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• Numerical modeling of a microfluidic pilot-operated valve using partitioned fluid-structure
interaction methods

• Solution strategy for the multiphysics problem, taking into account high added-mass effects
and contact events

• Valve performance evaluation under ON/OFF and proportional operation regimes

• Assessment of flow-induced vibration during partial opening
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Abstract

The present paper is concerned with numerical investigation of the performance of a pilot-operated
control valve based on shape memory alloy actuation control. The valve under investigation can
be integrated into miniaturized hydraulic systems and is developed to perform precise dispensing,
mixing, or dosing tasks while being able to withstand relatively high pressure differences. The
study evaluates the valve’s response under the current ON/OFF and the desired proportional con-
trol regimes using numerical methods for fluid-structure interaction. The computational model
replicates the operation of the valve, which requires an understanding of the complex interactions
between the fluid flow with the pressurized valve and the contact with the valve seat during the
opening and closing processes. In addition, the model leverages advanced numerical techniques
to overcome several complexities arising mainly from the geometrical, material, and contact non-
linearities, and to mitigate the shortcomings of the partitioned fluid-structure interaction approach.
Several simulations are conducted to examine the valve’s structural and flow behavior under vary-
ing pressure conditions. Results indicate that the valve is adequate for ON/OFF actuation control
but is susceptible to flow-induced vibrations during the proportional control regime that occurs due
to the sharp pressure drop in the valve-seat gap and the ensuing Venturi effect, which counteract
the opening of the main valve. The fluid-structure-interaction simulations provide insight into the
mechanism underlying the flow-induced vibrations, which can serve to improve the design and
enhance the performance of the valve in microfluidic applications.

Keywords:
Pilot-operated valve, Microfluidic system, Valve performance, Fluid-structure interaction
simulation, Contact, Viscous fluid, Hyperelastic material, ANSYS Multiphysics

1. Introduction

During the last four decades, the downscaling of piping systems has led to the miniaturization
of mechanical devices like valves and pumps. Extensive research projects have been conducted
to reduce the size of hydraulic devices to the mesoscale and microscale levels. This trend has
enabled the commercialization of smaller products, such as coffee machines, dosing systems, and
dispensing machines, endowed with efficient and sophisticated hydraulic circuits. Likewise, the
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leverage of microfluidic devices allowed for advanced scientific development in medical research.
As an example, it supported the study of RNA sequencing [1] and intercellular interaction [2],
which has eventually accelerated the development process of various medicines and drugs, such
as the COVID-19 vaccines.

Valves are designed to be integrated into a circuit and control the fluid flow, the pressure,
or the flow direction. Several valve types are used in various industrial applications since they
can execute one or multiple services, such as starting and stopping the fluid flow, flow throttling,
pressure regulation, relieving the circuit from overpressure, and redirecting the flow. However, it
may become challenging to accommodate multiple valves with different features as required to
deliver a specific flow service, especially in miniaturized hydraulic systems. Such a limitation
has encouraged the realization of multi-tasking microfluidic valves that can accomplish two or
more functions at the same time. In this context, some devices can start, stop, and change the flow
direction, while others can control the flow and flow direction and simultaneously regulate the fluid
flow rate. Various miniaturized valves have been successfully developed and commercialized [3].
In particular, the pilot-operated dual valve is one of the prominent types nowadays. Such a valve
can be perceived as modular, i.e., with two stages mounted together to form a single unit. The
pilot stage controls and regulates the flow, while the main stage controls the direction of the flow.
The device is designed to improve the response time, reduce the power consumption compared to
single-stage valves, and ultimately relax the hydraulic circuit density [4].

This paper presents a computational investigation of a smart pilot-operated control valve (POCV),
i.e., a two-way medium-separated valve comprising two ‘normally closed’ diaphragm-type stage
valves [5]. The POCV is designed to operate in two modes: The first mode is where the valve
operates as an ON/OFF control valve. That is, the actuator shifts into an open or closed position
as a function of a specific digital electronic input. The second mode regards the POCV operating
in a proportional control regime, where the actuator moves to any intermediate position corre-
sponding to a varying electronic (analog) signal. The POCV is smart as it operates using a shape
memory alloy-based actuator controlled by an electronic system that can be connected to cloud
and mobile platforms for remote data exchange, management, and diagnostics. The shape mem-
ory alloy (SMA) wire is a soft, lightweight, and highly flexible material that can recover from
different temporary shapes to its initial shape under temperature control variations [6]. Ultimately,
the microfluidic device aims to provide a precise throughput and handle high-pressure differences
compared to other microfluidic valves of similar size.

Though the POCV has proven effective in controlling the flow for the ON/OFF mode, limita-
tions during the proportional operating mode were noticed. Experiments during the proportional
opening process revealed the emergence of severe vibrations as soon as the actuation reaches a spe-
cific position. These vibrations are associated with noise and turbulent outflow and are undesirable
for the performance of the valve. Several trial-and-error procedures were conducted to mitigate
the problem, but without success. The inability to address these issues is mainly attributed to the
miniature size limitations, and the lack of advanced equipment to precisely locate these vibrations.

Recent advances in numerical methods have shown promising prospects for industrial decision-
making on complex production technologies supported by simulation-based engineering [7]. Specif-
ically, computational simulations have been employed to investigate valve dynamics, providing a
deeper understanding of mechanical behavior and giving insights into performance within indus-
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trial processes. For instance, a 3D check valve model is developed and tested using numerical
methods for fluid-structure interaction (FSI) in [8] to analyze the sealing characteristics of the
diaphragm volumetric pumps. A numerical tool using computational fluid dynamics (CFD) is de-
veloped in [9] to compute the mass flow capacities and opening characteristics of spring-loaded
safety valves at operating pressures up to 3600 bar. The study is later extended in [10] to cover
FSI numerical methods to analyze the opening characteristic and eventual instability issues to be
avoided. On the other hand, several studies focus on analyzing the valve flow response as a func-
tion of membrane deflection at mesoscale and microscale levels. An FSI simulation is performed
in [11] to evaluate the impact of the membrane material properties on the flow behavior in a mi-
crovalve. A microfluidic device with a single micro-channel is fabricated and tested in [12] using
FSI computational methods to investigate the fluid interaction with the deformable wall. The work
of [13] exemplifies the significance of the structural material properties and the topology of the
inlet region in the microvalve performance. Furthermore, a few studies focus on the pilot-operated
valve performance: A dynamic model is developed in [14] to analyze the bifurcation within a
hydraulic system composed of a pilot-operated chamber valve and a piston. The analysis shows
the conditions leading to instability and provides a guideline to initiate an optimal design. A
simulation tool is developed by [15] and consists of a 1D fluid model coupled with a structural
piston to predict the instability of a pilot-operated pressure relief valve. The results were vali-
dated after a confrontation with experimental data. Nevertheless, it is interesting to mention that
only scant attention has been given to pilot-operated valves at the microfluidic scale. Although a
pilot-operated miniature digital hydraulic valve with a high flow capacity and a fast response was
introduced in [16], authors are unaware of additional research studies covering computational sim-
ulations of microfluidic pilot-operated control valves, let alone instability issues at smaller scales.
This can probably be attributed to the computational challenges of modeling such problems us-
ing multiphysics simulation tools, the limited knowledge about these devices’ working operations,
or exclusive innovation copyrights in designing and developing these products to operate within
microfluidic circuits.

The novelty in the present contribution pertains to leveraging advanced simulation capabili-
ties to overcome experimental limitations and understand the performance and dynamics of the
microfluidic pilot-operated valve under investigation. In particular, numerical FSI methods are
employed in this work to reproduce the interaction of the fluid and the structural membranes dur-
ing the valve ON–OFF and proportional regimes. The latter includes the onset of flow-induced
vibrations.

Numerical methods for FSI have gained significant interest over the past two decades as an
analysis instrument in various engineering and scientific fields, e.g. aerospace and civil engi-
neering, transportation, medical applications, and the beverage industry. Several applications are
concerned with multiphysics problems that can be solved using numerical FSI methods, such as
the motion of an aircraft’s wings due to the actions of the air at high-speed [17], the fluid’s effect
on valves during operational conditions [18, 11, 19], airbag deployment for passenger safety in
vehicles [20], and the investigation of cardiovascular disorders [21, 22]. Although modeling the
transient behavior of a moving structure interacting with a fluid remains a challenging task, con-
siderable progress has been achieved following the advancements in computational fluid dynamics
(CFD), computational solid mechanics (CSM), and high-performance computing (HPC).
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Numerical methods for FSI can generally be categorized into monolithic and partitioned ap-
proaches. Monolithic methods have been propounded as the more robust [23]. However, these
methods are in fact abstruse in view of the need to develop dedicated codes. In addition, the matrix
system of equations is generally dense and ill-conditioned [24] and, hence, monolithic methods
can be memory expensive [25]. Partitioned approaches, on the other hand, provide more versatility
in compromising between robustness and efficiency [26]. Moreover, and in practice most relevant,
partitioned methods preserve the modularity of the fluid and solid subsystems, thus enabling the
reuse of advanced CFM and CFD software, e.g. commercially available software such as ANSYS
(ANSYS Inc., Canonsburg, PA, USA) [27] or open-source software such as OpenFOAM. The ad-
vantages of modularity do not just pertain to the software, but also to the computational models
that have been developed, often over periods of many years, for computational structural and flow
analyses [25].

