INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL FOR NUMERICAL METHODS IN ENGINEERING
Int. J. Numer. Meth. Engng. 47, 705-728 (2000)

Efficient interfacing of fluid and structure for aeroelastic
instability predictions

Nesrin Sarigul-Klijn*

Department of Mechanical and Aeronautical Engineering, University of California at Davis, Davis, CA 95616-5294, U.S.A.

SUMMARY

An efficient procedure for multidisciplinary computation of fluid and structure interaction problems of
aerospace vehicles is presented. It features the use of Meshless Methods, Finite Elements, Rayleigh-Ritz, and
Kernel Functions enabling the aeroelastic requirements to be included in design without demanding
prohibitive computational efforts. Improvements made are in terms of choosing meshless fluid-structure
interface for displacement and aerodynamic load transfer, including nine modes in Rayleigh-Ritz, introduc-
ing Gradient Adaptive Transfinite Element in Finite Element model, and taking into account deformations
of structure in aerodynamic load calculations. Numerical results are presented for flutter and divergence
type aeroelastic responses of lifting surfaces constructed of advanced composites and supper alloys at
subsonic, supersonic, and hypersonic flight velocities. Copyright © 2000 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.
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INTRODUCTION

One of the most critical of multidisciplinary activities in aircraft, reusable launch vehicle, and
aerospace plane design is aeroelastic instability predictions and avoidance. Aeroelasticity com-
bines the disciplines of structural analysis, structural dynamics, steady and unsteady acrodynam-
ics as a result of the interaction between aerodynamic forces and the deformations induced
thereby in the structure of a flight vehicle [1, 2]. For flight vehicles at high velocities aerother-
moelastic loads become critical due to aerodynamic heating [3-5]. In order to achieve desired
minimum weight design of flight vehicles, the aeroelastic instabilities, such as flutter and
divergence of lifting surfaces, must be included before the initial flight tests. ‘Aeroelastic fixes’ for
flutter, for example, at a later stage in design always result in added weight to the vehicle
penalizing its performance and increasing its operational cost in addition to increasing initial
cost.

In this paper an efficient approach for aeroelastic analysis, namely flutter and divergence, that
is suitable to be integrated in the design stage of aerospace vehicles is presented. This approach
couples Finite Element Method [6], Rayleigh-Ritz [ 1], Kernel Functions and Meshless Methods
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[7]. Numerical examples include composite lifting surfaces at subsonic, supersonic, and hyper-
sonic velocities. Numerical results for various cases are obtained using the author’s research
computer program in Fortran called AIM (Aeroelastic Instability Modes) [8]. Fluid and struc-
ture are interfaced using meshless methods. Since structure and aerodynamic disciplines are
interfaced it is easier to incorporate the latest technical capabilities from each discipline. As an
example, Computational Fluid Dynamic codes which incorporate various levels of complexity in
the model equations of the fluid, from linear theory through full Navier-Stokes, can be incorpor-
ated in the system through development of common or similar interfaces without modification to
the aeroelastic codes. This assures that the latest version will be available to the multidisciplinary
analysis in a transparent manner. For example, with the applications presented here using AIM
code, the structure modelling incorporated a recent development in Finite Elements based on
Boolean sum [9] as well as the Rayleigh-Ritz method.

In practical applications, the requirements to generate the discretized models of the fluid and
structure are subjected to different constraints. Developments based on spline curves goes back to
mid-sixties [ 10]. Studies based on full Navier-Stokes are costly.

Here, a meshless approach is introduced to solve the fluid and structure interaction problem.
Meshless methods have been applied to many problems in mechanics. An excellent overview is
given in [7]. In meshless methods the approximating function is described in terms of nodes and
a domain geometry. Three-dimensional deformations of the structure and the aerodynamic loads
are transferred using nodes. Structural deformations are taken into account in aerodynamic load
calculations. Numerical results for subsonic, supersonic, and hypersonic flight velocities are given
for isotropic and composite lifting surfaces. Results are found to be in good agreement with
experimental predictions when available and against each other. Structural model and displace-
ment verifications are also conducted by using ABAQUS commercial code [11]. New results are
also presented for flight at high velocities including aerodynamic heating effects.

PROBLEM FORMULATION AND BASIC ASSUMPTIONS

The fluid and structure interaction problem to be considered is schematically shown in Figure 1
for 3-D and in Figure 2 for 2-D. The structure is idealized by using either the equivalent plate or
full three-dimensional built-up of complex construction of the lifting surface, and the fluid domain
is modelled by using unsteady aerodynamics taking into account subsonic, supersonic, and
hypersonic velocities of flight. Fluid loads, in this case the aerodynamic loads, are calculated by
using the oscillations of the lifting surface. Communication between the fluid and the structure are
accomplished through the meshless approach.

