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We investigate the asymptotic behaviors of a thin panel in high supersonic flow with a turbulent boundary layer.
The objective of this investigation is achieved by formulating methods to analyze complex interactions among
aerodynamic/structural dynamic nonlinearities, turbulence, and stability. We reduce an infinite dimensional model
to a finite dimensional system in the Galerkin’s sense. The normal form technique is employed not only to capture the
essential dynamics of the system in which significant nonlinearities are considered but also to reduce the
dimensionality of the dynamical system. Because of the random nature of forcing characteristics associated with the
turbulence, the theory of stochastic processes is used to explore panel responses in the presence of turbulent
boundary layer. After adequate scaling of parameters, a nonstandard reduction through stochastic averaging is
achieved. It turns out that the solution of the reduced model is approximated by a Markov process that takes its value
on a graph with gluing conditions that furnish the complete specification of the dynamics of the reduced model. With
the aid of the infinitesimal generator of the reduced Markov process on the graph, we examine stochastic analyses
such as mean exit time, probability density and stochastic bifurcation in the phenomenological sense.

Nomenclature

a = panel length
b = panel width
C, = speed of sound
D = panel bending stiffness,

D =[ER3/12(1 —1?)]
E = Young’s modulus
& = linear vector space, £ =&, ® E_
Eo, E_ = center subspace, stable subspace

normal forms in &,, £_

F(X), N(X,Y)
G shear modulus

H! = one-dimensional Hausdor measure

h = panel thickness

M = Mach number

m = uniform mass per unit area

NE = external axial load

Py, P_ = projections onto &, E_

q = dynamic pressure, ¢ = p,U?/2

t = time

U = air flow speed

u, v, w = displacement components in x, y, and z
X, ¥, 2 = spatial coordinates

y = ratio of specific heat

v = Poisson ratio

Pa = air density

d(X,Y) = near identity coordinate transformation
- ll7me = standard metric on TR?

1. Introduction

EROELASTICITY studies the mutual interaction between
aerodynamic and elastic forces, and the influence of this
interaction on the design of high speed flight vehicles. The
interaction of aerodynamic forces with flexible structures such as a
panel can create complicated vibrational effects that may adversely
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affect the overall performance of aircraft. Phenomena such as large
amplitude flutter, buckling, and fatigue failure are all possible results
of flow-induced dynamics (e.g., Dowell [1]). To obviate such
occurrences, we need to understand how the flow and structural
parameters contribute to aeroelasticity. Dwell and Ilgamov [2]
provide a general survey of nonlinear aeroelasticity. Recent work has
shown that these nonlinearities play a key role in determining crucial
performance characteristics such as flutter amplitude and buckling
displacements [3].

Another element that is of considerable importance on the
dynamical behavior is pressure fluctuations induced by a turbulent
boundary layer (TBL). The TBL-induced vibrations could cause
fatigue damage on the structure. Therefore, such fatigue stresses
should be taken into consideration in the airplane design. From a
mathematical modeling point of view, such pressure fluctuations
cannot be adequately described in terms of a deterministic function of
time alone. This pressure fluctuates randomly over a wide band of
frequencies and might be considered as stochastic functions of time
defined only in probabilistic terms. Hence, the probabilistic approach
employing the theory of stochastic processes is addressed.

This paper investigates the nonlinear aeroelastic behavior of a thin,
flat panel under the TBL in a high supersonic flow through a useful
methodology developed here. We extend the work of Namachchi-
vaya and Lee [4], including the effects of the TBL as a random
process on the panel dynamics. In addition, we consider the system
with nonnegligible aerodynamic dissipation, which implies that the
system is no longer reversible as in [4].

The random nature of the forcing characteristics associated with
the TBL-induced fluctuation is assumed to be stationary and of small
magnitude, the effects of which are of significance when the
deterministic system is close to bifurcations. It is well known (see
Guckenheimer and Holmes [5]) that the panel dynamics exhibit three
types of instability, namely, divergence, flutter, and double-zero
instability. The most interesting one is associated with the double-
zero eigenvalues because it can exhibit the characteristics of both
Hopf and simple bifurcation together. Hence, close to such
instability, the theory of normal form and stochastic averaging are
applied in order to reduce the original problem to a tractable form.
These two reduction schemes that are addressed in this paper are
based on the equivariant normal form theory of Elphick et al. [6] and
nonstandard reduction through stochastic averaging developed by
Namachchivaya and Sower [7-9].

This paper is outlined as follows. Section II is devoted to
formulating the thin plate mathematical model with aerodynamic
and structural nonlinearities. Then we construct finite dimen-
sional evolution (amplitude) equations by using Galerkin’s method.
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Section III presents the characterization of instability boundaries in
parameter spaces. Section IV applies the normal form theory to the
finite dimensional system close to double-zero instability. Elphick
et al. [6] have shown that their method yields both the normal form
and the center manifold simultaneously. In Sec. V, the stochastic
averaging method is presented. More concretely, we address a
separation of time scales so that the state variable of fast time scales
can be averaged out while the equation of the slow variables is
approximated. The noise induced by the TBL is idealized as a zero
mean, independent Gaussian white noise, leading to Ito’s stochastic
differential equations (SDE’s) in the present paper. The nonstandard
reduction techniques admit that the solution process of the reduced
system converges weakly to the law of Markov process. In Sec. VI,
the mean exit time problem is investigated from the reduced Markov
process with its averaged generator (limiting generator). The adjoint
problem of the limiting generator is formulated for the graph valued
process that is developed via the nonstandard reduction tech-
nique. Then stationary probability densities are studied by solving
the Fokker—Planck equation (FPE). Subsequently, we examine
stochastic P-bifurcation (phenomenological approach), illustrating
the long term behavior of the thin panel dynamics.

II. Problem Formulation

To begin with, the plate model shown in Fig. 1 is described by a
general nonlinear aeroelastic system in Dowell [10]. The governing
partial differential equation (PDE) of motion includes the nonlinear
characteristics due to structural geometry such as a nonlinear
coupling between in-plane stretching and out-of-plane bending and
due to aerodynamic loading and the TBL-induced fluctuation. Since
the structural damping induced by internal frictions has little effect
on the panel motion, we can neglect the effect of structural
dissipation.