To assess the suitability of partitioned FSI approaches based on commercially available soft-
ware for complex FSI problems such as the considered valve system, in the present contribution we
regard the use of the ANSYS simulation software. The valve system under consideration carries
two essential complications for partitioned methods. First, the fluid is incompressible and has a
relatively large density relative to the membrane material. As a result, the fluid carries a relatively
large added mass which, owing to the incompressibility, cannot be controlled by means of the time-
step size [28, 29]. This means that the FSI problem is intrinsically strongly coupled. Accordingly,
a strongly coupled partitioned approach must be applied, in which the fluid and solid subsystems
are solved several times within each time step. This is to be contrasted to weakly coupled FSI
problems, which can be solved utilizing a so-called staggered method, in which the fluid and solid
are solved only once per time step [30]. Strongly coupled partitioned methods are generally based
on a simple fixed-point iteration approach referred to as subiteration [26]. Subiteration has proven
successful for, for instance, butterfly-valve-actuation simulations [31]. Within each time step, the
FSI solution obtained by subiteration in principle coincides with that of a monolithic approach.
However, the robustness and efficiency of subiteration deteriorate as the inertial effects of the fluid
on the structure become more dominant, i.e., as the FSI coupling strength as expressed by the
fluid-solid mass ratio increases. In cases where the fluid-solid mass ratio is too large, subiteration
is unstable or converges prohibitively slowly. In such cases, auxiliary techniques are required to
enhance the subiteration convergence behavior, e.g. artificial compressibility (AC) [32], Aitken’s
∆2 method [33], or the interface quasi-Newton inverse least squares (IQN-ILS) methods [34, 35];
see [26] for an overview.

The second fundamental complication of the considered valve FSI problem in the context of
partitioned solvers is that in the closed configuration of the valve, the fluid volume upstream of
the flexible membrane is fully closed. The standard partitioned approach for FSI relies on a so-
called Dirichlet–Neumann partition of the FSI interface conditions, in which the fluid tractions are
imposed on the solid as a Neumann (natural) boundary condition, and the solid displacement is im-
posed on the fluid as a Dirichlet (essential) boundary condition. If the valve is closed, the upstream
fluid volume is subjected to Dirichlet boundary conditions on its entire perimeter, which, in combi-
nation with the incompressibility of the fluid, leads to a compatibility condition on the solid defor-
mation. This problem is in the FSI literature referred to as the incompressibility dilemma [36]. It is
to be noted that in the valve problem, also nearly closed configurations occur, which carry similar
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problems. The compatibility condition underlying the incompressibility dilemma can be avoided
by reverting to a Robin–Neumann (or Robin–Robin) partitioning, in which the fluid is subjected
to a mixed-type boundary condition at the fluid-solid interface [37, 38, 39]. However, this parti-
tioning strategy is typically unavailable in black-box FSI solution procedures. Another approach
to circumvent the compatibility condition is to introduce artificial compressibility of the fluid in
the iterative procedure [40], or simply assume compressibility of the fluid in the FSI model [41].

The numerical investigations in this paper focus on the performance of the considered POCV
valve for digital and analog signal inputs, i.e., in standard ON/OFF operation and in a proportional-
control setting. The computational model takes into account the SMA-based actuator displacement
acting on the pilot valve and the main valve sealing properties over time. To account for the sealing
of the valve, in addition to the interaction of the fluid and solid subsystems, the considered valve
model also incorporates the contact between the membrane and the valve seat and, hence, in fact
corresponds to a fluid-solid-contact interaction problem [42]. The fluid and structural models
(incl. contact) are simulated with the ANSYS Fluent and ANSYS Transient Mechanical modules,
respectively. The data mapping across each solver is handled via ANSYS SystemCoupling. An
advantage of the ANSYS software, highlighting the benefits of reusing software modules that are
enabled by the partitioned FSI approach, is that it facilitates advanced geometrical modeling of the
valve system, provides functionality to handle contact, gives access to nonlinear material models
and means of calibrating such models, and provides access to turbulence models. In addition, as
the numerical model of the valve system generally involves many degrees of freedom, one can
exploit the various parallel computing capabilities offered by ANSYS.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces the microfluidic
pilot-operated control valve and provides its characteristics and specifications. The mathematical-
physical model of the valve system and its numerical approximation are elaborated in Section 3.
This section also considers the utilized coupling strategy. Section 4 presents the numerical exper-
iments and discusses the results. Finally, Section 5 presents concluding remarks.

2. Pilot-operated control valve: Characteristics and operating conditions

The valve under investigation is a smart pilot-operated control valve (POCV) developed by a
high-tech start-up that designs and develops smart and precision microfluidic systems. This smart
valve is designed to provide precise flow regulation and positioning accuracy during operation,
with ON/OFF and proportional control working regimes that can be effectively integrated into
hydraulic circuits for medical, food, and beverage applications. In addition, the device is equipped
with flow, pressure, or temperature sensors, allowing closed-loop control of the customer’s desired
function, such as autonomous dosing, dispensing, profiling, or mixing, based on the signal from
the connected sensor. In the current state of the art, the control is performed by the movement of a
pilot membrane, activated by a shape memory alloy-based actuator that changes the displacement
of the moving part, which enables an ON/OFF actuation with two positions (open or closed), or a
proportional actuation that can assume intermediate positions.

The valve is modular and consists of two medium-separated chambers, viz. the main cham-
ber and the pilot chamber. The pilot chamber part is connected to an electronic circuit through a
miniaturized shape memory alloy (SMA) material wire. This smart material can change its shape
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Figure 1: Illustration of the actuation control based on shape memory alloy material (Yellow). The left-hand side
corresponds to a closed POCV; the pilot membrane (Silver) is undeformed, and the upstream flow is blocked. The
right-hand side corresponds to an actuated valve; the pilot membrane deforms according to the current SMA position,
and the POCV switches to a partially or fully open position.

under temperature variations [4, 6]. The activated SMA material shape deforms the pilot mem-
brane, resulting in a pressure drop across the pilot stage which drives the opening of the main
valve. The pilot pressure variations and the spring stiffness contribute to the actuation control in
order to regulate the flow rate accurately and deliver a predefined fluid throughput as required by
the user.

To elucidate the SMA-based actuation control mechanism, Figure 1 shows the positions of the
pilot membrane with respect to the SMA actuator: If the actuator is inactive, the POCV is in a
normally closed mode (NC) [3]. Otherwise, the updated SMA shape drives the pilot membrane
position to allow fluid flow toward the outlet, which triggers the pressure change within the valve.
In addition, given the reversible SMA shape effect, the valve can be opened and closed in a sim-
ilar manner, and the two-way electro-thermal mechanical actuation enables multitudinous cycles
during its lifespan. It is worth mentioning that the SMA-based actuation control yields remarkable
benefits for fluidic applications, e.g. noiseless actuation, compact design, and lightweight prod-
ucts [6]. The schematics in Figure 2 depict the general opening process of the valve in relation to
the actuation control position; Panel (b), in which the main valve opens partially, pertains to the
proportional actuation control for the POCV operation.
The POCV is designed to withstand high-pressure differences, ranging from 0.2 up to 5 bar while

ensuring efficient sealing properties within the piping system. The technical information regarding
dimensions and operating parameters pertinent to the present investigation, in accordance with the
producer’s datasheet, are listed in Table 1.
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Figure 2: Schematic views of the pilot-operated valve under investigation for different opening setpoints. The valve
can be operated as ON/OFF valve ((a)→ (c)), and is designed to work as a proportional valve ((a)→ (b)→ (c)). A:
Inflow region; B: Outflow region; C: Pilot chamber region; D: Pilot chamber outflow.
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Table 1: Technical information relevant to the pilot-operated valve under study.

Geometrical data

Inlet orifice diameter [mm] 4
Outlet orifice diameter [mm] 8

Main membrane diameter [mm] 16.5
Pilot membrane [mm] 2.7

Operating parameters

Function Normally closed
Activation Pilot-operated

Control ON/OFF
Pressure difference ∆P [bar] 0.2 ·· 5

Rise time [s] 0.15

3. Models and methods

In this section, we present the fluid-structure interaction (FSI) model of the considered pilot-
operated valve (POCV). In addition, we regard aspects of the numerical treatment of the FSI
model.

3.1. POCV model
The considered POCV configuration is illustrated in Figure 3. The POCV comprises a fluid

domain and a structural domain and is surrounded by rigid exterior boundaries. The structural
domain consists of two disjoint regions, viz., the pilot membrane and the main membrane. In
the open configuration of the valve, the fluid domain is connected. In the closed configuration,
the fluid domain is disconnected, comprising two components: one connected to the inlet of the
valve, and one connected to the outlet. We denote by Ω ⊂ R3 the POCV domain, and by Ωf(t)
and Ωs(t) the time-dependent domains occupied by the fluid and solid, respectively. The solid
domain comprises two disjoint parts, Ωms and Ωps, corresponding to the main membrane and pilot
membrane, respectively. The fluid-solid interface Γ(t) corresponds to the intersection between the
boundaries of the fluid and solid domains, according to Γ(t) = ∂Ωf(t)∩∂Ωs(t). We denote by Γm(t)
(resp. Γp(t)) the fluid-solid interface associated with the main (resp. pilot) membrane.

