive temperature 7', the stress components are o, d;; is Kroneker
delta, k, a, B, are the material constants, ¢ is the micro rotation vector, m;; is
the couple stress tensor, j is the microinertia, u; is the displacement vector, &;;,
is the alternate tensor. The volume thermal expansion is v = (3A + 2u + k)ay, oy
the coefficient of linear thermal expansion, 7y is the relaxation time, and bg, c1,
a, ¢ are constants.

3 Formulation of the problem

Consider a homogeneous, isotropic, rotated thermoelastic half-space under
the purview of multi-temperatures theory. Rectangular Cartesian coordinates
are introduced having the surface of the half-space as the plane z = 0, with z-
axis pointing vertically downwards into the medium. The present formulation
is restricted to xz—plane and thus all the field variables are independent of the
space variable y. So the displacement vector v = (u,0,w), the microrotation
vector ¢ = (0,¢2,0), and the dilation is e = u, + w_. It is also assumed that
the plane is under the effect of the gravitational field with gravity force F; =
(Pgw 2,0, —pgu z).

Taking into account the above assumptions, the governed and constitutive
equations can be written in the form

0%u Oe 8(;52 8T 8w
82 0o oT ou
) 0
Jpdau =k (u - > + V22 — 2k, (10)
Ko ; = ( + 70 8t2> (pCET + Tovegs) (11)

82
<b0+01atQ>T: [(b()—i-cl > CL—i—C V2:|9 (12)
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Opzx = e+ (2u + k) % — T, (13)

oyy = e — VT, (14)

. =Xe+ (2n+ k) g—l: — T, (15)
ou ow

Ozz —/L&+(k+ﬂ)%+k¢2’ (16)
ow ou
Opa

Ty — a0 1

02

Mzy =775, (19)

4 Solution of the problem

For simplifications we shall use the following non-dimensional variables:

r_ Mo v PoCo
x; = Cox“ (u,w) i To (u, w),
2
AN r Oy ;) PCO
(t ’ TO) ="o (ta TO) 7Uij - VT[)’ 2 — VT() ¢27 (20)
1 7 pCEC, A2u+k
QITIZfQT I: 0 .. = 002:
( ’ ) TO( ) )7mz] CoVTom”’nO K -0 P

Egs. (18) - (21) take the following form (dropping the dashed for convenience)

de 0¢y 00 ow  0%u

2 gt g = 21
S L F P (21)
Oe 0¢oy 00 ou  Q*w
v2 ve g == 22
MVt e T e T a: Yar T o (22)
ou ow 82¢2
2
- G — gt 2 23
Vi — aspa + a5 <8z 895) hryoR (23)
0 0?
2 — -
V0—<8t+7'08t2)(T+a76), (24)
5 07 5 0 2\ . 22
bo+0177072 T = bo+6177072 - (a+c )nOV 0, (25)
ot ot
c2 C2 jpC2 v
where a; = IZJCrg’ @2 = 2225’ 43 = péé’ = 21:7780’% - ing’ % = ]p'vo’ a7 = p;(:fIO('

Introducing the displacement potentials ¢(z, z, t) and (z, 2z, t) which are
related to displacement components, we obtain
_0q O _0q Oy
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The problem is solved using the Laplace and Fourier transform defined by
f(z,2,0) = / f (@, 2,t) et (27)
0
f*(s,z,b) = / f(x,2,b) e da. (28)

Using Eqgs. (26)-(28) in Egs. (21)-(25), we get

(a1 + ag) (D* — §*) —b°] ¢* —isgyp* — T =0, (29)

[a1 (D? = 8%) = b°] 4" — asds +isgq” = 0, (30)

[D? — s — agh? — as] ¢5 + a5 (D* — %) p* =0, (31)

(D2 - 52) 0" + (b - Tob2) [T* + ay (D2 - 32) q*] =0, (32)

