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Abstract

A simultaneous solution algorithm to solve fully coupled fluid flow-structural interac-
tion problems using finite element methods is proposed. The fluid is assumed to be a
viscous (almost) incompressible medium modeled using the Navier-Stokes equations,
whereas the structure is assumed to be a linear elastic isotropic solid undergoing small
displacements. In addition, the structure is assumed to be very compliant and there-
fore the effects of the coupling onto the system response are expected to be important.
The focus of this work is on the coupling procedure employed, the specific time in-
tegration schemes used in a transient analysis and on the efficiency of the solution
procedure. Efficiency is realized by condensing out the internal structural degrees of
freedom prior to the coupled solution analysis. The proposed time integration scheme
is based on Gear’s method, the Euler method or the trapezoidal rule for the fluid and
the trapezoidal rule for the structure. A simplified analysis indicates unconditional
stability (for the linearized system). Two example problems are solved to illustrate
the applicability of the solution procedure.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Finite element methods have been developed and extensively used for the analysis of
structural and fluid problems. Although there are still major improvements desired
in the formulation of finite element procedures for both fluids and structures (in par-
ticular for fluid flows at high Reynolds numbers and structures with highly nonlinear
behavior) considerable research focus is now on new areas of application.

The availability of faster computers with large memory and storage capacities
allows the solution of problems of increasing complexity, and a natural next step in
the development of finite element procedures is the analysis of fluid flows coupled
with structures.

Fluid-structure interaction analyses are increasingly required research and engi-
neering practice, where a wide variety of applications can be found. Particularly, there
is an increased interest in new and exciting areas of applications such as biomechan-
ics, to study for example the flow of blood in arteries and veins, and the development
of microelectro-mechanical devices (MEMS). Some other examples include the study
and optimization of break systems, shock-absorbers, hydraulic valves, pumps, etc.

There are two main approaches that have been used to numerically solve fully
coupled fluid-structure interaction problems: the simultaneous solution and the par-
titioned procedures. In a simultaneous solution, the coupled equations are established
and then solved all together. In a partitioned procedure solution variables from one

field are passed to the other and each field (fluid and structure) is solved separately
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iterating between the field solutions when the coupling results in significant structural
deformations. As a result, in a partitioned procedure, the fully coupled fluid-structure
problem can be solved using already developed field-codes.

An important feature of fluid-structure interaction problems is that the coupling
strongly depends on the mathematical models employed. The variables used for
structures are displacements and, sometimes, pressures. The fluid behavior, however,
can be described using pressures, velocity potentials, velocities and pressures, etc.
depending on the model chosen. As a result, the coupling procedure and the effect of
the coupling onto the system response can vary widely. Basically, two main types of
fluid-structure interaction problems can be distinguished depending on whether the
fluid is modeled using the acoustic approximation or the Navier-Stokes equations.

If the fluid can be modeled using the acoustic approximation then the load of the
fluid onto the structure is only due to pressure and inertial effects (viscous effects are
neglected). This approximation is very useful to analyse certain problems, such as
the interaction between a structure and a contained fluid. In this case a potential
formulation can be used and the degrees of freedom of the fluid (velocities and pres-
sures) are reduced to only one per node (the potential). In addition, the coupled finite
element coefficient matrix can be symmetric (¢-formulation [1}, [2]). Hence, simul-
taneous solution procedures are effective for this type of fluid-structure interaction
problem (see also [3]). Nevertheless, partitioned procedures have also been applied
to acoustic fluid-structure interaction problems [4].

If convective terms are important the fluid is modeled using the Navier-Stokes or
Euler equations. In this case usually large (non-symmetric) fluid coefficient matrices
result. In addition, completely different meshes need generally be used in practice to
discretize the fluid domain and the structure. Therefore, partitioned procedures are
frequently preferred and used. Bathe et. al describe a general and widely employed
partitioned procedure to solve fluid flow-structural interaction problems [5], [6], [7].
Stability and accuracy characteristics of partitioned procedures for some special cases
have been studied in [8], [9]. Other recent works on partitioned procedures include

[10], [11], [12].

12



Using a partitioned procedure, a relatively large number of iterations may be
required at each time (or load) step to solve problems in which the structure is very
compliant. If the iterations are not performed in each step, the solution accuracy
frequently deteriorates rapidly. This phenomenon is like in the analysis of nonlinear
structural dynamic problems where it was long ago realized that iterations are needed
(2] [13].

Simultaneous solution procedures have also been used in fluid-structure interaction
problems, see [14], [15], [16], [17], [18]. Since the finite element coefficient matrix
of the Navier-Stokes or Euler equations is non-symmetric due to the presence of
convective terms, the cost of the computations for the simultaneous solution procedure
dramatically increases with the degrees of freedom considered, and therefore most
research was directed to the development of partitioned procedures.

An important issue in the analysis of fluid flow-structural interaction problems is
the coupling procedure employed in both the simultaneous solution and partitioned
procedures.

In this thesis, we concentrate on the analysis of structures interacting with viscous
fluid flows, modeled using the Navier-Stokes equations. The structure is assumed to
be elastic and the fluid is assumed to be an (almost) incompressible medium. We
also assume that the effect of the coupling between the fluid and the structure is
significant. Hence, when using a partitioned procedure iterations between the field
solutions are required. The focus of this thesis is on the coupling procedure employed
in a simultaneous solution, the time integration schemes used, and how to decrease
the solution time by condensation of the internal étructural degrees of freedom.

The thesis is organized as follows. In the second chapter, some relevant mathe-
matical models of fluids and structures are presented. In addition, the Lagrangian,
Eulerian and arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian descriptions of motion are discussed. In
chapter 3, usual finite element discretizations for both fluids and structures are shown.
Available procedures to solve fluid flow-structural interaction problems are discussed
in chapter 4 and a different approach is proposed and analyzed. A stability analysis

of the proposed algorithm is presented in chapter 5. In chapter 6, the solutions of
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example problems are shown to demonstrate the capabilities of the proposed scheme.

Finally in chapter 7 conclusions are given.
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Chapter 2

Governing equations

Governing differential equations describe the motion of continuous media. They are
derived using the laws of physics (Newton’s law, mass and energy conservation prin-
ciples) and the constitutive relations.

Usually, structural equations of motion are written using the Lagrangian formula-
tion, i.e. following the body particles, and the fluid flow equations are written using
the Eulerian formulation, i.e. at a fixed spatial position. For fluid flow-structural
interaction problems a combination of both formulations, an arbitrary Lagrangian-
Eulerian formulation, is required to describe the fluid flow because the fluid domain
changes as a function of time due to structural interactions.

In this chapter the Lagrangian, Eulerian and arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian for-
mulations are briefly discussed. Governing and constitutive equations of Newtonian
fluid flows and elastic isotropic solids are considered. Finally, the equilibrium and
compatibility conditions that must be satisfied at the fluid flow-structural interface

are given.

2.1 Kinematics of continuous media

Consider a body (or a part of it) that is moving through space. The space occupied
by the body at time ¢ = 0 is called the reference configuration, and the space occupied

by the body at time ¢ is called the spatial configuration (see figure 2-1).
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Mesh configuration

Y\
t= O t
Reference configuration Spatial configuration
X

Figure 2-1: Reference, spatial and mesh configurations.

At time ¢t = 0 we can identify each particle of the body with a reference coordinate
x. At time ¢ the particle will be at a different position y. In other words, y is the
position at time ¢ of the particle that was at x at time ¢ = 0. Similarly, at time ¢ = 0
we can identify each mesh point with a reference coordinate x. At time ¢ the mesh
point will be at a different position § (that is not necessarily the same as the particle
positions y). Then, ¥ is the position at time ¢ of the mesh point that was at x at
time t = 0.

There are different ways of describing the motion of the body (see, for example,

[19]). Three of them will be considered here,
e Lagrangian formulation
e Bulerian formulation
e Arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian (ALE) formulation

Equations of motion are generally written in terms of material or physical particles.
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For example, when we say that a fluid is incompressible we mean that a particle
cannot change its density with time, but different particles can have different densities.
Newton’s law of motion states that the rate of change of momentum of a body is equal
to the sum of the external forces applied to that body, i.e. the law applies over a
group of particles that are followed as a function of time.

In general, when solving a dynamic problem using finite element methods, any of
the above descriptions can be employed (see [2], [16]). The finite element mesh can
be moving with the body particles, can be fixed in space, or moving at an arbitrary
velocity, and therefore we need to express the equations of motion using different

formulations.

2.1.1 Lagrangian formulation

In the Lagrangian formulation, the body particles are identified in the reference con-
figuration, at time ¢ = 0, and their movement is followed as a function of time. The
variables used to describe the equations of motion are then x and ¢. This descrip-
tion is usually employed to describe the motion of solids, for which the reference
configuration is known.

We are interested in expressing the equations of motion that are written in the
Lagrangian formulation (following the particle) in the Eulerian and ALE formulations.
In particular, the time derivatives that appear in the conservation laws need to be

transformed.

2.1.2 Eulerian formulation

In the Eulerian formulation, the variables used in the description of the motion are y
and t. The movement is described at a fixed spatial position y. The position occupied
at t = 0 by the particle that is at y at time ¢ is not important and usually not known.
This description is generally used to describe fluid flows.

At time ¢ the position of a particle can be expressed as a function of the particle

position in the reference configuration
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y = x(x,t) (2.1)

If equation (2.1) is known, then the velocity of a particle can be calculated by

taking the partial derivative of (2.1) with x held constant

8y)
v=|—= (2.2)
(%),
Also, the acceleration of the particle is
ov
= = 2.
- (). =

In the Eulerian formulation, a physical quantity is known as a function of a fixed

spatial position y, that is to say

f=9g(y,t) = G(x(x,1)) (2.4)

The time derivative of the physical quantity f with x held constant, is called the
material time deriative, and is equal to the rate of change of f at the particle, i.e. as
seen by an observer who is moving with the particle. The following notation is used

from now on to refer to the material time derivative

Df _ (f
br (5?> (25)

2.1.3 Arbitrary Lagrangian-Eulerian formulation

The ALE formulation is a combination of the Lagrangian and Eulerian formulations.
The movement of the body is described at an arbitrary position ¥ that can change as a
function of time. In a finite element analysis, the position ¥ is associated with a mesh
point, and the space occupied by the mesh at time ¢ is called the mesh configuration
(see figure 2-1).

