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ABSTRACT

This thesis intends to contribute to the computational methods for wave propagations. We
review an implicit time integration method, the Bathe method, that remains stable without
the use of adjustable parameters when the commonly used trapezoidal rule results in
unstable solutions. We then focus on additional important attributes of the scheme. We
present dispersion properties of the Bathe method and show that its desired characteristics
for structural dynamics are also valuable for wave propagation problems. A dispersion
analysis using the CFL number is given and the solution of some benchmark problems
show that the scheme is a method for general use for structural dynamics and wave
propagations. Finally, we propose a new explicit time integration method for the analysis of
wave propagation problems. The scheme has been formulated using a sub-step within a
time step to achieve desired numerical damping to suppress undesirable spurious
oscillations of high frequencies. With the optimal CFL number, the method uses about 10%
more solution effort as the standard central difference scheme but significantly improves
the solution accuracy and a non-diagonal damping matrix can directly be included. The
stability, accuracy and numerical dispersion are analyzed, and solutions to problems are
given that illustrate the performance of the scheme.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

In the solutions of structural dynamics and transient wave propagation problems, direct
time integration with finite elements is widely used and can be categorized into two groups:
explicit and implicit methods. The method is explicit unless the solution procedure requires

factorization of the “effective stiffness” matrix, in which case it is implicit [1-3].

In general, each method type has its own advantages and disadvantages. Implicit methods
can be designed to have unconditional stability, so that the time step size can be selected
solely based on the characteristics of the problem at hand. However, implicit methods
require much larger computational costs per time step than explicit methods do, since
explicit methods can be designed to require only vector calculations with the diagonal mass
matrix. However, an explicit method can only be conditionally stable. Hence, explicit
methods can be very effective when the time step size required by the stability limit is
either greater than or not much less than that required to describe the problem, as in wave

propagation analyses, for example [1-5].

However, the solutions of the transient wave propagation using the above procedures may
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deteriorate due to dissipation and dispersion errors, which are caused by spatial and
temporal discretization [1]. Spurious oscillations, especially for high wave numbers, ruin
the accuracy of the solution [6—11]. These oscillations are from dispersion error, which is
also related to Gibb’s phenomenon or pollution effect. As a wave travels, the errors from
the difference between numerical wave velocities and physical wave velocity accumulate,
also affecting the dissipation error by dispersing the wave, whereby the solution becomes

morc <rroncous.

Hence, there has been a considerable effort to reduce the dispersion errors. First, by
improving spatial discretization, dispersion errors can be reduced. Most straightforwardly, a
fine.mesh with a very small time step size can be used. This strategy requires that the time
step be selected carefully, depending on the element size; otherwise, the solution errors
remain large, even with a fine mesh [1, 12, 13]. Different types of higher-order spatial
discretization [14-24] may be used to improve the solution accuracy. However, the use of
higher-order spatial discretization can be very computationally expensive and may not have

the generalizability of the traditional finite element procedures using low order elements.

The errors from spatial and temporal discretization appear concurrently, and they affect
each other in the solutions of transient wave propagation. Dispersion errors from spatial
discretization, temporal discretization, and the coupled influence of both discretization

errors have been analyzed for some cases [25-30]. Analyses of these errors have led to the

12



use of linear combinations of consistent and lumped mass matrices [26, 31-35]. By
balancing the effect of the consistent and lumped mass matrices, these approaches may
considerably reduce the dispersion error in one dimensional analysis. However, by this
technique alone, good accuracy in general higher dimensional wave propagation problems

1s difficult to achieve.

Other approaches have been introduced to minimize dispersion errors. These use the mass
and stiffness matrix from the modified integration rule [30, 35, 36] and shift the numerical
integration points from conventional Gauss or Gauss-Lobatto integration points in the
calculation of mass and stiffness matrices. However, different integration rules than those
commonly used have been proposed, and these rules may also depend on the material

properties, which renders these approaches impractical.

To improve the solution of wave propagation problems, another category of approaches
have been introduced that filters the resulted spurious modes. First, to minimize spurious
oscillations by pre/post-processing, a digital filter [37] and time integration for the filtering
stage [35, 38] have been introduced. However, the filters are only applicable to specific
points in space and time. Hence, these techniques do not lend themselves to analyses
requiring a solution for all times and over the complete solution domain, for example, for

making a movie of the calculated displacements and stresses.
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Numerical dissipations are used in many direct time integration methods to improve the
solution by suppressing high frequency spurious wave modes [1, 2, 39, 40]. Using this
strategy, accurate solutions are difficult since the introduced numerical dissipation should
be large enough to suppress the high frequency spurious waves, while good accuracy for
the low frequency waves should be simultaneously ensured. However, this approach can be
very effective since the solution procedure does not require any additional computational
cost and can be used for structural dynamics and wave propagation problems in a uniform

manner.

A number of implicit time integration methods have been proposed, the trapezoidal rule and
the alpha methods are now being the most commonly used [1, 41]. As is well known, the
trapezoidal rule is unconditionally stable in linear analysis, second-order accurate, and,
regarding time integration errors, shows no amplitude decay and acceptable period
elongation [1]. However, the dispersion errors in the high frequency modes may ruin the
solutions significantly in the wave propagation analysis since the trapezoidal rule is non-
dissipative. Moreover, the method may become unstable in nonlinear analyses, in which
case momentum and energy are clearly increased. Hence, researchers have sought more

effective time integration schemes.

To introduce some damping into a time integration method, adjustable parameters are
employed, and this approach has been used in the design of the alpha methods [41]. In these

methods, the parameters have to be selected based on the characteristics of the problem

14



solved. Since inappropriate parameters may result, adjustable parameters itself may render

the approach ineffective.

Recently, the Bathe method [42—44] has been presented and shown to result in remarkably
accurate solutions by having damping properties to limit the solution error for physical
wave modes, and by almost discarding the high spurious modes [45]. With its optimal CFL
number, the method results in very small numerical dispersion error in all the participating
wave modes by practically eradicating the high spurious modes, which cannot be well
represented spatially. Furthermore, the capabilities in structural dynamics and unconditional
stability render the Bathe method very attractive as a general method for structural

dynamics and wave propagation problems [42—46].

Among explicit methods, the central difference method is still the most widely used scheme.
It has the highest stability limit of any second-order accurate explicit method [47, 48]. The
central difference method uses a matrix factorization for systems with a non-diagonal
damping matrix [49, 50]. However, since the central difference method is a non-dissipative
method, the solution accuracy can be ruined by the dispersion errors in the high frequency

modes.

The development of dissipative explicit methods has been heavily pursued [51], and
schemes have been presented by Newmark [52], Chung and Lee [3], Zhai [53], Hulbert and

Chung [4] and Tchamwa and Wielgosz [54]. The Tchamwa-Wielgosz method, Newmark
15



explicit method, and the Zhai explicit scheme with high-frequency dissipation are only first
order accurate, and the latter two decrease the solution accuracy in the low frequency
domain.. Comparative studies [55, 56] show that the remaining dissipative explicit methods
are second-order accurate but often provide less accurate solutions than the Tchamwa-

Wielgosz method.

This thesis presents a study of the Bathe method for structural dynamics and wave
propagation problems, demonstrating that the characteristics that the Bathe method
possesses are valuable, and then presents a novel and improved explicit time integration
method for wave propagation analysis. In Chapter 2, the characteristics of the Bathe
method in linear structural dynamics are reviewed and discussed. In Chapter 3, the
properties of the Bathe method in the solution of wave propagation problems are analyzed.
In Chapter 4, based on Chapters 2 and 3, a new explicit time integration method for wave
propagation for significantly improved solutions is proposed. We note that most of the
presented content in this thesis is similar (and in parts identical) to that published in their

previous papers [44, 45, 57]
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Chapter 2
A review of an implicit time integration

scheme in structural dynamics

This Chapter comprises a study of the Bathe method in structural dynamics, comparing its
performance with the trapezoidal rule and two additional members of the Newmark family
of methods that may be considered for solutions. First, the basic equations of the Bathe are
briefly reviewed and some basic properties of the time integration method are presented.
Then, the scheme is applied, along with the other methods, in the solution of a simple linear
“model problem” to illustrate some important and valuable properties of the method,

increasing insight into the method [44].

2.1. The basic equations of the Bathe method

The governing finite element equations, in linear analysis, to be solved are

MU+CU+KU=R , (2.1)

17



with initial conditions where Uand R are the nodal values of the solution and the vector
of externally applied nodal forces, and M, C, Kare the mass, damping and stifthess
matrices, respectively. The time integration scheme obtains the solutions at time ¢+ Af
using some previously calculated solution variables up to time t, with the predefined time

step size Atr.

In the Bathe method, the complete time step At consists of two equal-length sub-steps.
The trapezoidal rule is used in the first sub-step, and in the second sub-step the 3-point

Euler backward method is employed. The resulting equations are

t+At/2U___ IU+|:%jl( Iﬂ+l+Al/'.’I"J) , (22)
t+A1/2 t At Iy , +M2Y

U= U+[Z}( U +58) 2.3)
I+AIU=itU__4_t+At/2U+it+AtU , (2.4)

At At At

and

t+mﬁ=_1__l(]_il+m/2ﬁ+iz+ml'j ) (25)

At At At

18



Equations (2.2) to (2.5), with the equilibrium at time r+Ar/2 and ¢+ At, result in the

time-stepping equations as

(Al_sz"‘%C"'K) ARy - NR (2.6)
where
e ‘*A‘/ZR+M(;—[62‘U+%‘U+’U)+C(% fum) , )
9 M 3 C+K HNU—HNﬁ 2.8
G My CHR =R oo
and

t+AtR — t+AtR+M(1_22 ’+AI/2U—iZ 1U+i r+At/2U___L IU)'FC(—‘}— t+At/2U__L tUJ (29)
At At At At At At

Eqgs. (2.6) and (2.8) are used successively for each time step to solve for the required
solution over the complete time domain considered with the initial conditions
corresponding to initial time known. Prior to the time integration, a time step Af is
defined, and the “effective stiffness matrices” defined in Egs. (2.6) and (2.8) are factorized.
For each time step, the calculation of the effective load vectors and forward-reductions and

back-substitutions are performed [1].
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Table 2-1 Step-by-step solution using the Bathe integration method

A. Initial calculation
1. Form stiffness matrix K, mass matrix M, and damping matrix C
2. Initialize °U,°U and °U.
3. Select time step Ar and calculate integration constants:

L6 a9
O AR YA 2OAR A

. 12 3 1
a4:2a1’ a5=Z;2-’ aéz_.A?’ 07:——&[—

4. Form effective stiffness matrices K, and K2 :
Kl =K+agM+aC; K2 =K+a,M+a,C
5. Triangularize K, and K,: K,=LDL; K,=L,D,L,.