T* = [1—ag (D* — s%)] 0%, (33)
(aZ+c?)n2

bo+eingb?”
Substituting from Eq. (33) into Eqgs. (29)-(32), we obtain

where ag =

(N1D? — N3) ¢* + N3o* + (apD? — Ny) 6* = 0, (
(a1D* — N5) ¢* — azds + N3g* = 0, (35
(D* = Ng) ¢35 + a5 (D> — s°) ¢* =0, (
(N7D? — Ng)0* + No(D? — s*)¢* = 0, (
where D = d%, N1 = a1 + az, No = s%(ay + az) + b, N3 = isg, Ny = ags® + 1,
N5 = a152+b2, N6 = 52+a4+a6b2, N7 == 1+a0(7'0b2—b), Ng = N782— (Ton—b),

Ng = a7(b — 7'052).
Eliminating ¢3, ©* and 6* between Eqgs. (34) - (37), we obtain

(D® — A1 DS + AyD* — A3D? + Ay)q*(2) = 0. (38)
In similar manner we arrive at

(D® — A1 DS + AyD* — A3D? + Ay){d3(2),0%(2),v*(2)} = 0, (39)
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where
1
- Nyaiag — Nrai N7’
G3 = N9NsagNg — NaN5 N7 — Naai Ne N7 + Naasaz Ny,
G1 = NoaragNe + NgNsag — Noasazag — Naai N7 + Ngay Ny + Nyasaz Ny,
Gy = Nos*ayag — N1NsN7 — Nyay NgN7 — Niai Ns,
Ay = Ao(Gg + G4+ G5+ GG), A = AO(G1 + Gg),
G4 = Ngs®a1a9Ng + Ngs’a1 Ny — Noai Ny + Niasass® N7,
Az = Ao(G7 + G + Go), Ay = Ao(Gro + G11),
G5 = —N1 N5 NgN7 + Noa1 NyNg — N1a1 NgNs + NgN5 Ny + Nos? Nao,
G¢ = —NoasazNy — 2Ngasazs®ag + NyasazNg — Ny NsNg — Na N7,
G7 = Nys*NsNy — N2Ng — Nys*asazag + Niasazs®Ng — NaN5 N,
Gs = Nys*NsagNg — N2NgN7 + NoasazNg + Noasazs>Ny — Ny N5 Ng N,
Go = NoNsNyNg — NoNs NNy — Noa; NgNg — 2Noasazs> Ny + Nos2a; Ny N,
G1o = —N3NgNg + Naasazs®Ng + Ngs* N5 Ny N,
G11 = —Ngs*azas Ny — NoN5NgNg.

Ao

Egs. (38) and (39) can be factorized as:
(D? = k)(D? = k3)(D? = k3)(D® — k{){v*(2), ¢*(2), ¢5(2), 0°(2)} =0, (40)

where k2 (n = 1,2, 3,4) are roots of the characteristic Equations of (38) and (39).
The solutions of Egs. (38), (39) which bounded as (z — o0) are given by

4
(q*7 0*7¢*7 d);) (Z) = anl (17 Hln? H2n7H3TL) Mn exp (—an) . (41)

From Eq. (41) into Eq. (33) we get the component of conductive temperature

T* ()= Y HinMyexp(—ky2). (42)

Substituting from Eq. (41) into Eq. (26), with the aid of Eqgs. (27) and (28),
we obtain the components of displacements

(U*, w*) (Z) = Zi:l (H5n7 Hﬁn) Mn exXp (—an) ) (43)
e (2)= 3 My Hryexp(—hy2). (44)

Substituting from Eq. (20) into Eqgs. (13)-(19) and with the help of Eqgs. (26)-
(27) and (41)-(44), we obtain the components of stresses and tangential couple
stress

4
(O-;a;a U:za a;k;zv O-;kac) (Z) = Zn:l (H8n7 H9n7 HlOna Hlln) Mn €xXp (—an) 3 (45)

