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Abstract

Local scour and liquefaction are two of the most important processes which affect the interactions
between fluid, object and sediment when an object (such as bridge pier, offshore foundation, etc.) is
exposed to currents and waves. In the present study, numerical models are developed to understand
these complicated processes.

For the local scour process, two-dimensional and three-dimensional models are developed re-
spectively. In the two-dimensional model, shallow water equations with finite volume method on
unstructured mesh are used. The two-dimensional model uses the Godunov scheme and approxi-
mate Riemann solvers. Hydrodynamics and sediment transport equations are coupled and solved
simultaneously. Asymptotic analysis of the system eigenvalues is given and the approximation is
compared with the numerical results. The model developed in this thesis can deal with wetting and
drying automatically. Discontinuity of the flow, such as a hydraulic jump, can be captured. For
the three dimensional model, free water surface and automatic mesh deformation for the bed are
incorporated in the model. The Reynolds Averaged Navier-Stokes (RANS) turbulence model is
used to simulate the turbulent flow field. The turbulence model used is k- € Model. Two interfaces
(water and air, water and sediment) present in the domain are captured with different approaches.
The free surface of the flow is captured by Volume of Fluid (VOF) scheme which is an Eulerian
approach. A new method for the VOF scheme is proposed to reduce the computational time while
retaining relatively good accuracy. The water-sediment interface (bed) is captured with a mov-
ing mesh method which is a Lagrangian approach. Unlike tﬁe two-dimensional model, the flow
field is coupled with sediment transport (both bed load and suspended load) using a quasi-steady

approach. Numerical simulations are carried out and compared with experimental results. Good
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results are obtained with the proposed model. The flow field compares well with the experimental
observations. Scour patterns are similar to the experimental data. Long computational time is
needed for morphological simulation and parallel computation is used to accelerate this process.
Three-dimensional model can capture the detailed flow structure around an object and predict the
scour process more accurately. However, the two-dimensional model can be used as a fast assess-
ment tool for large computational domains.

For the liquefaction process, two different mechanisms (momentary and residual) are con-
sidered. For momentary liquefaction, a three-dimensional numerical model for the sea bed re-
sponse under free surface water waves is constructed. Free water surface is modeled by volume
of fluid (VOF) method and water waves are generated by numerical wave-maker boundary con-
dition. An iterative numerical scheme is proposed to solve the Biot consolidation equation using
a finite volume method (FVM). The coupling between water wave and sea bed is through both
pressure and stress: condition$ on’common boundaries. - For residual liquefaction, the solutions to
the one-dimensional médel eduation of the period-averaged pore pressure buildup are listed. The
accumulation of pore pressure is modeled as the effect of the source term in the storage equation.
Corrections to the solutions in the literature are provided. For deep soil condition, an asymptotic
solution is proposed to estimate the pore pressure. A numerical model is also developed to solve
the one-dimensional period-averaged pore pressure buildup equation. Good agreement between
the results of numerical model and analytical model are found. These results also agree with the
experiment data. A tentative step is also made to model the phase-resolved pore pressure. The
basic idea of adding a source term to the governing equation is explored. The source term has the
same form as that of the period-averaged residual pore pressure model. Test case shows that this

model gives good results comparing to the one-dimensional period-averaged model.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Motivations

When an object (bridge pier, offshore structure foundation, sea mine etc.) is placed in the river or
in the ocean, the flow field will be affected, and the capacity of water for carrying sediment will
also be changed (see Figure 1.1). One or more of the following will happen (Sumer and Fredsge
2002): contraction of flow, vortices formed in the front of or in the lee-wake of the object, turbu-
lence generation, reflection and diffraction of waves, wave breaking, and high pressure gradient
in the adjacent sediment. These will cause scour around the object, and sometimes it will make
the structure fail. It is important for engineers to understand the process of scour and to make
better designs to prevent or mitigate the damage. Scour around objects in rivers and oceans has
been a continuous research interest because of its importance (Breusers et al. 1977; Breusers and
Raudkivi 1991; Dey 1997; Melville 1997; Melville and Sutherland 1988; Melville and Coleman
2000; Raudkivi 1986). It is still an open subject since many problems have not yet been solved.
These problems include the free surface effect on the scour process, changing the computational
mesh when the bed is deformed, etc. New numerical techniques and improved models should be
used to improve our understanding of scour problem.

Another important fact which is closely related to scour is liquefaction. Figure 1.2 shows
an experiment done in the Ven Te Chow Hydrosystems I.aboratory at the University of Illinois at
Urbana and Champaign where a short cylinder sunk into the sediment when liquefaction took place
(Catano-Lopera 2005). The figure also shows the sediment movement and scour around the object.

Liquefaction could be due to earthquake or wave action (ocean storm). Much experimental work



(b)

Figure 1.1: Scour around Piles: (a) Bridge Pier (www.ith.uni-karlsruhe.de) (b) Scour Experiment
in Hydrosystems Laboratory, University of Illinois
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has been done (Sakai et al. 1994; Sumer et al. 1999), and numerical models have been developed
(Magda 1996; Jeng and Lin 1999; Gao et al. 2003) to understand this complicated process. There
are also many analytical models which describe the sea bed response and give fairly good results
(Yamamoto 1977; Mei and Foda 1981; Jeng and Hsu 1996; Yuhi and Ishida 2002). Although there
exists many numerical models on sea bed response under waves, most of them simply estimate
wave pressure distribution on the water-bed interface using wave theory. This is true if there are
only water waves and sea bed interactions. However, for the case when there are extra objects
in the system (such as pile, semi-buried foundation, etc.), the water flow around the object will
be highly three-dimensional, therefore making it difficult to get an analytical solution from wave
theory. With the use of computational fluid dynamics (CFD), the flow field can be solved and used
as an input for the numerical modeling of liquefaction.

Other mechanisms, as pointed out in Bennett and Dolan (2001), such as impact penetration,
gravity settlement, bedform migration, shakedown, sliding, even biological activity will also have
important effects on the interactions between object, fluid and sea bed. These mechanisms are not
completely understood (Catafio-Lopera 2005). They are closely related and affect each other. The
whole process is governed by the joint action of all these mechanisms even though some of them

might be dominant. In this research, only scour and liquefaction will be investigated.

1.2 Objectives of This Research

The main goal of this research is to use numerical models to predict the effect of scour and lique-
faction around objects.

For the scour process, two-dimensional and three-dimensional models are developed respec-
tively to predict scour under different temporal and spatial scales. The 2D model will utilize the
Godunov scheme and approximate Riemann solvers. Other depth-averaged 2D numerical models
in the literature for sediment transport and river morphology have obtained good results with this

approach, for example Duan and Nanda (2006) and Wu (2004) among many others. These models
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Figure 1.2: Scour and Liquefaction Effect around a Cylinder Sitting on the Bed



usually assume that the time scale of sediment transport is much larger than that of the flow field.
Based on this assumption, the quasi-steady approach is used most of the time. However, this as-
sumption is not always true when the bed morphological change is fast. In this thesis, a coupled
two-dimensional model for both hydrodynamics and sediment transport will be developed. Also,
the computational domain for a real world case is complicated, and an unstructured mesh is nec-
essary. Numerical calculation of the system wave speeds when using unstructured mesh is slow
and inefficient. Asymptotic expansion is used to estimate such wave speeds. The model developed
in this research can deal with wetting and drying automatically. Discontinuity of the flow can
be captured. In the 3D model, since there are at least three phases (water, object and sediment),
the interfaces between these phases need to be captured. Although different interface capturing
methods can be used, each interface has its own characteristics and appropriate methods should
be chosen for each of them. For the free water surface, an Eulerian approach is used while for
the bed' interface, a Lagrangian approach is chosen. Tb take into account the deformation of the
fluid domain, a mesh deformation method should be used to smoothly move each grid point in the
domain.

For the liquefaction process, two different mechanisms (momentary and residual) will be con-
sidered. For momentary liquefaction, a three-dimensional numerical model for the sea bed re-
sponse under free surface water waves will be developed. Free surface is modeled by the volume
of fluid (VOF) method, and water waves are generated by numerical wave maker boundary con-
dition. An iterative numerical scheme is proposed to solve the Biot consolidation equation using
the finite volume method (FVM). The coupling between water wave and sea bed is through pres-
sure and stress condition on common boundaries. For residual liquefaction, the solutions to the
one-dimensional model equation of the period-averaged pore pressure buildup are listed. A source
term is added to the storage equation to model the pore pressure buildup. Corrections to the so-
lutions available in the literature are provided. For deep soil, an asymptotic solution is proposed
to estimate the pore pressure. In addition, a tentative step is made to model the phase-resolved

residual pore pressure.



The numerical models developed in this study can be used in engineering practice as a tool
to guide the design, construction, and operation of structures in rivers and oceans. These models
can also be used as a research tool to further understand the complete mechanisms of scour and

liquefaction.

1.3 Methodology

This study is mainly based on numerical models. For scour problem, two-dimensional and three-
dimensional numerical models are developed to simulate the flow field and sediment transport
processes. Both codes are based on the finite volume method. The two-dimensional code solves
the shallow water equations on unstructured meshes. It is suitable for large scale and long term
simulations. This is an in-house research code developed in the Ven Te Chow Hydrosystems
Laboratory at UIUC. The three-dimensional code is developed on the platform of an open source
computational fluid dynamics (CFD) code named OpenFOAM (OpenCFD 2006). The fluid flow
solver is adapted from the original turbulence flow solver and a sediment transport solver is added
to it. For liquefaction potential simulation, the numerical model is also based on OpenFOAM since
it provides a platform for the numerical solution of partial differential equations. Coupled solver
of free surface flow and consolidation is developed to simulate the sea bed response under waves.
Numerical test cases are selected from the literature for the purpose of validation and testing of the
capabilities of the model.

Most of the simulations are done in the supercomputers in National Center for Supercomputing
Applications (NCSA) at University of Illinois at Urbana and Champaign. Parallel computations
are used (especially the three dimensional model of scour and liquefaction) extensively to reduce

the required computer time.



1.4 Outline of the Dissertation

In chapter 2, the two-dimensional numerical model for scour is introduced. The finite volume
method solver for the non-linear shallow water equations is described. Two-dimensional Riemann
problem approximate solvers used in the code are briefly described. Numerical simulations of
scour problems in a large domain and for long evolution time are carried out. In Chapter 3, the
three-dimensional scour model with free water surface and automatic mesh deformation is elabo-
rated. Free surface capturing methods and bed surface resolving methods are described. A novel
mesh deformation method is used to automatically move the mesh for the scour problem. Dis-
cussions on the merits and shortcomings of different interface capturing methods are given at the
end of the chapter. Chapter 4 describes the three-dimensional, coupled model for the liquefaction
evaluation. Fluid field solver is similar to that of three-dimensional scour model while consolida-
tion solver is written based on the new iterative algorithm using finite volume method. Chapter
5 introduces the one-dimensional period-averaged residual pore water buildup model. Corrected
solutions and a new asymptotic estimation for deep sediment deposits are given. Numerical model
is also developed for the period-averaged pore pressure. A tentative step is made to model the
phase-resolved pore pressure numerically. Chapter 6 is a summary of the thesis findings. In the

appendixes, the derivations of some of the equations used in this thesis are given.



Chapter 2

Two Dimensional Model for Scour Around
Object Using Shallow Water Equations on
Unstructured Mesh

2.1 Introduction

Scour due to sediment transport has been one of the most important engineering problems be-
cause it will endanger the stability of structures such as bridges (Sumer and Fredsge 2002). Many
two-dimensional and three-dimensiohal numerical models have been developed to simulate the
scour process (Beek and Wind 1990; Olsen and Melaaen 1993; 1999; Bragrs 1999; Li and :Cheng
2001; Neyshabouri et al. 2003; Duc et al. 2004; Wu 2004; Roulund et al. 2005; Duan and Nanda
2006). While three-dimensional models can give more detailed information on the flow and tur-
bulence structure, they require considerable computational efforts (Liu and Garcia 2006a). Two-
dimensional models can give quick assessment of the scour pattern and relatively accurate max-
imum scour depth. The fast evaluation of these scour parameters are important for the design,
construction and operation of hydraulic structures. It is of critical importance in the case of scour
due to dam failure or dike break flow. In this paper, a two-dimensional model coupling hydrody-
namic and scour processes will be developed.

The hydrodynamic component of many two-dimensional models is the depth averaged shal-
low water equations (SWEs) in which the hydrostatic assumption is implied. Higher order finite
volume methods on unstructured triangular grids for shallow water equations have been developed

and have achieved high accuracy (Anastasiou and Chan 1997; Yoon and Kang 2004). The unstruc-

*This chapter, as a manuscript, is under review for possible publication in Coastal Engineering



tured mesh makes the application of SWEs for complex geometries easier. However, the treatment
of the pressure and bed-slope terms should be compatible with other terms in the equations when
discretizing on an unstructured mesh (Farshi and Komaei 2005). Special care should be taken to
make the scheme compatible and conservative. Otherwise, non-physical results will be observed
after several time steps (Nuji¢ 1995).

For finite volume methods (FVM) solving shallow water equations, one of the most important
properties is called the C-property which describes the stationary state when the flux gradients
balance the slope source term (Bermudez and Vazquez 1994). LeVeque (1998) developed a wave-
propagation algorithm by solving the Riemann problem at the cell center and canceling the source
term with the flux difference exactly. Another important contribution in dealing with this problem
is the surface gradient method (SGM) (Zhou et al. 2001; 2002). The basic assumption is that the
water surface is smoother than the bottom. Instead of conservative variables, the surface gradi-
ent method -uses the water surface.level to reconstruct the Riemman states at the cell interfaces.
Rogers et al. (2003) proposed a novel method which reformulates the conservation laws in terms
of the deviations from equilibrium. This mathematical reformulation introduces extra physical
information and avoids the conventional numerical treatment of the imbalance. Another method
of equation reformulation is to rewrite the bed slope term in divergence form. An exact balance
between flux gradient and source term is achieved when both terms are discretized by compatible
schemes (Valiani and Begnudelli 2006; Liu and Garcia 2007b). For the hyperbolic system which is
expanded by adding sediment transport equation in this chapter, the divergence form is not suitable
for the source term.

Godunov scheme with an appropriate Riemann solver can capture the steep water surface el-
evation gradient even discontinuities. For the coupled system of hydrodynamics and sediment
transport, it can be used where a dramatic water surface change occurs, e.g. scour due to dam
break flow and strong transient flow. Based on the hyperbolic nature of the coupled system, De-
Vriend (1987a) and DeVriend (1987b) analyzed the waves and their interactions, although the

analysis was on the system of primitive variables. Since then, the coupled system of shallow water



and bed sediment conservation equations has been studied by many researchers. Lyn (1987) and
Lyn and Altinakar (2002) identified the different scales of the one-dimensional system and gave the
asymptotic approximation of the wave speeds in different flow regimes. For one-dimensional sys-
tem under some simplifications, the wave speeds can be expressed explicitly (Hudson and Sweby
2003; Hudson et al. 2005). On a structured mesh, the waves associated with the two-dimensional
system can also be analyzed by splitting the system into different directions (Hudson and Sweby
2005). On a unstructured mesh, the equation system is more complicated and difficult to analyze.
This is one of the problems which will be dealt with in this paper.

There is still a debate on the characteristic of the coupled system of SWEs and sediment con-
servation equation (i.e., Exner’s equation). Cao et al. (2002) emphasized on the hyperbolicity of
the coupled system while Cui et al. (2005) argued that the evolution of the sediment waves can be
dominated by dispersion. Different interpretation of the equations is most often due to the differ-
ent flow regimes. In different regimes, the dominant terms in the governing equations will change.
Cui and Parker (1997) did some linear stability analysis and found the conditions for the dispersive
domination are that the Froude number should not be too far from unity, the sediment transport
rate should be low, and the wavelength of the bed forms should be long. In the author’s opinion,
the question of which term is dominant is only relevant for analysis. Since for a numerical model
all the terms are included, the nature of the coupled system will reveal itself through the simulation
results.

In this chapter, the hydrodynamics and sediment transporst are coupled and solved together in
one step. Special treatment of the source term on unstructured grid will make the scheme stable
and physically balanced (conserving both mass and momentum). The methodology of expanding
the SWEs with sediment transport can also be used to expand the system with other equations
(such as scalar transportation). Asymptotic analysis of the system eigenvalues will be given and
the approximation will be compared with the numerical results. Finally, test cases will be used to
verify the numerical model. The hydrodynamic part of the model is tested against the experiment

of dam break flow in an 90° bend. Then, the coupled model is tested on the scour problem around a
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spur dike by surge waves. The result from the coupled model will be compared with the traditional

model with a quasi-steady approach.

2.2 Governing Equations

2.2.1 Shallow Water Equations

The governing equations are the non-linear shallow water equations

o N A(uh) N A(vh)

ot ox oy =0

O(uh)  O(u?h)  O(uvh) Ahuy)  O(huy)\  Twe ~— The 93
ot + ox + Ay v ox + dy B p —gh ox +hfv

d(vh)  O(uvh) O(v?h) Ihvy) O(hvy)\  Twy = Toy 73
Ot t o + Oy "\ "oz T oy | p gh oy hfu

(2.1)

(2.2)

(2.3)

where ¢ is the free surface elevation above the still water level &y, h is the total water depth

(= hs + €), v and v are the depth-averaged velocities in the z and y directions respectively, ¢ is

time, 7., and 7., are wind shear stresses, 7, and 7, are bottom friction forces, v is the viscosity,

g is the gravity constant, and f is the Coriolis parameter.