The structure region (S) simulated by using either Rayleigh—Ritz or Finite Elements. When
Finite Element method is used the elements are taken from the Gradient Adaptive Transfinite
Elements (GATE) family. These elements are developed by using transfinite interpolates and the
Boolean sum.

In deriving equations of equilibrium for acroelasticity, we refer to Hamilton’s principle written
for non-conservative system as follows:

t, 123
f 5(T—V)dt+J SW,. dt =0 (1)
t, t

1
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where T represents the instantancous kinetic energy measured relative to any inertial set of
coordinates, and U is the potential energy of the system including the strain energy, and the
potential energy of conservative external forces. W, is the virtual work done by non-conserva-
tive forces including damping forces and external forces not accounted for in V. ¢ is the
variational symbol, t; and t, are the times at which the configuration of the system is known.

Of all admissible displacements between specified initial and final conditions at times t; and
t, which satisfy the prescribed displacement boundary conditions of the system, the displace-
ments which also satisfy equilibrium and the stress boundary conditions are selected by the
extremum principle.

The Euler differential equations of the above equation are the equations of equilibrium of the
system. In addition, the stress boundary conditions are produced as a by-product.

A continuous system can be envisioned as an infinite number of degrees of freedom system. In
most aeroelastic applications the structure usually is approximated to have only a finite number
of independent degrees of freedom. This means that there are n generalized co-ordinates
q1(t), q2(t),. . . ,q.(t) such that the structural displacements are completely known once the ¢;(¢) is
specified. For an n degrees of freedom system the generalized co-ordinates are defined as any set
of independent quantities which are sufficient to completely specify the position of every point
within the system.

For most mechanical and structural systems the kinetic energy can be expressed in terms of the
generalized co-ordinates and their first time derivatives, and the potential energy can be expressed
in terms of generalized co-ordinates. In addition, the virtual work of non-conservative forces as
they act through virtual displacements caused by arbitrary variations in the generalized co-
ordinates can be expressed as a linear function of those variations. Therefore

T=T(q1,925- - - +4n>G1s 425+ - - sG> 1) 2

V=V{41,92: 93 - - »qn 1) 3)

OWoe = 01091 + Q2042+~ + Q, 0q, )

where Q4, Q»,. . . ,Q, are called the generalized forces, and each term Q; d¢; has the units of work.

Hamilton’s principle

t ty t, n —
f T —V)ydt+ | Wedt=| > 5—?54# M+Qi 0q;pdt =0 (la)
‘" t hnoi=1 (04 aq;

1

An integration by parts with respect to time of the first term with considerations of dg; = 0 at time
t; and t, since the state of the system is specified leads to

t, n d /oT a(T— V) B
L i;1 |:_&<5_%>+T+Qi:|5qidt—0 (1b)
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Since the variations of the independent co-ordinates g; may be chosen arbitrarily, the terms inside
the brackets must vanish resulting in n differential equations of the form, Lagrange’s equation of
motion

d<oT>_aT 6V_Qi - I

di\eg,) ~ 2q, " oq "

these equations are valid for non-linear systems as well as linear systems.

They generate both the exact equations for lumped parameter systems and approximate
representations to any desired degree of accuracy for continuous or distributed parameter
systems. These equations form the basis for the useful approximation technique Rayleigh-Ritz
method, a modal method.

The governing aeroelastic equations of motion of a flexible lifting surface are solved using the
Rayleigh-Ritz method. There are some attractive reasons for using the modal approach. In this
method the resulting aeroelastic displacements at any time are expressed as a function of a set of
assumed modes. The contribution of each mode to the total notion is derived by using Lagrange’s
equation. Furthermore, it is assumed that the deformation at the continuous lifting surface can
be represented by deflections at a set of discrete points. This assumption facilitates the use of
discrete structural data, such as modal vector, the modal stiffness matrix, the modal mass matrix,
and the aerodynamic matrix. These can be generated from experimental or analytical methods. In
this study the Finite Element method and Rayleigh-Ritz method are used for the structural
modal matrix computations; modified Kernel functions methods that take into account the
deformations of the structure is used [12]. The final matrix form of the acroelastic equations of
motion is

[M1{4} + [G1{4} + [K1{q} = {Q} (6)

where [M ], [G] and [K] are modal mass, damping and stiffness matrices, respectively. {Q} is the
aerodynamic load vector.

If the structure is rotating, then the stiffness matrix contains the centrifugal force terms and the
damping matrix contains Coriolis terms in addition to viscous damping terms. Depending on the
type of aeroelastic instability sought, various forms of equation (6) can be obtained. Solution
methods to flutter and divergence type aeroelastic instability equations are detailed in the
following section.

