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In this paper, we developed two dimensional and three dimensional boundary element method (BEM) to
compute hydrodynamic forces due to the oscillation of non-uniform beam (NUB) in a quiescent incompressible
fluid with linear and quartic varying widths. To model the fluid flow under small amplitude oscillation of thin
NUB in its first mode, the linearized unsteady Stokes equation is solved using BEM. After finding the converged
structural and fluid nodes in all the cases, we compute real and imaginary components of hydrodynamic
function. Subsequently, damping ratio or quality factor is found from energy dissipation due to drag forces
mainly because of stress jumps across the thin beam thickness. Similarly, the frequency shift is found due to
virtual added mass obtained from the mean hydrodynamic thrust force. The results are validated with existing
literature and further analysis is done in terms of tapering parameter and index of non-uniform beam, and the
corresponding aspect ratio and frequency parameters. Based on the analysis presented, it is found that quartic
converging beam provides better quality factor and least added mass effect and it can be explored to design a
cantilever based resonator operating in fluid with improved performance such as AFM probes. Thus, the new

model developed for non-uniform beam can be useful to drag forces in other types of 2D and 3D beams.

1. Introduction

Most of the micro and nanoelectromechanical systems (MEMS/
NEMS) based cantilever resonators such as pressure sensors [1,2], mass
sensors [3-6], biosensors [7-11], atomic force microscopy (AFM) [12—
17], and smart material based piezoelectric energy harvesting de-
vices [18-24], etc., perform their operation in the presence of fluid.
In turn, the dynamic characteristics of flexible cantilever beams are
affected by the surrounding fluid due to the hydrodynamic drag and
added mass effects. These factors are the result of the complex flow
field generated due to the oscillation of the micro cantilever struc-
ture and is largely dependent on the frequency and amplitude of
the vibrating structure. The drag force is directly proportional to the
unsteady viscous layer &, « W around the beam [25,26] which
describes the velocity diffusion on the oscillating surface. Here, v is
the kinematic viscosity of the fluid, and w is the angular frequency.
As the oscillation frequency increases, it leads to the formation of
a small viscous layer and more vortex shedding around the vibrat-
ing structure. To describe the dependence of oscillation amplitude,
Keulegan—Carpenter (KC) number is defined as the ratio of 2z times the
amplitude of oscillation to the characteristic length, i.e., width at the
fixed end b, of cantilever beam. At an infinitesimal small KC [8,27], the
hydrodynamic drag force is independent of the oscillation amplitude
and the flow is governed by the unsteady Stokes equation. For the
moderate KC, the vortex shedding [28] and flow separation around the
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structure occur [7,8,27,29-31]. Hence, the frequency and amplitude of
oscillating structure in fluid influences the convective-driven flow and
makes the fluid damping non-linear [32].

There have been studies focusing on computing hydrodynamic
forces due to thin and uniform cantilever beams [33,34]. However,
recent studies have started focusing on shapes other than uniform can-
tilever based resonators like slotted, paddle type, V-shaped [35] or tri-
angular type, converging and diverging beams, and arrow-shaped [36-
41] to improve the performance of probes in AFM in non-contact
and taping modes in fluid environment [42]. Recently, we found
that non-uniform micro-cantilever beams can be used to improve the
bandwidth of MEMS resonators and energy harvesters [18,20,39,40].
Since there is no model available to compute hydrodynamic forces in
non-uniform beams, we develop a 2D and 3D BEM model to compute
the hydrodynamic forces due to flexural motion of non-uniform beams
(NUBSs) in the current paper. Subsequently, we present a detailed fluid-
structural interaction of non-uniform beam in air with varying widths
in order to further optimize the above devices.

Some of the primitive studies to compute hydrodynamic forces
involve the computation of the unsteady drag force on the oscillating
sphere [1] and infinitely long cylinder [25,43] with small amplitude
using the linearized unsteady Stokes flow in (r,§) domain. Zhang and
Turner [44,45] developed drag force as a function of frequency for
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a rigid cylinder with a different cross-sectional area. Subsequently,
the computation of the hydrodynamic force on a long cylinder with
elliptic section [26] has also been studied in the elliptical coordinate
system [46] with Mathieu functions. To solve the above problems,
Tuck [47] used the stream function-based two-dimensional boundary
integral formulation for a long beam to evaluate the pressure jump
and vorticity jump across the thin beam using the boundary ele-
ment method (BEM) [25]. Brumley et al. [48] found exact theoretical
and asymptotic solution for an infinite long rectangular cross-section
cylinder with a varying thickness-to-width ratio and compared the
solution with the infinitely thin beam approximation. In addition, Phan
et al. [49] performed a numerical study showing a significant increase
in hydrodynamic damping with increase in the thickness to width
ratio. However, they did not see any noticeable change in added mass.
Using the thin beam theory (TBT) to include the flexural effect of a
uniform beam, Sader [12] obtained a complex hydrodynamic function
for rectangular sections by least-square fitting. He also obtained an
empirical formulation for the frequency response corresponding to
the exact mode shape of the cantilever beam immersed in viscous
fluid subjected to the thermal driving force. Subsequently, the semi-
analytical model has been used to calibrate the spring constant of
AFM cantilevers with different shapes by considering the complex
hydrodynamic function [13,50,51]. Green et al. [15] obtained the semi-
analytical model for hydrodynamic load per unit length to estimate
the drag of an oscillating beam. The above studies are limited to long
cantilever beam oscillating in fluid at various frequencies under small
amplitude.

Since, the hydrodynamic forces are also affected due to the pres-
ence of nearby wall, the fluid damping consists of drag and squeeze
film damping. Hanning et al. [3] analyzed the effect of nearby wall
characterized by the air-gap on the hydrodynamic forces in a uniform
beam. Rankl et al. [52] computed hydrodynamic forces in magnetically
actuated cantilever beam near to the wall. Grimaldi et al. [53] approx-
imately computed hydrodynamic forces in sharp edged cantilever near
the wall. Ashok et al. [54] performed computational and experimental
studies to compute quality factor and damping due to fluid in the
presence of wall. They also studied the variation of wall-gap on the
fluid damping. Vignola et al. [55] estimated the viscous damping in a
micro-scale resonator for mass sensing. Basak et al. [36] used the finite
element based three-dimensional fluid-structure interaction model for
computing hydrodynamic forces for different structures like slotted
type, paddle type, and triangular microcantilevers with and without
proximity to another fixed surface. It was found that the damping, as
well as added mass effects, increase as the oscillating surface moves
closer to the fixed surface. Aureli et al. [7] performed an analysis on
flexible rectangular beam oscillating in the fluid corresponding to an
exact mode based on the Euler-Bernoulli beam theory and estimated
that the non-linear hydrodynamic function depends on the oscillation
amplitude and frequency parameter.

To demonstrate more control over hydrodynamic forces, Ahsan
and Aureli [8,56] utilized BEM and finite volume method (FVM) to
estimate linear and non-linear drag forces in two-dimensional shape
morphed beam executing transverse and torsional oscillations in a
viscous fluid. They found that the shape-morphed curvature reduces
the hydrodynamic forces and, thus, minimizes the power dissipation
significantly. Hosaka et al. [1] computed air-drag and other fluid
damping by replacing the oscillating beam with a series of spheres
along its length. Maali et al. [57] described the behavior of AFM
long cantilever beam in air and water up to eight modes. Korayem
et al. [58] carried out the modeling of AFM cantilever beams by
considering the variation of torsional moment and shear with tilt angle,
length of the probe, and fluid properties. Pozrikidis [59] used the
singularity method to obtain the drag force on an oscillating spherical
drop by solving the linear unsteady Stokes equation. Subsequently, he
used BEM to compute hydrodynamic forces due to the oscillation of
different particles such as spheroids, dumbbells, and biconcave discs in
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viscous fluid [60]. Loewenberg [61] utilized a boundary layer solution
to obtain hydrodynamic forces due to the oscillation of finite-length
cylinder for low to moderate oscillating frequencies.