DV*w= (N, + NHw,, + Nw,, + 2N, w,, —mw,
— ApM — Ap*F €5)

Nx,x + ny.y = 0’ ny,x + Ny.y =0 (2)
where V“wdéfw,mx + 2wy, + W, and Ap is the aerody-
namic pressure induced by the plate motion. A p represents external
loadings such as the pressure exerted by the TBL or by other
unsteady sources, which can be considered a random function with
specific noise characteristics. N£ is a direct load in the flow direction.

The expressions for the stress resultants N, N, and N,, are given

as follows:
Eh
N, = 1—12 [u, + %w,zx +ov, + %Vw?),]
Eh
Ny = m [l)_y + %wa +ovu, + %szx] 3)

ny = Gh(vx + u.y + w.xw.y)

The supersonic flow over the panel generates the pressure difference
ApM with respect to the cavity below (which we assume is deep

— 2 —

Fig. 1 Flat panel geometry.

enough not to have significant influences such as acoustics on the
panel response). For inviscid high supersonic flow regimes, the
following third-order, quasisteady piston theory approximation
(Lighthill [11], Ashley and Zartarian [12]) can be derived as an
estimate of Ap".

2 1 1 2
ApM = A;’[(Uw Tw )+—:VM(U ,,+w,x)

l+y 1 3
- 4
st (o) | @

Cunningham [13] has shown that this theory gives a good estimate
for the aerodynamic loads exposed to high supersonic Mach number
flow regimes. Bein et al. [14] also have shown that for high
supersonic flow regimes, the third-order, quasisteady piston theory
approximation produces unsteady aerodynamic loading that is in
close agreement with that based on direct solution of the Euler
equations. Hence, the piston theory model considered here included
both quadratic and cubic nonlinearities, which is necessary due to the
lack of flow under the panel.

‘We shall consider the pinned boundary conditions for the edges of
the plate:

x =0, au=0, w=0, and w, =0

y=0, b:v=0, w=0 and w,, =0

Yy

Substituting nondimensional parameters into Egs. (1-3),

w=w/a, i=u/a, v=v/a, E=x/a
n=y/a, T =t(D/ma*)'/?, A= pU%a*/MD
= pa/m, r=alb, §=h*/a?, R, =NEd?/D

yields the following set of equations

W ggee + 20 ey + W gy = (Ne + RIW g + Nyw

+ 2NgW gy — W — APY — APE (5)
Neg + Negyyy =0, Nepg +Nyy =0 (©6)
where
12
Ne= 8[s+w+vv+vw]
12
N”_(S[ + dw?, + vt + ng] @)
6(1 V) _ __
Nén - 5 (U-é tu,+ wfw-ri)

The pressure difference (4) induced by the panel motion can be
rewritten in nondimensional form as

4 12

[ L _ -
8}) = mwyt =+ w‘s

The pressure fluctuations induced by the TBL can be expressed as
functions of time and spatial coordinates and may be defined by the
use of separation of variables: APE = W(7)X (£, n).

The nondimensional boundary conditions for a panel with pinned
edges become:

APM:A(8P+1+VM82 +1+VM283) ®)

wherein

£E=0, Liu=
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Since it, b < w, we make use of scaling parameter § = (h*/a?) < 1
such that w = 8w, i = §%u, and v = §%0. The set of plate equations at
O(1) from Egs. (5) and (6) is obtained:

B+ V=0 )
_ 1—v_ 14+v_ o 1—v_ _
Ugg Uy + 5ty T W + WgW
14+v_ _
) aWe =0,
(10)
_ 1—v_ 14+v_ o 1—v_ _
Uy + 5 Vg t 5 Ugy + WHW o + 5 Wl
1+v_ _

Ty Wy =0

Hence, the stationary homogeneous solution for w of Eq. (9) in the
panel with pinned edges reads,

w= Z Z Z, sin(mr€) sin(nmrn) 11

m n

In what follows, we calculate u and v which satisty Eq. (6). We first
consider only two predominant coupled modes in the air flow
direction from Eq. (11) to obtain

w = z,(7) sin(m, 7€) sin(n,wrn) + z,(7) sin(m, &) sin(n,7rn)

(12)

Substituting expressions (7) and (12) into Eq. (6) and solving the
resulting set of PDE’s yields

i = zim =1 4 vnir?/m} 4 cos(2n,mrn)]sin(2m, 7§)
+ &2ZZmyn—1 + vn3r? /m} + cos(2nymrn)] sin(2m,f)
+ z122{c; cos[(n; — ny)7rn]sin[(m, + my)wE]
+ ¢y cos(ny + ny)wrn]sin[(m; + my)né]
+ ¢z cos[(n; — ny)mrn] sin[(m; — m,)wé]

+ ¢y cos[(ny + ny)wrn]sin[(m; — my)7é]} (13)

U =12dnmr[—1 + vm?/n3r? + cos(2m, 7)] sin(2n, 7rn)
+ Bnamr{—1 + vm/n3r* + cos(2m,m€)] sin(2n,mrn)
+ z1228¢5 cos[(my + my)wE]sin[(ny + ny)7wrn)
+ ¢ cos[(m; — my)wé] sin[(n; + ny)mwrn)
+ cq cos[(m; + my)w€]sin[(n, — ny)mry]

+ cg cos[(my — my) ] sin[(n; — ny)wrn]} (14)

The explicit forms of the coefficients and the detailed calculations are
given in Lee [15]. In the sequel, we let n; = n, for a simpler case and
substitute w, u, and v into Eq. (5). By applying Galerkin’s method
[16], one of classical approximation methods for PDE’s, we obtain
the set of two-dimensional coupled second order ordinary
differential equations (ODE’s):

F4+Kz4F(2) +[G2+ Fe(z.2)| + €DKz =vp(r)  (15)

where

2.2
5 _ | —mim 0 I R
=T el {0

y= 2mymy(1 — (=1)™M*m)

2 2 )
my — mj

®? = 7t (m? + n*r?)? — min’T

@3 =t (m? + n?r?)? — min’T

1/r 1
v, = / / X(&,n) sin(m;7&) sin(nmrn) dédn, where i=1,2
o Jo

F(z) and F¢(z, z) are the nonlinear coefficients of the approximating
system. The linear and nonlinear terms Kz + F(z) contain some of
the follower-type aerodynamic terms and all of the terms that stem
from the nonlinear panel. The damping and velocity dependent
aerodynamic terms are given by Gz + F¢(z,z). The term &(7)
represents a multiplicative noise that is added to axial load R;
whereas 7)(7) is an additive noise that represents the TBL-induced
pressure fluctuation. The coefficients v, v, denote noise intensities.