SOLUTION OF AEROELASTIC EQUATIONS

In this paper two types of aeroelastic instabilities are studied, flutter and divergence. Assuming
harmonic motion, the generalized displacements can be expressed as
it iot

q= q_e > q = lwqe > q = - queiwt (7)

where w is the frequency. The equation of motion for flutter analysis, neglecting structural
damping and using equation (6) and (7) becomes

([K] — 0?[BD{g} =0 with [B]=[M]+[A] ®)
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[ B] matrix is complex due to complex aerodynamic terms. For flutter type instabilities equation
(8) is solved. Among the various solution techniques, the U-g method is used in this research.

In the U-g method structural damping is introduced by multiplying the structural frequencies
squared (w7, w2) by (1 + ig) where g is an artificial structural damping coefficient and pure
sinusoidal motion is assumed, i.e. @ = wg with w; = 0, with wg being the real and w; being the
imaginary parts of the frequency.

For a given U the g is required to sustain pure sinusoidal motion for each aeroelastic mode
determined. The computational advantage of this approach is that the aerodynamic forces only
need be determined for real frequencies. The disadvantage is the loss of physical insight. For
example, if a system (with no structural damping) is stable at a given airspeed, U, all the values of
g so determined will be negative, but these values of g cannot be interpreted directly in terms of
w;. Moreover, for a given system with some prescribed damping, only at one airspeed U = Uy
(where o = wg and w; = 0) will the mathematical solution be physically meaningful. The limita-
tions of the U-¢ method are fully appreciated by experienced practitioners and it is a measure of
the difficulty of determining the aerodynamic forces for other-than pure sinusoidal motion that
this method remains popular. The usual definition of reduced frequency is introduced in terms of
the half chord b of the lifting surface, flow velocity, and frequency

k = wb/U )

The U-g method flutter analysis leads to the following eigenvalue equation at the airspeed
associated with neutral stability (flutter):

[[B]— A[K11{q} = {0} (10)

where [B] is a generalized complex matrix, A the eigenvalue, and {g} the eigenvector. The
eigenvalue 4 is defined as /. = (1 + ig)/w? and the generalized complex matrix [B] is defined as

[B] = [[M] + [A]] (11)

where [ K] and [ M] are the stiffness and mass matrix [ 4] is the aerodynamic matrix and g is the
artificial damping coefficient introduced in U-g method.

The complex eigenvalue problem shown in equation (8) is solved for U and g values by using
a wide range of reduced frequencies. Flutter velocities and modes are then identified.

In case of divergence instability predictions the mass matrix and the time-dependent terms of
aerodynamic matrix is equated to zero in equation (6). The equation of motion and the
corresponding eigenvalue problem take the form given below:

[[Area] — Z[K11{q} = {0} (12)

where [A,e,] aerodynamic matrix contains real terms and A = 1/U2. The largest positive
eigenvalue yields the divergence speed of the lifting surface.

STRUCTURE MODEL AND SOLUTION METHODS
Both Rayleigh-Ritz and Finite Element methods are used in modelling the lifting surface, either
as equivalent thin plate or as a three-dimensional built-up structure.
The lifting surface is idealized as either isotropic material or laminated composite equivalent

thin plate in two-dimensional flow in the direction of negative y-axis as depicted in Figure 3.

Copyright © 2000 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Numer. Meth. Engng. 47, 705-728 (2000)



AEROELASTIC INSTABILITY PREDICTIONS 711

Figure 3. Composite lifting surface
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Figure 4. Ply stacking sequence

In a multi-layer fiber composite lifting surface the displacements through the thickness, h,
cannot typically be expressed by a simple function, Figure 4. In order to achieve a general
representation, the displacements are initially expressed by a power series expansion in z direction
for an equivalent plate lifting model which takes the form

o0 o0

u= 3, 0(x,y, v=7) '¥(xy), (=) 70(x,y) (13)
i=0 i=0 i=0
The number of series terms retained as well as assumptions made with regard to permissible
strain fields dictate the form of @, ¥ and @. For thin plates subject to small deformations, which is
the case in this study, Kirchhoff hypothesis is valid:

(1) The deflections of mid-surface are small compared to the thickness of the plate. Therefore,
the slope of the deflected plate is small.

(2) The mid-plate is unstrained subsequent to pure bending.

(3) Plane sections initially normal to the mid-plane remain normal to the mid-plane after
bending. Therefore, shear strains components y,, and y,, are assumed to be negligible.

Copyright © 2000 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Numer. Meth. Engng. 47, 705-728 (2000)
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Similarly, normal strains out of plane are assumed to be zero when deflections are due to
bending.

(4) Conditions of (6, =0) is assumed to be valid, except in localization areas where high
concentrations of transverse load are applied.

