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Abstract We consider the development of a mathematical model of water waves interacting with the mast of an
offshore wind turbine. A variational approach is used for which the starting point is an action functional describing a
dual system comprising a potential-flow fluid, a solid structure modelled with nonlinear elasticity, and the coupling
between them. We develop a linearized model of the fluid—structure or wave—mast coupling, which is a linearization
of the variational principle for the fully coupled nonlinear model. Our numerical results for the linear case indicate
that our variational approach yields a stable numerical discretization of a fully coupled model of water waves and
an elastic beam. The energy exchange between the subsystems is seen to be in balance, yielding a total energy that
shows only small and bounded oscillations amplitude of which tends to zero with the second-order convergence
as the timestep approaches zero. Similar second-order convergence is observed for spatial mesh refinement. The
linearized model so far developed can be extended to a nonlinear regime.

Keywords Computational fluid dynamics - Fluid—structure interaction - Hamiltonian mechanics - Potential flow -
Variational principle - Water waves

1 Introduction

The search for alternative and effective sustainable energy sources that support balanced growth has led to an
increased focus on offshore wind energy. Both visibility issues and wind supply play major roles in the development
of this particular branch of wind energy. There are two main directions of active research in this field, namely offshore
floating platforms with wind turbines and fixed-bottom monopile wind farms in shallow water: a review is given
in [1]. The first branch is still in the prototype stage of development. The latter branch, i.e. concerning shallow and
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Fig. 1 Geometry of the fluid domain: a box with rest-state dimensions Ly x Ly x Hy and evolving free surface z = h(x, y, t). Here
n(x,y, t) is the free-surface perturbation from the rest state that first appears in (26)

intermediate-depth water, fixed-bottom wind turbines, already exists, e.g. in areas of the North Sea. It is accordingly
considered here.

Ultimately, we aim to develop a mathematical model of wave impact on a single beam/mast of a wind turbine,
with particular emphasis on breaking waves. Similar models were considered in [2,3]. One way to proceed is to
incorporate the water and air phases as a mixture that arises during wave breaking. We have earlier shown [4] that
this mixture model reduces to a standard potential-flow model in the event that the phases are separated and the
waves do not break. The latter, reduced case constitutes a developmental check since the potential-flow model for
water waves is an industrial and mathematical benchmark.

The model developed herein can also include the beam as an integral part of the coupled fluid—structure interaction
(FSI). The FSI problems are known to suffer from numerical instabilities [1]. Our method is based on reduction of
the whole system to an abstract Hamiltonian form, to which known stable discrete schemes can be applied. After
returning to the original variables, the scheme remains stable by construction; we shall show that it results in the
addition of novel regularization terms due to the fluid—beam coupling.

As a starting point, we therefore consider a variational principle (VP) for surface gravity waves coupled to
a nonlinear elastic beam, using [5-7]. The advantage of this approach is that the whole system is described by
a single VP that is discretized directly in both space and time. This ensures stability and overall energy conservation.
Variation of this algebraic VP yields the so-called Galerkin finite-element model, with mixed dis/continuous element
approximations [8]. The FSI is embedded in a single variational formulation with the associated conservative
properties akin to the ones in the parent continuum system. Our numerical results for the linearized system indicate
that our approach by construction yields, as anticipated, a stable numerical scheme.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes the formulation of the model. First, the VP for the potential
flow is introduced. Second the same is shown for the nonlinear elastic beam model, which is subsequently linearized.
Third, the model of a fully coupled fluid—beam system is presented. Finally, we proceed with its linearization. Sec-
tion 3 describes the solution of the linear model. First, the Finite-Element Method (FEM) is used to discretize
the system in space. Second, the system is reduced to Hamiltonian form and temporal discretization is applied.
Section4 presents not only 2D results of the code written in plain python, but also 3D results obtained using the
FEM automation system Firedrake [9]. Section5 concludes the paper. Although some elements of nascent aspects
of this work have been presented in offshore-engineering conferences [10,11], this paper provides full details of
the derivation and implementation of the coupled linear beam—fluid system, and of the modelling of the coupled
non-linear beam—fluid system.
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2 Nonlinear variational formulation
2.1 Potential-flow water waves

We consider water as an incompressible fluid with density p. The vector velocity field uw = u(x, y, z, t) has zero
divergence, V - u = 0, with spatial coordinates x = (x, y, 2)T and time coordinate ¢. Gravity acts in the negative
z-direction and the associated acceleration of gravity is g. The velocity is expressed in terms of a scalar potential
¢ = ¢(x,y,z,t)such thatu = V¢. We consider flow in the 3D Cartesian domain §2 (see Fig. 1) bounded by solid
wallsatx = 0,x = Ly, y = 0, y = Ly and the flat bottom at z = 0. The upper surface of §2 is given by the
single-valued evolving free surface z = h(x, y, t), and hence £2 = [0, L,] x [0, Ly] x [0, h(x, y, £)], within which
Luke’s [6] VP for potential-flow water waves reads

T
0=3/ /// — 3, d2 — H drt
0 7)
T pLy Ly h(x,y,t) 1
= 5/ / / / —p(a,¢ oV +g(z — Ho)) dzdydx dr, (1
o Jo Jo Jo 2

in which Hy is the rest-state water level. The energy or Hamiltonian H consists of the sum of kinetic and
potential energies. We use integration by parts in time together with Gauss’ law with outward normal n =
(=V1h, DT //1+|V_h|? at the free surface, in which V| = (9, dy). The passive and constant air pressure
is denoted by p,. Then, variation of (1) yields

T Ly Ly h(x,y,t)
ozf f / / pV2¢>8¢dzdydx—/ oV -ndpdsS
0o Jo 0 0 902,

L oLy
+ / / P(—0, + 02 Dl + 0,6 Dy + D) o—nSbloci + (p — paden Shdy dx dr, @)
0 0

in which the pressure difference p — p, here acts as a shorthand placeholder for the Bernoulli expression
—p(3i¢ + 3IV$[* + g(z — Hp)).

The equations of motion emerge from relation (2), augmented by the following non-normal-flow boundary
conditions V¢ - n = 0, with unit outward normal n at solid walls 9£2;,

8
x €0, Lyl y €10, Lyl, z € [0, hl; S¢: 0=—pVi¢p = %
SH
x €0, Lxl,y €0, Ly], z=h(x, y,1); O@P)p : 0th = —0x¢p 0xh + 3,9 = ©on’
h
x €0, L],y €10, Ly], z=h(x,y,1); Sh:pdd = —§p|V¢| — pg(h — Hp) = ~Sh 3)

The above equations can be extended to include a wavemaker.