B. For each time step:
<First sub-step>
1. Calculate effective loads attime ¢+ Azr/2:

HAPR —HNPR L Mg, 'U+a, 'U+0)+C (q,'U+'T)
2. Solve for displacements at time ¢+ Ar/2:
L1D1L€ t+A1/2U :Hm/zﬁ
3. Calculate velocities at time 7+ Af/2:
) al(m,sz 0 5)) 0
4. Ifrequired, evaluate accelerations at time ¢+ As/2:
t+Az/ZI'-'I - al(z+m/2l'j _tU) —’ﬁ
<Second sub-step>
1. Calculate effective loads attime ¢+ Ar:
HAR =UMR £ M(a, "YU + a,'U + a, 4?0 +a, V) + C (g,""*"*U +4,'U)
2. Solve for displacements at time ¢+ Ar/2:
LzDzLT2 t+AzU =t+Atﬁ
3. Calculate velocities and accelerations at time ¢+ Ar/2:
t+Az['J =_a7zU _alt+At/2U+a3t+AtU

. . o) .
t+AIU — a7IU _ a1t+At U+ a3t+AtU

20



The same effective stiffness matrix in Egs. (2.6) and (2.8) may be advantageous to use in

linear analysis. The same effective stiffness matrix is achieved by using the value

(2—\/5) At instead of 1/2 At in splitting the full time step Az, (see ref. [42]). In that

case, the equilibrium equations are considered at time t+(2—\/§)At , and only one

factorization of an effective stiffness matrix is required. In addition, less memory is needed

if the matrix can be kept in-core.
On the other hand, in nonlinear analysis, the use of the different effective stiffness matrices
in each sub-step does not increase the solution effort. This is because, in nonlinear analysis,

Newton-Raphson iterations are used with new tangent stiffness matrices in each iteration.

The resulting solution procedure of the Bathe method is summarized in Table 2.1.

2.2. The stability and accuracy properties

Some properties of the method can be analyzed through the following equation [1]:

t+AL 20 !

X X
At - .
t+ tx =A tx +Lat+At/2r+th+Alr , (29)
A
t+ t‘x !x

where A is the integration approximation and L, and L, are load operators.
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—40AH(24¢ +T0AY) o 2888 +14£0° AP — 1440 AL+ 50°AP + 485 0 AL )
A=| —4A{-12+ 0’ A) 144 — 4T AP — 8E* AP — 24E wAt
4AF (7 +2£wA) Ar(144 - 507 AP + 80 wAL +168°07 AP )

" (24£0A1 +190° A —144)
' Al(-96 - 24£ 0 AL + 0° Ar*) , (2.10)
~190°Ar? + 144 + 168E wAL + 4852w’ A = 2E 0’ AP

—40A1(24£ +TwAr)
—4A1(-12+ 0AF) |, (2.11)
4A¢% (7 +2EwAt)

L,=—|3Ar|, (2.12)
2 AtQ

with

B, =16+8EwA +&° A%, By =9+ 6E0At + @ AP, (2.13)

@ and ¢ are the natural frequency and the damping ratio, respectively. The spectral radii

of various methods for case & =0 are shown in Fig. 2-1.
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Figure 2-1

Spectral radii of approximation operators, case & = 0, for various methods;

P(A)=1.0 for the Newmark trap. rule and when a=1/2,6=1/2 in the Newmark

method

The equations used in the Newmark schemes are [1]

e 4] =‘ﬂ+[(1—6)’ﬂ+5’*“’ﬁ] At

and

“U="U+ ’UAt-t—[(%—a) U+a '“"I"J]Atz,

where the parameters « and & used are given in Fig. 2-1.

(2.14)

(2.15)

An important point is that the Bathe method gives the value of p(A) almost 1.0 up to

At/T ~0.1, and the value rapidly decreases thereafter. This shows a very desirable
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property of time integration since it indicates unconditional stability, highly accurate
integrations up to Az/7T is 0.1, and, thereafter, strong numerical damping in the response
for which At/ T is larger than about 0.3. It is observed that the use of 2—+2 instead of

1/2 for the splitting of the time step results in practically the same curve of p(A). The

properties of the method for the various splitting ratios are discussed in Appendix Al.

The amplitude decays and period elongations are shown in Figures 2-2 and 2-3,
respectively, which show the accuracy properties of the scheme. Very small amplitude
decay and period elongation are observed in the Bathe method for reasonable time step
values. For example, the solution accuracy for period calculations in the Bathe method with

At /T =0.1 is similar to that of the trapezoidal rule with Ar/7T =0.07.

Moreover, the numerical damping shown by its spectral radii (Fig. 2-1) results in improved
stability characteristics in nonlinear analyses [42, 43]. Section 2.3 presents a discussion of
the importance of this numerical damping, which is very small for reasonable Af/T

values and is large for large Ar/7 wvalues, in linear structural dynamics analysis.
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Figure 2-2  Percentage period elongations for various methods
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Figure 2-3  Percentage amplitude decays for various methods; results for Newmark

(trapezoidal rule) and Newmark (o =1/2, 6 =1/2) are identical
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2.3. A demonstrative solution

This Section considers the solution of a simple three degree-of-freedom spring system, as
shown in Fig. 2-4, to deepen insight into the Bathe method. Since the prescribed
displacements are applied on node 1 over time, as given in Figure 2-4, the governing

equation for the unknown displacements u, and u,is

I I iy Y
0 my||u —k, k, U 0

where the reaction becomes

R =myu, +ku —ku,. (2.17)
]C] k-z
my mo ms
PTTIWeTIWe
U1 = sinw,t U9 us

Figure 2-4  Model problem of three degrees of freedom spring system
=10k =1,m=0,m =1m=1, w,=1.2

Note that this very simple problem is used as a “model problem” to represent a much more

complex structural system that includes the stiff and flexible parts. For example, the left
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very stiff spring in the model problem represents almost rigid connections or penalty
factors used, while the right flexible spring is used to represent the flexible parts of the

complex structural model.

An important point is that the almost rigid parts in the complex model, which are frequently
idealized by artificially stiff truss or beam elements, play an important role; however, the
detailed response within these parts should not frequently be included in the overall system
response. This is because, in practice, the highly stiff parts have often no physical meaning,
simply being used to provide constraints. Hence, a response that corresponds to very high

artificial frequencies would not be included in a mode superposition analysis.

The stiff spring could be idealized as a rigid link reducing the system to only two degrees
of freedom. However, in practice, such stiff elements are varied in many parts of complex
finite element models and may not be reducible. The system in Fig. 2-4 is used as a “model
system” to study the behavior of the numerical solution for such complex structural systems

when obtained by the direct integration schemes.

As must typically be done in a complex many degrees-of-freedom structural analysis, zero
initial conditions for the displacements and velocities at nodes 2 and 3 are used, and the
system is solved for the response over 10 seconds. For the solution, the time integrations

are applied to Eq. (2.16), and the reaction is calculated using Eq. (2.17).
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Figure 2-6  Displacement of node 3 for various methods
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Figure 2-7  Velocity of node 2 for various methods (the static correction gives the nonzero
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Figure 2-8  Velocity of node 3 for various methods
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In addition, the time step used is At = 0.2618; therefore we have At /7T, = 0.05,
At /Ty = 0.0417, and At/ T, =130.9, where T3, T, and T, are the natural periods of

the system in Eq. (2.17) and the period of the prescribed motion at node 1, respectively.

The calculated solutions are given in Figures 2-5 to 2-13. In these figures, we also give a
“reference solution,” which is obtained in a mode superposition solution, using only the
lowest frequency mode plus the static correction as is typically done in a practical analysis
for a many degrees-of-freedom model (of course, in practice, the number of low frequency

modes used depends on the problem at hand) [1].

The calculated responses given in the figures indicate that the Bathe method performs very
well while others provide inaccurate solutions, in particular for the acceleration at node 2
and the reaction. The trapezoidal rule shows “practically” instability in the calculation of
the reactions and accelerations, (see Fig. 2-12). On the other hand, the Bathe method
calculates the solutions very accurately without the adjustment of any parameter. Only for
the first time step is there an “undershoot” as shown in Figs. 2-10 and 2-13 while, of course,
this undershoot can also be removed by setting the initial conditions to excite only the
physical mode. (See Appendix A2 for details). The important point to note is that the
method performs as a mode superposition analysis is performed: it does not include the
high frequency mode to the total responses, which is artificial due to modeling, so that the

calculated response becomes accurate.
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Figure 2-11  Acceleration of node 3 for various methods

This feature of the method is valuable for practical analyses, and valid for both linear and
nonlinear analysis. Only a simple model problem was considered in order to focus on the
essence of the characteristics of the method; however, the same conclusions can be applied

solving a large finite element models in practical analysis.
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Figure 2-13  Reaction force at node 1 for various methods
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2.4. Concluding remarks

Complex finite element systems with flexible and very stiff parts are frequently used in
practice, where the stiff part may only model constraints. In solutions with appropriately
chosen time step size, the direct time integration methods are used for all coupled degrees

of freedom over the time domain.

In this Chapter, the performance of the Bathe method is studied for structural dynamics. In
particular, to represent the essence of such complex flexible/stiff systems, we considered a
simple two degree-of-freedom “model problem” to study the numerical solutions using the
trapezoidal rule, two other direct time integration schemes from the Newmark family of

methods, and the Bathe method.

The response from the Bathe method was obtained as in a mode superposition analysis.
Numerical damping properties in the Bathe method damped out the artificial high
frequency modes so that it is not included as errors in the solutions. As is desired in practice,
only the physical mode that is excited is accurately included in the response together with

the static correction in the solution of the Bathe method.

On the other hand, the other methods used, and in particular the trapezoidal rule, provided
inaccurate solutions. Although numerical damping is included in one Newmark method, the

solution errors are large.
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Here, to focus on the essence of desired properties of time integration in structural
dynamics, the study was deliberately limited to not include time integration techniques for
which numerical parameters need to be chosen, such as the alpha-method [41]. We believe
that the simple “model problem” considered in this Chapter would be valuable to analyze

the other procedures for structural dynamics.
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Chapter 3

On an implicit time integration scheme in

the analysis of the wave propagations

In this Chapter, the Bathe method for wave propagation problems is discussed, and it is
shown how the desired properties for structural dynamics can also be valuable for wave
propagation problems. Dispersion properties of the Bathe method and the trapezoidal rule
with linear spatial discretization for 1-D and 2-D cases are studied. Based on the dispersion
analysis, it is demonstrated that the scheme’s properties, which are valuable for structural
dynamics, can be valuable for wave propagations; subsequently, the performances of the

scheme, with the trapezoidal rule, are evaluated through numerical examples.

3.1. A dispersion analysis

This Section offers an analysis of dispersion errors resulting from spatial discretization

coupled with temporal discretization of the Bathe method and the trapezoidal rule. These
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dispersion errors can be analyzed by employing the scalar wave governed by

——c:Vu=0 , (3.1

where u is the field variable and ¢, isthe wave velocity. Here, the main consideration is

the dispersion associated with the propagations of disturbances; therefore, body forces are

not considered. The associated finite element approximation system gives

MU+ KU =0, (3.2)

where K and M are the stiffness and mass matrices, and for element () with volume V™,

M©=[ H"H ay, (3.3)

K™ = j

V(m)

(VH™) (VE™) ar ™, (3.4)

and H" and U are the shape function matrix and the discretized field variable,

respectively.
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Egs. (2.2)-(2.5) with Eq. (3.2) at time ¢, t+At/2 and ¢+ Ar can be rewritten in a linear

multistep form representing the Bathe method as

(72M +8¢; APK ) “VU +(-144M + 5¢; AP K ) U

+(72M+5¢; APK )'U=0. (3.5)

CoAl

Using the definition of the CFL number, CFL = , where A is the “characteristic

length” of a finite element (or fundamental length used) [1], Eq. (3.5) becomes

(72M +8yK)"¥U +(-144M + 5yK)""**U

+(72M +57K)'U =0, (3.6)

where y =CFL*/°.