In what follows, we can rewrite the set of the second order ODE’s
into the set of the first order ODE’s in terms of the state variables
which are defined by x; = z;, X, =21, X3 = 25, X4 = 2

x(t) =A,x + F,(x) + §()Bx + on(1) (16)

Here welet A, = A + A® and F,(x) = F(x) + F*(x), where

0 1 0 0
>
| ot 0 yA 0
A= 0 0 0 1
-y 0 —w3 O
0 0 0 0 £
e_ |0 —=vur/M 0 0 _ ] 2™
A=l 0 0 0 O e
0 0 0 —yur/M falx)
0 0 0 0 £5(x)
2.2 €
_ | mim> 0O 0 0 ern ) F5(x)
B=1"0 0o o o FO=1%y
0 0 min®> 0 fi(x)
Vi
o={"
V3
Vg4
and
f1(x) =0, f3(x) =0, fix) =0, f5(0)=0
v, =0, v; =0,
f2(X) = f22000%% + F21010%1%3 + f2.0000%3 + 2300057
+ f22010X1%3 + f2,1020%1%3 + f2,0030%3
fax) = f4.2000x% + far010%1%3 + f4,0020x§ + f4.3000x?
+ fa2010%61%5 + fa1020%1 %3 + fa0030%3 17

f5(0) = f;,ozoox% + /5 0101%2%4 + f;,OOOZxAZL + fL01%1%2X
+ fE,OIOZXZXAZt + f%,o_zoox% + f;omzxsxzzt + f52100%1%2
+ f50120%2%5 + f5,0210%3%3

filx) = fi,ozoox% + fio101%2%4 + fft,ooozxczt + fi.ozolx%xét
+ fh0003%8 T f51200%1%3 + 0021 ¥3%s + S5 1000%1 X3

3 € 2
+ fho11%2X3%4 + f§ 2001 %1 %4



1924 CHOI AND NAMACHCHIVAYA

where the conventional notations of normal form is used as in
Namachchivaya et al. [17] and the coefficients f; jx, f5 u, are
given in Lee [15].

III. Characterization of Instability Boundaries
for Linear System
This section is devoted to the classification of the possible
instabilities that occur as the parameters are varied. The stability of
the trivial solution is completely specified by examining the
eigenvalues of the linear operator A, in Eq. (16). The eigenvalues are
obtained by solving the following characteristic equation:

A A A
o+ 2,/%,03 + (Mﬁ—k o} + w%)pz + ,/%(w% +wd)p
+ wlw} + 202 =0 (18)

Taking the admissible eigenvalues into account from Eq. (18), the
linear system is able to have three critical cases depending on the
parameters A, I

1) The equilibrium has one zero eigenvalue p; =0 when A, =
(y/—w?w3/y). The remaining three eigenvalues can be solved by
setting the last term of Eq. (18) to zero.

2) The equilibrium has a pair of purely imaginary eigenvalues
P12 = Fiy (0] + w3)/2 when A, = (o} + @3)/2y1{(1/2yM) +
V(W2 /4y M?) + [(0? — ©3)/ (0} + w3)P} and the remaining two
eigenvalues are obtained by the equation p*> +2,/Au/Mp +
(/M) + [(ef + 3)/2] =

e T3

\/nZ[(ml +n?r)? + (m3 + n*r?)?] -
2

. Le(mi +m))

19)

3) The equilibrium has a double zero eigenvalues p; , = 0 when

72[(m3 + n*r)? + (m3 + n*r*)’]
m% + m%

(20)

7 (m} — m3)*(mim3 — n'rt)

" 2mymy(m + m3)[1 — (— 1)'"'+mz]

@n
and the remaining eigenvalues of multiplicity two are given by:

__ M
P34 = M 22)

The stability boundaries for the system are sketched in Fig. 2.
Here, we have shown two parameter paths, (1s) indicating an

unstable regime

Region of interest

stable regime

r
Fig. 2 Linear stability boundary.

increase in axial load I" and (2s) indicating an increase in air flow rate
A (the flight speed). The trivial equilibrium point is stable in the
region bounded by the curves. The choice of unfolding parameters in
the linear operator has a significant effect on the number of
calculations involved and the final simplification of the results. We
shall now compute linear and nonlinear normal forms at the third case
(double zero) in the subsequent section.

IV. Reduction to Normal Form

The normal form theory is to reduce the original system to a
simpler model by extracting essential nonlinearities that play a
dominant role in the dynamical behavior of the original system. The
computation of the normal form is performed, based upon the work
of Elphick et al. [6]. This approach employed in this paper yields both
the normal form and the center manifold synchronously. The former
enables us to eliminate insignificant nonlinearities and the latter to
reduce the dimensionality of the original model. The crux of the
normal form calculations is to find a homogeneous polynomial
vector field of a certain degree in a space complementary to the range
of the so-called homological operator [18].