In the ALE formulation, the values of a physical quantity fare known as a function

of a fixed mesh referential position ¥.
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At time ¢ each point ¥ can be associated to a referential position x using the

mapping

¥ =x(x,1) (2.6)

Then, the physical quantity fcan be expressed as
f =303, = G(R(x,1),1) (2.7)

2.2 Lagrangian form of the conservation equa-
tions

Considerations in this work are restricted to isothermal processes, and therefore the
energy conservation equation is not needed in the description of motion. In this sec-
tion, the mass and momentum conservation equations in the Lagrangian formulation

are given.

2.2.1 Mass conservation

The principle of mass conservation states that mass cannot be created or destroyed
within a (nonrelativistic) system. This means that the amount of mass enclosed in a
material volume (one that is fixed to the physical particles) will not change in time.

The simplest form of the mass conservation principle is then

where €2(t) is the material volume (body volume), m is the total mass enclosed in Q

and p is the body density.

2.2.2 Momentum conservation

Newton’s law of motion can be expressed as
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DP

where P = mv is the momentum, %1; is the instantaneous rate of change of momen-

tum of the body at time ¢, and }_ F.,; is the sum of all external forces acting on the
body at time ¢.

The equation of conservation of momentum can be written as

D

where ) indicates the material volume.

2.3 ALE form of the conservation equations

In this section, the ALE forms of the mass and momentum conservation equations

are derived using the control volume technique.

2.3.1 Mass conservation

We are interested in describing the mass conservation principle with respect to an
arbitrary chosen control volume which can be moving and deforming. Using the
Reynold’s transport theorem [20], the mass conservation equation (2.8) can be written
as

Dm 0

=== dv / —9¥)-ndS=0 2.11
Dt ot /\7(t)p * S'(t)p(v v)-n ( )

where V(t) is an arbitrary control volume, S(t) the control volume surface, v is the
fluid velocity with respect to a fixed spatial reference frame, v is the velocity of the
control volume, and 9/39¢ is the time derivative with y held constant, or spatial time
derivative.

The first term expresses the instantaneous rate of change of mass within the

control volume, while the second takes into account the mass which is entering (and
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leaving) the control volume through its surface at a relative velocity v, = v — ¥.

Using the divergence theorem, equation (2.11) becomes

— dv V- —9)]dV =0 2.12
57 o ? WV [ Vol (=9 (2.12)

In evaluating the first term of equation (2.12), the change of the control volume
with time has to be considered.
Using Cartesian coordinates, the determinant of the Jacobian of the transforma-

tion from material coordinates to mesh referential coordinates is defined as [21]

5 _ 9y
J = det (6xj) (2.13)

where ¢; and z; are the components of ¥ and x, respectively.

Then,

dv = J dv, (2.14)

where dV is a differential control volume and dVj is the differential control volume in
the initial configuration, dV; = dV (t = 0).

The spatial time derivative of J is

aJ . _ .

and therefore

0 N 0 . op N .
- dV = — J dVy = —— dV V. v dV 2.1
ot Jv( P at Jv(o) P 0 V(t) (815)5, + V(t) p v (2.16)

Substituting (2.16) into (2.12) we obtain

pPr+v—-—VIVp+pV.-v=0 (2.17)

where the superscript * indicates time derivative with respect to a fixed mesh point,
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i.e. is the rate of change as seen by an observer that is moving with the mesh point.
Expression (2.17) is the differential equation of mass conservation written in the
ALE formulation of motion.
The material rate of change of the density %f can then be written as
Dp

D =P +(v—¥)-Vp (2.18)

and expresses the density changes of the material or physical particles as a function

of time.
Note that if ¥ = 0 or ¥ = v in equation (2.17) the Eulerian and Lagrangian forms

of the mass conservation equation are recovered respectively.

2.3.2 Momentum conservation

We are interested in describing Newton’s law of motion with respect to an arbitrary
chosen control volume which can be moving and deforming. Using the Reynold’s

transport theorem equation (2.10) can be rewritten as

D 8 . )
= d§l = — av —¥)-ndS = ) e 2.19
Dt /Q(t) Py ot V(t)p vay (1) pv(v=9)-n > Feu(t) (219)

Therefore the rate of change of momentum of the body which at time ¢ occupies the
volume Q = V(t) is equal to the rate of change of momentum of the material instan-
taneously inside the control volume V at time ¢, plus the inward flux of momentum
through the control surface [19].

The right hand side of equation (2.19) is the sum of the forces that are acting over
the particles located inside 2 at time ¢. It is independent of the choice of description
of motion. However, the expression for the material time derivative (left hand side)
does depend on the description of motion.

Expression (2.19) constitutes a system of three equations (one for each component

of the vector v). Expressing v in a Cartesian coordinate system, where the v; are the
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components of v, and using the divergence theorem

at/ o dV+/ dpvi (v = )] dV = 3 Fepi(t) (2.20)

Using equations (2.14) and (2.15)

g ,»de/ A dV / Vv dV 991
5 /‘m)p v V(t)(p v;) + V(t)p v v ( )

Substituting equation (2.21) into equation (2.20) and after some algebra,

v [P+ (v=")-Vp+pV-v]+p [v] +(v—=") Vo] = ferr, (2.22)

where fe.:; are the components of external forces per unit volume (in Cartesian
coordinates).

The first term in square brackets in equation (2.22) is the mass conservation equa-
tion (2.17), and therefore cancels out. Then, the momentum conservation equation

in the ALE formulation can be written as

p{v'+[(v—-¥) -Vlv} =1, (2.23)

and the material rate of change of momentum is

p 2= p v (v —9) - VIV (2.24)

The Eulerian and Lagrangian descriptions of motion can be recovered by assuming

¥ = 0 and Vv = v in equation (2.23) respectively.

2.4 Fluid flow equations

The fluid flow equations of motion are derived from the momentum and mass con-
servation equations, (2.23) and (2.17), and appropriate constitutive laws. In what
follows, some relevant fluid models are described. Since in a fluid flow-structural in-

teraction problem, in general, the fluid domain changes as a function of time (due to
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the interaction with the structure), the equations of motion of the fluid are expressed

using the ALE formulation.

2.4.1 Compressible fluid

Using the ALE formulation, the Navier-Stokes equations are

p{v'+[(v—%)-V]v}=V.7F + B (2.25)

PP+ (v—=%9)-Vpop+pV-v=0 (2.26)

where equation (2.25) is the momentum conservation and equation (2.26) is continuity
equation.

The constitutive relations for a Newtonian fluid (in Cartesian coordinates) are

7’5 = (—p + A ekk) (Sij + 2Meij (227)
with
1
¢ij = 5 (vig +V5) (2.28)

In these relations, 7 is the stress tensor in the fluid, £ is the vector of body forces,
p is the pressure, p is the fluid density, g is the dynamic viscosity coefficient, A is the
second coefficient of viscosity and e;; is the (3,j)th component of the velocity strain
tensor.

For an isotropic Newtonian compressible fluid, the Stokes’ hypothesis, A = —%u,
is usually a good approximation, and the constitutive equations for a compressible

fluid become,

€
Ty == PO +2p (e~ ? dij) (2.29)

The boundary conditions required to solve (2.25) and (2.26) can be given as fol-
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lows:

v=v*' inSF (2.30)
Fnf =t} inSf (2.31)

and initial condition
v(t=0) = vy (2.32)

where SE is the part of the boundary with imposed velocities v*, Sff is the part of the
boundary with imposed surface forces t} and n’ is the unit outward vector normal

to the fluid boundary.

2.4.2 Incompressible fluid

For the case of an incompressible fluid, the density of a particle does not change as a
function of time (Dp/Dt = 0) and the continuity equation for a fully incompressible

fluid reduces to
V-v=20 (2.33)

2.4.3 Almost incompressible flow

For an almost incompressible fluid, the density can be expressed as p = p, + Ap, and
Ap/p, << 1, such that p = p, can be assumed.

The bulk modulus of a fluid or solid, k, is defined as

K= po (%’;)T (2.34)

and therefore is a measure of the change of density due to a change of pressure at

constant temperature 7. Then,
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1 Dp 1 Dp 1D
1Dp _1(0p) Dp_1Dp (2.35)
po Dt p, \Op) Dt Kk Dt

Using equation (2.35) the continuity equation for an almost incompressible fluid be-

comnes

[P+ (v=¥)-Vp]+V-v=0 (2.36)

x|

and the ey, term in the constitutive equation (2.29) is neglected.

2.5 Structural equations

In general, structural equations are written using the Lagrangian formulation. The
equations of motion are derived from the momentum equations using appropriate
constitutive relations. In what follows, the equations of an isotropic elastic material

will be described.

2.5.1 Isotropic linear elastic material

Neglecting damping effects, the momentum equations for a structure are

Dv D?u

p—b—t—zthQ:V-TS—l—fB (2.37)

The constitutive relations for a linear elastic isotropic material (in Cartesian co-

ordinates) are

S i o Oy + —2— £ (2.38)
U A+ (1=-20) YT 1,V
with
1
5ij = 5 (Ui,j—i—Uj’z‘) (239)

Here u is the vector of structural displacements, 7° is the stress tensor, f¥ is the
[ )

26



vector of body forces, p is the density of the structure, E is the elastic or Young’s
modulus, v is Poisson’s ratio, and the ¢;; is the (4j)th component of the strain tensor.

The boundary conditions needed to solve equation (2.37) are

u=u’ inS? (2.40)
™ n°=t] inS] (2.41)

and initial conditions
ut=0)=uy a(t=0)=1 (2.42)

where S5 is the part of the structural boundary with imposed displacements u®, S7
is the part of the boundary with imposed surface forces t¢ and n® is the unit outward
vector normal to the structural boundary.

Since the equations of motion of the solid are described using the Lagrangian
formulation, no convective terms are present. Furthermore, because in the Lagrangian
formulation the particles are being followed, the mass conservation is automatically
satisfied and there is no need to impose it separately as was the case for the fluid flow
equations.