* * 4
(mwy’ mzy) (2) = Zn—1 (Hi2n, Hign) My exp (—knz) , (46)
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k+2u o _ ktp _ _
,DCS , '3 = pC’S’T4_ ng’TS_ -H13n_

]\f7]<72 —Ng N1k2 —No+ a0k2 —Ny)Hq as k2 —s2 Ho>
Hy, = 52_7;\[9]%217[—[271: “ (N3n ) *, Hzp = (ke ) n7H4n:[1_

a?(kr% - 52)]H1n7 Hs,, = is — anQny Hg,, = _kn - i5H2na H7, :Qk% - 327 Hg, =
riHrp+isroHsy — Hyp, Hop = 11 H7y — kproHey — Hap, Hi2, = %iSHzan, Hypp =
—13kn, Hsy +israHey + 15 Hsp, Hi1p = 1s73Hen — 14k Hsy — r5H3,, n=1,2,3, 4.

_ _A _
where r; = pot ro =

5 Boundary conditions

When boundary surface of half-space is subjected to mechanical strip load,
the boundary conditions on the surface at z = 0 are as follows:

0
Opz = Mgy =0, 04 = —p16 (z) F (1), gz =0, (47)

where p; is a constant, d(x) is the Dirac-delta function.
We consider two types of loads on the plane boundary, for which F is defined
below

Ft) = {H(t) for continuous load ’ (48)

0*(t) for impact load

where H(t) = et and 6*(t) is the heavside function.

5.1 Continuous load

Using the expressions of the variables considered into the above boundary
conditions Eqgs. (47), we can obtain the following equations satisfied by the pa-
rameters M, n =1,2,3,4:

ZilewnMn = 07

4
Z o Hyon My, =0,
n=1

4 p1
anngnMn = _z,

Zizl — kpHyyM,, = 0.

Invoking Eqs. (49), we obtain a system of four equations. After applying the
inverse of the matrix method, we have the values of the four constants M,, (n =
1,2,3, 4).

-1

M,y Hio1  Hioe Hios Hia 0
My | _ Hio1  Hizp Hizz  Hioa 0 (50)
M; Hgy  Hgy  Hgg  Hg -5

My kiHy1 koHyio ksHiz kaHig 0
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5.2 Impact load

We can obtain the following equations satisfied satisfied by the parameters M,
n=1,23,4:

4
Z - HiyonM,, =0,
n=1

4
> HigM, =0,
n=1

v (51)
Z . Hgn My = —p1,
n=1
4
Z — knHip, M, = 0.
n=1
Thus, we have the values of the four constants M,, (n =1,2,3, 4).
1
M,y Hiop1  Hio2 Hios Hios 0
My | _ Hi91  Hize Hizz Hio 0 (52)
M3 Hg Hgo Hgs Hg, —p1
My kiHy1 koHyio ksHiz kaHig 0

6 Special and particular cases

6.1Ifa=c=c =0, by =1, we get the model of one-temperature theory.

6.2Ifc=c1 =0, by =1, a > 0, we get the model of classical two-temperature
theory.

6.3Ifa =0 =0, cg =1, ¢ > 0, we get the model of hyperbolic two-
temperature theory.

6.4 Neglecting gravitational field effect i.e ¢ = 0 in Eqgs. (34)-(37), we get

(N1D? — No) ¢* + (apD? — Ny) 0* = 0, (53)
(a1D* = N5) ¢* — az¢s =0, (54)

(D? = Ng) ¢3 + a5 (D* — s*) " =0, (55)
(N7D* — Ng) 0* + Ng (D* — s*) ¢* = 0. (56)

Eliminating ¢* and 6* between Egs. (53) and (56), we obtain
(D' = BiD* + Bo){g (), 67(2)} = 0, (57)

The solutions of Eq. (57), which bounded as (z — 0o0) are given by

(@07 () =3 (1, H},) Ryexp (~hyz) (5)

where h? and h3 are roots of the characteristic equation of (57).
Also, eliminating ¢* and ¢% between Egs. (54) and (55), we obtain