3.2. Fluid subsystem
We consider a time interval (0,T ). Let u : (0,T )×Ωf(t)→ R3 and p : (0,T )×Ωf(t)→ R denote

the fluid velocity and pressure, respectively. The fluid flow is described by the incompressible
Navier–Stokes equations:

ρf∂tu + ρfu · ∇u + ∇p − ∇ · τ = 0 in (0,T ) ×Ωf(t) (1a)
∇ · u = 0 in (0,T ) ×Ωf(t) (1b)

with ρf as the fluid density. For closed or nearly closed valve configurations, the fluid velocities are
sufficiently small to consider the flow as laminar. In this scenario, the stress tensor τ coincides with
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Figure 3: Illustration of the pilot-operated control valve.

the viscous stress and τ = τv := µd(∇u + (∇u)T ) with µd the dynamic viscosity of the considered
fluid. For open configurations of the valve, the fluid tends to accelerate considerably due to the
high upstream pressure and the flow enters the turbulent regime, viz., a regime in which the fluid
exhibits flow separation and recirculation regions. To account for turbulent effects in the open
configuration, we invoke the URANS model with Boussinesq closure. The stress tensor τ in (1a)
is accordingly decomposed into a viscous part and a turbulent part as τ = τv + τt where

τt = µt(∇u +
(
∇u)T ) − 2

3ρfkI (2)

with µt the eddy viscosity, k the turbulent kinetic energy and I the identity tensor. The eddy viscos-
ity is generally closed in terms of the (averaged) fluid velocity by means of auxiliary variables. In
particular, we consider the k-ω shear stress transport (SST) turbulence model, where ω represents
the specific dissipation rate [43]. In the k-ω SST model, the eddy viscosity is given by

µt =
ρfak

max(aω,ΩF)
(3)

where a and Ω are model constants that depend on the specific implementation of the SST model,
and F := F(k, ω) is a specific function to transition between the k-ωmodel and the k-εmodel [44].
The SST turbulence model extends the fluid model by the aforementioned two auxiliary variables k
and ω, subject to:

ρf∂tk + ρf∇ · ku − ∇ · (Γk∇k) = Gk − Yk in (0,T ) ×Ωf(t) (4a)
ρf∂tω + ρf∇ · ωu − ∇ · (Γω∇ω) = Gω − Yω in (0,T ) ×Ωf(t) (4b)

where Γk and Γω represent the effective diffusivities of k and ω, respectively. The nonnegative
terms Gk and Gω (resp. Yk and Yω) represent certain production (resp. dissipation) terms of turbu-
lent kinetic energy and specific dissipation energy, respectively. We refer to [44] for further details
and interpretation of the equations.

9



To accommodate the motion of the fluid domain in the fluid-structure interaction problem, the
equation of motion (1a) and the turbulent balance laws (4) are reformulated in arbitrary Lagrangian-
Eulerian (ALE) form; see, for instance, [45, 46, 47, 48]. This part of the formulation is standard
in FSI and will not be further elaborated here.

The differential equations (1) and (4) must be furnished with suitable initial and boundary
conditions. The boundary of the fluid domain comprises the fluid-solid interface at the main
membrane, the wetted surface of the pilot membrane, rigid walls, an inflow boundary and an
outflow boundary; see Figure 3. The boundary conditions at the fluid-solid interface are considered
separately in Section 3.5. At rigid solid walls, we impose the usual no-slip condition:

u = 0 at (0,T ) × Γwall (5)

At the outlet, we impose a homogeneous traction condition according to:

pn− τn = 0 at (0,T ) × Γout (6)

where n denotes the exterior unit normal vector on the boundary of the fluid domain. It is to be
noted that stability of the initial-boundary-value problem requires that u · n ≥ 0 during the entire
evolution of the flow field at parts of the boundary where (6) is imposed. At the inlet, we impose
pressure in accordance with the pressure jump across the valve. Formally, this corresponds to a
relation of the form (6) with a non-zero right-hand side. However, as u · n is generally negative at
the inflow boundary, the aforementioned stability condition associated with (6) is violated at the
inflow. Therefore, instead, at the inflow a scaled velocity profile is imposed:

u(t, x) = U(t) û(x) at (0,T ) × Γin (7)

where û represents the prescribed inflow profile, compatible with the no-slip condition at the
intersections of Γin with the solid wall boundary Γwall. The time-dependent scaling factor U is
such that the average normal component of the traction at the inflow coincides with the prescribed
inlet pressure pin:

1
mean(Γin)

∫
Γin

p − n · τn = pin (8)

At the section Γp(t) of the boundary coinciding with the wetted boundary of the pilot membrane
(see Figure 3), the fluid domain is deformed in accordance with the deformation of the pilot mem-
brane, and the fluid velocity coincides with the velocity of the pilot membrane:

u = ∂tds at (0,T ) × Γp(t) (9)

where ds stands for the deformation of the solid, in particular, the pilot membrane. Boundary
condition (9) can be conceived of as so-called ‘one-way FSI’, in that the fluid domain deforms
in accordance with the deformation of the solid, and the fluid velocity coincides with the solid
velocity, but the solid does not respond to the traction exerted by the fluid on the wetted boundary
of the pilot membrane; see also Section 3.5.
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A detailed treatment of boundary conditions for the SST turbulence model (4) is beyond
the scope of this work. At solid walls, including the pilot membrane, homogeneous and non-
homogeneous Dirichlet-type boundary conditions are typically imposed on k and ω, respectively:

k = 0 at (0,T ) × (Γwall ∪ Γ
p) (10a)

ω = ωwall at (0,T ) × (Γwall ∪ Γ
p) (10b)

where ωwall represents an estimate of the dissipation rate at the boundary. At the outflow boundary,
homogeneous Neumann conditions are imposed:

n · ∇k = 0 at (0,T ) × Γout (11a)
n · ∇ω = 0 at (0,T ) × Γout (11b)

At the inflow part of the boundary, one generally imposes non-homogeneous Dirichlet conditions
on k, ω, according to

k = kin at (0,T ) × Γin (12a)
ω = ωin at (0,T ) × Γin (12b)

where kin and ωin represent exogenous data, corresponding to estimates of the turbulent kinetic
energy and specific dissipation rate at the inlet.

The initial conditions for (1) and (4) comprise a specification of u, k, ω at t = 0. In accordance
with the fact that the valve is initially in a closed configuration, we impose a homogeneous initial
condition on the velocity:

u(t = 0) = 0 in Ωf(t = 0) (13)

Because the fluid is stagnant in the initial closed configuration, the turbulent kinetic energy and
specific dissipation rate vanish initially:

k(t = 0) = 0 in Ωf(t = 0) (14a)
ω(t = 0) = 0 in Ωf(t = 0) (14b)

3.3. Structure subsystem
The structure subsystem is illustrated in Figure 4. The structure comprises three components,

viz. the main membrane, the pilot membrane, and a quasi-rigid contact dummy body. The dummy
body represents the so-called valve seat, which is the part of the casing of the POCV which comes
into contact with the main membrane. The dummy body is further elaborated in Section 3.6.
The pilot membrane is modelled as an independent actuator, in the sense that a prescribed mo-
tion is imposed on part of its external (non-wetted) boundary, representing the actuation, and the
pilot membrane is ignorant to the presence of the fluid at its wetted boundary. The main mem-
brane, on the other hand, does respond to the fluid-traction exerted on its wetted boundary. The
main membrane, therefore, represents the only deformable structure component in the aggregated
fluid-structure interaction problem. For the structural subsystem, however, this essential differ-
ence between the main membrane and the pilot membrane only manifest as a difference in the
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Figure 4: POCV structural system after spatial discretization. The main membrane is constrained by a contact dummy
body representing the valve seat and a spring to guide the deformation. The pilot membrane is clamped and controlled
by a displacement boundary condition to replicate the SMA-based actuator actions.

load. Hence, we present the model for the structure subsystem, comprising both main and pilot
membrane, in a unified manner.