To unfold the bifurcation parameters around the critical values of
A¢» ', we expand the linear operator A,, and nonlinear term F, (x) in
a Taylor series about A, .. Here the first two leading orders in the
linear part and just the first order in the nonlinear part are kept under
consideration. Then we transform into Jordan canonical form (or
linear normal form) by pre- and postmultiplying the transformation 7'
which comprises a set of eigenvectors. In other words, by
substituting x = 7'x, we obtain four dimensional ODE close to the
double zero and stable eigenvalues as

X0 =A, 5+ A5+ F, (%) +EOB+on()  (23)

where

0 1 0 0 1 —/Apu/ Mo} =1/ /A /M —1/w?
A |00 0 0 ro |0 ! L SR/ — (1) AulM)
pe 7O 0 —y/Apu/M 1 ’ 1 0 —1/Vhe/M 0
0 0 0 Acp/M 0 1 1 1/ het/M
A, =T'AT B=T""BT, F, (¥)=T7'F,(TX)
0 0 0 0
1 I
ar Tl 2 Y 0 0 0 0
o o _y()“ - )"(r) 0 ]TZm%(r - F() _%()" - )"() \Y, )\‘L/"L/M
(M /oo Mk ovy + 2M (0, — v2)@?]}/ (Ao jr)? X1 X — Gt/ M/ @?) — (3] /A o/ M) — (%4 ) @7)
R [M(—v; + Vo)) n ) EE o B0 VERM) + (VR M)
vy +A2M(v; — vy)i)/A i} ’ X3 X — (3/ A/ M)
(v = v2)ari)/ A /M X4 Xy 4 X3 — (X4/ v/ At/ M)
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We first carry out the calculation of the linear normal form (a
miniversal deformation or universal unfolding) of matrix A, in
Eq. (52). The idea is to find the minimum number of parameters (or
perturbations) of matrices having the same eigenvalues. In the case of
a double zero eigenvalues with nonsemisimple and no further
degeneracy, two parameters are required for a complete universal
unfolding. Physically, all possible bifurcations that take place in the
neighborhood of this bifurcation point will be obtained by making
use of these unfolding parameters. The reader is referred to as
Wiggins [19] for further discussion. Thus the miniversal deformation

is found as
0 1 0 0
A(k)—[o O]+[Al )»z] (24)

where A, and A, denote the unfolding parameters that are determined
by the fact of having the identical eigenvalues. The details are given
in Choi [20]. It is remarked that in view of those unfoldings, it is
referred to local codimension 2 bifurcations problem.

In the sequel, the general setting for the computation of the
nonlinear normal form can be given as follows:

Z=A,Z+ Y Fz¥).  Z=X+Y+O(X.Y)
=)
Xe&,Yel ,Ze&

dx (25)
4 = LoX + FX) + O X | +Y])")

dy

=LY N(X,Y) + O(X]7)

where
(X, Y) = O(((XI+1¥]?).  FO) =0(X]*)
N(X,Y) = O(Y|(|X] + [Y])
In this setting, it is to find the normal form F'(X) as simple as possible.

Based on the computation of Elphick et al. [6], the final normal forms
turn out to be

Vi 0 1 Y1
Vs _ 0 0 0 0 Vs
3 0 0 —vhipu/M 1 Y3
V4 00 0 VA u/M Vs
0 0 0 0 Vi 0
Ay Ay 0 0 Y2 aoY% + boy1y2
+ + 5
Gy Cyn Gy Cy 3 £30)
Cy Cyp Cy Cy Ya f 42& 03]
0 0,
3 2
ayyy + biyiya
. +9 g (26)
0) 03
i) o

where C;; and f/(y), respectively, denote the linear normal form and
nonlinear normal formin £_. Let us remark that C;; and f,/ (y) simply
correspond to the perturbed linear term and the nonlinear terms
themselves in the original system Eq. (23) since we have chosen the
case that P_®,,, = 0. It should be also noted that (X, ¥) gives rise
to additional nonlinear terms higher than polynomials of degree of 2,
that is the original nonlinear terms are modified by adding the
“generated” nonlinear terms. We have taken three factors into
account to obtain expression (26). First, we considered only the
additive noise 1(#). Second, the higher order nonlinearities than the
polynomials of degree 3 were truncated. Finally, new noise terms of
higher order which are created during the process of the coordinates’

transformations were assumed very small. It is worth noting that
Eq. (26) becomes decoupled between y,, y, and y3, y4. In our work,
the dynamical behavior of interest is investigated in the center
manifold because the behavior in the stable manifold is attracted to
the center manifold over a long time. Therefore, we take the first two
rows from Eq. (26) into consideration to obtain

1 A RS

0 v -
+{au3+bu2v}+{v2}é([) @7

where for the sake of notational clarity, the variables were replaced as
follows:

)"17)"2_)“]’“2’ Vi, Y2 =7 U, 0, alvbl_)aﬁb

n(r) — &@), 01,02 = Vi, 1y

Let us remark that the set of Eq. (27) includes the quadratic and cubic
nonlinearities. The quadratic terms take place due to the effect of the
cavity below the panel and the cubic terms account for stretching of
the midplane of the panel. The detailed specifications of the
coefficients are given in Choi [20]. The rest of the analysis is based on
Eq. (27).

V. Nonstandard Reduction

The nonstandard reduction through stochastic averaging for
Hamiltonian systems with multiple fixed points is discussed in this
section. Appropriate scaling of parameters leads the system (27) to a
near integrable Hamiltonian system with certain nontrivial types of
fixed points. Then, under small perturbations, the first integral
(Hamiltonian or energy) evolves slowly and stochastic averaging
makes use of the integrable structure to identify a reduced diffusive
model on a space which encodes the structure of the fixed points and
can have dimensional singularities. At these singularities, gluing
condition will be derived, thereby completing the specification of the
dynamics of the reduced model. The trajectories of the unperturbed
nonlinear system represent the fast variables for which an occupation
measure can be easily computed (these occupation measures are used
to find the coefficients of the limiting dynamics). The stochastic
averaging method addressed here carries the full dynamical feature
over to the approximate dynamics of two-dimensional system in the
center manifold. In other words, the full dynamics in phase space is
projected onto the state space of the energy coordinate H. Thus, we
cannot unfold the detailed dynamics in each of energy-level sets.

