arXiv:2103.07925v1 [cs.CE] 14 Mar 2021

An SPH framework for fluid-solid and contact interaction problems including thermo-mechanical coupling and reversible phase transitions

Sebastian L. Fuchs^{a,b}, Christoph Meier^a, Wolfgang A. Wall^a, Christian J. Cyron^{b,c,∗}

aInstitute for Computational Mechanics, Technical University of Munich, Boltzmannstrasse 15, 85748, Garching, Germany bInstitute of Continuum and Materials Mechanics, Hamburg University of Technology, Eissendorfer Str. 42, 21073, Hamburg, Germany cInstitute of Material Systems Modeling, Helmholtz-Zentrum Geesthacht, Max-Planck-Straße 1, 21502 Geesthacht, Germany

Abstract

The present work proposes an approach for fluid-solid and contact interaction problems including thermomechanical coupling and reversible phase transitions. The solid field is assumed to consist of several arbitrarily-shaped, undeformable but mobile rigid bodies, that are evolved in time individually and allowed to get into mechanical contact with each other. The fluid field generally consists of multiple liquid or gas phases. All fields are spatially discretized using the method of smoothed particle hydrodynamics (SPH). This approach is especially suitable in the context of continually changing interface topologies and dynamic phase transitions without the need for additional methodological and computational effort for interface tracking as compared to mesh- or grid-based methods. Proposing a concept for the parallelization of the computational framework, in particular concerning a computationally efficient evaluation of rigid body motion, is an essential part of this work. Finally, the accuracy and robustness of the proposed framework is demonstrated by several numerical examples in two and three dimensions, involving multiple rigid bodies, two-phase flow, and reversible phase transitions, with a focus on two potential application scenarios in the fields of engineering and biomechanics: powder bed fusion additive manufacturing (PBFAM) and disintegration of food boluses in the human stomach. The efficiency of the parallel computational framework is demonstrated by a strong scaling analysis.

Keywords: rigid body motion, two-phase flow, reversible phase transitions, smoothed particle hydrodynamics, metal additive manufacturing, gastric fluid mechanics

1. Introduction

In many applications in science and engineering, like for example in some areas of biomechanics, fluidsolid and contact interaction problems characterized by a large number of solid bodies immersed in a fluid flow and undergoing reversible phase transitions, are of great interest. Often, explicitly considering the deformation of solid bodies can be neglected, which reduces the complexity of the problem to the treatment of undeformable but mobile rigid bodies, in favor of simplified modeling. Most current mesh- or grid-based methods, e.g., the finite element method (FEM), the finite difference method (FDM), or the finite volume method (FVM), require substantial methodological and computational efforts to model the motion of rigid bodies in fluid flow. To overcome those issues, several approaches, e.g., based on the particle finite element method (PFEM) [1, 2, 3], or on smoothed particle hydrodynamics (SPH) [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10], have been proposed. SPH as a mesh-free discretization scheme is, due to its Lagrangian nature, very well suited for flow problems involving multiple phases, dynamic and reversible phase transitions, and complex interface

∗corresponding author Email addresses: fuchs@lnm.mw.tum.de (Sebastian L. Fuchs), meier@lnm.mw.tum.de (Christoph Meier),

wall@lnm.mw.tum.de (Wolfgang A. Wall), christian.cyron@tuhh.de (Christian J. Cyron)

Preprint submitted to arXiv March 16, 2021

topologies. This makes SPH very appropriate for a wide range of applications in engineering, e.g., in metal additive manufacturing melt pool modeling [11, 12], or in biomechanics, e.g., for modeling the digestion of food in the human stomach [13]. All aforementioned SPH formulations for modeling rigid body motion in fluid flow have in common, that rigid bodies are spatially discretized as (clusters of) particles. It is generally accepted that advanced boundary particle methods, e.g., based on the extrapolation of field quantities from fluid to boundary particles [14, 15, 16], are beneficial, because one can model the fluid field close to the boundary with high accuracy. In many of the aforementioned applications, an exact representation of the fluid-solid interface plays an important role. Therefore, herein a formulation of this kind proposed in [16] is utilized. To the best of the authors’ knowledge non of the aforementioned SPH formulations modeling rigid body motion in fluid flow simultaneously consider thermal conduction, reversible phase transitions, and multiple (liquid and gas) phases.

To help close this gap, this contribution proposes a smoothed particle hydrodynamics framework for fluid-solid and contact interaction problems including thermo-mechanical coupling and reversible phase transitions. The solid field is assumed to consist of several arbitrarily-shaped, undeformable but mobile rigid bodies, that are evolved in time individually. Based on a temperature field, provided by solving the heat equation, reversible phase transitions, i.e., melting and solidification, are evaluated between the fluid and the solid field. As a result, the shape and the total number of rigid bodies may vary over time. In addition, contact between rigid bodies is considered by employing a spring-dashpot model.

While parallel implementation aspects along with detailed scalability studies are not in the focus of the aforementioned references, in this work, a concept for the parallelization of the computational framework is proposed, setting the focus in particular on an efficient evaluation of rigid body motion. The parallel behavior is demonstrated, confirming that detailed studies at a large scale become possible. It shall be noted, that the parallel implementation of such a computational framework is far from trivial but indispensable when examining numerical examples that are of practical relevance. Note that the introduced concept for the parallelization of the computational framework is applicable not only when using SPH as a discretization scheme, but also for other particle-based methods, e.g., discrete element method (DEM), or molecular dynamics (MD).

The remainder of this work is organized as follows: Section 2 outlines the governing equations for a fluid-solid and contact interaction problem including thermal conduction and phase transitions. In Section 3 details of the computational implementation are discussed. Finally, in Section 4 the accuracy and robustness of the proposed formulation is demonstrated by several numerical examples.

2. Governing equations

Consider a domain Ω of a fluid-solid interaction problem that consists at each time t ∈ [0, T ] of the non-overlapping fluid domain Ω^f and solid domain Ω^s that share a common interface Γ^{f s}, with Ω = Ω^f ∪ Ω^s and Ω^f ∩ Ω^s = Γ^{f s}. In general, the fluid domain Ω^f may consist of multiple (liquid and gas) phases. For ease of notation, in the following it will not be distinguished between the different fluid phases. The solid domain Ω^s is composed of several non-overlapping sub-domains Ω^s_k, which represent rigid bodies k, such that Ω^s = ⋃ k Ω^s_k. In the event of contact between two rigid bodies k and k̂, a common interface Γ^{ss}_{k,k̂} = Ω^s_k ∩ Ω^s_{k̂} exists, separating the two solid sub-domains Ω^s_k and Ω^s_{k̂}. A detailed illustration of the problem is given in Figure 1. In the following the (standard) governing equations of the fluid and the solid field as well as the respective coupling conditions are briefly given. In addition, reversible phase transitions between the fluid and the solid field, e.g., temperature-induced melting and solidification, may occur. For this reason, the temperature field is modeled solving the heat equation.

2.1. Fluid field

The fluid field is governed by the instationary Navier-Stokes equations in the domain Ω^f , which consist in convective form of the mass continuity equation and the momentum equation dρ^f dt = −ρ^f ∇ · u^f in Ω^f , (1) 2

PSfrag replacements

Figure 1: Domain Ω consisting of several disjunct domains, the fluid domain Ω^f and the solid sub-domains Ω^s_k representing rigid bodies k, with fluid-solid interface Γ^{f s}_k and solid-solid interface Γ^{ss}_{k,k̂} in the event of contact between the rigid bodies k and k̂.

du^f dt = − 1 ρ^f ∇p^f + f_ν + b^f in Ω^f , (2)

with viscous force f_ν and body force b^f each per unit mass. For a Newtonian fluid the viscous force is f_ν = ν^f ∇^2u^f with kinematic viscosity ν^f . The mass continuity equation (1) and the momentum equation (2) represent a system of d + 1 equations with the d + 2 unknowns, velocity u^f , density ρ^f , and pressure p^f , in d-dimensional space. The system of equations is closed with an equation of state p^f = p^f ( ρ^f ) relating fluid density ρ^f and pressure p^f , cf. Section 3.3.3. The Navier-Stokes equations (1) and (2) are subject to the following initial conditions

ρ^f = ρ^f_0 and u^f = u^f_0 in Ω^f at t = 0 (3)

with initial density ρ^f_0 and initial velocity u^f_0 . In addition, Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions are applied on the fluid boundary Γ^f = ∂Ω^f \ Γ^{f s}

u^f = û^f on Γ^f_D and t^f = t̂^f on Γ^f_N , (4)

with prescribed boundary velocity û^f and boundary traction t̂^f , where Γ^f = Γ^f_D ∪ Γ^f_N and Γ^f_D ∩ Γ^f_N = ∅. Furthermore, on the fluid-solid interface Γ^{f s} = ⋃ k Γ^{f s}_k the so-called kinematic and dynamic coupling conditions are u^f = u^{f s}_k and t^f = t^{f s}_k on Γ^{f s}_k ∀k , (5) resembling a no-slip boundary condition and ensuring equilibrium of fluid and solid traction across the interface Γ^{f s}. Herein, u^{f s}_k and t^{f s}_k denote the velocity respectively traction of a rigid body k on the fluidsolid interface Γ^{f s}_k .

Remark 1. In the equations (1)-(2) governing the fluid field, all time derivatives follow the motion of material points, i.e., are material derivatives^{d(·)}_{dt} =^{∂(·)}_{∂t} + u · ∇(·). Besides, ∇(·) denotes derivatives with respect to spatial coordinates.

2.2. Solid field

The solid field is assumed to consist of several mobile rigid bodies k each represented by a sub-domain Ω^s_k embedded in the fluid domain Ω^f . Thus, the interface of a rigid body k is Γ^s_k = Γ^{f s}_k ∪ (⋃ k̂ Γ^{ss}_{k,k̂} ) with contacting rigid bodies k̂, cf. Figure 1. The kinematics of each rigid body k are uniquely defined by three respectively six degrees of freedom in two- and three-dimensional space, i.e., the position of the center of mass r^s_k and the orientation ψ^s_k. As a result, the equations of motion of an individual rigid body k are described by the balance of linear and angular momentum m^s_k d^2r^s_k dt^2

= f^{f s}_k + ∑ k̂ f^{ss}_{k,k̂} + m^s_kb^s_k in Ω^s_k , (6) 3

I^s_k dω^s_k dt = m^{f s}_k + ∑ k̂ m^{ss}_{k,k̂} in Ω^s_k , (7)

with mass m^s_k and mass moment of inertia I^s_k with respect to the center of mass position r^s_k. Herein, ω^s_k denotes the angular velocity of a rigid body k, cf. Remark 2. Furthermore, f^{f s}_k and m^{f s}_k describe the resultant coupling force respectively torque acting on the fluid-solid interface Γ^{f s}_k of rigid body k. Contacting rigid bodies k and k̂ exchange the resultant contact force f^{ss}_{k,k̂} respectively torque m^{ss}_{k,k̂} at the solid-solid interface Γ^{ss}_{k,k̂}. Finally, the body force b^s_k given per unit mass is contributing to the balance of linear momentum.