(D' — E1D* + Ba){t*(2), ¢3(2)} = 0. (59)
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The solutions of Eq. (59), which bounded as (z — o0) are given by

(@ 07) (=) =3 (1L ) R exp(—hn2). (60)

where h3 and h3 are roots of the characteristic equation of (60).
The components of displacement, strain, stresses and tangential couple stress
are

u*(z) = ZizlisRn exp (—hpz) — Ziz3hmRm exp (—hmz), (61)

w* (2) = Zizl — hp Ry exp (—hpz) — Zjn:?)isRm exp (—hmz), (62)

e’ (z) = Zilegan exp (—hn2), (63)

05 ()= HiRuexp(~hnz) + 3. HipRpexp(—hnz), (64
o)=Y HinRuexp(~hn) + Y HiRmexp(—hmz),  (65)

03 () =3 HgRuexp(~hn2) + Y HiRmesp(~hmz),  (66)

0% () =Y HiRexp(—h2) + Y HinRmexp(~hpz),  (67)

m?, (z) = ZZZBH;‘mRm exp (—hm?) (68)

mty ()= 3 HipRmexp (~hn). (69)
where Hj, = N2 Hy = [1— ag(hn — 8)|H,, H3,, = “a=be py =
h: — 2, H; = riHz, — ros? — Hj H3 = —isrohy,, Hi, = rH;, — roh? —
H3., H} . = isrohy, HS, = —rsgishy, — r4ishy,, HE, = rsh2 + rys® + r5H3,,
HZ, = —isrshy, —israhy,, HE,, = rah2, + r3s? — rsHs,, H7, = %, Hg,, =

—isyndhm H3
—IRI e em = 1,2, m = 3, 4.
PC()

7 Inversion of the transforms

The transformed displacements, the conductive and thermodynamic temper-
atures, components of stress, the couple stress, and the micro-rotation are the
functions of z and the b and s parameters of Laplace and Fourier transforms,
respectively, and thus take the form f(z,s,b). The methods described below are
used to attain the solution of the problem (existing in the physical domain) by
inverting the Fourier and Laplace transforms (see Shaw and Mukhopadhyay [30]).

8 Numerical results and discussions

The analysis is conducted for a magnesium crystal-like material. Following
reference Othman et al. [24], the values of physical constants are:
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To =298K°, A =9.4x10°Nm=2 k=1.0x10"Nm=2, 4 = 4.0 x 101°Nm~2,
p1 = 10, p = 1.74 x 103kg/m3, v = 0.779 x 107°N, j = 0.2 x 1071"m?2, Cp =
1.04x10%kgm =3, K = 1.7x10%Jm s~ deg™!, ay = 7.4033x10" 7K1, ¢t = 0.02s,
70 = 0.1s, x = 0.1m.

The roots of the characteristic equations of (38), (39), are obtained by using
the Matlab program. The comparisons have been made in regards to two theories
of thermoelasticity, namely; (L-S) and (CT) theories in three situations:

(i) The difference among one temperature model, classical two-temperature
model, and the hyperbolic two-temperature model.

(ii) With and without gravitational field [¢ = 9.8 and g = 0.0].

(iii) Dual mechanical loads [Impact load and continuous load].

Figures 1-6 display the component of displacement u, the conductive temperature
¢, the stress components 0., 0.z, the couple stress mz, and the micro-rotation
¢9 distributions, respectively, for the three models: one temperature model (solid
line), classical two-temperature model (large dashes line), and hyperbolic two-
temperature model (dots line). In fig. 1, the thermal displacement u in oppo-
sition to distance z has been plotted for different models. It is visible that the
displacement u for the classical two-temperature model is greater than that of
the two other models. Fig. 2 depicts the variation of the conductive tempera-
ture and the thermodynamic temperature, respectively, in regards to distance z.
From these figures we see that the classical two-temperature model has a larger
value than that of the two other models. The hyperbolic two-temperature model
agrees with one temperature model, where the conductive temperature and the
thermodynamic temperature waves vanish before the classical two-temperature
model. Figs. 3 and 4 depict the distributions of stresses 0., 04, in regards to
the distance z, for various models. We have noticed that the stress o,., favors
the problem of boundary condition as it gets initiated from zeros, then it attains
its maximum point and later falls to zeros as the distance z increases. In Figs. 5
and 6, the classical two-temperature model has a smaller value than that of the
two other models. In these figures, the couple stress mg, and the micro-rotation
¢2 have similar behaviors.