For the Newmark method, using the equilibrium at time ¢— Az, ¢t and 7+ Af, and Egs.
(2.14) and (2.15), and the same equations for the solution at time ¢, we get the linear

multistep form of the Newmark method (for the case 6=1/2)as
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(M+ac; APK )" U +(-2M+(1-2a)c; A’K )'U
+(M+ac APK) “U=0 (3.7)

or

(M+ayK)*U+(2M+(1-2a)yK)'U

+(M+ayK) “U=0. (3.8)

With a=1/4, the equations for the Newmark trapezoidal rule are obtained. The above

equations may indicate that the computational cost in the Bathe method is twice that used in
the Newmark method, since in the Bathe method, the solution at the half step is used;
however, as demonstrated in Section 3.2, this is not the case when solutions of optimal

accuracy are sought.

3.1.1. A dispersion error analysis in the 1D case

i(kyx—ayt)

The general solutions of Eq. (3.1) have the form of Ae in the 1-D case, where o,
is the frequency of a wave mode and &, =@, /c, is the corresponding wave number. A

wave mode of an approximated system takes the form [30]

~

u=A, ", (3.9)
k
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where @ and k=w/c are the approximated (numerical) frequency and the
corresponding wave number, respectively. The approximated wave speed ¢ is different

from the exact wave speed ¢, . In addition, the difference is a function of the wave number;

therefore, this difference results in artificial dispersion. In addition, for unconditionally
stable implicit methods, the amplitude of the numerically calculated wave typically
decreases due to its numerical damping [1]. The Newmark trapezoidal rule is an exception
since the scheme does not possess any numerical damping. In the following Sections, it is
demonstrated that the damping properties in the Bathe method enable remarkably accurate

solutions.

Considering a regular mesh with nodes equally spaced by Ax along the x axis, the

solutions to the approximated system at time ¢+#nAf and location x+#n Ax become

n,Af _ i(kn Ax—wnAr)
i =Ae

X

(3.10)

.y eikAx(n,—n,(CFL)(c/co))
—

where the subscript and superscript denote the nodal value at 7, Ax and time n,Af.

For the 2-node element, the corresponding mass matrix M and stiffness matrix K of the
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finite element equations are

2 1 0 0
1 4 1 ... 0O
M=210 1 4 1 : (3.11)
6 |. . .
0 1 2
and
1 -1 0 0
. -1 2 -1 ... 0
K=—|0 -1 2 -1 o (3.12)
0 -1 1

An implicit relation can be obtained between CFL, c¢/c,, wave number k, and the

element size Ax of the Bathe method by substituting Egs. (3.10)—(3.12) into Eq. (3.6) with
h=Ax and looking into an equation associated with a middle node. The dispersion error
with respect to the wavelength A and the element size used are given in Fig. 3-1. See
Appendix A.3 for discussion of numerical wavelength and phase velocity with respect to

the time step size.

An important point is that there is no CFL number that makes every wave mode have the
same wave speed. This can be demonstrated as follows. After taking Taylor expansion on
the explicit relation between CFL, c/c,, k, and Ax with respect to kAx, the
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polynomial expression of the relative wave speed error is obtained as

TG _ ! (41CFI2 - 48 (kAx)2+—1 X
\
o 1152 13271040 i (3.13)

(28363CFL' —59040CFL’ +6912)(kAx)* + O ((kAx)®)

From Eq. (3.13), wave modes with kAx <1 can be rendered almost non-dispersive with
CFL =+/48/41; otherwise, it is dispersive for these modes. However, since the shortest
wave length is 2Ax, there are wave modes with kAx>1. For CFL =+/48/41, the wave

modes with shorter wave lengths are dispersive (Fig. 3-1). Therefore, there is no CFL

number which makes all modes non-dispersive.

However, in the Bathe method, the wave modes with As/7T >0.3 are, in essence,
discarded in the total solution (Fig. 2-1 and Chapter 2). Using the definition of the CFL

number, kAx isrewritten as

féx_:_zﬁLﬂ ) (3.14)
7 ¢ CFL T

Therefore, for CFL =1, since the ratio of numerical wave speed to the exact wave speed
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becomes c/c, =1, it can be seen that wave modes with kAx 2> 0.67 are not participating
in the total solution (these discarded wave modes are presented in dashed lines in Fig. 3.1
for different CFL numbers). The important point to notice is that, with CFL =1, the Bathe
method provides a numerical solution that is almost non-dispersive by calculating every

participating wave very accurately.

For the Newmark method, using Eqgs. (3.10)—(3.12) and (3.8), and looking into an equation
associated with a middle node, the relation between CFL, c¢/c¢,, wave number %, and the

clement size Ax is obtained (Fig. 3-2). After taking Taylor expansion on the relation with

respect to kAx, the following is obtained:

C—CO_ i _ 2 2 1 _ FL2
= 24(1+(1 12a) CFL? ) (kAx) +-——1920(1+( 120 +10)C

Sy

(3.15)
+(~120a +9 + 720 ) CFL )(kAx)" + O((kax)’)

For a=1/4, wave modes with kAx <1 become almost non-dispersive with CFL = \/1—73 .
However, wave modes with kAx >1 are dispersive (Fig. 3-2). Therefore, as in the Bathe
method, there is no CFL number that makes the solution from all participating wave modes
non-dispersive; however, unlike the Bathe method, the trapezoidal rule does not eliminate
the dispersive modes from the solution. ITence the solution will generally show a significant

dispersion error, as shown for specific examples in Section 3.2.

43



03 L I I T T T T T

021 — CFL = /48741

01f o ™

Cco 02 . &

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 05 0.6 0.7 08 08 1
Az
A2

Figure 3-1  Relative wave speed errors of the Bathe method for various CFL numbers;
Discarded wave modes are presented in dashed lines

03

02 —CFL = 1/v2

0.1F L : |

03

04

0 0.1 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

Figure 3-2  Relative wave speed errors of the trapezoidal rule for various CFL numbers
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3.1.2. A dispersion error analysis in the 2D case

The general solution of Eq. (3.1) in 2-D analyses for a plane wave is given by

i(koxcos(@)+kyysin(8)-wgt )

u=_Ae , and the corresponding numerical solution is

[ 1(kxcos(8)+kysin(€)—wt)
x,yu—Ake . (3.16)

Considering a mesh with nodes equally spaced at distance 4 along both x and y axes

(Ax= Ay =h), the solution of the finite element system at time »n At and location nh,

n yh becomes

nAt _ i(/(nxhcos(Q)+knyhsin(9)—wn,At)
wangt  =4e

”’~” , (3.17)
lkh(nx cos(8)+n, sin(8)-n, (CFL)(c/c,))

=4, e

where 6 is the angle from the x-axis at which the wave is propagating.

Similar to the 1-D case, after substituting the above expression of approximated solution
into the linear multistep formula, and looking into the equation associated with a middle
node, the implicit relation between CFL=c,At/h, c/c,, wave number k, and the
clement size A is obtained.
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For the four-node element, the row of the global mass matrix corresponding to the middle

node at (x,y) is

2
;7—6[0...014141641410...0]

Therefore, the MU term for the node at (x,y) is

h2
% [16, u+ 4( R

t

! 11
x+h,yu +x,y—hu + x,y+hu)

I3 t ! t
+ ( xhy-h iy n ¥y yint +x+h,y+hu)]

Also, the corresponding row of the global stiffness matrix K is
—;— [0...0-1-1-1-18-1-1-1-10...0]

Therefore, the KU term for the node is

1

!

t t t
[8x’yu —(X_h’yu Fom gt Ut

1
x,y+hu

1 t 14 t
+x—h,y—hu +x+h,y—hu +x—h,y+hu +x+h,y+hu)]
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Using Egs. (3.17), (3.19), (3.21) and (3.6), we get an implicit relation between

CFL=cAt/h, c/c,, wave number k, and the element size 4 for the Bathe method,

and the results of various propagating angles with CFL = 1 are shown in Fig. (3-a). As in
the 1-D case, no CFL number exists which makes every wave mode have the same wave
speed. After taking Taylor expansion on the explicit relation, we get the following

polynomial expression.

i Y —1—(96(cos2 6 —cos* 8) + 41CFL’ - 48) (kh)’
¢ 1152

1

+ ———— (—46080cos® 8+ 92160cos’® 8 (3.22)
13271040

+(~ 3686~ 118080 CFL?) cos’ @+ (118080 CFL? — 9216) cos’ &

+6912 — 59040 CFL’ + 28363 CFL')(kh)" + O((kh)°)

Note that for =0, Egs. (3.13) and (3.22) are equivalent. Also, the dispersion error
depends on the propagating angle, and this is due to the spatial discretization. However, the
Bathe method cuts the highly dispersive parts off effectively with CFL =1 case, where the

largest dispersion error becomes less than 6 % (Fig. 3-3.a).

Interestingly, it was observed that the larger the propagating angle, the lower the dispersion

characteristic curve. A similar trend in 1-D analysis is observed: the bigger the CFL number,
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the lower the dispersion characteristic curve (Figs. 3-1 and 3-2). Therefore, this trend can
be understood as the waves propagating with non-zero propagating angles behaving as if
they have larger CFL numbers for the givenc,At; in other words, waves propagating with
non-zero propagating angles have shorter effective fundamental length than the element

size h.

This understanding can also be found from Eq. (3.22). For waves with propagating angle

6, the CFL number that makes the least dispersion error can be estimated from the first

term of Eq. (3.22) as CFL = \/l —2co0s” B(1—cos® @) . This result indicates that, for a given

mesh, to optimize the performance of the wave propagating in the direction &, the time

step size At is calculated by holding CFL =1 and by considering the effective fundamental

length as A x(\/ 1-2cos” #(1-cos’ @) . For example, to obtain the best results when the

wave is propagating at the angle 7 /4, the effective fundamental length is considered to be

h/\2  andnot 2h.

The dispersion characteristic curves of the Bathe method, with CFL = 1 for various
propagating angles and for various fundamental lengths calculated from various
propagating angles, are given in Fig. 3-3. For each case, the performance of the wave with
the propagating angle that is used for calculation of fundamental length is optimized, and

the difference between the maximum error and the minimum error is about 6%. The
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absolute error is minimized at about 3% when the fundamental length is calculated for a

propagating angle around &=7/7.

For the Newmark method (& =1/2),the dispersion relation is obtained from Egs. (3.17),
(3.19), (3.21), and (3.6), and the results for the a=1/4 (trapezoidal rule), CFL = 0.65
case with various propagating angles are shown in Fig. 3-4. The trapezoidal rule also has no
CFL number that can make every wave mode have the same propagating speed. The

polynomial expression from Taylor expansion is

c—c, 1 4 2 2 2
= —{2(cos” @—cos" @) +1+(1-12a)CFL" ) (kh
3 NG )+1+( )CEL? ) (kh)
+ ?71'85 (~20c0s* 8 +40cos® @ +(-16 +(60 — 720a) CFL* )cos* 6 (3.23)

+ (—4+(720a—60)CFL2)cosz 0+3 +(27+2160a2 - 360a)CFL“

+ (30 - 360ar) CFL*)(kh)* +O( (kh)° )

The propagating angle also affects the dispersion error in the Newmark method since this
effect comes from the spatial discretization. However, unlike in the Bathe method, the
dispersion errors of shorter wave length wave modes, which can only be poorly calculated,

are participating in the total solution.
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In addition, the effective fundamental length is reduced to about

h x (\/1 —2cos’ O(1—cos’ 8)) for the propagating angle € , as in the Bathe method. The

dispersion characteristic curves of the trapezoidal rule with CFL = 0.65 for various
propagating angles and for various fundamental lengths calculated from various
propagating angles are shown in Fig. 3-3. For each case, the performance of the wave with
the propagating angle calculated for the fundamental length is optimized, and the difference
between the maximum error and the minimum error is about 17%. The absolute error is
minimized at about 8% when the fundamental length is calculated for a propagating angle

around &=7/7.