Based on the Pozrikidis [59,60] and Loewenberg [61] models, few
researchers have developed three-dimensional hydrodynamic forces.
Clarke et al. obtained the hydrodynamic forces due to the rigid os-
cillation of titled circular cylinder [37] and rectangular plate [38]
near the fixed wall using the three-dimensional boundary integral
methods. Ahsan and Aureli [62] extended their two-dimensional prob-
lem to three-dimensional using boundary integral method to obtain
hydrodynamic forces in a shape-morphed beam oscillating in its first
mode. Farokhi and Ghayesh [63] described the nonlinear vibrations
of a cantilever subjected to base excitation in primary and secondary
resonance. Facci and Porfiri [19] solved the incompressible Navier
Stokes equation using FVM (finite volume method) to obtain hydro-
dynamic damping and added-mass effects and compared the results
with experiments. The thrust force generated along the axial direction
of the beam is estimated due to the added mass force [4,64,65].
Vishwakarma et al. [66] compared the influence of drag and squeeze
film damping as a function of beam width and air gap with respect to
the fixed surface. They computed the drag force based on the oscillating
disc and damping force obtained from the Reynolds equation. Ashok
et al. [67] performed experimental studies to compute the variation
of fluid damping and frequencies of non-uniform beams with linearly
and quartic varying widths. In yet another study, Ashok et al. [40]
performed analysis by solving incompressible Navier-Stokes equation
in ANSYS to compute fluid damping in arrow-shaped beam. The results
are also compared with experiments. All the models developed based
on the submerged cantilever beam oscillation give pure hydrodynamic
dissipation. The influence of the structural damping has also been
studied on an oscillating cantilever beam in fluid [68]. Furthermore,
Gesing et al. [34,69] performed an analysis on a micro-resonator with
finite width and analyzed the effect of damping and added mass on flex-
ural, torsional, and roof tile-shaped geometries with non-conventional
vibration modes. Subsequently, to compute drag forces in an array
of beams, many studies [70-72] employed two dimensional approach
and performed hydrodynamic coupling analysis. Based on the above
studies, we noticed that majority of the analytical and semi-analytical
models are developed for long cylinders and uniform beams by solving
steady as well as unsteady Stokes equation. They discussed the effect
of amplitude, frequency of oscillation, and boundaries surrounding
uniform cantilever beams to analyze hydrodynamic drag with 2D and
3D formulations. Thus, all the previous studies formulations were
limited to uniform beams. Therefore, in this paper, we describe the
procedure of developing semi-numerical approach to compute hydrody-
namic damping and added mass effects in non-uniform beam by solving
unsteady Stokes equation using boundary element techniques.

To develop the methodology for obtaining hydrodynamic forces
due to the oscillation of a non-uniform beam (NUB) as shown in
Fig. 1, we consider a thin beam with constant and small thickness
as compared it its length and width. After describing the parameter
associated with a non-uniform beam and its structural mode shape, we
briefly present a fluid flow equation based on the unsteady Stokes flow
to compute energy dissipation and added mass effects in 2D and 3D
flow. Subsequently, we describe BEM procedure to obtain the solution,
convergence scheme and discuss its validation. Finally, we validate
the model for uniform beam and discuss the influence of non-uniform
beams with linearly and quartic varying width on hydrodynamic damp-
ing and added mass effect. Subsequently, we extend the procedure to
compute the quality factor and added mass effect required for analyzing
the performance of resonators. To understand the limitation of the
model, we also present finite element based solution using ANSYS and
discuss pressure and velocity profiles.
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Fluid region (static)

Fig. 1. The non-uniform beam oscillates transversely at first eigen mode in cartesian coordinate system, (a) Schematic representation of a non-uniform cantilever beam with
variable width along the length and (b) The sectional view of the non-uniform beam in the static fluid (colored region) in YZ-plane.

2. Mathematical modeling

Consider the non-uniform cantilever beam oscillating in a quiescent
incompressible viscous fluid with length L, thickness h, and variable
width i.e., b(x) = by(1 + n(x/L))" [18,20,67], where b, is the fixed end
beam width, # represents the tapering parameter (positive and negative
values of n denote diverging and converging sections) and »n denotes
the degree of non-uniform index, i.e., for linear, n = 1, and for quartic,
n =4, as shown in Fig. 1(a). NUB dimensions are aligned with cartesian
coordinates, for example, X-direction is along the length L, Y-direction
is along the width b(x), and Z-direction is along the thickness 4. The
basic assumption of the non-uniform cantilever beam is that the length
is substantially more than the width, while the width is much larger
than the thickness. However, in the current case, we assumed that
thickness is insignificant in order to examine hydrodynamic forces. The
cross-section of the beam in the YZ-plane is demonstrated in Fig. 1(b).
The boundaries of the fluid domain are considered to be far away from
the oscillating structures. The local displacement and velocity around
the oscillating non-uniform beam are specified based on the structural
modes as described in the next section.

2.1. Structural deformation

To obtain the structural lumped parameters based on the exact
modeshape, we consider beam with cross-sectional area A(x) = b(x)h,
the moment of inertia I(x) = b(x)h>/12, transverse deflection W (x, ) in
Z-direction, and the transverse external force F(x,¢) including both the
hydrodynamic force, F,,(x, 1), and the external excitation force, F,,(x, ).
Based on the classical Euler-Bernoulli beam theory [18], the equation
of the motion due to bending and its boundary conditions are men-
tioned in Appendix A and the external transverse force can be written
in terms of static external harmonic excitation and hydrodynamic force
as F(x,1) = Fu(x,t) + Fy(x,1). The hydrodynamic force consists of
terms proportional to the velocity and acceleration of beam surface,
and can be written as Fj(x,t) = —g;0W (x,1)/0t — g,0°W (x,1)/d¢* [1].
Expressing the dynamic response of the beam as W (x,7) = ¢;(x)g;(t)
and substituting it into Eq. (A.1), we multiply the resultant equation
by ¢;(x) and the integrate it by parts over the length of the beam to
obtain the reduced order model as,

MegiG; + Cerr i + Keprdi = Fegrs (€8]

where, my; = (my(x) + &) Ji* (0P, ()dx, e = g1 fy b0 (x)dx,
ket = Jof EI)$;(x)(0*;(x)/0x*)dx and Fypy = [} §;(x) Fypydx. The g
and g, are the coefficients which represent effective viscous damping
and added mass effect due to the fluid. Consequently, they are propor-
tional to the real and imaginary parts of the complex hydrodynamic
force due drag forces [7,8,12].

For the oscillating beam, the transverse deflection can be written as
W (x,1) = 8¢y, (x)e’, where § is the maximum amplitude of oscillation,

o =2z /T is the angular frequency, T is the time period and ¢,, is the
mode shape or eigenfunction of non-uniform beam in vacuum given
by [18,20],

b ()= A [ (AiX) . h(/l,-x) sin 4; + sinh 4; ( (A,X) h(/l,-X))]
= A;|sin( — )-sinh{ — |- ———F— —— )—cosh( =) )|,
(O i) cos A; + cosh 4; S\ )T

L
@

where, A; is the constant obtained by normalizing the modeshape of
cantilever beam such that ¢,,(L) = 1. The corresponding frequency

parameters 4; (i.e., w; = (ﬁ>

-+ i—f) and constants A; for linearly
converging and diverging beams are mentioned in Table 1 and those for
the quartic converging and diverging beams are mentioned in Table 2.
Finally, the transverse velocity along the Z-direction can be written as

W (x,1) = iwd¢,, (x)e'® which acts as an input to the fluid domain.
2.2. Fluid flow due to oscillating structure

Neglecting gravity and body forces, the flow around the cantilever
beam oscillating with small amplitude in an in-compressible and vis-
cous Newtonian fluid can be modeled by the unsteady Stokes equa-
tion [47]. Thus, the continuity and linearized momentum equations
involving flow variables such as velocity, a(i,(x,y,z,1),d,(x,y, z,1),
i3(x,y,z,1)) and pressure, p(x,y,z,t) [47,62] are mentioned in Ap-
pendix B and, taking the boundaries of the thin non-uniform beam
as x € [0,L], y € [-b(x)/2,b(x)/2] with negligible thickness, the
fluid boundary conditions such that the no-slip velocity condition at
the fluid-solid interface can be taken. The field variables, velocity,
and pressure are also assumed to be zero at infinity. Taking the flow
variables i = ue’, with u = [u;,u,,u;] and p = pe’®, where i = \/—_1,
w is the angular excitation frequency, and substituting into Eq. (B.1),
we obtain the non-dimensionalized form the equation by normalizing
length scale with b, velocities with the free stream velocity V, = iwd,
and pressure with uV,/b,, where, yu is the dynamic viscosity of the
fluid. Finally, the non-dimensional formulation of the unsteady Stokes
equation can be expressed in the frequency domain as,

i b} u(x,y, z,0) = =Vp(x,y, z,0) + VZu(x, y, z, ), 3

where, > = w/v, v = u/p is the kinematic viscosity. Finally, to de-

scribe the solution for non-uniform beam, we take the non-dimensional
cartesian co-ordinate &, = x/L, & = y(x)/by = (1 +#&)" and & = 0
(negligible thickness) and further discuss the solution based on 3D and
2D flow in the following sections.