In order to obtain the hyperbolic formulation, the gh% and gh% terms are split according to

o0& 1 8(52 + 2¢hy)
ghoo =359 p + 9§50z
06 1 B(€* + 2¢hy)

(2.4)

(2.5)

Using this splitting approach, the shallow water equations (Eqns. 2.1,2.2,2.3) can be rewritten

¢ N A(uh)  O(vh) _

ot ox + Ay 0
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O(uh)  OWPh+ 1g(&* + 2¢hy))  O(uvh) O(hug) . O(huy)
o wr 5 _”< o oy )

Q2.7
=TT 0eS,, + hfv
p
A(wvh)  A(uvh)  O(V*h + 1g(€2 + 2¢hy)) O(hvs) | O(hv,)
+ + -V + ‘
ot Oz dy O dy (2.8)

= T g0, — hfy

2.2,.2 Sediment Conservation and Transport Equations

Only bed load is considered in this work. There are many bed load transport rate formulas in the
literature in which most of them relate bed load transport rate with bed shear stress. However,
an alternative simple formula, the Grass formula (Grass 1981), which relates the bed load to flow
velocities is often used in many sediment transport numerical models (Cao et al. 2002; Hudson

and Sweby 2003; Hudson et al. 2005). The Grass formula has the form

m-—1

Ise = Au (u® +0*) 2 (2.9)

m—1

Ioy = Av (u? +0?) ? (2.10)

where A and m are parameters determined by the propertties of the sediment. In this paper, A =
0.001 and m = 3 are chosen which correspond to fine sand. g, and g, are the sediment transport
rate in the z and y directions respectively,

The conservation law of the sediment is described by the Exner equation (Garcia 1999)

ot  1—e€ \ Oz oy

where 7 is the bed elevation, ¢, is the sediment porosity.
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2.3 Numerical Method of the Model

Integrating the governing equations over the domain (2 and using Green’s theorem, the integral

form of the governing equation can be written as

S

Figure 2.1: Scheme of the Computational Domain

3//Qd9+fF.nd5://HdQ 2.12)
at Q S Q

where € is the domain of interest, S is the boundary of €2 (see Figure. 2.1), n is the outward
surface normal vector of S, Q is the conservative variables vector, F is the flux vector, and H is
the source term vector. The forms of Q, F, and H will be listed in the following sections. F can

be split into viscous and inviscid flux components as follows:
F-n=F —-F = (fI —vf Y n, + (gI - i/gv) Ty (2.13)
where n, and n, are the Cartesian components of the normal vector (,/nZ + ny7 = |n|=1), and

superscripts I and V denote invicid and viscous components respectively.
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2.3.1 Quasi-Steady Approach

For quasi-steady approach, the SWEs are analyzed separately from the Exner equation. Just for

the SWEs, Q, F and H have the forms

| ¢ uh vh
Q= | uh =1 wh+ (&% + 2¢hy) /2 g = uvh
vh woh v*h + g(&* + 2¢hs) /2
| 0 0 0
fY=1 he 9" = | hg H=| mete_geS, + hfy
i hg: h T — g€Sey — hfu

(2.14)

The Exner equation is also descretized using the FVM and Green theorem as Eqn. 2.12. How-

ever, the Godunov scheme is not used hf;re simply because the sediment transport rate is not a

function of the bed elevation z and therefore the Jacobian matrix (only one element in this case)

can not be evaluated. The fluxes across the cell interfaces are calculated using the variable values
at the edges. For the Exner equation, Q, F, and H have the forms

1
Q== F-n:——1 - (@saz + qsymty) H=0.
—€p
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2.3.2 Coupled Approach

For the coupled approach, the SWEs and Exner equation form an expanded system. Q, F, and H

have the forms

f v

2.4 Evaluation of Numerical Fluxes

uh
vh

f1=

uh
uth + g(€% + 2¢hy) /2
uvh

1
1_e€g U

0

du
hoy

ov
h By

¢ 0

vh
wvh

v2h + g(€* + 2¢hy)/2

1
Toeg dsy

0
T €S, + hfv
T gES,, — hfu

O.,Al.

(2.15)

The fluxes F across the interface between each two triangles are separated into inviscid and viscous

fluxes. The numerical treatment of these two fluxes are different. For the inviscid fluxes, the one-

dimensional Riemann problem is extended to two dimensions. Analytical or approximate solvers

of the Riemann problem can be used to evaluate the fluxes. While for the viscous fluxes, the

evaluation of the velocity gradient is taken at the edge’s center which can be used to calculate the

viscous fluxes.

2.4.1 Inviscid Fluxes

The analytical solver of Riemann problem is slow comparing with the approximate solvers. Among

many choices of approximate solvers, Roe’s approach (Roe 1981; 1986) is used in this work. The
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inter-cell inviscid flux F{J by Roe’s solver can be written as

1
F; =5 [F(@7) + F(Q7) - 141(Q7; - Q1)) (2.16)

|A|= R|A|L (2.17)

where Qifj and Qifj are reconstructed Riemann state variables on the right and left sides, respec-

tively. A is the flux Jacobian matrix defined by

(2.18)

Quasi-Steady Approach

Since the uncoupled approach will be compared with the coupled approach, the flux Jacobian of

the two-dimensional SWEs system without the Exner equation takes the form:

0 Ny Ty
OF - n
A= 9 (2 —ut)ng, —uvn, 2un, +vn, uny, (2.19)
—uvng + (& — v?)n, Ny ung + 2vny

The three distinct eigenvalues of A (by hyperbolicity of the system) are
A =y, + VN, A = yn, + Ny — C, A®) = un, + vny + ¢ (2.20)

while the left and right eigenvector matrices are

R=1| n, wu—cn, u+eng (2.21)

—Ng UV—CNy V+Cny
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Figure 2.2: Control Volume Scheme

—(uny —vng) Ny Ny
L= ungtvny 4 L —ng My (2.22)
2c 2 2c 2c

_Unetony 4 1 ne ny
2¢ 2 2¢ 2¢

The Riemann state variables u, v, and ¢ on the face boundaries which are needed to calculate

the flux are given by Roe’s average as

u_u+\/h,-++uf\/hf v_vJ“\/thJrv_\//r c— g(h+—+h_) 2.23)
STV VR VR VR ? |

and the superscripts -+ and — refer to the right and left side of the edge.
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Coupled Approach

The coupled approach needs further reformulation of the H vector in Eqn. 2.15. The slope term

in A is split and written in matrix form as

0 0 0
H= | meelite — g€ + hfv | = | 2222+ ghoSow + hfv | +| —ghSe | (2249
DTl — G€Syy — hfu P ghySey — hfu ~ghSoy

- o

) @)

Term (2) in Eqn. 2.24 will be moved to the left hand side of the governing equation and combined
with the Jacobian matrix of the SWEs fluxes. The purpose of this reformulation is to get a non-
singular Jacobian matrix. This approach is also used in Hudson and Sweby (2003) and Hudson
et al. (2005). But their governing shallow water equations are in different forms from those in this
research.

The invicid fluxes on the unstructured mesh for the coupled approach can not be expressed
explicitly as for the quasi-steady approach since the 4 x 4 Jacobian matrix is far more complicated
than the 3 x 3 Jacobian matrix of the quasi-steady approach. In this paper, an asymptotic analysis,
instead of an analytical expression, is used to approximate the eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix

of the coupled approach. This is shown in the next section.

2.5 Asymptotic Analysis of the Wave Speeds

In order to give the asymptotic analysis of the two-dimensional system, it is necessary to consider

the approximation for the one-dimensional system since they are closely related to each other.
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2.5.1 One-Dimensional System

The analysis for one-dimensional system is similar to Lyn (1987) and Lyn and Altinakar (2002).
The general procedure of solving an algebraic equation using asymptotic approximation can be

found in Nayfeh (1981). The Jacobian matrix for one-dimensional system has the form

0 1 0
IF(Q)
Jip = 5Q —ul+gh 2u gh (2.25)
g g2 g

where k = 3A/ (1 — ¢) > 0. The eigenvalues are the roots of the equation
N —2u\? + ) (u? — gh — kgu®) + kgu® =0 (2.26)
where k& — 07, Eqn. 2.26 has three distinct roots because the discriminant

A = —g [4hu4 +4g? (h+ ku?)® + g (—8h*u? + 20hku® + kzus)]

= —g[4hu + 49*h® — 8gh*u® + (12¢*h*u? + 20ghu) k + O(k?)]

— —g |4g%h? (Fr? — 1) + (12¢*h*u® + 20ghu) k+O(K?)

>0 >0

< 0
where F'r = u/(gh). Lete = kgand A = 5\/ u, then the characteristic Eqn. 2.26 becomes

)\3—2)\2+)\<1—%‘—173——6)+e:0 2.27

The results are listed here and the details of the asymptotic analysis are in Appendix A. Since
the regular expansion is not uniform when the flow is near critical, a change of scale is used to

achieve an uniform expansion. When the flow is far away from critical state, i.e. 1 — 1/Fr? > 0,
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the three eigenvalues are given by

€
A = - -
Fr?
1 €
A@ = 14—
Frl 2(Z 1)
1 €
A = o= -
Fr 2(g-1)

)\(1)

A& =

1 1 1 : ]

2.5.2 Two-Dimensional System

For a two-dimensional system, the Jacobian matrix is

_0F(Q)-n

Jop = 50 = Any -+ Bn,
where
0 1 0 0
—u? + gh Qu 0 h
A g g
—u v U 0
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(2.28)
(2.29)

(2.30)

2.31)

(2.32)

(2.33)

(2.34)

(2.35)



and

0 0 1 0
— UV v U 0

B = (2.36)
—v? + gh 0 20 gh

(u2+v2) i (u2+3v2)

3kt 2kur R 0

Direct calculation of the eigenvalues/vectors of matrix .J;p, which is in the original global z —y
coordinate system, is difficult. In this work, the calculation of the Roe’s fluxes is done in a local
¢ — n coordinates of each cell-to-cell interface where one of the coordinates coincides with the
outward normal vector (see Fig. 2.3). This will simplify the calculation. The following theorem

gives the relationship between the fluxes in the global and local coordinate systems.

A
y N

>
X

Figure 2.3: Local Coordinate at the Cell Interface

Theorem 2.5.1. In the global and local coordinates shown as in Fig. 2.3, for the two-dimensional
coupled system, suppose the interfacial Roe’s flux defined in Eq. 2.16 are F;; ; and F;;, respec-
tively, where each flux is a vector with 4 components. Also define the transformation matrix M

as

cos(f)  sin(h)
M = (2.37)
—sin(6) cos(6)
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Define sub-vectors Foyp o = [Fij o(2)  Fi (3T and Fopy = [Fij0(2)  Fi;.(3)|T. Then
1. Fiyg(1) = Fyju(1)  and  Fij,(4) = Fiju(4)
2. Fsubvg =M. Fsub,l

Proof. The mass fluxes of water and sediment are invariant of the coordinate rotation. This means
the water and sediment across the cell interface will not change under different coordinate ref-
erences. The first and fourth components of the flux vector are the mass fluxes for water and

sediment respectively. Then, the components can be written as

Fijo(1) = Fiju(1) and  Fj;4(4) = Fi;(4)

For the momentum fluxes of water (the second and third components of the flux vector), they
follow the rule of rotational transformation stated below since they are two-dimensional vectors in
the plane.

Fsub,g =M. Fsub,l

O

The alternative approach of the proof is to use the Jacobian matrixes in the global and local co-
ordinates and calculate the eigenvalues/vectores respectively. Calculation of the Roe’s flux vector
in the two coordinate systems will verify the conclusion of the theorem. However, the difficulty of
this proof strategy is the calculation of the eigenvalues/vectors of the global Jacobian matrix. From
the authors’ experience, it is hard to find an explicit expression of eigen-system for the global Jaco-
bian. Even with some simplifications, the explicit expression is lengthy and not practically useful.
Thus, this complication motivates the use of the coordinate transformation so that the fluxes can
be evaluated in the local coordinates which is simple and easy to analyze.

In the local coordinate, since n; = 1 and n,, = 0 (where n, and n,, are the outward normal

vector component in ¢ and 7 directions), the Jacobian matrix in terms of the transformed velocity
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vectors has the form of

0 1 0 0
—uf + gh 2ue 0 gh
Japs = ¢ (2.38)
—Ugy Uy Ug 0

_3k'u5(uri+vr;‘;) k(3u§2—ug) ijﬁfﬁ 0
y )

This Jacobian matrix is similar to that in Hudson and Sweby (2005) in which their analysis is
for structured mesh. One of the eigenvalues of Jyp ; is u,, while the other threes are the solution

of the polynomial equation
X — 2ueh? + X [ud — gh — kg (3uf +v2)] + kgue [3uf +v2] =0 (2.39)
Eqn. 2.39 has three distinct roots because the discriminant is negative.

A = g[-dhui —4g" (h+k (3uf + v2)) — gu (—8h* 4 20hk (3uf + v2) + k* (3uf + vg))}

= —g [4hui — 8gh*uZ + 4g°h° + gh (12gh + 20uf) (3uf +v2) k + O(K*)]

= —g |4h (uf - gh)2 +gh (12gh + 20u?) (3uf + v2) k +O(k?)

~
>0 >0

< 0

If ue = 0, the three roots of Eqn. 2.39 are 0, \/gh + kgvi, and —/gh + kgvZ. The eigen-
systems for the cases of u; = 0 are list in Appendix A.2. For the general case of u: # 0, defining

e = kg (3u? + v2) /u? and A = X/ue, Eqn. 2.39 can be written as

SEEVREY [N

where F'r = ug/gh. This is the same as the form for one-dimensional case and the eigenvalues can

be approximated using perturbation analysis as in Eqns. 2.28 to 2.31. In summary, the eigenvalues
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A; and right eigenvectors R, for the two-dimensional system in the local coordinate are listed

below. The right eigenvector matrix is

—2kuv, —gh —gh —gh
h_ —2kuev, —ghA®@ —ghA® —ghA®
h — 2kv? —ghuv, —ghv, —ghu,
| 2k, gh— (5\(2) - u5)2 gh — (5\(3) - U5)2 gh — (5\(4) — ug)2

and the left eigenvector matrix is

.
5 : ;

a1 —asA® A3 (a2+a3:\(4)) e+ A3 L3@ ——2kv,,(ug—:\(3)) (“E‘:\(4))

I - gh?b ghby gh?by
a1 —as AP 32 (ag+a3:\(4)) —2ug+ 3@ 3@ —Zkvn(ugf:\(g)) (u5~:\(4))

gh2by ghba gh2bs
a1 —asA(® 33 (ag+a3:\(3)) —2ue+AD 430 *2kv,,(u5—:\(2))(ug—:\(3))

| gh2bs - ghbs gh?bs

(2.40)

(2.41)

where a; = —gh*+hui+2kuvl; ay = 2kuev?, az = (h — 2kvl); by = (5\(2) - 5\(3)) (5\(2) —~ 5\(4));
by — (;\w) _ ;\<2>> (5\«3) _ ;\<4>>; and bs — (;\<4> _ ;\<2>> (5\<4> _ ;\<3>>_

The eigenvalues of the two-dimensional system can also be calculated using a numerical

method. For comparison, the four eigenvalues from both the asymptotic approximation and the

numerical method are plotted in Fig. 2.4 with € equal to 0.01. The figures are similar to those in

Lyn and Altinakar (2002). Fig. 2.4(a) shows the four eigenvalues for Fr between 0.2 and 2. For

Fr > 1.2 or Fr < 0.8, the regular expansion formula is used, while for 0.8 < Fr < 1.2, the

re-scaled expansion formula is used. Both asymptotic approximation and numerical results are

shown in the figure. Results from both methods are nearly identical. Major part of the error occurs

when the flow is near critical. where the relative error is within 1%.
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2.5.3 Viscous Fluxes

Viscous fluxes are not evaluated via Roe’s flux function. Instead, the viscous fluxes are calculated
directly using the velocity gradient at the boundary. By Gauss’s theorem, the velocity gradient term
in the cell center can be estimated by closed line integral over the boundary of that cell (Anastasiou

and Chan 1997).

2.6 Limiter for High Order Schemes

The evaluation of the Riemann states on both sides of the cell interface needs interpolation since
all the conservative variables are stored at the cell center. This step is usually called variable
reconstruction. The following equation is the relation between the interpolated variable at an

arbitrary location (z, y) and the value at the cell center

Qz,y) = Q.+ VQ-r (2.42)

where (). is the variable value at cell center, V() is the gradient of (), and r is the vector from cell
center to (x,y). This is a piecewise linear interpolation which has second order accuracy. Second
and higher order schemes will introduce numerical oscillations. In order to maintain monotonicity,
non-linear limiters are introduced to eliminate oscillations in high gradient areas while keeping

high accuracy in smooth areas. The limited version of the reconstruction equation has the form

Qz,y) = Qe + ¥(ry)VQ - r (2.43)

where ® is a function of r;, which is the upwind ratio of consecutive gradients of the variable. For
the structured mesh, 7 is easy to calculate because the topological relation of upwind and down-
wind is clear. For the unstructured mesh, it becomes difficult. The so-called exact r formulation

in Darwish and Moukalled (2003) is used in this work. Fig. 2.5 shows the layout of the cells. For
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face f, C and D are defined as the upwind and downwind cells according to the direction of the

flow velocity. U is defined as the virtual upwind cell of C. The formulation of r; is

ry =

(QVQC : I‘CD)
Qp —Qc

—1

(2.44)

where r¢p is the vector connecting node C' and D. After the ratio r; is calculated, it can be used

y

Figure 2.5: Exact r Formulation of the Limiter Function

>

in the limiter functions. In this paper, the MINMOD Total Variation Diminishing (TVD) scheme

is used which has the following form

®(ry) = max(0, min(1,7y))
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2.7 Time Integration

The time integration used in the paper is similar to the method proposed by Anastasiou and Chan

(1997).

n-1

__ }{ Fr . ndS + V' H? (2.46)
S

) (2.47)

when o = 0, it becomes the Euler explicit scheme, while o = 1 results in a first order Euler

(V@)
ot

i

i AVQ)

At awvo)
nt+l _ n = _

implicit method. For the explicit scheme, the time step is restricted by the Courant-Friedrichs-
Lewy (CFL) condition. As in Yoon and Kang (2004), the following formula is used to determine

the maximum time step allowed

R.
At < min - 2.48
- <2maxj(\/u2 + 02+ C)ij) 24

where R; is the distance between the centroids of triangle ¢ and j. The minimum is taken for all
the triangles in the computational domain while the maximum is take for the three neighboring

triangles of triangle 1.