For an almost incompressible material (v — 0.5) numerical problems can be ex-
pected when using the constitutive relations (2.38). To overcome this problem (see
[2]), the pressure is introduced in the finite element equations as a separate degree of
freedom and mixed interpolated elements are used.

The pressure is equal to

TS

P = —'—Oég = —K Eqa (243)

Introducing the pressure into the constitutive relations (2.38),

E
D= — gl 2 44
7, p J+(1+V) 61] ( )
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where ¢}, are the deviatoric strain components

£
1 _ . _ Eaa o
iy =€ T 3 0ij

£ (2.45)

Another equation is needed to relate the pressure to the displacements. This
relation is provided by (2.43) and the relation between the bulk modulus of the

material and the Young’s modulus and Poisson’s ratio

E

2.6 Fluid flow-structural interface conditions

We are interested in coupled systems where fluid flow-structural interactions take
place. Hence, in addition to the fluid and structural equations, equilibrium and
compatibility conditions must be satisfied at the fluid-structure interface.

The equilibrium conditions at the interface can be expressed as

P nf + 7510 =0 (at interface) (2.47)

where n’" and n® are unit normal surface vectors pointing outward of the fluid and
structural domains respectively.

This condition ensures that the forces are in equilibrium at the fluid-structure
interface.

The compatibility condition at the interface requires that

=

7 =ul (at interface) (2.48)

where @} is the vector of displacements of the fluid (domain) at the interface and ul
is the vector of displacements of the structure at the interface.
This condition ensures that the material will not overlap and no gaps will be

formed at the interface.
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Chapter 3

Finite element formulation

In a finite element formulation, the weak (or variational) forms of the governing
differential equations of motion are considered, and using the Galerkin procedure the
test functions correspond to the finite element interpolations.

In what follows, some spaces needed in the formulation of the finite element

method will be defined (see also [2], [22]).
Let us denote by © a bounded domain in R™ (with n = 2 or 3) and by S its

boundary.

L2(Q2) represents the space of functions that are square integrable over €2,

Q) = {q: /Q(f dQ) < +00}

Similarly, L?(2) is the space of vector functions that are square integrable over €2,

L2(Q) = {q:/Qqu dQ < +oo}

The Sobolev space is defined for any non-negative integer value k£ as the space of
square integrable functions over €2, whose derivatives up to order k£ are also square

integrable over €2

HYQ) ={qe L*(Q): 0"¢ € L*(Q) V¥ [n| <k}
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For vector valued functions, we have

HE(Q) = {v: v; € HYQ)}

3.1 Fluid How discretization

The variational formulation of an almost incompressible fluid modeled using the
Navier-Stokes equations and expressed in the ALE description of motion (in Cartesian

coordinates) can be stated as:

Given f2, find v € HY(V) with v|g, = v® and p € H'(V) such that

/\A/ﬁi p[’U: + Vi, j (’Uj - ﬁ])] dV + /‘7€ij ’7'5 dV = §RF (31)
[ £ [p" +p (vi — 0;)] dV +/ pui; dV =0 (3.2)
V K 1%
with
R = [ afPav+ [ 57 7 as+ [ o g as (3.3)
|4 Sf Sy

where ¥ € H (V) and p € H'(V) are the virtual velocity and pressure, V is the
volume of the fluid domain, v and p are the velocity and pressure functions to be
calculated, ¥ is the mesh velocity, &;; and 7'5 are the (7,7)th components of the virtual
velocity strain tensor and the stress tensor respectively, « is the bulk modulus, S,
is the part of the boundary with prescribed velocity v*, Sy is the part of the fluid
boundary with prescribed tractions of components fisf , and Sy is the part of the
boundary corresponding to the interface, where tractions with components fZ-SS are
exerted by the structure onto the fluid.

If the fluid is incompressible, kK — oo, and the term containing & in equation (3.2)
vanishes.

Equations (3.1) and (3.2) must be discretized in space in order to be solved nu-

merically. The following finite element spaces are introduced for the velocity and
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pressure,

= {v e H(V),v"[s, = v*(1)} (3.4)
= {v" e H'(V),v"[5, = 0} (3.5)

Q" ={p" e H'(V)} (3.6)

= {p" e H'(V)} (3.7)

Therefore, the finite element problem can be stated as:

Given fg, find v* € V*(V) and p" € Q*(V') such that

/\; T)f‘ p [(Uzh)* + UZ]- (vf - ﬁ;’)] dV + /V é?j TZ-’} Fav =g¥ (3.8)
/VI—?_; [ @)+ (o = o) av + [ 5" ol dV =0 (3.9)

with
RF :/ ot 1B dv+/ hySy 51 dS+/ myS1 £S5 gg (3.10)

for all v € V*(V) and p* € Q*(V).

In the finite element procedure, the space V" depends on the elements chosen to
discretize the volume V. In a 2D space, we can choose, for example, quadrilateral
bilinear or parabolic elements. The pressure interpolation, however, cannot be chosen
arbitrarily (see for example [2], [22]), otherwise, the formulation may not be stable.
In order to have a stable scheme, the inf-sup condition must be satisfied. In this
thesis, 9/3 elements, which satisfy the inf-sup condition, are used to calculate the
fluid response of the coupled system. The 9/3 element is a quadrilateral 9 node

element, in which the velocities are interpolated from the 9 nodes and the pressure
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e velocity

X pressure

Figure 3-1: 9/3 element.

is taken to be a linear function inside the element (3 unknowns per element) and
discontinuous across elements, see figure (3-1).

The solution obtained using the discretized equations (3.8) and (3.9) is good for
low Reynolds (Re) number flows. However, if the Reynolds number is increased,
oscillations appear due to the presence of the convective terms (v — ¥) - Vv (here
the Re number is based on the relative velocity v, = v — ¥). To avoid oscillations,
upwinding is introduced into the equations. The idea is to introduce some artificial
diffusivity to stabilize the convective term but without degrading the accuracy of the
solution (see for example [23], [2], [24]). In this work, the following upwind terms,

proposed by D. Hendriana and K.J. Bathe [25], are used

0%
32

(3.11)

Z/V(m) 8y 7 fvy =

and
3/2
dy; Ay, ’
;= — 3.12
R s
where V™ is the m® element volume (2D), the y; are the coordinates of the body
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in a fixed Cartesian coordinate system, and r, s are the isoparametric coordinates of
the element (see figure 3-1).

Note that a convective term is also present in the continuity equation, however,
the velocity is divided by «, which is usually a very large constant (~ 10° Pa for water,
for example), and therefore, an upwind term will not be necessary in the continuity
equation.

The dynamic equations of the fluid flow, including the upwinding can be repre-

sented as

T T N (3.13)

where 2 Wy and "2 Wy p represent the terms coming from the standard Galerkin
procedure and the upwind terms respectively, and **2*R is the known load vector due
to boundary conditions.

Because equations (3.13) are nonlinear, to obtain an accurate solution at time
t + At the equations are linearized and iterations are performed at each time step
using, for example, the Newton-Raphson procedure.

Using a Taylor series expansion of (3.13) in time

AW ~ YW 4 W AL (3.14)

and equation (3.13) can be expressed as

W At ~ TAIR W (3.15)

To calculate the time derivative 'W* = (%—VX)A, we have to consider that the
]
volume V is moving and deforming.
In deriving the expressions for "W*, the following identities are useful (see for

example [21], [26], [27] and chapter 2)
a R 0 PN -
= == = [ g . 1
s foav=g[ g dl=[[y+gV-¥aV (3.16)
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<Ba>* _ da* Oa O (3.17)

Ay Oy;  Oyi Oy;
Equation (3.16) is derived from equation (2.14) and (2.15). Equation (3.17) can

be derived as follows

9\ _ 0 (0a), 0 (0a),
oyi) — ot \dw) Oy \0yi) "
d (0a 0 ( Ja . da Oy,
= + = | — =
By \ Ot 0yi \ Oy Oyx 0y;
da*  Oa 00

= _—— 3.18
Oyi  Oyx Oy (3.18)

Hence, the expressions for *W* become (see also [26], [27])

dv; Av; O OAG;\] -
tWXIS(v) At = /Vp??i [Avf+(Avk—Aﬁk) v 0Av v uf)] AV —

v — U —

oy T ’°)<8yk 5y, O

. (A %_ %8Au:’+ %GAﬁk Bﬁk 6Avk>d‘7——
v

payk By; Oy payj Oy Mayn OYn

_ ka 8Aul 8’Uk + B’Uk 6vk 8Aﬁ1 _ 8’17]6 ka BA?], dV 1
v 8.% ayn 8yn ayn 8yi ayn 8yn ayn ayz
_ . ov; | 0A,
+ /V’Ui {p {’Uz- + (vg — 'Uk)a :l 1 } e dv (3.19)

_ 8AUk 8’Uk aA'&n a
t * — — -
7 dp 0AU, O0Ap
z — — — dv —
* /v K {(Uk k)ayn Oyx (v = ) G Y }
_ a’Uk 1 N R 8p 8Aan "

34



0v; > Ay, v, 0%, (922}-) .
W, At = < L — 0 — + -9 L dV +
UP ayk 3y] JI 7 ]| 8y]2 a 2 ]l 0!/]
. 0%
/ TJ lv; — ;] (Av; — Aby) — o9 2 — 2V +
“ 82Av2- 8’Ui 8 Aﬂk ~
/ 8]2 75 |v; — ’Ujl( ay;? — e ayg )dV—I—
0% 0%y, OA U,
v — 0 2
/V( R )dv (3:21)
and
. 1 8y] 8y]- N
ATy = 3 (67‘ + s Ay (3.22)

where ‘Wyg, and ‘W, are the contributions to ‘W* from the momentum and
continuity equations respectively, ‘W}p is the contribution from the upwind term,
and Av;, Ap are the increments of v; and p. There is no sum in j in equation (3.22).

The resulting linearized finite element equations can be expressed in matrix form

as

. v . v
M’U'U 0 M’U . KU'U Kvp KU RU F’U
R p |+ - p |= -
O MPZD MP ~ KPU KPP KP ~ O FP
u

(3.23)
where the individual matrices are obtained from the expressions of ‘W5 S() tW,’(,S(p)
and *Wp; v, p, 01, ¥, are the increments of velocity, pressure, mesh displacement and
mesh velocity with respect to the last iteration; and F,, F, contain the known terms
of the linearization. Because the mesh displacements and velocities are arbitrary, an
algorithm must be provided to calculate them from the displacements and velocities

at the fluid-structure interface and any other moving boundary.



