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In this paper, we develop a theoretical model to predict the nonlinear fluid-structure interaction forces
and the dynamics of parallel vibrating plates subjected to an axial gap flow. The gap is assumed small,
when compared to the plate dimensions, the plate width being much larger than the length, so that the
simplifying assumptions of 1D bulk-flow models are adequate. We thus develop a simplified theoretical
squeeze-film formulation, which includes both the distributed and singular dissipative flow terms. This
model is suitable for performing effective time-domain numerical simulations of vibrating systems
which are coupled by the nonlinear unsteady flow forces, for instance the vibro-impact dynamics of
plates with fluid gap interfaces. A linearized version of the flow model is also presented and discussed,
which is appropriate for studying the complex modes and linear stability of flow/structure coupled
systems as a function of the average axial gap velocity. Two applications of our formulation are
presented: (1) first we study how an axial flow modifies the rigid-body motion of immersed plates
falling under gravity; (2) then we compute the dynamical behavior of an immersed oscillating plate as a
function of the axial gap flow velocity. Linear stability plots of oscillating plates are shown, as a function
of the average fluid gap and of the axial flow velocity, for various scenarios of the loss terms. These
results highlight the conditions leading to either the divergence or flutter instabilities. Numerical
simulations of the nonlinear flow/structure dynamical responses are also presented, for both stable and
unstable regimes. This work is of interest to a large body of real-life problems, for instance the dynamics
of nuclear spent fuel racks immersed in a pool when subjected to seismic excitations, or the self-excited
vibro-impact motions of valve-like components under axial flows.

© 2010 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

On the other hand, the extensive literature on the fluid/
structure dynamics of industrial squeeze-film problems is mostly

Many systems of practical interest are subjected to intense concerned with linearized analysis, when the vibratory motions

fluid/structure interaction forces when a thin layer of fluid is
interposed between two vibrating structures. A typical example is
provided by immersed structural components, which may impact
if an external excitation is imposed. Nonlinear effects can then
become dominant and should not be neglected. Significant work
in this field has been performed at CEA/Saclay during the last two
decades, in connection with nuclear facilities (see [1,2]). However,
to our best knowledge, all previous nonlinear studies were limited
to systems which vibrate and impact under no-flow conditions.
This constitutes a severe limitation which may lead to erroneous
predictions of the interaction forces and of the system motions. In
particular, self-excited motion regimes may arise, which ob-
viously cannot be predicted using a “stagnant” flow formulation.
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are such that, at each location r, the fluctuating part ii(r,t) of the
local fluid gap h(r,t) = h(r)+h(r,t) is small compared to the mean
gap value h(r) (see, for instance, works by Fritz [3], Hobson [4],
Mulcahy [5,6], Inada and Hayama [7,8], Perotin and Granger [9],
Porcher and DeLangre [10], Inada and Hayama [11], Kaneko et al.
[12] or Moreira et al. [13], as well as the review books by
Paidoussis [14] and Kaneko et al. [15]). One of the most thorough
analysis along these lines was achieved by Inada and Hayama [7],
who evaluated the fluidelastic force under steady flow, including
added mass, damping and stiffness flow terms for an one-
dimensional tapered leakage channel. More recently, Porcher
and DeLangre [10] evaluated the dynamical effects of changing
the loss coefficients at the channel inlet and outlet boundary
conditions.

The linearized approach is adequate for stability studies, which
are often the primary concern, but obviously unable to provide
answers at larger vibratory amplitudes, when the fluctuating gap
h(r,t) is of the same order of magnitude as h(r). Such is the case, in
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Nomenclature

G structural damping

Cy(t), Go(t) integration “constants” for the dynamical pressure
field

Fo(t) external force

Fe mean value of the external force

Fe(t) fluctuating component of the external force

F{(t) fluid/structure coupling force per unit width of the
plate

Fy mean value of the fluid coupling force

If"f(t) fluctuating component of the fluid coupling force

Fy complex amplitude of the oscillatory fluid force

fifa friction coefficients for the distributed tangential flow
stresses

fs structural in vacuum plate frequency

H fluid gap under static and no-flow conditions

h(r,t) fluid gap

h(r) mean value of the fluid gap

h,t) fluctuating component of the fluid gap

Kin singular loss coefficient for the entering flow at the
plate boundaries

Kour singular loss coefficient for the exiting flow at the
plate boundaries

K; structural stiffness

L=L, lower dimension of the plate (length)

Lyx L, plate dimensions (length x width)

M, fluid added mass

M structural mass

m,n coefficients of Hirs’ correlation for the friction
coefficient

P4,Pg external static pressures at the left-side (x=07) and

right-side (x=L") fluid reservoirs
Pext identical external static pressures at the left-side and
right-side fluid reservoirs (symmetrical case)
P(x,y,z,t) flow pressure 3D field
P(r,t) bulk-flow pressure field
r={x,z} location along the system
Reynolds number of the flow
time
dimensionless time
t)=C(t) space-independent unsteady component of the
axial flow velocity
mean value of the axial flow velocity

SN R

cl

U dimensionless mean value of the axial flow velocity

Ut fluctuating component of the axial flow velocity

U(t) dimensionless fluctuating component of the axial
flow velocity

§ complex amplitude of the oscillatory axial flow
velocity

u(r,t) bulk-flow velocity field (x component)

v(r,t) bulk-flow velocity field (z component)

Vi(x,y,z,t)flow velocity 3D field (x component)
V,(x,y.z,t) flow velocity 3D field (z component)

X,=Y plate displacement in state-space formulation

X1=)Y dimensionless plate displacement in state-space for-
mulation

X, =Y plate velocity in state-space formulation

X, =Y dimensionless plate velocity in state-space formula-
tion

X coordinate along the direction of dimension L,

Y(t) vertical motion of the upper plate

Y mean value of the plate displacement

Y(t) fluctuating component of the plate displacement

NG dimensionless fluctuating component of the plate
displacement

Y complex amplitude of the oscillatory plate displace-
ment

z coordinate along the direction of dimension L,

AP=P,—Pg difference between the left side and right-side
reservoir static pressures