2.2.1. 3D flow modeling

To capture the influence of 3D flow on hydrodynamic forces due to
oscillation of a thin non-uniform beam, Eq. (3) is solved to obtain the
oscillatory stokes velocity in terms of the oscillatory Stokeslet, G353, and
stress tensor [38,60,62]. Assuming the negligible beam thickness, the
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Table 1

The eigen values 4, and A’ for linearly converging and diverging beam for the case of ¢, (L) =1.
n -0.5 -0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
A 2.0765 2.0243 1.9659 1.9357 1.9047 1.8751 1.8474 1.8223 1.7991 1.7782 1.7595
Al 0.2316 0.2596 0.2893 0.3150 0.3409 0.3671 0.3931 0.4189 0.4447 0.4702 0.4951

Table 2

The eigen values 4, and A’ for quartic converging and diverging beam for the case of ¢,,(L)=1.
n -0.5 -0.4 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
A 2.7491 2.5095 2.3099 2.1419 1.9984 1.8751 1.7674 1.6730 1.5893 1.5145 1.4477
Al 0.0849 0.1129 0.1519 0.2047 0.2751 0.3671 0.4856 0.6362 0.8249 1.0587 1.3444

normal direction stress jump is described by 65 = ﬁ;“ — p; . Compared
to the other velocities, only the transverse direction velocity is more
dominant. Thus, the non-dimensional form of the transverse veloc1ty
vector can be related to the non-dimensional stress jump ¢* =

MVO/”O
Dropping the asterisk sign, we get,
u3(&1.£)
— / / 303361 &. 0:£]. &, 0la)dé d @
VO SEE)

where, the Stokeslet is defined by,

G33(£1, 6,051, 83,0l

_mr/ ) .2
N [ Sl P G
L v \rmipr? 2xpr 7 pr

Here, G3(&1, &) represents the stress jump, and
ro= \/(51 — &2+ 1H& - &)? and (&, ¢&) are the surface and (&],¢))
are fluid domain points, y = b,/ L is the aspect ratio and f = wb(z) [2xvis
the frequency parameter, ¥, = idw is the maximum velocity amplitude
of oscillating structure, 6 represents the amplitude of oscillation, a? =
2 = %ﬂ Since the deflection in the frequency domain is given by

v
W (w) = 5<j)nu(§{ Ye!® | its derivative yields the local velocity in the
transverse direction of oscillation as u; = ié(oc[)nu(.f;). Thus, the velocity
ratio on the left side of the Eq. (4) is reduced to q&nu(fi). Therefore, the
boundary integral equation in terms of non-dimensional form can be
expressed as,
wn@p =z | [ oo oon@. 008 g 0madn  ©
1 2

To estimate the unknown stress on the beam surface, we employ the
boundary element method. First, the beam is meshed into the required
number of unequal panels. Assuming the constant stress jump over
the centroid of each panel as initial condition, the above equation is
solved by integrating the Greens function using the quad2d package
in MATLAB. Moreover, a special care should be taken when fluid and
structure points coincide (+' approaching zero), resulting in a numerical
singularity. Under this condition, G;; is modified by transforming the
cartesian coordinates to polar coordinates (¢,&,) — (p,, 6), where p, is
the smaller dimension of the each panel and 0 is the angle of rotation
[0,27] [62],

/E/5933(51’fzaoﬁf’ié,oéa)dédiz
S1 2
e X I — P Pe 1.

~ 4xpp, @

2.2.2. 2D flow modeling

To compute the hydrodynamic forces using 2D flow, Tuck [47]
developed a boundary integral formulation for an oscillating long rigid
body with a constant cross section. In this case, Eq. (B.1) is transformed
into a vorticity equation by taking curl on both sides which results in
the formation of a pressure harmonic equation. Resulting the formation
final differential expression in stream function is V*y = «?V?y. The
solution of the above equation is obtained by Green function method
and detailed analysis is expressed by Tuck [47]. The solution can be

modified to include the parameter associated with the thin non-uniform
beam of negligible thickness (£ = 0). For the given ¢, the stream
function at a section of a long thin non-uniform beam can be described
in terms of Green functions in non-dimensional form as

w(E, &) = - / - [45(52’0)W53(§z’0|§;’§§) - %A5’3(§2’0)9’52(§z’0|§£’5§) dé,.
-2

C))

where, 4@(¢,,0) is vorticity jump and 465(&,,0) is pressure or stress

jump across the beam at the given section. The Green function ¥ (&,,0|&/, cf;)

is represented as

¥(5.018.8)) = - Tra

where, R = :/ (& — &)? +(&))%. and K, denotes the Bessel function of
the third kind with zero order. The lateral and transverse velocities on
the beam section are calculated by taking the u, = We, (.5;,55) and u; =
—y, (&), &), respectively. By considering the &, = 0 on the beam along
the width, the transverse velocity is directly relate with the pressure
jump 455(&,,0) but no vorticity jump across the beam because the first
term of the Eq. (8) i.e., ¥, (&, Oléé, 0) =0, with R = (¢, —éé). The lateral
velocity is gives the vorticity jump but having a continuous pressure.

Subsequently, we require to consider the transverse velocity of the
beam across the beam by differentiating Eq. (8) with fé ie, u3 =
—1//52(5;,0) at a given section of the beam ¢,. Finally, we obtained a
transverse velocity of the beam in non-dimensional form is

[log(aR) + KO(aR)] (C)]

&
PoalE) = / 91O 6 011, 0, 10)

Initial pressure jump is considered as constant over unequal number
of segments at a given &, in order to perform integration over a segment
using BEM [8,47]. Subsequently, the complex BEM square matrix is
obtained and inverted to obtain the pressure jump of the beam at
particular section at &. In the subsequent section, we describe the
computation of hydrodynamic functions using the complex stress jump
obtained for 2D and 3D flow. Later, we compare the solution based on
3D and 2D flow using Egs. (6) and (10) discuss the limitation of 2D
solution.

2.3. Evaluation of force and hydrodynamic function

To find the non-dimensional forces in the frequency domain on non-
uniform cantilever beam surface, the non-dimensional stress jump ob-
tained previously are integrated over the defined non-uniform surface
in terms of Riemann summation as,

() = uVpL /5 /g 631 EdE 0y, an
1 2

Using the hydrodynamic function I', obtained for a rigid circular
cylinder [25,47], we obtain the average hydrodynamic force by per-
forming integration over the length of the beam in terms of average
hydrodynamic function I’ as,

F(w) = —pwszoLF(ﬂ 1, ¥) = Re(F) + ilm(F). 12)
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Using ¥, = i6w and complex form of hydrodynamic function, total
force can be separated into real and imaginary components. While, the
real component of hydrodynamic force represents damping force and
imaginary component gives the thrust force. Whereas, the average and
local hydrodynamic function can be written as,

FB.n = %/ / 63(¢1,6)dE dE,y (13)
w*f Je Jg
and
2 _
I (.n, x) = b Je, 63(¢1,6)d&,, a4

in terms of frequency parameter f, tapering parameter 7, aspect ratio y,
and non-uniform index n. Here, the real and imaginary components of
the complex-valued hydrodynamic function are related with the thrust
force and dissipation. Finally, the virtual added mass and damping
coefficient are obtained from the thrust force and energy dissipation
to find the corresponding damping ratio and frequency shift.

2.3.1. Energy loss (AE)

To find the average energy dissipation per cycle with time period
(27 /w), the total damping force is multiplied by the velocity of the
beam corresponding to its modeshape and integrated over one cycle
as [1,62],

2r/w
AE = / F ()06, (&) sin otdt. 15)
0

Alternatively, it can be written as

AE=2;452a)LRe[//53¢nu(§1)d51d§2]
ISIA)

Az p?s® p // _ ]
=— LR dédé&,|. 16
pb() x € [ g Je, G3¢nu (él) él 62 ( )

The total energy of the beam can be computed from the
maximum Kkinetic energy in vacuum. Using the maximum velocity
Vyax = i60(¢n)max Dased on the maximum amplitude corresponding to
the mode shape of non-uniform beam, the total energy can be obtained
from,

E= %pbehL/ (1 +11(x/L))"Vn%axd§1. 17
&

Finally, the damping ratio is obtained from,
1 AE _ pby _/51 /fz 03¢, (EDdEdE,
4r E - 222fp,h fgl(l +10x/ L)Y (P 2ax dE1

and the quality factor is calculated using Q = 1/2¢.