In the case of thin, laminated plates, the total laminate thickness is usually small when
compared to the other plate dimensions. Therefore, a good approximation is achieved by
retaining only the first few terms of u and v from the series identified above, as follows:

u = ug(x,y) + z0(x, y) (14)
v =10y(x,y) + z¥(x, y) (15)
£ =wo(x, y) (16)

By using these displacement equations, strain can be expressed as

0
SX Sx Kx

gy =Ly +2z{K, (17)
g 0 K

xy 8xy Xy

The lifting surface is modelled as a multi-layered composite laminate plate as described by
Jones [13]. The internal forces {N} and the moments {M} are the result of the unsteady
aerodynamic loads and are related to extension and flexure of the plates as

{{N}} _ [[A] [B]] {{8}} (18)
{M} [BILD] ] |{x}

where the matrices [A], [B], and [D] are the extensional, extension—-bending coupling, and
bending stiffness matrices, respectively. The term {¢} represents mid-surface strains and {x}

represents the curvature.
The stiffness of each lamina in the principal material direction is defined as

Ell

v12E5

0
I — 015051 1 — 01505
E E
[0] = Vialips 22 0 (19)
1 —vio01 1 — 0120
0 0 G,

where E;, E,,, 012, G1», and v,; are constitutive properties of the lamina. The subscript 1
indicates the fibre direction and the subscript 2 indicates the direction perpendicular to the fibre
direction. These directions are related to the (x, y, z) global co-ordinate system of the plate by the
0 ply orientation angle.
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The stiffness matrices in equation (14) are found by integrating the ply contributions through
the thickness of the plate

[Aij] = Z, [Q_]k (zx — zk-1) (20)
1y

[Bij]= 5 Z [0k (2 — zi-1) (21)
1y

[Dij] =§ Z, [Q]k(Zf - 21?71) (22)

where [Q] is the ply elasticity matrix in global co-ordinates (x, y, z).

For simplifying the derivation of the equations are given for a symmetrical balanced multi-
layered composite lifting surface. It may be pointed out that this does not limit the proposed
approach to symmetrical composites.

The strain and kinetic energies of the composite lifting surface can be written as follows, in case
of no in-plane deformations:

1

V= 2 J_[f(axgx + 08y + Oyy8yy) dx dy dz (23)

1 L rb aé' 2
TZEL J_b<5> pdxdy (24)

where p is the material density.

Present study uses Rayleigh-Ritz method to obtain free vibration, flutter, and divergence
frequencies of lifting surfaces constructed of isotropic and advanced composite materials. Consid-
ering that the assumed functions are suitably chosen, this method provides not only the
approximate value of the fundamental frequency, but also the approximate values at higher
frequencies and mode shapes. An arbitrary number of functions can be used, and the number of
frequencies that can be obtained is equal to the numbers of functions used. In this study in case of
Rayleigh-Ritz nine modes are used. This number was achieved from convergence studies
conducted on composite plates [14].

The derivation of the equations of motion for flutter-type aeroelastic instabilities is most
conveniently obtained through the use of Hamilton’s principle. Employing Hamilton’s principle
for a non-conservative elastic system would result in the following variational form that governs
the dynamics of the system:

ts t,
5J Ldt—i—f W dt =0 (1c)
t

131 1

where L is the Lagrangian defined as L = T — U, T the total kinetic energy, U total potential or
strain energy, 6 W, the virtual work done by the non-conservative forces—for this study it is the
work done by aerodynamic forces—and t; and t, the initial and final time of the motion,
respectively.

The assumed deflected shape is approximated by using an arbitrary number of functions. The
number of functions chosen is equal to the number of modes that will be calculated. Even if only
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the first few modes would be of most interest for flutter analysis, increasing the number of
functions makes these modes more accurate. The modes and frequencies must converge at
a certain value. To determine an accurate number of assumed functions, a free vibration analysis
is performed by using nine modes. The out-of-plane deflection of the plate in generalized
co-ordinates is expressed as follows:

N
C(xa yat) = z Vi(xa y)ql(t) (25)
i=1
where ¢;(t) is the generalized displacement of the ith mode, and y;(x, y) is as follows:
7i(x, y) = ©;(x)- Fi(y) (26)

Three types of deformation mode shapes can be quantified; namely, span-wise bending and
torsion using built-in/free boundary conditions, and chordwise bending using free/free boundary
conditions. These are represented analytically by following orthogonal functions:

®p,(x) = C, [sin f,x — sinh f,x — o, (cos f,x — cosh f,x)]

Yo ) =1 n=1,...

O, (x) =C,, <sin (Zm;Ll)ny>

1 2
Pral) =5 (1 - g) 27)
<I>c,(x)=cfc<1 —z> t=1,2,. ..