Remark 2. The orientation ψ^s_k is expressed by a (pseudo-)vector whose direction and magnitude represent the axis and angle of rotation. Note that in general, the angular velocity ω^s_k of a rigid body k is different from the time derivative of the orientation ψ^s_k, i.e., ω^s_k ≠ dψ^s_k/dt , due to the non-additivity of large rotations [17, 18, 19, 20]. Direct evolution of the orientation ψ^s_k of a rigid body k requires a special class of time integration schemes, so-called Lie group time integrators [21, 22].

2.3. Thermal conduction

Thermal conduction in the combined fluid and solid domain Ω = Ω^f ∪ Ω^s in the absence of heat sources or heat sinks (which are neglected herein for simplicity) is governed by the heat equation c^ϕ_p dT dt = 1 ρ^ϕ ∇ ( κ^ϕ∇T ) in Ω , (8)

with temperature T and heat flux q = −κ^ϕ∇T . The material parameters heat capacity c^ϕ_p and thermal conductivity κ^ϕ are in general different for fluid and solid field, and hence for clarity are denoted by the index (·)^ϕ with ϕ ∈ {f, s}. The heat equation (8) is subject to the following initial condition

T = T_0 in Ω at t = 0 (9)

with initial temperature T_0. In addition, Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions are required on the domain boundary Γ = ∂Ω T = T̂ on Γ_D and q = q̂ on Γ_N , (10)

with prescribed boundary temperature T̂ and boundary heat flux q̂, where Γ = Γ_D ∪ Γ_N and Γ_D ∩ Γ_N = ∅.

2.4. Reversible phase transition

Reversible phase transitions, i.e., melting and solidification, are considered between the solid and the fluid field. Within this publication, solid material points that exceed a transition temperature T_t undergo a phase transition to a fluid material point and vice versa, cf. Remark 3. Consequently, the shape of a rigid body k, i.e., its sub-domain Ω^s_k, is changing due to a loss or gain of material points resulting in a varying mass m_k, center of mass position r_k, and mass moment of inertia I_k.

Remark 3. For the sake of simplicity, only temperature-independent parameters are considered herein, and latent heat is neglected. Latent heat could be included by an apparent capacity scheme relying on an increased heat capacity c_p within a finite temperature interval [23] in a straightforward manner.

Remark 4. The proposed framework is general enough to model also chemically-induced phase transitions based on a concentration field. For this purpose, the diffusion equation dC/dt = 1 / ρ^ϕ ∇ ( D^ϕ∇C ) with diffusivity D^ϕ modeling the transport of a concentration C is solved. Considering the similarity between the heat equation (8) and the diffusion equation, the latter can be discretized following a similar SPH discretization [24, 25] as applied for the heat equation, cf. Section 3.5. Similarly, modeling phase transitions a transition concentration C_t is defined.

3. Numerical methods and parallel computational framework

This section presents the methods applied for discretization and numerical solution of a fluid-solid and contact interaction problem with phase transitions as described in Section 2. The presented parallel computational framework is implemented in the in-house parallel multiphysics research code BACI (Bavarian Advanced Computational Initiative) [26] using the Message Passing Interface (MPI) for distributed-memory parallel programming.

3.1. Spatial discretization via smoothed particle hydrodynamics

For the spatial discretization smoothed particle hydrodynamics (SPH) is used, allowing for a straightforward particle-based evaluation of fluid-solid coupling conditions. In the following, the basics of this method are recapitulated briefly.

3.1.1. Approximation of field quantities applying a smoothing kernel

The fundamental concept of SPH is based on the approximation of a field quantity f via a smoothing operation and on the discretization of the domain Ω with discretization points, so-called particles j, each occupying a volume V_j . Introducing a smoothing kernel W (r, h) that fulfills certain consistency properties [24, 27], cf. Remark 5, leads to an approximation of the field quantity f based on summation of contributions from all particles j in the domain Ω f(r) ≈ ∫ Ω f(r^′)W (|r − r^′|, h) dr^′ ≈ ∑ j V_j f(r_j )W (|r − r_j |, h) (11)

which includes a smoothing error and a discretization error [28].

Remark 5. The smoothing kernel W (r, h) is a monotonically decreasing, smooth function that depends on a distance r and a smoothing length h. The smoothing length h together with a scaling factor κ define the support radius r_c = κh of the smoothing kernel. Compact support, i.e., W (r, h) = 0 for r > r_c, as well as positivity, i.e., W (r, h) ≥ 0 for r ≤ r_c, are typical properties of standard smoothing kernels W (r, h). In addition, the normalization property requires that ∫ Ω W (|r − r^′|, h) dr^′ = 1. The Dirac delta function property lim_{h→0} W (r, h) = δ(r) ensures an exact representation of a field quantity f in the limit h → 0.

A straightforward approach in SPH to determine the gradient of a quantity f follows directly by differentiation of (11) resulting in ∇f(r) ≈ ∫ Ω f(r^′)∇W (|r − r_j |, h) dr^′ ≈ ∑ j V_j f(r_j )∇W (|r − r_j |, h) . (12)

Note that this (simple) gradient approximation shows some particular disadvantages. Hence, more advanced approximations for gradients are given in the literature [24] and will also be applied in the following. In sum, the concept of SPH allows to reduce partial differential equations to a system of coupled ordinary differential equations (with as many equations as particles) that is solved in the domain Ω. Thereby, all field quantities are evaluated at and associated with particle positions, meaning each particle carries its corresponding field quantities. Finally, in a post-processing step a continuous field quantity f is recovered from the discrete quantities f(r_j ) of particles j in the domain Ω using the approximation (11) and the commonly known Shepard filter f̂(r) ≈ ∑ j V_j f(r_j )W (|r − r_j |, h) ∑ j V_j W (|r − r_j |, h) . (13)

Note that the denominator typically takes on values close to one inside the fluid domain and is mainly relevant for boundary regions with reduced support due to a lack of neighboring particles.

Remark 6. In the following, a quantity f evaluated for particle i at position r_i is written as f_i = f(r_i). The short notation W_{ij} = W (r_{ij} , h) denotes the smoothing kernel W evaluated for particle i at position r_i with neighboring particle j at position r_j , where r_{ij} = |r_{ij} | = |r_i − r_j | is the absolute distance between particles i and j. The derivative of the smoothing kernel W with respect to the absolute distance r_{ij} is denoted by ∂W /∂r_{ij} = ∂W (r_{ij} , h)/∂r_{ij} .

Remark 7. Herein, a quintic spline smoothing kernel W (r, h) as defined in [14] with smoothing length h and compact support of the smoothing kernel with support radius r_c = κh and scaling factor κ = 3 is used.

3.1.2. Initial particle spacing

Within this contribution, the domain Ω is initially filled with particles located on a regular grid with particle spacing Δx, thus in the d-dimensional space each particle initially occupies an effective volume V_{ef f} = (Δx)^d. A particle in the fluid domain Ω^f is called a fluid particle i, whereas a particle in the solid domain Ω^s_k of a rigid body k is called a rigid particle r. Naturally, the choice of the particle spacing Δx influences the accuracy of the interface representation between fluid and solid domain. The mass of a particle is initially assigned using the reference density of the respective phase, i.e., ρ^f_0 for the fluid phase and ρ^s_0 for the solid phase, and the effective volume V_{ef f} .

Remark 8. Within this work, the smoothing length h of the smoothing kernel W (r, h), cf. Remark 7, is set equal to the initial particle spacing Δx. Consequently, in a convergence analysis with decreasing particle spacing Δx the ratio Δx/h remains constant [28].

3.2. Parallelization via spatial decomposition of the domain

For the problems studied herein, an efficient parallel computational framework capable of handling systems constituted of a large number of particles is required. This requires addressing in particular two aspects, namely, an efficient evaluation of particle interactions, and a parallel load distribution strategy while keeping communication overhead at an acceptable level. In the literature, several approaches for parallel particle frameworks have been proposed [29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34]. In the present work, a spatial decomposition approach with neighbor pair detection and a combination of Verlet-lists and cell-linked lists based on [30] is applied. The general idea of the spatial decomposition approach is briefly explained in the following, however, for detailed information, the interested reader is referred to the original publication [30].

PSfrag replacements

Figure 2: A fluid-solid interaction problem consisting of a rigid body k with affiliated rigid particles r and surrounding fluid particles i distributed over several processors p according to a spatial decomposition approach.

The evaluation of particle interactions in SPH requires knowledge of neighboring particles within a geometrically limited interaction distance, i.e., within the support radius r_c of the smoothing kernel, cf. Section 3.1. Thus, the computational domain is divided into several cubic cells forming a uniform lattice, while each particle is uniquely assigned to one of those cells according to its current spatial position, cf. Figure 2. The size of the cells is chosen such that neighboring particles are either located in the same cell or in adjacent cells, i.e., the size of the cells is at least equal to the support radius r_c of the smoothing kernel.

Following a spatial decomposition approach, the cells together with assigned particles are distributed over all involved processors, i.e., forming so-called processor domains. To keep the computational load balanced between all processors and to minimize the communication overhead, cubic processor domains are defined such that each contains (nearly) the same number of particles. The cells occupied by each processor are called owned cells. On each processor the position of particles located in its processor domain, i.e., the position of so-called owned particles, is evolved. This requires the evaluation of interactions of owned particles with their neighboring particles. However, the correct evaluation of particle interactions close to processor domain boundaries requires that each processor has information not only about its owned particles but also about particles in cells adjacent to its processor domain. To this end, each processor is provided full information not only about its own domain but additionally about a layer of ghosted cells (with ghosted particles) around its own domain. Keeping the information about ghosted cells and particles continuously updated requires communication between processors.