The membranes are composed of an incompressible rubber-like material. The time-dependent
deformation of the structural domain is rendered in an updated-Lagrangian formulation in the
numerical approximation. However, to facilitate and condense the presentation, we present the
model in the equivalent total-Lagrangian formulation. The membranes exhibit dissipation un-
der dynamic deformation. The dissipation is modelled by Rayleigh damping. Because Rayleigh
damping is most conveniently expressed in a weak formulation, we regard the structural model in
weak form. Denoting by Ω̂s = Ωs(t = 0) the reference configuration of the solid subsystem, the
deformation ds : (0,T ) × Ω̂s → Ωs(t) satisfies:∫

Ω̂s

ρsw ·
∂2ds
∂t2 +

∫
Ω̂s

Grad w : P +
∫
Ω̂s

αρsw ·
∂ds
∂t

+

∫
Ω̂s

βGrad w : P′(d̂s, ∂tds) = l(w) in (0,T ) × Ω̂s (15a)∫
Ω̂s

q(det F − 1) = 0 in (0,T ) × Ω̂s (15b)

for all admissible test functions w, q, where ρs is the solid mass density, F = Grad ds denotes the
deformation gradient, and P is the first Piola–Kirchhoff stress tensor. The load functional in the
right-hand side of (15a) vanishes for the pilot membrane, and is further elaborated in Section 3.5
for the main membrane. It is to be noted that the gradient operator in (15), Grad, acts in the refer-
ence configuration. The last two terms in the left-hand side of (15a) represent Rayleigh damping,
where P′(d̂s; ∂td) denotes the directional derivative of P(d) with respect to d, evaluated in the
reference configuration d̂s , in the direction ∂td. One may note that d̂s(X) = X. The coefficients
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α, β ≥ 0 are referred to as the Rayleigh coefficients. The damping term is such that in a finite-
element approximation of (15), it leads to a term D dtd with D = αM + βT0, where M and T0

denote the mass matrix and tangent stiffness matrix at t = 0, respectively.
A suitable class of constitutive models to describe the elastic behavior of the considered rubber-

like material is provided by the hyperelastic material models. Correspondingly, the first Piola–
Kirchhoff stress tensor is the derivative of an associated stored-energy density function W := W(F)
with respect to the deformation gradient. Denoting the Green–Lagrange strain tensor by E :=
E(F) = 1

2 (FT F − I), where I is the identity tensor, the material of the membranes is characterized
by a neo-Hookean constitutive relation, associated with the stored-energy function:

W(F) = C10 tr(2Es) − ps
( √

det (2E + I) − 1
)

(16)

where C10 is a material constant and ps is pressure. It is to be noted that tr(2E) = I1 − 3 with I1 the
first strain invariant and

√
det(2E + I) = det F. The material parameter C10, which characterizes

the material response, is calibrated on the basis of experimental data; see Appendix A.
In the POCV device, a spring is mounted to the main membrane to provide an additional

displacement-proportional load; see Figure 4. The spring is modelled in the structure subsystem
by a force −k(ds(t, X̂spr)− X̂spr), where k indicates the spring constant, and X̂spr is the mount point
of the spring in the reference configuration. As elastic solids theoretically do not admit point loads,
the spring force is distributed on a region of the membrane surface, Γspr(t) ⊂ ∂Ωs(t). The spring is
hence represented by a traction:

tspr(x) =

−k(ds(t, X̂spr) − X̂spr)/Area(Γspr) if x ∈ Γspr
0 otherwise

(17)

acting on the surface of the membrane.
The differential equations (15) must be provided with suitable initial and boundary condi-

tions. The boundary-conditions at the wetted boundary Γm(t) ⊂ ∂Ωs(t) of the main membrane,
corresponding to the fluid-solid interface, represented by the load functional in the right member
of (15a), are presented in Section 3.5. Let us note that the aforementioned spring load is admin-
istered at a part of the wetted boundary, i.e., Γspr(t) ⊆ Γm(t). On parts of the boundary where the
membranes are fixed to the casing of the POCV, Γfix, the structural configuration is identified with
the initial configuration, i.e.,

ds(t, X) = X for all (t, X) ∈ (0,T ) × Γfix (18)

For the main membrane, the fixed boundary and wetted boundary are complementary. For the
pilot membrane, the remaining part of the boundary, including the wetted boundary, is subject to
homogeneous traction (i.e., stress-free) boundary conditions, except for a small region at the center
of the external (non-wetted) boundary, where the deformation in accordance with the actuation is
imposed.

Suitable initial conditions for (15) are provided by a specification of the initial deformation,
ds(t = 0), and the initial velocity, ∂tds(t = 0). Noting that the configuration of the membrane at
t = 0 coincides with the initial configuration, it holds that:

ds(t = 0, X) = X for all X ∈ Ωs(t = 0) (19)
13



We assume that both membranes are initially at rest and, hence,

∂tds(t = 0) = 0 in Ωs(t = 0) (20)

3.4. Contact formulation
The deformation of the main membrane is confined by the rigid parts of the POCV, notably the

so-called valve seat. In the closed configuration of the POCV, the main membrane is in contact
with the valve seat in such a manner that the fluid domain is separated into two disjoint parts. In
the fully open configuration, there is no contact between the membrane and the valve seat. The
deformation of the elastic main membrane is subject to a non-penetration condition of the form

dist(∂Ωs(t),Γvs) ≥ 0, (21)

where Γvs ⊂ ∂Ωf(t = 0) denotes the part of the rigid boundary of the POCV corresponding to the
valve seat. In the fully open configuration, the inequality in (21) is strict, i.e., the distance between
the membrane boundary and the valve seat is strictly positive. Contact occurs if equality holds
in (21). An extensive review of contact mechanics is beyond the scope of the present work: the
reader is referred to [49] and [50] for a review of existing contact formulations.

A fundamental complication in numerical procedures for fluid-solid-contact interaction prob-
lems [42], pertains to the fact that the topological change in the fluid domain occurring at contact
(from a simply connected set to connected set with holes [partial contact] or a disconnected set
[fully closed]) manifests in the computational method as a collapse of the mesh in the fluid do-
main. To avoid such a collapse of the mesh, it is generally necessary to ensure a small-but-finite
separation of the surfaces, i.e., that the inequality in (21) holds strictly. To this purpose, we mod-
ify the contact formulation in a way that it retains (aims to retain) a thin gap of thickness ϵ > 0
between the valve seat and the main membrane; see Figures 4 and 5. This implies that the contact
load is activated if the distance between the main membrane and valve seat is less than or equal
to ϵ thus ensuring a small-but-finite separation between the main membrane and the actual valve
seat at contact. Simultaneously, the fluid domain in the contact region is replaced by a Darcy-type
flow resistance if contact is detected, to mimic the sharp increase in the flow resistance that occurs
as the separation between the valve and the valve seat approaches zero.

Contact is modelled by means of an auxiliary contact traction on the elastic structure. The
valve seat is represented by a quasi-rigid dummy body; see Figures 4 and 5. Noting that the
fluid between the two contacting surfaces effectively lubricates the contact, we ignore friction and,
hence, the contact force acts in the direction perpendicular to the contact surface. The considered
contact traction (force per unit area) is of the form:

tc(x) = −ns
(
kc
⌊
(x − Px) · ns + ϵ

⌋
+ λc
)

(22)

where Px denotes the projection of the point x on the surface of the membrane ∂Ωs(t) (resp. the
surface of the dummy body Γd(t)) along the normal vector onto Γd(t) (resp. ∂Ωs(t)), the operator
⌊·⌋ = max(·, 0) is the positive part (or Macaulay bracket) and λc is the contact force, i.e., the
Lagrange multiplier associated with the non-penetration condition. The first term in parentheses
in (22) represents a penalty contribution, the penalty parameter kc > 0 being analogous to an
elastic-spring constant. By virtue of the Macaulay bracket and the offset parameter ϵ, the contact
traction is active only in regions where the signed distance between the membrane and the dummy
body is less than ϵ.
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Figure 5: Membrane to valve seat inter-body contact modelling. Blue: Contact dummy body section. Grey: Main
membrane section. The mechanical parts are separated by a thin gap of thickness ϵ > 0 equal to the fluid gap width
for consistency.

3.5. Interface conditions of the FSI problem
The fluid and the structure are interconnected by kinematic and dynamic interface condi-

tions [45]. The kinematic conditions prescribe that the boundaries of the fluid and solid domains
coincide at the fluid-solid interface, and that the fluid velocity coincides with the structure velocity
at the interface. The latter condition implies,

u = ∂tds in (0,T ) × Γ(t) (23)

Let us note that on the left-hand (resp. right-hand) side of (23), positions are to be understood in
the actual (resp. reference) configuration. The kinematic condition (23) can be conceived of as an
essential (Dirichlet-type) boundary condition for the fluid subsystem.

The dynamic condition enforces the balance of tractions at the fluid-solid interface. For the
main membrane, the load functional in (15a) therefore comprises the fluid traction, in addition to
the traction exerted by the spring and by contact, according to (17) and (22), respectively:

l(w) =
∫
Γ(t)

w · (pnf − τnf) +
∫
Γ(t)

w · tc +
∫
Γ̂

w · tspr (24)

It is to be noted that the first and second terms in (24), corresponding to the traction exerted by
the fluid on the solid and the contact traction, are formulated in the actual configuration, while the
third term, associated with the distributed spring load, is expressed in the reference configuration.
The dynamic condition in (24) can be regarded as a natural (Neumann-type) boundary condition
for the structure subsystem.

3.6. Numerical approximation of the fluid and solid subsystems
The fluid calculations are executed using the commercial software package ANSYS Fluent and

are based on an approximation of the URANS transport equations by means of a finite-volume
method in an ALE formulation. A second-order upwind scheme is used for the spatial discretiza-
tion of the convective terms and a least-squares cell-based formulation is used to approximate the
diffusive fluxes in the momentum equation.
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Figure 6: Fluid mesh from a plane section view. The stationary (non-moving) zones are refined using inflation layers
to improve accuracy. The deforming regions are refined using smaller cells to reduce the probability of mesh folding
due to excessive motion. (b) Detail 1 shows the fluid-structure interfaces and the adjacent deforming zones. (c)
Detail 2 depicts the pilot membrane and adjacent moving domain. Full closure of the valve is performed using a wall
boundary condition (pilot region) and a gap model (main flow section).