2.2 Geometrically nonlinear elastic mast

We consider a nonlinear hyperelastic model for an elastic material in which the geometric nonlinearity of the
displacements is also taken into account. The constitutive law is such that, after linearization, it satisfies a linear
Hooke’s law. The choice of this model is guided by our goal of coupling the potential-flow water-wave model to a
weakly nonlinear elastic model.

We first model the positions X = X(a, b, c, t) = (X, Y, Z)T = (X1, X3, X3)T of an infinitesimal 3D element of
solid material as a function of Lagrangian coordinates a = (a, b, c)T = (ay, aa, a3)T in the reference domain £2¢
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Fig.2 Sketch of the beam geometry, depicting a cross-section in Fig.3 Geometry of the linearized or rest system: fluid (hatched)
the x—z plane, in which a = X(a, 0) is the Lagrangian coordinate and elastic beam (cross-hatched). This 2D representation is in the
in the reference state (solid boundary). X(a, t) is the position of y = 0 plane, with the y-axis directed into the page, in which

a point in the shifted beam (dashed boundary) and )Ni(a, 1) its direction the full 3D configuration has uniform depth L,
deflection, d£2¢ denotes the structure boundary and 8.(2([)’ its fixed
bottom

with boundary 02y and time 7. At time t = 0, we take X(a, 0) = a, see Fig. 2. The displacements X follow from
the positions as X = X —a. The velocity of the displacements is 8,5( = X=U=(,V, W)T = (U, Uy, U3)T,
where the displacement velocity U = U(a, ) is again a function of Lagrangian coordinates a and time 7. The
variational formulation of the elastic material follows closely the variational formulation of a linear elastic solid
obeying Hooke’s law, i.e., the constitutive model is linear. However, the geometry is nonlinear as the material is
Lagrangian with finite, rather than infinitesimal, displacements. The variational formulation then comprises the
kinetic and potential energies in the Lagrangian framework, so that the VP for the hyperelastic model from [12],
in a format adjusted to our present purposes, becomes

r 1 1
0= a/ /// 000X - U — Ep0|U|2 — pogZ — EA[tr(E)]2 — ptr(E?) da dbdcdr, 4)
0 20

in which py is the uniform material density, A and u are respectively the first and second Lamé constants, and E is
given by

E—lFT F-1 ;5
—2( : )s )

where I is the identity matrix and in which the matrix F, given by
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F X 0X,Y,2) valently F. 0X; f .o 1.2.3 (6)
= — = — , orequivalen ij = ., Ior 1, j7=1,2,5,
da _ d(a,b,0) d YT g /

yields the determinant J between the Eulerian and Lagrangian frameworks that accounts for the geometric nonlin-
earity. The determinant J is given explicitly by

0X,Y,Z
J = dew(p) = | 251 2)
d(a, b, c)
=X YpZe +YiZpXe + Zo XpYe — X YpZoy — Y Zp Xy — Zc XYy, (7)

with subscripts denoting X, = 9, X, et cetera. We model a beam fixed at the bottom 8[2(1)’ ,so that X(a, b,0,1) =0
andU(a, b, 0, t) = 0, which implies that §X]|, Qb = 0and §U], Qb = 0. Thus, evaluation of the variation in (4) yields

T
0= a/ /// 003X — U) - 8U — ppd,U - 8X — pod138 X,
0 20

+ 0y, (AMr(E) Fy; 4 2 Ey; Fii)8 X, da db dc

[ G ® R+ 2 B ds ar ®)
3820\0525
in which we have used the temporal end-point conditions §X(0) = §X(7) = 0, as well as, from (5),
1 1
Eij = 5(FuiFij —dij) = Eji and 8E;j = 5(FuidFyj + Frid Fyj). ©)

Given the arbitrariness of the respective variations, the resulting equations of motion become

sU: X=U in £, (10a)
8X1 1 pod Uy = —pogdar + 04 (Mr(E)Fyi + 2uEy; Fi)

= —pogd3i + 94, T1i in £, (10b)
8X1: 0=n;(Ar(B)Fy; + 21 Ex; Fi) = n; T on 382\ 952) (10c)

with stress tensor 7;; = A tr(E) Fy; + 2 Ey; Fi.

2.3 Linearized elastic dynamics
We proceed with the linearization of (4), together with the transformation from a Lagrangian to an Eulerian descrip-

tion. Since we are ultimately interested in the dynamics of the fluid—structure interaction, we neglect the gravity
term. Given (see Fig. 2) that X = a 4+ X, we find that (5) can be written as [13]

N\ T - N\ T -
E— 1 X n X n 1 (dX 0X (11
-2\ \oa da 2\ 0a da |
The linearization entails assuming that the displacement gradient is small compared to unity, i.e., || % | < 1, so
that second- and higher-order terms can be neglected. Therefore, the linearized version e of E is [13]
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~\ T ~ ~ ~
X\ | (X . L (%) oX; a2
— — r ¢i=-\——+—1_.
da da Y72\ da; 0 daj

Moreover, tr(E)% = EiiEj; ~ ejjejjand tr(E-E) = Elzj ~ e,.zj, whence (4) becomes

r - 1 1
0= 6/ //f pod X - U — ~po[U* = ~hejiej; — pej; dadbdedt. (13)
0 20 2 2

Since the fluid is described in the Eulerian framework, it is useful to work in the same coordinates with the structure.
Therefore, we transform (13) to Eulerian coordinates. For clarity, functions in Eulerian coordinates are temporarily
annotated with a superscript (-)Z sothat f(a) = £ (x = X(a)). First, sincex = X(a, r) and X = a+X, we note that

X aX X" aX\ oX”
=== =1+ — | . (14)
da da 0x da 0x
and hence
- g\ -1 . -
oX X"\ ax"  ox”
(1= A (15)
oa ox ox ox
and

-\ T ~
1 [ (oXE aXE E
 — = s 16
€73 ( ox > * ( ox ) ¢ (16)
in which only linear terms are retained. Then, since only quadratic terms remain in (13), its implied variation yields

linear equations of motion so that the Jacobian (7) of the transformation between Lagrangian and Eulerian frames
can be approximated by J &~ 1. By this argument, the Eulerian form of VP (13) is

r - 1 1
0= 5/0 ///g 000, XE . UF — Ep0|UE|2 — Ekeﬁefj — ulef)* dx dydz dr, 17)

in which the integration is over the moving domain £2;. The last step is to show that, in the limit of small displace-
ments, the integration can be performed over the fixed domain 2 as £2; = 29 + X, meaning that the deformed
domain is the reference one subject to deformation. Let us consider a small perturbation of a three-dimensional
domain on a length scale that is proportional to €. We can write a general Taylor expansion of the integral in terms of €

x2t€&r  pyvatem pntel
f / / S(x,y,z)dzdydx
x y z

1+€é) 1+e€n; 1+€8

X2 » 22 » 22
=/ / / f(x,y,z>dzdydx+e(/ / E2f (12, v, 2) — E1 £ (x1, v, 2) dz dy
X1 Y1 21 Y1 21