€ reduced gap parameter

An=0, +iw, complex eigenvalues of the linearized problem

n reduced mass parameter

v fluid kinematic viscosity

10} motion frequency

o modal frequency of the plate in still fluid

Wp imaginary part of the complex eigenvalues of the
linearized problem (damped modal frequency)

P fluid volumic mass

On real part of the complex eigenvalues of the linearized
problem

5, ™ shear stresses at the fluid/wall interface of plate 1

75, 7% shear stresses at the fluid/wall interface of plate 2
s structural in vacuum plate damping
lo modal damping of the plate in still fluid

{n=—0n/|An| modal damping of the linearized problem

particular, beyond the stability boundaries, when addressing the
nonlinear responses of self-excited systems. Finding a suitable
analytical formulation for the fully nonlinear problem is the main
subject of the present paper, where we extend previous efforts in
this field, in order to cope with the nonlinear coupling terms
which arise when the fluid between the vibrating surfaces is
subjected to axial flow.

Overall, the analytical formulation developed here may be
connected with our approach in work focused on immersed rotor
dynamics (see [13,16-20]). Indeed, the successful “bulk-flow”
approach started by Fritz [3] and Hirs [21], and later used by
many authors (see [22]) appears also well suited to deal with the
small-to-moderate fluctuating gaps, such as found in the config-
uration of the present problem. We will start by deriving a
nonlinear flow model under no-flow conditions. Apart from the
specific dissipative terms connected with our quadratic-in-
velocity pressure-drop formulation, we obtain fluid forces which
are similar to those previously presented by Esmonde et al. [1].
Then we extend our formulation to the interesting case of

vibrating surfaces subjected to an axial flow. The nonlinear model
is then linearized, and a considerably simpler formulation is
obtained which is convenient when h/h«1.

As noted by a several authors [10,13,18,20], dissipative terms
induce frequency-dependent delay effects for systems subjected
to steady flows. Here, similarly to the approach originally
developed by Moreira et al. [13,20], the frequency-dependent
terms are conveniently integrated by using an additional variable
(related to the fluctuating axial flow-rate), and dynamically
formulated through a first-order nonlinear differential equation.
This approach enabled us to completely avoid iterations while
evaluating the nonlinear dynamics of coupled systems, or when
computing eigenvalues of the corresponding linearized problems.

To complete the paper we present numerical simulations of
systems which present both practical and academic interest. Our
first example concerns the motion of a gravity-driven plate
colliding with a rigid plane surface, as a function of the axial flow
velocity. This example is motivated by impact problems which
may arise between immersed nuclear components, such as fuel
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racks. We also present examples of vibrating structures under
axial flows, which are illustrated by eigenvalue computations and
nonlinear simulations. Depending on the flow and on the
structural parameters, various dynamical regimes are obtained,
in particular nonlinear post-stable limit-cycles. Hence, the present
model may be useful for many dynamical predictions, ranging
from vibro-impact problems in industrial components to musical
instruments. Limited experimental results are available at the
present time (see [23]), which should be extended in future work.

2. Nonlinear theory
2.1. Flow equations

To derive the bulk-flow equations for the flow within a small-
to-moderate fluctuating gap, the control volume shown in Fig. 1
applies, where the gap h(r,t) between the vibrating plates 1 and 2
is filled with an incompressible fluid of volumic mass p.

As mentioned before, at each location r={x,z} we define
h(r,t) = h(r)+ h(r,t), where h(r) is the average value of the local gap
between the non-vibrating plates under steady flow and load
conditions. Because the transverse gap h(r,t) is assumed small
with respect to the longitudinal plate dimensions L, (length) and
L, (width), in the bulk-flow modeling approach one neglects the
changes in pressure and velocity across the fluid gap, so that we
may conveniently replace the pressure field P(x,y,zt) and the
components V,(x,y,zt) and V,(x,y,z,t) of the velocity field by their
gap-averaged values:

h(x,z,t)
p(r,t)=px,z,t)= /0 P(x,y,z,t)dy (1)

h(x,z,t)
u(r,t) = u(x,z,t) = / Ve(x,y,z,6)dy, v(r,t) =v(x,z,t)
JO

~h(x,z,t)
= /0 V.(x,y.z,t)dy 2

Then, considering a small control volume CV across the fluid
gap thickness, with whole boundary CS, the continuity equation is
written as

e s

where V is the velocity of the fluid crossing CS and n is the local
unit vector normal to the boundary. The momentum equation is
written as

5
oMl v dV+// VoV +ndS=S"F 4
5t.//cvp ..csp Zn:n @

Fig. 1. Control volume used for deriving the bulk-flow equations.

where F, are the external and volumic forces acting the fluid in
CV. Referring to the elementary control volume shown in Fig. 1,
one obtains (see, for instance, [6] or [1]):

0 0
5//6VpdV= E(ph)dxdz,

0 0
//CS/)V ndS = 0—x(phu)dxdz+ 6—z(phv)dxdz (5)

so that the continuity equation reads:

oh o B
o T+ = () =0 (6)

On the other hand, the component terms of the momentum
equation are given as

oMl g . [0
5// CVVPdV: {g (Phu)dxdz}w {5 (phv)dxdz} k
. — 3 2 ﬁ .
/CSVPV ndsS = Lax(phu Ydxdz+ az(phuv)dxclz}l
) o
+ {& (phuv)dxdz+ &(phv )dxdz}k

op . op
;Fn = K—r’{—r’é—h 0_x> dxdz] i+ K—rﬁ —t5—h §> dxdz] k

)

where as discussed in Section 2.2, 7%, 75, 7§ and 75 are the shear
stresses at the fluid/wall interfaces of plates 1 and 2, respectively,
along the orthogonal directions of the unit vectors i and k. Then,
the momentum equation (4) leads to the following scalar
equations:

0 L N _ (x o x pOP

P |:& (hu)+ a—x(hu )+ &(huv):| =— (T] +15 +h&> 8)
P P ool (e D

0 |:&(hV)+ &(huvH— §(hv )} = (‘El +75+h _az> 9)