Figure 6 illustrates the fluid-mesh partition from a plane-section-view perspective. The mesh
combines different element types. The bulk is composed of octree hexagonal elements. Boundary-
layer prisms are used in the vicinity of rigid boundaries. The regions adjacent to the moving sur-
faces are mostly of general polyhedral type. The region adjacent to the fluid-solid interface is
refined to capture the large gradients in this area, as shown in panels (b) and (c) of Figure 6. This
heterogeneous mesh layout serves to enhance the accuracy while restricting the number of de-
grees of freedom in the discrete approximation. The fluid mesh used in the numerical simulations
comprises 1.019.544 cells.

The pilot channel is closed using a wall boundary zone, while the main membrane blocks the
flow using a gap model. This gap model is active when the distance between the FSI wet interface
and the valve seat is below a predefined contact distance threshold; see also section 3.4. A spring-
based smoothing method controls the deforming mesh dynamics. To improve the robustness of the
mesh-deformation algorithm, a strict tolerance is used on the dynamic mesh convergence criterion,
and under-relaxation of the mesh motion parameter is applied.

The solution procedure for the discretized fluid equations is based on concurrent pressure-
velocity coupling, instead of segregated approaches such as SIMPLE and PISO. The choice for
a coupled solution procedure is motivated by its improved robustness relative to segregated so-
lution approaches, which is particularly important in view of the moving mesh and the strongly
varying flow velocity (encoded by the local Reynolds number) within the flow field, especially
during the valve-closing event. In our experience, concurrent pressure-velocity coupling yields a
better compromise between computational complexity, time-step-size restrictions, and robustness,
compared to segregated solvers. To retain accuracy and robustness throughout the evolution of the
valve configuration, it is important to ensure convergence of the CFD solver to a strict tolerance.
In particular, in addition to the ANSYS Fluent default criterion that the scaled residual drops be-
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low 10−3, we require that the relative pressure updates near the fluid-solid interface and near the
pilot membrane drop below 10−4.

The structure is discretized using tetrahedral Taylor-Hood elements with quadratic displace-
ments and linear pressures. The mesh partition of the main membrane is displayed in Figure 4. The
main-membrane domain is locally refined near the valve-seat contact region and contains 24.551
elements. The pilot-membrane’s mesh is uniformly distributed and comprises 1.555 elements.

Because of differences in their geometric representation, ANSYS Fluent does not admit to di-
rectly monitor contact between an endogenous structural element and an exogenous rigid surface,
e.g. the main membrane and the casing of the POCV. To facilitate the contact formulation in AN-
SYS Fluent, the valve seat, which is the part of the casing of the POCV that comes into contact
with the main membrane, is therefore represented as a separate quasi-rigid dummy body in the
computational model.

The solution procedure for the structure subsystem, including contact, consists of a standard
Newton procedure, augmented with a time-step-reduction procedure which acts as a fail-safe in
case of divergence or excessively slow convergence of the Newton process. If time-step reduction
is invoked, the structure subproblem is subcycled until it is synchronized with the fluid, i.e., mul-
tiple smaller time steps are carried out. The linear tangent problems in the Newton procedure are
solved by means of a sparse direct solver.

3.7. FSI solution strategy
Approaches for solving fluid-structure interaction problems can generally be classified as

monolithic or partitioned [47, 45]. In the monolithic approach, the aggregated system of equa-
tions is solved in a fully coupled manner at each time step, i.e., the fluid and structure subsystems
are solved simultaneously by means of one solver. The main advantage of monolithic methods is
their robustness. However, a significant disadvantage is the inherent loss of modularity, obstruct-
ing the reuse of established solution strategies and software frameworks. In addition, monolithic
methods generally carry a high computational complexity [45]. Partitioned methods are iterative
procedures, in which the fluid and structural subsystems are solved separately, and which (in prin-
ciple) yield the solution of the coupled FSI problem upon convergence. The standard iterative
procedure is referred to as subiteration, and consists in solving the fluid subsystem subject to the
kinematic condition, and the structure subsystem subject to the dynamic condition. By virtue of
the intrinsic partitioning, partitioned methods are inherently modular, and enable reuse of exist-
ing methodologies that have been developed for the fluid and solid subsystems. Consequently,
partitioned methods are much more flexible and versatile than monolithic methods. A further sub-
categorization of partitioned methods can be considered, into loosely coupled and strongly coupled
techniques. In loosely coupled (or staggered) approaches [47, 51], the fluid and solid subsystems
are solved only once per time step. In strongly coupled approaches [26], the iteration is continued
until a prescribed convergence criterion is satisfied.

The coupling strength in FSI problems is generally characterized by the so-called added mass.
This characterization is based on the notion that the force exerted by the fluid on the solid is es-
sentially proportional to the acceleration of the solid, and the fluid therefore acts on the structure
as an added mass [28, 29, 52]. In partitioned methods, the fluid and the solid are treated asyn-
chronously and, hence, the added mass of the fluid is treated explicitly. Consequently, strongly-
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coupled FSI problems, i.e., FSI problems with large added-mass effects, form a vulnerability of
partitioned methods, leading to divergence or prohibitively slow convergence. Various techniques
have however been developed to stabilize and accelerate strongly-coupled partitioned methods
based on subiteration, e.g, underrelaxation, Aitken’s method, Quasi-Newton methods [34, 35],
or (interface) artificial compressibility [32, 53] ; see [26] for an overview. It is to be noted that
artificial-compressibility methods pertain specifically to incompressible FSI, based on the fact that
the incompressibility of the fluid causes its added-mass to be essentially independent of the time
step [29].

An additional problem pertaining to enclosed incompressible FSI problems, is the so-called
incompressibility dilemma [36]. In enclosed incompressible FSI problems, the structure can only
assume deformations that are compatible with the volume of the fluid. This compatibility condi-
tion [54] causes severe instability in partitioned methods, if it is not properly handled. This insta-
bility is essentially independent of the added mass of the fluid, and it cannot be resolved by most
of the stabilization techniques intended to address added-mass effects, such as under-relaxation,
quasi-Newton methods, and Aitken’s method. Artificial-compressibility stabilization is effective,
as it replaces the incompressible FSI problems by a sequence of compressible ones.

The considered POCV problem represents a strongly coupled FSI problem which, in addition,
displays characteristics of the incompressibility dilemma. The fluid carried by the POCV is typ-
ically aqueous, and is essentially incompressible. The mass density of the material of the main
membrane is similar to that of the carried fluid. Hence, the POCV system displays a significant
added-mass effect. Moreover, in the closed configuration of the POCV, the upstream fluid volume
is essentially closed. In view of the aforementioned properties of the POCV system, we opt for
the so-called solution stabilization technique provided by ANSYS Fluent, which is similar to the
artificial-compressibility method [12].

4. Numerical results

In this section, we analyze the POCV on the basis of numerical investigations. Experimen-
tal tests have revealed that the POCV is dysfunctional in proportional-operation mode, in that it
exhibits severe vibrations as soon as the flow rate reaches a specific setpoint, depending on the dif-
ferential pressure. Experimental investigation of the origins of these vibrations is impracticable,
due to the miniaturized valve size, and the perturbing effects of measurement devices. Numerical
simulations therefore provide the only viable means of investigating the behavior of the POCV in
proportional-operation mode, to determine the source of the vibrations.

Before applying the numerical model to investigate the behavior of the POCV in proportional-
operation mode, we first regard it in the simpler settings of a fully closed configuration, and in
a binary (ON/OFF) scenario. The equilibrium solution of the closed configuration also serves as
initial condition for the binary and proportional-control scenarios.

4.1. Normally closed valve
We consider the POCV in the closed configuration, for inlet pressures pin ∈ {20, 50, 100, 200, 300}

(kPa); see Equation (8) and Table 2. The closed configuration at the various inlet-pressure levels
is determined by a sequence of events. The initial configuration of the POCV corresponds to an
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Table 2: Inlet pressures and corresponding time-step sizes for the FSI simulations.

Pressure inlet (kPa) 20 50 100 200 300

Time-step size (µs) 500 100 100 50 10

undeformed main membrane, while the pressure difference across the channel is set to zero. In
addition, the dynamic condition (24) is disabled, so that the main membrane only deforms due
to the compressed spring and the contact forces. While the main membrane deforms, the fluid
domain deforms accordingly, i.e. the main membrane and the fluid are one-way coupled. After
approximately 5 ms, the main membrane has closed and reached equilibrium. Next, the inlet pres-
sure is set to its prescribed value, and the dynamic condition is enabled. A two-way FSI follows,
which deforms the main membrane into its equilibrium closed configuration corresponding to the
imposed inlet-pressure level. The end time is set to T = 100 ms, at which time the main membrane
has essentially reached equilibrium.

The time-step size that is used in the simulation depends on the dynamics of the structure and
the fluid which, in turn, depend on the imposed inlet pressure. The time-step size is based on the
Courant number of the fluid, the mesh velocity, and the fluid and contact force magnitudes. Table 2
summarizes the time-step size for each inlet pressure.