X2 22 X2 Y2
+/ﬁt/ mf&umw)—mf&tmwﬂkdx+/, Qf@dhm)—ﬁf@M%H)Q@%)+O@%~
X1 21 X

(18)

1 Y1
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The displacement X can be treated as a small perturbation and linear terms in € in (18) translate to cubic terms in X, U
and 9; X ; in (17). Therefore, leaving only quadratic terms and omitting for brevity the (-)E superscript, (17) becomes

T
- 1 1
0= 5/ //f podi X - U — ~po|U* — ~heizejj — pej; dx dydzdr . (19)
0 2 2 2
In the limit of small displacement gradients, the following approximations hold:
tr(E)F;; = EjjFii ~ej;éi, EiiFui ~ ejdik = ei. (20

By either linearizing (10), neglecting the gravity term and using (20) or taking the variation of (13) (or (19)), the
classical linearized equations of motion emerge as

sU: 9,X=U, (21a)
X1 podUp = Oy, (hej;81j + 2peir) in £, (21b)
8X;: 0=n;(rej;8;; + 2ueir) on 9820\ 928, (21c)

in which £2( denotes the fixed domain after linearization, with associated boundary 9£2( and fixed bottom 393 .

2.4 Coupled model

The current domain occupied by the fluid is denoted by £2 and the reference domain occupied by the hyperelastic
material by £2¢. For simplicity, we consider a block shape of hyperelastic material. The interface between the fluid
and solid domains is parameterized by Xy = X(Ly, b, ¢, t) and, at rest, X = a for Cartesian a € [Lg, Ly], b €
[0, Ly], ¢ € [0, L], while the fluid domain at restis x € [0, Ly], y € [0, L,], z € [0, Hp]. The (outward-from-
fluid) unit normal at this interface X(Lg, b, ¢, 1), with b € [0, Ly], ¢ € [0, L;],is n = 0pX X 3.X/|0pX x 9:X].
A schematic diagram of the domain at rest is given in Fig. 3, and hence the above expression is for the outward
normal to the fluid domain at the fluid—structure interface.
The moving fluid and elastic domains are defined by

£2: z€0,h(x,y,0), y€(0,Ly), x € (0, x5(y,2,1)); (22)
201 ae(Ly,Ly), be(0,Ly), c€(0,Ly), (23)
in which x; is a new variable that describes the position of the moving fluid boundary. Since it is at the struc-
ture surface, we use a Lagrange multiplier y = y (b, ¢, t) to equate x;(y = Y (Ls,b,c,t),z = Z(Lg,b,c,t))

to X(Lg, b, c,t). As the coupled fluid—structure VP, we take the sum of the two VPs, and augment it with the
Lagrange-multiplier term as follows:

T 1
0:5/ f// —p(8,¢+§|V¢|2+g(z—Ho)>dxdydz
0 2

Ly L.
+f f py(xS(Y(LS7b7C’t)ﬂZ(L‘Y’bac’t)’t>_X(L57bacﬂt)>d6db
0 0

1 1
+ /// 000, X -U — Ep0|U|2 — pogZ — z,\[tr(E)]2 — ptr(E*)dadbdedr . (24)
£20
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Find X-conjugpte momentum P

Eliminate [internal ¢
Transform to 'Hamiltonian form

Temporal [discretization
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Oh > Xi Py

Ty
Recojer U
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non oYn yim
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T L,
Fig. 4 Definition of the variables used in the VP transformation. Fig. 5 Flow chart schematically depicting the solution method.
Here x4 (y, z, t) denotes the position of the fluid—structure inter- The subscript (-);, denotes a spatially discretized function and
face, and x = Lsx/xs(y, z, t) denotes the transformation of the superscript (-)"* the timestep counter

domain to one, dimension of which is fixed in the x-direction. A
cross-section perpendicular to the y-direction is shown

Note that the waterline height z at the fluid—beam interface is implicitly defined by z = h(xs(y, z, 1), y, t), even
for the non-breaking waves considered. To avoid the implicit definition, and because it is here easier to work in
a fixed domain, we introduce a new horizontal coordinate x = Lsx/xs(y, z, t) and apply the coordinate transfor-
mation x — x, y — ¥, z — z such that the fluid domain §2 is now redefined as x € (0, Ly), y € (0, Ly), z €
(0, h(x, y,t)). Both x5 and x are indicated in Fig. 4. In this new coordinate system, VP (24) becomes
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h(x,y.t) Xs
0= 8/ / / / —p ( ——0r x50y + L—B,qb (25a)

1x 2

+5—(3 0’ +5L_ (— 0yxs0y ¢+3v¢> (25b)
Lxs (X, a¢+a¢2+( Ho) 2 ) dzdyd (25¢)
—— | ——0x — — C
2L, xszsx Z 8\ OLS zdydxy

Ly (L.

+/ / on<xs<Y(LS7ba c, t)aZ(LS7ba c, t)at> _X(L‘Yab?c’ t)) dCdb (25d)

0 0
[ 1 2 1 2 2

+/ / / 000, X - U — 5,00|U| — pog”Z — Ek[tr(E)] — ptr(E“)dcdb da dt. (25e)

Ly 0 0

2.5 Linearized wave—beam dynamics for FSI
We linearize (25) around a state of rest. Small-amplitude perturbations around this rest state are introduced as follows:
'xSZLS+iS5 ¢=0+¢7 h=H0+na X=X+Xa U=0+U’ V=0+V~ (26)

After some manipulations (described in detail in “Appendix A”), one arrives at the following linearized VP:

T Lg Ly 1 ) Hy 1 )
0=s [ [ [ ptungs — zoen*~ [ 3o1V0R dzdy ax 7a)
o Jo Jo 2 0o 2
Ly Ho ~
+/ / 00, Xy dzdy (27b)
o Jo
Ly Ly 2 B 1 1
+/ / / 000 X - U — —,00|U|2 — s Aejjejj —;Le?j dzdydxdz. (27¢)
. Jo 0 2 2

We used the definitions of the velocity potentials ¢y = ¢(Ls, y,z,t) and ¢y = ¢(x,y, h(x, y,1),1), at the
beam interface and the free surface, respectively. The coupling term (27b), derived here, is equivalent to the
ad hoc one proposed in [11]. After using the temporal endpoint conditions §X(x,0) = §X(x,7) = 0 and
dn(x,y,0) =d6n(x,y, T) = 0, the variation in (27) yields

S¢s . 0, Xy =0cp at x =Ly, (28a)
8X;(Ly,y,z,1): —81;pdps =Ti; at x = Ly, (28b)
Spr: dn=20¢ at z=Hy, (28¢)
Sn: ¢y =—gn at z= Hy, (28d)
s¢: V¢=0 in £, (28e)
sU: X=U in £, (28f)
8X;: podUj = ViTjy in £2 (282)

with £29: x € [Ly, Ly], y € [0,Ly], z € [0,L;], $£2:x €[0,Ls], y € [0,Ly], z € [0, Hy] and linear stress
tensor T;; = Adjjexk + 2ue;j.