This Section focused on the dispersion properties of time integration methods. However, it
should be noted that it is also necessary to have good solution accuracy in the calculation of
the participating wave modes for an accurate solution of wave propagation problems.
Hence, time integration methods possessing good spectral radii curves might produce good
dispersion characteristics, although they might not be effective due to the large errors in the

calculation of the low frequency modes, Chapter 2. [3, 4, 58-60].
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3.2. Wave propagation solutions

In this Section, the performance of the Bathe method for wave propagation problems is
presented with the help of several numerical examples. First, a one-dimensional impact
problem is solved, and the effect of the CFL numbers on numerical dispersion propertics
and the resulting spurious oscillations are discussed. Then a 2-D transient scalar wave
problem is solved and how propagation direction affects the dispersion properties is
analyzed. Finally, the Lamb’s problem is solved using the Bathe method and the trapezoidal

rule, and the numerically calculated results are compared with the analytical solution.

3.2.1. 1-D bar impact

Considering the impact of an elastic bar on a rigid wall problem (Fig. 3-5) where the

governing wave equation is

2222 (3.24)

where the wave speed ¢, is 5000, the 1-D 2-node elements of size Ax=0.05 are used to

idealize the elastic bar.
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For the solution, the Bathe method and the trapezoidal rule are used. The CFL numbers
used for the Bathe method are 0.2, 1, +J48/41, and 2. For the trapezoidal rule, CFL

numbers 0.65, 1/+/2, and 2 are used. The corresponding time step sizes are the CFL

numbers multiplied by 10~ for each scheme.

u(r>0)=1

—>| |
: - a
b x

Figure 3-5 1D bar impact problem, ¢, =5000; applied velocity at left end is 1for time

t > 0; initial displacement and velocity are zero

The calculated responses of the case of the bar with a length of 10 and having 200 elements
are given in Figs. 3-6 to 3-9. As in Figs. 3-1 and 3-2, shorter wave modes in the solution of
both methods move faster than that of the exact wave for CFL = 0.2. Hence, oscillations
mainly occur ahead of the wave front (they also occur behind the wave front) for both
methods with this CFL number. On the other hand, for CFL = 2, shorter wave modes have
slower wave speeds for both schemes; therefore, oscillations occur behind the wave front,

and the slope of the wave front is decreased.

Both methods perform very differently for CFL = 2, while they give very similar solutions
for CFL = 0.2. This difference can be explained by the amount of discarded wave modes in
the Bathe method. For CFL = 2, the range of discarded wave modes in the Bathe method is
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obtained as kAx/7 22(~1.1)(1/2)(~0.3)=0.33. For CFL = 0.2, no wave modes are
discarded. Therefore, for CFL= 0.2, the dispersion property for both methods is very
similar since they have a similar trend in the dispersion relation (Figs. 3-1 and 3-2). Hence,
the total solutions from each method are also significantly different, since the participating
wave modes are significantly different, although the overall trend of wave speed over the

wave modes is very similar.

An important point to notice is that, for CFL = 1, in the Bathe method only the modes with
almost no wave speed error participate in the total solution; therefore, the solution becomes
almost non-dispersive. Of course, due to the loss of some high frequency modes, the
Fourier truncation error is inevitably increased. However, it is observed that the effect of
this increased truncation error is not significant (e.g., the slope of the wave front is slightly

decreased compared to the results from the trapezoidal rule).

In the case CFL=1, the solution is very accurate for relatively long time simulation, since
the solution in the Bathe method is not dispersive for CFL = 1. The solutions for the bar of
length 100 with 2000 elements of the same size as the previous case are shown in Figs. 3-
10 and 3-11, which show the results from the Bathe method with CFL = 1 and the
trapezoidal rule with CFL = 0.65, respectively. While the solutions from the Bathe method
are very accurate, the results from the trapezoidal rule with CFL = 0.65 show that the
accuracy of the solution becomes decreased as the wave propagates due to its accumulation

of the dispersion error.
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Figure 3-6  Velocity distributions from the Bathe method for various CFL numbers
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Figure 3-7  Velocity distributions from the trapezoidal rule for various CFL numbers
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Figure 3-9  Acceleration distributions from the trapezoidal rule for various CFL numbers
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Figure 3-10 Velocity distributions; blue line — Bathe method (CFL = 1) ; red line —
Trapezoidal rule (CFL =0.65); for various observation times

Note that the CFL numbers 1 and 0.65 are also reported as the ones that give the least
global error norm at a certain observation time for each method [61]. CFL=1 for the
Bathe method is estimated from Fig. 3-1 in this study to yield the least dispersion error in
the total solution. Since, for CFL = 1, the Bathe method gives almost non-dispersive

solutions, it could be expected that the global error measure analysis at any observation
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time gives a very similar optimal CFL number for the Bathe method for the same spatial

discretization strategy.
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Figure 3-11  Acceleration distributions; blue line — Bathe method (CFL =1) ; red line -
Trapezoidal rule (CFL =0.65); for various observation times
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3.2.2. 2-D scalar wave propagation

Considering the problem where the field variable « is governed by

o'u Ju 1 &°u
——t+—+F(0,0,0) =—— , 3.25
o’ ( ) ¢’ or (3.2)
where ¢ is the wave velocity which is set to 1 (Fig. 3-12), the load is given as
F(0,0,t)=4(1-2-1Y )H(1-t) , t>0 , (3.26)

and H is the Heaviside step function. Only the domain [0,15] x [0,15] is considered
due to symmetry. In addition, since the wave does not propagate to the boundary for the
time considered 13 s, no absorbing boundary conditions are used. Six different meshes with
four-node elements are used to idealize the computational domain. For the solutions, the
Bathe method and the trapezoidal rule are used with CFL numbers 1 and 0.65, respectively.

In the calculations of the CFL numbers, the length of the side of the element is used as the

fundamental length.
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The snapshots of # from the Bathe method and the trapezoidal rule at #=13 for various
meshes are given in Figs. 3-13 and 3-14, respectively. The results show that, for low spatial
discretization density, both methods give spurious oscillations, which are not only from the
dispersion curve of one propagating angle but also from the difference between the curves
of different propagating angles (Figs. 3-3 and 3-4). From the 75 by 75 mesh, however,
accurate solutions are obtained using the Bathe method. On the other hand, in particular for
propagating angles around /4, the trapezoidal rule gives noticeable spurious oscillations

until the 165 by 165 mesh.
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-

Figure 3-12  Pre-stressed membrane problem, ¢, =1, initial displacement and velocity are

zero, computational domain is shaded

61



i - e — —-—-! B A |
== o l
—. |
* e o
YE = N y o\
— .'\_\ N —_ i‘; N
= 5 ‘ P I ‘?\ \\ b= . V!\‘?; ‘\.“ R
B 4 x‘ I\\lv
e v‘ w\\ \‘ l “' ‘|l
I ; 3 ‘ | | JJ‘R h ' ‘ | | | m \
% . 5 ‘ I“ I i“i EH“ 15 N s I 0 ‘ \ 15
X X
(a) 30 by 30 (b) 45 by 45
15, —_ —_—————— - — W ——— — -

X
(e) 135by 135 (f) 165 by 165
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The numerical results at propagating angle 0 and 7 /4 at time | t=13 of the 75 by 75
mesh from the both methods are compared with the analytical solution in Figs. 3-15 and 3-
16. The solution at propagating angle zero from the Bathe method is very accurate and
almost non-dispersive; however, it also fails to catch the peak, especially for . The
trapezoidal rule gives spurious oscillations in both the displacements and the velocities, for
both 0 and /4, though the solution at angle 7 /4 gives a less accurate solution. This is
because although the Bathe method cuts the inaccurate wave modes for non-zero
propagating angles, the remaining wave modes are also dispersive (Fig. 3-3). For angle

7/ 4, the maximum wave velocity error in the Bathe method is about 6%.

The dispersion curves and the results of this example indicate that, although the Bathe

method significantly improves the solution, Ax/(A/2)<0.2 is required for the waves

propagating at nonzero angles to the element sides for sufficient accuracy.

3.2.3. 2-D elastic wave propagation

So far, scalar wave propagations problems with a single wave speed have been considered.
The appropriate time step sizes are obtained for each time integration method using the
CFL numbers to minimize the numerical dispersion of the waves with the same phase

velocity. However, many physical problems are characterized by multiple wave speeds. In
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this Section, a Lamb problem is considered, as an example, in which waves are propagating

in a semi-infinite elastic domain in plane strain conditions [23].

Fig. 3-17 describes the problem at hand. The following material properties are used: P-
wave velocity = 3200 m/s, S-wave velocity = 1848 m/s, and Rayleigh wave velocity
= 1671m/s. The time duration for computing the waves is 0.999 5. Since the P-wave
does not reach the outer boundaries, it is not necessary to incorporate absorbing boundary
conditions. Since the Rayleigh wave profile is the main interest, the time step sizes are
calculated based on the speed of the Rayleigh wave. For the solutions, the Bathe method

and the trapezoidal rule with the CFL numbers 1 and 0.65, respectively, are used.

F(O0, (),f)l X
— *——o

x=640 x=1280
¥

3200

NCONCN N N N
NN N NN

-

l//////L/////I

3200 : 3200

Figure 3-17 A Lamb problem. V, =3200, V; =1848, V;_ ..., =1671. Two receivers are

placed at x =640 and x=1280, computational domain is shaded.

66



Two types of load are considered as the external force. First, a Ricker wavelet is used,
which is defined as

F(0,0,6) =2 x10° ><(1 —27r2j"2(t—t0)2)exp(—ﬂzfz(z—to)z), t>0, (3.27)

where the central frequency /} =12.5Hz and #,=0.1s. The solution uses symmetry and
a domain with a mesh of 640x640 four-node elements of side lengths Ax= Ay =5m. Fig.
3-18 shows the calculated displacements at two receivers that are located at x =640 m
and x=1280m from the source. The numerical solutions using the Bathe method and the

trapezoidal rule, and the analytical solution, are displayed. The numerical solutions using

both methods are in good agreement with the analytical solution.

There are a limited number of wave modes that are excited, since this load type can be well
approximated with only a few harmonic functions. Hence, if a fine mesh is used, so that all
excited wave modes are within Ax/(4/2)<0.2 as done here, both the Bathe method and
the trapezoidal rule give very accurate solutions. The calculated stress field at time

t=0.9196 is shown in Fig. 3-19. Color bars in Fig. 3-19 indicate the magnitudes of the

von Mises stress.
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Figure 3-18  Time history of displacement variations in x-direction and y-direction at the
two receivers on the surface; Ricker wavelet line load

The the line force is considered next, defined as

F(0,0,1) =2x10° x[H(0.15-1)-3H(0.1-£)+3H(0.05-1)] , ¢>0, (3.28)
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where H is the Heaviside step function. Three step functions are used in the load, and this
renders the problem more difficult to solve numerically. The computational domain is now

idealized using a mesh of 1600x1600 4-node elements of side lengths Ax=Ay=2m.