¢ 18)

2.3.2. Hydrodynamic mean thrust (7,)

To capture the influence of added mass effect, the hydrodynamic
thrust force can be found from the total hydrodynamic force. Using
Re; = péwL/u and its ratio with g, Re,;/f = 2z5/(x*L), the thrust
force corresponding to the virtual mass ((n/4)pb(2)) of a uniform beam
with rigid motion can be found from either 0.196342 y> Re?p~! [64], and
0.037u? y*Re?p~" [19], respectively. However, for non-uniform beam,
the hydrodynamic mean thrust force can be calculated by averaging
the product of the stress jump and normal vector (d¢/dx) over a cycle.
Thus, the above expression given by Lighthill [64] can be modified
for the non-uniform beam as 0.196342 y> Re?p~' (1 + n&,)*" for the rigid
motion.

To include the effect of flexural mode of non-uniform beam, we
find the mean hydrodynamic thrust using imaginary component of
hydrodynamic force in non-dimensional form as

1 _ d¢ W0 g o0 o
7, =Im[—/ / 5,22 4e,d ]—Re =k’ Re? 42 19
h 2228 e Je 3[151 £1dé P) %4 P X 19

Subsequently, the virtual added mass is found by comparing it with
the maximum kinetic energy. Computing the virtual mass incremental
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factor A [73] as the ratio of the virtual mass based kinetic energy to
the maximum kinetic energy of beam, we get,

2 e g,
zp /51(1"'7151)2"4)31“6151 pph

Using the virtual mass incremental factor, we obtain the ratio of the
frequency of beam in fluid to the frequency of beam in vacuum as,

A= Im[ = [(pby/pyh). (20)

w; 1
= . 21)
Dy A1+ A

3. Boundary element method

In this paper, the boundary element method (BEM) is used to solve
the boundary integral equation for a given domain. In the present case,
the domain of integration is specified as D € [(0, L)X (—b(x)/2, b(x)/2) X
t,t ~ 0]. The beam is defined as a mathematical surface with zero thick-
ness. Eq. (4) is solved using the BEM approach to evaluate integration
by discretizing the surface into small sections. It is to be noted that
the mathematical surface of non-uniform beam (NUB) is discretized
into the unequal segments using trigonometric refinement towards the
edges. [8,47,62]. As a result, the finer mesh develops near the edges,
while the coarser mesh forms closer to the center of the NUB surface.
Thus, the panels of NUB are non-rectangular quadrilateral in shape as
shown in Fig. 2(b)-(e), while panels of uniform beam are perfectly
rectangular illustrated in Fig. 2(a).

To solve the boundary integral equation given by Eq. (6), both struc-
tural and fluid points are defined by (¢,,&,) and (& ,4‘;), respectively,
as shown in Figs. 2(a)-(e) in 3D flow. For non-uniform beams, the
position of nodes may change for a given tapering parameter » and
a tapering index n. The surface and fluid points represent the mesh
node and panel centroid, respectively. The centroid of each panel is
computed using inbuilt functions “polyshape” to create polygon and
“centroid” to find centroid of associated polygon in MATLAB. The mesh
and centroid points of each panel of NUB are schematically shown
in Fig. 2(a)-(e) for the extreme case of the tapering parameters (7)
and with a tapering index » for linear and quartic varying beams. The
stress jump on each panel is assumed to be constant. The “quad2d”
in MATLAB is used to perform the double numerical integration on
each panel by employing the lower and upper bound of limits in the
(&,&) direction. The tapering parameter n and tapering index » are
involved in the limit bound of the &, direction to capture the influence
of non-uniform beam. For the given parameters #,7,n, and y (aspect
ratio), numerical integration is conducted on each panel to generate a
complex BEM matrix [7,8,36,38,62]. Considering the number of panels
in ¢, direction as M and that in &, direction as N, the total number of
panels is given by M x N. For each fluid panel, we obtain the BEM
matrix of size M x N. Since, we have M x N fluid panels, we obtain
the final complex global BEM matrix with a dominant diagonal term
of size M2 x N2. The resultant BEM matrix is completely inverted once
to evaluate the 6; with the no-slip and transverse velocity condition
applied to Eq. (6). To determine the stress jump over the non-uniform
mathematical surface, the same approach can be applied to NUB with
different tapering parameters.

Similarly, the BEM procedure for the long and thin beam using
2D flow can be described in YZ-coordinate system for a given width
of b(x) at a specific location of X. In the non-dimensional coordinate
system, the thin beam is discretized with unequal segments (i.e., M)
by trigonometric refinement as shown in Figs. 3. It helps to eliminate
the square root singularities of pressure jump at the extreme node of the
beam [47]. The pressure jump assumed to be constant over the beam
segment and is located at the center point of the segment. The segment
nodes treated as the beam points and mid point of it represent as fluid
points. For a given fluid point, the integration of Eq. (10) is performed
using the all beam points resulting in the formation of the complex
square BEM matrix of size M xM . The diagonal terms of the BEM matrix
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Fig. 3. The 2D thin beam with a variable width in YZ-coordinate system (a) represent contour of integration of the thin beam and (b) represents the unequal spacing of nodes

(black dot) and mid points of segments (red cross).

are dominate than the off-diagonal terms. Inverting the BEM matrix
by considering the no-slip velocity condition, pressure jump vector of
size M x 1 is obtained. Subsequently, the pressure jump is used for the
computation of hydrodynamic drag forces and hydrodynamic function.

3.1. Mesh convergence

Since, the width of non-uniform beams vary for different tapering
parameters, it is required to perform mesh convergence study to fix
number of panels in 3D flow and segment in 2D flow problem. To
determine the force acting on the beam using the non-dimensional
stress jump, it is necessary to double integrate the stress jump across the
non-dimensional surface in the coordinate system (&, &,). The sum of
the contribution of each term is being used to evaluate all integration
calculations. The percentage error of the average real and imaginary
average forces per puwéL (i.e., non-dimensional total hydrodynamic
force) acting on the NUB is illustrated in Fig. 4 at frequency parameter
p = 1000 and aspect ratio y = 1/10. It is clear that the mesh distribution
along the width varies in each cases of NUB. Furthermore, we maintain
a consistent mesh distribution for the uniform beam. For UB (uniform
beam), LCB (linearly converging beam), LDB (linearly diverging beam),
QCB (quartic converging beam), and QDB (quartic diverging beam),
the mesh size is varied from 64 to 4.096 x 10%, 0.512 x 10* to 3.072 x
103, 64 to 5.12 x 10%, 1.204 x 10° to 2.304 x 10, and 2.048 x 10° to
6.144 x 10, respectively. In each case, the percentage errors of real and
imaginary parts of the non-dimensional total hydrodynamic average
forces acting on each beam extreme tapering parameters, i.e., = —0.5
and 0.5 for both linear and quartic tapering index are illustrated in

Fig. 4(a). The higher mesh represents the converged non-dimensional
total hydrodynamic force under which the percentage error is less than
5% for both real and imaginary non-dimensional forces 7. The real and
imaginary stress jump contours on the quartic converging (5 = —0.4)
and diverging (7 = —0.4) beams at # = 1000 and y = 1/10 are shown in
Fig. 4(b) and (c), respectively.