Remark 9. To exemplify the cost of communication overhead, consider a perfectly cubic processor domain occupying n_o owned cells. Consequently, assuming one layer of ghosted cells surrounding the processor domain, a total of n_g =

(_3√ n_o + 2

)_3 − n_o cells are ghosted. That is, the communication overhead scales with the ratio n_g/n_o of ghosted cells n_g to owned cells n_o. Furthermore, the (average) number of particles per cell, and, consequently, also the communication overhead, scale with the ratio r_c/Δx of the support radius r_c and the initial particle spacing Δx.

As a consequence of the spatial decomposition approach, the affiliated rigid particles r of a rigid body k might be distributed over several processors, cf. Figure 2. However, note that the balance of linear and angular momentum, cf. equations (6)-(7), describing the motion of a rigid body k are given with respect to the center of mass position r^s_k. Thus, the evaluation of mass quantities, i.e., mass m_k, center of mass position r^s_k , and mass moment of inertia I_k, as well as the evaluation of resultant force f_k and torque m_k acting on a rigid body k, requires special communication between all processors hosting rigid particles r belonging to rigid body k and the single processor owning rigid body k, cf. Section 3.4.

3.3. Modeling fluid flow using weakly compressible SPH

For modeling fluid flow using SPH, several different formulations each with its own characteristics and benefits can be derived. Here, the instationary Navier-Stokes equations (1) and (2) are discretized by a weakly compressible approach [24, 27, 35]. This section gives a brief overview of this formulation applied already in [36, 37]. For ease of notation, in the following the index (·)^f denoting fluid quantities, as used in Section 2, is dropped.

3.3.1. Density summation

The density of a particle i is determined via summation of the respective smoothing kernel contributions of all neighboring particles j within the support radius r_c

ρ_i = m_i ∑ j W_{ij} (14)

with mass m_i of particle i. This approach is typically denoted as density summation and results in an exact conservation of mass in the fluid domain, which can be shown in a straightforward manner considering the commonly applied normalization of the smoothing kernel to unity. It shall be noted that the density field may alternatively be obtained by discretization and integration of the mass continuity equation (1) [27].

3.3.2. Momentum equation

The momentum equation (2) is discretized following [16, 38] including a transport velocity formulation to suppress the problem of tensile instability. It will be briefly recapitulated in the following. The transport velocity formulation relies on a constant background pressure p_b that is applied to all particles and results in a contribution to the particle accelerations for in general disordered particle distributions. However, these additional acceleration contributions vanish for particle distributions fulfilling the partition of unity of the smoothing kernel, thus fostering these desirable configurations. For the sake of brevity, the definition of the modified advection velocity and the additional terms in the momentum equation from the aforementioned transport velocity formulation are not discussed in the following and the reader is referred to the original publication [38]. Altogether, the acceleration a_i = du_i/dt of a particle i results from summation of all acceleration contributions due to interaction with neighboring particles j and a body force as

a_i = 1 m_i ∑ j ( V^2_i + V^2_j ) [ −p̃_{ij} ∂W ∂r_{ij} e_{ij} + η̃_{ij} u_{ij} r_{ij} ∂W ∂r_{ij} ] + b_i , (15)

with volume V_i = m_i/ρ_i of particle i, unit vector e_{ij} = r_i − r_j /|r_i − r_j | = r_{ij} /r_{ij} , relative velocity u_{ij} = u_i − u_j , and density-weighted inter-particle averaged pressure and inter-particle averaged viscosity

p̃_{ij} = ρ_j p_i + ρ_ip_j ρ_i + ρ_j and η̃_{ij} = 2η_iη_j η_i + η_j

. (16)

In the following, the acceleration contribution of a neighboring particle j to particle i is, for ease of notation, denoted as a_{ij} , where a_i = ∑ j a_{ij} + b_i. The above given momentum equation (15) exactly conserves linear momentum due to pairwise anti-symmetric particle forces

m_ia_{ij} = −m_j a_{ji} , (17)

which follows from the property ∂W /∂r_{ij} = ∂W /∂r_{ji} of the smoothing kernel.

3.3.3. Equation of state

Following a weakly compressible approach, the density ρ_i and pressure p_i of a particle i are linked via the equation of state

p_i(ρ_i) = c^2(ρ_i − ρ_0) = p_0 ( ρ_i ρ_0 − 1 ) (18)

with reference density ρ_0, reference pressure p_0 = ρ_0c^2 and artificial speed of sound c. Note that this commonly applied approach can only capture deviations from the reference pressure, i.e., p_i(ρ_0) = 0, and not the total pressure. To limit density fluctuations to an acceptable level, while still avoiding too severe time step restrictions, strategies are discussed in [14] how to choose the artificial speed of sound c.

3.3.4. Boundary and coupling conditions

Herein, both rigid wall boundary conditions as well as rigid body coupling conditions, are modeled following [16]. In the former case, at least q = floor( r_c/Δx ) layers of boundary particles b are placed parallel to the fluid boundary Γ^f_D with a distance of Δx/2 outside of the fluid domain Ω^f in order to maintain full support of the smoothing kernel. In the latter case, rigid particles r of rigid bodies k are considered, while naturally describing the fluid-solid interface Γ^{f s}. In both cases, a boundary particle b or a rigid particle r contribute to the density summation (14) and to the momentum equation (15) evaluated for a fluid particle i considered as neighboring particle j. The respective quantities of boundary particles b respectively rigid particles r are extrapolated from the fluid field based on a local force balance as described in [16]. Consequently, striving for conservation of linear momentum, cf. equation (17), the force acting on a rigid particle r stemming from interaction with fluid particle i, cf. equation (15), is given as

f_{ri} = −m_ia_{ir} . (19)

Remark 10. The floor operator used herein is defined by floor(x) := max {k ∈ Z | k ≤ x} and returns the largest integer that is less than or equal to its argument x.

3.4. Modeling the motion of rigid bodies discretized by particles

Within this formulation, each rigid body k is composed of several rigid particles r that are fixed relative to a rigid body frame, i.e., there is no relative motion among rigid particles of a rigid body. Thus, the rigid particles of a rigid body are not evolved in time individually, but follow the motion of the rigid body, cf. Section 3.7, described by the balance of linear and angular momentum, cf. equations (6)-(7).

As a consequence of the spatial decomposition approach, cf. Section 3.2, special communication between all processors hosting rigid particles r of a rigid body k in terms of the evaluation of mass quantities, cf. Section 3.4.2, respectively the evaluation of resultant forces and torques, cf. Section 3.4.3, is required. For ease of notation, in the following the index (·)^s denoting solid quantities, as used in Section 2, is dropped.

3.4.1. Orientation of rigid bodies

The orientation ψ_k of a rigid body k, described by one respectively three degrees of freedom in two- and three-dimensional space, is introduced in Section 2.2 without explicitly defining a specific parameterization of the underlying rotation, e.g., via Euler angles or Rodriguez parameters. Moreover, as stated in Remark 2, explicit evolution of the orientation ψ_k requires special Lie group time integrators. A straightforward approach to overcome aforementioned issues is to describe the orientation of a rigid body via quaternion algebra, cf. Remark 12. Consequently, in the following it is assumed that at all times the orientation ψ_k of a rigid body k can be uniquely described by a unit quaternion q_k, cf. Figure 3. Once a local rigid body frame is defined, this allows to transform the relative position of rigid particles r_{rk}, cf. Remark 11, from that rigid body frame to the reference frame, e.g., a global cartesian system.

PSfrag replacements

Figure 3: Orientation of a rigid body k with rigid particles r and their relative position r_{rk} described via a unit quaternion q_k at different times.

Remark 11. Note that the relative position of rigid particles r_{rk} expressed in the rigid body frame is, in general, a known (and constant) quantity, that only needs to be updated in case the center of mass position r_k changes, i.e., due to phase transitions.

Remark 12. For the sake of brevity, the principals of quaternion algebra are not delineated herein. It remains the definition of operator ∘ denoting quaternion multiplication as used in the following.

3.4.2. Parallel evaluation of mass-related quantities

In a first step, on each processor p the processor-wise mass_pm_k and center of mass position_pr_k of a rigid body k are computed as pm_k = ∑ r m_r and_pr_k = ∑ r m_rr_r ∑ r m_r (20)

considering the mass m_r and position r_r of all affiliated rigid particles r being located in the computational domain of processor p, cf. Figure 4 for an illustration. Accordingly, the processor-wise mass moment of inertia_pI_k of a rigid body k follows componentwise (in index notation) as pI_{k,ij} = ∑ r [ I_r δ_{ij} + [ ∑ q ( pr_{k,q} − r_{r,q} )_2 δ_{ij} − ( pr_{k,i} − r_{r,i} )( pr_{k,j} − r_{r,j} ) ] m_r ] (21)

with mass m_r and mass moment of inertia I_r of a rigid particle r, cf. Remark 13, and Kronecker delta δ_{ij} , cf. Remark 14. The computed processor-wise quantities, i.e., mass_pm_k, center of mass position_pr_k, and mass moment of inertia_pI_k, are communicated to the owning processor of rigid body k. In a second step, on the owning processor the total mass m_k and center of mass position r_k of rigid body k are computed over all processors p as

m_k = ∑ p pm_k and r_k = ∑ p pm_{k p}r_k ∑ p pm_k (22)

making use of the received processor-wise quantities. Similar to (21) the mass moment of inertia I_k of rigid body k follows componentwise (in index notation) as I_{k,ij} = ∑ p [ pI_{k,ij} + [ ∑ q ( r_{k,q} −_pr_{k,q} )_2 δ_{ij} − ( r_{k,i} −_pr_{k,i} )( r_{k,j} −_pr_{k,j} ) ] pm_k ] (23)

again considering the received processor-wise quantities. Finally, the determined global quantities, i.e., mass m_k, center of mass position r_k, and mass moment of inertia I_k, are communicated from the owning processor to all hosting processors of rigid body k.

PSfrag replacements

Figure 4: Parallel distribution of a rigid body k with rigid particles r over several processors p illustrating the evaluation of mass m_k, center of mass position r_k, and mass moment of inertia I_k via processor-wise mass_pm_k, center of mass position_pr_k, and mass moment of inertia_pI_k.