Figure 7 presents the fluid pressure in the closed configuration of the POCV for pin equal to
0, 50, 100 and 200 kPa, in equilibrium. The fluid and solid domains are displayed in the actual
deformed configuration. The plots show that the pressure is essentially piecewise constant in
two disjoint regions: upstream of the main membrane, the pressure is equal to the inlet pressure,
whereas downstream the pressure is equal to the outlet pressure. This implies that the gap model
adequately sustains the pressure jump across the contact region. From Figure 7, one can moreover
observe that the deformation of the main membrane increases as the pressure difference between
the inlet and outlet increases.

Figure 8 plots the deformation of the top surface of the main membrane, in a cross-sectional
view. One can observe that the largest displacements occur at the center of the membrane and that
the deformation increases with the inlet pressure and, accordingly, the pressure difference across
the main membrane. Concomitant with these high-pressure differences are large contact forces to
prevent interpenetration of the membrane and valve seat or, more specifically, the dummy body.
Figure 8 conveys that at an inlet pressure of 300 kPa the implemented contact procedure is not able
to completely prevent the penetration of the membrane into the dummy body in the vicinity of the
valve seat, which is located at ±5± [0, 0.5] mm. In this region, the maximum vertical displacement
at 300 kPa is approximately 0.05 mm. However, by virtue of the dummy body, which has thickness
0.5 mm, a thin but finite gap remains between the main membrane and the valve seat, which is
adequate to avoid degeneration of the fluid mesh in the gap.

4.2. ON/OFF operation
The POCV is operated in a binary ON/OFF mode by means of an SMA-based actuator, which

drives the pilot valve into either a closed or an open position without intermediate setpoints. The
POCV working principle is then similar to that of a solenoid actuated control valve [55]. In this
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Figure 7: Plane section view of the normally closed POCV at 0 bar (top left), 0.5 bar (top right), 1 bar (bottom left)
and 2 bar (bottom right). Colors indicate pressure distribution.
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Figure 8: Membrane deflection of the normally closed valve for inlet pressure values pin ∈ {0.5, 1, 2, 3} bar.
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section, we consider numerical simulations of the opening process of the POCV. The simulation
results are compared to the corresponding experimental results to assess the accuracy of the FSI
model. In practice, the opening process of the POCV proceeds according to the following stages:

0. The POCV is in normally closed mode;
1. An input signal triggers the SMA actuator;
2. The actuator shifts the pilot membrane into the open setpoint;
3. The pressure in the pilot channel decreases due to the increasing flow speed;
4. The main membrane deforms in the valve opening direction due to the changes in the pilot

pressure;
5. The main membrane position and the pressure difference determine the flow rate through

the valve.

To parallel the aforementioned stages in the numerical simulation of the valve-opening process,
we proceed as follows: We start the simulation from a normally closed valve state as described in
Section 4.1. Next, the pilot membrane and the adjacent fluid mesh are deformed using one-way
FSI; see also Section 3.3. The resulting geometry represents the open configuration of the pilot
membrane. However, at this stage, the pilot bypass is still closed by means of an auxiliary wall
boundary condition. In the next step, this auxiliary wall boundary in the pilot bypass is suppressed.
The fluid can now flow through the pilot chamber. As a result of this flow, the pressure at the up-
stream wetted boundary of the main valve decreases. By virtue of the dynamic condition (24), the
corresponding load on the main membrane deforms the membrane in the valve-opening direction.
The fluid domain deforms accordingly, by virtue of the kinematic condition (23). The contact
between the valve seat and the main valve is released, and the flow can now pass directly from the
upstream region to the downstream region without traversing the pilot chamber. The fluid flow and
the main membrane interact in a dynamic fluid-structure-interaction process until a steady state is
reached.

To demonstrate the valve’s response to the opening event, Figure 9 displays four sequential
snapshots of the pressure distribution across the fluid-structure interfaces and the pilot channel
at various time instants. These snapshots are observed for a pressure inlet of pin = 3 bar and
display, respectively, the pressure distribution in normally-closed (NC) configuration; immediately
after opening the pilot valve at t = 10 ms; at t = 20 ms after opening the pilot valve; and after
equilibration in the open position, at t = 200 ms. Comparing the top-left panel and the top-right
panel, one can observe that as the actuator is switched to the open position and the pilot membrane
opens slightly, the pressure in the pilot tube that connects the pilot chamber to the outlet (located
on the right side of the figures) immediately drops. Comparing the top-right panel to the bottom-
left panel, one can observe that due to the opening of the pilot membrane, the pressure in the pilot
chamber and, correspondingly, on the bottom side of the main membrane, rapidly drops from 3 bar
to approximately 1.7 bar, in less than 20 ms. The pressure drop induces a change in the load exerted
on the main membrane, resulting in the main membrane undergoing deformation and transitioning
into a fully open configuration (bottom-right panel). The open configuration represents a new
equilibrium state of the valve system which depends on the applied inlet pressure.

Figure 10 shows the streamlines of the flow in the POCV at different time instances, for an inlet
pressure of 3 bar. At t = 75 ms, the POCV is still closed and the fluid velocity essentially vanishes
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Figure 9: Pressure contour snapshots of the POCV. The top right panel shows the pressure drop at the vicinity of the
pilot membrane shortly after opening actuation, the bottom left and right panels display the pressure at different times
corresponding to a fully open valve. Note the valve’s fast time-to-open response from 3 bar to 1.7 bar (around 20
ms).
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Figure 10: Streamlines during the opening of the microfluidic POCV at t = 75 ms (left), t = 105 ms (center) and
t = 175 ms (right) for an inlet pressure of 3 bar.

throughout the entire POCV. At t = 105 ms, shortly after the opening of the pilot membrane,
the fluid exhibits significant flow velocities, primarily near the valve seat and along the tube that
connects the pilot valve to the main valve. The right-most panel of Figure 10 corresponds to the
steady state of the flow in a fully open configuration. Noticing the similarity of the streamline
patterns in the center and right-most panels, one can infer that after opening, the flow very quickly
settles into a stable, steady regime. In the open configuration, most streamlines connect the outlet
to the inlet via the gap between the main membrane and the valve seat, and only a few pass through
the pilot stage. This indicates that in the open configuration, the secondary flow via the pilot stage
is limited. Noting that in the open configuration, the velocity at the inflow and outflow regions is
essentially uniform, the simulation results predict a smooth and stable flow at the outlet.

To validate the results of the numerical simulations in relation to the response of the actual
POCV device, Figure 11 presents a comparison between the computed and experimentally ob-
tained pressure differences across the valve, for a differential pressure of 3 bar. In view of the
uncertainty of the exact location of the pressure measurement in the experimental setup, e.g. due
to the size of the probe, in the simulation the pressure has been probed at three representative
distinct, nearby locations. These locations are indicated in the inset in Figure 11. The computed
pressure at the inlet indeed coincides with the imposed inlet pressure of 3 bar. In the closed config-
uration, the pressure is not uniform in the inlet region, but instead, it decreases as the gap between
the main valve and the valve seat is approached. This suggests that there is some leakage through
the gap in the numerical model. Bearing in mind the small dimensions near the gap, minute flow
velocities can lead to significant variations in the pressure. It is notable that the experimentally
obtained pressure is also non-uniform: in the closed configuration, the pressure at the probe drops
to 298 kPa, i.e. 2 kPa less than the imposed inlet pressure of 300 kPa. This suggests that the exper-
imental setup also exhibits some minute leakage. The computed results indicate that the steepness
of the pressure drop during the opening of the main valve and the post-opening pressure level
depends sensitively on the location. In addition, the results indicate that the pre-to-post opening
pressure drop is non-uniform with respect to the distance to the valve-seat gap. The computed
post-opening pressure level at the measurement point closest to the gap agrees well with the ex-
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Figure 11: Pressure evolution during opening of the POCV at differential pressure 3 bar: Computed pressure at 3
points near the valve-seat gap and at the inlet, and experimental data.

perimental data. However, the pre-opening pressure level at this location is significantly lower
than in the experiments. The strong sensitivity of the pressure readings to the location and to the
leakage through the valve-seat gap, evident from the simulation results, in combination with the
uncertainty in the location of the measurement device, indicates that the pressure-drop comparison
in Figure 11 can only serve a qualitative purpose.

To further assess the agreement between the numerical model and the actual POCV device,
Figure 12 presents the temporal variation of the flow rate through the POCV in ON/OFF operation
for differential pressures of 2 bar and 3 bar. For the inlet pressure of 2 bar (resp. 3 bar), the sudden
increase in the flow rate from an initial value of 0 l/h to approximately 150 l/h (resp. 200 l/h),
which occurs immediately after the control pilot valve is opened, inducing the opening of the
main valve, aligns well with the experimental results. For inlet pressure 3 bar, the computed
result closely follows the more gradual increase in the flow rate in the time interval 100 − 120 ms,
exhibited by the experimental data. For the experimental results, the increase of the flow rate
however extends to a slightly longer time interval than for the computed results. Consequently, the
experimentally observed equilibrium flow rate exceeds the computed flow rate by approximately
10%. Conversely, for the 2 bar case, the computed equilibrium flow rate exceeds the experimental
flow rate by approximately 10%. In view of the sensitivity of the flow rate to the details of the
valve deformation near the valve seat, we assess the overall agreement between the computed and
experimental flow rate evolutions as good.
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Figure 12: Computed flow rate and experimentally obtained flow rate for a differential pressure of 2 bar (left) and
3 bar (right).