To further simplify computations, we introduce non-dimensional variables. We choose a length scale D, e.g.,
beam length; thereafter other units are nondimensionalized using
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D
V=\¢gD, T= v M= oD?. (29)
Then, we transform coordinates and variables to non-dimensional ones using

x—Dx y—-Dy z— Dz n— Dnp,

M M
P = p3P PO 3P0 ¢ —> VDo, (30)
X DX A M A
— - — — —— .
pr2" "7 przt

Using (30) enables transformation of the whole Lagrangian to the non-dimensional one £ — M V2L, whence the
final simplified Lagrangian from the VP (27) becomes

Ly Ly 1 5 Hy 1 5 Ly Hy
E:/ / Inedr—=n —/ —|Ve¢|°dz dydx—i—/ / 0 Xs¢ps dz dy
o Jo 2 o 2 o Jo

Ly Ly L, 1 ) 1 )
+/ [) /0 poatX -U— 5,00|U| — Ekeiiejj — [,Le‘ij dZdy dx (31)

with, we recall, ¢;; = %(Bi X; + 9;X;). Hereafter, although the tilde over the X has been dropped for simplicity of
notation, it still denotes the displacement rather than the actual beam position.

3 Solution method for the linear system

In Fig. 5, we portray the discretization procedure of the VP with Lagrangian (31). We reduce the system to Hamil-
tonian form, in which a known stable time discretization scheme can be applied. Though ultimately we seek
a space-time discrete system of equations, it is much easier to work with the space-discretized system than with the
continuous one, as it invites the use of matrix inverses and partial derivatives instead of functional ones. Therefore,
we first proceed with spatial discretization by using continuous C°—Galerkin finite-element expansions directly
substituted into the VP. Since the variable X is conjugated through coupling to both U and ¢, the first step is to
find its single conjugate momentum P. It transpires that the interior ¢ degrees of freedom are not independent, and
can be expressed in terms of the free-surface ones ¢y and P at the common boundary. The resulting system has
a standard Hamiltonian structure with Lagrangian L = P dQ/dr — H(P, Q, r), where Q = Q(¢) and P = P(z)
are the conjugate vectors of unknowns, see Fig. 5. For such a system, stable, second-order, conservative temporal
schemes such as the Stormer—Verlet method are known. One is thus left with a fully discretized VP and the resulting
algebraic equations of motion follow. To avoid computing full-system matrix inverses, we reintroduce ¢ in the
interior, together with U instead of P at properly determined time levels. Details are provided next.

3.1 FEM space discretization

To find a spatial discretization, C°-Galerkin finite-element expansions of the variables are, given an appropriate
mesh tessellation of the fixed fluid and beam domains, substituted directly into the VP. The basis functions are
@i (x, y,z) in the fluid domain with the limiting basis function ¢, (x,y) = @ (x, v,z = Hp) at the free sur-
face z = Hp, and X k(x, ¥, z) in the structural domain. Both the fixed fluid and beam domains have coordinates
x = (x,y,27) = (x1, x2, x3). At the common interface x = L; (see Fig. 3), we assume that the respective meshes
join up with common nodes. However, since there are two meshes, these nodes are denoted by indices m and n
on the fluid mesh and by 7 and 72 on the solid mesh. There is a mapping between these two node sets, namely
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Variational modelling of wave—structure interactions 71

m = m(m). Here, i and j denote nodes in the fluid domain, o and B nodes at its surface, m and n or m and 7 nodes
at the common fluid—structure boundary, and £ and / nodes in the structure domain. Primed indices refer to the
nodes below the water surface, and «,, denotes the surface nodes at the common boundary. Indices a, b = 1,2,3
are the coordinate indices used for X and x. The Einstein summation convention is assumed for all indices. Finally,
with the subscript & denoting the numerical approximations, the expansions are

¢h(x, t):(bi(t)@i(x)’ d)fh(xs y’t):¢a(t)¢a(x’ Y)a nh(-xv )’,l‘):ﬁa(f)@a(x, Y),

- - (32)
Xp(x, 1) = XpO)Xe(x),  Upx, 1) = U () Xi ().
Substitution of (32) into (31) yields the spatially discrete Lagrangian function
L= f)aMaﬂ(bﬂ'FXZNklUla +X};,‘Wn7n¢n —H(®, ¢, X,U), (33)
with Hamiltonian

1 1 1 a a 1 a pab b
H(n,¢,X,U) = EnaMaﬂnﬂ + §¢iAij¢j + EU]( NklU1 - EXkEkl X[ s (34)
wherein a superscript dot indicates a time derivative, and in which the matrices are given by
M = [ [Gdpavar. ay= [ voi-vgav.

xJy 2
Hy _ o
Wiin = / / Xpigndzdy, Ng = po/ XiX;dV, (35)
20

3Xk 8X1
b
B! :/rzo e o AVl =B + i1 (B San + BYY)

Given that in both fluid and beam domains the basis functions come from the same function space, we can identify
Xi = qu(m) In other words, if the numbering is taken into account, at the fluid—beam inferface, basis functions
are the same in both the fluid and the beam. The matrices in (35) are symmetric; in particular, we highlight that

B’ =B}® and EY =E}. (36)

Unlike in the continuous case, cf. remarks after (4), the Dirichlet boundary condition can be incorporated directly
into the Lagrangian, i.e., by imposing X Zh = 0 and U,fh = 0, with (), denoting the structure—base nodes. Then
(33) becomes

L = fgMypdp + X{ New U + X5 Wandn — H(n, ¢, X, U),
1 1 1 I T (37)
H(n,¢,X,U) = _notMaﬁﬂﬂ + §¢iAij¢j + EUk/Nk’l/Ul’ — 2Xk’Ek I/Xl/’

with primed structural indices denoting nodes excluding those at the beam bottom. The next step is to compute the
momentum conjugate to X}, ,

Ry = = NwrUjl + Sardwi Wirn®n (38)

Xy,
in which § is the Kronecker delta symbol. Rearrangement of (38) yields
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Uka/ = Nk_/llzR;l/ - SalNk_/ll/Sl’nW Wiirndn, (39)

in which it is to be noted that N,, 1]’ is the inverse not of the full matrix Ng;, but of the system excluding the nodes
at the beam bottom. Therefore, after using Ry, instead of U, the Lagrangian takes the form