3.2. Validation

To compare the drag force from the present model, we take the
quality factor for the linearly varying non-uniform and uniform beams
obtained from experiments as presented by Ashok. et al. [54,67].
Appropriate parameters of silicon dioxide non-uniform beams such as
the width at fixed end b, = 40 pm, thickness, » = 0.95 pm, and its
length L = 200 pm with aspect ratio of y = 1/5, and its density
pp, = 2200 kg/m> are taken from [18,54,67]. The density and the
viscosity of the fluid are p = 1.2 kg/m?, and y = 1.8 x 1075 Pa-s,
respectively. Using the measured frequencies of linearly varying non-
uniform beam [67], the frequency parameter is obtained for tapering
parameter varying from —0.6 and 0.6 as mentioned in Table 3. As
the resonance frequency decreases from converging to diverging beam,
the frequency parameter § also reduces. The quality factor increases
as tapering parameter varies from —0.6 and 0.6 as described by O,
computed using the present method. The same trend is observed in
the experimental studies except for the last case of 0.6 possibly due
to the influence of bottom substrate which is not considered in the
present study. On comparing the quality factor, we found except for
extreme cases, theoretical quality factor is with-in 10% of percentage
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Fig. 4. The convergence study is performed at g = 1000, y = 1/10 and all extreme tapering parameter at (y = —0.5,0.5) for linear and quartic converging-diverging beam i.e., UB,
LCB, LDB, QCB and QDB. The require number of mesh size is different for each case. Representation of % error of (a) real and imaginary average force on the NUB, (b) real and
imaginary part of the stress jump on the quartic converging beam (QCB) at n = —0.4, (c) real and imaginary part of the stress jump on the quadratic diverging beam (QDB) at

n=04.

Table 3
The comparison of the quality factor with the experiment at given resonance frequency
for a linearly converging and diverging variation.

n f(kHz) [67] i 0O, (Present) 0,[54,67] J%error
-0.6 27.7999 2.9653 28.1847 24.0594 17.14
-04 24.4495 2.6080 29.2647 27.0490 8.19
-0.2 21.9331 2.3395 30.5747 31.1005 1.69
0 21.18 2.2592 32.3171 30.0000 7.72
0.2 19.5667 2.0871 33.5424 36.9040 9.10
0.4 18.7163 1.9964 35.002 41.9571 16.57
0.6 17.6999 1.8880 38.0139 32.927 15.44

error. The deviation from experiments are due to measurement error
and other structural damping losses [67]. In the subsequent section,
we restrict our studies to analyze the influence of tapering parameter
on the hydrodynamic forces of non-uniform beam to its first bending
mode using 3D and 2D flow condition.

4. Results and discussions

To investigate the variation of the total hydrodynamic function of a
three-dimensional NUB for linearly and quartic converging and diverg-
ing beams, we perform non-dimensional analysis over the frequency
parameters § € [1,1000]. The computation of the local hydrodynamic
function is based on the exact mode shape of the beam as a function
of tapering parameter to account for linear and quartic variation of
NUB. To compute accurate values of hydrodynamic forces in non-
uniform beam, either 3D or 2D flow models can be used. To know
the limitation of 2D flow model under the long beam assumption,
results from both the models are compared as a function of aspect
ratios. Subsequently, the variation of hydrodynamic forces are done as
a function of frequency parameter for different NUBs. Finally, damping
and added mass effects are found and compared for different aspect
ratios of non-uniform beam with varying tapering parameter.

4.1. Linear converging and diverging beams

To compare the real and imaginary hydrodynamic functions due
to the vibration of linear non-uniform beam in its first bending mode

obtained using 3D and 2D flow model, the aspect ratio of the beam is
varying from 0.05 to 1, i.e., y € [0.05, 1]. The lower value represents ex-
tremely long beam and unity represents the square beam. Here, the real
and imaginary components of hydrodynamic functions also represent
added mass and damping effects. Since real and imaginary components
of hydrodynamic functions are function of frequency parameter g and
¥, we compute these functions at mid-section (x = L/2) corresponding
to a fixed f = 1000 for comparing their values for uniform beam (UB),
linearly converging beam (LCB) with # = —0.5, linearly diverging beam
(LDB) with n = 0.5 as shown in Fig. 5.

Fig. 5(a) and (d) illustrate the variations of hydrodynamic functions
of UB with aspect ratio. It shows that the value computed using 3D
flow is closer to that from 2D flow with error of less than 1% for the
long beam with aspect ratio less than 0.25. For y = 1, the percentage
difference between real and imaginary components are nearly 22%
and 18%, respectively. Therefore, 2D flow model for long thin beam
can be used till the aspect is below 0.25. Similarly, observing the
variation of these quantities for LCB and LDB in Figs. 5(b)-(f), we
found that the results based on 3D flow model deviates from 2D flow
beyond y = 0.2. Moreover, the percentage deviation of the real and
imaginary components of LCB at y = 1 are found to be 20% and
16%, if 2D flow model is used. For LDB, the percentage errors are
found to be 43% and 27%. Thus, it is concluded that if 2D model is
used in computing the hydrodynamic forces, percentage errors may
vary from minimum of 16% to maximum of 43%. At lower values of
aspect ratios, we found that all the models converge to the same values.
However, the real hydrodynamic function is lowered by 42% for LCB
and increased by 52% for LDB with respect to that of uniform beam
with y < 0.2 at # = 1000. The corresponding imaginary components of
LCB and LDB deviate by 26% with respect to that of uniform beam. The
hydrodynamic coefficients deviate more with respect to the 2D results
at y = 1 due to the presence of non-trivial pressure gradients along the
length as well as the width.

To know the influence of frequency on the added mass and damping
effects, we compare the real and imaginary components of hydrody-
namic function using 3D and 2D flow model for a long thin beam of
aspect ratio, y = 0.1 by varying g from 1 to 1000. Fig. 6(a) and (c) show
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Fig. 6. The variation of linear hydrodynamic function is with respect to the frequency parameter p and along the non-dimensional length of the beam &, = x/L, (a) represents the
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at y = 1/10, (b) denotes the real part of I'.(f,n, y) along the length of the beam at exact

modeshape of NUB at y = 1/10 and g = 1000 with increasing tapering parameter », —0.5

(LCB) to 0.5 (LDB) of a 3D (solid colored lines) and 2D (dashed black lines), (c) represents the imaginary part of the hydrodynamic function in 3D (colored shaped marker) and
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lines).

variation of the hydrodynamic functions computed at x = L/2 of the
oscillating uniform and non-uniform beams with tapering parameter
0.5 and —0.5. The results for uniform beam are also compared with
the 2D model obtained by Sader [12]. It is interesting to note that all

parameter 5, —0.5 (LCB) to 0.5 (LDB) of a 3D (solid colored lines) and 2D (dashed black

the models show the same decreasing values at different values of § for
long and thin beam with y = 0.1. Also, the hydrodynamic coefficients
for converging beams are more and that for diverging beams are less
as compared to that of uniform beam.
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Fig. 7. The effect of the tapering parameter of linearly converging and diverging beam (—0.5 to 0.5) on the energy loss 4E, damping ratio ¢ and quality factor Q. The plots (a),
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The real hydrodynamic function values of LDB, LCB and UB vary
from 4.34 to 1.68, 2.24 to 0.64, and 3.22 to 1.10, respectively, when
p varied from 1 to 1000. Thus, at § = 1, the values are increased
by 36% in case of LDB and reduced by 30% in case of LCB with
respect that of UB. Similarly, at # = 1000, real component in case of
LDB is increased by 51.5% and that in LCB is decreased by 46.23%
w.r.t to the values of UB. The corresponding imaginary components of
hydrodynamic functions of LDB, UB, and LCB vary from 3.53 to 0.11,
3.02 to 0.09, and 2.52 to 0.06, respectively, due to change in f over
the same range of 1 to 1000. Thus, the similar trends are observed
in the imaginary components in which 17% and 28% differences are
observed for LDB, and 16% and 26% differences are observed for LCB
at # = 1 and 1000, respectively. Therefore, the real and imaginary
parts of the hydrodynamic function reduce with increase in g as the
unsteady boundary layer becomes small and vortex is generated due to
the non-linear convective force at larger f.

To investigate the difference of results between 3D and 2D flow
model, we also computed hydrodynamic functions at different locations
of the long beam with y = 0.1 for a given # = 1000 as shown in Fig. 6(b)
and (d). It shows that hydrodynamic effect increases along the length
of the beam. However, further analysis indicate that 2D flow model
deviates from 3D flow model at x/L = 0.7 for the tapering parameter
0.5. This deviation point shifts towards the free end with decrease in
tapering parameter. Since, at the trailing edge the oscillation amplitude
is maximum, the maximum value of the hydrodynamic function shifts

towards the free end which is clearly observed in 2D as well as 3D mod-
els. As the damping and added mass coefficients explicitly influence
the energy loss [1,62] and thrust production [49,64], respectively, we
discuss their variation in detail in the following subsection. .