3.2 Structural equations

The weak form of the transient structural equations can be stated as ([2])

Given 2, find u € H'(Q) with u|s, = u® such that

/ @ p i A9+ / g 75 dQ = RS (3.24)
9} Q

with

RS = /Q @ fP d+ /S all f5 ds + /S st f5¢ 4s (3.25)
f 1

for all t € H'(Q). Here Q is the material volume, @ is the vector of virtual dis-
placements, &; and 7—5 are the (4,7)th components of the virtual strain tensor and
the stress tensor respectively, f? is the vector of body forces, S; is the part of the
structural boundary with prescribed tractions of components fz-sf and Sy is the part
of the boundary corresponding to the fluid flow-structural interface, where tractions
of components fiSF are exerted by the fluid onto the structure.

Finite element spaces for the structural equations are defined as follows,

Vh = {u* € H'(Q), u[s, = v’ (t)} (3.26)

Vh = {a" ¢ H{(Q),u"|s, =0} (3.27)

and the spaces Q" and Q" are defined by (3.6) and (3.7), respectively.
The finite element problem can be stated as

Given fg, find u* € V" (Q) such that

/ al p il d +/ ey Th S dy=R° (3.28)
Q Q

with

WS:‘/QQ? fiB d§2+[9 (ﬂ?)sf fiSf d5+[g ('EL?)SI fiSF dS (329)
1 T
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for all @* € V(Q).
Equation (3.28) is the displacement based finite element formulation for structures.
The finite element matrix equations from (3.28), neglecting damping effects, can

be written as

M, ii+K,u = R, (3.30)

where M, and K, are the mass and stiffness matrices, and u, ii are the vectors
of displacements and accelerations. Equation (3.30) is assumed to be linear in this
thesis.

When the solid is almost incompressible, the displacement based finite element
formulation fails to give accurate results (except in the two-dimensinal plane stress
case). To overcome this problem, mixed elements are used and the equations are
re-formulated in terms of displacements and pressures. The finite element displace-

ment/pressure formulation can then be stated as:

Given P, find u® € V*(Q) and p* € Q*(Q) such that

_h “h hyt hyt ~h _h S
/Q at p il dQ + /Q () (rhY d — /Q b, ph d =R (3.31)

ph
- / (—— + uh) P dQ =0 (3.32)
Q K ’

for all @* € V", p" € Q". Here &' and 7' are the deviatoric parts of the strain and
stress tensors, p is the pressure and the overbar indicates virtual quantities.
The finite element matrix equations corresponding to equations (3.31) and (3.32)

can be written as

M,, 0 i Kuw Kup u R,
+ = (3.33)
0 o0 p KI, 0 P 0

The elements to be used with the displacement/pressure formulation must satisfy
the inf-sup condition in order for the system of equations to be stable. In this thesis,

9/3 mixed elements will be used when using plane-strain and axisymmetric 2D mod-
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els and 9 node elements when using plane stress 2D models (and the displacement
formulation). Displacement based formulations can be used with 2D plane stress
models even if the solid is almost incompressible (v — 0.5) because the strain in the

thickness direction of the body can accommodate the incompressibility constraint.
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Chapter 4

Coupling procedures for fluid
flow-structural interaction

problems

Consider a system composed of fluid and solid parts as shown in figure (4-1). We
are interested in solving for the response of such a system. The first step is to choose
an appropriate mathematical model to describe the behavior of the fluid and the
structure. The next step is to couple the fluid and structural equations to obtain the
response of the system.

Since problems in which viscous and convective effects are important are consid-
ered in this thesis, the Navier-Stokes equations are used to model the fluid. Different
ways of solving the coupled (almost) incompressible Navier-Stokes and structural
equations are described.

The chapter is organized as follows. A procedure to couple fluid flow and structural
equations is presented and then the two main approaches used to solve fluid flow-
structural interaction problems are described: the simultaneous solution and the
partitioned procedures. A new scheme is introduced which has the advantage that it
is unconditionally stable and that the unknowns are not solved all together but in
each domain (fluid and structure) at a time, allowing us to separate the solution of

the structural equations from the solution of the fluid flow system.
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u

Fluid-structure interface

Figure 4-1: General fluid-structure interaction problem:.
4.1 Coupling procedure

One of the most important characteristics of fluid low-structural interaction problems
is that the fluid domain can greatly change as a function of time. As a result, the
ALE formulation of motion has to be used for the fluid-flow. Then, in addition to
the calculation of the velocity and pressure fields, the mesh displacements have to be
calculated.

In the analysis considered here, the same layers of elements (number and type)
are used along the interface in the discretization of the fluid and structural domains.
Hence, the force equilibrium conditions at the fluid flow-structural interface are di-
rectly satisfied through the element assemblage process. However, the compatibility
conditions at the fluid flow-structural interface must be enforced since the fluid flow
and structural variables are velocities and displacements respectively.

It is convenient to solve for the natural variables, displacements for structures and
velocities for fluids. An advantage is that the same algorithm can be employed for
both transient and steady state analysis. Also, natural variables are smoother than
their time derivatives.

At the fluid flow-structural interface the particles that correspond to the fluid
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and solid parts move together, i.e. they have the same displacements, velocities and
accelerations. Therefore, in the ALE formulation the nodes at the interface should
correspond to Lagrangian nodes. Assuming that no slip at the nodes of the fluid flow-
structural interface is allowed, the displacements can be solved for at the interface,
and these displacements can be used to calculate velocities at the interface (and hence
the velocities of the fluid particles at the interface).

Since mesh displacements and velocities are calculated at the fluid-structure in-
terface but can be arbitrarily specified otherwise, we can further assume that they are
a linear function of fluid-structure interface displacements (and of the displacements

of any other moving boundary or free surface),

= L(u) (4.1)

v =LK (4.2)

where @i and ¥ are the mesh displacements and velocities respectively, u’ and v/
are the values of the displacements and velocities at the interface and £ is a linear
operator. These interpolations, although not general, allow the solution of the ex-
ample problems to be presented. In some cases, it can be necessary to allow some
slip along the interface in order to preserve mesh regularity. In that case, the above
equations are no longer valid and an additional equation governing the slip movement
of the mesh at the interface must be provided. In what follows, the assumption that
structure displacements coincide with nodal mesh displacements at the interface is
used.

The linearized finite element matrix equations for the fluid, without including
pressure terms explicitly (they are assumed to be contained in the variable vector v)

are
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Ml MIF vl KIl+Mic KIF v/

MET MEF vF ' KT+ MFL KPP vF " i3
Kic o) [ a R! F! (43

v N B O B

Kfe o )\ aFf RY F;

where M, and K, are coefficient matrices of the linearized fluid equations, M, and
K, are coefficient matrices from the ALE terms, v/ and v are the vectors of velocity
increments corresponding to the fluid flow-structural interface and interior fluid nodes
respectively, @i and GF are mesh displacement increments at the interface and interior
nodes respectively, Ry is the load vector corresponding to the fluid and F; contains
the constant terms of the linearization. Equations (4.1) and (4.2) were assumed to
hold in deriving equation (4.3). In what follows, for simplicity of notation, the linear
operator L is omitted (it is assumed to be contained in the matrices M, and K,,).
The finite element matrix equations corresponding to the linearized behavior of a

general (nonlinear) structure are (neglecting damping effects)

M55 Mt ii® . K35 K31 u® _ R? B F? (4.4
MIs Mlf iif KI5 KU u’ R/ F!
where M, and K, are the mass and stiffness matrices corresponding to the structure,
u’ and u® are the vectors of displacement increments corresponding to the fluid-
structure interface and interior structural nodes respectively; Ry is the structure load
vector and F, contains the constant terms of the linearization.
Assuming that no slip of nodes is allowed at the fluid-structure interface, v/ = u/
and v/ = {i! (continuity condition) and R/+R! = 0 (compatibility condition). Then,

the linearized coupled fluid flow-structural equations can be expressed as

AU+BU+CU=G (4.5)
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where

MSS MSI 0
A=| M5 MI+M] MiF (4.6)
0 MFI MFF

0o 0 0
B=| 0 KI+M, KIF (4.7)
0 KII4N, KPP

KSS KSI 0
C=| KIf KI+K, 0 (4.8)
0 K o

RS — F¢
G=| —F,—F! (4.9)
RT — FF
and
T
u= ( uS uI uF ) (4.10)

here uf” are the displacement increments of the interior fluid particles, which are not
calculated (see matrix C), but instead, the fluid velocity increments are calculated
(see matrix B).

Solving for displacements at the interface, the coupling between fluid and structure
becomes easy to perform.

Consider first the steady state case,

i =i =i"=0 (4.11)

and
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' =u'=0 (4.12)

Then, the steady state coupled fluid flow-structural equation (4.5) become,

KSS KSI 0 uS RS _ FS
KIS KI+K, KIF || o |=| -F)-F (4.13)
0 KI' KIT [\ VF RY —FF

where v is the vector of internal fluid velocity increments.

To solve for the transient fully coupled fluid flow-structural interaction response,
time integration schemes need to be chosen. In this work, implicit time integration
is used, and hence the time discretization can be written as follows (using a linear

multistep method)

e Fluid (first order differential equation in time)

The time integration scheme has the form:
oty = o 8y 1 f (0%, ...) (4.14)

where « is a constant that depends on the specific time integration scheme
employed and f is a linear function of the known velocities and accelerations at
times t, t — At, t — 2At, ... With the equilibrium equations to be satisfied at
time ¢t + At (for an implicit method), the linearized fluid flow equations can be

written as

M,U t+At\.f + Kv t+Atv — t+AtRf (415)

t+At

Solving for v gives

(@M, + K,) "y = T¥R, M, £ (v,V,..) (4.16)

where "+Atf{f contains the load vector and the constant terms of the lineariza-

tion.
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e Structure (second order differential equation in time)

The time integration scheme has the form:
BRALGL = B T + g (fu, ta,t i, L) (4.17)
HALY = oy Ay R (fu, ) (4.18)

where 8 and v are constants that depend on the actual integration time scheme
employed and g and h are linear functions of the known displacements, velocities
and accelerations at time ¢, £ — At, £ — 2A¢, ... Satisfying the equilibrium

equations at time t + At gives

Mu t+Atﬁ + Ku t+Atu = t+AtRs (419)

t+At

Solving for u results in

(BM,+K,) Tu= "R, - M, g (‘u,’0,%,..) (4.20)

where **2'R, contains known terms.

o FFluid flow-structural interface.