For the geometry of interest here, shown in Fig. 2, we are
interested in the flow between two plates such that (L=L,) <L,,
therefore, we may postulate v <u. Then, Egs. (6), (8) and (9)
reduce to the following 1D formulation:

oh 0

o ol =0 (10)
and

0 0 0
p &(hu)jt&(huz)} =—<f’{+r’2‘+h£> an

Furthermore, because the plate surfaces will in this paper be
assumed parallel, we have h(x,t)=Y(t), Vx, where for simplicity it
will be assumed that the lower plate is fixed and the fluid
gap Y(t) is given by the displacement of the upper plate. Finally,

L

< >
< >

Fig. 2. Geometry of the flow-structure system.
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Egs. (10) and (11) become
oY ou
r +Ya =0 (12)

[ (Yu)+Y—(u )]+rl+r2+yop 0 (13)

and the dynamic force exerted by the fluid per unit width of the
plate - e.g., the total force is L,F{(t) - is given by
/2

Fr(t) = p(x t)dx (14)

2.2. Dissipative phenomena

Following the bulk-flow approach, the tangential stresses 7§
and 7§ will be formulated using a loss-of-head model:

1
Tia= EPU\U\fl,z (15)

where the friction coefficients at the walls f; and f, are established
based on empirical correlations (see [24,25]). Typically, f changes
with the flow Reynolds number as [21]

uh\™
n (7) (16)

where parameters m and n depend on the flow. For turbulent
flows between plane smooth surfaces, Hirs suggest the following
values:

f=nRe)"

0.055
JRe
otherwise, the Blasius friction correlation can be used with almost
similar results:
_0.0665

= "e

On the other hand, for laminar flows, the friction coefficient
decreases very fast for increasing flow velocities. In rectangular
channel it can be easily shown that:

Re<4103:>f_% (19)

10° <Re <310* = m=-0.25, n=0.055 = f =

a7

(18)

Beyond these distributed stresses, other singular dissipative
effects arise in the boundaries x= + L/2 of the moving plate. Very
complex phenomena arise here, which may be modeled in a
simplified manner using a quasi-static Bernoulli formulation. We
then obtain, for instance at x=L/2:

L
u (Tt)

L 1 L \? 1 L
p(i,t>+§pu(5,t> :Pexr+§pu<§,t>

where P, is a static reference pressure in an external
reservoir, far from the singularity, and the loss coefficients K, our
depend on the local geometry and Reynolds number. For
turbulent flows and an abrupt gap change, typical values are
given by [25] K;,~0.5 (when Y(t)>0) and Ko,~1 (when
Y(t) <0). In short, this means that about half the kinetic energy
of the inflow and the full kinetic energy of the outflow is lost
through irreversible phenomena. Idel’Cik [24] and Blevins [25]
present detailed data for many boundary shapes. In general,
smooth (rounded) corners of the plates at x= + L/2 will lead to
lower values of Kj,,. On the other hand, low velocity flows will lead
to increased values of the loss coefficient.

Kln,Out (20)

2.3. Solution without permanent axial flow

The dynamical response of parallel plates separated by a
stagnant fluid constitutes the much simpler problem studied by

Esmonde et al. [1]. Here, the external static pressure P, on
reservoir at the left side of the plate is equal to the static pressure
Pg on the right side, P4=Pg=Pe,. We also postulate that the plate
surfaces are similar, so that f; =f,=f and we obtain from Eqgs. (12)
and (13):

ou Y

x-Y @n
o . uy ou  ulul
=P u+7+2u&+7f (22)

with Y(t) >0, vt. It appears immediately that, when Y-0, the
flow-generated force will tend to infinity. Accounting for the
problem symmetry, the direct integration of Eq. (21) provides
the velocity field:

Y
U =—x<; (23)

and from Eq. (22), applying the boundary conditions discussed in
Section 2.2, the pressure field becomes:
2

1 [/LN? L)Y 1/L\* ,|Y
P("'”—”W‘zp{(i) "‘ ?“’[ﬁ(i) v

1 3 YlY Y|Y
——,0|:<—> X:| | }f__ LZ 1{/2|Kln0ut (24)

3 2

Note that, in the previous integration, the friction coefficient f
was assumed constant in space, which is in strictly not true.
Indeed, from Eq. (16) it is seen that the friction coefficient
depends on u(x,t), so that one has in general f(x,t). However,
experimental evidence show that for turbulent flows the
exponent m in Eq. (17) is quite small (in many cases almost
zero), so that the change of the friction coefficient with flow
velocity becomes second order. Hence, for turbulent flows, the
preceding simplification is well justified. However, if the flow
velocity is low enough, laminar flows will arise such that
f~0(/u) (see Eq. (19)), and the convenient simplification
adopted here will lead to some error. Notice that such is the
case, in particular, for the geometry of Fig. 2 under no permanent
axial flow. Indeed, symmetry imposes that near the middle of the
plate u(0,t)=0, therefore a (smaller or larger) region of the
channel will always display laminar flow. This difficulty will be
addressed elsewhere, because in this paper we are mostly
concerned about the vibrations of plates subjected to a permanent
axial flow which is often turbulent, therefore the above-
mentioned inadequacy will be tolerated.

From Egs. (14) and (24), we obtain following explicit form for
the total dynamic force of the fluid on the plates, per unit width:

LY’ pLAY|Y| . pLY|Y
+ Li_iﬂf—% 1‘/2 ‘Kln,Out (25)

Fy(t) = PoxeL— ple ’Y/
In solution (25) one can recognize, beyond the trivial constant
force term stemming from P, four vibration-induced nonlinear
dynamical terms which are related to: (a) the local fluid inertia,
(b) the convective inertia, (c) the distributed wall interface
stresses, and (d) the singular losses at the boundaries. Notice
that the magnitude of all these force terms increase dramatically
as the fluid gap closes, because of the various powers of Y(t) in the
denominators of Eq. (25)—hence the squeeze-film effect.