The displacement results at the receivers as a function of time are shown in Fig. 3-20.
These displacements are due to the P- and S- waves and the Rayleigh wave propagating
along the surface, as in the previous load type case. While, as expected, similar errors in the
solution of the P-wave using both the Bathe method and the trapezoidal rule are obtained,
larger spurious oscillations are presented in the solution of the Rayleigh wave predicted

using the trapezoidal rule.
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(a) Bathe method (b) Trapezoidal rule

Figure 3-19  Snapshots of von Mises stress at  =(0.9196 5 ; Ricker wavelet line load
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Figure 3-20  Time history of displacement variations in the x- and y-directions at the two
receivers on the surface; step functions line load

The difference in the solution accuracy is also shown when considering the predicted stress

wave fields, as shown in Fig. 3-21. The stress waves using the Bathe method are clearly
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identified, while the solution using the trapezoidal rule shows undesirable spurious

oscillations in various areas.
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Figure 3-21  Snapshots of von Mises stress at ¢ =0.9196 s ; step functions line load

3.3. Concluding remarks

The present Chapter analysed dispersion properties and performance of the Bathe method.

First, it was showed that with an appropriate time step size for a given mesh, the scheme

makes every participating wave accurate that the total solution is almost non-dispersive.

The scheme considerably improves the solution by maintaining accuracy for the wave

modes, which can be captured accurately from spatial discretization, and in essence
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discarding the wave modes, which cannot be captured accurately and therefore result in
spurious oscillations. Since the scheme does not require any additional treatment for wave
propagation problems, it can be used for effective solutions in structural dynamics and

wave propagation in a uniform manner.

While the solutions were significantly improved by considering the usage of time
integration for a given spatial discretization, there was no attempt at improving solutions by
enhancing spatial discretization, in particular for multidimensional problems and problems
with multiple wave speeds. For more reliable solutions in the analysis of wave propagations
in such problems, further research on enhanced spatial discretizations with the Bathe

method would be of value.
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Chapter 4

A new explicit time integration scheme for

wave propagations

This Chapter presents a new explicit time integration scheme for wave propagation analysis.
First, the method is formulated based on its stability and accuracy characteristics; then, the
dispersion properties of the method using 4-node elements in two dimensions are analyzed.
Finally, the solutions of various problems using the central difference method and the
proposed scheme are provided to demonstrate the performance of the scheme in the

analyses of wave propagation problems.

4.1. An explicit time integration scheme

The governing finite element equations in linear analysis take the form of

MU+CU+KU=R, 4.1)

with initial conditions where Uand R are the nodal values of the solution and the vector
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of externally applied nodal forces, respectively, and M, C, Kare the mass, damping,

and stiffness matrices, respectively. The time integration scheme calculates the solutions at

time ¢+ Af, with the predetermined time step size Af, and some solution variables

obtained up to time t.

In the proposed explicit scheme, the time step Ar is considered, consisting of two sub-

steps, as inspired by the Bathe method, to calculate the unknown displacements, velocities,

and accelerations. The time step sizes are pAtand (1- p)Ar for the first and the second

sub-step, respectively, where p €(0,1).

The first sub-step uses

M PAT+CH A + KU = MR,
D g [pAt] U+ -;-[pAt]2 U,
“PA =T+ -;—[PN]’U =
and

I+pAtU — l+pAtU + —;—[pAl] t+pAlU ,
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(4.3)

(4.4)

(4.5)



and in the second step

Mt+Atﬁ+Cr+Atﬁ + Kt+AlU — t+AtR , (46)
t+AtU — t+pAtU + [(1 "p)At] t+pAtU + ‘_;_[(1 _p)At]Z I+pAlt']' , (47)
1+A1U= Hprj-'—%[(l—p)Af]HpNﬂ, (48)

and
t+AtU= t+AzI'J+[(1 _ p)At](thﬁ‘f' qlr+pA/I'_'I + q21+mﬁ) i (4_9)

where

423 = (1 - 5) "0 + 50 (4.10)

and
HNU=(1—S)'+N6+S1+[)NU, (411)

and p,q,,q,,9,, and s are parameters to be determined, and the stability and accuracy

characteristics of the method depend on these parameters. The load at the sub-step ““?*R,

which should be determined based on the given external forces, will be addressed in
Section 4.1.3. The first sub-step can be seen as a central difference method in a predictor-

corrector form, with a balance equation where only velocity is allocated differently. The
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second sub-step can be seen as a predictor-corrector form of a method with the same
predictor and corrector for the displacement as in the first sub-step and the same predictor
but with a different corrector, which uses three accelerations for velocity, and with the same

balance equation. The proposed form is inherently explicit with a lumped mass matrix and
a non-diagonal damping matrix. Note that the K'””*Uand K"*U terms can be

evaluated by summing over element force vectors rather than calculating stiffness matrices

[1], and the same holds for the damping matrix terms.

4.1.1. Stability and accuracy characteristics

To have second order accuracy, the required relations are

1
QO+ql+q2=E3 ¢ ==—pq, s=-1 4.12)

for undamped/damped cases. Note that s=-1 is not required for the undamped case,

which is clear from Eqgs. (4.2) and (4.6).

With modal decomposition, the method may be expressed as [1]
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1+Af 5 I
X X

“Yxl=Al| ‘% [+ L "r+L, ", (4.13)

At
i+ X tx

where A is the integration approximation, and L, and L, are the load operators.

Some of the stability and accuracy characteristics of the method may be analyzed using the

integration approximation matrix.

With relations in Eq. (4.12) and considering an undamped case, the characteristic

polynomial of the integration approximation matrix becomes

A =24 + A4 -4,=0, (4.14)

where

A =1- %a)zAt2 +% p(l—p)(pzq1 — pg, +%)w4At4

4, =1+ % pa(1-p) o'Ar (4.15)
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and @ is modal natural frequency. Applying the Routh-Hurwitz stability criteria on Eq.
(4.14), the expression for the possible maximum stability limit and the corresponding

condition is obtained as

QL= (4.16)
yp(l-p)
and
1 <gq < Lpz—l’ (4.17)
4(1-p) 8A-p)p
where
1 1
7:———(1—p)q1 ; Q=wAt. (4.18)

4 2

It can be seen that if p=0.5 and g, =0, then the stability limit € =4 ; the method has

the same stability limit as the central difference method for the same computational effort.

The principal eigenvalues of A should remain in the complex domain to represent

oscillatory solutions. Since A4, = 0, there are one zero spurious eigenvalue and two

principal eigenvalues of A as

A,=4 % A -4, . (4.19)
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The bifurcation points, ), , where the eigenvalues become real, are obtained through

P S CRE L5 (4.20)
bl — s p23 ) .
a(l-p) a(l-p)p

where

1
a==-(1-pPpra; B=8p(p-1yYq,+p". (4.21)

From Eq. (4.17), «>0; hence, there is always a positive real bifurcation point from Q,,.
To maximize the critical time step size, €, must be equal to the smaller value of Q,, ;
so that the effective bifurcation point becomes the larger value of €,,, with the condition

£ > 0. This constraint results in

1-2
q9 = —E (4.22)
2p(1-p)
Using Eq. (4.22), the bifurcation point and the stability limit are maximized as
0,-2, a- 2 , (4.23)
p Ja-p)3Ep-1)
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where 1/2< p<2/3 is the required condition, so that the eigenvalues always bifurcate
first. The resulting integration approximation A and the load operators L, and L, are

summarized in Appendix A4.

The value p is expressed using the spectral radius at the bifurcation point, which is

denoted as p, , as

. p=05ifp,=1. (4.24)

Hence the value of pcan be determined based on p,, which represents the amount of
numerical dissipation in the high frequency domain. At this point, the proposed method can
be treated as a one parameter (p orp,) method. Eq. (4.24) gives the range of p for

0<p, <1 as 0.5<p< 2—\/5, while p=0.5 gives p, =1, resulting in no numerical

dissipation, and p = 22 results in the maximum numerical dissipation the minimum
period error in the proposed method. It is interesting to note that in the Bathe method, the

splitting ratio y which provides the maximum dissipation and minimum period

elongation is also 2 — J2 (see ref. [44] and Appendix Al).
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The spectral radii of the method for various p, are given in Fig. 4-1. The results show that
for all p,. the spectral radii of A equals about 1 until Q~1 (A¢/7 ~0.16) . This
property is desirable since it may result in high accuracy for the low frequency domain.
Fig. 4-2 shows the period elongation and amplitude decays for various p, [58-60]. The

figures show the accuracy characteristics of the proposed scheme in the low frequency

domain. The proposed scheme shows very small amplitude decay and (negative) period

elongation for all p,.

08

0.6

04r

p=05
—p =051
0.2H =——p =152
p=054
—p =056

—;;:'.?—Vfi
T T

0.5 1

Figure 4-1  Spectral radii of approximation operator, case £ =0, of the proposed explicit
method for various values of p; p=0.5 gives the stability limit QQ =4 which is twice the

stability limit of the central difference method
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For an explicit method, it is also crucial to maintain the available frequency range as much
as possible while attaining numerical dissipation in the high frequency domain. The
bifurcation limit of the scheme also decreases as p, decreases, as in other dissipative
explicit methods (Fig. 4-1). This may also be observed in Eqgs. (4.23) and (4.24). However,
the relative amount of the decrease of available frequency domain in the proposed explicit
method is significantly smaller than those of other methods. For example, the bifurcation

limit €, of the proposed method changes from 4 to 3.414 when p, changes from one to
zero (from minimum dissipation to maximum dissipation), while €, of the Tchamwa-

Wielgosz explicit scheme [54] and the method presented by Hulbert and Chung [4] change

from 2 to 1 and from 2 to 1.414, respectively.

The proposed explicit method can be used as a methed with one controllable parameter ( p
or p,) that determines the amount of numerical dissipation for the high frequency modes

and has improved range of available frequency. However, in practice it may not be possible
to determine the best controllable parameter in general. Therefore, it is desirable to have a
good suggestion for this parameter for general usage of the method. p=0.54 1is suggested
here for this purpose. With p =0.54, the proposed scheme possesses very good accuracy
for low frequency responses, which may be seen from the very small period elongation (-
1.08%) and amplitude decay (2.62%) at Ar/7T =0.2. In addition, it has been shown that the
Bathe method eradicates nearly all frequencies in Az/7 > 0.3, maintaining high accuracy

for the low frequency domain so that surprisingly accurate solutions are obtained in
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preceding Chapters. The proposed explicit method, with p =0.54 , has practically the same

spectral radii as those of the Bathe method until Az/7 ~0.3 and has smaller spectral radii

from Ar/7 ~0.3 until it bifurcates, where p, =0.451 and Q,=3.704 (Fig. 4-3).