The time integration scheme has the form:

Aty =y AL L (fd Pt L) (4.21)

Note that here the same scheme is used as for the time integration of the dis-

placements of the structure, see equation (4.18).

Introducing equation (4.21) into equation (4.16) and separating the unknowns

corresponding to the interface from the internal fluid low unknowns we obtain



y(eMI + KTy aMIF + KIF u’ _ R: (4.22)
y(aMFT + KFD)  oMFF 4 KEF vF RJE
where the load vector Ry contain the known terms of the linearization and

time integration. Here, the contributions of the mesh movement to the fluid

coefficient matrix are not shown explicitly.

The fluid flow and structural equations can now be coupled using equations (4.20)
and (4.22), and the linearized fully coupled incremental fluid flow-structural interac-

tion equation becomes

KSS KSI 0 uS RS
RIS RU4+R!I RIF || o |=] & (4.23)
o  RfF ORPF )\ v RE

where from equation (4.20)

KSS — ﬂMSS +KSS
u u u
KSI — ﬂMSl +KSI

- (4.24)
K[® = M5 + K[®
RII = gMI! 4+ K
and from equation (4.22)
K" =y(eM] +K])
RIF = oMIF 4 KIF
(4.25)

RE! = 9(aMS’ + K
RFF = oMIF + KIF
The variables corresponding to the fluid and the interface were defined above; f{f

corresponds to the load vector of the internal structural degrees of freedom (including

the known terms).
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4.2 Different approaches for the solution of fluid-
structure interaction problems
There are two main approaches that are used to solve fully coupled problems

e Simultaneous or monolithic solution: the equations are coupled and solved to-

gether;

e Partitioned or block solution: the system is divided into subsystems (correspond-
ing to the fluid and structure domains), and each subsystem is solved separately.
“Boundary conditions” at the fluid-structure interface act as coupling terms be-

tween the two subsystems.

4.2.1 Simultaneous solution

Using the simultaneous solution procedure, the coupled fluid flow and structural equa-
tions, (4.13) for a steady-state analysis or (4.23) for a transient analysis, are solved
together and therefore the matrix equation to be solved contains all the unknowns
(from the fluid and structure).

Since the fluid flow coeflicient matrix is non-symmetric, when solving equations
(4.13) or (4.23) using the simultaneous solution procedure, the complete fluid flow-
structural interaction coefficient matrix is usually treated as non-symmetric. In ad-
dition, due to the nonlinear nature of the coupled system, the complete system of
equations must be iterated upon until convergence is reached in each time step. This
requires a large amount of calculations at each time step, and for large systems (of
many degrees of freedom) the computer capacity and speed may rapidly become a
constraint. However, using the simultaneous solution procedure unconditionally sta-
ble algorithms (for the linearized system) can be obtained by choosing appropriate
time integration schemes for both the fluid flow and structural equations. For a stabil-
ity analysis of the fully coupled fluid flow-structural interaction problem see chapter

chapter 5.
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4.2.2 Partitioned procedure

In the partitioned procedure the response of the coupled fluid flow-structural interac-
tion system is calculated using already developed fluid flow and structural solvers. In
this way, modularity is achieved and the complete system is divided into subsystems
(corresponding to the fluid and structure, although subdivisions of them can also be
considered). This approach allows the solution of larger systems and more flexibility
in the selection of meshes for the fluid and structure.

Partitioned procedures for solving general coupled field problems have been stud-
ied together with accuracy and stability considerations, see [8] [9] [28]. A general par-
titioned procedure for fluid flow-structural interaction problems has been described
in [5], [7].

The partitioned procedure consists of dividing the coefficient matrix of equations
(4.13) or (4.23) into an implicit and an explicit part. The explicit part is put on
the right hand side of the equilibrium equation and a predictor is applied to it. The
equations are then solved factorizing the implicit part of the coefficient matrix.

In essence, the partitioned procedure can be thought of as a Gauss-Seidel iterative
algorithm except that the predictor used can contain linear combinations of past
solutions and their derivatives. Also, using partitioned procedures to solve a coupled
equation, the coefficient matrix is partitioned in such a way that the equations from
one field can be separated from the equations of the other field.

When dealing with fluid-structure interaction problems, the two fields, fluid and
structure, have a common boundary, see figure (4-2). Denoting the two fields by z, y

and the boundary by b, the coupled coefficient matrix can be written as

Ka:x Kxb 0
K=| Ki. Kj+Kj Ky (4.26)
0 Ky K,,

The coeflicient matrix, K, is partitioned as K = K; + K3 where K; is the implicit
part of the matrix and K, the explicit one (i.e. the predictor is applied to Ks).

A useful partitioned procedure for fluid flow-structural interaction problems re-
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Figure 4-2: Finite element discretization of a fluid-structure interaction problem.

sults in the following partition of the coeflicient matrix

0 0O 0 O

+1 0 K) O
0 K, O

Kmx Kxb
(4.27)

K=| Ki Kj Ky
0 0 K,
where the first matrix is Ky, the implicit part, and the second is K, the explicit one.

Since K;, and K,, are solved implicitly (i.e. they are part of K;), the algorithm

corresponds to an implicit-implicit partitioned procedure.
Usually, structural solvers calculate displacements and viscous fluid solvers ve-

locities, and then equations (4.3) and (4.4) can be used for the fluid and structure

respectively in a partitioned procedure. Using equation (4.14) for the time integra-

tion, equation (4.3) becomes

oMIF + KIF ) [ v
+

oM+ KIT 4+ M
( oM + KET 4+ ME oMIT + KEFF |\ vF (128)
Kl o)[a )\ [RI-Ff
(& o) () (5
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and using equation (4.17), equation (4.4) becomes

ﬁMSS + KS$ ﬁMSI + KST u’ RS — F;S'
u u k72 U — 8 (4.29)

ﬂMSI + K51 ﬁMII + K u! R! — ]':;'\I

where F contains known terms from the linearization and time integration (the linear
operator £ is assumed to be contained in the matrices M and K as before).
To solve the fully coupled fluid flow-structural interaction equations the following

steps must be performed,

1. Calculate predicted displacement and velocity (incremental) values at the inter-
face, @/ and ¥/, from the previous iteration (the predicted value can be just
the value obtained in the last iteration or may be a linear combination of past

solutions).

2. Solve the fluid equations (4.28) using the predicted velocities and displacements

at the interface, that is to say solve

(aMEIF 4 KIF) vF:(R}’—Ff)—(aMfI+K51+Mf) v —KF al (4.30)

3. Using the calculated fluid velocity increments, v, calculate the interface load

vector that acts on the structure due to the fluid

R! = -R} = [ (eM]"+K[F) v/ +(aMI+K+M]) ¥/ +K! @' +F} ] (4.31)

4. Calculate the structural response using the calculated load vector at the inter-

face

BMES + K55 pMET + K37 u? RS — F$ (432)
BMIS + KIS MU+ K |\ w |\ -RI-F! '
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5. Iterate until convergence is achieved.

Putting all steps together in matrix notation and integrating ¥/ using equation

(4.21) we obtain

AMS + K3 M+ K 0 ugy
AME + K5 BMT+ KT aMF + KIF uy, | =
0 0 oM HEGT ) Ve (4.33)
FSs 0 0 0)( @
FI | =] 0 yeMI+KI+MD)+KD 0 i/
FF 0 y(aMIT+ KT+ MF) +KE 0 vr

where the subscripts 4, ¢ + 1 indicates fluid structure iteration step, and the vector F
contains known terms.

Comparing equation (4.33) with equation (4.27), the partitioning performed on
the coeflicient matrix of the fully coupled system is evident.

If the coupled system is linear and the field equations symmetric, then, it was
reported that on choosing an appropriate predictor, unconditionally stable implicit-
implicit partitioned algorithms can be obtained with good accuracy characteristics
without performing iterations at each time step [8] [9]. If the predictor is not good
enough, iterations can be performed to achieve a better accuracy. These situations
are refererred to as loose (no iterations) and strong coupling. For a more general case,
in which the system response is nonlinear, iterations are needed to converge with the
nonlinear coupling terms. For a fluid flow-structural interaction problem in which
the fluid is modeled using the Navier-Stokes equations unconditional stability is very

difficult to assess and proposed partitioned algorithms are in fact conditionally stable.
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4.3 Proposed scheme

Simultaneous solution and partitioned procedures have been used to solve fluid flow-
structural interaction problems. However, as was mentioned before, improvements
in these schemes are needed in order to obtain more robust, reliable and effective

procedures. It is desirable to obtain an algorithm with the following characteristics:
1. unconditionally stable;

2. computationally efficient (in terms of amount of calculations performed in each

time step);
3. useful for both dynamic and steady state analyses.

The proposed scheme satisfies all three requirements.

In the simultaneous solution procedure using equation (4.23) unconditional sta-
bility can be obtained by choosing appropriate time integration schemes. To increase
the efficiency of the solution, we propose to solve equation (4.23) (or equation (4.13)
in a steady-state analysis) by condensing out the internal structural degrees of freedom
prior to solving the system equations at each time step (or load step).

Condensing out the internal structural degrees of freedom the following equations

are obtained

RY - RE (R9) R +RYORYP ) (wf ) RO-RE(RS) RS

KFI KFF vF R?
(4.34)
Equation (4.34) is completely equivalent to equation (4.23), but the unknowns
to solve for in equation (4.34) correspond only to the fluid flow degrees of freedom.
Since the fluid flow-structural interaction problem is nonlinear, equation (4.34) must
be iterated upon in each time step until convergence of the solution is obtained. A
Newton-Raphson iteration scheme is used for this purpose in this work [2].