Wc,(v) = [sin By + sinh By + ax(cos By + cosh fiy)]

where f3,,, o,, fir and o, are the mode shape function coefficients, L is the lifting surface span,
n number of bending modes used, m number of span-wise bending modes used, and ¢ is the
number of chordwise bending modes used.

Use of the Lagrange’s equations yields the stiffness and mass matrix. Final forms of these
matrices are given in Appendix.

When finite element method by discretization of Hamilton’s Principle is used, the elements are
taken from the Gradient Adaptive Transfinite Elements (GATE) Family [9]. These elements are
formulated by combining blending-function method with transfinite interpolations. These trans-
finite elements differ from conventional elements in that it matches a given function on every
point along the boundary for 2-D and over the surface for 3-D elements rather than on a finite
number of points. A 16 d.o.f. and a 24 d.o.f. plate bending elements from the GATE family are
utilized here for aeroelastic instability predictions. In the GATE family, the approximations can
be in terms of either field variable, geometry variable and material variable or all of the variables.

The 16 degrees of freedom rectangular element has at each of the four corner nodes the
displacement and its first normal derivatives and the cross derivative term as degrees of freedom.
The 24 d.o.f. element contains additional second derivative terms as d.o.f. The elements of GATE

Copyright © 2000 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Numer. Meth. Engng. 47, 705-728 (2000)
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Figure 5. GATE family elements interpolation functions in 2-D

family are formulated within [0, 1] x [0, 1] bi-unit domain by defining projector operators in two
perpendicular directions and using the Boolean sum which is the maximum operator. The
approximate functions are obtained such that the function and the derivatives of the function up
to a desired order with respect to » and s are continuous along the boundaries, Figure 5. The
conventional finite elements are constructed by using the minimum operator, the tensor product,
and the GATE family by using the maximum operator, the Boolean sum, as depicted in Figure 6.

For example, to formulate the 16 d.o.f. element, let a continuous function of two independent
variables r and s be denoted by f (r, s). Then, the r-direction projector operator for this element is

! of (i, s) Obf+
L A 08)
i=1
and the s-direction projector operator is
! of (r, i) Obf+
PLAI= % |70 0+ L0 9)
i=0

where bf functions are called ‘Blending Functions’.
The algebraically best approximation to fin 2-D is provided by the Boolean sum of these
projectors P, and Pgand is used in formulation of the GATE family of elements. The Boolean sum

f~f=P,®P)[f1=P.[f]1+P,[f]1—PP[f] (30)

where P,P; is the familiar tensor product used in conventional finite element formulations.
One other feature of the GATE family elements is that geometry and material property

approximations are also obtained by using the Boolean sum. Complex geometries of advanced

aerospace vehicles and material property changes due to aerodynamic heating can readily be
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(a) Projector Along r-direction (b) Projector Along s-direction
s 4 s E
r P, r Pr
(c) Tensor Product (minimum) (d) Boolean Sum (maximum)
. e
s E se
r PPy I P, @Pg

Figure 6. Boolean sum, tensor product and projectors

incorporated into the finite elements. The geometry and the field variables approximations take
the form given below

NGDOF
x~x=P[x]®P[x]®P[x]= > NGEO; x; (31)
i=1
where NEGO; is the geometry shape functions
_ NMDOF
E(r,s,t) = E(r,s,t) = P.[E] + PJ[E] + P,[E] = NMAT;" E; (32)
i=1

where E shows a material constant, NMAT;,’s show the ‘material shape functions’, and NMDOF
indicates the total number of element material degrees of freedom.

FLUID AND STRUCTURE INTERACTION MODEL

At the fluid and structure interface, the structural deformation and aerodynamic load transfer
are achieved by using a meshless approach. Meshless method is a method in which the

Copyright © 2000 John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Int. J. Numer. Meth. Engng. 47, 705-728 (2000)
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approximating function is described in terms of nodes and a geometry of the domain as detailed
by Belytschko [7].

In order to simplify the derivations following equations are based on 2-D model given in
Figure 2. Given a set of nodes yi,...,yy and a set of nodal deformations (could include
derivatives) dy,. . . ,dy we want to approximate the original function d(y;) = d;. An approxima-
tion to deformation function d can be written as

d~d=p")ra0) = ¥ p0)aly) (3)

where p is a polynomial basis and a is a set of coefficients that will be determined. These
coefficients a(y) are then calculated by using an error minimization on the residual:

N

R=Y Wiy —y)p (1) aly) —dr)? (34)

I=1

where W; is the weight function for node I. In this research cubic splines are used as the weight
functions. Minimization of R with respect to a in equation (34) yields with a set of algebraic
equations and then a(y) coefficients can be calculated. As a result an approximation to d is
obtained from equation (33).