4.3. Proportional-control operation
The considered POCV in principle allows to be operated as a proportionally controlled valve,

providing the option to dynamically adjust the flow as required by the user by means of an analog
input signal instead of the binary signal that is used to operate the valve in ON/OFF mode. Noting
that the POCV is controlled by a voltage applied to the SMA-based actuator, the analog signal can
assume intermediate values in the voltage range [0,Vmax], where Vmax corresponds to the voltage
at which the control valve is fully open. Proportional operation greatly extends the operational
range of the microfluidic POCV to, for instance, dosing and mixing tasks that require precise
flow modulation. However, the POCV under investigation is deficient in proportional-control
operation, in that the device exhibits severe vibrations once the differential pressure exceeds a
certain threshold. In this section, we apply the developed FSI model to examine the vibrations in
the POCV in proportional-control mode.

In Section 4.2 it was shown that after opening, the flow in the POCV very quickly equili-
brates. As the envisaged proportional-control operation is relatively slow compared to this equi-
libration time, the proportional-control operation can essentially be regarded as a sequence of
quasi-stationary operations. To facilitate the analysis, we therefore consider a step-wise progres-
sive opening (negative displacements) of the control valve, as depicted in Figure 13. In view of the
minimal gap that must be retained to accommodate the fluid mesh, an initial gap of approximately
20 µm is applied, corresponding to 5% of the displacement of the pilot membrane in the fully open
position. However, the initial gap is closed by means of an auxiliary wall boundary condition;
see also Section 4.2. At t = 0.08 s, this auxiliary condition is suppressed, and the pilot valve
essentially opens to 20 µm, without displacement of the pilot valve. The opening is subsequently
step-wise increased in accordance with Figure 13, by imposing a displacement on the pilot valve
at the mounting area of the SMA-based actuator. Let us note that the maximum negative displace-
ment at −0.4 mm corresponds to the opening of the pilot valve considered in the ON/OFF scenario
in Section 4.2.

To establish that a minimal pressure differential is required for the POCV to function, we first
regard an inlet pressure of 0.5 bar. Figure 14 displays the evolution of the flow rate across the
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Figure 13: Step-wise displacement of the pilot membrane in the proportional-control scenario of the POCV. The
opening process follows three steps: (1): Establishing the closed state of the valve system until t = 0.08 s (red
triangle); (2): Suppressing the wall boundary condition that models the closed pilot spool and establish setpoint =
20 µm for t ∈ (0.08, 0.12) s; (3): opening of the control valve following the imposed step-wise displacement of the
SMA-actuator mount point for function t ∈ (0.12, 0.125) s. The valve displacement of −0.4 mm corresponds to the
fully open setpoint in the ON/OFF scenario.

outlet and the pressure at a specific point within the pilot chamber during the proportional opening
scenario in accordance with the step-wise displacement of the pilot membrane; see Figure 13. One
can observe that the opening of the pilot membrane at t = 0.08 s, via removal of the auxiliary wall
boundary condition, induces a pressure drop of approximately 5 kPa. In addition, the flow rate
instantaneously increases to 1.5 l/h. The first step in the displacement of the pilot membrane at
0.12 s again yields a sharp decrease in the pressure in the pilot chamber, to approximately 30 kPa.
Simultaneously, the flow rate increases gradually to approximately 8 l/h. The subsequent step-wise
increments of the displacement of the pilot membrane, bear only a moderate effect on the pressure
in the pilot chamber, and a nonuniform effect on the flow rate. At the maximum displacement of
the pilot membrane at t = 0.25 s, the pressure in the pilot chamber (at the measurement point) is
approximately 27 kPa, while the flow rate levels off at approximately 8.5 l/h. It is notable that this
flow rate is disproportionally lower than the observed flow rates for 2 and 3 bar in Section 4.2. To
further elucidate the operation of the POCV at 0.5 bar, we regard in Figure 15 snapshots of the
velocity streamlines before opening, at t = 0.075 s, immediately after opening, at t = 0.09 s, and at
full opening, at t = 0.25 s. One can observe that after opening the pilot valve, the streamlines pass
through the pilot bypass only. This indicates that the pressure differential of 0.5 bar is insufficient
to unseal the main valve. This also explains why the flow rate at 0.5 bar is disproportionally less
than the flow rate for 2 bar and 3 bar observed in Section 4.2, and the unsteadiness of the flow in
the intermediate and fully open configuration.

In the remainder of this section, we focus on the proportional operation of the POCV for a
pressure differential that suffices to unseal the main valve, to examine the vibrations in the POCV
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Figure 14: Flow-rate and pressure evolution during the opening of the POCV in accordance with Figure 13 at differ-
ential pressure 0.5bar.

Figure 15: Streamlines during opening of the POCV according to Figure 13 at t = 75 ms (left), t = 90 ms (center) and
t = 250 ms (right) at differential pressure 0.5 bar.
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in proportional-control mode. To illustrate the valve response after the main valve opening, Fig-
ure 16 plots the evolution of the difference in the pressure upstream and downstream of the main
valve, and the flow rate across the outlet, during the proportional valve opening in accordance
with Figure 13, for an inlet pressure of 1 bar. Until the opening of the pilot valve at t = 0.08 s, the
upstream pressure is essentially uniform and equal to the specified inlet pressure. Accordingly,
the flow rate vanishes, except for some minute leakage through the valve-seat gap. The pilot valve
is opened to 5% at t = 0.08 s by suppressing the auxiliary wall boundary condition near the pilot
membrane. The pressure difference across the main membrane caused by the 5% opening of the
pilot membrane does not suffice to open the main valve. Hence, the upstream-downstream pres-
sure difference does not change, and the flow across the POCV remains negligible. The pilot valve
displacement at t = 0.12 s to 25% open yields an abrupt reduction in the upstream-downstream
pressure difference, followed by a linear decay, and induces a flow of approximately 5 l/h across
the POCV. At this setting of the pilot valve, the main valve is still closed, and the flow passes
through the pilot conduit; see also Figure 17 below. Further displacement of the pilot valve at
t = 0.14 s to an approximately 38% open setpoint leads to a sharp increase in the flow rate from
5 l/h to 45 l/h, and a concurrent sharp reduction of the upstream-downstream pressure difference
from 53 kPa to 19 kPa. These sharp changes in the flow rate and pressure difference portend severe
oscillations in the flow rate and pressure difference. One can observe that the oscillations exhibit a
consistent frequency, with some modulations. The oscillations occur concurrent with the opening
of the main valve, which indicates that the considered POCV cannot be used in proportional con-
trol mode. For completeness, we mention that the FSI simulation terminated after t = 0.17752 s
due to failure to converge in the subsequent time step.

To investigate the oscillatory behavior of the POCV in proportional-control mode, we regard
the flow in the POCV during proportional opening. Figure 17 displays the streamlines at different
time instances. The top-left panel displays the streamlines in the POCV at t = 128.8 ms, shortly
after opening the pilot valve to 25%. One can note that the streamlines between the inflow and
outflow pass through the pilot channel only, not through the valve-seat gap, indicating that the
main valve is still closed. The remaining panels in Figure 17 display snapshots of the streamlines
during the oscillation of the POCV. The top-right panel displays the streamlines at t = 160.4 ms.
This moment corresponds to a trough in the differential pressure; see Figure 16. The troughs in
the differential pressure coincide with moments at which contact between the main valve and the
valve seat is established, i.e. when the main valve closes. Simultaneously, a peak in the flow rate
occurs. One can observe that at t = 160.4 ms, no streamlines pass from the inlet to the outlet via
the valve-seat gap, in accordance with the fact that the main valve is closed. The bottom-left panel
displays the streamlines at t = 160.8 ms. At this instant, the valve is still closed, the differential
pressure is increasing, and the flow rate is decreasing. The streamlines exhibit a similar pattern as
for t = 160.4 ms, in accordance with the fact that the main valve is still closed. The bottom-right
panel displays the streamlines at t = 161.4 ms. In this plot, multiple streamlines pass from the inlet
to the outlet through the valve-seat gap, indicating that the main valve is open. From the color of
the streamlines, one can observe that the flow velocities in the vicinity of the gap are very large.
With reference to Figure 16, we note that the flow rate exhibits a local minimum at t = 161.4 ms.

Closer inspection of the results in Figures 16 reveals that during the oscillation, troughs in the
differential pressure coincide with peaks in the flow rate. These extrema correspond to moments

28



1

2

mass-flow rate

p
1
-p
2

Figure 16: Evolution of the flow rate and upstream-downstream pressure difference during proportional operation of
the POCV for an inlet pressure of 1 bar.
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Figure 17: Streamlines during attempted proportional operation of the POCV at a differential pressure of 1 bar at
t = 128.8 ms (top-left), t = 160.4 ms (top-right), t = 160.8 ms (bottom-left) and t = 161.4 ms (bottom-right).
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at which the main valve closes. Conversely, pressure peaks occur at moments at which the main
valve opens (results not displayed). It is further noteworthy that pressure peaks do not coincide
with local minima in the flow rate, which indicates that the oscillation is not simply harmonic.
Although it appears contradictory that a significant outflow can be generated while the main valve
is closed, one has to bear in mind that the main membrane exhibits significant deformations during
the oscillation cycle, including the part of the cycle in which the valve is closed. Hence, during this
part of the cycle, the volume that exits the POCV is balanced by the motion of the main membrane.
Similarly, it is noteworthy that the flow rate continues to decrease when the main valve opens. This
can be interpreted as that part of the volume that passes through the gap, is stored in the volume
which emerges from the motion of the main membrane.