L = ilaMapp + X{ Ry — H (o 10 X[, R, (40)
in which the Hamiltonian (computed using the Lagrangian L in (33) and (39)) is given by

. . 1 1 1 ~
H(¢a» Nas XZ/’ R/?/) = naMaﬂ¢ﬂ + XZ/RZ/ —L= _notMotﬁnﬂ + §¢iAij¢j + §¢man¢n

. @D
RUN, S Wi LRaNCIRY + Lxo pab b
= LG N Ol m! m’n¢n + 5 K Ny R + 5 r Loy Ay
in which
Myn = (N"gutze Wit Wi (42)
To facilitate the computations, we introduce the vector P defined by
RY = Nyy P, 43)

which obviates the need to compute the inverse of the full matrix N, instead requiring only the part in the definition
of M,,,. The inverse (N 1)z in (42) is the submatrix of the inverse of Ny including interface but excluding
beam-bottom nodes. Therefore, the substitution of (43) into (40) using (41) yields

L = ijaMopdp + XNy P — H (o, nas X0y P, (44)

with the Hamiltonian

1 1 1~
H(¢a, N> X]‘(J/a P]?/) = EnaMaﬂnﬂ + E(piAij‘t’j + §¢man¢n
(45)
1 1

— PL Wity + 5 PeNer P+ 5 X ES X5,

The fact that not all terms in (45) are positive definite will be discussed in more detail later. Note that the Hamilto-
nian depends explicitly on only the surface degrees of freedom ¢,. Therefore, we are able to eliminate the interior
degrees of freedom ¢/, with the primed index i’ denoting the nodes in the interior of the fluid excluding those on the
free surface, in order to reduce the system to the general Hamiltonian form. Therefore, we derive the equations of
motion by applying the VP to the Lagrangian (44); after rearranging and using arbitrariness of respective variations
as well as suitable end-point conditions, we obtain

1
0=/ Ldt
0

3| . ~
:/ {ﬁaMaﬂ&bﬂ - Maﬁ¢ﬂ877a - naMaﬂ(Snﬁ - ¢iAij8¢j — O Mpnddy
0
—+ (Wn"/i’n ¢n (SP,%/ + Pn’lrl/ W%’n 5¢n)

+ (X{, Ny 8Pf — Ny P} 8X{, — P& Ny 8Pf}) — X4 ELD 8 X)) }dt. (46)
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Hence, by renaming certain indices, the following equations are obtained

8np: Po = —Ma, (47a)
8¢u: Mapiip = ¢iAie + (b Mun — Pty Wiirn)San. (47b)
8¢ $iAij = (—PmMun + Py Wiirn)Snj, 47c)
8PS NurX§ = Ny P —8a18ui Wirn®n. (47d)
8X¢ 1 NppPf =—Efh x5, (47e)

in which the new coupling terms introduced by the present formulation are underlined. If we define the matrix
Cirjr=Apj + 5i’m1‘7mn<‘3nju (48)

(47¢) can be split into internal and surface degrees of freedom and inverted to express internal ones in terms of
surface ones and P at the interface

b = Ci} (= APy WinSn = Gubam Mnndi ) (49)

The interior degrees of freedom are removed from the Lagrangian by substituting (49) into (40) to obtain

, 1 1 1 1
L = faMopdp — SnaMapnp — 50aDapbp + P{Gluyba + PNy Xjs — S PEFGp P — S X EG Xp, (50)

where Schur decomposition matrices B, F' and G have been introduced; their explicit forms are omitted. The struc-
ture of (50) is as follows: the first line describes the fluid, the second the coupling, and the third the beam. In a more
visual matrix notation, (50) has the structure

. 1 1 -GT
L=G.%) (%;’,’) -0 %) (A(f 2) ()’é) ~.P) (_DG - ) (fj) . (51)

The classical Hamilton’s equations of an abstract system emerge when we introduce a generalized coordinate vector
and its conjugate vector, i.e.

Q=(n1...nvp X1 XN XD XL XL XD, )
P

1 1 2 2 3 3
= (Miadas - - - MNja@ar Ntk Py, - Ny P Ni P . NNy PG N P - Ny P

with Ny degrees of freedom at the free surface and N, degrees of freedom in the beam (recall, fixed-bottom nodes
are excluded), using which the Lagrangian can be written in the form:

e
T odr

L -P-H@Q,P) (53)

with Hamiltonian H(P, Q). After introducing the following (symmetric) matrices
M 0
Ma = (o E) :

Mo (M 7'DM™ =M IGTN
P=\-~N-lGM~! N-'EN-T )’

(54)
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we can write the Hamiltonian in (53) as

H@Q,P) = %QTMQQ + %PTMPP. (55)

3.2 Time discretization

The Stormer—Verlet scheme (see [14] for a definition, and [15] for a variational derivation) is used to discretize (53)
to second-order accuracy in time. The resulting difference equations are

n pn+l/2
Pn+1/2=Pn—%AtaH(Q’P /)’

Q"

1 oH " Pn+1/2 oH n+1, Pn+1/2
Q' =Q" + - At < Q ) Q )> , (56)

2 opnt+1/2 gpntl1/2
Pl _ prtl/ _ lAtaH(Qn+l’ Pn+1/2)

2 aQn—H
In the linear case considered, for which the Hamiltonian is given by (55), (56) yields the explicit scheme
P12 = pr— L aimgy
2 9

Qn+1 =qQ" +Al‘MPPn+1/2, (57)

Pn+1 — Pn+1/2 _ %AIMQQ"H.

After some manipulations (described in detail in “Appendix B”), in terms of original physical variables, the dis-
cretization to be implemented is

1
nrl2 — gn EAth, (58a)
12 1

New (USY" V2 48018005 Wil 12 = Ny (U — sz;;f;, xh",

+ 818 Wiirn @ — 8a1 Skt Wi Sna /2, (58b)
1/2
A jr i ULV W80 = —Agjrdl 2, (58¢)
1/2
Mopny™' = Mapnls + At Agit] 2= AL UL Wirnna (58d)
(X" = (X" + ArUg)"2, (58¢)
1

9 =¢a 2 - JAnt, (58f)

1
New (U 480180 Wi Sui T = New (U1 — EAtE,‘j!;,(Xl”,)”*‘

1/2
+ Sa1 St Wi T — 80181 Wi Snae 1! (582)
Ay = U)Wy = —Agjrly ™ (58h)