In order to correctly predict induced loads due to structural deformations, in this research
arbitrary out of plane deformations of the lifting surface, {,yciure are mapped onto aerodynamic
deformations, {0

Caero(x/a y,) = S [Cstructure(xa Y)] (35)

Depending on the flight velocities in question, different weighting functions are used. In this
research, consine functions from subsonic incompressible flow and uniform functions for super-
sonic and hypersonic flow are used as the weighting function. It may be noted that the transonic
flight velocities are not included here, but this is not a limitation of the meshless approach.
This approach allows direct interfacing of the new developments from both the structure and
the fluid for aeroelastic instability predictions without modifying the aeroelastic solution method.

FLOW MODEL AND SOLUTION METHODS

The unsteady flow is taken to be a small perturbation from the steady uniform flow over the
equivalent flat plate lifting surface. Unsteady aerodynamic models for incompressible, subsonic,
supersonic, and hypersonic flow are implemented in the AIM program for flutter and divergence
type aeroelastic instability predictions.

For incompressible flow using thin airfoil assumptions, Theodorsen [15] and Spielberg [16]
have derived relationships for unsteady aerodynamic lift and moment coefficients for rigid body
bending, rigid body torsion, and parabolic deformation of the airfoil camber as a function of
reduced frequency and elastic axis position when the airfoil oscillations are of simple harmonic of
exp(iwt). These are given in Appendix for completeness. While these analytical relationships are
extremely useful, they restrict the type of vibratory deformations that can be considered.
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In order to expand the range of unsteady vibratory motions that can be analysed, the Kernel
Function approach is used. In this approach the governing equations of fluid mechanics for
two-dimensional flow are re-cast into an integral equation of the form given below

50 = rz Aﬁ(f)z X, <2k(y — c“)) ae 36)
—¢/2 Poo U ¢

KA (yo) is the Kernel function which represents the upwash at the y location due to a unit pressure
pulse at the ¢ location. For linearized thin airfoil theory, the upwash velocity along the chord of
the lifting surface for simple harmonic motion is given by

wy)=U [ZkiZ + 85:| (37
¢ dy

For simple harmonic motion, the Kernel function K,(y,), for incompressible irrotational two-
dimensional flow is

1 1
Ka(yo) = e {ie_ty“ |:Ci(J/o) +1 |:721 + Si()’o):| - yo:|} (38)

where Ci(y,) and Si(y,) represent the cosine and sine integral functions, respectively.

There are many classical solution methods available for the solution of this type of integral
equation. In this research a standard algebraic method is used. It may be noted that there is
a difficulty since this Kernel Function contains singularities of the form 1/y, and In(y); the In(y,)
appears in the cosine integral term. The 1/y, singularity is handled by making the integration
points, &, different from the collocation points, y. The In(y,) singularity is addressed by using the
method given by Whitehead [17].

For a selected discretization of the airfoil in terms of y and ¢ and using trapezoidal rule
weighting for the integration, a matrix statement results

_ AP
(W} = [KA1[D] {%Uz} (39)

The unknown chordwise distribution of the unsteady pressure coefficient {Ap/p, U?} is then
determined through matrix inversion. Any number of upwash functions can be used and the
unsteady pressure coefficient is found for each one from the multiplication of the inverse of the
Kernel Function and weighting matrix times the upwash velocity matrix, as given below:

o
{ A= mxamn - w) (40)

For hypersonic flow the so-called piston theory approach (see for example [18]) presented by
Lighthill can be used as opposed to full potential flow solution. In this approach the pressure
acting on the surface is equivalent to the pressure acting on a piston in a tube. This leads to
a simple relationship between the upwash and unsteady pressure on the surface of the vibrating
lifting surface.
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As stated in a recent paper the piston theory may be acceptable in the moderately high Mach
number range; however, caution must be exercised for M = 1-2 and also M = over 20 flight
velocities [ 19]. This is due to the strong wave/shock interaction effects. Therefore, the numerical
examples presented in here do not cover the above-mentioned Mach numbers.

In piston theory, for a flat plate, the change in pressure across the lifting surface is represented
as

AP(y) = — 2pa,w(y) (41)
where w(y) is the upwash and is given by
w(y) = 0C/ot + U(d/ox) (42)

As it is seen the piston velocity includes a convection term U (6{/0x) as well as a direct velocity
term 0/0t.

Given a selected discretization of the airfoil in terms of y, the unknown chordwise distribution
of unsteady pressure (AP) is determined for any of these unsteady aerodynamic models. Any
number of upwash functions can be used and the unsteady pressure difference is found for each
one. Once the unsteady chordwise pressure difference is determined, the generalized aerodynamic
force can be calculated.