Once the fluid flow response has been calculated using equation (4.34), the internal

nodal point displacements of the structure are obtained using
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uf = (K5%) (RS - K3 ') (4.35)

Equations (4.34) and (4.35) show that the proposed scheme conserves the uncon-
ditional stability and accuracy characteristics of the simultaneous solution procedure.
At the same time the unknowns corresponding to the fluid flow and structural equa-
tions are solved separately. Of course, the calculated response contains all the effects
of the fully coupled fluid flow-structural interaction problem.

The steps needed at each time step to calculate the response of the fluid flow-

structural system are

1. Assemble the structural coeflicient matrix and condense out the internal de-
grees of freedom (structural displacements other than the fluid flow-structural

interface degrees of freedom).

2. Assemble the fluid flow coefficient matrix considering that the nodal motions at
the fluid-structure interface are calculated as displacements (and therefore the
time integration scheme for the displacements must be introduced in the fluid

flow coeflicient matrix), equation (4.22).

3. Add the condensed structural coefficient matrix (obtained in step 1) into the

fluid flow coefficient matrix.
4. Solve the nonlinear equations obtained from step 3, equations (4.34).

5. Using the calculated displacements at the fluid-structure interface, calculate the

internal displacements of the structure, equation (4.35).

If the structural equations are linear and a constant time step is used in transient
analysis, then the constant matrices in equations (4.34) and (4.35), should be calcu-
lated only once, stored, and repeatedly used in steps 3 and 5. Also, since the structural
coefficient matrix is symmetric a non-symmetric coefficient matrix is considered only
in step 4 (i.e. when solving for the fluid response). If the structural equations were

nonlinear the static condensation could be performed at each iteration or only in
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certain intervals (with the requirement, of course, that the out-of-balance load vector
is correctly calculated in each iteration) [2].

The number of iterations performed in each time step is given by the solution
of equation (4.34) only (and (4.35) if the structural equations are nonlinear). If the
structure is very compliant, convergence is reached more rapidly than in a partitioned
procedure.

The disadvantage of the proposed scheme is that the bandwidth of the fluid flow
matrix is increased due to the condensation of the internal structural degrees of
freedom. Also, if the structure is very stiff, an ill-conditioned coeflicient matrix for
the coupled system can result, but in that case a partitioned procedure is probably
more efficient and better used. Of course, the condensation of the structural degrees
of freedom is not effective in case the contribution of the structure to the total number

of degrees of freedom of the system is negligible.
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Chapter 5
Stability analysis

A discussion of different time integration schemes can be found in [2] as well as a
stability and accuracy analysis of them. Briefly, there are basically two types of
schemes: explicit and implicit ones. The explicit schemes are usually faster per
time step but a large number of time steps needs to be performed because they are
conditionally stable (the time step required for stability must be smaller than a certain
critical time step). On the other hand, in the implicit schemes the computational cost
per time step is higher, but unconditionally stable schemes can be found, and the time
step required need not be so small.

For a linear system, the solution vector at time ¢ + At can be expressed as

H—AtX = A tX + t+AtF (51)

where A is called the amplification matrix and *+2'F is a vector containing the effects
of the boundary conditions (forces and applied displacements/velocities).

To analyze the stability of the time integration, we analyze equation (5.1) for the
case in which the vector "' 2'F is zero at all times (physically, the system is subject just
to initial conditions). For this situation, the solution vector *2!X must be bounded.

Assuming that At does not change, after n timesteps we have
nAtX — A" ()X (52)
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For "X to be bounded, the modulus of the maximum eigenvalue of the amplification
matrix A must be less than or equal to one (see for example [2]). In a conditionally
stable scheme, this is true just for values of the time step Af smaller than a critical
time step At.., and in an unconditionally stable scheme, this is true for any time step
size. For an incompressible or almost incompressible fluid, the time step limitations
of explicit methods is very severe (At.. ~ 1/¢, where ¢ is the sound velocity in the
medium, which is co for an incompressible fluid). Hence, implicit methods are used
to solve the problem. Among those, unconditionally stable methods are of course
preferred because they have no limitation on the time step size, the only limitation
is given by accuracy considerations (and, in a nonlinear problem, convergence of the

iterative algorithm employed).

5.1 Linearized fluid flow equations

A stability analysis, can only be performed on a linear system. So let us take the
simplest case of a viscous linear fluid to analyze the stability of a time integration
scheme for the fluid flow: the Stokes problem. In the Stokes problem, the fluid is
assumed to be fully incompressible and in addition, the convective terms are neglected,

leading to a system of equations of the form

M,, O ALy .\ K, K., t+ALy, _ HAR 653
0 0 t+ALy Kfp 0 t+Aty 0
where the superscript 7' indicates transpose and v and p are the actual velocities
and pressures. The matrices M,, and K,, are constant and symmetric, and X, is
constant.
Let us assume that the columns of the matrix Q contain the basis vectors of the
null space of KT . Then,

up*

KI, Q= (5.4)
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and because K;Fp v = 0, we can express v as

v=QV (5.5)

Using this change of variables into equation (5.3), and multiplying by Q7 (taking
into account that Q does not change in time because Kfp is constant) the following

equation is obtained

Q™™,,QV + Q"K,,QV =0 (5.6)

This equations can be re-written as

BV +DV =0 (5.7)

where B and D are positive definite matrices. If we look for solutions of the type

U = et the following generalized eigenproblem is obtained

D¢ = A\Bo (5.8)

By choosing D-orthonormal eigenvectors, the problem is decoupled and a system

of single degree of freedom equations is obtained

Therefore, the n coupled equations of (5.7) are equivalent to n single degree of
freedom equations of the form (5.9). The stability analysis can then be performed on
a single degree of freedom equation.

In this thesis the trapezoidal rule, Euler backward and Gear’s time integration
schemes, which are unconditionally stable when applied to equation (5.9), are con-

sidered for the fluid flow equations.
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5.2 Linear structural equations

The displacement based finite element equations of motion of a linear (or linearized)

structure can be written as

Mu H_Ati.i + Ku t+Atu = t+AtRu (510)

If we look for solutions of the type u = ¢™* “ ¢, the following generalized eigen-

problem is obtained

WM, ¢ = K, ¢ (5.11)

By choosing M-orthonormal eigenvectors, the problem is decoupled and the system

of single degree of freedom equations obtained is

Gi+wlin=0; i=1,..,n (5.12)

Then, the stability of the system can be assessed from a single degree of freedom
equation. For the displacement/pressure formulation, a similar procedure as that
employed for the fluid equations can be performed, and the equations can be decou-
pled into single degree of freedom equations of the form (5.12).

In this thesis the trapezoidal rule, which is unconditionally stable and second
order accurate in time when applied to equation (5.12), is employed to solve for the

time response of the structural equations.

5.3 Fluid-flow structural interaction equations

When solving a fluid flow-structral interaction problem, unconditionally stable algo-
rithms are desirable because it is important to be able to distinguish between physical

instabilities and numerical ones.
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5.3.1 Partitioned procedures

When using implicit-implicit partitioned procedures, one looks for an unconditionally
stable scheme. However, the stability of the partitioned procedure is usually difficult
to assess. In [8] and [9], a general theory of partitioned procedures, including the
stability and accuracy of each of them was developed for linear structure-structure
interaction problems. There, it was shown that the predictors play an important role,
not only regarding the stability of the procedures but also for the accuracy.

One of the principal drawbacks of the partitioned method is that although the
equations in each field are integrated using unconditionally stable time integration
schemes, the iterative procedure is usually conditionally stable. Some stabilization
techniques were considered in [4] for a particular type of fluid structure interaction
problem (in which both the fluid and structural coefficient matrices are symmetric and
the equations are linear). However, an unconditionally stable partitioned procedure
for the solution of the coupled (almost) incompressible Navier-Stokes equations and

structural equations is not yet available.

5.3.2 Proposed scheme

In this section, the stability of the coupled system (4.23) is considered, and in partic-
ular a stability analysis is performed for the case in which the trapezoidal rule is used
for the structure, and the trapezoidal rule and Gear’s time integration schemes (both
second order accurate in time) and the Fuler backward method are used for the fluid.
The analysis performed here is by no means complete but is presented to give some
insight into the scheme used.

Stability considerations regarding the combination of time integration schemes for
the fluid and structure are also applicable to partitioned procedures because they use
in general different time integration schemes for the fluid and structural fields and
in addition partitioned procedures must converge to the solution of the simultaneous
solution procedure.

Consider equations (5.3) and (5.10) at the interface, where then R; and R, are
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the load vectors corresponding to the forces exerted by the structure over the fluid

and viceversa. The equilibrium condition at the interface is

Rf +R,=0 (5.13)

Let us assume, as before, that the columns of the matrix Q contain the basis

vectors of the null space of K7,. Then,

v=QYV (5.14)

Also, since 1 = v at the interface

u=QU (5.15)

Using this change of variables in equations (5.3) and (5.10), pre-multiplying by

QT and using equation (5.13), we obtain

MU+ KU+MV+KV=0 (5.16)
where
M;: = QTMUQ
K: = Q"K,
»=QRAQ (5.17)
M: = QTMva
K;=Q'K,,Q

Based on equation (5.16), a single degree of freedom equation at the interface can

now be considered

t+At‘,i, + m t+At,l‘) + )\ t+At,U +w2 t+Atw — O (5-18)

where z and v are structural and fluid variables respectively (displacements and ve-

locities). We test the integration schemes for stability using this equation.
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Use of trapezoidal rule for the fluid

If the trapezoidal rule is used for both the structure and fluid flow equations

t+At.'i? — t+At,U (519)
t+At.’i — t-f—At,l'} (520)
and equation (5.18) becomes
(14 m) THatg 4 ) 8 4 2 Aty — (5.21)
Dividing by (1 +m) , and using A = ﬁ, = A

H—At:'t 4 5\ t+Atj; + u—)2 t+At$ =0 (522)

Equation (5.18) is identical to an uncoupled one degree of freedom structural
equation (taking A = 2£@, where ¢ is the damping ratio). Since the trapezoidal rule
is unconditionally stable for this equation, it is also unconditionally stable for the
coupled single degree of freedom equation (5.18).