A. Statement of the Problem

To reduce the number of distinct cases of parameters to be studied,
we conduct a rescaling in Eq. (27). Accordingly, we can make the
coefficients @ = £1 and b = —1 without loss of generality

w=v+v,§0)
U= pyu £ + agu® + (1 + bou — u)v + v,(1)

(28)

we write Eq. (28) in a weakly perturbed Hamiltonian representation
that embraces strong nonlinearities by means of the standard
rescaling [S], assuming the additive noise £(¢) as a mean zero,
stationary, independent, Gaussian white noise:

o = € i,

ag = an

Wi = €fLy,

v, = €30,,

U = €x, v =€y,
v, = €2y,
b() = 650, ;= €t
By omitting the bars and putting things in an appropriate
mathematical setting, we obtain in a standard form
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dZ¢ = {VH(Z}) + eb(Z0)} dt + eo(Z) AW,
. def (29)
Zy=z=(x,y)" e R?

where

=, | 0H/dy _ 0
VH_{—BH/ax}’ b(x’y)_{(ﬂz+b0x—x2)y}

60)
axn={ 1}

The order of /2 in Eq. (29) was created by the property [21] such that
when the process W, is a standard Brownian motion, and so is the
scaled process (1/+/€)/W,,. In what follows, the corresponding set
of the unperturbed flow is given by

3() =VH[3,()].  30() =z € R?
2 3 4 3D
e y X X X
with H[3,(z)] = o — M5 > —ay 3 F y

Let us note that Eq. (31) is perturbed by a small intensity random
diffusive motion whose effects can be described via a diffusive
generator, that is For each test function f and g in Ci (R?),

Lro¥ ] ,,(z) O+ Yn @4 32)

The associated symbol are defined by

(df.dg)(z) = Za,,(z) (z)—() (33)

for all z = (z;,z,) € R? and ¢ > 0, where al](z) [o(z)oT(z)]l]
Further, it turns out that in order to observe the behavior of the

energy level H (2f), we need to extend the time interval up to at least

&1, Itis because in view of a new equation for H using Ito’s formula

dH(ZS) = e(LH)(Z5) dt + Je(VH,0)(Z5) dW,  (34)

it is evident that the variation of H (ZAf) moves slowly compared with
that of 2? Accordingly, the averaging principle can be applied to
reduce the system over a long time. Specifically, in a two-
dimensional case, we have fast motion around the level sets of H
and slow motions across energy levels: the invariant measure of
the fast motion of the unperturbed Hamiltonian is a weighted one-
dimensional Hausdorff measure. The slow motion (H) across the
unperturbed trajectories is approximated by a Markov process
through the stochastic averaging method, which was shown by
Namachchivaya et al. [7,8,22].

B. Stochastic Averaging on a Graph

In this subsection, we present the calculation of the stochastic
averaging on a graph based on the main result [7,8]. Such averaging
technique to include multiple fixed points one of which is connected
to itself by a homoclinic orbit are given by Freidlin and Wentzell
[23]. In such a case, the reduced Markov process takes its values on a
graph with certain gluing conditions at the vertices of the graph.
These conditions allow the complete description of the limiting
behavior of energy-level sets and a unified treatment of the problem
in the entire domain. To observe the slow motion H, we extend the
time interval up to £~! to obtain

dz: = {é VH(ZE) + b(Zf)} dr 4 o(Z¢) dw,
Z5 =z € R?, t>0 35)

Here, we have made use of the fact that the law of {Z¢; r > 0} is the
same as the law of {Z],.; t > 0}. It is clear that Z{ defined in Eq. (35)
is a Markov process on R?, whose generator is defined as

def

(L8)@) £ L9+ (TH. V9)(2) (6)

with domain D(L?) = C2(R?).
We construct a new set of process for the Hamiltonian H as a test
function by means of Iro’s formula

M, = H(Z) — H(z) — / " LeH(ZE) ds 37)
0

where M, = [I(VH,0)(Zf)dW, and M, is a martingale with
quadratic variation

M,) = A "(dH, dH)(2¢) ds

Now, we introduce another test function f, leading to another set
of the process through Ito’s formula

M/ = fH@)} - tHE) - [ LpHE) G G8)
where M/ = JOIVf.(VH,0)](Z¢) dW,. Thus, the infinitesimal
generator L is given by

L flH(Z}) = (L°H)f' + 3(dH,dH) f" (39)
where

LH=Q, G+ My +313

(40)
(dH.dH) =vi-Ni, + v vy Nio/Qio + 303 015

Qi2(x, H) =2[H — Py ,(x)] = )’2
2 3 4 ,
P],z(x)=—M|E—GO§ZFZ7 G(x) = pp + box — x
M, 5(x) = =ty — 2a0x F 3%, Nio(x) = —px — apx* F °
y2
:?4‘ Pio(x) 41)

The subscripts (1,2) denote the coefficient a = +1 and a = —1,
respectively, and f’ represents the differentiation with respect to H.

Now we are concerned with the most interesting case that the
unfolding parameter w; >0 and the coefficient a = —1, which
implies that the unperturbed Hamiltonian possesses multiple fixed
points one of which is connected to itself by a homoclinic orbit. The
minimal vertices b, b, can be easily calculated as

1 1
by =~ di — 5 apd) + d?v

8 24 64

| ] (42)
by, = —gﬂldz 24a0d2 adA

where d; = ay + /a3 + 4u, and d, = ag — /aj + 4u,.

Let us introduce some of terminologies of necessity in order to
describe the reduced state space Z. First, let us introduce the
equivalence relation on the original state space S which is defined by

def

S (x e R2: H(x) < H*)

It is said that x and y in S are equivalent, that is x ~ y if 3,(x) = y for

some € R. So if xe S, we let [x] &f {yeS:y~x} be the
equivalence class of x. The nonstandard reduction through stochastic
averaging enables us to decompose the original state space into a
collection of open manifolds such as edges and points. For each of the
edges we can define the corresponding 1-dimensional diffusive
generator and for each of the saddle points we need to glue the
associated generators at the point together The reduced state space
can be given by a graph 7 = e ]U UL, T U®, in Fig. 3,
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b2

bi

a) Potential function

b) Phase portrait
Fig. 3 Schematic of stochastic averaging (a = —1, u; > 0, and a, < 0).