2.8 Boundary Conditions

Boundary conditions are applied to the cell faces on the domain boundary. For the hydrodynamic
part of the model, the boundary conditions are the same as in Anastasiou and Chan (1997) and
Rogers et al. (2001). Those boundary conditions are briefly listed below. Sediment conditions on

the boundary are also discussed.
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2.8.1 Walls

No-slip condition is applied to walls, i.e., (u, v) = (0,0). For sediment transport, the flux through

the wall is also set to be zero which means no sediment particle will go through the solid boundary.

2.8.2 Open Boundaries

Conditions for the open boundaries, including inlet and outlet, are specified using the Riemann

invariants

(u,v)r -+ 24/gh; = (u,v)p -n + 24/ ghp (2.49)

where subscripts I and B refer to the interface and the boundary, respectively.

For subcritical flow, if water depth hp is specified, then

(u,v)g-n=2+/ghp(u,v)r -0+ 2v/gh; —2~+/ghp = . (2.50)

and if velocity is specified, then

[(u,’v)pn+2\/gT—(u,v)B-n]2
49

he = (2.51)

Sometimes, the water discharge ¢, = hp [(u, v) 5 - ] is specified. For this case, Eqn. 2.49 can be

rewritten as

(w,v)r -+ 2+/ghy = z—w+2\/gh3 (2.52)

B
A numerical method can be used to solve hg and then {u,v)g - n = Z—"I;

For the supercritical inlet, both the velocity vector and water depth should be specified. For the
supercritical outlet, no boundary condition is needed to specify and the velocity vector and water
depth on the boundary is the same as those in the adjacent interior.

For the sediment transport rate, the sediment flux on the inlet is specified as the sediment feed

rate. On the outlet, the sediment flux is set as having a zero gradient.
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2.9 Test Problems

In this section, the proposed numerical model is tested. The first test problem is just for the
hydrodynamics where the bed is kept fixed. This is used to test the model capability to capture
shocks as well as the robustness of the model for complicated flow conditions. The second test
problem is for both the hydrodynamics and sediment transport. The flume bed is not fixed and a
scour hole develops due to the flow. Both coupled and uncoupled approaches are used to simulate

the process and the results are compared.

2.9.1 Dam Break Flow in Channels with 90° Bend

In this section, the hydrodynamics part of the model is tested against experimental observations.
Sharp bends appear in rivers very frequently and the effects of these bends on catastrophic flooding
waves are extremely important. - Experiments for dam-break flood in a channels with a 90° bend
were done in the laboratory of the Civil Engineering Department of the University Catholique
de Louvain, Belgium. The details of the experiment can be found in S.Soares-Frazdo and Zech
(2002). The layout of the experiment is shown in Fig. 2.6. The channel bed is 0.33 m above the
reservoir bed. The initial water surface level in the reservoir is 0.25 m above the channel bottom
while the channel bed is initially dry. The dam-break flood wave is generated by a sudden release
of the control gate. S.Soares-Frazdo and Zech (2002) also developed a two-dimensional numerical
model to capture the flood wave. Good agreement of results between the experiment and numerical
model has been reported.

One of the most important factors which affect the extent of damage by dam-break floods is the
shock front and free water surface. In Fig. 2.7, the modeled free water surface elevation contours
attimet=3s,5s,7s, and 14 s are plotted. Att =3 s, the flood wave has just reached the bend
which agrees with the experiment. The bend has at least two effects on the flood wave. One is
the reflection traveling upstream to the reservoir. The other effect is the reflection wave on the

downstream portion of the channel which can be seen in Fig. 2.7(d).
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The modeled profiles of the water surface around the bend at different times are plotted in Fig.
2.8. The numerical results from S.Soares-Frazio and Zech (2002) are also plotted. The results
from both numerical models agree well with the experiment. From this figure, it is clear that
the upstream traveling reflection bore reaches the reservoir at around t = 14 s and after that the
water level recedes. The results from this test case show the capability of the model to capture the

complicated flow process and it is the basis of the coupled model simulation.

2.9.2 Scour Around the Spur Dike During a Surge Pass

The test case for the coupled model is the scour around a spur dike experiment from Mioduszewski
and Maeno (2003). The experiment was done in a laboratory flume at Okayama University, Japan.
Fig. 2.9(a) shows the plane view of the flume. The flume is 15 m long, 0.6 m wide, and 0.4 m deep.
The _sand has dsp = 1.28 mm. The spur dike is not submerged. It is 6 cm thick and 15 cm wide.
Case 1 of the experiment is chosen for comparison. The water discharge was set to the value of Q
=0.005 m?/s. The initial water depth is 20 cm and a surge wave is generated by opening the gate
at the downstream end of the flume at t = 0 s. The unstructured mesh for this test case is shown
in Fig. 2.9(b). The mesh around the spur dike is refined in order to capture the scour details. The
experiment also investigated the pore pressure in the sand due the pass of the surge wave. This
is also very important since the flow field and pressure distribution inside the sand will affect the
stability of the dike structure and scour process around it (Liu and Garcia 2007a). However, the
pore pressure in the sand is beyond the scope of this paper and therefore it is not considered.

The velocity field around the spur dike at t = 20 s is plotted in Fig. 2.10. A recirculation zone
is formed behind the spur dike. Also because of the blocking effect of the dike, the flow velocity
is higher around the tip area. These flow characteristics are the cause of the sediment movement
and will affect the scour pattern. The free water surface around the spur dike at t = 20 s is plotted
in Fig. 2.11. Water elevation is higher in front of the spur dike and lower behind it.

In Fig. 2.12, the final scour patterns from the experiments, the quasi-steady simulation, and

the coupled approach simulation are shown. The basic scour pattern from the experiment is that
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Figure 2.10: Velocity Field around the Spur Dike at t=20s

Figure 2.11: Water Surface around the Spur Dike
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the sediment is scoured away from the tip of the spur dike and deposited on the back of it. From
the comparison, the coupled approach gives a more accurate result than that from the quasi-steady
approach. For the coupled approach, the maximum scour is about 8 mm and is located at the
upstream tip of the spur dike. This agrees with the experiment. For the quasi-steady approach,
the maximum scour is about 6 mm, which is a little less than the experiment. The deposition
behind the spur dike comes from the sediment scoured away upstream and it is retained there
by the recirculation zone. The maximum deposition height is about 3 mm which is captured by
both approaches. The locations of the maximum deposition for both approaches are a little further
downstream when compared to the experiment. The reason could be that both approaches are
two-dimensional models and the three-dimensional phenomena are not captured (such as horse
shoe vortex, non-hydrostatic pressure distribution, etc.). In order to give more accurate results,
three-dimensional scour model with a free water surface should be used (Liu and Garcia 2006a).

" The asymptotic analysis of the eigenvalues not only gives an insight on the functional rela-
tionship between the wave speeds and control parameters, such as F/'r and sediment properties,
but it also increases the efficiency of the numerical model and reduces simulation time. Other
than asymptotic analysis, numerical iteration can be used to evaluate the eigenvalues. However,
numerical evaluation is slower comparing with asymptotic analysis. For numerical eigenvalue
evaluation, the computational cost is 25>, where 7 is the dimension of the Jacobian matrix (Heath
1996). While for asymptotic approximation, since all eigenvalues and eigenvectors are explicitly
expressed, the computational cost is only a function of n?. In order to demonstrate the efficiency
of the asymptotic approximation method, the test problem is run for different mesh sizes with both
numerical eigenvalue evaluation and asymptotic approximation. For numerical eigenvalue eval-
uation, the numerical routine DGEEV for general non-symmetric matrix in LAPACK (Anderson
et al. 1999) is used. For this test case, four different mesh sizes (2541, 1306, 915 and 670 triangles)
are used for both methods. For the same mesh size, the simulation results are the same. But the
computation time by asymptotic approximation method is far less than the numerical eigenvalue

evaluation method. The computational time on a computer with Intel Pentium 4, 3.2GHz CPU,
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and 4G RAM is listed in Table 1. For all the four mesh sizes, the ratio between the simulation times
by numerical method (7;,) and asymptotic method (7}) is about the same (2.7 in this case). The
reason for the similarity is due to the fact that the majority of the computational time is spent on
the calculation of the eigen-system. For both methods, the computational cost of the eigen-system
is a linear function of the mesh size. Therefore the total computational time of the model is also a
linear function of the mesh size. The ratio T;, /T, slightly increases with the increase of the mesh
size. This means for larger cases, the asymptotic method is even more efficient. In conclusion, the
proposed asymptotic method reduced the computational time by about 64% (this number might
vary depending on the test case and model implementation), making this an attractive alternative

to previous methods.

Table 2.1: Computational Time by Different Eigenvalue Evaluation Methods (Unit; s)

Computational Time

Mesh Size  Time Step (s) Ratio T,/
’ v Asymptotic T, Numerical 7T,
2541 0.002 1497 4179 2.79
1306 0.002 759 2069 2.73
915 0.002 525 1430 2.72
670 0.01 79 207 2.62

2.10 Discussion and Conclusions

The coupled model of 2D SWEs and sediment transport on unstructured mesh can be implemented
for scour problems on complex domains. It is recognized by many authors that when the scour
process is rapid (such as scour caused by dam/dike break, surge waves, etc.), the coupled model
approach is needed. When the scour process is slow (such as long term aggradation/degradation
of natural rivers), both the usual quasi-steady approach and the coupled approach can give good
results (Hudson and Sweby 2003; Hudson et al. 2005; Cao et al. 2002). However, as pointed out by
Cao et al. (2002), the numerical stability of the quasi-steady approach will present a difficulty. High

order discretization of the Exner equation may lead to non-physical oscillations which could be

38



incorrectly interpreted as ripples and sand waves. Low order discretization of the Exner equation
may under-estimate the amplitude of the real sand wave or even smear it out. The hyperbolic nature
of the Exner equation (even though there is dispersion effect in the equation) makes it possible to
couple it with SWEs and to use Godunov schemes. The coupled model with the higher order
Godunov scheme proposed in this paper can capture the real wave accurately while control the
growth of non-physical oscillations.

The asymptotic analysis gives insight into the wave speed structure and helps to construct an
explicit expression for the Roe’s flux. It also gives a fast and accurate evaluation of the eigenval-
ues/vectors. Comparing to the numerical iteration method for the eigen-system, the asymptotic
approximation is far more efficient. For the test case used in this paper, the average computational
time can be reduced by around 64%. This efficiency could be very important when the numerical
model proposed in this paper is applied for real cases where people’s lives and property are in
dangér.

The interpolation method of the TVD scheme used in current numerical model for the upwind
ratio of consecutive gradients is based on the virtual upwind node. The basic assumption is the
gradient from upwind node to downwind node is the same as that from center node to downwind
node. This assumption simplifies the calculation and reduces the computational stencil. Future

research is needed on the comparison of different interpolation methods and TVD schemes.



Chapter 3

Three Dimensional Simulation of Local
Scour with Free Water Surface and Mesh
Deformation

3.1 Introduction

Local scour problems have been studied for many years both experimentally and numerically. In
this paper, a new numerical model is proposed to simulate the scour process in the presence of
a free surface and allowing for automatic mesh deformation. In the scour problem, there are at
least two sharp interfaces: water-air and water-sediment. In this work, these two interfaces are
captured using different methods. The water-air interface is captured with an Eulerian method,
namely volume of fluid (VOF) method. The water-sediment interface behavior is captured with a
Lagrangian method, namely moving-mesh method (Liu and Garcia 2006a).

In numerical simulations of open channel flow, free water surface is usually replaced by a
rigid lid. This is valid only if the free surface does not change too much along the channel. For
rapidly changing water surface (e.g., hydraulic jump), the rigid lid approximation will introduce
nonphysical errors. There are many surface tracking or capturing methods available to simulate
the free surface, e.g., marker and cell (MAC) method, volume of fluid (VOF) method, level set
method (LSM). MAC method is based on a Lagrangian approach and a set of marker particles
whose position at any time step are used to reconstruct the interface. VOF method is based on
the Eulerian point of view instead. The widely used VOF method was first proposed by Hirt and

Nicholls (1981) which used a donor-acceptor formulation. VOF method has been used by several

*This chapter, as a manuscript, has been accepted for publication in Journal of Waterway, Port, Coast and Ocean
Engineering, ASCE
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researchers to capture the free water surface when the scour process is investigated. Among many
others, Richardson and Panchang (1998) used commercial code Flow —3D®, which implemented
the VOF method on structured mesh, to simulate the flow field around the scour holes. The flow
field compared well with the experiments and the particle tracking in the resulting free surface
flow field revealed some of the characteristics of the scour process. Level set method divides the
domain into grid points which hold the value of level set function (Sethian 1996). The contour of
zero level set gives the interface. Level set method has a more rigorous mathematical basis and it
is easier to calculate the curvature on the surface which is important for the surface tension force.
In this work, a high resolution VOF method proposed by Ubbink and Issa (1999) is chosen to track
the free surface. The CICSAM (Compressive Interface Capturing Scheme for Arbitrary Meshes)
scheme treat the whole domain as the mixture of two liquids. Volume fraction of each liquid is
used as the weighting factor to get the mixture properties, such as density and viscosity.

In the scour problem, the bed deformation needs to be coupled with the transient flow field.
Brgrs (1999) used a structured grid to model the scour under pipelines. The grid on the bed and
the corresponding grids above were moved according to bed elevation changes. This method for
structured grids is similar to manually moving each grid point at each time step and is not efficient.
Another alternative is to use the so called blocking method. The downside of the method is that
the accuracy depends on the mesh size around the interface.

In unstructured grids, it is more complicated to move the grid points on the bed and in the
domain. Arbitrary movement of the points may invalidate the grid. Herein, an automatic grid
movement algorithm is used to avoid these problems. There are many mesh deformation meth-
ods developed in the past years, such as spring analogy and Laplacian operator smoothing. The
latter is chosen in this work because it is more robust and easy to implement in unstructured grid
for complex domain. The Laplacian operator smoothing method is used here to solve the Lapla-
cian equation with the deformation condition at the boundary. With this approach, the inner grid

deforms smoothly and the computations are stable.
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3.2 Governing Equations

3.2.1 Fluid Flow Model

The governing equations for the fluid flow are the Reynolds-averaged Navier-Stokes equations:

V.u = 0 3.1

0
%—%V-(puu)—v-((u—%ut)S) = —Vp+pg+oK

Vo

Vol (3.2)

where u is the velocity vector field, p is the pressure field, x; is the turbulent eddy viscosity,c is

the volume fraction function for the two fluids defined by

0 volume occupied by air
Q= (3.3)
1 volume occupied by water

S is the strain rate tensor defined by S = 3(Vu + VuT). o is surface tension, X is the surface cur-

vature. Surface tension is not so important in the scour problem but it is included for completeness.

The density p and viscosity 1 in the domain are given by

p=uap+ (1 —a)p 3.4

p=ap+ (1 —a)u (3.5)

The volume fraction « is transported by the fluid velocity field. The equation for the volume
fraction scalar « is
oo

5+ V- (ua) =0 (3.6)

Numerical diffusion will spread out the sharp interface between water and air. A compressive
interface capturing scheme is used to resharpen the interface. Details about the present free surface

modeling algorithm and CICSAM scheme can be found in Ubbink and Issa (1999).
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Table 3.1: Constants in k — € Model
Cu 1 Cy 0L O
009 144 192 10 13

3.2.2 Turbulence Model

Turbulence in the fluid flow model is estimated by the conventional k-e two-equation model (Rodi

1993)

kz
mo= Cup— (3.7)
ok 1 ot 2
- -(wk) = =-V(— — - 3.
otV W) = SV(IVE) 42l - e (3.8)
Oe o 1 ﬂ Clﬂt g€ 62
i V-(ue) = pV(UEVe) +2 p |Vu| - Cy ! (3.9)

where % is the turbulent kinetic energy and e is the turbulent energy dissipation rate. The constants
in Eqgs. 3.7, 3.8 and 3.9 take the values given in Table 3.1.

For wave driven orbital motion, the two equation turbulence models (such as k — ¢ model) will
become unstable under some conditions. From the authors’ experience, when the wave is strong or
the wave is breaking, instabilities will be observed. Mayer and Madsen (2000) carried out analyt-
ical stability analysis to investigate the erroneous behavior of the turbulence model (k — w model
in their case) under waves. It turns out that the turbulent eddy viscosity will grow unbounded and
therefore make the model unstable. It seems that no general purpose turbulence model has been
developed especially for unsteady wave driven flows. Most models rely on the tuning of empirical
parameters. For the numerical code used in this research, the values of turbulence parameters are
bounded when they grow out of range (e.g., k¥ and ¢ become negative). Fortunately, for all the
test cases considered in this work, instability of the turbulence model did not arise. The mod-
ified two-equation turbulence model for wave flows proposed by Mayer and Madsen (2000) or
other modified models can be used when the wave is strong or even breaking and instabilities are

expected.
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3.2.3 Sediment Transport Model

The scour problem is caused by the erosion movement of sediment. In this numerical model, both
bed load and suspended load are considered. Exner equation is used to update the bed elevation

(Garcia 1999),

Bed Load Transport

There are many bed load transport rate formulas in the literature. Most of them relate bed load
transport rate with shear stress. The formula of Engelund and Fredsge (1976) is chosen for the

current model
18.74(6 — 0,) [91/2 - 0.702/2] if0 >0,
gt = (3.10)
0 otherwise
where ¢* is a dimensionless bed load transport rate known as the Einstein number which is given

by; |
« Yo

T = JRgdd

Here ¢, is the bed load transport rate for flat bed. ¢ and 6. are the Shields number and the critical

Shields number for initiation of motion respectively, where @ is defined as:

b= oRd

Here 73, is the bed shear stress calculated with the fluid flow model, p is the density of water, g is
the gravitational acceleration, R is the submerged specific gravity of sediment(=1.65 for quartz)
and d is the sediment grain diameter.