We remark that Eqs. (58a), (58d), (58e) and (58f) can be solved in the separate fluid and structure domains, while
(58b), (58c), (58g) and (58h) have to be solved in both domains simultaneously. Therefore, the scheme is a variant
of the mixed partitioned-monolithic approach, see e.g., [16].
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Table 1 Parameter values

used in the 2D computations Parameter Value Comment
g 9.8 m/s? Gravitational acceleration
L, x Hy 20m x 10m Water domain
Lf X Lf 2m x 20m Beam domain
P 1000 kg/m? Water density
£0 7700 kg/m2 Beam density (steel)
A 1 x 107 N/m First Lamé constant
u 1 x 107 N/m Second Lamé constant
N;N X NzW 20 x 10 No. of elements in water
NB x NB 4 %20 No. of elements in beam
120000 ‘ Energy E(t)
— total
tot water
100000
pot water
kin water
80000 — tot beam
T - It pot beam
E‘ 60000 | --- kin beam
40000
20000 ¢

10

Fig. 6 Energy apportionment (in J) in the 2D system. From fop to bottom (see key), curves represent energies of the total system
(medium, horizontal), total water (thick, wavy), potential/kinetic water (thick dotted/dashed oscillatory), total beam (thin, wavy) and

potential/kinetic beam (thin dotted/dashed oscillatory)

The Firedrake software (see start of Sect.4) used to obtain 3D results accepts equations in the weak form as an
input. Therefore, the weak-form equivalent of (58), with more general structural geometry, is

/v¢”+1/2 dsy =/v(¢" — %Am")dsf, (59a)
/pov~U”+1/2dV5+/n~vqb”“/zde

=p0/V~U”dV5 - %Az/ (AV ¥V - X" + 110 X}, (0avp + pva)) st+fn~V¢” ds;, (539b)
/W.v¢"+1/2dvF—/un.U"+1/2 ds, =0, (59¢)
/un"“ dsy =/vn"de+Athv~V¢"+1/2de —At/vn-U"“/zdSs, (59d)
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|(E(t)—E(0)|/E(0)

0.0000025

0.0000020

0.0000015

0.0000010

0.0000005 ¢

0.0000000

|E(t)~E(0)|/E(0) as At —At/2

@ At
@ At/2

0 2 4 6 8 10
tls]

Fig. 7 Convergence of the temporal energy as a function of timestep in 2D: relative-error curves for timesteps At (upper curve) and
At /2 (lower curve) have amplitudes in the ratio four to one, confirming second-order convergence

Fluid convergence rate s

3.5

t

Fig. 8 Rate of convergence, s in (60), of ¢ against time, computed using 3 regularly refined meshes and two norms: L, (solid line) and
L (dashed line). As the mesh size tends to zero, the theoretical limit of Aitken acceleration yields s = 2

/v XM gy = /v- (X" + AUHY2y dvg,

1
/v¢il+1 de — / v(¢n+l/2 _ 5At7]n+1)d5f

/p0V~U"+1st+/n-V¢”+ldSs =p0/V-U”+1/2dVS,

@ Springer

(59)

(591)



Variational modelling of wave—structure interactions

77

Fig. 9 Temporal snapshots
of the 2D water—beam
geometry during flow
evolution. Although the
computational domain is
fixed, results have been
post-processed into physical
space to visualize the
deformations. Initial
condition of no flow (top)
with motion initiated by
free-surface displacement.
Solutions after 3 s (middle)
and 5s (bottom)

20
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z[m]

20f

15¢

z [m]

20t

150

z [m]

beam + water

time =0.0s

—20 —15 —10 -5
X [m]

beam + water

time =3.0s

20 —15 —10 -5
x [m]

beam + water
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20 -15 —10 -5
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Table 2 Parameter values

used in the 3D computations Parameter Value Comment
g 9.8 m/s? Gravitational acceleration
Ly x Ly, x Hy 10m x 10m x 4m Water domain
R; 0.6m Beam inner radius
R, 0.8m Beam outer radius
H 12m Beam height
P 1000 kg/m? Water density
00 7700 kg/m3 Beam density (steel)
A 1 x 107 N/m? First Lamé constant
1 x 107 N/m? Second Lamé constant
NZW 4 No. of layers in water
NE 12 No. of layers in beam
- %At / (w VY XM 19, X B0 + Bbva)) dVs + / n-ve"tl/24ds,, (592)
/W Vet ave —/vn LUthdas, =0, (59h)

in which dS; denotes integration over the free surface, dSy the fluid—structure interface, dVr the fluid domain,
dVg the structure domain, and n is, as before, the unit outward-normal vector of the fluid domain. In general, the
quantities on left-hand side are unknowns. The procedure for solving equations (59) is summarized as follows. The
result of (59a) is ¢>”+1/ 2 at the free surface. It is used as a Dirichlet boundary condition in (59b) and (59¢), which are
solved simultaneously to get ¢”+1/ 2 in the whole fluid domain and U"+1/% Next, n is updated in (59d) and X in (59e).
Then (59f) yields ¢"*! at the free surface. Again, it is used as a Dirichlet boundary condition in the simultaneously
solved (59g) and (59h) for the final update of the full ¢ and U. In addition, the beam-bottom no-motion boundary
condition is applied, i.e., X(0, y, z, t) = 0in (59¢) and U(0, y, z, #) = 0 in (59b), (59c¢), (59g) and (5%h).
The results obtained via the described approach are now presented and discussed.

4 Results

Firedrake [9] is an open-source FEM automation package written in python, that uses PETSc for numerical com-
putations. It accepts equations in weak form and automatically assembles the system matrices. Therefore, in this
case the scheme in the form (59) was used, with linear continuous Galerkin test functions. For the purposes of
illustration and validation, computations were performed first in two dimensions (no y-dependence), with bespoke
code (no use of Firedrake for automation), constructing directly the matrices in (58). Later, the two-dimensional
code in Firedrake gave the same results. Once the scheme was verified to yield a stable solution, computations in
three dimensions using Firedrake software were performed.

4.1 2D results
Parameter values used in this case are shown in Table 1. In order to render visible the beam deformations, Lamé con-

stants are taken to be approximately 10* times smaller than those for the steel used to make wind-turbine masts. As
previously mentioned, Dirichlet boundary conditions were assumed for the beam, which is fixed (zero displacement
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Water energy(time)

™ - T R potential
= --- kinetic
— total

140000

Y . .