¢) Graph

where

def

def
Fl = U xp)es [X], =

def
Fz = Ux:m.@es [x], =

I3 = Uigyapes [2]
H(x)>0

H()<0 A& 20
EA e
o <b D

(43)

and ¢, is a saddle at the origin and ¢, ¢, are centers along x axis and as
H* — oo, ® indicates the boundary at oo in the reduced state space.

According to main results [7,8], the limiting process on each edge
is approximated by a diffusive Markov process with the limiting
generator:

(L) E Ll f(H) E AL, f,(H)]
—A(H)f; + 162 H)f,  [eT, S

where the averaging operator is defined as

. VHO) g2 () 70 3 ()] ds
A aer Jyepg POUVHO) I (@) _ 5™ o,
D = ) IVHOILH @) T

vV x ES'C,-]

(45)

and the return time of the unperturbed flow is defined as

T(x]) £ inf{t > 0: 3,(x) = x} = /

yelx]

IVH) LM (dy) (46)

The domain of the averaged generator (44) is given by

def

== s 7Y £1 2003 T ; Texi
D(LY) {f ec@): fieC (u,zlr,),HB%)clemst,

3
> ()00 =0} @7

i=1

where fi(O) = limy_, gy fi(H) for (H,i) € I; and the £ sign
denotes whether the coordinate H on the edge I; is greater than or
less than H(O). In Eq. (47), the gluing condition for the vertex O

S (#)XO)fU(0) =0 (48)
i=1

that corresponds to the saddle point, roughly means the following.
Let us define

A Z 03(0) + 03(0) + 03(0)

If the limiting process starts in edge /; of the graph Z, it evolves
according to Eq. (44) with i = 1. Upon reaching the vertex, it flips a
three-sided coin to decide where it would be headed next. It will go
back to edge I, with likelihood 6?(0)/ A, to edge I, with likelihood
02(0)/ A, and to edge I; with likelihood 62 (0)/ A. Once it is placed
in any of three edges, it will evolve according to Eq. (44) with the
corresponding o; and A;. When it again hits the vertex O, the coin-
flipping procedure is iterated (with a new coin).

It should be noted that H is only alocal coordinate in each edge and
it can take the same value for different trajectories. The averaged drift
and diffusion terms in Eq. (44) are given as follows:

1
T;(H)

_ T;(H)
A;(H) = A [Q(x, H)G(x) + 2iM(x) + 13 dr

def 1
T i(H)
xF(H

AH) =2 / 06 )G + WM () + b

dx
() Vv O(x, H)

52 = [ i + b30c ) 49)
T @) J, T TR (
N () VO A & L)

x:r(H)l 2 A2 1.2
BN @) + 130G 1)

dx
2(H) =2 o
o / ) VO, H)

T x:'(H)
T,~(H)=/ dr=2 dr
0

5 +/Qx, H)

where x{™ are the points where the periodic orbit intersects the x axis,

that is the points where y = 0. For notational convenience, we
dropped the subscripts (1,2) in Eq. (41). To make the averaging
calculation easier, the path integral is utilized instead of the
integration in the time domain. However, it would work only if the
period of the trajectory associated with the corresponding energy
level is finite except for homoclinic orbits.

For different values of H, we will have different path integrals and
thus different drift A;(H) and diffusion o;(H). For the edges I, and
I,, the corresponding integrals are calculated along the paths that
correspond to the oscillations. For the edge I3, the integral is
calculated along the paths that correspond to the rotations. The
integrals can be expressed in terms of elliptic integrals [24]. The drift
and diffusion coefficients for each edge can be calculated in terms of
the complete elliptic integrals.

la) Edge I, (b, < H < 0):

A((H) = f 1 F(ky) + frE(k) + fi3T1(ad, k)
o1 (H) = g1 F(ky) + gnE(k;) + gi3T1(af. ky) + g14 (50)
T\(H) =2v2g, - F(k;)

1b) Edge I, (b, < H < b,):

’ / ’ / , , (0{/)% ’
A(H) = £, F() + FinE(K) +f131'1( ,kl)

(@)} -1
N2 / / / ’ ’ (O[,)% ’ /
(0)1(H) = g\ F(k)) + gnhEK)) + 81511 ((x’)%——l’kl + 8u
T}(H) = 4v/2g| - F(K;) (51)

2)Edge I, (b, < H <0):

Ay(H) = [ F(ky) + frE(ky) + fo3 (03, ky),
03(H) = g21F(ky) + gnE(ky) + g3T1(03. ky) + g2 (52)
T(H) = 2v/2g, - F(ky)

3)Edge I; (H > O):

2
Ay(H) = fF(ky) + fE(ky) + fggn(%, k3),
3

o2
03(H) = g3, F(k3) + g3, E(ks) + 833H(ﬁ»k3) + 834
3

(53)

T5(H) = 4v/2g5 - F(ks)
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where

— Ioe— oyt e
flj_flj(klvghalva]vx]v-xl’xzsxz),
— A T i
g1y =&k, gr o, o, xy, X, x5, %)),
RN B LS B B o
lj_flj(k19klsglsalsalsA]sB]sxlvxl7~x23x2)9
I TopE ST T oE — 4t =
81 = 8(ki. ki, gp. o, i, Ay Byxy, xi L xg, x5),
— /o= vt =yt
f2j —ij(kanga%azsxl VXL X5, X5 ),
— T R
82 = 82j(kas g2, 0, 0y, X7, X1, X5, X)),
_ — ot = ot
J3j _f3j(k37kg’g%a%ag’AB’Bbxl X7 X5, X3 ),
= / i — = ot
83 = g3j(k3,k3,g3,a3,a3,A3,B3.xl XT X3, X5)
Since all the coefficients f;; and g;; of the complete elliptic
iy 1
integrals contain a number of terms, so that they were simply put in

the compact forms. The detailed specifications are given in Choi
[20].