The critical Shields number for particular sediment is given for flat bed and should be adjusted
according to the local slope of the bed and local shear force direction. The critical Shields number
for a flat bed, 0., is a function of flow intensity and sediment properties. 6., is given as a constant

in most numerical models. The approach used here to account for the slope effect is similar to that
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used by Roulund et al. (2005). It considered the slope effect and followed the approach suggested
by Engelund and Fredsge (1976) to use the flow velocity at the particle position and the steepest
slope to adjust the critical Shields number. In this research, the shear stress vector, instead of
velocity near the bed, is used. Fig. 3.1 shows the scheme employed for the adjustment of the bed
shear stress, where n is the surface normal vector, R is the steepest-slope unit vector, and 7 is the

wall shear stress vector acting on the bed. The critical Shields number is adjusted according to

. 2 2 .
6. = 6., cosﬁ\/l _ (’itzan B _ cos ismﬁ 3.11)
12 s

where ¢ is the angle between the velocity vector and the bed steepest slope direction, 3 is the slope
angle of the bed. 1, is the static friction coefficient and has the value of 0.63 for this work. From
Eq. 3.11, when the wall shear stress tries to move sediment up slope, the critical Shields number

6. increases, and vice versa.

L

Horizontal Planc

Figure 3.1: Slope Effect on Sediment Transport

Eq. 3.10 only gives the total bed load. The bed load transport rates in different directions are
given by

Qi‘QO%—CMolg—gZaif 1,2 (3.12)

where 7 is the bed elevation, C is a constant in the range of 1.5-2.3 which is used to reflect the

slope effect on the sediment flux (Brgrs 1999).
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Suspended Load

The governing equation for suspended load is a standard convection diffusion equation. Sediment

must be fine enough to ignore the inertial effect of the particle.

oc g,
e +V-(u— US@)C =V - (V) (3.13)

Here c is the sediment concentration, u is fluid velocity vector, v, is sediment fall velocity. vy is
the diffusivity which is taken as the same value as turbulence eddy viscosity.
Bed Morphology Model—Exner Equation

Bed elevation changes are based on the continuity of sediment. The Exner equation, which de-

scribes the sediment continuity, is

o _
ot n-—1

-V -q,+ D — E (3.14)

where 7 is the bed elevation, n is the porosity of the bed, q, is the bed load transport rate vector
whose components are given by Eq. 3.12. D is the deposition rate and E is the entrainment rate.
The deposition rate D at the bed is

D e ’l_!st (315)

where ¢, is the sediment concentration very near the bed. In the current model, the concentration
at the nearest cell center is used. The entrainment rate £, unlike the deposition rate D, needs some

empirical model. E can be written in dimensionless form as

E
E=— (3.16)
Vs

Many models are available in the literature for estimating the entrainment rate of sediment into

suspension E. Garcfa and Parker (1991) performed a detailed comparison of eight such relations
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Table 3.2: Sediment Entrainment Models

Authors Model Parameters
Garcia and Parker (1991) | E = fz?—zg A=13x10"7 Z,= Y=R%S
0.3%u
- _ 1/3
van Rijn (1984) E = 0.015%283 | D, = dso [%ﬂ — (£ -1)
Zy = 0.05H

) ~ 0.6570(5—1) 5

Smith and McLean (1977) | E = — e | 5, = 2.4 x 10~
1o (4 -1)

against data. Three of the many existing sediment entrainment models are listed in Table 3.2. The
entrainment rate is given at some reference level Z, very near the bed to avoid singularity. The
reference level in Garcia and Parker (1991) is five percent of the water depth from bed while in

Smith and McLean (1977), the reference level is defined as

Zy=26.3 (eﬂ - 1> d+ ks (3.17)

where k; is the equivalent roughness height of the bed.

All of these three empirical models in Table 3.2 all perform well against data (Garcia and Parker
1991). In this work, the model in van Rijn (1984) is used. Some simpler models for F also exist in
the literature. Brgrs (1999) and Liang et al. (2005) used the concept of turbulence diffusivity and
set the vertical sediment entrainment flux as £ = —at%. This formula will simplify the numerical

model while still give reasonable results.

3.2.4 Mesh Deformation Solver—Laplacian Equations

As mentioned before, the automatic mesh deformation is implemented by a Laplacian smooth

operator. Governing equations for the mesh motion equation is the Laplacian equation (Jasak and
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Tukovi¢ 2007). Let v be the grid motion velocity field, then the equation becomes
V.- (wVv) =0 (3.18)

where vy is the diffusion coefficient chosen to control the mesh motion. ~ can be a constant or
a variable defined by other properties in the domain. The selection of variable v depends on the
specific mesh motion problem and needs objective judgment. Jasak and Tukovi¢ (2007) suggested
several possibilities to set the y value based on distance (linear, quadratic and exponential) from
some boundary or mesh characteristics (orthogonality and skewness). These methods all have their
merits and shortcomings. In this work, - is set as a non-zero constant for simplicity. The boundary
condition for Eq. 3.18 is given by the Exner equation. After each time step of bed elevation change,
the bed grid motion velocity is known., When the grid motion velocity field is solved, the grids in

the whole domain can be moved based on the following equation
XM = x* pvAL (3.19)

Here, x**! and x* are grid position vectors at time level £ + 1 and k respectively, and At is the
time step.

Fig. 3.2 is a simple test case for the mesh deformation component of the numerical model. The
bottom of a rectangular flume (with unstructured grid) is "vibrating” in a sinusoidal mode with a
period T = 0.8 s. Mesh grids at ¢ = 0, T/4, T/2 and 3T /4 are shown. In real cases, the bed will

move in a more complicated way.

3.3 Numerical Simulation Schemes and Procedures

The governing equations presented in the previous section form a strongly coupled system of
equations. The solution of this system of equations needs some effort because even for each

single component (fluid, free surface or sediment) is a difficult problem. Also the time scales of
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Figure 3.2: Mesh Deformation of Vibrating Flume Bottom
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the flow field and sediment transport are so largely different that the whole system is very stiff.
Consequently, numerical instabilities can be expected to arise. The emphasis of this research is
not on the numerical details but on building a numerical model for the local scour problem and
verification of the numerical solution of the model. So numerical schemes for each component
of this system are described only briefly. Several references about these numerical schemes are
provided for the interested readers.

The code used in this work is an open source computational fluid dynamics (CFD) code named
OpenFOAM (OpenCFD 2006). It is freely available through internet. OpenFOAM is primarily
designed for problems in continuum mechanics. It uses the tensorial approach and object ori-
ented techniques (Weller et al. 1998). OpenFOAM provides a fundamental platform to write new
solvers for different problems as long as the problem can be written in tensorial partial differential
equation form. Here, the flow field is solved by the adaption of the original turbulence solver for
incompressible ﬂuid. The sediment transport equation and bed deformation are added to the fluid
ﬂbw solver to form zi new solver caﬂed FOAMSCOUR. The core of this code is the finite volume
discretization of the governing equations. Almost all kinds of differential operators possible in a
partial differential equation, such as temporal derivative, divergence, laplacian operator, curl, etc,
can be discretized in the code. The finite volume details of the code can be found in Jasak (1996).

The next section is a brief introduction of the numerical scheme used in FOAMSCOUR.

3.3.1 Numerical Scheme for the Flow Field

The numerical solution of the Navier-Stokes equation for incompressible fluid flow imposes two
main problems (Jasak 1996): the nonlinearity of the momentum equation and the pressure-velocity
coupling. For the first problem, two common methods can be used to deal with it. The first is to
solve a nonlinear algebraic system after the discretization. This will need a lot of computational
effort. The other is to linearize the convection term in the momentum equation by using the fluid
velocity in previous time steps which satisfies the divergence-free condition. The latter method

is used in this research. For pressure-velocity coupling, many schemes exist, such as the semi-
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implicit method for pressure linked equation (SIMPLE) (Patankar 1981) and pressure implicit
splitting of operators (PISO) (Issa 1986). PISO scheme is used in this code. For the k¥ —e turbulence
model equations, although % and ¢ equations are coupled together, they are solved by a segregated
approach, which means they are solved one at a time. This is also the usual approach used in most
CFED codes.

For the free surface, CICSAM scheme is easy to code and captures the free surface fairly well.
But the problem with this scheme is that it is very slow. The time step required is so small that
the computation usually takes a very long time even for a small computational domain. This is
partially caused by the fact that the control cell which has the largest Courant number usually is
in the air phase. In our case, the two phases are water and air. The density of water is almost
1000 times larger than that of air and the velocity magnitude in the air phase is far greater than
in the water phase. A modified approach is proposed in this work analog to those used in other
CFD codes. The aim is to relax the time step requirement while capturing the free surface. In the
modified approach; the volume occupied by the air phase can be éalled void. In the void region,
the velocity is set to zero and the pressure is set to atmospheric pressure. This will not upset the
computations because of the large density ratio between water and air. The inertia force associated
with air can thus be neglected. The threshold value of « for the void (i.e., below what value
of «, it can be viewed as void) needs some consideration. The classical dam break problem is
carried out to investigate the effect of the threshold value. As in Fig. 3.3(a), a column of water
is released at time ¢ = 0 s and an obstacle is located in front of the water column. Fig. 3.3 shows
the contour of the VOF scalar o which is the volume fraction of water. The results at ¢t = 0.3 s for
different threshold values (0.01 and 0.1) are plotted together with the original scheme (threshold
value equals 0). The result from threshold value 0.01 is very close to the original scheme while that
from threshold value 0.1 causes more damping of the water flow. This is because high threshold
values imply that a larger portion of the flow field is set to zero velocity and the water needs to
consume more energy to go through such area. In this work, a threshold value 0.01 is used for all

computations and the computational time is reduced by almost half.
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3.3.2 Numerical Scheme for the Sediment Transport

The bed load and suspended load in the sediment transport modules are solved separately. Since
the shear stress on the bottom is obtained from the flow solver, using Eq. 3.10 to calculate the bed
load is straightforward. The suspended load equation (Eq. 3.13) is a convection-diffusion equation
and the sediment is transported passively by the flow field. Finite volume method is also used to
solve this equation.

After the sediment load (namely bed load and suspended load) is calculated, the Exner equation
is solved to change the bed elevation. Exner equation is a 2D equation although the bed is in
3D space. This is because the vertical coordinate z is the variable to be solved and it is not an
independent variable any more. The bed elevation change is due to the divergence of sediment
transport flux together with erosion and deposition of sediment on the bed surface. This simple
2D equation can usually be solved by the finite difference method using a structured grid when
the bottom has a regular shape (Beek and Wind 1990; Olsen and Meiaaen 1993; Brgrs 1999;
Olsen and Melaaen 1999). For complex domains, such as a natural river bottom or in the presence
of objects (bridge piers, break water etc.), a finite volume or finite element method can be used
with unstructured grids. In this research, two meshes are used. One is for the fluid flow solver
and the other is for the bottom Exner equation. The Exner equation is solved on the 2D mesh
using finite volume method. In Fig. 3.4, it is shown that the coupled problem is solved through
mapping between the fluid mesh bottom boundary and sediment 2D mesh. After the flow solver
and turbulence solver are finished, the shear stress and other parameters are available. Those flow
parameters are mapped from the 3D fluid bottom boundary to the 2D bed sediment mesh. On the
2D sediment mesh, the Exner equation is solved and the new bed elevation is calculated. Then
the bed elevation is mapped back from 2D sediment mesh to 3D fluid mesh. The 3D fluid mesh
is deformed according to this as a boundary condition. The use of separate meshes for the flow
field and the Exner equation keeps the concept clear and easy to manage in the code. Mapping

back and forth between these two meshes could lead to loss of some accuracy when averaging and
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interpolation are needed. But when the mesh is sufficiently fine or the mapping is almost one to

one, accuracy is not a problem.
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Figure 3.4: Mapping between 3D and 2D Bed Mesh

3.3.3 Numerical Scheme for Automatic Mesh Deformation

The Laplacian equation in Eq. 3.18 needs to be solved on the 3D mesh to get the movement
of each node. Finite element method (FEM, which is implemented in the original OpenFOAM
package), the finite volume method as well as other numerical methods can be used. In the original
OpenFOAM package, each cell of the 3D mesh is decomposed into tetrahedral elements and the
new refined mesh is used to solve the Laplacian equation. The details of the FEM implementation
can be found in OpenCFD (2006) and Jasak and Tukovi¢ (2007). This built-in FEM method is very
slow especially when the 3D mesh is very big. Numerical tests show that the decomposition time
is almost half that of total mesh motion solution step. Also the decomposition makes the new mesh
much larger (usually several times the oﬂgiﬂal mesh size) and therefore makes the computation
even longer. In this work, some simplifications are made according to the unique character of the
problem under consideration. For the scour problem in this work, the specific characteristic is that

the sand bed boundary movement is in the vertical direction (deposition or erosion). This makes
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the problem relatively simpler. A new finite volume solver for the Laplacian equation is written
and it is used on the 3D fluid mesh. No mesh decomposition is used and the mesh movement is
solved at the cell centers. After those center values are obtained, they are interpolated to the grid

points to perform the actual mesh motion.

3.3.4 Boundary Conditions

There are basically five boundary types of the domain: inlet, outlet, atmosphere, walls and sand
bed. For sediment transport, the boundary conditions for suspended sediment concentration and

bed load feeding rate also need to be specified.

Inlet and Outlet

For the inlet, velocity is specified. Pressure is set to be zero normal gradient 8p/ on = 0to be
consistent with velocity condition. Turbulence quantities such as .k and e are also set as constant
(5% turbulence intensity is used to set the turbulence level). The outlet condition is chosen as zero
gradient for all quantities except for the pressure. At the outlet, the dynamic pressure Piypamic =
1/2pu?, instead of total pressure (Fy.1), is specified as zero normal gradient. The hydrostatic
pressure Py s subtracted from the total pressure. This makes it easy to specify the pressure
boundary condition since the free surface will change and the hydrostatic pressure will also change

at the outlet. The details of the outlet free surface condition can be found in OpenCFD (2006).

Atmosphere

The top boundary of the domain is the atmosphere and the total pressure is set to zero. k and ¢
at the top boundary will depend on the flow direction relative to the boundary. When the flow is
going out of the domain, then zero gradient condition is used. When the flow is going into the
domain, a 1% turbulence ihtensity is used to specify k£ and e. The small amount of air turbulence

will not affect the water flow field too much since the water is much heavier than air.
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Walls and Sand Bed

At the surfaces of objects (such as pile, sluice gate and flume walls), wall boundary conditions are
used. No-slip condition w = 0 is set for velocity with zero normal gradient for pressure. For the
turbulence quantities, it will depend on the smoothness/roughness of the wall. For smooth walls,
the value of turbulent kinetic energy % has to be specified, while for rough and transitional cases,
normal gradient of £ is set equal to zero . For the test cases in this work, the walls are all rough and
zero normal gradient condition is used for k. Test cases using zero normal gradient £ condition
give numerical results which are in better agreement with experiments (Roulund et al. 2005). The
bed boundary is almost the same as the walls. One exception is that the vertical velocity is set
to be the same as the bed elevation change velocity. This adjustment is particularly important in
the early stages of scour and the scour rate is very high. In the later stages, the scour is almost at
equilibrium and the vertical velocity of the movable bed is very small compared to that of the flow

field. At this stage, it is reasonable to set the bed fluid velocity equal to zero.

Sediment Boundary Conditions

At the inlet, the suspended sediment conéentration c is set to zero which corresponds to clear water
coming into the domain. At the outlet, zero gradient is applied for ¢. At the atmosphere boundary,
¢ is set to zero since no sediment particle will go through the water surface. For the solid walls,
the flux of sediment through these surfaces is zero. The flux of suspended sediment q, (including

convective and diffusive fluxes) is defined as

q, = (u — vs£> c— Ve (3.20)
i
So the condition for zero flux of suspended sediment through the wall is expressed as

q,-n=0 (3.21)

56



At the sand bed, the suspended sediment ftux is specified as the net upward normal flux

q - n=E-D (3.22)

where D is defined in Eq. 3.15 and F is calculated by using the empirical model by van Rijn
(1984) as shown in Table 3.2.

Bed load boundary conditions are defined similarly. At the inlet, bed load is set to be zero
which corresponds to zero feeding rate because of the concrete bed before flow hits the sand bed
(see the test case section). At the outlet, zero gradient is applied. At the wall surfaces, the bed load

flux is set to zero as for suspended load, i.e.

q,-n=20 (3.23)

3.3.5 Simulation Flow Chart

The flow chart for the simulation process is plotted in Fig. 3.5. A quasi-steady approach is used
in the model. In this approach, it is assumed the time scale of bed change is far larger than that
of flow field and the time steps for flow field and morphological calculations are different. When
the flow field is being calculated, the domain boundaries are fixed. Only at the sediment transport
step, the domain boundaries are adjusted. A scheme similar to the method proposed by Liang et al.
(2005) is used here. During the simulation, m time steps of flow field simulation are carried out
between the morphological steps. This approximation is only valid when the bed changes are very
slow when compared to the flow changes. Through numerical experiments, it is found that at the
beginning of the local scour process, the bed changes very rapidly and most of the scour occurs
in this stage. In order to increase the accuracy, smaller values of m are used at the beginning of
the simulation. After the flow field and bed change reach relatively steady state, bigger values of
m can be used to accelerate the computation. In the test cases considered here, m = 1 is used

at the initial stage of simulation and m gradually increases to 100 when the whole system tends
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to equilibrium. There are some differences between the current time marching scheme and the
one in Liang et al. (2005). Liang et al. (2005) only use k, where & < m, time steps between
morphological steps and assume that from time step k& + 1 to m, the flow field does not change
much. The flow field from time step £ is used to perform the morphological calculation. This will

further reduce the computational time.
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Figure 3.5: Flow Chart of Computational Scheme

3.4 Model Verification and Applications

In this section, applications of turbulent wall jet scour (2D case) and wave scour around a large
vertical circular cylinder (3D case) are carried out using FOAMSCOUR and the numerical results
are compared with experiments. In turbulent wall jet scour process, the jet flow and momentum
diffusion are of interest as both have an impact on the scour hole development. In wave scour
around a large pile, the water wave and its interaction with the pile and bed sediment are impor-
tant. The coupled problems of flow ficld and morphodynamics usually take a very long time for
computation. Parallel computation with domain decomposition is used to accelerate the process.

OpenFOAM comes with parallel computing support and FOAMSCOUR easily uses these mod-
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ules to implement both flow field solver and sediment transport solver. All computations were
done on the National Center for Supercomputing Applications (NCSA) Tungsten Xeon Cluster at

the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign.