4.1.1. Energy loss, damping ratio and quality factor

Due to the hydrodynamic damping on the linearly converging and
diverging beam, the energy loss is evaluated on the surface of the
beam from Eq. (16). The energy loss AE /(%82 /pb,) on the beam is
explicitly dependent on the velocity and stress jump on the beam.
Fig. 7(a) and (d) show the variation of energy loss versus tapering ratio
of NUB for g = 10 and # = 1000, respectively. Considering the various
aspect ratio, y, the energy loss gradually increases as the tapering
parameter increases from —0.5 to 0.5. For long beam with y = 0.1,
the losses are found to be more as compared to those for y = 0.2
and y = 1. It is observed that as g increased from 10 to 1000, the
magnitude of energy loss also increased by 3 order of magnitude. It is
due that fact the energy loss given by Eq. (16) is proportional frequency
parameter f. Figs. 7(b) and (e) show the variation of damping ratio
for the unit (pb,/p,h) of the beam and fluid. As in the case of energy
loss, the damping ratio factor gradually increases with the tapering
parameter, and its magnitude is more for a smaller aspect ratio for the
corresponding frequency parameter. The surface area of the linearly
diverging beam has cooperatively more than the linearly converging
beam. Furthermore, the contact area of the fluid to the surface is
more at the linearly diverging beam, and it creates more energy loss
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as compared to the beam with a lower aspect ratio. Increasing the
aspect ratio to one, the magnitude of the damping ratio factor decreases
further. It is also found that damping ratio is more for lower values
of # = 10 as compare to that for higher value g = 1000. It is due to
the fact that the damping ratio is inversely proportional to frequency
parameter. Fig. 7(c), and (f) represent the quality factor computed from
the damping ratio using the appropriate properties of fluid and beam
at f =10, and p = 1000. In both the cases the Quality factor is high for
linearly converging beam with n = —0.5 and low for linearly diverging
beam with # = 0.5. Additionally, it is more, beam with aspect ratio of
1 and lowest for beam with aspect ratio of 0.1. Thus, it is found that
quality factor of converging beams are more as compared to diverging
beam.

4.1.2. Hydrodynamic mean thrust and virtual added mass factor

To investigate the influence of added mass effect of fluid on the
structure, we compute the mean thrust force capturing inertial effects
of small volumes of fluid surrounding the vibrating NUB called as
virtual mass. The thrust force which is acting perpendicular to its mid
axis of the oscillating structure with a small amplitude is estimated
from the rate of momentum change between the non-uniform beam
(NUB) and the fluid over a given cycle. The hydrodynamic mean thrust
can be computed from Eq. (19) which is mainly dependent on the
Re; and aspect ratio y. It also noticed that the theoretical [64] and
numerical [19] estimation of the mean thrust involves the computation
of only the coefficients such as K in Eq. (19). In this paper, this

10

coefficient K is evaluated by the BEM approach using the imaginary
part of the stress jump and normal vector on the NUB surface at specific
frequency parameter f, tapering parameter n and aspect ratio y. At
p = 10 and y = 0.1, K values are found as 0.052, 0.20 and 0.50,
respectively, for the NUB with various tapering parameters, i.e., —0.5,
0 and 0.5. At higher frequency with parameters § = 1000 and y = 0.1,
the coefficient K of the LCB (y = —0.5), UB(y = 0) and LDB(y = —0.5)
are obtained as 0.028, 0.13 and 0.34. It is found that X for uniform
beam closely matched with that given by Lighthill [64].

Subsequently, we compute the K coefficients for the calculation of
mean thrust per x?/p on the NUB at § = 10 and 1000 when Re;
varies from 107> to 10° at y = 0.1 as shown in Figs. 12(a) and (d).
The computed thrust is found to be in agreement with the theoretical
values with percentage error of less than 2%. The thrust force is found
to be smaller for linearly converging beam (LCB) and larger for linearly
diverging beam (LDB) as compared to its value for uniform beam.
Moreover, the virtual mass incremental factor ratio IT defined as the
ratio of the kinetic energies of the beam due to added mass effect with
fluid and maximum kinetic energy of the beam is computed from using
the Eq. (20) and shown in Figs. 8(b), and (e). At both values of g,
I1 is found to be lower for higher aspect ratio. To finally observe the
influence of added mass effect on frequency, the resonance frequency
of the beam in air, o, is compared with the frequency in vacuum,
w,, for different tapering parameter 5 at § = 10 and 1000 as shown in
Figs. 8(c) and (f) with pb,y/p,h = 0.0226. For both the values of g = 10
and 1000, the frequency ratio o, /w, reduces for diverging beams and
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Fig. 9. Quartic hydrodynamic function is varying with the increasing aspect ratio from 0.05 to 1. The comparison of three dimensional non-uniform beam hydrodynamic function
at f = 1000 at mid location of the NUB with long TBT (2D) with black different lines under consideration of tapering parameter. Plots (a), (b) and (c) denotes the added mass
coefficient, and (d), (e) and (f) damping coefficient for UB(y = 0,star), LCB(y = —0.5,square), and LDB (y = 0.5,circle).

increases for converging beam due for all the aspect ratios. However,
it is more for the larger aspect ratio of the beam. It is due to the more
entrapment of fluid in the diverging beam with higher aspect ratio.

4.2. Quartic converging and diverging beam

In this section, 3D and 2D flow models are used for the computation
of hydrodynamic function on a vibrating quartic converging and di-
verging beam in its first bending modes. The hydrodynamic function is
found to be the function of frequency parameter g, tapering parameter
n and aspect ratio y. At f = 1000 and tapering parameter 5(0,—0.5 and
0.5), the hydrodynamic function is evaluated at x = L/2 for various
aspect ratio i.e., y € [0.05, 1]. The results obtained by 3D flow model
are compared with 2D flow model at various y for uniform beam (UB),
quartic converging beam (QCB) and quartic diverging beam (QDB)
as shown in Figs. 9(a)-(f). The results associated with uniform have
already been described in Section 4.1.

The real and imaginary components of hydrodynamic function of
QCB are shown in Fig. 9(b) and (e), respectively. The real and imag-
inary components of hydrodynamic function computed using 3D flow
model are deviated w.r.t. 2D flow model at y = 0.3 and 0.5 with a
magnitude of 0.134 and 0.0247, respectively. For y = 1, the percentage
difference between real and imaginary components are nearly 11% and
4%. Similarly at y 0.05, both quantities are having a percentage
difference of 4%. The percentage deviation of the real and imaginary
components at both the extreme cases of the y are below 11%, thus,
it gives an allowable range for the computation of long beam model
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(2D) in case of quartic converging beams. Subsequently, the real and
imaginary components of hydrodynamic function on quartic diverging
beams are analyzed in Fig. 9(c) and (f). The components computed
using the 3D flow model deviate from 2D flow model results 6.014 and
0.216, respectively, at y = 0.17. At y = 1, percentage difference of the
both real and imaginary components are 146% and 24%. At y = 0.05,
percentage difference of the both the components are 2.3% and 4%.
The maximum peak is observed at y = 0.1 for real and imaginary
component of hydrodynamic function with 5% difference. Thus, we
state that 2D flow model starts deviating from y = 0.17 onward.

To investigate influence of frequency, the real and imaginary com-
ponents of hydrodynamic function of UB, QCB and QDB are obtained
for the frequency parameter varying from 1 to 1000. Here, 3D flow
model is used with y = 0.1 and compared with 2D flow model over
the above range of f range. Figs. 10(a) and (c) represent the real and
imaginary hydrodynamic functions at x = L/2 for UB (y = 0), QCB
(y = —0.5) and QDB (¥ = —0.5). The hydrodynamic function of 3D
model follow the same pattern of 2D flow model for UB, QCB and QDB,
and the result given by Sader [12] for rigid motion of UB over different
frequency parameter. The real component of hydrodynamic function
which is proportional to added mass effect of QCB with y = 0.1 vary
from 0.86 to 0.135 with g value from 1 to 1000 as shown in Fig. 10(a).
The values for QCB are found to be less than those for UB with
percentage difference of 73% and 88% at g = 1 and 1000, respectively.
Similarly, the values of QDB are found to be 11.61 to 6.26 over the
range of g with percentage difference of 263% at f = 1 and 469% at f =
1000 when compared with the corresponding values of UB. Similarly,
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the imaginary component which is proportional to damping effect for
the quartic converging and diverging beam is shown in Fig. 10(c). The
values for QCB are found to be less than those for UB with percentage
difference of 46% and 70% at # = 1 and 1000, respectively. The values
of QDB are found to be 5.83 to 0.23 over the range of § with percentage
difference of 52% at p = 1 and 93% at § = 1000 when compared
with the corresponding values of UB. Additionally, when the results
are compared with those of linearly converging beam, the real and
imaginary components of the hydrodynamic function for the QCB are
found to be 60% and 34% lower at f§ = 1. While, these differences
are 79% and 58% at # = 1000. When comparing the results with
linearly diverging beam, the real and imaginary components of the
hydrodynamic functions are found higher with percentage difference
of 168% and 70% at f§ = 1 and 272% and 119% at § = 1000. The
quartic diverging beam oscillating in fluid produces more added mass
and damping coefficients at lower f due to the large viscous layer.
Since, the vortex generation near the edge of the beam is more at higher
p and the surface area of the quartic diverging beam is much more than
the other beam, it produce a large added mass and damping effects.
Further, we analyze the variation of hydrodynamic function along the
length of the beam in terms of 2D and 3D flow below.