The expression for the generalized unsteady aerodynamic force has the term

0u(t) = mp b [IM, {4} + 2mp U[C. G} + mp U [K, I {q} (43)

The aerodynamic mass, [ M, ], damping [ C, ], and stiffness [ K, ] matrices are determined from
the unsteady chordwise pressure distribution. When a harmonic motion is assumed the generaliz-
ed displacements can be expressed as

{4} ={a} " (44)

Substituting equation (32) into equation (31) and solving for U from the reduced frequency
definition U = wb/k gives the generalized aerodynamic force as

01(t) = mp,w*b3 e Y A;q; (45)
i=1

where A;;’s are the elements of the n x n complex-valued acrodynamic influence matrix.

NUMERICAL EXAMPLES
In order to illustrate the practical applications of the efficient procedures developed, flutter and
divergence type aeroelastic instability predictions of representative lifting surfaces are presented
in this section. Mach numbers selected represent flow conditions ranging from subsonic, super-
sonic, and hypersonic.

Parametric study of composite lifting surface

Flutter and divergence velocities are computed for a multi-layered T300/5208 graphite epoxy
lifting surface by varying the aspect ratio and ply orientation angle. For this parametric study,
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flight conditions were taken to be subsonic at 9000 m. The structure was modelled as an
equivalent plate using Rayleigh-Ritz with eight (four bending and four torsional), and nine (four
bending, four torsional, and one chordwise bending) modes in order to see the effects of chordwise
bending modes on aeroelastic instability modes. Flow is modelled by using thin airfoil assump-
tions first using lift and moment coefficients given in Appendix and then using Kernel functions.
The entire range of — 90° < 6 < 90° of [ + 6/0], balanced laminate lifting surface with structural
Aspect Ratio (AR) of up to 8. Results compared well with experimental values available at certain
angles [14].

While the low aspect ratio lifting surfaces have torsional and chordwise bending or the
coupling of these two as flutter modes, higher aspect ratio lifting surfaces have span-wise bending
or torsion or bending-torsion coupled flutter modes. The inclusion of Chordwise Vibration Mode
(CVM) affects both low and high aspect ratio lifting surfaces. With CVM included, a better
convergence is obtained regardless of the aspect ratio. For low aspect ratio lifting surfaces CVM
itself could become the flutter mode or be coupled with torsion mode. In this case, exclusion of
this prevents not only the good convergence, but also the prediction of flutter mode within the
flight envelope. Figure 7 depicts U-g diagram for aspect ratio of 8 lifting surface. With inclusion
of chordwise effects, predicted flutter speed is 8 per cent lower and the flutter type remains as first
torsion.

The divergence velocities showed an opposite trend to flutter. It was observed that [ + 6/0];
laminate exhibited always first bending as divergence mode when there is one. The first bending
mode is usually a very fast converging mode and not influenced by the inclusion of CVM.
However, portions between — 90° < 0 < — 45° and 75° < 0 < 90° are affected by the inclusion
of CVM (Figure 8). Figure 9 illustrates the change of flutter speed as the aspect ratio increases.
Another point that may be useful to the designer is that divergence might be eliminated for
a certain range of [ + 6/0], laminates, and for high aspect ratio lifting surfaces divergence free

region widens as can be seen from Figure 10.

0.20 ] T T T T T | — :
0.151=  ——=—=2B mode with CVM : -
sseeses [T mode with CVM _:
0.10 ==——-= 2B mode without CVM :' _
1T mode without CVM .
L Aspect Ratio = 8 : _
a0 0.05 spec atio :
&b :
£ s
a, 0
£
o
fal
-0.05 -
-0.10 -
-0.15 -
-0.20 '
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

Velocity, U (m/sec)
Figure 7. U-g diagram for [ + 60/0], balanced laminate, AR = 8
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Figure 8. Effect of chordwise vibration modes on divergence as a function of ply angle, AR = 6
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Figure 9.
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Effects of chordwise modes on supersonic flight

A T300/5208 graphite epoxy equivalent flat plate lifting surface is studied to see the effects of
inclusion of chordwise bending modes in Rayleigh-Ritz analysis. For this study the structural
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Figure 10. Divergence velocity versus entire angle range of [ + 0/0]; laminate (AR =1 to 8)
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Figure 11. U-g diagram for [ + 30/0], balanced lifting surface (AR = 8, Altitude = 9 km, thickness = 0-007 m, M = 2-5)

aspect ratio was 8, the thickness was 0-007 m and the Mach number was 2-5 at 9 km. It is seen that
the flutter mode stayed as the third bending and flutter velocity is increased by addition of the
chordwise modes. Small change in flutter velocity is due to the fact that the aspect ratio is large,

Figure 11.
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Figure 12. Hypersonic flutter mach number versus lifting surface aspect ratio for altitudes 0, 9 and 15 km (h/c = 002,
Inconel x-750)

Effects of lifting surface aspect ratio on hypersonic flutter

An Inconel x-750 lifting surface is modelled as an equivalent plate of thickness-to-chord ratio
0-02. Flight conditions at 0, 9, and 15 km are taken and flutter velocities are calculated as
a function of lifting surface structural aspect ratio. For flutter predictions finite elements for the
structure and Kernel functions for the flow are used. It is observed that as the aspect ratio
increases, flutter velocity is decreased at all flight conditions, Figure 12.