120000 |

100000 | :

80000 | :

Energy [J]

60000

40000

20000

time [s]

Beam energy(‘time)

1600
------ potential

1400 {1 --- kinetic
— total

1200

1000

800

Energy [J]

600

400

200

time [s]

Fig. 10 Energy apportionment (in J) in the 3D system: water (fop) and beam (bottom). Curves represent total (continuous), potential
(dotted) and kinetic (dashed) energies. Note from the disparate vertical scales in the two plots that the total beam energy is much less

than that of the water

and velocity) at its base z = 0, whereas other boundaries can move freely. We present a solution with zero initial
movement and displacement in the beam, and, in the fluid, the first mode of an analytical solution, with deflected
initial free surface and no fluid velocity, the natural period of which is T = 5.3s. The energy in the system is
presented in Fig. 6, in which it is clear that, although there is always an energy exchange between the water and
beam, the total energy remains constant. As expected, the method is second-order accurate in time, i.e., halving
the timestep decreases the difference between the numerically computed energy and the exact one by a factor of
four; see Fig. 7 for validation of this convergence. The method is also expected to be second-order accurate in
space, as linear basis functions are used in the finite-element expansion. To verify this, we use the formula for the
convergence rate derived for the regularly refined-by-halving meshes from Aitken extrapolation:

¢t — Smll 60)

s = log )
> Nlpm — el
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le—=7  |B(t)—E(0)|/E(0) as At —At/2

7
At
6 | 1| — At/2
5 | ]
S
S |
S
S
13t ]
=]
2L J
1t ]
0
0 2 4 6 8 10
t[s]

Fig. 11 Convergence of the method as a function of the timestep in 3D: the full timestep (upper curve, grey) and half timestep (lower
curve, black) relative-error curves have amplitudes in the ratio four to one, confirming second-order convergence

in which ¢, ¢, and ¢y are the solutions on coarse, medium and fine meshes, respectively; and || - || denotes either the
L or L, norm. The convergence rate s computed by (60) is shown in Fig. 8, which shows an oscillatory behaviour
around the value of s = 1.7. Snapshots of the initial condition (no flow, free surface deflected) and evolved state
are shown in Fig. 9.

4.2 3D results

Parameter values for this case are shown in Table 2. The mesh consists of layers of tetrahedra in the z-direction,
and the fluid domain is asymmetric in the xy plane. The beam is represented by a hollow cylinder, which is meshed
with layers of 8 blocks comprising 4 tetrahedra each. Snapshots of the system evolution are shown in Fig. 12. The
applied initial condition is one of a beam in equilibrium adjacent to a fluid, free-surface elevation of which is the
first mode of a harmonic analytical solution (without the beam) with oscillation period of 4s. Figure 10 presents
the energy transfer in the system. The convergence of the results with decreasing time step is shown in Fig. 11.

5 Discussion and conclusion

We have formulated a fully coupled nonlinear variational model of a free-surface fluid—structure interaction. The
main benefit is the incorporation of a complex multi-domain, evolving-geometry, single-valued free-surface, tran-
sient problem within a unifying and computationally tractable framework with a novel approach to use the Lagrange
multiplier y to constrain the beam and fluid common boundary. After elimination of the Lagrange multiplier and
the hydrostatic term, the system (28) of linearized water-wave dynamics coupled to an elastic beam, i.e., a system
of linearized fluid—structure interaction (FSI) equations, is equivalent to the FSI with the ad hoc coupling derived
in [11]. The linear equations have been discretized using a dis/continuous variational FEM, employing techniques
from [15], leading to a fully coupled and stable linear FSI with overall energy conservation, i.e., without any energy
loss between the subsystems. In the final scheme (58), there appears an extra coupling term in the equation (58d)
for the free-surface deviation at the fluid—structure boundary that is not obvious from the continuous equation (28c).
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p!
0.1037]

-0.0983

Fig. 12 Temporal snapshots of the 3D water-beam geometry during flow evolution. Although the computational domain is fixed,
results have been post-processed into physical space to visualize the deformations. (7op left) Initial condition; no flow; motion initiated
by free-surface displacement. Physical flow geometries after 1.1s (bottom left), 3.8 s (top right) and 5.9 s (bottom right). Colours, white
to black, indicate flow-potential values. A beam deflection is clearly evident

This is a novel aspect that emerges from the variational approach. The numerical extension of these FSI to the
nonlinear realm is planned as future research.

The next extension of the model will be to allow for rotational flow to model wave breaking where the free
surface can overturn. Non-potential flow and the mixture theory [1,4] of the water—air phase can be used for this
purpose. An alternative, which we aim to exploit, is to propose a compressible, Van der Waals-like potential-flow
fluid model, that enables the modelling of wave-breaking without actually introducing rotational flow. It is also
industrially relevant to look at different models of beam-bottom fixtures, e.g., a flexible spring system instead of
a Dirichlet boundary condition. These will comprise future work.

The code used in the 3D computation is available here: https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.816221. A simplified
2D version is also published as a tutorial on Firedrake website: http://firedrakeproject.org/demos/linear_fluid_
structure_interaction.py.html.
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Appendix A: Linearization of the variational principle

In this appendix, the details of the linearization of the VP (25) are presented. Some of the terms in (25) can be
simplified as follows. First, we consider the term in (25a)

Lg Ly Hy+n
/ / / p—azxs 0y — p
Lg Ly H0+17
= ——8 Xs 0 —3 Xs 0
[) [) /0 L, tXs )(¢+ L, tXs x¢

8,(1) dzdydy dr (61a)

o . P g

+ L0, (x9) 8% — 20 (L + %)) dzdy dy (61b)
Ly Ly
Ly Hy+n _ Lg Ly 0 ~

Zf / Pos x5 dzdy +/ / —(Ls +xs)¢f8t77dy dx

o Jo o Jo Ls
d Ly Ly Ho+n 0

- Zxspdzdydy, 61
dt/O /0 /0 Lsxab zdydy (61c)

in which Leibniz’ rule has been used to yield the time derivative of the integral, and then we take the integral of the
derivative with respect to y, thereby obtaining the final term in (61c) as a total time derivative, temporal integration
of which, upon using the conditions §¢ (0) = §¢(T) = 0 and éx5(0) = dx5(T) = 0, yields a variation in (25) of
zero. Therefore, we can neglect this term. We now linearize the remaining two terms in (61c), i.e. neglect terms
of the third and higher orders, as quadratic terms in the VP give linear terms in the equations of motion. Thus, the
second term in (61c) becomes

L Ly
/ /—(L +xs)¢f8mdydx~/ /p¢f3rndydx (62)

For the first term in (61c), we Taylor-expand around Hj to obtain

Ly Hp+n _ Ly Hy .
fo /0 pds 0 xgdzdy =~ /0 /0 Py 0, Xs dzdy. (63)

The zeroth order of the expansion is sufficient, as the first order already contains cubic terms. We used the definitions
of the velocity potentials ¢; = ¢(Ls, y,z,1) and ¢ = ¢ (x, y, h(x, y, 1), 1), at the beam interface and the free
surface, respectively. The first term in (25b) linearizes to