VI. Stochastic Analysis

This section is devoted to stochastic analyses such as mean first
passage time, stationary density, and stochastic bifurcation from the
reduced averaged model with respect to the energy-level set of
Hamiltonian H. Before such analyses, we introduce the scale and
speed measure which are defined as follows:

def

S,(H) & ['si(n)dn and  M(H) & [’m,-(n)dn
where
24, 1
i) = e"p{_ / 62((5) dé}’ ™0 = ey

and H is an interior point for each edge /;. For i = 3, the lower and
upper limits of integration are reversed.

In what follows, we classify the possible behavior near the
boundaries b;, b,, bs, and the vertex O. According to the Feller
classification, we find that b, and b, are classified as entrance
boundaries whereas b;(H — o0) as natural boundary. Further-
more, we find that the vertex O (namely, homoclinic orbit) is
accessible and the gluing condition is required to completely solve
the problem. The readers are referred to Freidlin [25] and Karlin [26]
for further discussion of the boundary classification.

A. Mean First Passage Time

Suppose that at time ¢ = 0, the state of the system corresponds to
some point defined by H(0) = i within D which is the domain of
attraction with boundary 0D. Let z; be the points on the edge of the
graph corresponding to the boundary 9D. We are interested in the
time <. o min{z;} where t; = inf{r > 0; H(¢) = z;} is the hitting
time of the averaged process to the level z;. Define the mean exit time
to reach either z,, z,, or z3 by the function u(h) o E[z.: H(0) = h].
Since the averaged process is a Markovian with the generator (44), it
is calculated from the classical theory of Markov processes

1 d [du(h)
2dM, | dS;

L) = } —o1 heTi0 GH

with the boundary and gluing conditions given by
3
u(z)=0 Vi and Y (£)c}O)uj(0)=0
i=1

The generator (44) is defined for continuous test functions such as
u;(h), h € T'.Hence, at the vertex O we have the continuity condition
1, (0) = u,(O) = u3(0O). The solution of Eq. (54) is given by

mean exit time

Fig. 4 Mean exit time.

h n
ui(h) = —2 / | [ / mi(®) ds]s,(n) dn + BISi() — Si(z)] + o

Zi

i=12

wim=-2[" [ [ me ds} 530+ BulS(22) — S5(W)] + s

n

(55)

where £ is an interior point for each edge /;. Imposing the boundary
conditions at h = z, 2,, and z5 first yields «; = 0. Subsequently, the
constants B;(i =1,...,3) are determined from the continuity and
gluing conditions at the vertex O. The mean exit time is estimated
with the set of the numerical values vi = v, = by =pu; =1, ag =
—0.5 and p, = 0.5 in Fig. 4. We choose the boundaries such that
71 =—04, z, =—0.13,and z; = 0.5.

Letus conjecture the physical meanings from the numerical result.
The mean first passage time can be redefined as the ensemble average
of random time to exit the given boundary. As in Fig. 4 the dotted
curve in leg 7, increases very steeply and the mean exit time at the
same energy level is higher than the solid curve in leg /;. This can be
interpreted by a perturbed rolling ball whose motion on the
asymmetric potential curve has a more tendency toward the deeper
well as the ball approaches the saddle point. Here, the position of the
rolling ball would be a counterpart of the amplitude of the panel mode
shapes; see Fig. 10.

B. Stationary Probability Density

It is known that if the drift and diffusion coefficients do not
explicitly depend on time (time homogeneous case), then the
probability distribution usually approaches a stationary distribution
which is independent of the initial distribution or on time ¢ over a long
time interval. In this subsection, the stationary behavior of the
reduced model is investigated through the FPE with the prescribed
initial and boundary conditions. We first derive the FPE for the
density with respect to energy-level set of Hamiltonian H by
considering the appropriate inner product in the local coordinate H,
which is defined as follows:

def

(). g(H)) & A FHETE A (56)

Subsequently, we obtain the adjoint equation and boundary con-
ditions using the fact that

(LTfi(H). gi(H))y = {fi(H). L™ g,(H)) &)

Taking integration by parts gives,
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S [ et anan
i=1
3 "
= [ £ T an
=1

+ Z(i)ioi
i=1

— o7 (H)g;(H)]'} f;

b 3
+ > (B)A(H)gi(H)
0 i=1

(58)

wherein the first term of the right hand side is defined in the form

(LgH(1) = LI = = & (H) 7o A (]

1
+ 37 )

eT (59)
The domain of the adjoint operator is given by

D(LHHE 7): 2(U3_,T)., lim Li*exi
(L™)=1g€C(2): g e C(U_, ’)’H—}E(IO)E’ exist,

3 (£)G(0) =0,G,(b) = 0} (60)

def

where G;(H) =A; (H)g;(H) — }[0?(H)g,;(H)] is called probability
flux or current. By introducing a probability flux G,;(H), we can
rewrite the FPE (59) in the simple expression,

T, (H) (1)

which is called the equation of conservation of probability. Further, it
is obvious that the stationary solutions for homogeneous FPE give
rise to a constant probability flux in Eq. (61). Thus the stationary
probability density is obtained by solving of the FPE

LlFg;=0 (62)

subjected to the conditions that are given below.
1) The continuity of the probability density g;:

£1(0) = ,(0) = ,(0)

2) The probability flux at the exterior vertices is zero, which
implies that the boundary conditions are reflecting, that is

G/(b)=0, i=1,---.3

3) The normalized probability density reads

H(O) H(O) 00
/ g (H)dH —|—/ g, (H)dH +/ g3(H)dH =1
by by H(O)
(63)

The solution of Eq. (62) can be expressed in terms of the speed and
scale measure as follows

g:(H) = m;(H)[C;S;(H) + Dj], i=1,--,3 (64)
where m;(H) and S;(H) were previously defined. The constants C;’s

are determined from the given the probability flux condition,
resulting in all zeros. Thus, the stationary solution becomes in the

simpler forms
_ A8 .
i = oo [ g o], =12

b, i AE)
83(H) = Ca gy &*P [2 A@ 2®) dg]

(65)

The constants D;’s are calculated through the continuity condition
and the normalization condition as follows.

o} ©O) exp[_ 0 24,(8) dg] (0 exp[ 0 24,(6) dg]
D2 =

__ 00 by o7(§) a3(0) by o3(8)
- D ’ D
{ (66)
D3:5
where
_02(0) [ 024,(8) } Dexpl [#[24,(8)/0X(E)]dE}
=20)™ / 2@ % / o2 (H) aH
03(0) 024,8) 7 [Pexpl[T2A()/02(E)]dE}
Y30 "p[ [ 2® dg]/ o2 (1) aH
~expl [M[2A(8) /02 ()] €}
+/(; (H) dH 67)

C. Stochastic Bifurcation

The effects of perturbation are of greatest importance near a
bifurcation point in a dynamical system. In this subsection, the
stochastically perturbed codimension two bifurcation associated
with the double-zero eigenvalues is presented.