3.4.1 Wall Jet Scour Test Case

The experimental data of turbulent wall jet scour by Chatterjee and Ghosh (1980) and Chatterjee
et al. (1994) are used. This experiment investigated the flow field and sediment transport due to a
submerged wall jet. The schematic view of the experiment is shown in Fig. 3.6. The jet is formed
by a small opening under a sluice gate and flows over a rigid apron onto an erodible bed. The
details of the experiment can be found in the original papers. Run2 of the experiment is chosen as
a typical run to be simulated. The bed material is sand with dsy = 0.76 mm, submerged specific
gravity 1.65, porosity 0.43 and angle of repose 29 degrees. The flow condition for this run is
as follows. The apron length is 0.66 m and the jet inlet velocity is 1.56 m/s. The downstream
water depth is controlled to be 0.291 m by the outlet weir. In the experiment, the jet inlet velocity
is caused by the difference between upstream and downstream water depth. The corresponding
water depth difference in Run2 is 0.118 m. But in this simulation, the conditions upstream of the
sluice gate are not modeled. Equivalently, velocity is specified at the jet inlet. Although the test
case is 3D, the flume side walls have little effect on the main region of the flow and the scour

profile is almost uniform in the span wise direction.

Y

AV

Figure 3.6: Turbulent Wall Jet Scour Schematic View
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InFig. 3.7, free surface and velocity magnitude contours at equilibrium state are plotted. When
the jet flow starts, it induces water waves in the domain. After the flow calms down, the free surface
keeps an almost steady position. The free surface at the equilibrium state is almost flat except in
the region of maximum scour. The velocity magnitude contours show that the jet flow comes into
the domain through the small opening and after momentum diffusion and water entrainment it

leaves the domain through free fall over the outlet weir.
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Figure 3.7: Numerical Results for Turbulent Wall Jet Flow Field and Free Surface

The stream trace in the region of jet opening and scour hole at equilibrium state is plotted in
Fig. 3.8. The flow pattern is more clearly shown. The jet induces strong flow re-circulation and
just above the jet inlet, there are some small circulation areas which are isolated from the main
flow. Inside the scour hole, the stream trace lines show another circulation pattern. These flow
patterns are closely related to the scour process. When the water leaves the jet orifice, the main
physical processes are the momentum diffusion and entrainment of water from above into the jet

flow. As a result, the magnitude of the maximum velocity and also the velocity distribution will be
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Figure 3.8: Numerical Results for Turbulent Wall Jet Flow Stream Trace

changed. This change is a complicated function of flow domain geometry and sediment properties
(Chatterjee and Ghosh 1980). In Fig. 3.9(a), the maximum horizontal velocity normalized by jet
inlet velocity is plotted against the non-dimensionalized x distance where By is the jet opening
width. The wall jet momentum diffusion characteristics found in experiment are reproduced well
by the numerical simulation. As in the experiment, the diffusion process is slower in the rigid apron
region than in the erodible bed region. In the near jet opening region, the numerical results are very
close to the experimental data. But in the far down stream region, the momentum diffusion is over
estimated by the numerical simulation, i.e., the maximum velocity is smaller and the velocity
distribution in the vertical direction is more uniform. This may come from the numerical diffusion
nature of the schemes used in this test case.

Wall jet fiow near the jet opening can be divided into two regions. One is the inner boundary
layer region and the other is the outer shear layer region. When the boundary layer meets the shear

layer, the potential core will disappear and the jet flow is fully developed (Rajaratnam 1976). The
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Figure 3.9: Turbulent Wall Jet Characteristic: (a) Jet Diffusion along x-Axis (b) Velocity Distribu-
tion at x=0.6m

horizontal velocity at location x = 0.6 m downstream of the jet opening is plotted in Fig. 3.9(b).
In Fig. 3.9(b), ¢ is defined as y/0, where § is the vertical dis;ance from the wall to location of the
maximum horizontal velocity. Non-dimensionalized velocity is plotted as a function of £. From
Fig. 3.9(b), the numerical simulation predicted the velocity distribution fairly well.

Fig. 3.10 shows the mesh development from the initial flat bed condition to the equilibrium
configuration. The unstructured mesh is composed of three layers of fine quadrilateral cells in the
boundary layer on the bottom and triangle cells elsewhere. With the change of bottom elevation due
to scour and deposition, the computational domain gradually deforms while the unstructured mesh
r_emains valid. There is a small artificial step at the transition point between the concrete apron and
the sand bed. It has a depth of 5 mm. This small step is used to improve the mesh quality because
the scour hole will make the cells in front of the transition point vertically stretched. Inside the
small step, several mesh cells are introduced making the simulation stable.

Scour profiles from numerical simulation at different times are plotted in Fig. 3.11 as solid
lines together with the experimental results. The time required to get to equilibrium state is almost
one hour for this test case: Fig. 3.12 shows the time development of the maximum scour and

deposition. At equilibrium state, according to the numerical simulation results, the maximum
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scour depth is about 0.63 m and the maximum deposition depth is about 0.4 m. These fit well with
the observations made in the experiment. From Fig. 3.12, the scour process occurs very rapidly in
the early stage while at later stage, the profile changes very slowly. The maximum scour position

and the peak of the sediment deposition dune move very slowly downstream.
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Figure 3.11: Wall Jet Scour Profile
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Figure 3.12: Wall Jet Maximum Scour and Deposition Development with Time: (a) Maximum
Scour (b) Maximum Deposition

In Fig. 3.13, the Shields number at equilibrium state is plotted. Chatterjee and Ghosh (1980)

gave an estimation of critical shear stress along the bed using von Karman’s integral theorem. But
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there is a discrepancy between this estimation and the critical shear stress using Shields method.
This discrepancy could be due to the non-hydrostatic pressure distribution, non-uniformity of the
grain size or the pressure differential recorded by the Preston tube used in the experiment. Thus
in Fig. 3.13, only numerical results for shear stress are plotted. The Shields number (shear stress)
decreases with the distance from the jet opening. This is in agreement with the experiment. The
maximum Shields number occurs near the transition point between the concrete apron and the
sand bed. At equilibrium state, the Shields numbers along the bed are all below the critical Shields

number which means that no sediment is moving.
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Figure 3.13: Bed Shear Stress Distribution at Equilibrium for Wall Jet Scour

3.4.2 Wave Scour Around a Large Vertical Circular Cylinder

Scour process around vertical pile caused by wave is more complicated because of the 3D nature
of the problem. The free surface of water wave and 3D scour hole around the pile make it a good

test case for the application of the solvers presented above. The test case uses the experimental
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data obtained by Sumer and Fredsge (2001). The schematic view of the experiment is shown in
Fig. 3.14. Test case 7 of the experiment is used in this work. In this case, the wave has a period
of 3.5 s, wave height of 6.4 cm, wave length of 6.79 m and Keulegan-Carpenter (KC) number of
0.61. The pile has a diameter of 1 m and the sand has ds; = 0.2 mm.

The mechanism causing the scour around a vertical pile can be different under different con-
ditions. Flow regimes change when the dimensionless number K C' (Keulegan-Carpenter number)
increases. K C number is defined as

U,T

where U,,, is the maximum undisturbed orbital velocity at the bed. When the pile is slender, the
scour is primarily caused by vortex shedding (KC' < ((100)) and by horseshoe vortex (KC >
0(100)) (Sumer et al. 1992; 1993). For this case, the free surface is of secondary importance and
can be replaced by a rigid lid. Numerical simulations using the rigid-lid approximation captured
the vortex shedding and horseshoe vortex well and gave good results (Roulund et al. 2005). When
the pile diameter is big enough, the scour is caused by the combined effect of phase-resolved
component of the wave flow and the steady streaming due to the presence of the large cylinder
(Sumer and Fredsge 2001). For this case, the modeling of the free water surface is very important.
Without the free surtface, the steady streaming can not be correctly simulated and the scour process
can not be captured.

The waves in the experiment are generated by a piston type wave maker and at the end of the
wave tank, there is a wave absorber to eliminate wave reflection. The details of the experiment can
be found in the original paper. In the numerical simulations, the wave can be generated generally
by two approaches: moving mesh (Aliabadi et al. 2003) and wave boundary condition (Mayer et al.
1998). For the moving mesh approach, the piston movement is simulated by moving the boundary
of the computational domain. For the wave boundary condition approach, the mesh is fixed but
boundary condition on the piston part is given by wave theory. The second approach is adopted in

this work. A time varying velocity profile is imposed at the piston boundary to generate the waves
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Figure 3.14: Wave Scour around a Large Vertical Circular Cylinder Scheme (After Sumer and
Fredsge (2001) With Permission)

U = f.(t) [U(y)sin(wt + 0)) (3.25)

where U is the velocity vector at the boundary, w is the wave frequency, 6 is the phase. U(y) is
imposed by the type of the piston. In the test case, the relative depth 7/, and wave steepness H/ L
are about 1/17 and 1/106 respectively. The linear wave maker theory applies and for the piston
type wave maker in this case, U(y) is a constant (Dean and Dalrymple 1991). For finite amplitude
wave cases, nonlinear effect is important and higher order terms need to be added. f,(¢) is the

“ramp” function to start up the piston. f,(¢) has the form

—Lsin(rf) for0<t<T

(3.26)
fort >T

where T’ is the wave period.
The wave absorber is simulated using a damping zone (or sponge layer). In this damping zone,

wave energy is artificially dissipated and wave reflection is minimized. The water depth and fluid

67



velocity in the damping zone are modified at each time step according to the method proposed in
Mayer and Madsen (2000). Two blocks of meshes are used in the computation. One is for the
wave tank and the other is for the damping zone which has the length of twice the wave length.
The damping zone block has relatively coarse mesh to reduce the computational time. The Coarser
mesh in the damping zone also has the effect of numerical dissipation which will make the wave
absorber even better. Numerical simulation for Test 1 of the rigid bed experiments in Sumer and
Fredsge (2001) is carried out to test the wave absorber algorithm. Wave profiles in one period are
shown in Fig. 3.15 and the reflection coefficient is about 10% which is in the range of laboratory

experiment setups.
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Figure 3.15: Wave Profiles in One Period for Test 1 of Rigid Bed Experiment in Sumer and Fredsge
(2001)

It is shown by the experiment that when a large vertical cylinder is subjected to a progressive
wave, the combined effect of incident wave, reflected wave and diffracted wave will create phase-
resolved flow and steady streaming. Steady streaming is very important for the mass transport
near the bed and therefore the scour process. Steady streaming due to the wave and induced by the
presence of cylinder are simulated and compared with the experiment. For the steady streaming
due to wave, the Test 1 of rigid bed experiment in Sumer and Fredsge (2001) is simulated. Fig.3.16

shows the period-averaged velocity profile at the location of the cylinder center (without the cylin-
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der in the wave tank). The numerical velocity profile is obtained by averaging the velocity over 30
wave periods. The return flow pattern caused by the wave drift and confined wave tank environ-
ment is well captured. The steady streaming near the bed is also captured despite the streaming

velocity is lower than the experiment. For steady streaming due the presence of the cylinder, the

Figure 3.16: Period-Averaged Velocity Profile at the Location of Cylinder Center in Undisturbed
Flow

Test 1 of rigid bed experiment in Sumer and Fredsge (2001) is simulated with the cylinder in the
wave tank. Fig. 3.17 shows the period averaged velocity components at point P which is very near
the cylinder against the measurement. The radial velocity U, is in the outward direction over the
phase interval from about wt = 150° to 360° which is in agreement with experiment. The tangen-
tial velocity Uy shows a steady streaming in the opposite direction of wave propagation since the
negative tangential velocity experiences a longer period of time.

Fig. 3.18 shows an instantancous free surface of the wave. A probe point (z = 5.7 m, y =
0.2 m, z = 5.3 m) is also indicated in the figure. Fig. 3.19 shows the pressure change with time
at the probe location. During the first several time periods, the wave is under development and
the pressure has some noise. But when the wave is fully developed, the pressure is undergoing

periodical changes as expected.
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Figure 3.19: Pressure Probe at Point (x =5.7m, y=0.2m, 2= 5.3 m)
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Fig. 3.20 shows the equilibrium state of the scour around the pile. The numerical result is com-
parable with the experimental data although the maximum scour depth obtained with the numerical
simulation is slightly higher than the experiment result. As in the experiment, the deposition zone
is on the side of the pile and the scour zone is in the front and in the back. Although the scour
pattern is not identical to that of the experimental results, they are very similar. Fig. 3.21 shows
the scour around the periphery of the cylinder base. Only half of the periphery is shown because
of symmetry. From this figure, the scour and deposition patterns around the pile are seen to agree
well with the experiment except for the amplitude. This may be caused by the fact that some other
factors in the experiment are not included in the numerical model. Further research is needed to

make the model more accurate.

3.5 Discussion

3.5.1 Effect of Free Surface

For the rigid-lid approach, the free surface is replaced with an imaginary horizontal frictionless
plane. In reality, even when the free surface is almost flat and will not change with time, a rea-
sonable position for the free surface is not easy to be defined. This is because locally, such as in
the case of free surface around a bridge pier, the free surface may change very abruptly and the
rigid-lid approach simply can not capture these features. On the other hand, for the submerged
wall jet case, the water depth in the flow domain is much bigger than the jet opening and the free
surface changes very slowly. This makes the rigid-lid approximation a reasonable one. For scour
around slender piles under waves, the rigid-lid assumption is also valid since the most important
mechanism here is the vortex shedding and horseshoe vortex. However, for the wave-induced
scour around large piles, it’s unreasonable to use the rigid-lid approximation since the dominant

mechanism here is the phase-resolved component of the wave flow and the steady streaming.
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Figure 3.21: Scour at Periphéry of Cylinder Base
3.5.2 Interface Capturing Techniques

In the current numerical model, the two moving surfaces (water free surface and moving bed) are
captured by different approaches, namely Eulerian and Lagrangian approaches. The free surface
is solved by CICSAM VOF scheme, which is an Eulerian approach. The moving bed is captured
by mesh deformation method, which is a Lagrangian approach. The scour test cases in this work
are relatively simple. For more complicated problems, if there are objects interacting with the fluid
phase and the bed, the moving mesh technique will not be appropriate. The interface between the
object, water and bed is so complicated and changing with time. Simply moving a grid point along
the interface will be not feasible. For such cases, the Eulerian approach (VOF or LSM) can be used
to implicitly track the interface. This could provide a new research direction in the scour problem

and is currently being explored.
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3.5.3 Limitation of Mesh Deformation Approach

As mentioned in the previous section, the mesh deformation approach is hard to implement with
the presence of interaction between moving objects and bed or when the boundary movement is
irregular. Also when the amplitude of the boundary movement is big enough, the mesh may be
highly distorted and the deteriorated mesh quality will make the computation not easy to converge,
eventually leading to unstable solutions. In order to avoid these problems, dynamic mesh approach
should be used. In dynamic mesh approach, mesh cells can be split or merged when necessary.
But comparing with mesh deformation, dynamic mesh approach is more difficult. Combination of
these two approaches can be promising for scour problem where scour pattern is complicated and

the scour/deposition depth is very large.

3.6 Conclusions

Numerical model FOAMSCOUR for local scour with free surface and automatic mesh deformation
is proposed. The turbulence model used is the simple two equation & — € model. Other turbulence
models, even large eddy simulation, can be used to improve the accuracy of the fluid flow field
simulation. All these models are readily implemented in OpenFOAM. The free surface is modeled
by VOF method while the scour process is modeled by moving mesh method. These two methods
for moving boundaries(free surface and bed) are coupled together. Each method has its merits
and shortcomings. Eulerian approach can be used to capture the complex scour profiles. Flow
field is coupled with sediment transport (both bed load and suspended load) using a quasi-steady
approach. Parallel computations are used to reduce the CPU time which is usually tremendously
large for morphological simulations (Parker and Garcia 2006).

Numerical simulations for turbulent wall jet scour and wave scour around large vertical cylin-
der are carried out to compare with experiments. Good results have been obtained using the pro-
posed modeling approach. Velocity field and other flow field characteristics compare fairly well

with experimental observations. The maximum scour depths and local scour profile fit well with
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the experiment data. Further research is needed to investigate the effect of turbulence model for
free surface waves (especially for near breaking and breaking waves) and to study the possibility

of using an Eulerian approach for morphological modeling.
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Chapter 4

Three-Dimensional Numerical Model for
Momentary Liquefaction Potential under
Waves

4.1 Introduction

The interest in wave-seabed-structure interaction is growing because it is important for geotech-
nical engineers to design offshore foundation and structure (such as pipe lines, piles and break
waters). Also sinking/floating of objects on the sea bed (such as wrecked ships, mines) is closely
related to the sea bed response under waves. Many experiments (Sakai et al. 1994; Sumer et al.
1999) and numerical simulations (Magda 1996; Jeng and Lin 1999; Gao et al. 2003; Liu and Garcia
2006b) have been done to try to understand this complicated process. There are also many ana-
lytical models which describe the sea bed response and give fairly good results (Yamamoto 1977,
Mei and Foda 1981; Jeng and Hsu 1996; Yuhi and Ishida 2002).

Although many numerical models have been developed to solve sea bed response under wave,
most of them just assume the wave pressure on the water-bed interface using wave theory. This is
valid for many cases if there is only water wave and sea bed interaction. But for the case when there
is extra object in the system (such as pile, semi-buried foundation, etc.), the water flow around the
object will be highly three dimensional and is not easy to get an analytical solution from wave
theory. Wave, sea bed and object form a big coupled system. Multi-physics numerical models
have been widely used to solve these coupled systems. The approach in these models is to solve

different governing equations on different domains (or some on the same domain) and couple the

*This chapter, as a manuscript, is published in International Journal ot Offshore and Polar Engineering
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system through common boundary or other ways. This is also the approach used in this chapter.
3D computational fluid dynamics (CFD) models is used to predict the free surface wave field and
the results can be used as boundary condition for the sea bed governing equations.