This seems to be an ideal time integration choice: the accelerations are calculated
in the same way in both the fluid and structure (this is not true for other combinations
of time integration procedures). Moreover, the trapezoidal rule applied to a first order
differential equation can be classified as a linear multistep method of first order. A
theorem due to Dahlquist states that an LMS method is at most second order accurate
(in time) and the second order accurate method with the smallest constant is the
trapezoidal rule [29]. As a consequence, the trapezoidal rule seems to be the better
choice for the fluid. However, using the trapezoidal scheme, spurious oscillations may
occur in the solution [2]. This response can be seen from the time discretization of

the velocity

2
tEAL - t+At ¢ ¢
U= —t ( v o— U) — v (5.23)
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applied to the one degree of freedom first order equation

PO 4 A ANy =0 (5.24)
Substitution of (5.23) onto (5.24) leads to

1-05XAt
Hhby = ! 5.25
"TTI¥05NAL ¢ (5.25)
Therefore if A At > 2 oscillations occur. To avoid these oscillations, another time
integration scheme must be used. The scheme incorporates some artificial damping

in the high frequency modes (responsible for the oscillations in the trapezoidal rule)

while conserving good accuracy properties at the low frequencies.

Use of Gear’s method for the fluid

A second-order accurate unconditionally stable method that produces less oscillations
in the solution is due to Gear [30]. Gear’s time integration scheme is a second order

linear multistep method

1 /3 1
tHAL: 2 t+At, ot 1toat
v : (2 v v+ 5 v) (5.26)

Consider the stability of equation (5.18) when the trapezoidal rule is used for the
structural equations and Gear’s time integration scheme for the fluid.

Using the trapezoidal rule for the structure, we have

2 iyae At 2 ts

A7 x &= T+ 'z (5.27)
4 e praes _ 4 4 g s
INZ x I=op et A7 T+ ' (5.28)

Substituting equations (5.28) and (5.26) into (5.18) and taking into account that
the fluid velocities 4ty =4t 3 are calculated using equation (5.27) (because in

the proposed fluid-structure interaction scheme displacements are calculated at the
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interface), the following equation is obtained

(§+w2) t+AL, 4 (23_7n_+)\) t+AL;

o~

4y 4, 2m\ t. _ _m_ t—Dts o, ts
az Tt (At+At) T — 5 A; T+

(5.29)

Then, using equations (5.27), (5.28) and (5.29), equation (5.18) can be expressed as

t+AtX = A tX
where

t+AL ty

t+At 5, — t+AL t:

Tr = v X

HAY = and ‘X =

ty = ty t-At s

t+At:'t t.’i‘

and the amplification matrix A is given by

44+2At A+3m Atd+ At A+3.5m) —Atm

1 —2Atw? 4 + 4m — At?w? —m
A=—
F 0 F 0
—4uw? 2m/At — 4\ + Atw?) —2m/At

with F =4+ 3 m + At?w? + 2At A

For stability, we need

p(A) =max || <1

(5.30)

At?
2AL
0

—(2At A + 3m + At?w?)
' (5.31)

(5.32)

where ); are the eigenvalues of A, \; = \;(wAt, AAt, m), and p(A) is the spectral

radius of A.

The eigenvalues of A are the roots of the fourth-order characteristic polynomial

p(s) = 0. However, we just need to know if the roots of the characteristic polynomial
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are, in modulus, less than or equal to one, and therefore if they lie inside of a unit

circle with center in 0. The transformation

_1+z
11—z

(5.33)

S

maps the interior of the unit circle into the region Re(z) < 0 and the contour of the
unit circle into the imaginary axis. This can be seen as follows. From equation (5.33)
we have

_s—1

= 5.34
? s+1 ( )

% = r cos(0) +i r sin(f), and substituting into equation (5.34) we get

Setting s = re
r cos(8) + i 1 sin(f) — 1 r? — 1417 sin(f)
y =

1 cos(0) +ir sin(f) +1 - [r cos(8) + 1)2 + r2 sin2(0) (5.35)

Since the denominator of equation (5.35) is always positive, the real part of z is
negative if |A| =r < 1.

Applying the mapping (5.33) to p(s), another polynomial is obtained, $(z), given
by

Pz)=ap+a; z+ay 2°+as 2° +ay 2* (5.36)
where
ag = Aiz CL)2
o= 2A2 W42 At
ay = A2 WP H4AtA+4m+4 (5.37)

a4 = 4

Using the Routh-Hurwitz criterion (see for example [31]) for p(z), the stability of
the coupled system can be assessed. For this fourth-order system, the Routh-Hurwitz

criterion establishes that for the roots of §(z) to lie in the region Re(z) < 0, the
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coefficients of p(z) must be all positive, and in addition

ay a3 —aj ag >0 (5.38)

—~ag a3 — a2 ag +ay, ag az >0 (5.39)

These conditions are satisfied for p(z), and therefore using Gear’s method for the
fluid and the trapezoidal rule for the structure in equation (5.18) an unconditionally

stable scheme is obtained.

Use of the Euler backward method for the fluid

The procedure described above can be applied to the case in which the Euler backward
method is used for the time integration of the fluid flow and the trapezoidal rule for
the structure. The Euler backward method is unconditionally stable and first-order

accurate in time. It is given by the following expression,

1
t+AL; AL, _t
U= ( v v) (5.40)

Substituting equations (5.28) and (5.40) into (5.18) and taking into account that

t+AL, _t+At

the fluid velocities % are calculated using (5.27), the following equation

is obtained
(ﬁ_,_wz) tHAL | (%+)\) t+AL; _

(5.41)
<~z o+ (&-ﬁ-%) ‘. +t%

Then, using equations (5.27), (5.28) and (5.41), equation (5.18) can be expressed

as

HAY = A X (5.42)
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where here

t+At . tr
At — | t+aty —t+at | oand X = |ty (5.43)
t+At g ty

and the amplification matrix A is given by

442AtA+2m At(4+ At A+ 2m) At?
1
A= fa —2Atw? 4+ 2m — At?w? 2At
—4w? —4(XA + Atw?)  —(2At A+ 2m + At?w?)

(5.44)
with FF =4 + 2 m + At?w? + 2At A
Applying the transformation given by equation (5.33) to the characteristic poly-

nomial of this amplification matrix, the following third-order polynomial is obtained

]5(2) = b() + blz + b222 + b323 (545)

where

by = At? w?

by = A2 w?+2 At A
b= 2AtA+4m+4
bs = 4

(5.46)

For this third-order system, the Routh-Hurwitz criterion establishes that for the
roots of p(z) to lie in the region Re(z) < 0, the coefficients of p(z) must be all positive,

and in addition

by by — by by > 0 (547)

These conditions are satisfied and therefore using the Euler backward method for the
fluid and the trapezoidal rule for the structure in equation (5.18) an unconditionally

stable scheme is obtained.
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Chapter 6

Example solutions

The proposed algorithm, described in chapter 4, was implemented in a computer pro-
gram. In this chapter, the solution of two fluid flow-structural interaction problems
solved using the proposed scheme are given. The examples were chosen to demon-
strate the capabilities of the proposed scheme. In both of them the structure is very
compliant and therefore a large number of iterations is required to solve the fully
coupled problem using partitioned procedures. The structure is assumed to have a
linear response. The examples were taking from biomechanical applications, where
similar problems are solved to understand the behavior of blood flow in veins and

arteries.

6.1 Analysis of pressure wave propagation in a

tube

The type of problem solved here is encountered, for example, in the analysis of pres-
sure pulse propagations in blood vessels [32].

The system considered is shown in figure 6-1. It consists of an axisymmetric tube
filled with a viscous fluid initially at rest.

The fluid properties employed for this problem are as follows:

viscosity, = 0.005 kg/m s;
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no vertical velocity

» time [s]

Figure 6-1: Pressure wave propagation problem. Geometry and boundary conditions
considered.
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density, pp = 1000 kg/m?;

bulk modulus, x = 2.25 - 10" N/m?.

The tube properties are:

Young’s modulus, F = 2 - 10° N/m?;

density, ps = 1000 kg/m?;

Poisson’s ratio, v = 0.4.

The fluid domain was discretized using a 100 by 5 uniform mesh of 9/3 elements
[2]. For the structural domain a 100 by 1 uniform mesh consisting of 9/3 elements
was employed. Small displacements for the structure were assumed. The trapezoidal
rule was employed for the time integration of the structural equations whereas the
Euler backward method was used in the time integration of the fluid-flow equations
[2]. If the trapezoidal rule is used for the fluid, some artificial oscillations between
two consecutive time steps are observed.

Figure 6-2 shows the calculated pressure of the fluid along the tube centerline at
different times. It is seen that a pressure wave propagates along the tube and that
its amplitude decreases with distance from the tube inlet, due to viscous effects. In
figure 6-3 the deformation of the tube due to the pressure wave and the fluid velocities
inside the tube are shown, all for time 0.01 sec.

A simple analytical model of the pressure wave propagation problem can be ob-
tained by assuming that the fluid is inviscid and incompressible, the fluid pressure
is only a function of the transverse tube area, and the fluid velocity is much smaller
than the speed of propagation of the pressure wave [33], see the Appendix. With

these assumptions, the pressure wave speed is found to be

c=4/ Eh (6.1)
V2R opp .

where A is the tube thickness and R is the undeformed tube radius (see figure 6-1).

Equation (6.1) is the Moens-Korteweg wave speed, ¢ = 3.87 m/s for the problem
considered here. For the finite element solution (figure 6-2), the wave speed is ¢ = 3.48

m/s, and hence about 10% lower. This difference is largely due to the simplified
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t=0.0001s
— — — - t=0.0050s
S t=0.0100s
SRR R t=0.0150s
— — — - t=0.0200s
i - t=0.0250s

Pressure [Pa]

0.025 0.05 0.075 0.1
Distance along centerline [m]

Figure 6-2: Calculated pressure along the tube centerline for different instants of
time, for the pressure wave propagation problem.
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AR, =0.06 mm

VITIaX = 0-4 m/S

Figure 6-3: Deformation of tube and fluid velocities inside the tube due to pressure
wave at ¢ = 0.01 sec. Radius enlarged 10 times.
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assumptions in the analytical model.