Hence, with p =0.54, similar results can be expected from the proposed explicit method

and the Bathe method.
1 T T T T
——pn=0.5
»=0.51
05} | | ——p =052
8 p=0.54

Percentage Amplitude Decay

Percentage Period Elongation

=2r p=0.5 1
p=0.51
—p =052
-2.5H p =054
p = 0.56
—_—p=2—2
_3 I 1 1 _1 Il I 1
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 02 0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2
At Ty At /Ty

Figure 4-2  Percentage period elongation and percentage amplitude decay of the proposed
method for various values of p
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Figure 4-3 Spectral radii of approximation operators, case £ =0, for various methods; for

the proposed explicit scheme, p = 0.54 is used

4.1.2. A dispersion error analysis for 2D case

The present Section analyses the dispersion errors resulting from the spatial discretization
coupled with the temporal discretizations from the proposed explicit method and the central

difference method. For spatial discretization, a mesh of four-node elements is considered.

To analyze the dispersion properties, solutions for the scalar wave propagation governed by

Ou_

= AVu=0 (4.25)
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are used, where u is the field variable and ¢, is the exact wave velocity. The

corresponding finite element system may become [1, 45]

M,,, U+ KU =0, (4.26)
where
1 000
0100
M =L avem. (4.27)
4 0010
00 01
and
T
K™= (VH™) (VE™)ar™, (4.28)

and H" and U are the clement displacement interpolation matrix and the nodal

displacement values of the solution, respectively, and K and M’ are the stiffness

and lumped mass matrices for element (m) with volume V™. In the actual evaluation, a

unit thickness in accordance with Eq. (4.25) is used.

From Eqgs. (4.13)—(4.15), a linear multistep form of the proposed scheme in modal basis is

obtained as

Hxr(2+A0D +a At o' ) x+(1+ B AF 0" ) Hx =0 (4.29)
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or

TOX 4 (2HACA+ o A AT )X + (T4 B A A’ )X =0, (4.30)
where
1 2 1 3 5 2 1
@ =— -N; =Ll 4.31
=5 P (Pl B=—op P -opty (4.31)

Here, x is a modal degree of freedom, X is the corresponding modal degrees of

freedom vector, @ is the natural frequency of a mode, and A is the corresponding

diagonal matrix listing all @’ .

Modal analysis is considered in Eq. (4.26), and the resulting eigenproblem becomes

M, K®=®A, (4.32)

Tump

where the columns in @ are the eigenvectors of corresponding eigenvalues in A and the

nodal values of the solution U equals ®X. In addition, from Cayley-Hamilton theorem,

~1
Tump

-1

the eigenvectors of M fump

K are the same as those of (M;. K)’, and the eigenvalues of

(M;} K)* are the square of those of M. K. Consider a mesh with nodes equally spaced

lump lump

at distance % along both x- and y-axes (Ax=Ay=h), and using the definition of
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CFL = COTN, the linear multistep from of the proposed scheme in Eq. (4.30) can be

rewritten in the physical domain as

"YU +(-21+CFUK + ¢, CFL'K? ) U+ (I+ 4,CFL'K? ) U =0. (4.33)

For the central difference method [1], the linear multistep form in modal basis is obtained

as

Nyt (24820 x+Mx =0 (4.34)

or, equivalently in the physical domain the linear multistep form, becomes

"YU+ (-21+CFK)U+*U=0. (4.35)

From Egs. (4.33) and (4.35), the added feature in the proposed method can be seen as the

-1

wnpK)? 1n linear multistep form.

use of the second order term, (M
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The general solution of Eq. (4.25) for a plane wave in 2-D analyses has the form
u = Ae'orsO RO e where @, is the exact frequency of the wave mode and
k,=wm,/c, is the corresponding exact wave number. The numerical solution takes a

general form

t. i(kxcos(€)+kysin(€)—wt)
u=A4e “en, (4.36)

where @, k=w/c,and @ are the numerical frequency, the corresponding wave number,
and the propagating angle from the x-axis, respectively. Since the numerical wave speed ¢
is different from the exact wave ¢, and it is a function of the wave number, this difference
results in the numerical dispersion error. In addition, the amplitude decay in time

integration schemes results in the decrease of the amplitude of the calculated wave.

Considering a regular mesh with nodes equally spaced at distance % along both x- and y-

axes (Ax=Ay=h), the solution of the finite element system at time »Ar and location

nh, nyh is

n,At _ i(knghcos(8)+kn,hsin(8)-wnAt)
nnaptt  =Ae

. (4.37)
ikh(ny cos(@)+n, sin(8)-n, (CEL)(e/cy )

=4 e
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After substituting the above expression into the linear multistep formulae in Eqgs. (4.33) and
(4.35) , and looking at the equation corresponding to the middle node of a patch of elements,
which consists of sixteen square finite elements for Eq. (4.33) and of four finite elements

for Eq. (4.35), a relation is obtained between CFL =c,Az/h, c/c,, the wave number %,

and the element size 4 for the proposed method and for the central difference method.
Note that the corresponding KU term for the middle node at (x,y) is

1

5 [8x,ryu —( xih,;u +x,yi;1u +xih,yihru)] (438)

and the corresponding term from K*‘U is

é [ 72 x,tyu_lz ( t u +x,yi;1u) - 14 xi—h,yilhu

xth,y

(4.39)

t { t £ t
+3(s 2n Y% +x,yt2hu) +2(,. 2yt +xth,yi2hu) t vxonyrant 1

To analyze the effect of the CFL. number on numerical dispersion error, the case for zero
propagating angle is first considered. Figs. 4-4 and 4-5 show that as the CFL number

increases (i.e., as the time step size become close to the critical time step size), the
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dispersion error is minimized for both the proposed method and the central difference
method. As is well known, for CFL =1, the central difference method provides no

dispersion error for all wave modes.

For the proposed method, the wave modes in Ar/ T >0.3 are effectively discarded in the
numerical solution by the numerical damping, as in the Bathe method (see Section 2.1 and
[1]). Therefore, for CFL = 1.85, the wave modes with kAx 2 2are, in essence, not
participating in the total solution. As a result, with CFL = 1.85, the dispersion error in the

total solution is reasonably small.

However, we should note that, in actual practical analyses, the wave will travel in all
directions across elements, and it is crucial to have good dispersion accuracy for all
propagating angles. Fig. 4-6 and 4-7 show the dispersion error curves for various
propagating angles of the proposed method with CFL = 1.85 and of the central difference
method with CFL =1. The dispersion errors in both methods increase as the propagating

angle is increased.

The important point is that the characteristics of the proposed method also hold for the
multidimensional case. Due to its damping properties, the dispersion error in the proposed scheme
is well limited, as in the 1-D case, while the errors in the central difference method become notably

increased. Hence, the solution from the central difference method will generally show a significant
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dispersion error due to its large errors in the high frequency wave modes for multidimensional

analysis.

It is interesting to note that the effect of the increasing propagating angle on the dispersion
error curves in Figs. 4-6 and 4-7 is similar to those of the decreasing CFL number in Figs.
4-4 and 4-5. Hence larger angles of propagation result in the errors in the same way that
smaller CFL numbers do. This is the opposite of the results in implicit methods with the
consistent mass matrix. The difference can be explained by the opposite dispersion
characteristics of the lumped mass matrix and the consistent matrix, and period elongations
in implicit methods and period shortening in explicit methods. An important point is that
larger angles of propagation have the same effect as using a smaller time step size for the
time integration method in usage of explicit time integration methods with the lumped mass
matrix. Therefore, if the time step size is set based on the zero propagating angle, then the

stability condition is satisfied for the all propagating angles.
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Figure 4-4 Relative wave speed errors of the proposed method for various CFL numbers;
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Figure 4-5 Relative wave speed errors of the central difference method for various CFL
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Figure 4-6 Relative wave speed errors of the proposed method for various propagating
angles, using CFL =1.85and p =0.54 ; results for discarded wave modes are shown by
dotted lines
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Figure 4-7 Relative wave speed errors of the central difference method for various
propagating angles, using CFL =1
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4.1.3. Selection of load magnitude at substep

This Section analyses how the proposed time integration scheme interprets external forces
defined at discrete time points. For this purpose, Eq. (4.26) is considered, which can be
expressed as n (the number of degree of freedom) decoupled equations in the modal basis

as

Y+o'x=r. (4.40)

Since the time integration of a coupled system and of the corresponding decoupled system
with the same time integration yield the same solution, instead of the time integration on Eq.

(4.26), the time integration is considered in n decoupled equations, Eq. (4.40).

After rearranging and taking an integral over the time domain from ¢, to ¢, in Eq. (4.40),

we obtain

["(r-e*x)dr=["5 a (4.41)

1

or

J'tz(r—a)zx)dt = .ff dx. (4.42)
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In the first sub-step, considering the time step from ¢ to ¢+ pAr, Eq. (4.42) is

approximated, using Eqgs. (4.4) and (4.5), as

= L par(ME 4. (4.43)

1st substep

LHPN(;* - a)zx) dt

Note that here the integral sign indicates the numerically approximated integration by the
time integration scheme. Using the equilibrium, Eq (4.40) at time point ¢ and ¢+ pAf,

and from the fact that the Eq. (4.42) holds for general loading and trajectory, the

approximated numerical impulse is obtained as

[ ra -1 par( '+ V), (4.44)

1st substep

where 7 isthe modal load at time ¢+ pAt¢ corresponding to the load R in Eq. (4.2).

Similarly, the numerically approximated impulse in the second sub-step is obtained as

t+At
f rdt
t

+pAt

=(1-p) At(qo’r +(q, + %) “PNE L g, ”A’rj ) (4.45)

2nd substep
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Therefore, from Eqgs. (4.44) and (4.45), and using the relations in Eqs. (4.12) and (4.22), the

proposed scheme approximates the impulse as

t+ AL
f rdt
t

p p

prop. scheme 2

zg{_pz +3p-1 ,r+1—p t+pAt;+pt+Atrj' (4.46)

In general, external loads can be defined/sampled at discrete time points only, and these
values can be used for the external forces at the end of each time step in direct time

integration methods. If external loads are given at time ¢ and ¢+Ar as 'r and ",

then the numerical impulse approximated by the trapezoidal rule gives the most accurate
approximation in general. This numerical impulse is accomplished with the proposed

method by setting the sub-step load as

PP =(1-p)'r+p™ir, (4.47)

which corresponds to the mean value and integrates the load by the trapezoidal rule over

the time step. For smooth loads, the actual value of the load at time ¢+ pAs can also be

used. Note that a similar analysis for the Bathe implicit method shows that” for rapidly

varying loads the mean value of the loads at times ¢ and ¢+ Ar is also best used.
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Table 4-1 Step-by-step solution using the proposed method for linear analysis with general loading

A. Initial calculation
6. Form stiffness matrix K, lumped mass matrix M, and damping matrix C

7. Initialize °U, °U and .
8. Select time step Ar and p (= 0.54) and calculate integration constants a, :

1-2p 1 1
=— L g=—-pg;  4e=—4 4t a, = pht;
a4 2p(l—p) q, ) Pq, 9 49— 49 ) o = P
1 5 a, 1 2
a1=—2—(pAt) s 612:7; a, =(1—p)At; a4=5((1—p)At) >
1
as = q4ds; a6=(5+ql)a3; ay =4,

B. For each time step:
<First sub-step>
5. Calculate displacements and effective loads at time ¢+ pAt:

PG U ta, U+ a, O
I+pArﬁ= (1_p)IR+pH—AIR
t+pAtR =t+pAtli _ K1+pAtU _ C( t"_] +a, tU)
6. Solve for accelerations at time £+ pAt :
Mt+pAtI'j =I+17Alﬁ
7. Calculate velocities at time ¢+ pAt :
t+pAtI'J =’U+a2 ( tﬁ+r+pAz]‘j)

<Second sub-step>
4. Calculate displacements and effective loads at time ¢+ Af:

I+AIU=t+pAtU+a3 t+pAtI'J+a4 t+pA1l"J
x+AtR =t+AzR _ Kt+AtU _ C( t+pAtU + a, 1+pmﬁ)
5. Solve for accelerations at time ¢+ Az :
Mt+AtI"J =t+Alﬁ
6. Calculate velocities at time 7+ Az :
t+AtI'J =t+pAtU+aStI'j+a61+pAtﬁ+a7 t+Ati'J
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The resulting procedure of the proposed explicit method for linear systems is summarized
in Table 4-1. Note that comparing the number of operations needed per step when damping
is neglected, that in using the proposed scheme, as in the central difference method,
evaluation of the elastic nodal forces corresponding to given displacements requires the
largest proportion of the computational cost. Hence, using the CFL number = 1.85 for the
proposed scheme, the computational effort is near that of using the central difference

method.