Most terms in solution (25) are analogous to those published
by Esmonde et al. [1]. However, our quadratic dissipative term
related to flow/wall stresses is different from theirs, due to the
distinct assumptions involved. Both coefficients K, and Ko, can
be used when performing a numerical simulation, the first one
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dgring aspiration (Y(t)>0) and the other during ejection
(Y(t) <0).

2.4. Solution with permanent axial flow

For a more general flow configuration, the problem symmetry
is broken. We will now assume that the external static pressure P,
on the left side of the plate is higher than the static pressure Pg on
the right side. A permanent flow is thus generated, directed from
left to right, which increases with the ratio P4/Pg. Integration of
the continuity equation will now lead to the general velocity field:

ux,t)= —x% +Cy() (26)

Then, from Eqgs. (22) and (26) we get

2
p(xt)—sz f—px 7 TPXy Cl(f)

+%p[<x i—2x6(0+c ® Y>

Y
V2 X 7 —C1(®)

~G OGO [f-pxC1O+Ca(® 27)

and the integration “constants” C;(t) and C,(t) are computed by
enforcing the boundary conditions:
u(-L
5

—Lt ——P—1 u —Lt 2—1 u —Lt
P2 AmaP T2 2P T2
Et _P_l u Et 2+l u £t u Et
Piz B3P 2 2P 2 2’

where to simplify the formulation, K4 and K; stand for the average
values of the corresponding inflow and outflow loss coefficients.

The inflow and outflow singular loss coefficients are usually
different and, furthermore, usually depend on the flow Reynolds
number. Then, using “average” values for single inflow/outflow
coefficients constitute a convenient but obviously rough approx-
imation. For the nonlinear time-domain computations, nothing
prevent us from using time-varying friction coefficients, function
of the local time-varying Reynolds number. For the time-domain
formulation, one can then take the “average” friction coefficients
simply as a notational convenience. Notice, however, that the
friction coefficients available in the literature were obtained for
steady flows, and that their use under unsteady conditions -
although a common practice - is a least debatable. Even so,
because very few experimental data is available on unsteady
friction coefficients, the use of steady coefficients adopted in this
paper - in spite of entailing obvious pertinent criticisms - follows
the most current practice. However, having accepted such crude
approximation, it seems reasonable (even for the time-domain
nonlinear computations) to use constant friction coefficients, with
“average” values (in the sense of time-averaged) such that they fit
reasonably well the actual range of Reynolds numbers of the
computed motion. The values adopted must be based on
estimates of the inflow and outflow Reynolds numbers, and may
eventually be refined in an iterative manner, from the computated
flow results, so that the “average” singular loss coefficients be as
compatible as possible with the resulting inflows and outflows,
for the computed range of Reynolds numbers. Clearly, this
constitutes a less-than-satisfactory issue, but sometimes conve-
nience prevails, when the better alternative is exceedingly
involved or asks for nonexistent experimental data.

For vibrating plates subjected to symmetrical boundary
conditions, there is no net axial flow, and therefore there is
inflow when the plates separate and outflow when they approach.
This simple geometrical fact enables an easy distinction of when

Ka (28)

Kg (29

one should apply inflow or outflow values for the singular loss
coefficients. Then, for the nonlinear computations, it is reasonable
to apply different values of the friction coefficients, according to
the motion stage of the plate, which causes the flow to enter or
exit the channel. However, when the pressure boundary condi-
tions are non-symmetrical, there is a net axial flow which
prevents the use of a simple relationship between the plate
motions and the nature of the flow. The flow velocity direction in
each point now depend on both the pressure-induced axial flow
as well as on the plate motion Y(t). Therefore, in contrast with the
basic case discussed in Section 2.3, inflow and outflow are not
simply related to conditions Y(t) > 0 or Y(t) <0, as flow patterns
can be much more complex and one cannot state, a priori, the
nature of the flow from the plate motions. Under such conditions,
it may be reasonable to use suitable “average” values for the loss
coefficients, which should be representative as much as possible
of the full inlet/outlet cycle. Also notice that, for linearized
analysis of the flow-coupled system, one cannot use time-
dependent friction coefficients. The ultimate compromise of using
constant average loss coefficients representative of the full
inlet/outlet cycle then becomes mandatory. If plate boundaries
are abrupt, average loss values 0.5 < Kup< 1 should be used
for turbulent flows, the upper boundary increasing somewhat for
laminar flows (see [24]). These issues are investigated in greater
detail by Piteau and Antunes [26].

Equating the left-side and right-side boundary conditions (28)
and (29), we compute C;(t) and Cy(t) in Eq. (27). Then, integration
of the pressure field leads to the dynamic force per unit width

L pL3Y  pL3Y? pl2Y[/fL Ly
FO=3C+ -7y M?T“??<M+M>2+Qm
fl LY foy (LY
+(4Y+KB> 2?+C](t) +ﬁ? §?+C1(t)
LY pL'f LY
—‘—5? +C1(t) >C (f) _m <2Y+Cl(t)
2 5fL
+|— 2Y+C1(t)>+1]C](t) 4|:<12Y+KA 2Y+C1(t)
5 LY |
- (135 +Ks) |-y +€0] [0 30)

where Cy(t) is expressed in terms of the following nonlinear
differential equation:

f|lLy
l(t)——(PA —Pp)— 3 §7+Cl(f)

f Ka\|LY
164

2Y
Y|l Ka\lLY
_?{Gi?+4>2y+q“)

Gy ()

‘ 2Y
f K
<W+ﬁ

fl K
(121/ + 4B>

Y+q®}

LY

+Ci(H|+ 5y

+Cq(t)

:|C1(t)

|

(€3]