Aerodynamic heating effects on flutter

This is to simulate the structural stiffness loss effects at high velocity flow due to aerodynamic
heating. For this purpose two lifting surfaces are studied made of a super alloy Inconel x-750 and
composite carbon—carbon.

For the Inconel x-750 lifting surface, elevated temperature effects are studied for Mach
numbers 4 to 10. Temperature effects are simulated by using material properties at elevated
temperatures and calculation of structural deformations based on that. It is seen as depicted in
Figure 13 that flutter velocity decreased with elevated temperatures.

For a carbon-carbon lifting surface, aecrodynamic heating effects are simulated as being
4500° F. Mach numbers varied from 4 to 30 in this case. It is seen that flutter velocity is decreased
with aerodynamic heating. But, the rate of the flutter velocity decrease reduces beyond Mach 18
as depicted in Figure 14. This could be due to the fact that the piston theory is not accurate
beyond Mach 20 [19].
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Figure 13. Effect of aerodynamic heating on flutter reduced frequency of inconel x-750 lifting surface (AR =38,
h/c = 0016, altitude = 9 km)
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Figure 14. Effect of aerodynamic heating on flutter reduced frequency of carbon-carbon lifting surface (AR = 8§,
h/c = 0016, altitude = 9 km)

Equivalent plate thickness/chord ratio and flutter velocity

An aluminum alloy lifting surface is simulated as an equivalent thin plate of Aspect Ratio 8.
Flight conditions are at 0,9, and 15 km subsonic, supersonic, and hypersonic. The plate thickness
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Figure 15. Flutter Mach number as a function of lifting surface equivalent thickness/chord length, Aluminium alloy,
AR = 8. (Variables: Altitude—O0, 9, 15 km; Flight regime—subsonic, supersonic, hypersonic)

to chord length ratio is varied and flutter Mach numbers are obtained, Figure 15. At certain
thickness ratios, flutter is avoided at different flight velocities. At the preliminary design sizing this
information could be helpful.

CONCLUDING REMARKS

Meshless Methods, Finite Elements, Rayleigh—Ritz, and Kernel Functions are used to develop an
efficient procedure for multidisciplinary computation of fluid and structure interaction problems
of aerospace vehicles. Although the actual computing times could not be compared for each
parametric study, with the present approach each example was solved in less than ten minutes
using an average speed work station. This could be attributed to usage of meshless methods
together with high accurate finite elements.

The multidisciplinary approach presented here is advantageous since

(1) it is efficient and can be incorporated into design iterations,
(2) it uses meshless approach and therefore any new developments from structure or flow
solution methods can readily be incorporated in aeroelastic instability predictions.

Finally, numerical examples presented should be helpful in preliminary design stage of aerospace
vehicles with lifting surfaces of advanced materials as well as traditional isotropic materials.
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APPENDIX
Elements of [M], [K] and [A] matrices for bending - torsion-chordwise bending coupled

composite laminate using Rayleigh-Ritz approach with Theodorsen [15] and Spielberg [16]
unsteady aerodynamic coefficient,

rL rC

MBB = (I)]Zg‘"P]Z; dx dy
JO JO
rL rC

MTT = (D%‘{Ilzg dx dy
JO JO
rL rC

MCC = (I)(Zjl{’% dx dy
JO JO

4Dgs (" k,T
o= |52 [ o ()

L
KBT = 2D16 j q)g(l)’/r dx
0

L prC
KBC:DIZJ\ J Opd e dx dy

0 JO

L pC L prC
0 JO

0 Jo

L C L C
Kee =Dy f f (@¢)? dx dy—f‘DzzJ j (@2 () dx dy

0 JO 0 Jo

L C
+ 4D j j (@L)2(W)? dx dy
0 0

1 L
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b Jo
M L

ATC = s J (I)Tq)C dx
¢ Jo

N L
Acr = 7" f O Dc dx

0

R
ACC:NCB q)cdx

0

where k,, are structural aspect ratio corrections. The complex functions of Ly,. . . ,N4,. .., My
can be found in [2].
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