4.2. Wave propagation solutions

In this Section, the solutions of some wave propagation problems using the proposed
scheme are presented. A 2-D transient scalar wave propagation and then a Lamb problem

with two types of external loadings are considered.

4.2.1. 2D scalar wave propagation

Considering a pre-stressed membrane for which the governing equation is

2 2 2
9—‘2‘+a—‘2‘+F(o,o,z)=iza—2ﬁ, (4.47)
ox® oy c, Ot
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where u is the transverse displacement and ¢, is the wave velocity, here set to 1.0, the

load is given as

F(0,0.)=4(1-Qt=1)H(1-1) , t>0, (4.48)

where H is the Heaviside step function. Only the domain [0,11] x [0,11] is discretized

due to symmetry, and no absorbing boundary conditions are employed since the wave does

not propagate to the boundary for the solution time considered (Fig. 4-8).

| 11 o
|
T//////// _
L
#
/] 4 11
VI %
/|
22| ) F(0,0,1) .
X %
A
L/
/
%
/|
Y
— I

22

Figure 4-8 Pre-stressed membrane problem, c, =1, initial displacement and velocity are

zero, computational domain is shaded

99



11 r T T T T T T T T

-~

LiTiey
%‘ﬁ"" i
3 s?,ﬁ 2,

1" T T T T T T r T T T 11 T T T T T T T T T T

() 132 x 132 (d 176 x 176

Figure 4-9 Snapshots of displacements at 7 =9.25, Central Difference method, CFL=1
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() 132 x 132 d) 176 x 176

Figure 4-10 Snapshots of displacements at ¢ =9.25, Proposed method, CFL = 1.85, p = 0.54
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Figure 4-11 Displacement variations along the various propagating angles, at time 7 =9.25,
88 x 88 element mesh
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Figure 4-12  Velocity variations along the various propagating angles, at time ¢ =9.25,

88 x 88 element mesh
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Figure 4-13 Displacement variations along the various propagating angles, at time 7 =9.25,
132 x 132 element mesh
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Figure 4-14  Velocity variations along the various propagating angles, at time 7 =9.25, 132
x 132 element mesh
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The CFL numbers used for the proposed explicit method and the central difference method
are 1.85 and 1, respectively. In the calculation of the CFL numbers, to satisfy the stability
criteria in each case, the length of the sides of the elements is used as the fundamental

length.

Snapshots of the solution variable u, calculated using the central difference method and the
proposed scheme at ¢=9.25 for various meshes are shown in Figs. 4-9 and 4-10. It is
observed that, using a coarse mesh, both methods give spurious oscillations. The solution
accuracy of the central difference method is still not good with the 176 x 176 element mesh;
however, the proposed method gives a reasonably accurate solution using the 88x88

element mesh.

The numerical results at angles 0 and 7 /4 at time ¢=9.25 using the 88 x88 and
132 %132 meshes are compared with the corresponding analytical solution in Figs. 4-11 to
4-14. Noticeable spurious oscillations are presented in the solution of the central difference
method. The solution for u using the proposed method is reasonably accurate using either
mesh; however, a significant solution error is seen in the peak value of # when using the
88x 88 mesh. Also, at the angle 7 /4, solution errors for the response are large, and these

are well explained given Figs. 4-6 and 4-7.

Numerical results indicate that, while the proposed method significantly improves the
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solution, a high accuracy in the prediction of the velocity requires Ax/(A4/2)<0.2. In fact,

the proposed explicit method behaves quite similar to the Bathe implicit method, while the

central difference method behaves similar to the trapezoidal rule [45].

4.2.2. Wave propagations in a semi-infinite elastic domain

This Section considers a Lamb problem, where waves are propagating in a semi-infinite
clastic domain in plane strain conditions, as described in Fig. 4-15. Here, the P-wave
velocity = 3200 m/s, S-wave velocity = 1848 m/s, and the Rayleigh wave velocity

= 1671 m/s . No absorbing boundary conditions are employed since the time duration for

computing the waves is 0.999 s so that the P-wave does not reach the outer boundaries.

Htl,(),.')l X

x=640 ¥=1280
Y

3200

P

-
X

3200 3200

Figure 4-15 A Lamb problem. V}, =3200, V; =1848, I}, ..., =1671; two receivers are

eigh

placed at x =640 and x=1280; using symmetry only the right side of the domain is
modeled
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The CFL numbers used for the proposed explicit method and the central difference method
are 1.85 and 1, respectively. In the calculation of the CFL numbers, the length of the sides
of the elements is used as the fundamental length, and the fastest wave, the P-wave, is used

to satisfy the stability condition.

First, a Ricker wavelet line force is considered which is defined as

F(0,0,¢) = —10° x (1 . to)z)exp(—ﬂ'z Ft-t)), >0 (4.49)

with the frequency f‘ =12.5Hz and £, =0.1s. Only the right side of the domain in Fig.

4-15 is meshed using 1280x640 4-node elements of side lengths Ax=Ay=5m due to the
symmetry. Two observers at x=640m and x=1280m from the source measure the

calculated displacements, and the results are shown in Fig. 4-16. The analytical solution
and the numerical solutions using either the proposed method or the central difference

method are in good agreement, as expected.

Next, the line force is considered, defined as

F(0,0,6)=10° x[H(0.15-£) = 3H(0.1 - )+ 3H(0.05-1)] , >0. (4;50)
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The applied line load consists of three step functions; hence, many wave modes are excited,
which renders the problem more difficult to solve. The computational domain is now
meshed with 3200x1600 4-node elements of side lengths Ax=Ay=2m . The
displacements at the two receivers are shown in Fig. 4-18. While both time integration
methods show spurious oscillations, the predicted response using the proposed method is

remarkably more accurate.

(a) Central difference method

b) Proposed explicit method

Figure 4-17 Snapshots of von Mises stress at / = 0.9828 s ; Ricker wavelet line load
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Figure 4-18 Time history of displacement variations in x-direction and y-direction at the two
receivers on the surface; line load of step functions
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The predicted stress wave fields show the difference in the solution accuracy more clearly,
as shown in Fig. 4-19. The proposed method provides the predicted stress waves very
accurately, while the solution using the central difference method shows undesirable

spurious oscillations in various areas.

(a) Central difference m-ethod

b) Proposed explicit method

Figure 4-19 Snapshots of von Mises stress at 7 = 0.9828 s ; line load of step functions
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4.3. Concluding Remarks

In this Chapter, an explicit time integration method for the analysis of wave propagations
was proposed. We first focused on formulating the method to significantly improve the
solution using its property of suppressing undesirable spurious oscillations while
maintaining high accuracy for low frequency responses. In addition, to minimize the
additional computational cost, the maximization of the bifurcation limit has been
considered as a critical design requirement. The characteristics of the proposed explicit
method were analysed, with emphasis on the selection of the CFL number for optimal

accuracy.

The performance of the proposed method in solving wave propagation problems was
demonstrated relative to the widely used central difference method by solving numerical
examples. The proposed explicit method provides significantly more accurate solutions
than the central difference method by calculating the participating wave modes accurately,
so that the dispersion errors in the total solution are reasonably small. As in the Bathe
method, the wave modes that cannot be spatially represented are effectively discarded and,
therefore, do not result in the spurious oscillations that are found when using the central
difference method and the trapezoidal rule. In addition, the load at the sub-step is used in
such a way that the numerical impulse from the external load is well approximated and,

thus, the solution accuracy is further improved.
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To solve a wave propagation problem, a good spatial discretization is also important. In this
Chapter, only the linear element in uniform meshes is considered in order to focus on the
basic characteristics of the time integration scheme. Theoretical and numerical studies of
the behavior of the proposed method when using higher-order element discretizations and

distorted meshes would be of value.
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Chapter 5

Conclusions

The present thesis first presented the capabilities of the Bathe method with some insight
into the use of the time integration method for effective solutions in structural dynamics

and wave propagations.

The Bathe method has resulted in remarkably accurate solutions by giving responses
similar to a mode superposition analysis in both structural dynamics and wave propagation
problems. In particular, the ability of this scheme to practically eliminate high frequency
modes that cannot be spatially resolved and to accurately integrate those modes that can be
spatially resolved, results in relatively small dispersion error. This thesis focuses on the
linear analysis of structural systems; nevertheless, the conclusions reached are also valid in

nonlinear analysis.

With the experience and knowledge from the analysis of the Bathe method, a new explicit
time integration method was proposed for the analysis of wave propagation problems. The
scheme was formulated using a sub-step within a time step to achieve desired numerical
damping to suppress undesirable spurious oscillations of high frequencies. The load at the
sub-step is chosen for good accuracy. With the optimal CFL number of 1.85, the method

uses about 10% more solution effort than the standard central difference scheme while
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significantly improving the solution accuracy and allowing direct inclusion of a non-

diagonal damping matrix.

Regarding future research, the possible usage of the Bathe method and the proposed

explicit method with higher-order element discretizations and distorted meshes would be

useful areas of study for achieving more effective solutions.
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Appendix

A.1 Effect of splitting ratio, 7 in the Bathe method

In this Section, to study the effect of splitting ratio, - on the stability and accuracy
characteristics, we obtain the spectral radii curves, and the period elongations and the
amplitude decays for various -. The Bathe method uses the following relations with

equilibrium at time ¢ + -~ Af and at # + At.

— . 4 AL
HYAN] = 4] 4 ——‘)—_1,_\{ (Al.1)

tJ 4 tHrAL]
r+1._\.!£ = 4] 4 %“‘.At (Al.2)
BHAHT — o WU+ THYAMT 4 g AT (Al.3)
HNE = {L:-f-(‘-z HH'MQJr(’:; I+Arg (AL4)

where
— ~1 = (AL
=—_— i = :

B N I P VAR F R iV )
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factor - is given in the parentheses.
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Figure A1-2 Percentage period elongations and percentage amplitude decays of the Bathe
methods. The fraction factor - is given in the parentheses.
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With any given ~ value, the Bathe method shows sufficiently good stability and accuracy
characteristics. Interestingly, as ~ goes to 2 — /2, the method maximizes the amplitude
decays and minimizes the period elongation. In the spectral radii curves, we see that as ~

goes to 2 — \/2, the curve drops fast.