LY

—5y +G®

These flow-related equations are coupled with the structural
dynamical equation for the plate dynamics, through:
MY +C,Y +Ki[Y —H] = L.F;(6)+ Fe(t) (32)
where L, is the plate width, H is the fluid gap under static
conditions and no-flow, Ms, C; and K are structural parameters,
F(t) is the flow coupling force previously discussed and F(t)
stands for any other external force, such as a shaker. Egs. (30)-
(32) must be solved simultaneously using any suitable time-step
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integration technique, for the initial conditions Y(0)=Y, Y(0) =
and C1(O)=C0
Derivation of solution (30) and (31) is rather tedious, and is
greatly alleviated by using symbolic manipulators, such as Maple
[27]. One may verify that this general solution reverts to the
previous symmetrical no-flow problem, when P,=Pg=P,, and
Ka=Kg=K, in which case C;(t)=0. On the other hand, the
physical meaning of C;(t) becomes clear from Eq. (26), where a
motion-dependent space-symmetrical velocity term is super-
posed to C;(t). The space integral of the first term is null, so that
1 L2 1 L2 y
U = —/ u(x,t)dx = —/ —x< +Cq(t) | dx=Cq(0) (33)
L) iy LJ 1y < Y )

and we conclude that C;(t)=U(t) is a space-independent unsteady
component of the flow velocity, related to the mean flow-rate
generated by the pressure gradient P4 > Pg. Hence, we will use in
the following the notation U(t) instead of C;(t).

3. Linearized formulation

First note that, if the flow motion never reverses its direction
(because of a large ratio P4/Pg or of a small vibration amplitude),
= KA =K and
Kg = Kg = Koy¢. Then, Eqgs. (30) and (31) simplify considerably

Fr(t) = £(PA+PB)—pl—L23§ oL G - KA;“*) ’;_z

i <1+1<A KB)U() _pTLZ (§£+1<AJZFKB> vo G
with
00 = 3y Ca=Po- (P52 + YUy

1<,,21<BZU(0__ (KAJZFKBJrgL_Y)a;_j a35)

We now look at the case of motions Y(t) such that the
fluctuating part Y () is small when compared with the mean fluid
gap h(x)=Y under flow conditions. We then linearize Eq. (32),
with Egs. (34) and (35), about the mean amplitude, with

YO =Y+Y®), UBH=U+0(@

Ft)=Fy +Fp(),  Fo(t)=Fe+Fo(t) (36)

Then, inserting Eq. (36) into the dynamical equations, we
obtain a pair of zero-order (static) equations, which describe the
steady part of the flow, as well as to a couple of first-order
(dynamic) equations describing the fluctuating flow, which are
linearized, by dropping all higher-order terms:

(a) Zero-order equations
From Eq. (34) the average flow force per unit width reads

= [Pa+Py 1 2 Ka—Kg
and the average axial flow velocity stemming from Eq. (35)
1/2
p( AT f)
Hence, from Egs. (32) and (37)
Ko [Y—H] =L,L {PA“ZLPB —%pU2 (1 n @)} +F. 39)

from which we obtain the mean height of the fluid gap

Py+Pp 1 — Ks—K; _
A+ Pp 2<1+ Az B)} +Fe} (40)

Y= H+KS {LZL[ 3 —ipU
First-order equations

From Eq. (34) the linearized dynamical flow force per unit
width reads

F o PP 5o Pl (LAY
Fr(ty =157V O~ UZY 5 )Yo

~OpL (1445 )0y 1)

—
o
-

and, from Eq. (35), we obtain the fluctuating flow velocity

b =— KAZ Ky Y(t)+U2f 76— U<KA“LLKB +2fY>U(t)
(42)

We then obtain the linearized dynamical equation, from Eqgs.
(32) and (41)

MY + oV + KoY = LF () + Felt) 43)

which is linearly coupled with (41), and (42).

Note that the fluctuating force Ff(t) depends on the mean flow
velocity U and on the average fluid gap Y, which is a typical result
for systems subjected to permanent flows. Therefore, unstable
solutions become a distinct possibility. Under no-flow conditions,
U =0, solution (41) reverts to the classic added-mass term:

p
o7 Y(0) (44
For the general case U > 0, Egs. (41) and (42) are coupled, and
both equations must be used simultaneously when computing the
actual motions of the system. Formulation (42) can be seen as a
first order differential equation in U(t), which is forced by the
plate motion Y(t). In general this means there is a phase lag
between Y (t) and U(t). Another way to look at these results is to
transform Eqs. (41) and (42) for the case of pure oscillatory
motions:

Fro| =
U=0

Fiy=Fre™, Yoy=Ye, U@t)=0Ue" (45)

where F;, Y and U are complex amplitudes. We then obtain

RS

A Y A
U= 1 (46)
o T,
L
leading to
3 2

’D—L,coz—Ui (KA+KB ﬂ“)lw—

12Y 2Y 2 3Y
A —2 f —I(A—KB . ~

= B

Fr=1 Ki-ke\ © v o 2y @Y “7

—UpL{ 1+ Ka+Kn  2f

U( A T l >+1a)

This linearized solution is similar to the one produced by
Porcher and DeLangre [10]. It is also compatible with the solution
obtained by Inada and Hayama [7]. It is clear that, as a result of
permanent flow and dissipative effects, both the velocity-coupling
and the stiffness-coupling terms become frequency-dependent in
Eq. (47). This physical result can create computational problems if
one insists on having an explicit form, such as Eq. (47), for the
dynamic flow force. We believe that keeping paired equations
such as in (30),(31) or (41),(42) leads to much simpler computa-
tional work, either when seeking the time-domain nonlinear
solutions or when computing the eigenvalues of the corresponding
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linearized formulation. Indeed, by using this approach, frequency-
dependent coupling coefficients never surface, so there is no need
for iterative or other delicate numerical procedures. This
significant point is further elaborated by Moreira et al. [13].