Traditionally, the Biot consolidation equations used in this chapter to describe the sea bed re-
sponse are solved via finite element method (FEM). FEM is the most widely used method in stress
analysis. But FVM is gaining popularity in this area because it is good at treating complicated,
coupled and non-linear differential equations (Jasak and Weller 2000). Application of FVM in
stress analysis can be found, among many others, in DemirdZi¢ et al. (1994) and DemirdZi¢ et al.
(1997). An iterative scheme for the Biot consolidation equation using FVM is proposed in this
chapter. Momentary liquefaction potential due to waves are assessed based on the numerical result
of consolidation.

The structure of this chapter is as follows. Governing equations of the coupled system are
described first. Then the numerical schemes used in th1s chapter are dlscussed Numerical verifi-
cation and application of the current model are provided. Dlscussmn and conclusion are at the end

of the chapter.

4.2 Governing Equations

Fig. 4.1 shows a typical experiment setup for the sea bed response under waves. Governing equa-
tions in different parts of the domain (sea bed domain and fluid domain) are listed below. The sea
bed response is governed by Biot consolidation equations. The fluid flow is governed by Navier-

Stokes equations with k — ¢ turbulence model.

4.2.1 Biot Consolidation Equations

Governing equations for the poro-elastic sea bed two phase media is the Biot consolidation equa-

tion (Biot 1941):
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Figure 4.1: Schematic View of Typical Experiment Setup for the Sea Bed Response under Waves

GViv + ! fzyv (V-v) = Vp (4.1)
ko _ mop O
7V p = X o + 5 (V-v) 4.2)

Eq. 4.1 is the force balance equation of the bed soil, and Eq. 4.2 is the storage equation which
describes the mass balance of the pore water. Here p is the pore water pressure, v is the displace-
ment of soil skeleton. G is the shear modulus of soil, v is the Poisson ratio of the soil, K is the
coefficient of the isotropic permeability of soil, ~y is the specific weight of water, K~ is the bulk
modulus of elasticity of water, n is the soil porosity. These equations assume that the hydraulic

permeability is isotropic and the stress-strain relationship is linear. Strain tensor e is defined in
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terms of the displacement vector v as
1 T
=3 [VV+ (Vv) ] (4.3)
and the stress tensor ¢ is related to strain rate € via

o = o —pl (4.4)
v
1 —2v

= 2Ge+ |2G tr(e) —p|1 (4.5)

where I is the unit tensor. ¢r(e¢) is the trace of the tensor € which is equal to V - v. This equation
also says that the stress in soil is constituted by two parts:the effective stress ¢ supported by soil
skeleton and pore water pressure p. Here the stress-strain relationship is slightly different from
that of elastic solid. The only difference is that the pore pressure is included for the porous media.

Plane strain is also assumed here.

4.2.2 Navier-Stokes Equations

The governing equations for the wave part is the Navier-Stokes equations:

Vu = 0 (4.6)

2,
aL:+V~(puu)—V-(uS) = —Vp+pg+ oK

Va

Val 4.7

where u is the velocity vector field, p is the pressure field, « is the volume fraction function for the

two fluids defined by

0 volume occupied by air
o= (4.8)
1 volume occupied by water

S is the strain rate tensor defined by S = 2 [Vu + (Vu)?]. o is surface tension, K is the surface

curvature. Surface tension is not so important in current problem but it’s included for complete-
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ness. The density p and viscosity 4 in the domain is given by

p=api+(1—a)p 4.9)

1= ap + (1 — o) (4.10)

Volume fraction « is transported by the fluid velocity field. The equation for the volume

fraction scalar « is

Ow

Numerical diffusion will spread out the sharp interface between water and air. An compressive
interface capturing scheme is used to resharpen the interface. The details of the present free surface

modeling can be found in Ubbink and Issa (1999).

4.2.3 Turbulence £- ¢ Model

Equations in wave part are closed by conventional k- ¢ model (Lauder and Spalding 1973; Rodi

1993).

/{72
e = Cpp? 4.12)
Ok v (k) = ‘v + 2% vaf* — ¢ 4.13)
ot p Oy p
Oe 1 e Cr iy 2€ ¢
il . = v(& 2 — — (Cy— 414
5 + V- (ue) pV(UGVE) + P |Vu| A 27 ( )

where 1 is turbulence eddy viscosity, k is turbulence kinetic energy and ¢ is turbulence energy
dissipation rate. The constants appear in Egs. (4.12), (4.13) and (4.14) take the values given in
Table 3.1.
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4.3 Numerical Simulation Schemes and Procedures

The code used in this research is the open source numerical library (OpenCFD 2006). It’s freely
available through internet. OpenFOAM is primarily designed for problems in continuum mechan-
ics. It uses the tensorial approach and object oriented techniques (Weller et al. 1998). OpenFOAM
provides a fundamental platform to write new solvers for different problems as long as the prob-
lem can be written in tensorial partial differential equation forms. In this research, the flow field is
solved by the adaption of the original turbulence solver for incompressible fluid in the code. The
consolidation equation solver is newly added. The core of this code is the finite volume discretiza-
tion of the governing equations. Almost all kinds of differential operators possible in a partial
differential equation, such as temporal derivative, divergence, laplacian operator, curl, etc, can be
discretized in the code. The finite volume details of the code can be found in Jasak (1996). One
application of OpenFOAM in stress analysis can be found in Jasak and Weller (2000). Next several

sections briefly introduces the numerical schemes used in the coupled solvers.

4.3.1 Numerical Scheme for Foundation Part

Finite element method is usually used to solve the Biot equations of soil consolidation (Lewis and
Schrefler 1998) and to do other stress analysis. But finite volume method is becoming popular
because of its flexibility to deal with complex domain. In this chapter, FVM is used to solve
the consolidation equations. Comparing the Biot consolidation equations with the Navier-Stokes
equations shows they are very similar. Both equations couple two quantities (pore pressure and
displacement for consolidation, pressure and velocity for fluid) and both equations describes the
mass balance and force balance. Inspired by these similarities, a new scheme is proposed to solve
consolidation equations on an iterative basis. This iterative procedure is similar to the SIMPLE
and PISO schemes for Navier-Stokes equations. A segregated approach is used to solve the couple
consolidation equation which means components of the displacement vector and pore pressure are

solved separately. At each time step, storage equation (Eq. 4.2) is rearranged into implicit and
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explicit parts and is solved first according to

0 k o
“%;%JF—VQP: 5 (VV) (4.15)
N ~~ 7 N o’

implicit explicit

where the displacement v in the explicit part is from previous iteration or initial condition. Then
the force balance equation (Eq. 4.1) is solved. In order to get higher efficiency of the segregated
solver and to increase the convergence radius, a decomposition and a rearrangement of Eq. 4.1 is
carried out similar to Jasak and Weller (2000). The terms in the equation are also split into implicit
part and explicit part. The aim is to achieve maximum implicity. Assuming (G and v are constant,
using the fact that

V((V-v)=V.-(IV.v)=V-Itr(Vv)) (4.16)

the force balance equation (Eq. 4.1) can be written as

Itr (V) — _G() VV) (4.17)

G
V2 — Vivy=Vp-—-V-
\G v v b (1—21/ 1—2v

1—2v

. .
implicit explicit

Eq. 4.17 is solved for each component of vector v and the resulting v is used to solve storage

equation again. This inner coupling is looped until desired convergence tolerance is achieved.

4.3.2 Numerical Scheme for Fluid Part

The numerical solution for Navier-Stokes equation of incompressible fluid flow imposes two main
problems (Jasak 1996): the nonlinearity of momentum equation and the pressure-velocity cou-
pling. For the first problem, two common methods can be used to deal with it. The first is to solve
a nonlinear algebra systems after the discretization. This will need a lot of computational effort.
The other is to linearize thé convection term in the momentum equation by using the fluid velocity
in old time steps which satisfies the divergence-free condition. The latter method is used in this

research. For pressure-velocity coupling, many schemes exist, such as SIMPLE (Patankar 1981)
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and PISO (Issa 1986). PISO scheme is used in this code. For the k — ¢ turbulence model equations,
although k and € equations are coupled together, they are solved by segregated approach, which

means they are solved one at a time. This is also the usual approach used in most CFD codes.

4.3.3 Grids

There are two grids in the computational domain. One is for the fluid and the other is for the
sea bed. Since no governing differential equation is specified on the object, no grid is needed for
it. In some cases such as ocean pipe line analysis, the deformation of those pipes under wave is
important and the grid for the pipe is needed (Magda 1996). Fig. 4.2 shows how the two grids
(wave tank and sea bed)are used to do coupling computations. Information is transferred between
fluid grid and sea bed grid via the common boundary, i.e. sea bottom. The figure also shows the

presence of an object.

Wave Tank Domain

Coupling I

Sea Bed Domain

Figure 4.2: Coupling between Fluid Domain and Bed Domain
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4.3.4 Boundary Conditions
Boundary Conditions for the Sea Bed Domain

In this chapter, only finite soil depth is considered for the sea bed domain because it’s the case for
most of the physical experiments. Infinite soil depth case can be achieved by extending the sea
bed downward until the numerical result won’t change anymore. The boundary conditions for the
sea bed domain is very similar to Magda (1996) and Jeng and Lin (1999). At the bottom of the sea

bed, zero displacements and zero vertical flow are specified, i.e.

v = 0 4.18)
op
Sy 0 “4.19)

where n is the surface normal direction vector.

At the top of sea bed (i.e. the common boundary between two domains), the fluid shear stress
is neglected and the pore water pressure is equal to water wave pressure on the bed. This pressure
value comes from the fluid solver. For the displacement on this surface, it’s more complicated.
Since the pore water pressure is set to be the wave pressure, the effective normal stress a;y on the
this boundary is zero. This gives the boundary condition of Neumann type (traction boundary) for

displacement (DemirdZi¢ et al. 1994; Jasak and Weller 2000)

t—n- [M(VV)T—(qu)\)VV} —-AnV v

n-vv= 5

(4.20)

where t is the traction stress on the bed which equals zero for the free bed surface in this case.

On the surfaces of object, it’s assumed that no water can flow through. So zero pressure
gradient as in Eq. 4.19 applies. For the displacement on the object, the object sides and bottom are
considered separately. For the object sides, it’s assumed that the sides are smooth and the s0il can

slip on the surface. The normal displacement component on the sides are set to zero. For the object

85



bottom, the traction boundary condition (Eq. 4.20) is specified. The traction on the bottom is from
the simple force balance of the object (see Fig. 4.3). The forces on the object are flow drag Fi,qg,
flow lift Fj;s;, gravity mg and bottom supporting force. The friction force on the object sides are
neglected. This is reasonable because the sand on the sides of the object can be assumed loosely
back filled in experiment. The flow drag and lift are calculated at each time step from the flow
solver. So the Neumann type condition in Eq. 4.20 is applied with traction t from force balance of
the object. This assumption is valid if the object is rigid body and will not move. It will be violated

if the object is moving under wave force.

Fuin

% — Fdrag

Figure 4.3: Force Balance of the Object
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Boundary Conditions for Fluid Domain

The wave in the physical experiment is usually generated by a piston type wave maker and at
the end of the wave tank, there is a wave absorber to eliminate the wave reflection. In numerical
simulation, the wave can be generated generally by two approach: moving mesh (Aliabadi et al.
2003) and wave boundary condition (Mayer et al. 1998). For moving mesh approach, the piston
movement is simulated by moving the boundary of the computational domain. For wave boundary
condition approach, the mesh is fixed but boundary condition on the piston part is given by wave
theory. The second approach is adopted in this chapter. A time varying velocity profile is imposed

at the piston boundary to generate the waves

—

U = £,(t) |U(y)sin(wt + 6) (4.21)

where U is the velocity vector at the boundary, w is the wave frequency, @ is the phase. U (y) is
imposed by the type of the piston. f,(¢) is the “ramp” function to start up the piston. f,(t) has the

form

— %sz’n (ﬂ—%) forO0<t<T

fr(t) = (4.22)

fort > T

where T is the wave period.

The wave absorber is simulated using a damping zone (or sponge layer). In this damping zone,
extra fluid viscosity is added to the momentum equation to dissipate the fluid dynamic energy.
In numerical test cases, in order to eliminate the introduced artificial effect, the damping zone is
extended far downstream. That’s the reason that the wave tank domain used in this chapter will
be longer than the sea bed domain. An alternative method by modifying the water depth and fluid
velocity in the damping zone can be found in Mayer et al. (1998).

At the piston, pressure is set to be zero normal gradient to be consistent with velocity condition.

Turbulence quantities such as k and ¢ are set as zero normal gradient at the piston wall. The
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condition at the wave tank outlet is chosen as zero gradient for all quantities except pressure which
is specified as hydrostatic (i.e., the dynamic pressure is zero). The top boundary of the fluid
domain is atmosphere. The dynamic pressure is set to zero as the outlet and the velocity is set
to zero. Other quantities are set to zero normal gradient. At the object’s surfaces or flume walls,
it is assumed to be hydraulically smooth. No-slip condition is set for velocity with zero normal

gradient for pressure. Other quantities such as &k and ¢ are also set as zero normal gradient.

4.3.5 Simulation Process

In order to study the effect of waves, base state of pore pressure and displacement without wave
is obtained by doing the computation for a period of time with the wave maker shut off. This
resembles the fact that in the experiment, the bed soil is already in the equilibrium state before
the wave maker is started. After that, the wave maker boundary condition is switched on and
waves are generated. Base stable pore pressure and displacement is subtracted from the result to
investigate the effect of waves. The main application of current numerical model is the study of
liquefaction potential. When the pore water pressure is so excessive that the effective stress in soil
is zero or negative, the soil is in the state of liquefaction (Jeng 1996). For a flat bed, the criterion

for liquefaction is

1 e 2
3(7&"‘7111) (1 +2A0)y

(4.23)

where p is excessive pore pressure, s and 7, are unit weight of soil and water, Ky is the coefficient
of lateral earth pressure at rest which ranges from 0.4 to 1.0. y is the depth of the soil measured
downward from the bed. But for complicated computational domain, it is not easy to calculate the
effective soil gravity force at each point in the bed. In this chapter, the dimensionless excessive
pore water pressure (non-dimensionized by py = pgH,, where f; is the wave height) is used as
an indicator for the liquefaction potential.

At each time step, the fluid field is first solved and the pressure on the sea bed is mapped to the

bed domain. Based on the pressure from fluid solver, the Biot consolidation equations are solved.
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This process continues until wave period averaged pore pressure and displacement reach steady

state or the specified computation time is reached.

4.4 Model Verification and Applications

4.4.1 Verification of FVYM Solver for Biot Consolidation Equations

In order to verify the Biot equation solver in the numerical model, a test case which is similar
to that of Jeng and Lin (1999) is carried out. Fig. 4.4 is the schematic view of the test case. The
details of the test case can be found in Jeng and Lin (1999) and the analytical solution can be found
in Jeng and Hsu (1996). In this test case, uniform sea bed is under the progressive wave. The bed
soil depth h = 1m and the wave pressure amplitude p, = 2000N/m?. The wave number k = 7

and wave frequency w = 27,

by

Pressure On Sea Bed
p=p,cos(kx-cwt)

AVAVAVAVAV,

S A, 7 e

Figure 4.4: Numerical Test of Sea Bed Response

The numerical result of excessive pore pressure at each depth of the soil versus kx — wt is

plotted in Fig. 4.5. The analytical solution is also plotted. The difference between numerical result
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and analytical solution is so small that they are almost identical to each other. From the figure,
the excessive pore pressure diffuses with the increase of depth which is as expect. For flat bed,
top layers of soil are most vulnerable to storm waves and failure of foundation due to liquefaction

always happens in these layers.
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Figure 4.5: Pore Pressure Comparison between Numerical and Analytical Solution

Fig. 4.6 shows the numerical results of the test case. Fig. 4.6(a) shows the pore water pressure
and Fig. 4.6(b) shows the displacement magnitude. From the figures, it’s clear that under wave
crest the pressure on the bed is increased and the soil is compressed. Under wave trough, it's
just the opposite. The displacement vector field in Fig. 4.7 demonstrates this pattern even more
clearly. The geometry in this figure is distorted by 1 F + 4 times the displacement to show elastic

deformation.
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displacement

Figure 4.6: Displacement of Consolidation Test Case: (a) Pore Pressure (b) Magnitude of Dis-
placement
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Figure 4.7: Displacement Vector Field (Geometry Distorted)

4.4.2 3D Test Case of Sea Bed Response under Waves with Presence of an

Object

In this test case, 3D sea bed response in the numerical wave tank is simulated. The wave tank is
40m long and 3m wide. The water depth in the tank is 1/m. An object (which is represented by a
box of dimensions 2m x 0.5m x 0.5m) is half buried in the sand (see Fig. 4.1). The presence of the
object will change the wave flow field. Hence the local pressure and force on the sea bed will be
changed. U (y) in Eq. 4.21 is set as 0.5m/s and wave period 7" is 3s. The generated wave height
Hy is about 0.4m and wave length is about 10m. One fact needed to be pointed out is that the
wave simulated in this chapter is not so strong that the excessive pore water pressure can’t cause
dramatic change in liquefaction zone. But the main purpose of this chapter is to demonstrate the
new methodology of coupled solver of free surface fluid field and Biot consolidation equations. In
order to simulate real storm waves, more computation resource is needed. Future research can use
parallel computation to decrease the computational time and simulate bigger domain with higher

wave height.
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Fig. 4.8 shows the fluid force components and magnitude on the object. The forces on the ob-
ject undergo periodical changes. The most significant components are in the streamwise direction
and vertical direction which is as expected. The spanwise fluid force is very small comparing with
the other two. Second mode effect can also be seen in the figure but is not significant. This could
be caused by the wave reflection from the object or the wave tank end. The forces are used to

calculate the traction boundary condition on the object bottom.
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Figure 4.8: Object Force History

In Fig. 4.9, the free surface of waves in one typical period is plotted. The wave height relative
to the water depth can also be seen. Fig. 4.10 shows the iso-surface of the dimensionless instan-
taneous excessive pore pressure inside the sea bed. With the propagation of the wave, the sea bed

pressure response also moves forward accordingly.
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Figure 4.10: Dimensionless Excessive Pore Pressure under Waves in One Typical Period : (a)
T T 3T
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Figure 4.10: Dimensionless Excessive Pore Pressure under Waves in One Typical Period (Cont’d):
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Fig. 4.11 is the contour plot of non-dimensionized excessive pore pressure under the instan-
taneous flow field (¢t = ¢5 + %) in Fig. 4.9(c). The reason to plot for this time point is that the
wave crest is almost on top of the object and it’s considered to be the most possible time for the
momentary liquefaction to happen. From the figures, it’s clear the pressure distribution is disturbed
by the half buried object. At this very moment, the excessive pore pressure in front of the object
is very high and the liquefaction potential in this area and under the object is amplified. From the
slice view, the excessive pore pressure beneath the object is also at the peak value. This is caused
by two facts. One is that the wave crest in just above the object. The other is that the fluid forces

on the object are also at maximum values.