Remark 13. The mass moment of inertia I_r of a rigid particle r with mass m_r is computed based on the effective volume V_{ef f} = (Δx)^d with initial particle spacing Δx, cf. Section 3.1.2. In two-dimensional space (d = 2) assuming circular disk-shaped particles results in I_r = 0.5m_rr_{ef f} with effective radius r_{ef f} = Δx/ √ π . Accordingly, in three-dimensional space (d = 3) assuming spherical-shaped particles results in I_r = 0.4m_rr_{ef f} with effective radius r_{ef f} =^3 √ 0.75/π Δx.

Remark 14. The Kronecker delta δ_{ij} used in equations (21) and (23) to compute the mass moments of

inertia is defined by δ_{ij} = { 1 if i = j , 0 otherwise.

Remark 15. The computation of the mass moment of inertia, cf. equations (21) respectively (23), is based on the Huygens-Steiner theorem, also called parallel axis theorem.

3.4.3. Parallel evaluation of resultant force and torque

To begin with, the resultant coupling and contact force acting on a rigid particle r of rigid body k is given as f_r = ∑ i f_{ri} + ∑ k̂ ∑ r̂ f_{rr̂} (24)

with coupling forces f_{ri} stemming from interaction with neighboring fluid particles i, cf. equation (19), and contact forces f_{rr̂} stemming from interaction with rigid particles r̂ of contacting rigid bodies k̂, cf. equation (27). Similar to the computation of mass-related quantities as described in Section 3.4.2, the resultant force f_k and torque m_k acting on a rigid body k are determined considering the parallel distribution of the affiliated rigid particles r on hosting processors p, cf. Figure 4. Thus, in a first step the processor-wise resultant force_pf_k and torque_pm_k acting on rigid body k are computed as

pf_k = ∑ r f_r and_pm_k = ∑ r r_{rk} × f_r (25)

with r_{rk} = r_r − r_k while considering the resultant forces f_r acting on all rigid particles r being located in the computational domain of processor p. For correct computation of the processor-wise resultant torque_pm_k the knowledge of the global center of mass position r_k is required on all processors, cf. Section 3.4.2. Finally, the computed processor-wise forces_pf_k and torques_pm_k are communicated to the owning processor of rigid body k and summed up to the global resultant force and torque acting on rigid body k

f_k = ∑ p pf_k and m_k = ∑ p pm_k . (26)

Remark 16. In the case of a computation on a single processor, the evaluation of mass m_k, center of mass position r_k, and mass moment of inertia I_k of a rigid body k follow directly from equations (20) and (21), while the resultant force f_k and torque m_k directly follow from equation (25), in each case without the need for special communication.

3.4.4. Contact evaluation between neighboring rigid bodies

For the modeling of frictionless contact between neighboring rigid bodies k and k̂, a contact normal force law based on a spring-dashpot model, similar to [17], is employed. The contact force is acting between pairs of neighboring rigid particles r and r̂ of contacting rigid bodies, i.e., for distances r_{rr̂} < Δx with r_{rr̂} = |r_{rr̂}| = |r_r − r_{r̂}|. Accordingly, the contact force acting on a particle r of rigid body k due to contact with a particle r̂ of neighboring rigid body k̂ is given as

f_{rr̂} = { − [ min ( 0, k_c(r_{rr̂} − Δx) + d_c(e_{rr̂} · v_{rr̂}) )] e_{rr̂} if r_{rr̂} < Δx ,

0 otherwise,

(27)

with unit vector e_{rr̂} = r_{rr̂}/r_{rr̂} , stiffness constant k_c, and damping constant d_c. The min operator in equation (27) ensures that only repulsive forces between the rigid particles are considered (tension cut-off).

Remark 17. Contact between a rigid body k and a rigid wall is modeled similar to equation (27) considering rigid particles r of a rigid body k and boundary particles b of a discretized rigid wall, cf. Section 3.3.4.

Remark 18. The applied contact evaluation between rigid bodies is for simplicity based on a contact normal force law evaluated between rigid particles while neglecting frictional effects. Generally, following a macroscopic approach of contact mechanics with non-penetration constraint, the normal distance between the contacting bodies, typically determined via closest point projections, is the contact-relevant kinematic quantity. Accordingly, the concept applied in this work, can be interpeted as a microscale approach based on a repulsive/steric interaction potential [39] defined between pairs of rigid particles of contacting rigid bodies. In the current work, this approach has been chosen for reasons of simplicity and numerical robustness. An extension to a macroscale approach, i.e., a normal distance-based contact interaction [8, 40], is possible in a straightforward manner.

3.5. Discretization of the heat equation using SPH

Thermal conduction in the combined fluid and solid domain governed by the heat equation (8) is discretized using smoothed particle hydrodynamics following a formulation proposed by Cleary and Monaghan [41] c_{p,a} dT_a dt = 1 ρ_a ∑ b V_b 4κ_aκ_b κ_a + κ_b T_{ab} r_{ab} ∂W ∂r_{ab} (28)

with volume V_b = m_b/ρ_b of particle b and temperature difference T_{ab} = T_a − T_b between particle a and particle b. The discretization of the conductive term is especially suited for problems involving a different thermal conductivity among the fields [41]. In the equation above, the index (·)^ϕ with ϕ ∈ {f, s} for fluid and solid field, as introduced in Section 2, is dropped for ease of notation. Accordingly, the particles a and b may denote fluid particles i as well as rigid particles j, respectively.

3.6. Modeling thermally driven reversible phase transitions

Due to the Lagrangian nature of SPH, each (material) particle carries its phase information. This allows for direct evaluation of the discretized heat equation (28) for fluid and rigid particles with corresponding phase-specific parameters of the particle a itself and of neighboring particles b, cf. Section 3.5. Phase transitions in the form of melting of a rigid body occurs, in case the temperature T_r of a rigid particle r exceeds the transition temperature T_t. The former rigid particle r changes phase to become a fluid particle i. Conversely, phase transitions in form of solidification occurs, in case the temperature T_i of a fluid particle i falls below the transition temperature T_t and the former fluid particle i becomes a rigid particle r.

Consequently, each time a rigid body k is subject to phase transition, its mass m_k, center of mass position r_k, and mass moment of inertia I_k are updated, cf. Section 3.4.2. In addition, the velocity u_k after phase transition is determined based on quantities prior to phase transition indicated by index (·)^′ as

u_k = u^′_k + ω_k × (r_{rk} − r^′_{rk}) (29)

following rigid body motion with (unchanged) angular velocity ω_k.

3.7. Time integration following a velocity-Verlet scheme

The discretized fluid and solid field are both integrated in time applying an explicit velocity-Verlet time integration scheme in kick-drift-kick form, also denoted as leapfrog scheme, that is of second order accuracy and reversible in time when dissipative effects are absent [24]. Again, for ease of notation, in the following the indices (·)^f and (·)^s denoting fluid respectively solid quantities, as introduced in Section 2, are dropped. Altogether, for the fluid field the positions r_i of fluid particles i are evolved in time, while for the solid field the center of mass positions r_k and the orientations ψ_k of all rigid bodies k are evolved in time. However, the positions r_r of rigid particles r are not evolved in time but directly follow the motion of corresponding affiliated rigid bodies k.

In a first kick-step, the accelerations a^n_i = ( du_i/dt )^n, as determined in the previous time step n, are used to compute the intermediate velocities

u^{n+1/2} i = u^n_i + Δt 2 a^n_i (30)

of fluid particles i, where Δt is the time step size. Similar, for rigid bodies k the linear and angular accelerations a^n_k = ( d^2r_k / dt^2 )_n respectively α^n_k = ( dω_k/dt )^n are used to compute the intermediate linear and angular velocities

u^{n+1/2} k = u^n_k + Δt 2 a^n_k and ω^{n+1/2}_k = ω^n_k + Δt 2 α^n_k . (31)

In a drift-step, the positions (and orientations) of fluid particles i and rigid bodies k are updated to time step n + 1 using the intermediate velocities. Accordingly, the positions of fluid particles i follow as

r^{n+1}_i = r^n_i + Δt u^{n+1/2}_i (32) and the center of mass positions of rigid bodies k as

r^{n+1}_k = r^n_k + Δt u^{n+1/2}_k . (33)

The orientations of rigid bodies k are updated making use of quaternion algebra, cf. Section 3.4.1. First, the angular orientation increments from time step n to time step n + 1 are determined using the intermediate angular velocities of rigid bodies k following ϕ^{n,n+1} k = Δt ω^{n+1/2}_k . (34)

Next, the angular orientation increments are described by so-called transition quaternions q^{n,n+1}_k . Finally, quaternion multiplication, cf. Remark 12, gives the updated orientations of rigid bodies k at time step n + 1

q^{n+1}_k = q^{n,n+1}_k ∘ q^n_k . (35)

Once the updated orientations (and thus also the updated rigid body frames) are known, the relative positions of rigid particles r^{n+1}_{rk} can be transformed from the rigid body frame to the reference frame. The velocities and the positions of rigid particles r are updated, considering the underlying rigid body motion of the corresponding rigid bodies k, in consistency with the applied time integration scheme following

u^{n+1/2} r = u^{n+1/2}_k + ω^{n+1/2}_k × r^{n+1}_{rk} and r^{n+1}_r = r^{n+1}_k + r^{n+1}_{rk} . (36)

Using the positions r^{n+1}_a and the intermediate velocities v^{n+1/2}_a of fluid and rigid particles a ∈ {i, r}, the densities ρ^{n+1}_i of fluid particles i are computed via equation (14). The densities ρ_r of rigid particles r are not evolved and remain constant. The temperature rates ( dT_a/dt )^{n+1} of fluid and rigid particles a are then updated on the basis of equation (28) with the temperatures T^n_a as well as the positions r^{n+1}_a and densities ρ^{n+1}_a . Finally, the temperatures of fluid and rigid particles a are computed as

T^{n+1}_a = T^n_a + Δt ( dT_a dt )_{n+1} . (37)

The accelerations a^{n+1}_i of fluid particles i, cf. equation (15), and the forces f^{n+1}_r acting on rigid particles r, cf. equation (24), are concurrently computed using the positions r^{n+1}_a , the intermediate velocities v^{n+1/2}_a , and the densities ρ^{n+1}_a of fluid and rigid particles a. Consequently, the resultant forces f^{n+1}_k and torques m^{n+1}_k acting on rigid bodies k, cf. Section 3.4.3, together with mass-related quantities, cf. Section 3.4.2, give the linear and angular accelerations a^{n+1}_k respectively α^{n+1}_k , cf. equations (6) and (7). In a final kick-step, the velocities of fluid particles i at time step n + 1 are computed as

u^{n+1}_i = u^{n+1/2}_i + Δt 2 a^{n+1}_i , (38)

while the linear and angular velocities of rigid bodies k are

u^{n+1}_k = u^{n+1/2}_k + Δt 2 a^{n+1}_k and ω^{n+1}_k = ω^{n+1/2}_k + Δt 2 α^{n+1}_k . (39)

Accordingly, the velocities of rigid particles r are determined following the motion of the corresponding rigid bodies k to u^{n+1}_r = u^{n+1}_k + ω^{n+1}_k × r^{n+1}_{rk} . (40) To maintain stability of the time integration scheme, the time step size Δt is restricted by the Courant- Friedrichs-Lewy (CFL) condition, the viscous condition, the body force condition, the contact condition, and the conductivity condition, refer to [14, 38, 42, 43] for more details,

Δt ≤ min { 0.25 h c + |u_{max}| , 0.125 h^2 ν , 0.25 √ h |b_{max}| , 0.22 √ m_r k_c , 0.1 ρc_ph^2 κ } , (41)

with maximum fluid velocity u_{max} and maximum body force b_{max}.