122



A.2  On the solution of the Bathe method for a model problem

A.2.1 Desired solution : mode 1 + static correction

The desired solution becomes

ll'l.-')
dlis = f By 4 5Bs) + 55s (A2.1)
1
nlt'g
dUsz = X1 + st — }'1_ S0 (A22)
1

where “r, indicates the static correction and it can be obtained as

TR—®" (ri M ¢y) (A2.4)

[w;-’ u}{S;I-I}N[—(A:S/A-fmnwpf]N[ ’ ] (A25)

ki sinw, t ky sinw, t
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Therefore,

sy 2 ()
STo == sinw,t

},:"p
dUs ™~ Il 1+ sinw,t
1

ks
dlUs =2 x1 — A— S w, ¢
1

(A2.6)

(A2.7)

(A2.8)

(A2.9)

and the velocities and the accelerations are obtained by taking time derivative of above

equations.

A.2.2 Solution from the Bathe method

In modal basis, the relations in the Bathe method are

A2, . % (P2 + HA24)

s T 5 t+AL/2,, 3 trar,

At At ' At
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1 ! 3
t+ALy — tp H‘-l'/j;'r t+AL 13
freso i bt o= T4 (A2.13)

and for each mode shape, the structural dynamic equations at / + At/2 and ¢ + At are

HAY2; | 2EHAY2, _ t+AY2,, (A2.14)
CRAng 4.

2 EHAL, . tHAL, (A2.15)

Using Eqgs. (A2.10) ~ (A2.15), we obtain the solutions of the Bathe method for i-th mode

shape as

. 1 : 5 ; ;
o s L t+AE A3 2 b A3, 2 si4AL, ) e t+AL/2 t: b 2

y L= —— — ridt W =" 5 AW (16 r+ 28 v g = 18" 5w
B (1(5 + w2 At?) (9 + w2At?) ( ( ( ) )

+AL + 144 (Attd + 'z)) (A2.16)

1 2 S 2 S I = A I
- : ot At,. . )f‘ I+L\t/f-',. I b !f

€r = p 9 w 3 T w ols E G d g
BM ( () tU.’At—) (9 | -“,-J ! -)) ( ( )

—4T AtPw®s + (4814 r + 48742 — 96 w'x + 48 ') At + 144 4) (A2.17)
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t4AL - 1 3t - 2 4
v L= ; —((D At 2+ 19A  r) w
B (I(i - ‘u*z;\tz) (9 - wzdt') ((J ol I) ‘!

+ (2822 — 2815 + 9FA) AT — 144 At ' — 144 '0) w? + 144 740)  (A2.18)

where = =z, , w=w,; and r = r; for the i-th mode shape.

Therefore, the solutions become

A'-}
t+Af pa 2 AL t+AL
Bl U2 = T Bl T+ gag & (A2.19)
1
A'-)
t+AL AL 2 p4 AL
ByM U3 = gar 1 T, BV P (A2.20)
rluf-)
t+AL s M2 AL t+ AL,
Bar U2 = g 1t pag 2 (A2.21)
A-‘)
AL AL, 2 AL
BM U3 = par P11 — T, B T2 (A2.22)
1
ko
AL M2 Ag - t+AL -
Bar U2 = I By + Bar 12 (A2.23)
b+ AL t+At - K2 1at
= ; (A2.24)

By U3 = gy L1 — }‘—] BA L2

A.2.3 Comparisons

In Chapters 2 and 3, the Bathe method gives the solutions like in a mode superposition

analysis, includes only the physical modes together with the static correction resulted from
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the artificial high frequency response. In other words, the Bathe method effectively treats

the responses from high frequency mode as if it is from the static correction.

Also, we observed that the Bathe method immediately does this desired behavior in
displacement and velocity (in acceleration, it needs one more step.) We show this
characteristic by comparing the explicit expressions of the solutions from the Bathe method
and of the desired solution (model + SC). Here, we consider the solution from second

mode of our model system at time A7,

1) Displacement

The time step size, At is set to capture the physical modes, therefore, for the high

frequency mode the ratio of At to the period of the high frequency mode is

At
1 ;'( igh

> 1 (A2.25)

Whigh At > 1 (A2.26)

With Eq. (A2.26), the solution from the Bathe method, Eq. (A2.16), becomes

trity, /.2 I
!L;r,\?r-'lfz =9 2/ + Ol—5—==) (A2.27)
s T w3 At?
w3 At2
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Since 7, = k; sinw,t, at time point A#, Eq. (A2.27) becomes

sty ~ sinw, At (A2.28)

while the desired static correction solution at time Af# is

s ~ sin wp At (A2.29)

Therefore, the solution from the Bathe method for displacement is very close to the
displacement of the static correction for the high frequency mode.
2) Velocity

Similarly, the solution from the Bathe method for velocity, Eq. (A2.17), becomes

3 Eha o Al 4 BRata 9 ': Af'lj 1
o PSR | e e B g =) A2 30
: 9+ wsAt2 (94 ws At?)(16 + w3 At?) w3 At?

Using 7> = ky sinw, t, Eq. (A2.30) can be rewritten at time point Af as

K« 3 sin(w, At) 4 sin(1/2w, At)

mw,— WP AR+ 235 AR+ O(AP) (A2.31)
B N T 960 P ' '
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The exact expression of the desired static correction solution at time At is

Al gy = Wy €S wy, At (A2.32)
and its Taylor expansion is
At . 1 3 A 42 1 5 ! (§
sia = w, — W, At” + 51 Yr At* 4+ O(A1Y) (A2.33)

Therefore, the solution from the Bathe method for velocity is very close to the velocity of
the static correction for the high frequency mode.
3) Acceleration

Similarly, the solution from the Bathe method for acceleration, Eq. (A2.18), for the high

frequency mode can be expressed as

1 ; ;
Aty _ k i AGE g s b A A2

+9 35 w2 At? — 2832, WI AL?) (A2.34)

And the desired static correction solution at time Af is

. 2 .
5Tz = —w, sinw, At

; 1 ; S ,
= —w) At + 5w At? — Ww;’ At® + O(AtY) (A2.35)
) 4
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At the time point At, since 5,Yi, and ,,}i- are zero, Eq. (A2.35) becomes

"

_\f“ O Ow, 11 o 13
BMZ2 = — A7 = l) A-"-FWOJ Af +()(/..\f ) (A236)

and it is not similar to the Eq. (A2.35) due to the first term; therefore, the solution at the
first time point from the Bathe method is not accurate and the method provides the

undershoot.

However, at the time point 2 At |, since p3fis > sinw, At and g3y is ~ w, cosw, At,

the solution at the second time step becomes

20 = TS WAL+ LS AR — L TAS L O(AT) (A2.37)
Lo = — .
BM 2 12" 192 161280 7

while the static correction solution at time 2 At is

= —2w) At + 3 ws ALY — = w, AP + O(AF) (A2.38)
® <)

Therefore, from the second time point, the solution from the Bathe method for acceleration

is sufficiently close to the acceleration of the static correction for high frequency mode.
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A.3  On numerical wavelength and phase speed with respect

to the time step size

Recall our general form
:‘u = A_‘, e:’[k.\'—{ur] (A}_ 1)

We now consider a regular mesh with nodes equally spaced Ax apart along the x axis, then

the solution to the finite element system at time »,Ar and location n Ax can be rewritten

as

nAt - 1(kn Ax—wn,Ar)
=4 e

n‘A\'u
8(, L4 ,5) (A3.2)

2r—|n

= Ty
=4, e -

“CFL 4 LT

All variables with 0 subscript indicate the exact value. For the 2-node element, with a

similar procedure in Chapter 3, we obtain the relations between the values of the CFL

number, At/T;, A/A, and 7, /T for the Bathe method and the Newmark method.
Note that using the measured period elongation, which is function of Ar/7;, we express

the error in the wave length with respect to Ar/ 7, and CFL (Figs. A3-1 and A3-2).
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Figure A3-1  Relative wavelength errors of the Bathe method for various CFL numbers;
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Note that, for the both methods, with the CFL number which makes the solution least

dispersive, the curve of the wavelength error is almost the same with the period elongation
. c AT .
curve. Since — = — 7 1, with these CFL numbers when Af/7; «1, the results are

)

well understood.

We also can check the above observation from the approximated expression of wavelength

error. For At/ 1, <« 1, the wavelength error are estimated as

(Bathe method)

3 3 5 2 4
A-4 _ r-1, _”_(13_ 162)£ Ar +0 A (A3.3)
A T, 96 CFL" T\ T, 1,
(Newmark method)
_ 3 5 2 4
A—4 _r TO~L(2_ 12)§ At +0O At (A3.4)
Ay T, 6 CFL*" T \ T, 1,

Also, the results show that with the given time step size, smaller finite element reduces the

error in the wavelength.

We also can express Eq. (A3.2) as
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n At

_ i(knAx—onmAt)
i =4ge
(s, 0% LT (A3.5)
—4e B e TCFL 'T
—4A

Therefore, we obtain the dispersion error in terms of time step size Ar (Figs. A3-4 and
A3-5). In particular, Fig. A3-4 may show accuracy characteristic of remained wave modes

in the Bathe method.

The approximated expressions for dispersion error with respect to the time step size are

obtained as

(Bathe method)

_ 5 2 2 4

% T q3- 162)(5) ATl Lol A (A3.6)
¢, 9~ cri’\1)\T, T,

(Newmark method)

c—C, — __1[_2_(2_ 1 2)[_&} (ﬂ) _*_0{{&}} (A37)
¢, 6 ~ CF\ 1) \T, T,

Note that Egs. (A3.6) and (A3.7) can also be derived from Eqgs. (A3.3) and (A3.4).
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Figure A3-4  Relative wave speed errors of the Trapezoidal rule for various CFL numbers;
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A4 Integration approximation and load operators of the

proposed method

Using the relations in Eqgs. (4.12) and (4.22), we obtain an expression for the integration

approximation A load operators L, and L, of the proposed explicit method as

A=la, ay, a, (A4.1)

_ %(p—l)Qoz +&E(=2+ p)Q, _

L, = 2%((1 +O((1/2)Q, +£) P’ =20, ((1/ 42, + &) p* - p)) (A4.2)
| L |
[ 1

L, - PTA’ (A4.3)
0

where
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a, =—p§° ((—(1/2)p+(1/2)p2)903+§(p2—2)902+(1+(—8+4p)§2)90+2§) (Ad.4)
a, =—%((—(1/2)p+(1/2)p2)§203 +&E(-1+ p2 = p)Q, +(1+(-4+2p) £°)Q, +2§) (A4.5)
a, = —%—22(1 +((1/2)p-(1/2))Q, +E(-2+p)Q) (A4.6)
oo M [ P’ +2p°EQ0 - p'Q)t +8p' 0 — 420 p’ J (Ad7)
8p (HpEQ, —16p°8°Q) —8£Q p* +4p* +2Q,°p° +8EQ, p—12p+4
a,, =L[(_p4+p3)Q°4—2§p2(_1+p2_p)Q°3 ] (A4.8)
Ap| +(88°p" —4p°E —2p)Q) —4&(-p+ P’ +1)Q, +4p
a,, = —%(1 +Q,((1/2)0, +&) p*+(1-(1/2)Q,* -2£Q,) p° - p) (A4.9)
a,, =%(2+(p2—p)Q02+4§(p—1)QO)At2p (A4.10)
a32=%(2+(p2—p)902+2§(p—1)£20) (A4.11)
a,, = 1+%( p-1)Q; (A4.12)
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