4. Numerical simulations
4.1. General procedure

Because we are dealing with a single-degree-of-freedom
system, the flow-structure dynamical equation is simply

MY +CY +Ki[Y—H] = LF;(Y,Y,Y,U(Y,Y))+Fe(t) (48)

where following Eq. (31) with the notation suggested by Eq.
(33), the unsteady axial velocity is given by the first-order
equation:

U=a®WU,Y,Y) (49)

In state-space form, Eqgs. (48) and (49) are equivalent to a
system of three first-order equations:

X1=Xo
. 1 .
X3 = 57 { ~CXa—KslXa —HI+ LFr (X0 X0 X2, UX1 X))+ Fe() }
S
U =dU,X1,Xo) (50)

where X;=Y and X, =Y. One can notice that the inertial term X>
appears in both sides of the second Eq. (50), which must be
modified as

X
Xy = m {_Csxz—Ks[Xl _H]+Gf(xl rXZ'U(Xl ,XZ))+Fe(t)}
(GD

For instance, for the simpler case with no permanent flow, Egs.
(50) and (51) become

X1=X,
—C:Xo—Ks[Xq1—H]
. X3 Lﬁ)ﬁ -~ pL4fX2 ‘X2| -~ pL3RX2 |X2 ‘
X3 X pLBLZ +L; | PextL+ 24 X12 32 X13 3 X12
T2 |+
U=0, vt (52)

The general case U(t) # 0 is obviously more involved, as follows
from Egs. (30) and (31).

4.2. Nonlinear analysis of a gravity-driven impacting plate

Our first example is closely related to the original industrial
problem which motivated this study. An immersed rectangular
plate with mass M;=36kg and axial length Ly=L=43 mm
(transverse width is L,=214 mm) is dropped from a height
Y(0)=6 mm. The plate is free to move along the vertical direction,
when subjected to gravity, so that K;=0. However, there is some
damping C;=200 N s/m in a plate-guiding fixture, as identified
from an experimental rig at CEA (Saclay) connected with this
problem (see [23]). The fluid is water, with volumic mass
p=1000 kg/m> and kinematic viscosity v=10"° m?/s.

Nonlinear time-domain computations were performed for
three values of AP=P4— P, namely 0, 0.4 and 1 bar. The singular
loss coefficients used in these computations were K4=Kg=1. The
friction coefficient f for the distributed pressure-drop was
computed from formulation (16), using in each case an average
value of the Reynolds number along the flow channel.
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Fig. 3. Motion of the dropping mass as a function of the pressure difference AP.
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Fig. 3 shows how the axial flow, due to AP, affects the motion of
the dropping plate. One can notice that, as the pressure gradient
increases, the mass drops faster, until the flow becomes almost
obstructed by the closing gap. This dynamic behavior can be
related to a “sucking” Bernoulli effect of the axial flow. Accordingly,
the dropping time is smaller and the motion velocity is higher
when AP increases. Fig. 4 shows that the flow interaction force and
the axial flow velocity also increase with AP, as might be expected.

4.3. Nonlinear analysis of a vibrating plate subjected to axial flow

We now turn to the case of a light elastically suspended plate
with mass M;=0.05 kg and axial length L,=L=40 mm (transverse
width is L,=200 mm). The stiffness and damping constants of the
plate fixture are K;=2 x 10* N/m and C;=0.0628 N s/m, respec-
tively. These lead to modal frequency and damping values of
fs=100Hz and {;=0.1%. The working fluid is air, with volumic
mass p=1.2kg/m> and kinematic viscosity v=1.5 x 107> m?/s.
The parameter values in this example were selected aiming a light
structure with “simple” values of the modal parameters f; and (s,
which could become statically or dynamically unstable when
subjected to an air flow of sufficient velocity.

In the computations presented in this section we used a friction
coefficient f=0.01 for computing the distributed wall/flow stresses,
as well as a loss coefficient at the inlet K,=0.5 higher than the loss
coefficient at the outlet Kz=0.2. Actually, in agreement with other
investigators, we have found that the present model always leads
to a stable system when a high value of the loss coefficient is
imposed at the outlet (see, for instance, [10]). In practice, this
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means that a suitable outlet geometry with gradual transition and
comparatively small losses would be necessary, in order for the
system to display unstable motion regimes (see [25]). Nonlinear
time-domain computations were performed for several values of
AP=P,— Py and of the reference fluid gap H.

From the extensive time-domain computations performed, we
selected a few cases for presentation here. In order to minimize
the duration of the response transients in the results presented,
we decided to start the dynamical computations after a pre-
computation of the near-steady axial velocity. This was achieved
by first “blocking” the plate at the reference value Y=H and then
calculating the resulting steady flow velocity U(YzH), from
Eq. (38). Under these conditions, the structure is acted by a
steady force Ff(y per unit width given by Eq. (37), which is
typically dominated by a Bernoulli effect of the flow, causing the
moving plate to be “sucked” towards the base plate. The time-
domain numerical simulations next shown are started using the
initial conditions Y(0)=H, Y(0)=0 and U(0)=U . Note that
this pre-computation to obtain an estimate of the near—steady
axial velocity is not an essential step of the procedure. Indeed, we
could as well start our numerical simulations from a motionless
fluid U(0)=0, which would then be accelerated by the pressure
difference AP. The time-domain solution would obviously be
different and with a longer transient response, but the underlying
physics would be the same. On the other hand, because the
moving plate is typically acted both sides by the average
atmospheric pressure, the average value of P4 and Pg in solutions
(30) or (34) is irrelevant. Therefore, in order to plot here fluid
forces F{(t) which only represent the dynamical part of the
solutions, we will choose always P4=Pg+AP such that P4+Pg=0.
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Fig. 5. Responses of a vibrating plate subjected to axial flow: (a) reference fluid gap H=0.6 mm and AP=0.02 bar and (b) reference fluid gap H=0.01 mm and AP=0.07 bar.
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Fig. 6. Responses of a vibrating plate subjected to axial flow: (a) reference fluid gap H=5 mm and AP=0.005 bar and (b) reference fluid gap H=5 mm and AP=0.07 bar.