4. Numerical examples

The purpose of this section is to investigate the proposed numerical formulation for solving fluid-solid and contact interaction problems examining several numerical examples in two and three dimensions involving multiple mobile rigid bodies, two-phase flow, and reversible phase transitions. To begin with, several numerical examples of a single rigid body in a fluid flow, considering different spatial discretizations, are studied and compared to reference solutions, cf. Sections 4.1, 4.2, and 4.3. In a next step, two examples close to potential application scenarios of the proposed formulation in the fields of engineering and biomechanics are investigated, cf. Sections 4.4 and 4.5. Finally, the capabilities of the proposed parallel computational framework are demonstrated performing a strong scaling analysis, cf. Section 4.6.

4.1. Spatial discretization of a rigid circular disk

In the following, a rigid circular disk of diameter D = 2.5 × 10^{−3} with density ρ^s = 1.0 × 10^3, motivated by the subsequent examples discussed in Sections 4.2 and 4.3, is discretized with different values of the initial particle spacing Δx. The mass m^s and the mass moment of inertia I^s (with respect to the axis of symmetry) of the circular disk are computed with the proposed formulation and shown in Figure 5. With decreasing initial particle spacing Δx the values for mass m^s and mass moment of inertia I^s converge to the analytical solution confirming the proposed formulation. To illustrate, the resulting spatial discretizations of the circular disk with rigid particles are shown in Figure 6. Clearly, the approximation of the circular shape of the disk is of better accuracy for decreasing initial particle spacing Δx. To keep the computational effort at a feasible level, in the examples discussed in Sections 4.2 and 4.3 the domain is discretized with an initial particle spacing of Δx = 2.0 × 10^{−4} and Δx = 1.0 × 10^{−4}.

4.02.01.00.50.250.125·10^{−4} 4.755.00 5.25·10^{−3} Δx m^s

4.02.01.00.50.250.125·10^{−4} 3.64.0 4.4·10^{−9} Δx

I^s

Figure 5: Spatial discretization of a rigid circular disk: mass m^s and mass moment of inertia I^s of a rigid circular disk for different values of the initial particle spacing Δx (solid line) compared to the analytical solution (dashed line).

(a) Δx = 4.0 × 10^{−4} (b) Δx = 2.0 × 10^{−4} (c) Δx = 1.0 × 10^{−4} (d) Δx = 0.5 × 10^{−4}

Figure 6: Spatial discretization of a rigid circular disk: resulting spatial discretization of a rigid circular disk with rigid particles for selected values of the initial particle spacing Δx.

4.2. A rigid circular disk floating in a shear flow

The following numerical examples are concerned with the motion of a rigid circular disk floating in a shear flow. First, the principal setup of the problem along with numerical parameters is described, thereafter, two distinct cases, cf. Sections 4.2.1 and 4.2.2, are considered in detail. For validation, the results obtained with the proposed formulation are compared to [4] also applying SPH to discretize the fluid and the solid field.

A rigid circular disk of diameter D = 2.5 × 10^{−3} with density ρ^s = 1.0 × 10^3 is allowed to move freely in a rectangular channel of length L = 5.0 × 10^{−2} and height H = 1.0 × 10^{−2}, cf. Figure 7. The remainder of the channel is occupied by a Newtonian fluid with density ρ^f = 1.0×10^3 and kinematic viscosity ν^f = 5.0×10^{−6}. The bottom and top channel walls move with velocity u_w/2 in opposite direction inducing a shear flow in the channel. The Reynolds number of the problem is given as Re = u_wD^2 / 4ν^f H [44, 4] taking into account the diameter of the circular disk D and the channel height H. At the left and right end of the channel, periodic boundary conditions are applied, cf. Remark 19.

For the fluid phase, an artificial speed of sound c = 0.25 is chosen, resulting in a reference pressure p_0 = 62.5 of the weakly compressible model. The background pressure p_b of the transport velocity formulation is set equal to the reference pressure p_0. The motion of the bottom and top channel walls is modeled using moving boundary particles. The problem is solved for different values of the initial particle spacing Δx, cf. Section 4.1, for times t ∈ [0, 60.0] with time step size Δt obeying respective conditions (41).

Remark 19. Imposing a periodic boundary condition in a specific spatial direction allows for particle interaction evaluation across opposite domain borders. Moreover, particles leaving the domain on one side are re-entering on the opposite side.

PSfrag replacements

(a) Case 1: Migration of a floating rigid circular disk to the center line of a channel.

PSfrag replacements

(b) Case 2: Interaction of a floating rigid circular disk with a fixed rigid circular disk.

Figure 7: A rigid circular disk floating in a shear flow: geometry and boundary conditions of two different cases.

4.2.1. Case 1: Migration of a floating rigid circular disk to the center line of a channel This case is based on studies [45, 44] stating that a rigid circular disk floating in a shear flow in a channel migrates to the center line of the channel independent of its initial position and initial velocity. Herein, the rigid circular disk is initially at rest placed at vertical position r_y = 2.5×10^{−3} in the channel, cf. Figure 7(a). The channel walls move in opposite direction with a velocity magnitude of u_w/2 = 0.01 resulting in the Reynolds number Re = 0.625 of the problem.

The obtained vertical position r_y and the horizontal velocity u_x of the center of the circular disk in the channel over time t are displayed in Figure 8 for two different values of the initial particle spacing Δx. The circular disk migrates to the center line of the channel as expected, showing no significant difference between the results obtained with different initial particle spacings Δx. In addition, a comparison to the results of [4] shows very good agreement for the dynamics of the solution.

4.2.2. Case 2: Interaction of a floating rigid circular disk with a fixed rigid circular disk In the presence of a rigid circular disk that is fixed at the center line of the channel, a rigid circular disk floating in a shear flow migrates to a specific position of equilibrium independent of its initial position and velocity as stated in [46]. Herein, the fixed and the floating rigid circular disks are initially placed on the center line of the channel at horizontal position r_x = ±3.75 × 10^{−3}, cf. Figure 7(b). The channel walls move in opposite direction with a velocity magnitude of u_w/2 = 0.012 resulting in the Reynolds number Re = 0.75 of the problem.

Figure 9 shows the obtained trajectory, i.e., vertical position r_y over horizontal position r_x, and horizontal velocity u_x of the center of the floating circular disk in the channel for two different values of the initial

0 204060 0.00.51.0 1.52.02.5·10_{−3} t r_y

0 204060 0.01.02.0 3.04.05.0·10_{−3} t u_x

Figure 8: Migration of a floating rigid circular disk to the center line of a channel: vertical position r_y and horizontal velocity u_x of the center of the floating circular disk in the channel computed with the proposed formulation and an initial particle spacing of Δx = 2.0 × 10^{−4} (red dashed line) and Δx = 1.0 × 10^{−4} (black solid line) compared to the reference solution [4] (crosses).

particle spacing Δx. The results obtained with initial particle spacing Δx = 1.0 × 10^{−4} are in good agreement to the reference solution [4]. However, the results obtained with initial particle spacing Δx = 2.0 × 10^{−4} show fluctuations of the horizontal velocity u_x, which is why also the trajectory deviates from the reference solution [4]. This can be explained with disturbances of the density field due to relative particle movement [14], that are more pronounced with a coarser spatial discretization, i.e., with larger initial particle spacing Δx.

−2.0−1.5−1.0−0.5·10^{−2} −4.0 −2.0 0.0·10^{−4} r_x r_y

0 204060 −1.0 −0.5 0.0·10^{−3} t u_x

Figure 9: Interaction of a floating rigid circular disk with a fixed rigid circular disk: trajectory and horizontal velocity u_x of the center of the floating circular disk in the channel computed with the proposed formulation and an initial particle spacing of Δx = 2.0 × 10^{−4} (red dashed line) and Δx = 1.0 × 10^{−4} (black solid line) compared to the reference solution [4] (crosses).

4.3. A rigid circular disk falling in a fluid column

A rigid circular disk of diameter D = 2.5 × 10^{−3} with density ρ^s = 1.25 × 10^3 is initially at rest placed on the y-axis at vertical position r_y = 1.0 × 10^{−2} in a closed rectangular box of height H = 6.0 × 10^{−2} and width W = 2.0 × 10^{−2}, cf. Figure 10. The remainder of the box is occupied by a Newtonian fluid with density ρ^f = 1.0 × 10^3 and kinematic viscosity ν^f = 1.0 × 10^{−5}. A gravitational acceleration of magnitude |g| = 9.81 shall act on both the fluid and solid field in negative y-direction. Following [4] this is modeled considering the buoyancy effect, i.e., body force b^s = ( ρ^s − ρ^f )/ ρ^s g is acting on the solid field while no body force b^f = 0.0 is applied on the fluid field (each per unit mass). It is worth noting that, naturally, it would also be possible to directly set the gravitational acceleration for the fluid and solid field. For validation, the results obtained with the proposed formulation are compared to [4] also applying SPH to discretize the fluid and the solid field.

For the fluid phase, an artificial speed of sound c = 0.5 is chosen, resulting in a reference pressure p_0 = 250.0 of the weakly compressible model. The background pressure p_b of the transport velocity formulation is set equal to the reference pressure p_0. The walls of the box are modeled using boundary particles. The problem is solved for different values of the initial particle spacing Δx, cf. Section 4.1, for times t ∈ [0, 0.8] with time step size Δt obeying respective conditions (41).