A main mechanism underlying the dynamic instability of the POCV in (attempted) propor-
tional operation, appears to be the significant pressure drop that occurs in the thin valve-seat gap
after opening. At the transition from the thin valve-seat gap to the outlet channel, in the vicinity of
the main membrane, the flow sustains a strong divergence, which results in a significant pressure
drop, as well as strong vorticity; see Figure 17. The strong pressure drop in the valve-seat gap
counteracts the opening of the membrane. Moreover, if the motion of the membrane is (locally)
reversed due to the negative pressure in the valve-seat gap, the Venturi effect [56, 20] becomes
operative, causing the valve-seat gap to collapse. The Venturi effect pertains to a negative pressure
singularity (p → −∞) that occurs in a fluid between two approaching surfaces; see [20, Thm.29].
Hence, the collapse of the valve-seat gap occurs forcefully, which is consistent with the strong
oscillations that have been observed in experimental investigations of the POCV in proportional
operation. The above elaboration of the mechanism that is responsible for the oscillatory response
of the POCV in proportional operation, suggests that an important condition for successful, non-
oscillatory operation of the POCV is that during the opening of the main valve, the thin-gap regime
is transcended sufficiently fast. In the ON/OFF-operation test cases considered in Section 4.2, the
instantaneous complete opening of the control valve yields a pressure drop across the main mem-
brane that apparently is sufficiently strong to fulfill this condition.

5. Conclusion

Valves play a central role in hydraulic and microfluidic devices. Extending functionality of
valves beyond their original operational range, can provide an important contribution in minia-
turization and cost reduction. From that perspective, in the present paper we have numerically
investigated a smart pilot-operated control valve (POCV) that has originally been designed for
ON/OFF switching, with the aim of elucidating vibrations that have been observed experimentally
in proportional operation of the device. The numerical investigations consider the fluid-structure-
contact interaction that occurs in the POCV during operation.

For the fluid-structure-interaction simulations, we have developed a numerical model in the
ANSYS framework, with the auxiliary aim of testing to what extend such a generic simulation
environment is suitable for simulating a complex industrial FSI problem. On account of the in-
compressibility of the considered fluid and the relatively high density of the fluid, the considered
POCV problem represents a strongly coupled FSI problem which, in addition, displays character-
istics of the incompressibility dilemma, because in the closed configuration, the upstream volume

31



is essentially closed. The so-called solution-stabilization technique provided by ANSYS-Fluent,
which is similar to artificial compressiblity, allows to stabilize the iterations in the partitioned
solution strategy.

The numerical results convey that the valve exhibits reliable sealing properties and allows fast
switching from open to closed positions. The simulations show that the considered POCV is reli-
able in ON/OFF control operations. The corresponding numerical results display good agreement
to corresponding experimental data, in terms of flow rate and pressure difference. Investigation of
the proportional-operation regime, conveys that the POCV is unsuitable for proportional control,
and is susceptible to vibrations in this regime. Self-excited vibrations occur as soon as the main
valve is unsealed, resulting in membrane oscillations and pressure pulsations. The numerical re-
sults suggest that the vibrations are essentially caused by the sharp pressure drop that occurs in the
valve-seat gap, which counteracts the opening of the main valve, and the ensuing Venturi effect,
which causes a forceful collapse of the valve-seat gap. An important condition for successful op-
eration of the POCV appears to be that during opening of the main valve, the thin-gap regime is
transcended sufficiently fast.
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Appendix A. Membrane material characterization

Appendix A.1. Constitutive hyperelastic material model
Experimental data are required for the appropriate calibration of a hyperelastic constitutive

model. In this context, three uni-axial tensile tests were performed in the DICAr department at the
University of Pavia [57]. The samples’ dimensions are shown in the table A.3. The MTS Insight
10 kN testing device was used to load the specimen with a 250 N tensile load.

Table A.3: The specimen dimension in terms of length, width, thickness, and Cross section [mm].

Length l0 Width W Thickness t Cross section A0

45 5 0.45 2.25

The obtained experimental plots shown in Figure A.18 depict a quasi-linear stress-strain mechan-
ical response. Consequently, calibrating the uni-axial tests using the incompressible neo-Hookean
hyperelastic material model is sufficient for data fitting, for which the constitutive model reads:

σh = µs(λ2 −
1
λ

) (A.1)

with σh is the neo-Hookean engineering stress, and µs = 2C10 the initial shear modulus. For
an in-depth overview of hyperelastic material modeling, the interested reader is referred to [58].
The detailed steps describing the material calibration using the neo-Hookean hyperelastic material
model are given in [59, 60].

Appendix A.2. Material calibration and curve fitting
The membrane’s material properties play a major role in the numerical analysis of the POCV

as the nonlinearity and the expected large deformations emanating from the incoming pressure
require a constitutive model to enable accurate replication of the membrane dynamics. As pre-
viously mentioned in Appendix A.1, the test results shown in Figure A.18 show a quasi-linear
trend implying that the neo-Hookean material model would be a convenient choice to calibrate the
rubber-like material under study. ANSYS (ANSYS, Canonsburg, PA, USA) supports material cal-
ibration using the neo-Hookean material model as well as various other conventional hyperelastic
models, such as the Mooney-Rivlin and Ogden models, among others [61]. A curve-fitting ap-
proach is used for material calibration, which incorporates a nonlinear regression analysis for the
experimental data as a function of the constitutive hyperelastic model and is described as follows:

1. Possession of experimental stress-strain data
2. Prior knowledge about the structural deformation range expected
3. Choosing the appropriate hyperelastic material model
4. Performing a regression analysis using the least squares method
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5. Approximating the material constants associated with the hyperelastic material model from
the experimental stress-strain data and constitutive equations

6. Comparing the experimental data against the obtained results. If the error is large, a more
accurate hyperelastic material model could be considered.

The resulting neo-Hookean stress-strain curve is plotted in Figure A.18, alongside the experi-
mental data. Note that the curve fitting procedure is executed taking into account only sample 1
specimen for simplicity purposes. To further motivate the model selection, the stress versus strain
graphs corresponding to two commonly used hyperelastic material models are fitted: The Mooney-
Rivlin model with two (2) parameters and the Mooney-Rivlin model with five (5) parameters. The
stress-strain plot based on the neo-Hookean model shows good alignment with the experimental
data when the specimen’s cross-head displacement corresponds to engineering strain values below
100%. However, for larger tension strains, higher relative errors are observed. This is expected,
as the neo-Hookean constitutive model is better suited for relatively low strain ranges [58]. Con-
versely, the results associated with the Money-Rivlin models are more accurate for larger strain
ranges. Nevertheless, since the membrane deformations are expected to be below 100% strain
ranges, the neo-Hookean model is chosen since it is the simplest hyperelastic constitutive model
available and is suitable for capturing the material behavior with sufficient accuracy [62].
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Figure A.18: Curve-fitting results of the Hyperelastic material calibration. Stress versus strain curve plots for ex-
perimental data versus different hyperelastic material models. Red: Curve fitting using the neo-Hookean model.
Violet: Curve fitting using the Mooney-Rivlin model with 2 parameters material model. Cyan: Curve fitting using the
Mooney-Rivlin model with 5 parameters material model. Black: Experimental results.
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Appendix A.3. Subsystems properties
The material calibration procedure gives the evaluated parameters in terms of the initial shear

modulus µ0 and the incompressibility parameter D0 with corresponding values equal to 0.946 MPa,
and zero (incompressible material), respectively. The material density is measured experimentally
as 1140 kg/m3. Because of material testing limitations, the material-dependent Rayleigh param-
eters are borrowed from [63]. For completeness, the material parameters used in the numerical
investigations are summarized in Table A.4.

Table A.4: Material properties of the fluid and solid used in the simulations. The main and pilot membranes have
identical material properties. The contact dummy body material properties are consistent with the material of the
POCV casing. The spring is assumed mass-less. The Rayleigh parameters α, β are taken from [63].

Fluid (Water)

Density 1140 kg/m3

Viscosity 0.946 × 106 Pa

Membranes (Rubber)

Density 1140 Kg/m3

Initial shear stress 0.946 × 106 Pa
Incompressibility parameter 0

α 0.5
β 0.005

Dummy solid (Plastic PVC)

Density 1392 kg/m3

Shear Modulus 1.02 × 109 Pa
Poisson’s ratio 0.4

Young’s Modulus 2.86 × 109 Pa
Bulk Modulus 4.78 × 109 Pa

Spring

Longitudinal stiffness 0.1 N/mm
Free length 14 mm

Longitudinal damping 0 N/mm
Spring length 4.868 mm

Endpoints Membrane-Fixed reference point
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