1 Xg 1
——( (D) = (3, $)* ~ 3 (1 - z—) (0, p)* ~ 5<ax¢>2. (64)

1
21+ Xs/Lg
The second term in (25b) linearizes to

1x 2 1 2 _ X i
EL_s (_Layxs ¢ + 3y¢> = - ( X yxs)z(ax¢)2 + _5(3y¢)2 _ 2iayxs 3. By(b)
s Xg 2

2(ayx5) 2(0:4)° + = (ay¢> — L0y %, 0.0 dyp ~ —(a $)*, (65)

2L L‘
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upon dropping the higher-order terms; a similar linearization occurs for the first term in (25¢). The second term in
(25¢) linearizes to

Ly Ly Ho+n )zv
/ / / p8(z — Ho) (1 + —> dzdydy (66a)
o Jo Jo Ly
Lg Ly 1 5 1 ) Lg Ly Hp+n is
= / / spgn-dydx — -pgLsLyH; +/ / / pg(z — Hp)— dzdydy (66b)
o Jo 2 2 o Jo Jo Ly
Lg Ly 1 5 1 5 Ly Hoy _
~ / / Spgn-dydx — spgLsLyHy + / / p8(z — Hop)Xs dzdy, (66¢)
o Jo 2 2 o Jo

in which third- and higher-order terms have been omitted. The second term in (66¢) is a constant and can be
dropped, as its variation vanishes. The —pg(z — Hp)X, term in (66¢) represents the hydrostatic pressure. Since we
are interested in the dynamics of the mutual fluid—structure interaction, we assume that the linearization occurs
around an equilibrium state and hence omit the hydrostatic term hereafter. In a similar way, we omit the gravity
force term ppgZ in (25e), and we use the relations in Sect.2.3 to simplify the beam expressions. We neglect the
subtlety that, in the equilibrium (hydrostatic and lithostatic) state, all A, u and pg vary slightly along the structure;
we assume that they are constant.

Finally, we linearize the Lagrange multiplier y term (25d) by observing that x; — X = Ly +X;— Ly — X = Xg— X
and

iA(y = Y(L59b7c’t)az = Z(LS7b7 Ca t)at) :iS(y =b+Y(LS’b5 C, t)7Z :c+Z(LS7b7C7 t)’t)

Xy (67)
|y:b,z:c + -

=%b,e,t)+ (Y, Z) - 0.2

In the manipulations in (67), we Taylor-expanded X at the interface around the equilibrium position. X is multiplied
by y, which, on the other hand, is expanded around zero, since y = 0 at equilibrium when the hydrostatic pressure
is neglected. Therefore, retaining only quadratic terms, the y term (25d) becomes

Ly L.
/ / py (55 (¥ (Ly, by e 1), Z(Ly, by ¢, 1), 1) — X (Ly, by e, 1Y) de db (682)
0 0
Ly L. )
~ / f py s (b, e,1) — X(Ly, b, ¢, 1)) de db (68b)
0 0
Ly Hy 5
%f / py(Xs(y,z,1) — X(Ly, y,z,1)) dzdy. (68c)
0 0

In (68¢), we transformed from Lagrangian to Eulerian coordinates in the linear approximation, as in Sect. 2.3, and
the integration in z has been limited to the water height at the structural interface. Higher-order terms arising from
the integration from Hy to Hp + n have been neglected. For simplicity of notation, y is renamed as x to yield, after
incorporating all assumptions, the linearized VP

T Lg Ly 1 ) Hy 1 5
0= o[ [ [ ptnes - goeni~ [ 3o1v0R dzdyas (69)

o Jo Jo 2 o 2
Ly Ho ~

v /0 /0 pOuEss + py (B (y. 2. 1) — X(Ly. v, 2.1)) dz dy (69b)
Ly Ly L, B 1 1

+/ f / podi X - U — = po[U* = ~hejiej; — pej; dzdy dxdr. (69¢)
L, Jo Jo 2 2 :

Due to the linearization, the domain is fixed, and the full system is formulated in Eulerian coordinates. More-
over, the term containing the Lagrange multiplier can be easily removed from (69b) by replacing X;(y, z, ) with
Xs = X(Ls, y, z, t) elsewhere to obtain the VP without y in the form (27).
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Appendix B: Derivation of temporal discretization

In this appendix, the details of the derivation of temporal scheme are presented. Given Eq. (57), in terms of original
variables, the interim equations of motion arising from the VP for (50) become

1
o =i — S A,
1
New (P12 = Ny (PEY" = S AER (X",
1/2

Maﬁ 7]’/; == off 77/3 + At( B ¢n+ / — Uk/ ( ,)l‘l+1/2>

(70)
Ny (XY™ = New (X" + At (=Ug, 94712 + b (ppy172)

1
ZH _ ¢Z+1/2 Atnn-i—l,
1
Ny (Y™ = Ny (P12 — 2AtE,‘jf?,(X yrtL
The matrices B, F' and U, appearing in (70) contain the inverse of matrix C which was introduced both to remove
the interior ¢ degrees of freedom and to reduce the system to the Hamiltonian form. However, once the temporal

scheme is obtained, we would like to avoid the costly computation of the inverse of C. Therefore, guided by (49),
see also [17], we re-introduce ¢; in the interior as

Cl’/’¢n+1/2 — A, ¢n+1/2 + (P )n+1/2Wrﬁ nsn// — S ¢n+ /zﬁmnan/ (71)

After some manipulations, we find that the final discrete spatiotemporal, fluid—structure interaction equations (cf.
(47)) are

put/? =g — %Atnz (72a)
New (P2 = Ny (P — %ArEz,’;fo,)", (72b)
(Ajrjr M)(ﬁnﬂ/z —A, ¢n+1/2+((P N2y, M n¢n+l/28am)8nJ (72¢)
Mapnls™! = Mgy + AtAgig)/?

+ AT Moy — (PEY ) Wit (72d)
N (X! = Nup(X4)" + Arzvk/lf(P“)"“/2 — At8a18pi Wit (72e)
it = gt/ _ ;Atn”*l, (726)
N (P = N (P12 — 2 At Xy, (720)

in which, as in (47), the newly derived coupling terms are underlined.

Implementation of the above formulation leads to a system that conserves energy to second order in the timestep,
in keeping with Stormer—Verlet theory. However, using P is inconvenient, as it does not directly represent a physical
variable. Moreover, the time evolution of the separate components of (45) reveals an equal and opposite monotonic
increase in three terms that involve coupling, which annihilate each other when composed to form the physical
energy. This behaviour is possibly related to the fact that not all terms in (45) are positive definite. As a result of this
observation, we are motivated to reformulate (72) in terms of the original physical variable (structural velocity),

U]?/ = P]?/ — a1 k/~/ Wiirn@n, (73)
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which is itself motivated by (38) and (43). When this approach is used, the Hamiltonian (45) once more becomes
the positive definite (37). Equation (72) is, as a result, amended to the form of (58).
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