PSfrag replacements

Figure 10: A rigid circular disk falling in a fluid column: geometry and boundary conditions of the problem.

The obtained vertical velocity and horizontal position of the center of the circular disk in the box over time t are displayed in Figure 11 for two different values of the initial particle spacing Δx compared to the reference solution [4]. The results obtained with different initial particle spacing Δx show only minor differences. The terminal velocity of the rigid circular disk is slightly smaller than given in the reference solution [4]. It shall be noted that, in contrast to [4], contact of the rigid circular disk and the wall of the box is explicitly considered. Consequently, the rigid circular disk comes at rest when approaching the bottom wall of the box.

00.20.40.60.8 −3.0 −2.0 −1.0 0.01.0·10−2 t r_y

00.20.40.60.8 −6.0 −4.0 −2.0 0.0·10^{−2} t u_y

Figure 11: A rigid circular disk falling in a fluid column: vertical position r_y and vertical velocity u_y of the center of the circular disk in the fluid column computed with the proposed formulation and an initial particle spacing of Δx = 2.0 × 10^{−4} (red dashed line) and Δx = 1.0 × 10^{−4} (black solid line) compared to the reference solution [4] (crosses).

4.4. Melting and solidification of powder grains in a melt pool

In metal powder bed fusion additive manufacturing (PBFAM), structural components are created utilizing a laser or electron beam to melt and fuse metal powder, layer per layer, to form the final part. PBFAM has the potential to enable new paradigms of product design, manufacturing and supply chains. However, due to the complexity of PBFAM processes, the interplay of process parameters is not completely understood, creating the need for further research, amongst others in the field of computational melt pool modeling [11, 12]. For this purpose, an SPH formulation for thermo-capillary phase transition problems with a focus on metal PBFAM melt pool modeling has recently been proposed [37]. For simplicity, this and other state-of-the-art approaches in the field consider powder particles that are spatially fixed. In the real physical process, however, it is observed that, depending on the processing conditions, melt evaporation and thereby induced vapor and gas flows in the build chamber may result in powder particle entrainment and ejection, i.e., a considerable degree of material re-distribution during the melting process. On the one hand, this effect considerably affects process stability and mechanisms of defect creation, on the other hand, it can not be represented by state-of-the-art approaches restricted to immobile powder particles [37].

The purpose of this example is not to study PBFAM in detail but to showcase the general applicability of the proposed formulation to capture the dynamics of mobile powder particles undergoing temperatureinduced phase transitions, i.e., melting and solidification, while being exposed to a gas flow. To this end, surface tension and wetting effects as well as the influence of evaporation-induced recoil pressure, as discussed in [37], are neglected. The focus is set on the investigation of highly dynamic motion and interaction of powder grains with each other, the liquid melt phase and a surrounding gas phase, undergoing reversible phase transitions, i.e., melting and solidification. This example is solely intended to demonstrate the model capabilities for this type of application, while keeping the overall example simple in this method-focused contribution. For this reason, non-physical parameter values and boundary conditions are chosen in the following.

A rectangular box is composed of two chambers, each with width 20.0 and height 12.0, that are connected by an opening spanning the upper half of the box. An inlet and outlet of width 3.0 are located at the top left and top right end of the box. Powder grains of a solid metal phase (density ρ^s = 1.0, heat capacity c^s_p = 1.0, thermal conductivity κ^s = 10.0) with diameters between 2.5 and 4.4 are placed initially at rest inside the left chamber of the box. The initial positions of the powder grains can, e.g., be obtained in a pre-processing step based on the dicrete element method (DEM) and a cohesive powder model [17, 47]. The remainder of the box is initially filled with a gas phase (Newtonian fluid, density ρ^g = 0.1, kinematic viscosity ν^g = 100.0, heat capacity c^g_p = 0.01, thermal conductivity κ^g = 0.1). The temperature is initialized to T^s_0 = 25.0 within the solid metal phase and to T^g_0 = 50.0 within the gas phase. In the upper half of the box walls the temperature is fixed to T̂ = 50.0 at all times. In the lower half of the box walls the temperature is set to T̂ = 100.0 until time t ≤ 0.5, and to T̂ = 0.0 for time t > 0.5. Refer to Figures 12(a) and 13(a) for an illustration of the initial configuration. Reversible phase transitions between solid metal phase and liquid metal phase (Newtonian fluid, density ρ^l = 1.0, kinematic viscosity ν^l = 100.0, heat capacity c^l_p = 1.0, thermal conductivity κ^l = 10.0) is assumed to occur at a transition temperature of T_t = 50.0. With the goal to evoke drag forces acting on the powder grains, for times t > 0.25 a parabolic inflow respectively outflow of the gas phase with mean velocity 420.0 is prescribed at the inlet and outlet of the box. A gravitational acceleration of magnitude |g| = 1.0 × 10^4 is acting downwards, set as body force (per unit mass) of all involved phases.

For both fluid phases (liquid metal and gas), the reference pressure of the weakly compressible model is set to p_0 = 16.0 × 10^6, and the background pressure p_b of the transport velocity formulation is set equal to the reference pressure p_0. The wall of the box is modeled using boundary particles. The inflow and outflow conditions are modeled similar as described in [36]. The problem is solved with initial particle spacing Δx = 0.1 for times t ∈ [0, 0.75] with a time step size of Δt = 0.625 × 10^{−5} based on conditions (41).

A time series of illustrations of the obtained results is given in Figures 12 and 13. The solid metal phase is visualized in grey color. The particles discretizing the liquid metal phase are displayed in black color. In the background, the temperature respectively velocity field of the combined liquid metal and gas phase are displayed. Thereto, both fields were post-processed applying SPH approximation (13) and visualized by a color code. In Figure 12 additionally the temperature of the walls is shown. First, the powder grains are heated and gradually start melting into liquid metal where in close contact to the hot wall. Eventually, after time t = 0.25, powder grains are subjected to the gas flow through the box. Some (partially melted) powder grains are swept into the right chamber of the box, where melting after contact with the hot wall continues. A non-smooth and strongly distorted interface topology between liquid metal and gas phase develops, especially in the right chamber of the box, because surface tension and wetting effects are neglected. Finally, with the temperature in the lower half of the box set to T̂ = 0.0 after time t = 0.5, the liquid metal phase is cooled down drastically and eventually resolidifies.

This example demonstrates that highly dynamic motion of arbitrarily-shaped powder grains as relevant, e.g., for PBFAM melt pool modeling, can be captured along with melting and solidification by the proposed formulation in a robust manner. Consequently, the proposed formulation can be recommended as a useful

(a) time t = 0.0 (b) time t = 0.125 (c) time t = 0.25

(d) time t = 0.28125 (e) time t = 0.3125 (f) time t = 0.34375

(g) time t = 0.375 (h) time t = 0.4375 (i) time t = 0.5

(j) time t = 0.53125 (k) time t = 0.5625 (l) time t = 0.59375 Figure 12: Melting and solidification of powder grains in a melt pool: time series of the obtained results with temperature field ranging from 0.0 (blue) to 100.0 (red).

(a) time t = 0.0 (b) time t = 0.125 (c) time t = 0.25

(d) time t = 0.28125 (e) time t = 0.3125 (f) time t = 0.34375

(g) time t = 0.375 (h) time t = 0.4375 (i) time t = 0.5

(j) time t = 0.53125 (k) time t = 0.5625 (l) time t = 0.59375 Figure 13: Melting and solidification of powder grains in a melt pool: time series of the obtained results with magnitude of the velocity field ranging from 0.0 (blue) to 600.0 (red).

extension of the SPH formulation for mesoscale melt pool modeling as proposed by [11] allowing for more detailed studies.

4.5. Gastric disintegration of food boluses

Examination of gastric fluid mechanics plays an important role for modeling digestion of food in the human stomach. The digesta are characterized by a multiphasic nature consisting of fluid (gastric juice and chyme) and solid (food boluses) phases [13]. Intragastric fluid motion is driven by the propagation of so-called antral contraction waves (ACWs), i.e., circular constrictions of the gastric wall due to smooth muscle contractions [48]. The ACWs are initiated at the pacemaker region of the stomach and travel along the greater curvature towards the pylorus both mixing and grinding the digesta. Concurrently, absorption of gastric juice fosters chemical and mechanical breakdown of food boluses into chyme [49]. At low viscosity, i.e., following intragastric dilution of the digesta with gastric juice, retropulsive jet-like fluid motion between the ACWs can be observed [50, 51, 52].

This example aims to demonstrate the capability of the proposed formulation to replicate typical gastric flow patterns including phase transitions. As compared to this complex application scenario, the configuration of the example is kept simple to focus on the principal effects. Consequently, non-physiological parameter values and boundary conditions are applied. Consider a rectangular box of width 40.0 and height 16.0 (coordinate system in the center) with a mobile constriction. A total of 60 food boluses (density ρ^s = 1.0, diffusivity D^s = 0.25), represented by mobile rigid bodies with diameters between 1.6 and 2.8, are placed at random positions inside the box. The remainder of the box is initially filled with gastric juice (Newtonian fluid, density ρ^g = 1.0, kinematic viscosity ν^g = 100.0, diffusivity D^g = 1.0). Both the food boluses and the gastric juice are initially at rest. The initial configuration of the example is depicted in Figure 14(a). Over time, food boluses disintegrate into chyme (Newtonian fluid, density ρ^c = 1.0, kinematic viscosity ν^c = 200.0, diffusivity D^c = 0.25). Herein, this is modeled considering the transport of a concentration C within the food boluses and chyme, resembling some kind of moisture penetration, by solving a diffusion equation, cf. Remark 4. Accordingly, the concentration within the food boluses is initialized with C_0 = 0.0, while the concentration within the gastric juice is fixed to Ĉ = 1.0 at all times. Phase transitions from food boluses to chyme is assumed to occur at a transition concentration of C_t = 0.8. The propagation of an ACW is modeled by the movement of the mobile constriction in the box with a time dependent horizontal velocity of −14.5π sin (πt) from horizontal position 14.5 to −14.5, cf. Figure 14.