Figs. 7-12 show comparisons between the physical quantities with the distance
z, at two different values of gravity (with gravity effect g = 9.8 and without gravity
effect ¢ = 0.0), concerning two theories of thermoelasticity namely: Lord and
Shulman theory (LS theory), and the coupled theory (CT). Fig. 7 investigates
the variation of the displacement component w, versus z. It can merely be noted
that the gravity parameter displays a decreasing impact on the magnitudes of u.
Fig. 8 displays the variation of the conductive temperature 8, against the distance
z. It can be noted that the gravity parameter implies an increasing effect on the
magnitude of 6. Figs. 9 and 10 investigate the variation of the stress components
Ozz, Ogz, Versus z. It can be seen that the gravity parameter shows a decreasing
effect on the magnitudes of o,, and o,,. The stress components o,, and o,
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satisfy all the boundary conditions. Figs. 11 and 12 depict the variation of the
couple stress mg, and the micro-rotation ¢ in regards to z—axis. It can be seen
that the gravity parameter displays an increasing effect on the magnitude of my,
and ¢o.

Figs. 13-18 display how the variables under consideration vary under the
application of mechanical loads (impact load and continuous load) when ¢ = 0.02
and g = 9.8. In each graph, there are four curves anticipated by the two theories
L-S and CT considered in this work. These figures provide the necessary evidence
for the fact that even with different values of amplitude, all the models might act
similarly. Fig. 13 displays how the component of displacement u varies against the
distance z. It can be noticed that in the case of continuous load, the displacement
values u are comparatively small as compared to the impact load in the range
0 < z < 3.4, whereas values remain the same for the two cases at z > 3.4. In
fig. 14 the impact load has a greater effect on the conductive temperature 6 in
comparison to those for the continuous load. Figs. 15 and 16 study fluctuation
of the stress components o,,, 0., against z—the axis. From these figures, the
values for the components of stress o, and o, are affected by the two different
mechanical loads. It is clearly visible that in the case of the two theories, the
values for the component of tangential stress o, initiates from a zero satisfying
the boundary conditions. Figs. 17 and 18 explain that variation of the couple
stress my, and the micro-rotation ¢ against the distance z. It is clear that in the
case of continuous loads, the magnitudes of m,, and ¢2 are smaller in comparison
to the magnitudes of impact load for 0 < z < 4. It is observed that the couple stress
and the micro-rotation began from zeros which favorable the problem boundary
conditions.

9 Conclusions

In the bodywork of this paper, a problem of a “Homogeneous micropolar
thermoelastic half-space” with multi-temperatures concerning the theory of gen-
eralized thermoelasticity has been proposed by Lord and Shulman. On the basis
of the results obtained above, it can be concluded that:

1. It is noticed from the figures that the gravitational field plays a significant
role in all the field quantities.

2. The figures successfully manifest the phenomenon of propagation at finite
speeds.

3. The comparison of various theories of thermoelasticity has been carried out,
i.e. (LS) theory and (CT) Theory.

4. It is evident from the figures that, there are significant differences among the
one temperature model, classical two-temperature model, and hyperbolic
two- temperature model.
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5. The field quantities are very sensitive to the applied mechanical loads (con-

tinuous load and impact load).

6. An extensive spectrum of problems in thermodynamics can be efficiently
dealt with using the method mentioned in this article.
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