4.5 Discussion

4.5.1 Soil Constitutive Model Effects:

For geotechnical problems, a realistic stress-strain constitutive relationship is one of the most
important things for the ability of the numerical model to reproduce the reality situations. Herein,
the simple linear isotropic elastic model is used to describe the soil skeleton. More advanced
and accurate constitutive models (such as variable elasticity, elasto-plastic model and visco-plastic
model, etc.) can be easily incorporated in the current numerical code. Anisotropic effect can also
easily come into the model since the code is based on the tensorial description of the equations and

anisotropic tensors can be included inside the differential operators.

4.5.2 Residual Liquefaction Effects

Only momentary liquefaction is model in this chapter since it is simple and easy. Liquefaction is
an complicated physical process which is still not well understood today. Liquefaction is generally
caused by two main mechanisms: momentary liquefaction and residual liquefaction (Sumer and

Fredsge 2002). Residual liquefaction is more complicated than momentary liquefaction because
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(b)

Figure 4.11; Dimensionless Excessive Pore Pressure on the Bottom Corresponding to the Moment
of Fig. 4.9(c): (a) 3D view of the Bottom Pressure (b) Slice View of the Bottom Pressure
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the pore pressure builds up with time. Some simplified models existing for the residual liquefaction
add a source term to the governing equation of pore pressure. This can also easily be incorporated
into current model. Further research is needed to carefully verify the parameters and to what

happens after the liquefaction.

4.5.3 Bed Morphodynamics and Object Movement

In the wave-seabed-object system, another process, sediment transport, is also very important
and is closely related the flow field and bed soil. Flow field change around the object causes
scour and deposition of the sediment. Sediment movement will change the sea bed elevation
and consequently affect the flow field. This sea bed change also will change the domain of the
consolidation and change the pore pressure distribution. Scour is one of the main reasons of
foundation failure in ocean and river engineering. Sediment transport together with the other
processes modeled in this chapter forms an évén bigger coupled system. Sediment transport énd
morphodynamic models should be included in the future.

The object is assumed to be at fixed position during the computation. This is not always true
since when the liquefaction occurs, the soil can’t support the object any more and the object will
move. Even without liquefaction, the object could rotate or slide under the influence of fluid
force. All these make the problem extremely complicated and it’s impossible to include all factors
into the numerical model. But by fixing the object in one position, it is possible to investigate
the possibility of liquefaction and analyze the dynamics of the system. This could be useful for

engineers to design structure and foundations to prevent damage under extreme conditions.

4.6 Conclusion

The numerical model in this chapter can solve the coupling problem between waves, object (struc-
ture) and sea bed response. Sea bed response under wave is one of the keys to the understanding of

liquefaction. The wave induced shear stress and pore pressure in the soil is governed by Biot con-
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solidation equation. Free surface is modeled by Volume of Fluid (VOF) method and water wave is
generated by numerical wave maker boundary condition. Instead of using finite element method
to do stress analysis inside the bed material which is the traditional method used in geotechniques,
an iterative numerical scheme is proposed to solve Biot consolidation equation using finite volume
method. The new scheme shows fast convergence rate and high accuracy. The coupling between
water wave and sea bed is through pressure and stress condition on common boundaries. Two
numerical tests of the proposed scheme is carried out. First numerical case tests the consolida-
tion solver part of the numerical model. Good agreement with analytical results is obtained. The
second case is a 3D test to study the interaction between wave, sea bed and object. A box is half
buried in the wave tank. More complicated real geometry can be simulated as well. From the result
excessive pore pressure of the sea bed, liquefaction potential can be analyzed. Only momentary
liquefaction can be studied using current model. For residual liquefaction, the modified Biot con-
solidation equation should be solved. The maddel proposed in this chapter can be used to guide.the

design of under water structures and foundations.
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Chapter 5

Models for the Residual Pore Water
Buildup Process

5.1 Introduction

Liquefaction can cause enormous damage to infrastructures, and there has been great interest in the
geotechnical profession to study the liquefaction due to earthquakes and general cyclic loadings.
The most cited example of liquefaction damage due to the earthquake is the Alaska and Niigata
earthquake in 1964 where buildings tiltedi During ﬁn earthquake, shear waves are propagated
upwards in the sediment deposit from the earthquake center to the surface. During an ocean storm,
the water waves will induce cyclic shear stress on the bottom of the seabed. This cyclic shear stress
will also lead to the buildup of excessive pore pressure in the same way as during an earthquake.
Another aspect for an ocean storm is when structures interact with the water waves and the seabed,
lateral forces and overturning momentum will be exerted on the structure. The forces and the
momentum will change direction during one wave period. These facts will cause the foundation
soil to experience cyclic stresses in both horizontal and vertical directions (Taiebat 1999).

In general, liquefaction is a term used to describe the behavior of loose saturated cohesionless
soils, i.e. loose sands, which go from a solid state to a heavy liquid, or reach a liquefied state as
a consequence of increasing pore water pressures, and thus decreasing effective stress. In Seed
(1976), liquefaction is defined as a condition where soil deforms continuously with low residual

strength or without strength. Liquefaction is more likely to occur in loose to moderate granular

*This chapter, as a manuscript, is in preparation for possible publication in Journal of Engineering Mechanics,
ASCE
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soils with poor drainage. Deposits most susceptible to liquefaction are young sands and silts of
similar grain size (well-sorted), in beds at least several feet thick, and saturated with water. Such
deposits are often found along river beds, beaches, and dunes. Some examples of liquefaction
include quicksand, quick clay, fluid mud, and earthquake liquefaction (Wikipedia 2007). Although
liquefaction can happen under both static and cyclic loadings, this chapter limits the study to the
case of liquefaction due the cyclic loadings.

The interest in liquefaction is growing because it is important for geotechnical engineers to
design onshore/offshore foundations and structures. Liquefaction is one of the main mechanisms
which dominates the interaction between water waves, sea bed, and structures. Due to liquefaction,
the supporting foundations will loose their strength and the supported structures (such as oil pipe
lines) will sink or float and hence cause damage. Experimental work (Sakai et al. 1994; Sumer
et al. 1999) and numerical simulations (Magda 1996; Jeng and Lin 1999; Gao et al. 2003; Liu
and Garcia 2006b; Cardenas and Wilson 2007) have been done to understand this complicated
process. Analytical models which describe the sea bed response under waves have been developed
for many years. Yamamoto (1977) treated the wave-induced sea bed response analytically based
on the three-dimensional Biot consolidation theory (Biot 1941). Closed form of the analytical
solutions are given. One conclusion from the paper is that the bed response is strongly dependent
on the permeability and the stiffness ratio G/K ', where G is the shear modulus and K~ is the
apparent bulk modulus of elasticity of water.

Mei and Foda (1981) treated the porous elastic medium using Biot’s linearized theory, which
can be seen as a special case of the mixture theory. For sufficiently high frequency waves, the area
near the water-soil interface can be divided into a boundary layer of Stokes’ type and an outside
layer. In the outside layer, fluid and the solid skeleton move together according to the laws of the
classical elasticity theory for a single phase. Based on this division, the governing equations can
be simplified and analytical solutions are proposed.

In Jeng and Hsu (1996), a closed-form analytical solution is developed for the wave-induced

pore pressure, soil displacements, and effective stresses in an elastic sea-bed subject to a system of
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two intersecting waves. Although the solution is for the finite depth soil, it can be reduced to the
conditions for soil of infinite thickness. The solution can also be extended to the limiting cases of
two-dimensional progressive and standing waves for soil of finite thickness. The authors compared
their analytical solutions with numerical results and the solutions from Yamamoto (1977) and Mei
and Foda (1981). The proposed solutions are found in complete agreement with the results of
Yamamoto (1977) for both fine sand and coarse sand. The solutions also agree with those of Mei
and Foda (1981) for the fine sand while deviation is observed for coarse sand. In Jeng et al. (2007),
a new approximation for the pore water pressure buildup in marine sediments is proposed which
will be discussed in detail in this chapter.

Cheng et al. (2001) corrected some errors contained in the analytical solution for wave-induced
pore pressure accumulation in McDougal et al. (1989) and gave the revised solution in a more
general form. The authors studied the behavior of the solution under different soil conditions.
For deep soil, the solution is sensitive to the soil shear stress in the top thin layer of the soil. In
contrast, for shallow and finite depth soil, the solution is sensitive to shear stress in the thin layer of
soil near the impermeable base. It is also found that a small error in the soil shear stress can lead to
a large error in the accumulated pore pressure. Sensitivity analysis is also done to investigate the
relationships between the accuracy of the pore pressure accumulation and the accuracy of the soil
shear stress. In that paper, the simplified Biot consolidation equations are also solved numerically.
Both analytical and numerical examples are given to validate the error estimation method proposed
in that paper.

Most analytical models assume the soil to be an isotropic medium while natural soils always
display some degree of anisotropy. The effects of soil anisotropy will have great effect on the
sea bed response. They are revealed as the anisotropy of the soil Young’s modulus, Poisson’s
ratio, and permeability. Analytical solutions which consider the soil anisotropy are complicated
(Gatmiri 1992; Jeng 1997). Yuhi and Ishida (2002) gave simplified analytical solutions for the
wave-induced response of a cross-anisotropic seabed of infinite thickness for both slightly and

fully saturated conditions.
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The literature mentioned above for liquefaction is almost all based on the linear theory of Biot
consolidation. There are other theories proposed to explain the phenomenon of liquefaction. Foda
et al. (1993) considered the rheological properties of marine sediment and incorporated them into
potential flow equations for both water layer and the fluidized mud layer. The fluidization depth of
the sediment is solved as a function of the imposed wave height.

Aside from analytical models, numerical models, especially from computational geomechan-
ics, have also been developed to predict the liquefaction in the soil (Zienkiewicz et al. 1999). The
poro-elastic model is the simplest constitutive relationship, and it is used in most analytical mod-
els. The elasto-plastic model is more popular in computational geomechanics, and it gives results
which are closer to the experiment. Although it is easier to implement different constitutive re-
lationships, the non-linearity associated with these relationships increases the computational cost
tremendously.

Taiebat (1999) developed a three-dimensional elasto-plastic finite element model for the lique-
faction problem of offshore foundations. By representing the variables of an axis-symmetric body
as a discrete Fourier series, the three-dimensional problem is reduced to several small problems
and therefore the computational cost is also reduced. This author proposed a new procedure for the
liquefaction analysis of offshore foundations subjected to storm loadings. The numerical model is
used to evaluate the liquefaction problem of Ekofisk tank which is constructed in North Sea.

Dunn et al. (2006) used the finite element model, DIANA-SWANDYNE II (Chan 1995) to
study the wave-induced liquefaction around offshore structures. It is a two-dimensional model with
the plane strain assumption. It solves the fully coupled Biot dynamic equation for both drained and
undrained conditions. Different constitutive relationships are implemented in the model. Among
many other interesting results, the authors found that the excessive pore pressure builds up more
quickly around the structure and the boundary conditions at the structure have a great eftect on the
results.

Although many numerical models have been developed to solve sea bed response under waves,

most of them just use the wave pressure on the water-bed interface by wave theory. This is valid
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when there is only water wave and sea bed interaction. But when there is extra object in the
system (such as pile, semi-buried foundation, etc.), the water flow around the object will be highly
three-dimensional and it is not easy to get an analytical solution from wave theory. Wave, sea
bed, and object form a large coupled system. Multi-physics numerical models have been widely
used to solve these coupled systems. The approach in these models is to solve different governing
equations on different domains and to couple the system through common boundaries or other
ways. Three-dimensional CFD models can be used to predict the free surface wave field and the
results can be used as boundary condition for the sea bed goveming equations (Liu and Garcia
2006b; 2007a).

The structure of this chapter is as follows. The governing equations for the consolidation of
poro-elastic soil will be introduced. Source term, which is responsible for the excessive pore
pressure generation, is added to the governing equations. Under some simplifications, the new
equations system for the period-averaged pore pressure has analytical solutions. The analytical
solutions of the sea bed pore pressure due to the progressive waves found in the literature are
summarized. For deep sea bed, the behavior of the pore pressure is estimated using an asymptotic
method. Numerical simulations which include the source term effect are carried out, and the results
are compared with experiment and analytical solutions. At the end, a tentative effort is made
to simulate the phase-resolved residual pore water pressure buildup process using the numerical

model introduced in Chapter 4 with an extra source term from the current chapter.

5.2 Governing Equations

5.2.1 Three-Dimensional Biot Consolidation Equations

Governing equations for the poro-elastic seabed two-phase media is the Biot consolidation equa-

tion (Biot 1941):
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GV2v+1_2VV(V~v) = Vp (5.1
ko  mOp 2
va = w5 VY (5.2)

Eq. 5.1 is the force balance equation of the bed soil, and Eq. 5.2 is the storage equation which de-
scribes the mass balance of the pore water, Here p is the pore water pressure, v is the displacement
of soil skeleton. G is the shear modulus of soil, v is the Poisson ratio of the soil, K is the coeffi-
cient of the isotropic permeability of soil, -y is the specific weight of water, (3 is the compressibility
of pore water, and n is the soil porosity. These equations assume that the hydraulic permeability
is isotropic and the stress-strain relationship is linear. Strain tensor € is defined in terms of the
displacement vector v as

1
=3 [Vv + (Vv)T} (5.3)
and the stress tensor ¢ is related to strain rate € via
o = o —pl (5.4)

v
1—-2v

= 2Ge+ [2G tr(e) — p} I (5.5)

where I is the unit tensor. ¢r(c) is the trace of the tensor € which is equal to V - v. This equation
also states that the stress in soil is constituted by two parts: the effective stress ¢ supported by
soil skeleton and the pore water pressure p. Here the stress-strain relationship is slightly different
from that of an elastic solid. The only difference is that the pore pressure is included for the porous

media. Plane strain is also assumed here.
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5.2.2 One-Dimensional Period-Average Pore Pressure Equations

McDougal et al. (1989) derived the simplified equation governing the buildup of pore water pres-
sure. Assuming that the process is only one-dimensional in the vertical z direction, i.e., the varia-

tions with respect to other directions are negligible, then Eq. 5.1 can be written as

2—28*w _ 9p

1—20 022 0z (5:6)
and Eq. 5.2 becomes
kd?p ndp Ow
i S 5.7
~voz2 K ot * 020t .7)

Taking the derivative of Eq. 5.6 with respect to ¢ and Eq. 5.7 with respect to 2, and then cross

eliminating the terms with w, the equations become

Py Iy
— = 5.8
“53 T Bzt (5.8)
where ¢, is the coefficient of consolidation which has the form of
Gk 2—2
Oy = —= R (5.9)
Y (I—2v)+(2—2v) %5
Integrating Eq. 5.8 with respect to 2 gives
I (5.10)
ot o2 '

where ¢ is a constant. Moving-averaging Eq. 5.10 gives the governing equation for the period-
averaged pore pressure
b P
it 5.11
T J -11)
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The period-averaged pore pressure is defined as

1 T
D= f/ pdt (5.12)
t

where T' is the wave period. Eq. 5.11 is a diffusion equation with a source term f which is
the amount of pore water pressure generated per unit time and per unit volume. Although from
the derivation of the Egs. 5.8 5.10 and 5.11, f should only be a function of time ¢, McDougal
et al. (1989) suggested that in general f can be considered to be a function of both time ¢ and
space variable ». Careful examination of Eq. 5.11 reveals that the excessive pore water pressure is
generated through the source term f and spreads with sediment depth through the diffusion process
where ¢, plays the role of diffusion coefficient (Sumer and Fredsge 2002).

In order to solve Eq. 5.11, the following boundary conditions and initial conditions are needed:
P(2,0) =p(0.¢) =0 (5.13)

~ =0 (5.14)

where £ is the depth of the sediment. When the sediment is very deep, i.e., h — +o00, Eq. 5.14
still holds.

The source term f for the excessive pore water pressure generation comes from the cyclic shear
of the soil. It is important to know the normal and shear stresses in the soil due to waves beforehand
since most of the models for the source term f depend on the stress state of the soil. Analytical
solutions for wave-induced stresses in sea bed sediment have been developed by researchers (Ya-
mamoto et al. 1978; Madsen 1978; Okusa 1985; Jeng and Hsu 1996). In Jeng and Hsu (1996), the
amplitudes of the oscillatory pore water pressure and the shear stress for a saturated, isotropic sea

bed of finite thickness are given by

[(1 = 2p) (Coe™ — Cae™) + (1 — ) (62 — k) (Coe™ — Cee™)]  (5.15)
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70 = B, [(C1 — Caokz) e kz — (C3 — Cukz) €* + kb (Cse %% — Cge®)] (5.16)

where

__PugH
®" Ycosh kd

(5.17)
is the amplitude of the dynamic wave pressure on the bottom of the sea bed. Here, the p,, is
the density of water, I is the wave height, k is the wave number, and d is the water depth. The
coefficients C'y to Cs and the parameter ¢ can be found in Jeng and Hsu (1996).

There are two categories of mechanisms, namely nonlinear and linear mechanisms, which can

be used to model the source term. Both categories are listed below.

Nonlinear Pore Water Generation Mechanism

De Alba et al. (1976) related the excessive pore water generation with the number of load cycles

in a simple shear test. The equation is given as

1
pg 1 1 . N\?