To understand the limitation of 2D model, we compared the local
hydrodynamic function based on 3D and 2D models as a function of
length of the quartic converging and diverging beam at y = 0.1 and
f# = 1000 as shown in Figs. 10(b) and (d). The results show that the 3D
model deviates from 2D model beyond x/L = 0.6 and also give lower
value a compared to 2D model for all values of tapering parameter.
The nature of variation is found to be same as that for the LCB and
LDB. Like linearly varying beam, non-linear vortex shedding effects at
the trailing end of the beam is captured effectively by the 3D model.
Thus, it directly influences the quality factor and resonance frequency
shift.

4.2.1. Energy loss, damping ratio and quality factor

To compute the energy dissipation in converging and diverging
quartic beams due to hydrodynamic effect, the product of velocity and
stress jump is calculated across the quartic surface of NUB over a cycle
as given by Eq. (16). for various frequency parameters § and aspect
ratios y. The ratio of energy loss AE to (4*8%/pb,) as a function of
tapering parameter n for different values of aspect ratio y as shown
in Fig. 11(a) and (d) at # = 10 and 1000. At = 1000, the magnitude of
the energy loss ratio is three orders of magnitude more than at g = 10.
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The energy dissipation is also found to be higher for aspect ratio of
0.1 than with that for a larger aspect ratio. Owing to the large surface
area of quartic diverging beam, energy losses are higher than with the
quartic converging beam.

The damping factor is also computed using Eq. (17) which takes into
account the energy loss and maximum kinetic energy of the quartic
NUB. The variation of damping ratio is shown for a given value of
(pby/pph) in Figs. 11(b) and (e) at different § = 10 and 1000, respec-
tively. As the tapering value is increased from —0.5 to 0.5, the damping
ratio appears to be higher for the long beam, i.e., y = 0.1. For a quartic
converging and diverging beam, the damping ratio decrease as the
frequency parameter and aspect ratio increase. The quartic diverging
beam has a higher damping ratio than the quartic converging beam
for given f and y. Further, the corresponding quality factor is also
calculated for the quartic NUB as shown in Fig. 11(c), and (f) for
different p and y. It is found that higher values of aspect ratio and
frequency parameter, the quality factor of converging beam increases
significantly by around 13% for quartic converging beam with n = —0.5.

4.2.2. Hydrodynamic mean thrust and virtual added mass factor
Similarly, to describe the influence of tapering parameters of quartic
converging and diverging beams on added (or virtual) mass effect, we
compute the thrust force in terms of the frequency parameter g, the
aspect ratio y, and the tapering parameter #. It is also noticed that the
coefficient X can alone be computed to estimate the mean thrust on
the oscillating structure both theoretically [64] and numerically [19].
The coefficients K are computed using the imaginary component of
the stress jump and the normal vector on the NUB surface for a given
frequency parameter f, tapering parameter s, and aspect ratio y. At
p = 10 and y = 0.1, K are found to be 0.0017, 0.20, and 7.51
for tapering parameters —0.5, 0, and 0.5, respectively. At § = 1000
and y = 0.1, the coefficients K for QCB(n = -0.5), UB(y = 0), and
QDB(n = —0.5) are found as 0.0007, 0.13, and 5.98, respectively. As
the frequency parameter increases, the coefficient K is decreased.
Using K coefficients, we calculate the mean thrust per u?/p on
the NUB at # = 10 and 1000 for a given aspect ratio and tapering
parameter. The variation of mean hydrodynamic thrust versus the
Reynolds number over 1075 to 10° are shown in Fig. 12(a) and (d) for
a beam with aspect ratio of y = 0.1. The computed values are found
to be in close agreement with the results for uniform beam given in
literature [19,25] within 2% percentage error. Its value are found to be
less for QCB and more for QDB than that for UB. Using the mean thrust
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Fig. 11. The effect of the tapering parameter of quartic converging and diverging beam (-0.5 to 0.5) on the energy loss AE, damping ratio ¢ and quality factor Q. The plots (a),
(b), and (c) are the energy loss, damping ratio, and quality factor at = 10 at various aspect ratios, i.e., y =0.1,0.2,1, respectively. And the plots (d), (e), and (f) are the energy
loss, damping ratio, and quality factor at g = 1000 at various aspect ratios, i.e., y =0.1,0.2, 1, respectively.

force, the virtual mass incremental factor ratio IT defined as the ratio
of kinetic energy of beam oscillating in fluid to the maximum kinetic
energy of beam is computed using Eq. (20) as shown in Figs. 12(b),
and (e). It is found that the virtual mass incremental factor for the
given aspect ratio and frequency parameter increases from converging
to diverging beams due to increase in amount of fluid in contact. For the
tapering parameter # = 0.5, virtual added mass decreases with increase
in aspect ratio, y. Finally, the influence of virtual added mass effect is
shown on the ratio of beam frequency in fluid and that in vacuum for
different quartic converging and diverging beams at § = 10 and 1000
as shown in Fig. 12(c), and (f). It shows that the frequency ratio is
larger for structure with higher aspect ratio. Furthermore, it reduces
with tapering parameter v from —0.5 (QCB) to 0.5 (QDB) for different
frequency parameters.

Finally, based on the analysis presented in the paper, quartic con-
verging beam is found to be of higher quality factor and also low
variability in frequency due to virtual added mass effect. To understand
the physics we further perform numerical analysis using FEM based
ANSYS software in the subsequent section.

4.3. Numerical modeling and analysis

In this section, a finite element based ANSYS software is used
to calculate the hydrodynamic force on a non-uniform beam (NUB).
The geometric dimension of the beam and domain are taken as fol-
low [39,54]: length L = 200 pm, thickness = 0.965 pm and width
at the fixed end as b, = 40 pm. NUB has varying widths along the
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length. The fluid domain boundaries are 80 pm far away from all the
surfaces of the beam such that pressure variation becomes invariable.
The NUB oscillates at the exact mode shape describing the displacement
and velocity boundary condition on the vibrating surface. The zero
pressure condition is taken at the far-field boundary. Initially, the
stationary fluid around the beam is considered as the air with density
p; = 1.2 kg/m® and viscosity y = 1.8 x 1075 kg/m-s at temperature
T = 273 °K. The flow due to the oscillating structure is treated as
incompressible, viscous and isothermal under continuum regime. The
unstructured 3D tetrahedral FLUID 142 elements are used to mesh the
fluid domain. The sufficient refinement is done near the oscillating
beam surface to predict the accurate results. The number of elements is
varied from 9.53x 103 to 13.87x 10’ for beam with uniform to quartic di-
verging widths. To obtain the numerical solution, the complete Navier
Stokes equations is numerically solved using the commercial software
ANSYS by considering the no-slip condition at the surface of the beam,
and the far field is treated as outflow. Furthermore, in order to obtain
steady solution, the numerical simulation is performed up to the five
number of cycles. The 20 number of time steps for each cycle and a
global staggered iteration of 10 are taken to obtain converged values
of pressure and velocities. The arbitrary Lagrangian and Eulerian (ALE)
method is activated to update the moving mesh. The pressure based
transient solution is obtained using SIMPLE scheme in ANSYS. The
standard k — ¢ turbulence model and second order up wind scheme is
used in the solver to estimate the velocity and pressure. After obtaining
the steady-state solution, we integrate the pressure and shear stress on
the surface of NUB to get the hydrodynamic drag force [54].
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aspect ratio y =0.1,0.2&1.