For both fluid phases (gastric juice and chyme), an artificial speed of sound c = 1.0 × 10^3 is chosen, resulting in a reference pressure p_0 = 1.0 × 10^6 of the weakly compressible model, with background pressure of the transport velocity formulation set to p_b = 5p_0. The wall of the box and the mobile constriction are modeled using (moving) boundary particles. The problem is solved with initial particle spacing Δx = 0.1 for times t ∈ [0, 1.0] with a time step size of Δt = 1.25 × 10^{−5} based on conditions (41).

Figure 14 shows a time series of illustrations of the obtained results. The food boluses are visualized in grey color. The particles discretizing the chyme are displayed in black color. In the background, the velocity field of both gastric juice and chyme is post-processed applying SPH approximation (13) and visualized by a color code. Clearly, the typical retropulsive jet-like fluid motion induced by the moving constriction can be observed. As a consequence, the food boluses are entrained with the fluid flow through the opening while coming into contact with each other. At the same time, disintegration of food boluses into chyme gradually takes place. After time t = 0.875 some food boluses are completely dissolved. A detailed view of the region at the mobile constriction is given in Figure 15 for selected points in time. Here, the particles discretizing the food boluses and the chyme are colored based on the concentration field, for distinction, utilizing two different color maps with transition concentration C_t as upper respectively lower value. A progressive mixing of gastric juice and chyme can be observed primarily driven by the fluid motion.

Note that the main purpose of this example is to show the robustness of the proposed formulation in the context of highly dynamic fluid flow and phase transitions, e.g., as occurring in the form of retropulsive jetlike fluid motion during digestion of food in the human stomach. For the sake of simplicity, non-physiological parameter values are applied. Amongst others, the time scales of ACW propagation and disintegration of food boluses are in a mismatch. In addition, the employed phenomenological digestion model does not explicitly resolve the influence of chemical and mechanical breakdown taking place in reality. In conclusion,

(a) time t = 0.0 (b) time t = 0.125 (c) time t = 0.25

(d) time t = 0.375 (e) time t = 0.5 (f) time t = 0.625

(g) time t = 0.75 (h) time t = 0.875 (i) time t = 1.0

Figure 14: Gastric disintegration of food boluses: time series of the obtained results with magnitude of the velocity field ranging from 0.0 (blue) to 120.0 (red).

(a) time t = 0.5 (b) time t = 0.625 (c) time t = 0.75

Figure 15: Gastric disintegration of food boluses: detailed view of region at the mobile constriction for selected points in time. The concentration C is ranging from 0.0 (black) to C_t = 0.8 (white) within the food boluses and from C_t = 0.8 (blue) to 1.0 (red) within the chyme. In the background, the magnitude of the velocity field is ranging from 0.0 (blue) to 120.0 (red).

this example demonstrates that typical gastric flow patterns including phase transitions are fully captured in a stable and robust manner.

4.6. Strong scaling analysis of parallel computational framework

The purpose of this example is to demonstrate the capability and efficiency of the proposed parallel computational framework in handling systems constituted of a large number of particles. To this end, a threedimensional example consisting of a total of approximately 3.79 × 10^6 particles is examined on two different parallel systems. Conclusions are drawn concerning the parallel behavior of the parallel computational framework.

A total of 216 spherical-shaped mobile rigid bodies with diameter D = 2.5 and density ρ^s = 10.0 are placed on a regular grid in a cubic box of edge length L = 30.0. The rigid bodies are initially at rest and not in contact with each other or the walls of the box. The remainder of the box is occupied by a Newtonian fluid initially at rest with density ρ^f = 1.0 and kinematic viscosity ν^f = 1.0. A gravitational acceleration of magnitude |g| = 1.0 is acting in downward direction, i.e., the body forces (per unit mass) of fluid and solid field are given to b^f = g and b^s = g.

For the fluid phase, an artificial speed of sound c = 50.0 is chosen, resulting in a reference pressure p_0 = 2.5×10^3 of the weakly compressible model, with background pressure p_b of the transport velocity formulation set equal to the reference pressure p_0. The wall of the box is modeled using boundary particles. The complete domain is discretized by particles with initial particle spacing Δx = 0.2 resulting in a total of approximately 3.79 × 10^6 particles, thereof 3.15 × 10^6 fluid particles, 2.20 × 10^5 rigid particles, and 4.21 × 10^5 boundary particles. Following a spatial decomposition approach, cf. Section 3.2, the computational domain is divided into 48 × 48 × 48 cubic cells of edge length 0.65 resulting in approximately 34 particles per cell. The problem is solved for times t ∈ [0, 30.0] with a time step size of Δt = 1.0 × 10^{−3}.

For the purposes of illustration, the spherical-shaped rigid bodies within the box are shown in Figure 16 for the initial setup at t = 0.0 and later points in time. In addition, the velocity field of the surrounding fluid is post-processed applying SPH approximation (13) and visualized by a color code with opacity. The rigid bodies are falling freely in the viscous fluid under gravity due to density ratio ρ^s / ρ^f = 10.0 until contact with the bottom wall of the box occurs, as first observed after t ≈ 2.5, or with neighboring rigid bodies, as first observed after t ≈ 5.0. The rigid bodies begin piling up at the bottom wall of the box and are nearly at rest at t = 30.0.

(a) time t = 0.0 (b) time t = 10.0 (c) time t = 20.0 (d) time t = 30.0

Figure 16: Strong scaling analysis of parallel computational framework: position of spherical-shaped rigid bodies within the box for different points in time with magnitude of the velocity field ranging from 0.0 (blue) to 1.25 (red).

To showcase the capability and efficiency of the parallel computational framework, a strong scaling analysis is performed utilizing two different parallel systems: The first one consisting of 32 nodes with 2 × 12 cores (Intel Xeon E5-2680 v3 Haswell, 2.5 GHz) and the second one consisting of 8 nodes with 2 × 8 cores (Intel Xeon E5-2630 v3 Haswell, 2.4 GHz). The parallel behavior of the proposed computational framework is given in Figure 17, illustrating the obtained solver time per time step, cf. Figure 17(a), and the parallel efficiency given in percent of linear scaling, cf. Figure 17(b). The parallel efficiency is computed as t_1/(n · t_n) · 100 %, where t_1 and t_n are the times to solve the problem on one node respectively n nodes.

1632641282565121024 0.1 1 10 number of cores solver time [s]

1632641282565121024 025 5075 100 number of cores parallel efficiency [%]

Intel Xeon E5-2680 v3 Haswell Intel Xeon E5-2630 v3 Haswelllinear scaling Figure 17: Strong scaling analysis of parallel computational framework: solver time per time step (left) and parallel efficiency given in percent of linear scaling (right) for a problem consisting of approximately 3.79 × 10^6 particles on up to 768 cores.

The parallel computational framework scales almost linearly on both parallel systems for up to 128 cores respectively 192 cores. In this regime a parallel efficiency of more than 60 % can be observed. For larger numbers of cores, the scalability deteriorates and the parallel efficiency drops to under 50 %. This can be explained with an increasing communication overhead, cf. Remark 9. Comparable results of a strong scaling analysis for an SPH implementation are given, e.g., in [33] ( r_c/Δx = 2.5) and [53] ( r_c/Δx = 2.4), however, in contrast to this example ( r_c/Δx = 3.0) with a smaller ratio of the support radius r_c and the initial particle spacing Δx, resulting in a lower influence on the communication overhead, cf. Remark 9. As a conclusion one can state that the parallel computational framework is capable of efficiently solving systems constituted of a large number of particles on multiple cores. Looking at the parallel behavior, the obtained results confirm that the proposed framework meets all requirements necessary for detailed and accordingly computationally expensive studies.

5. Conclusion

In this work, an approach for fluid-solid and contact interaction problems including thermo-mechanical coupling and reversible phase transitions is presented. All fields are spatially discretized using smoothed particle hydrodynamics (SPH). Being a mesh-free discretization scheme, SPH is, compared to mesh-based methods, especially suitable in the context of continually changing interface topologies and dynamic phase transitions by avoiding additional methodological and computational effort to capture such phenomena. A detailed concept for the parallelization of the computational framework, especially for an efficient evaluation of rigid body motion, is an essential part of this work.

The accuracy and robustness of the proposed formulation are demonstrated by several numerical examples studying a single rigid body in fluid flow, cf. Sections 4.2 and 4.3. The obtained numerical results are in very good agreement with the literature. Also two complex examples close to potential applications scenarios in the fields of engineering and biomechanics were studied. First, motivated by metal PBFAM melt pool modeling, melting and solidification of powder grains subject to highly dynamic fluid motion was simulated, cf. Section 4.4. Second, inspired by multiphysics modeling of the human stomach, gastric disintegration of food boluses is considered, cf. Section 4.5. Both examples confirm that highly dynamic motion of arbitrarily-shaped rigid bodies embedded in a complex fluid flow and including reversible phase transitions can be captured by the proposed framework in a stable and robust manner. Finally, the parallel computing abilities of the proposed computational framework were demonstrated by a strong scaling analysis of a three-dimensional example with 3.79 × 10^6 particles revealing a parallel efficiency of more than 60 % on up to 192 cores, cf. Section 4.6.

To the best of the authors’ knowledge, the proposed parallel computational framework is the first of its kind modeling rigid body motion while simultaneously considering thermal conduction, reversible phase transitions, and multiple (liquid and gas) phases. In summary, it has the ability to accurately model a host of complex multiphysics problems, and it can thus be expected to become a valuable tool for detailed studies in engineering, e.g., metal additive manufacturing, and biomechanics, e.g., digestion of food in the human stomach.

Acknowledgments

Funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) - 350481011, 437616465, and 414180263. In addition, the authors thank Bugrahan Z. Temür for preliminary work on a serial rigid body implementation.

References

[1] S. Idelsohn, E. Oñate, F. Del Pin, A Lagrangian meshless finite element method applied to fluid–structure interaction problems, Computers & Structures 81 (8-11) (2003) 655–671.

[2] S. R. Idelsohn, E. Oñate, F. Del Pin, N. Calvo, Fluid–structure interaction using the particle finite element method, Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering 195 (17-18) (2006) 2100–2123.

[3] E. Oñate, S. R. Idelsohn, M. A. Celigueta, R. Rossi, Advances in the particle finite element method for the analysis of fluid– multibody interaction and bed erosion in free surface flows, Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering 197 (19-20) (2008) 1777–1800.

[4] M. Hashemi, R. Fatehi, M. Manzari, A modified SPH method for simulating motion of rigid bodies in Newtonian fluid flows, International Journal of Non-Linear Mechanics 47 (6) (2012) 626–638.