The first computational examples, shown in Fig. 5 pertain to a
system configuration with small reference fluid gaps. In the left-
side plots (a), we have H=0.6 mm under stagnant conditions and
apply a pressure difference AP=0.02 bar. The system motion is
damped, tending to a final fluid gap of Y(t - 00) ~0.32mm, with
average flow velocity U(t—oc)~32m/s and a steady flow force
F(t—>o0) ~ —5.5N (see Egs. (37), (38) and (40)). As can be noticed
from the plots, the corresponding initial values at Y(0)=H,
computed from Egs. (37) and (38) (with Y replaced by H), were
U(0)=40.5m/s and F(0) ~ —9.0N.

The computation results in the right side (b) of Fig. 5 were
obtained by considering a smaller gap H=0.01 mm and imposing
a larger pressure difference AP=0.07 bar. Actually, for the specific
parameters of this computation, the system is buckling, as was
confirmed by time-domain computations using the linearized
flow formulation (41) and (42). This point will be further
discussed in the next section. Notice for the moment that, due
to suction by the permanent flow, the fluid gap decreases
asymptotically to about Y(t—oco)~0.002mm, with the average
flow velocity tending to U(t—o0) ~5.5m/s and the steady flow
force to F(t—oo0)~ —0.17N. The initial values at Y(0)=H were
U(0)=12.0m/s and F(0) ~ —0.8N. In the plot, the transition from
this value of the fluid force to almost zero is extremely fast, as a
result of the zero stiffness of the flow/structure coupled system
system.

The examples shown in Fig. 6 pertain to a configuration with a
much larger reference gap, H=5 mm. In the left-side plots (a), a
small pressure difference AP=0.005 bar was imposed, resulting in
a final fluid gap of Y(t - co0) ~ 4.7 mm, with average flow velocity

U(t—o00)~30.9m/s and a steady flow force F(t—oc)~ —5.29N.
The system response is almost harmonic and only slightly
damped, therefore such configuration might well be computed
using the linearized formulation (41) and (42) instead of the
nonlinear model (30) and (31). In contrast to the preceding case,
the results shown in the right-side plots obtained with
AP=0.07 bar clearly pertain to a linearly unstable system. Here,
as will be shown in the next section, the linearized system
becomes unstable by flutter. Then, limit cycles arise as a result of
the nonlinear flow force terms, which limit the motion amplitude.
Here, the flow force clearly behaves in a non-harmonic manner,
with high-amplitude spikes whenever the gap nearly closes.
Accordingly, the axial flow velocity is very unsteady, pulsating at
the motion frequency.

4.4. Linearized analysis of a vibrating plate subjected to axial flow

The last example of the preceding section demonstrates the
practical interest of the present nonlinear flow solution. Never-
theless, it also proves useful to get a global picture of the
dynamical behavior and stability of the system, based on the
linearized formulation provided by Eq. (43), with Egs. (41) and
(42). This is easily investigated by computing, for a given
structure and flow, the eigenvalues of the following problem:

377 = 2 .
.+ 2217 o mle (K0t V)5 iy
Kya—Kp

(53)
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or, defining the added mass M, = pL3L,/(12Y)

6 (Ka+K .
M+ Mq]¥ + {CS+UM(,Z< Set +%ﬂy
+K;Y +UM, ]LZZY (1 + K";KB)O =0 (54)
and
0+U’<A2_VKB ?—Uﬂ%}HU(@ +2f7)0 —0 (55)
%

where the mean values of the flow velocity U and fluid gap Y are
given by Egs. (38) and (40), respectively. Then, following the usual
procedure for state-space formulation:

0 1 0
X g 6 (Ka+Kg | fL — 12Y Ky—Kz .
;1 K, CS+UM0L( 5 +3? 7UMa 12 1+ 3 ’f'
X2 M;+M, M;+M, M;+M, X
i 7L _gKa—Ks T (KA +Ks 2jf> u
v 2Y L Y

(56)

where X; =¥ and X, =Y. Hence, the dynamical behavior and
stability of the linearized system is described in terms of the
eigenvalues 4, and eigenvectors {X,} of

X
(A1)} X, ¢ =1{0}
U

(67

Eq. (56) can be easily formulated in dimensionless terms, by
introducing the circular frequency and damping ratio of the
system in still water:

K
Ms+M,’

. C C
4 s S

07 2(Ms+Mo)wo — 2/Ky(Ms + My)

W} = (58)
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as well as the following reduced quantities, which arise naturally
from the previous results:

Mg Y — U
- , €=—, T=wot, U=——=
1 M;+M, L 0 woY
S o Y . s Y =Y .0 . U
X1=V===2Ar=V=="7=>V=—=, U=——"==>U=——=
1=Y=y e Y=oy T Y 0y oY Y
(59)
and we obtain
X
X,
U
0 1 0
— Ka+Kjp f =2 Ka—Kp
— — Ky—K; _
w'f —u-A=t ~U(e(Ka+Kp)+2f)
X
X, (60)
u

Eq. (60) highlights the significance of the scaling factors (59),
for vibratory problems under axial flow, in particular the mass
ratio #, the reduced gap ¢ and reduced axial flow velocity 2. Even
so, the resulting system is still quite complex and it is hard to
extract any general conclusions concerning the effects of the
various friction coefficients on the dynamics of the flow-coupled
system. These will be highlighted in the following through a
number of illustrative computations.
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Fig. 7. Eigenvalues for a vibrating plate subjected to axial flow, for two reference fluid gaps Y = 0.07 and 2mm, with K4=0.5, Kz=0.2 and f=0.01.
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Fig. 8. Stability map for a vibrating plate subjected to axial flow, as a function of U
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Plots of the real and imaginary parts of the three eigenvalues

in(U) =0n(U) +iw, (U) of Eq. (57), as a function of the steady
flow velocity U, are shown in Fig. 7, for two values of the mean
fluid gap, Y=0.07 and 2mm. They were computed using values
K4=0.5, Kg=0.2 and f=0.01 for the loss coefficients. In the left-
side plots, pertaining to configuration Y = 0.07 mm, increasing the
flow velocity U decreases the damped modal frequency + wp,
until the stiffness of the system becomes nil at about U ~20m/s.
At this velocity (point I; in the plots), buckling of the system arises.
In the right-side plots, corresponding to configuration Y =2mm,
increasing the flow velocity barely changes the modal frequency.
However, large changes are displayed by the real part ¢, of the
eigenvalues, which first decrease (e.g., damping {,=—0n/|in|
increases) until flow velocity is about U ~ 12m/s, and then start
increasing (damping {, decreases). When the flow velocity is
about U=~30m/s (point I, in the plots), o, becomes positive
(¢n < 0) and the system is unstable by flutter.