It is interesting to note that if the same problem is solved using the partitioned
procedure described in section 4.2.2, then not only many iterations are needed to
converge (i.e. iterations between the field codes) but also the time step required for
convergence is inversely proportional to the bulk modulus of the fluid. Thus, conver-
gence is not achieved if the fluid is modeled as incompressible. This problem, however,
is not observed when using the proposed scheme (equivalent to a simultaneous solu-
tion procedure). However, the mentioned convergence difficulties are not related to
the stability of the partitioned procedure but to the solution of the nonlinear problem.
In a general nonlinear problem the iterative procedure converges only if the start-up
solution “guess” is close enough to the actual solution. Similarly, when solving a
nonlinear coupled problem using partitioned procedures, the fluid solution obtained
at the beginning (assuming that the iterative procedure does start with the fluid flow
equations) may be far from the actual coupled solution, and as a consequence the
iterative procedure may diverge. For the particular case considered here, the initial
fluid solution of an incompressible fluid inside a rigid tube with a pressure difference
between the tube ends corresponds to the Poiseuille flow, which is clearly far from

the actual solution of the coupled problem.

6.2 Analysis of collapsible channel

The second example considered consists of a two-dimensional channel in which a part
of the top wall is replaced by a collapsible segment plus a segment that can displace
in the horizontal direction only as shown in figure 6-4. This type of problem is of
interest in the study of the collapse behavior of blood vessels [33], [34], [35].

The channel is filled with a viscous fluid at rest. At time ¢ = 0, the normal traction
at the outlet of the tube is decreased as shown in figure 6-4. The pressure difference
between the channel inlet and outlet starts to move the fluid inside the channel, and
since the pressure below the collapsible segment is less than the pressure above it,

the segment starts to move downward.
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thickness = 0.001 m

no vertical velocity Po

pO _-_-. p
=
- | -—-I: |
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p,=0.93
- time [s]

-2.325

Figure 6-4: Collapsible channel problem. Geometry and boundary conditions consid-
ered.

73



The fluid properties employed for this problem are:

= 0.002 kg/m s;

pr = 1000 kg/m?;

k=21-10° N/m?

The collapsible segment properties are:

E =2-10° N/m?

ps = 1000 kg/m?3;

v=20.2.

The properties of the segment that can only displace horizontally are:

E =2-10° N/m?

ps = 1 kg/m3;

v =203

The fluid domain was discretized using a 70 by 5 uniform mesh of 9/3 elements.
For the structure, a 60 by 2 uniform mesh consisting of 9-node elements was em-
ployed. Small displacements for the structure were assumed. The trapezoidal rule
was employed in the time integration of the structural as well as the fluid flow equa-
tions.

In figure 6-5, the displacement history of the mid-point of the collapsible segment
is shown. The segment moves downward and then begins to oscillate with increasing
amplitude. Finally, a state is reached in which the amplitude of the oscillation remains
constant, and the maximum downward displacement of the channel is closed to about
15 percent of its original height. A similar behavior was observed in experiments with
excised blood vessels and rubber tubes (see for example [33]), and was also reported in
numerical simulations [34], [35]. In figure 6-5, a comparison of the solution obtained
using the proposed scheme and ADINA is also shown. The ADINA solution was
obtained using a uniform mesh of 2800 (140 by 10) 3-node triangular elements with
bubbles for the fluid and a 50 by 2 uniform mesh of 9-node elements for the structure.
It is seen that the calculated responses are in good agreement.

The details of the pressure and velocity distributions at the time 36 sec., at which

the collapsible segment becomes unstable, is shown in figure 6-6. Note that the
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Figure 6-5: Displacement history of mid-point of collapsible segment. Comparison
between results obtained using the proposed scheme and ADINA.
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a) Pressure distribution

b) Velocity distribution e
0.1 m/s

i

Figure 6-6: Pressure (in Pa) and velocity distribution of the fluid inside the collapsible
channel at t=36.2 sec.

minimum pressure of the system is located below the collapsible segment.

Details of the pressure and velocity distributions at the maximum bulge out and
maximum inward deflection of the collapsible segment are shown in figures 6-7 and
6-8, respectively.

If the collapsible channel problem is solved using partitioned procedures, a large
number of iterations is required at each time step for convergence, and therefore
partitioned procedures are inefficient for this particular case. Using the proposed
scheme the iterations required to solve the problem are at least an order of magnitude

less than with the partitioned procedure described in section 4.2.2.
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a) Pressure distribution

50

Figure 6-7: Pressure (in Pa) and velocity distributions at maximum bulge out of
collapsible segment (when the movement reaches the limit cycle) at ¢ = 62.7 sec.
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a) Pressure distribution
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Figure 6-8: Pressure (in Pa) and velocity distributions at maximum inward deflection
of the collapsible segment (when the movement reaches the limit cycle) at ¢ = 61.7

sec.
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Chapter 7

Conclusions

To numerically solve fluid flow-structural interaction problems, two main approaches
are available. The simultaneous solution procedure can be unconditionally stable (if
appropriate time integration schemes are used) but since the fluid flow equations are
nonlinear and the resulting finite element coeflicient matrix is non-symmetric, the cost
of the computations dramatically increases with the degrees of freedom considered.
Partitioned procedures have the advantage that the fluid flow and structural equations
are solved separately and are coupled through “boundary conditions” at the fluid
structure interface. This allows to solve larger problems than using the simultaneous
solution, but a large number of iterations may be required to converge when the
structure is very compliant.

In this thesis a procedure to solve fully coupled fluid flow-structural interaction
problems is proposed. The scheme is in essence a simultaneous solution procedure and
therefore has the same accuracy and stability characteristics. However, the scheme is
computationally efficient (in terms of number of operations performed per time step)
when the structure is compliant and in particular when the structural behavior can
be assumed to be linear.

In the proposed scheme, the coupled system equations are not solved all together,
but first the unknowns corresponding to the fluid low equations containing the effects
of the structure are solved, and then the unknowns corresponding to the structural

equations are calculated. This approach is modular with respect to the fluid and
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structural solvers used and allows the solution of large problems. The algorithm is
computationally efficient since advantage can be taken of the symmetry of the struc-
tural coefficient matrix and, if applicable, the linearity of the structural equations.
Since the proposed scheme is equivalent to the simultaneous solution procedure, iter-
ations are required only for the nonlinearities in the problem, and no extra iterations
are needed as in the case of partitioned procedures (where we need iterations between
the structural and fluid solutions to converge the coupled problem). Hence when the
structure is very compliant the computational costs can be greatly reduced.

The proposed scheme was implemented in a computer program and some problems
were solved. The examples considered in this thesis (shown in chapter 6) correspond
to problems in which the structure is very compliant. If the problems are solved using
the partitioned procedure, significantly more iterations are required at each time step
to converge to the solution as compared with the proposed scheme.

However, in the evaluation of the proposed scheme it has to be taken into account
that the bandwidth of the coefficient matrix corresponding to the fluid flow equations
with condensed internal structural degrees of freedom is increased as compared with
the fluid flow equations alone (as solved by a partitioned procedure). Also, in prac-
tice, usually more degrees of freedom are required to accurately solve for the fluid
flow response as compared with the structural response (in the coupled problem).
Then, if the number of structural degrees of freedom is negligible in comparison with
the number of fluid degrees of freedom, it becomes more convenient to solve the cou-
pled equations using directly the simultaneous solution procedure (or a partitioned
procedure if the effect of the coupling on the system response is not significant). In
cases in which the structure is not very compliant, the partitioned procedure is more
efficient, because then only a few iterations between the fields are required.

In summary, the proposed scheme is more efficient than both the simultaneous

solution and partitioned procedures if the following conditions are satisfied,

e the structure is very compliant;

e the number of structural degrees of freedom in the coupled problem is significant;
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e the structural behavior can be assumed to be linear.

The last condition, however, can be relaxed, and the proposed scheme might also
be efficient when the structure exhibits a nonlinear response. In this case, we can
still take advantage of the symmetry of the structural equations and the modularity

of the proposed algorithm.
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Appendix A

Wave propagation in a compliant

tube filled with fluid

The problem considered here corresponds to the pressure propagation problem shown
in figure (6-1). A simple analytical model, which yields results in good agreement
with the numerical results obtained is given below.

Assume that an incompressible inviscid fluid fills the flexible axisymmetric tube

of figure (6-1). Then the governing equations for the fluid are

e Mass conservation:

Ai+uA; +Au, =0 (A.1)

e Momentum conservation:

ut+uuz+&=0 (A.2)
P

where A is the tube transverse area, u is the fluid flow velocity in the axial direction
(averaged over the transverse area), p is the fluid density, p is the pressure, ¢ is time
and the z coordinate is along the tube axis.

Assuming a constitutive relation of the form
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p=P(4) (A.3)

the pressure is considered to be a function of the transverse tube area alone (and
therefore axial effects are neglected).

Considering small changes in the transverse area, A/A, << 1, and assuming that
the fluid velocity is much smaller than the wave speed c in the fluid, u << ¢, equations

(A.1) and (A.2) can be linearized
At + Ao Uy = 0 (A4)

p

Solving for u in equation (A.5), substituting into (A.4) and differentiating with

respect, to time we get

A,
Att = Pz (A6)
p
Also, from equation (A.3) we have
dP
=7 Ay (A.7)
and
dP
Pu = - Ase (A.8)

where the relation (A.8) was obtained after linearization.
Introducing equation (A.8) into (A.6), a linearized wave propagation equation is

obtained

A, dP

From equation (A.9) we have that the linearized wave speed ¢, is given by
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2= Loft (A.10)

In order to evaluate the wave speed ¢, we need an expression for dP/dA. The
expression can be obtained by taking into account the behavior of the tube.
Assuming that the tube is made of a linear elastic isotropic material undergoing

small displacements and neglecting axial and inertial effects, we obtain

ogg = L €95 (A.11)
and
AR
Eop = Ro (A.12)
R, A
ow = = 4 (A.13)

where 0gp and gy are the tube stress and strain components in the circumferential
direction, E' is the material Young’s modulus, R, is the undeformed tube radius and
AR the change in the tube radius, Ap is the increase in pressure inside the tube
(imposed by the fluid) and A is the tube thickness.

Combining equations (A.11), (A.12) and (A.13)

Ap dp _Eh

AR dR ™ R (A.14)

Then, introducing equation (A.14) into (A.10) the Moens-Korteweg wave speed

is obtained

¢ = (A.15)
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