To show the pressure and velocity variation along the length of the
non-uniform beam and with time about a section, we show the pressure
and velocity contours in Figs. 13 for a given frequency f. The flexible
non-uniform beam resonator oscillates at its fundamental first mode.
The maximum displacement and velocity are at free end of the non-
uniform cantilever. We considered the fluid domain such that there is
no side wall effect and boundary effects as shown in Fig. 13(a). The
velocity contour is shown in the plane parallel to YZ at off-set distant
of x = 0.875L from the fixed end. The velocity and hydrodynamic
force are shown in Fig. 13(b). The transient response of the NUB is
represented at f = 100 with a time period of oscillation as T = 5.333 X
10 s. We considered the sufficient number cycles to obtain steady
state solution. All the pressure and velocity contour frames are drawn
at maximum peak of the last cycle of force and velocity, respectively.
The maximum peak of force and velocity peaks are at 4.533 x 1076 s
and 4.8 x 10~ s. The side and top view of the pressure contours of a
uniform beam denotes that the maximum pressure is at x = 0.875L
as shown in Fig. 13(c). The different frames parallel to YZ-plane of a
NUB at x = 0.875L location at § = 100 and time 4.533 x 107° s are
also shown. We observed that with increase in the beam width, the net
pressure distribution increases significantly due to the increase in the
effective surface area. We also show the velocity contours of different
beams at a prescribed location corresponding to the peak of the last
cycle of velocity as shown in Fig. 13(d). An increases in the beam
width leads to a large vortex shedding near the edges. Thus, vortex
shedding formation around the beam is not only due to the amplitude
of oscillation and higher frequency but also with the variation of width.
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The velocity contours of the uniform beam at § = 100 and x = 0.875L
is shown in Fig. 13(e) corresponding to a peak over last cycle from
0.85T to 0.9T. We observed that there is significant increase in the
vortex formation near the edges and which reaches maximum at 0.9T.
Finally, using the time difference between the force and velocity curves,
i.e., dt in the last cycle, the phase difference is found as ¢ = wdt. The
hydrodynamic force in phase with the velocity is given as F,,,, cos ¢ and
that out-of-phase with the displacement/acceleration is given F,,,. € ¢,
where F,,,, is maximum peak force in the last cycle. Finally, the average
numerical values of the hydrodynamic function are computed from the
damping and inertial forces using the Eq. (13). The average added mass
and damping coefficients are tabulated in Table 4 for various f of NUB.

The comparison of the average hydrodynamic function of a three-
dimensional semi-analytical model with the numerical solution is rep-
resented in Table 4. The percentage deviation of the added mass and
damping coefficients with respect to analytical model using 3D model
are compared for # = 10 and 100. The added mass coefficient has the
maximum percentage error with respect to the numerical result for the
quartic diverging beam at n = 0.3 for both frequency parameters. At
lower g, the hydrodynamic function obtained from the numerical model
is comparatively smaller than a 3D model. On the other hand, with the
higher g, the numerically computed average hydrodynamic function is
significantly greater than that obtained using the 3D model. It is due
to the generation of the vorticity generation around the beam edge at
larger B.

We also present the comparison of absolute hydrodynamic drag
force with 3D and numerical model in Fig. 14. Fig. 14(a) represents
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Fig. 13. (a) The numerical domain around NUB with a sufficient far boundaries at p = 100 and all front frames are presented at x = 0.875L. (b) denotes transient response of a
ANSYS model at g =100 up to five number of cycles which reaches to steady state response. (c) represents pressure contours at # = 100 on the surface of the uniform beam with
along length, side view and top view. The frames of pressure contours at x = 0.875L on different NUB(y), i.e., UB(0), LCB(0.5), LDB(0.5), QCB(0.3) and QDB(0.3) at last cycle
peak. (d) represents the velocity contours of the various NUB at # = 100 at last peak. (e) denotes the velocity vectors of a uniform beam at x = 0.875L at last stead state cycle

reaching form 0.85T to 0.9T at x = 0.875L.

Table 4
The comparison of average hydrodynamic function of a 3D model with numerical model with different NUB.
n p=10 B =100
Im(T, a‘,g) Re(l”m,g) Im(I"an) Re(Fm,g)
3D Num. %err. 3D Num. Y%err. 3D Num. % err. 3D Num. Yerr.
UB(0) 0.289 0.256 11.4 0.619 0.611 1.3 0.088 0.093 5.68 0.443 0.486 9.7
LGCB(-0.5) 0.145 0.129 11.0 0.241 0.234 2.9 0.042 0.041 2.3 0.160 0.171 6.8
LDB(0.5) 0.460 0.403 12.3 1.171 1.161 0.85 0.150 0.151 0.67 0.880 0.998 13.4
QCB(-0.3) 0.073 0.072 1.36 0.092 0.109 18.4 0.019 0.021 10.52 0.055 0.074 34.5
QDB(0.3) 1.001 0.840 16.0 3.190 3.177 0.4 0.324 0.397 22,5 2.528 2.997 18.5

the drag force with respect to wide range of the frequency parameter g
starting from 1 to 1000. The analytical and numerical models provide
the same trend up to the g = 150. Near g = 150, the numerical model
shows a jump due to vortex shedding which is captured by the non-
linear convective inertial term. The linearly converging beam has a
lower drag force than that of UB or LDB for a given . Similarly, the
drag force in quartic NUB is shown in Fig. 14(b). The numerical values
of absolute drag force follow the same magnitude up to g = 150 before
jumping to higher value due to vortex shedding effects. Such effects are
large in QCB and QDB as compared to that in linearly varying beam.

Thus, the comparison between analytical and numerical results
show that 3D model developed in this paper based on unsteady Stokes
equation without considering convective terms captures the damping
and added mass effects in non-uniform beams correctly over a large
range of frequency. However, it is unable to capture jumps as observed
in numerical solution due to convective inertial effects especially in
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case of quartic diverging beams. Though, further improvement in the
model is needed to capture convective effects, developed model can be
the basis for computing drag forces in beams with different types of
irregular shape employed in AFM.

5. Conclusion

The 3D BEM is applied for the first time for computing hydro-
dynamic forces in non-uniform flexible beams. The variation of hy-
drodynamic forces and corresponding effects on damping and added
mass are performed in terms of frequency parameter f, aspect ratio y
and tapering parameter 5. After validating the results with existing
literature and comparing 3D BEM results with 2D BEM, it is found
that 2D flow model can be used effectively if the aspect ratio is in
the range of 0.2-0.3, i.e., for long beam. Based on the analysis of
damping and added mass effect using 3D flow model, it is found that
converging quartic beam gives high quality factor (less damping) and
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Fig. 14. The absolute value hydrodynamic drag force of a semi-analytical (black different lines) and numerical (discrete colored labels) comparison with respect to the frequency
parameter f varies form 1 to 1000, (a) linear and (b) quartic converging, uniform and diverging beam.

low added mass effect due to hydrodynamic effects. As the frequency
increases, quality factor increases further and added mass effect also
remain relative low for quartic beam with tapering parameter of —0.5.
Moreover, since the current study is limited to the computation of
hydrodynamic forces in the first bending mode of non-uniform beam,
the same formulation can be used to compute hydrodynamic forces
corresponding to higher modes of non-uniform beam with linear and
quartic varying widths.

To found the limitation of the model, results from 3D flow model is
compared with numerical results from ANSYS. It is found that vortex
shedding effects dominates due to convective inertial effects especially
in quartic diverging beam near its resonance frequency in air. Since,
the present model fails to capture this effect, further improvement in
the solution can be obtained by including convective inertial terms in
governing equation.
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Appendix A. Beam deformation due to fluid

The Euler-Bernoulli beam equation is written for the representation
of the non-uniform beam denotes width is varying along the length. The
boundary conditions of a cantilever beam are at fixed support sloe and
deflections are zero and at free end location the shear and moments are
zero.
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Appendix B. Incomprehensible unsteady Stokes equation in fluid

The small amplitude of oscillation of the beam describes unsteady
Stokes equation which neglects the convective enteral force term in
the complete Navier Stokes equation and there is no gravity force. The
continuity and linearized momentum equations are written as

V-a(x,y, z,1)=0; (B.1a)
o t

pPELED o p(x,y,z,0) 4 V(3,20 (B.1b)
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