Fig. 8 displays a more complete scenario, by plotting the
stability map for the loss coefficients K4=0.5, Kz=0.2 and f=0.01,
as a function of the mean flow velocity U and average operation
gap Y. The three dynamical regions previously described are
shown through the following color code: green for a stable system,
blue for buckling and red for flutter. The lines highlighted in the
map pertain to the eigen-solutions presented in Fig. 7,
respectively, for Y =0.07 mm (with buckling at point I;) and
Y=2 mm (with flutter at point I,). Also, four points P;-P,
highlighted in the map represent the asymptotic values of Y and

E
E
Q
[}
I
o
5
o
10° 10' 10°
Flow Velocity [m/s]
T
E
o
©
S
=
=
i

10° 10’ 10°
Flow Velocity [m/s]

Fig. 9. Stability maps for a vibrating plate subjected to axial flow, as a function of U and Y, when K,=0 and Kz=0, for f=0, 0.001, 0.01 and 0.1.
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U, as t— oo, for the time-domain computations shown in Figs. 5
and 6. Notice that, for the configuration P; shown in Fig. 5(a),
the system is indeed stable. The same applies to the configu-
ration P; shown in Fig. 6(a). On the other hand, as claimed
before, configuration P, pertaining to the computation in Fig. 5(b)
lays in the buckling region of the map. Finally, in agreement with
the results of Fig. 6(b), configuration P, is linearly unstable by
flutter.

Because stability maps such as the ones in Fig. 8 encapsulate
much interesting information, Figs. 9-11 display several maps of
the system as a function of U and Y, to illustrate distinct
conceptual scenarios depending on the values of K4, Kp and f.
For each stability map supplied we decided to postulate constant
values for the friction coefficients, so that the effects of changing
other parameters may be easily grasped. But obviously, in actual
computations of practical interest, one cannot change the fluid
gap and/or velocity while keeping the same friction coefficient. As
discussed earlier, these coefficients must be adjusted accounting
for the representative Reynolds numbers which stem from these
parameters.

Fig. 9 shows the effect on the system stability of the
distributed loss coefficient, in the range 0<f<0.1, when
postulating no singular losses at the inlet and outlet, Ky=Kz=0.
The system is always stable when f=0, however, even a small
value of the friction coefficient will lead to divergence and flutter
regions. As f increases, so does the extent of the divergence
domain, while the size of the flutter domain decreases. Basically,
the same conclusion can be drawn from Fig. 10, where we used
Ka=1 and Kz=0, although the dynamical behavior when f=0 is
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now quite different from the previous case with no dissipative
effects. Actually, when K, > K3, the three different regions in the
stability map always arise, irrespectively of the value of the
friction coefficient. Fig. 11, computed using K4=0 and Kz=1,
shows that when K4 < K the system never displays the flutter
instability.

5. Conclusions

We developed in this paper a theoretical model for the linear
and nonlinear motions of parallel plates subjected to axial flows.
The theory presented should be adequate for small and moderate
fluid gaps. Flow was modeled using simplifying assumptions
connected with the so-called bulk-flow approach, which pre-
serves the inertial character of the flow, is well suited for
turbulent flows and accounts for all spatial aspects in the
Navier-Stokes equations using a single space coordinate. Both
distributed and singular dissipative effects have been addressed,
using empirical pressure-loss terms.

The formulation was illustrated with two examples, namely a
gravity-driven impacting plate and a vibrating system. All test
cases highlight the significance of the axial flow, even for a rigid
impacting system. Solutions for vibrating systems clearly depend
on both the mean axial flow velocity, the inlet and outlet
boundary conditions, as well as on the average fluid gap. This
was shown by computing an extensive set of stability charts and
by performing nonlinear time-domain numerical simulations for
both stable and unstable configurations. In agreement with
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Flow Velocity [m/s]

Fig. 10. Stability maps for a vibrating plate subjected to axial flow, as a function of U and Y, when K4=1 and Kz=0, for f=0, 0.001, 0.01 and 0.1.
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Fig. 11. Stability maps for a vibrating plate subjected to axial flow, as a function of U and Y, when K;=0 and Kz=1, for f=0, 0.001, 0.01 and 0.1.

previous studies (see [6,7,10,14,15]) the parametric analysis from
the present model shows that increasing K4 has a destabilizing
effect for the system, while increasing K has a stabilizing effect.
On the other hand, increasing fis mostly destabilizing, depending
on H.

Although this is a theoretical paper, which does not intend to
address the important step of experimental validation, we have
already performed extensive tests to validate the theoretical
predictions for the symmetrical case P,=Pp, with an overall
satisfactory agreement (see [26]). The corresponding validation
experiments under the axial flows generated when P4 # Pg have
yet to be performed.

This work was motivated by industry-related problems.
Actually, in two related papers, Moreira and Antunes [28,29]
show how the present model can be used effectively to predict the
flow-structure dynamics of immersed spent nuclear fuel racks.
These are stored in pools, often using a regular chessboard-type
layout, with the neighboring racks separated by fluid channels
such that H/L < 1. The rack dynamics under seismic excitation are
conveniently addressed using, for each channel, the modeling
approach developed in this paper. The closure of the formulation
for the dynamical pressure and flow velocity fields is then
obtained from the mass and pressure compatibility conditions
at each corner, where four channels converge (see [28,29]). In a
very different scientific field, the last example in this paper might
well represent a typical response of the blown reed-valve
embouchure of a musical instrument, when uncoupled from the
acoustical field of the instrument pipe. The present model may
well constitute an improvement over the usual approach based on
a straight application of the quasi-static Bernoulli equation (see
[30-32] for details).
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