[5] B. Bouscasse, A. Colagrossi, S. Marrone, M. Antuono, Nonlinear water wave interaction with floating bodies in SPH, Journal of Fluids and Structures 42 (2013) 112–129.

[6] X. Bian, S. Litvinov, M. Ellero, N. J. Wagner, Hydrodynamic shear thickening of particulate suspension under confinement, Journal of Non-Newtonian Fluid Mechanics 213 (2014) 39–49.

[7] P. Polfer, T. Kraft, C. Bierwisch, Suspension modeling using smoothed particle hydrodynamics: Accuracy of the viscosity formulation and the suspended body dynamics, Applied Mathematical Modelling 40 (4) (2016) 2606–2618.

[8] X. Dong, Z. Li, C. Jiang, Y. Liu, Smoothed particle hydrodynamics (SPH) simulation of impinging jet flows containing abrasive rigid bodies, Computational Particle Mechanics 6 (3) (2019) 479–501.

[9] B. Dietemann, T. Kraft, H. Kruggel-Emden, C. Bierwisch, A smoothed particle hydrodynamics scheme for arbitrarily shaped rigid bodies within highly viscous fluids, Journal of Computational Physics: X 8 (2020) 100068.

[10] N. Kijanski, D. Krach, H. Steeb, An SPH Approach for Non-Spherical Particles Immersed in Newtonian Fluids, Materials 13 (10) (2020) 2324.

[11] C. Meier, R. W. Penny, Y. Zou, J. S. Gibbs, A. J. Hart, Thermophysical phenomena in metal additive manufacturing by selective laser melting: fundamentals, modeling, simulation, and experimentation, Annual Review of Heat Transfer 20 (2017).

[12] J.-P. Fürstenau, H. Wessels, C. Weißenfels, P. Wriggers, Generating virtual process maps of SLM using powder-scale SPH simulations, Computational Particle Mechanics 7 (4) (2020) 655–677.

[13] S. Brandstaeter, S. L. Fuchs, R. C. Aydin, C. J. Cyron, Mechanics of the stomach: A review of an emerging field of biomechanics, GAMM-Mitteilungen 42 (3) (2019) e201900001.

[14] J. P. Morris, P. J. Fox, Y. Zhu, Modeling low Reynolds number incompressible flows using SPH, Journal of Computational Physics 136 (1) (1997) 214–226.

[15] M. Basa, N. J. Quinlan, M. Lastiwka, Robustness and accuracy of SPH formulations for viscous flow, International Journal for Numerical Methods in Fluids 60 (10) (2009) 1127–1148.

[16] S. Adami, X. Y. Hu, N. A. Adams, A generalized wall boundary condition for smoothed particle hydrodynamics, Journal of Computational Physics 231 (21) (2012) 7057–7075.

[17] C. Meier, R. Weissbach, J. Weinberg, W. A. Wall, A. J. Hart, Modeling and characterization of cohesion in fine metal powders with a focus on additive manufacturing process simulations, Powder Technology 343 (2019) 855–866.

[18] C. Meier, A. Popp, W. A. Wall, Geometrically exact finite element formulations for slender beams: Kirchhoff–Love theory versus Simo–Reissner theory, Archives of Computational Methods in Engineering 26 (1) (2019) 163–243.

[19] A. Cardona, M. Geradin, A beam finite element non-linear theory with finite rotations, International Journal for Numerical Methods in Engineering 26 (11) (1988) 2403–2438.

[20] J. C. Simo, L. Vu-Quoc, A three-dimensional finite-strain rod model. Part II: Computational aspects, Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering 58 (1) (1986) 79–116.

[21] O. Brüls, A. Cardona, On the use of Lie group time integrators in multibody dynamics, Journal of Computational and Nonlinear Dynamics 5 (3) (2010).

[22] I. Romero, Formulation and performance of variational integrators for rotating bodies, Computational Mechanics 42 (6) (2008) 825–836.

[23] S. D. Proell, W. A. Wall, C. Meier, On phase change and latent heat models in metal additive manufacturing process simulation, Advanced Modeling and Simulation in Engineering Sciences 7 (2020) 1–32.

[24] J. J. Monaghan, Smoothed particle hydrodynamics, Reports on Progress in Physics 68 (8) (2005) 1703.

[25] J. J. Monaghan, H. E. Huppert, M. G. Worster, Solidification using smoothed particle hydrodynamics, Journal of Computational Physics 206 (2) (2005) 684–705.

[26] BACI: A Comprehensive Multi-Physics Simulation Framework (accessed February 25, 2021).

URL https://baci.pages.gitlab.lrz.de/website [27] M. Liu, G. Liu, Smoothed particle hydrodynamics (SPH): an overview and recent developments, Archives of Computational Methods in Engineering 17 (1) (2010) 25–76.

[28] N. J. Quinlan, M. Basa, M. Lastiwka, Truncation error in mesh-free particle methods, International Journal for Numerical Methods in Engineering 66 (13) (2006) 2064–2085.

[29] T. W. Clark, R. Von Hanxleden, J. A. McCammon, L. R. Scott, Parallelizing molecular dynamics using spatial decomposition, in: Proceedings of IEEE Scalable High Performance Computing Conference, IEEE, 1994, pp. 95–102.

[30] S. Plimpton, Fast parallel algorithms for short-range molecular dynamics, Journal of Computational Physics 117 (1) (1995) 1–19.

[31] L. Verlet, Computer ”experiments” on classical fluids. I. Thermodynamical properties of Lennard-Jones molecules, Physical Review 159 (1) (1967) 98–103.

[32] M. P. Allen, D. J. Tildesley, Computer Simulation of Liquids, Oxford University Press, 2017. [33] G. Oger, D. Le Touzé, D. Guibert, M. De Leffe, J. Biddiscombe, J. Soumagne, J.-G. Piccinali, On distributed memory MPI-based parallelization of SPH codes in massive HPC context, Computer Physics Communications 200 (2016) 1–14.

[34] J. Domínguez, A. Crespo, M. Gómez-Gesteira, J. Marongiu, Neighbour lists in smoothed particle hydrodynamics, International Journal for Numerical Methods in Fluids 67 (12) (2011) 2026–2042.

[35] D. J. Price, Smoothed particle hydrodynamics and magnetohydrodynamics, Journal of Computational Physics 231 (3) (2012) 759–794.

[36] S. L. Fuchs, C. Meier, W. A. Wall, C. J. Cyron, A novel smoothed particle hydrodynamics and finite element coupling scheme for fluid-structure interaction: the sliding boundary particle approach, submitted for publication (2020).

[37] C. Meier, S. L. Fuchs, A. J. Hart, W. A. Wall, A novel smoothed particle hydrodynamics formulation for thermo-capillary phase change problems with focus on metal additive manufacturing melt pool modeling, submitted for publication (2020).

[38] S. Adami, X. Hu, N. A. Adams, A transport-velocity formulation for smoothed particle hydrodynamics, Journal of Computational Physics 241 (2013) 292–307.

[39] M. J. Grill, W. A. Wall, C. Meier, A computational model for molecular interactions between curved slender fibers undergoing large 3D deformations with a focus on electrostatic, van der Waals, and repulsive steric forces, International Journal for Numerical Methods in Engineering 121 (10) (2020) 2285–2330.

[40] R. A. A. Junior, L.-Y. Cheng, P. H. S. Osello, An improvement of rigid bodies contact for particle-based non-smooth walls modeling, Computational Particle Mechanics 6 (4) (2019) 561–580.

[41] P. W. Cleary, J. J. Monaghan, Conduction modelling using smoothed particle hydrodynamics, Journal of Computational Physics 148 (1) (1999) 227–264.

[42] C. O’Sullivan, J. D. Bray, Selecting a suitable time step for discrete element simulations that use the central difference time integration scheme, Engineering Computations 21 (2-4) (2004) 278–303.

[43] P. W. Cleary, Modelling confined multi-material heat and mass flows using SPH, Applied Mathematical Modelling 22 (12) (1998) 981–993.

[44] Z.-G. Feng, E. E. Michaelides, Interparticle forces and lift on a particle attached to a solid boundary in suspension flow, Physics of Fluids 14 (1) (2002) 49–60.

[45] J. Feng, H. H. Hu, D. D. Joseph, Direct Simulation of Initial Value Problems for the Motion of Solid Bodies in a Newtonian Fluid. Part 2. Couette and Poiseuille Flows., Journal of Fluid Mechanics 277 (1994) 271–301.

[46] Y. Yan, J. F. Morris, J. Koplik, Hydrodynamic interaction of two particles in confined linear shear flow at finite Reynolds number, Physics of Fluids 19 (11) (2007) 113305.

[47] C. Meier, R. Weissbach, J. Weinberg, W. A. Wall, A. J. Hart, Critical influences of particle size and adhesion on the powder layer uniformity in metal additive manufacturing, Journal of Materials Processing Technology 266 (2019) 484–501.

[48] S. Brandstaeter, A. Gizzi, S. L. Fuchs, A. M. Gebauer, R. C. Aydin, C. J. Cyron, Computational model of gastric motility with active-strain electromechanics, ZAMM-Journal of Applied Mathematics and Mechanics/Zeitschrift für Angewandte Mathematik und Mechanik 98 (12) (2018) 2177–2197.

[49] M. J. Ferrua, F. Kong, R. P. Singh, Computational modeling of gastric digestion and the role of food material properties, Trends in Food Science & Technology 22 (9) (2011) 480–491.

[50] A. Pal, K. Indireshkumar, W. Schwizer, B. Abrahamsson, M. Fried, J. G. Brasseur, Gastric flow and mixing studied using computer simulation, Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. Series B: Biological Sciences 271 (1557) (2004) 2587–2594.

[51] F. Kong, R. Singh, Disintegration of solid foods in human stomach, Journal of Food Science 73 (5) (2008) R67–R80. [52] M. J. Ferrua, Z. Xue, R. P. Singh, On the kinematics and efficiency of advective mixing during gastric digestion–A numerical analysis, Journal of Biomechanics 47 (15) (2014) 3664–3673.

[53] E. Yang, H. H. Bui, H. De Sterck, G. D. Nguyen, A. Bouazza, A scalable parallel computing SPH framework for predictions of geophysical granular flows, Computers and Geotechnics 121 (2020) 103474.