It is well known that stochastic bifurcation theory has two generic
concepts: Phenomenological approach based on the Fokker—Planck
equation and dynamical approach based on Lyapunov exponents.
The former approach studies qualitative changes of probability
densities p, which are stationary solutions of the Fokker—Planck
equation. The stationary behavior of the FPE arising from a nonlinear
stochastic system may, for instance, exhibit transitions from one
peak to two peak or craterlike densities, which have been observed
experimentally, numerically, and analytically [27-29]. The number
and locations of the extrema of the stationary densities have been
carefully studied. This concept can be formalized based upon the idea
of Zeeman [30,31]. In brief, two probability densities p, g are
equivalent (p ~ ¢) if there exist two diffeomorphisms &, 8 such that
p = a o g o f.Then the family p, of Fig. 5 is structurally unstable at
L=, since there exist nonequivalent densities in each
neighborhood of py. Accordingly, @ = po can be called a P-
bifurcation point and such a phenomenon is called a P bifurcation.
On the other hand, the latter approach studies bifurcations of
invariant measures that are analogous to fixed points in deterministic
dynamical systems. For the detailed discussion of D bifurcation, the
readers are referred to as [32-34].

In this paper, we explore the former approach to formalize the
qualitative change of the long term statistical response of the
dynamical system. We examine the extrema of the stationary density
(65) of the dynamical system with asymmetric bistable potential
well. The solution of these extrema is found from the form

do?(H)

dg;(H)
dH dH

=0= 24,(H) — =0, i=1,...,3 (68)
The extrema of stationary density denote, so to speak, the
continuation of the deterministic constant-energy levels or limit
cycles. The stability of such limit cycles is determined by the sign of
d’g;(H)/dH? at the extrema.

Numerical results of the stationary probability densities
corresponding to the values of the diverse parameters u;, [, are
plotted below wherein ay = —1, by =v; = v, =1 were adopted
reasonably and the values of the exterior vertices b; and b, in Eq. (42)

S\

H<H, n="HU, n>H,
Fig. 5 Qualitative change of probability densities p,, .
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Fig. 7 Stationary probability density functions.

were determined as —1.007 and —0.08, respectively. The variation of
the probability densities are given in Figs. 6-8. One of the various
probability densities obtained above is sketched in three dimension
for clarity in Fig. 9. It is clear that the sum of the integration with
respect to the Hamiltonian for the density curve of each edge is equal
to 1 as the normalization condition.

For these specific numerical values of the parameters, the P
bifurcation occurs at the values of the parameters p; =1 and
[y & 1.55. More concretely, as the parameter /i, is kept constant, the
densities are computed along the varying parameter ,, that is when
U, < 1.55 with p, being held, there exists one solution of Eq. (68) in
edge I,. On the contrary, when p, > 1.55, there exists one solution
in each of edge I, and edge I5. It is shown that for edge I, the
stationary density rises up rapidly in any variation of L,.

According to the numerical results in Figs. 6-8, before passing a
certain critical parameters’ values (or the so-called stochastic P-
bifurcation points), it was found that one limit cycle is formed within
the reduced state space (equivalently, the set of Hamiltonians or
energy levels) corresponding to the deeper well of the potential.
Otherwise, two limit cycles are established within the deeper well of
the potential and within the region of energy levels higher than the
zero energy level corresponding to the homoclinic orbit. As
mentioned earlier, the limit cycle in the sense of stochastic dynamics
indicates the extremum of probability density. This means that the
panel motion tends to flutter in the neighborhood of the periodic orbit
which is determined by a certain energy level with the extremum of
probability density curve.

Fig. 9 Stationary probability density in three dimension (u, =1,
ny =1.7).

Potential

Position
Fig. 10 The analogy of the rolling ball on the potential.

VIL

In this paper, the effects of nonlinearities on dynamics of the flat
panel in the high supersonic flow on which the TBL is imposed have
been examined from the reduced-order modeling technique.
Namely, in order to make the panel model analytically tractable, the
following mathematical techniques were introduced. First, since it
has been extremely rare to solve PDE’s except for simple cases in
reality, we have applied Galerkin’s method with the dominant two
modes to approximate the dynamical behavior of the original panel
model. Second, the normal forms were fulfilled to capture the
dominant nonlinearities, resulting in the simpler system along with
the dimensional reduction. Finally, the nonstandard reduction
through stochastic averaging was carried out so as to reduce the

Conclusions
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randomly perturbed two-dimensional Hamiltonian system to one-
dimensional limiting model. It turned out that its solution converges
weakly to a Markov process on the graph with the gluing condition at
vertex O. The generator of the reduced Markov process provided
probabilistic descriptions such as mean exit times and stationary
probability densities. In this paper, we examined the noise-induced
panel dynamics in the Phenomenological approach. In the numerical
computations, it was found that P bifurcation arose at a certain critical
system parameters. From the results discussed in our work, we have
gained a better understanding of the mutual interaction between the
nonlinearities and the turbulence in order that we might obviate the
fatal consequences such as structural fatigue, fluttering, and
buckling, etc. Moreover, costly aeroelastic model may be avoided by
the use of the developed reduction techniques.
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