—— =—+4 -5 2l — 1 -1 1
o 2—|—7rq1n [ <N1 (5.18)

where p, is the amount of excessive pore water pressure generated, o, is the initial effective stress,
N is the number of cyclic loading, N; is the number of cycles to liquefaction. 6 is a shape factor
which is suggested to have a value of 0.7 by Seed et al. (1975). The relationship given by Eq. 5.18
with different values of 6 is plotted in Fig. 5.1.

The source term for pressure generation should be

_ 9pg
;= ot

where t is time and T is the period of the cyclic loading.
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Figure 5.1: Excessive Pore Water Pressure Generation as a Function of Cyclic Load Number
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Linear Pore Water Generation Mechanism

The nonlinear mechanism from the experiment can be simplified to get the linear approximation.
In Fig. 5.1, when 6 = 0.7, it is very close to the linear relationship which is also plotted. Seed

et al. (1975) proposed the linear mechanism as

Py

N
- 19
0’6 Nl (5 )

Thus, the source term for the pore water pressure generation should be

_ Opy
/ ot

_ 0t
 at \°TN,

g
TN,

For both mechanisms, the number of cyclic loadings to liquefaction /N; is a function of the

cyclic shear stress ratio (Seed and Booker 1978)

N = (—T—,)_E (5.20)

ooy

where 7 is the amplitude of the shear stress due to the cyclic loading and the two dimensionless

parameters « and /3 are functions of the soil type and the relative density.

5.3 Numerical Simulation of One-Dimensional Excessive Pore
Pressure Buildup Process

Even the simplified solutions to the analytical model introduced in this chapter are complicated,
and some assumptions such as isotropic can not be satisfied in real world. Analytical approach is

not always easy to be used. In this section, a numerical model is developed for the general one-

112



dimensional seabed response under waves. The results are used to compare with those from the
analytical solutions.

The residual pore water pressure equation is solved by using the open source CFD package
OpenFOAM OpenCED (2006). This package is designed to solve partial differential equations
(PDEs) as long as the PDEs can be written in the specified format. Differential operators, such as
time derivative, Laplacican operator, and divergence, are implemented in the code. OpenFOAM
uses finite volume method to solve the equations. The residual pore water pressure equation is a

simple diffusion equation with a source term. It can be easily solved in OpenFOAM as follows.

fvMatrix PEQn

(
fvm: :ddt (P)

- fvm::laplacian(C_nu,P)

src

PEgn.solve () ;

The term src is the source term. The shear stresses used to define the source term can be
calculated by using the numerical model introduced in chapter 4. This is the approach used by
Cheng et al. (2001). The shear stress can also be calculated by using the analytical solution of
oscillatory response of sea bed due to water waves (Jeng and Hsu 1996). Both approaches will
give the same results. For simplicity, the shear stresses and therefore the source term are defined
by the analytical solution. The schemes to discretize each term is defined in the file fvScheme

which is listed below.
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ddtSchemes

{

default Euler;

gradSchemes
{
default Gauss linear;
grad (V) Gauss linear;
}
divSchemes
{
default none;
div (V) Gauss linear;
}
laplacianSchemes
{
default none;

laplacian (V) Gauss linear corrected;

interpolationSchemes

{

default linear;
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snGradSchemes
{

default corrected;

Here, the time derivative is discretized by using the Euler method, and the Laplacian opera-
tor is discretized by using the Gauss theorem and a second order linear correction for the non-

orthogonality of the mesh. The details of each entry can be found in the manual of OpenFOAM.

5.4 Analytical Solution of One-Dimensional Excessive Pore
Pressure Buildup Model

Jeng et al. (2007) gives the analytical solutions to the excessive pore pressure generation model.
Under the conditions of finite depth, shallow and deep soil, the solutions can be expressed in
different forms. The details of the derivation can be found in Jeng et al. (2007). In this section,
only the results are listed. For the deep soil condition, the result given by Jeng et al. (2007) is not
easy to use. Based on this, a simplified estimation is proposed in this section using the asymptotic
method. Some errors in their paper are pointed out. Calculations are carried out to estimate the
time scale and maximum pressure depth.

The analytical solutions depend on the relative depth of the sediment, d/L, which is the ratio
between the sediment depth and the water wave length. Different authors have various criteria for
the relative depth (McDougal et al. 1989; Jeng et al. 2007). Table 5.1 lists the three regimes by

different authors. There are no clear-cut between different regimes, and both criteria are applicable.
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Table 5.1: Criteria for the Relative Depth
McDougal et al. (1989) Jeng et al. (2007)

shallow d/L < 1/20 d/L <1/10
finite  1/20 < d/L < 1/2 1/10 < d/L < 3/10
deep d/L>1/2 d/L>3/10

For finite and shallow soil depth, it is easy to solve the boundary value problem by using
Fourier series expansion method. For deep soil depth, Laplace transformation can be used for the

problem in the semi-infinite space.

5.4.1 Finite Depth Soil Solution

For the finite depth soil model, the residual pore water pressure can be expressed as

p= ian ( —CUth(hQ) “in <k2z> (5.2)

n=1

7021132/ flr sm( ) (5.22)

. (2n— 1)7r
2

where f is the general source term as in the last section, and k,,

5.4.2 Shallow Soil Solution

For shallow soil, where the relative soil depth h/L < 0.1, the wave-induced shear stress can be

approximated as

T=mbByz (5.23)

where the definition of m can be found in Jeng et al. (2007). Then the source term f can be

approximated as

F=az (5.24)
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where

W=

. (14 2K,)~ 2mP,
- 3T a(l+2K)y

(5.25)

Then the excessive pore water pressure can be written using a Fourier series as

a , 2 = ez (k2
p:QC h,z——é- —Zane VPRt R gin o (5.26)

n=1

2 [h 9 r*\ . [(kur
Oy, = ]—1/0 (h r— §> sin <71_> dr .27

Jeng et al. (2007) did not give the final form of the Fourier series coefficients a,. It is straight

forward to give a closed form

3
Ay = gZ—% [3sink, — ky, (3 + kZ) cos k.| (5.28)

5.4.3 Deep Soil Solution

For deep soil, where the relative soil depth h/L > 0.3, the source term can be approximated as

f=bze™ (5.29)
where
- % (5.30)
and In Jeng et al. (2007), b is defined as
L\ 5
b=« (——) (5.31)
m

where m is defined the same as in the shallow soil solution. This is not correct since the wave
induced shear stresses are different for shallow soil and deep soil conditions. For shallow soil, the

shear stress can be approximated as a linear function of z with m as a linear coefficient. But for
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deep soil, /m can not be defined for the whole soil depth. This could be a typographical error. The

correct form of b should has the form as in Jeng and Seymour (2007)

: 1/

Y 1+ 2K0 k'Pb

b= — - (5.32)

7 1+2K
T3 |osm
Then the governing equation for the excessive pore water pressure can be written as

Ap 3p .
5~ G5 + Aze (5.33)

with boundary conditions

p(0,t) = p(2,0) =0 and %L,:oo,t =0

~
A

In Jeng et al. (2007), the boundary condition at 2 = oo is set as p(oo,t) = 0. It is incorrect,
which will be shown later. Following the procedure in Jeng et al. (2007), Equation 5.33 is rescaled

according to

co\3p

£=c,\t, P= and y = Az

The rescaled equation and initial/boundary conditions are

oP  B9*P

Ty 5.34
% oy + ye (5.34)

oP
P(0,6) = P(y,0) ~ 0 and P08 g
Oy
At steady state, the equation becomes

>p Y 5.35
5—52 +ye ™ =10 (5.35)

118



Integrate the equation twice

Ply)=—-eY2+y)+Ciy +Cy
The coefficients C; and C5 are determined by the boundary conditions

Ply=0)=0:~e"2+0)+C1x0+Cy=0 = (=2

OP(y = o0)

7 =0:e’24+0)—e’+C;=0 = C; =0

If the boundary condition at y = oo is set as in Jeng et al. (2007), then
Ply=x)=0: -2+ ) +Crx00+2=0

Then C; can not be determined which means the boundary condition is not suitable.

Thus, the steady state solution is

Py, €) =2 {1 _ (% n 1) e—y} (5.36)

The full solution to equation 5.34 can be derived using Laplace transformation method. Jeng
et al. (2007) did not give the details of the derivation. The details of the laplace transformation and

inverse transformation are given in Appendix B. The tull solution is

1

Py, &) =2 [1 — (% n 1) e — ;/0 }%—1)—2 sin y/rydr (5.37)

The analytical solution in Jeng et al. (2007) involves improper integration over infinite domain.
It is not easy to evaluate the solution. This difficulty is illustrated as follows.
The numerical evaluation of the improper integral in Eq. 5.37 needs some effort since the upper

limit of the integration is +oc and the integrand is unbounded at » = 0. Fig. 5.2 shows the plots
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of the integrand f(r;y, £) as a function of r, where

e "¢

1090 =

sin(v/ry) (5.38)

The integrand is not zero only on a very narrow band near » = 0 and it goes to +oo very fast
as 7 — 0. This characteristic can be used to get some estimation using asymptotic method. On
the other hand, numerical methods such as mid-point rule and Simpson’s rule can be used. Due
to the singularity, the iteration numbers to achieve desired accuracy needs to be very large. For
comparison, the integral is evaluated using mid-point rule. The integration is from 0 to 1 since
the contribution from 1 to +oc¢ is essentially small. The interval is divided into 100 subintervals
and the sum of the contributions from each subinterval is calculated. If desired accuracy is not
achieved, the size of the subintervals is doubled. Suppose f; is the result from step %, then the

iteration relative error can be defined as

Relative Iteration FError = ———"—

Fig. 5.3 shows the relative iteration error for fixed € and fixed y. For both cases, the interval
needs to be divided into thousands of subintervals to achieve 2% accuracy. In order to achieve the
same accuracy, for fixed &, the number of subintervals increases as y increases (deep into the bed).
For fixed y, the number of subintervals does not show any pattern. In general, higher accuracy
requires more subintervals.

It is not convenient to evaluate the excessive pore pressure using numerical integration. In this

chapter, the solution is estimated using asymptotic expansion.

Asymptotic Analysis of the Long Term Behavior of Excessive Pore Pressure

When ¢ is large, the asymptotic expansion will reveal the long term behavior. As seen from the

previous section, when £ — +o¢, the only contribution comes from a small strip of 0 < r < ¢,
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where € ~ 0o(1). Then

T (5.40)

Plug into the integral,

/OO ——-»———645 sin(v/ry)dr /OO e_’fl — 2 sin(y/ry)d
o T(r+1)2 Y o 7 ryer
- / er sin(y/ry)dr — 2/ e " sin(+/ry)dr
0 0
y VY 82
ﬂerf(m) ~an e
So
Y - Y Y ¥
P(y,&) ~2 {1 - (—i + 1) eY —erf(zﬁ) + \/.7;63/26 45} as & — +oo (5.41)
The error function can be approximated as
4/7 + az?\1?
+ar
f(z) = |1 —exp [ —a? 2120 > .
erf(x) {1 exp ( T [T oz ﬂ for >0 (5.42)
where
81—3
- 5.43
“ 3rm—4 ( )

In Fig. 5.4, the integral as a function of ¢ and y is plotted. Both the results from numerical
method and asymptotic method are shown. The results from both methods are almost identical.
For the same ¥, the integral decreases to zero as time £ increases to infinity. At the same time &,
the integral increases to an asymptotic value as y goes deep into the soil.

Fig. 5.5 shows the relative error using the asymptotic estimation. The exact value of the
integral is calculated using the numerical method with the successive change of the iterations less
than 0.1%. The maximum relative error is around 1.5%. When y increases, i.e., deep into the soil,

the relative error increases. When time £ increases, the relative error also increases.
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Due to the diffusion nature of the equation, it will take infinite time to reach the steady state.
It is useful to get some information on where the pore pressure will reach 99% of the maximum
value and for each depth, how long it will take to reach 99% of its steady state. Using the numerical

method and asymptotic analysis, the excessive pore pressure is plotted in Fig. 5.6.

0 o : I I - I . I

10} .
> L -
< 20 steady state
2 .
A 30Fa £=1000 -

40 . . Nmnericgl ]

E —— Asymptotic
50 - T _-' L -I — T T T T T T T
0.0020406081012141.61820

Excessive Pore Pressure P(y,£)

Figure 5.6: Excessive Pore Pressure Development for Deep Soil

At steady state, the position y = g9, Where the pore pressure reaches 99% of the maximum

value can be solved using

2 [1 _ (% n 1) e'y] =2x099 =  yoex = 5.99

At y = yggy, the time it takes for the excessive pore pressure to reach 99% of local maximum

value (i.e. Ppaxy = 1.98)is about £ = 116533. Fig. 5.7 shows the relationship between the time and
the percentage of the local maximum pore pressure at y = ygge,. With the percentage increasing,

the time needed increases.
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5.5 Comparison Between Numerical and Analytical Solutions

In this section, the results from both numerical and analytical solutions are compared for different
soil and wave conditions. Three different depths of soil are calculated using the model developed
in the previous sections. For shallow and finite depth soil models, comparisons are done between
the numerical and analytical solutions. For deep soil model, asymptotic solution is also compared.
Numerical simulations are carried out using a uniform grid along the depth. The total grid number
for all simulations is 1000. The numerical accuracy can be improved when the total number of grid
1s increased, especially in the region where the residual pressure gradient is high. For the purpose
of this chapter, 1000 grids along the depth give a good representation of the solution.

The test cases used in this chapter are from Clukey et al. (1985) where pressure accumulation
experiments are done in a small wave tank. Wave-induced liquefaction data in this chapter is also
used by many authors (McDougal et al. 1989; Cheng et al. 2001; Jeng et al. 2007). Pa‘rameters
for the soil used in the experiments are listed in Table 5.2. Only Run 3-1 of Clukey et al. (1985) is
used in this chapter and the liquefaction results from the experiment is listed in Table 5.3. For the
soil depth used in Clukey et al. (1985), d = 0.84m, and the wave length in Run 3-1, L. = 3.473m,
the relative soil depth is d/L = 0.242. This falls in the range of finite to deep soil. In order to
verify the models in this chapter, soil depth d is set to be 0.11m, 0.84m and 10 for shallow, finite,

and deep soil models. Only when d = 0.84m, the model can be validated with experiments.

Table 5.2; Soil Parameters from Clukey et al. (1985)

Poisson’s ration 0.49
Shear modulus (N/m?) 5.6 x 10°
Submerged weight (N/m? 8.5 x 103
Permeability (m/s) 4x1078
Porosity 0.46
Lateral earth pressure coefficient 0.4

o 0.246
5 0.165
Cy 0.000156
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Table 5.3: Liquefaction Experiment Results of Clukey et al. (1985) (Run 3-1)

Wave Period Wave Height Water Depth Soil Depth Residual Pore Pressure
(s) (m) {m) {m) Depth (m) Pressure(kN/m?)
1.76 0.22 0.5 0.84 0.04 0.77
0.10 0.96
0.35 220
047 2.54

5.5.1 Comparison for Shallow Soils

For the shallow soil model, since there is no measurement, the only comparison is between the re-
sults of numerical model and analytical model. Here, the soil depth is set as 0.11m, corresponding
to d/L = 0.032. The results are plotted in Fig. 5.8. Both results agree with each other. The pore
pressure at the soil surface is zero due to the boundary condition. The maximum pore pressure is
always at the impermeable boundary at z = d. The steady state solution is also plotted. From the

figure, the result at £ = 100s is close to steady state.

OO T T T T T T
——— Numerical
02 Ny o Analytical| ]
04 g
h=]
~—
N
0.6 steady state -
0.8 =10's =100 ]
Tt=1s
1'0 . L = " 1 - _7H . 5
0 1x10 2x10 3x10 4x10

Residual Pore Pressure (N/m2)

Figure 5.8: Comparison between Numerical and Analytical Solutions for Shallow Soil (d/L =
0.032)

129



5.5.2 Comparison for Finite Depth Soils

Fig. 5.9 shows the comparison between the results of the numerical model and the analytical
model. Here the soil depth is set as the same as in the experiment of Clukey et al. (1985). Again,
both results agree with each other very well. Steady state solution is also plotted. The solution at
t = 10000s is close to steady state. The shape of the residual pore pressure for finite depth soil is
similar to that of shallow soil where residual pressure is zero at the surface and maximum pressure

is achieved at the bottom. But for finite depth soil, the time to get steady state is longer than that

of shallow depth.
0.0 Y T T T
0.2 Numerical|
o Analytical
0.4 4
z2
N

1 s ] 1 1 ]

0 4.0x10° 8.0x10° 1.2x10° 1.6x10° 2.0x10° 2.4x10’

Residual Pore Pressure (N/m2)

Figure 5.9: Comparison between Numerical and Analytical Solutions for Finite Depth Soil (d/L =
0.242)

For finite deposit soil, the experiment results can be used to validate the model. In Fig. 5.10,
the data from Clukey et al. (1985) is plotted. The model used in this chapter gives fairly good

results
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Figure 5.10: Comparison between Numerical and Experimental Results for Finite Depth Soil
(d/L = 0.242)

5.5.3 Comparison for Deep Soils

For the deep soil case, the soil depth is set as d = 10, which corresponds to d/L = 2.879. The
comparison between the numerical solution and the analytical solution is plotted in Fig. 5.11. At
steady state, the whole soil column has almost the same residual pressure except that at the top
portion the pressure decreases to zero due the effect of diffusion. The time for the deep soil case
to get to close to the steady state is far more than the previous two cases (shallow and finite depth).
From the figure, at £ = 100000s, the maximum pore pressure almost reached its final state. The
majority part of the soil column below that point is still far away from steady state.

The comparison is also done between the numerical results and the asymptotic solutions. It
is plotted in Fig. 5.12. The agreement is clearly shown in the figure. The asymptotic solution

proposed in this chapter can be used to get a faster solution of the problem.
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Figure 5.11: Comparison between Numerical and Analytical Solutions for Deep Soil (d/L =
2.879)
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Figure 5.12: Comparison between Numerical and Asymptotic Solutions for Deep Soil (d/L =
2.879)
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5.6 Numerical Model For Phase-Resolved Residual Pore
Pressure and Liquefaction Potential Under Waves

The one-dimensional model introduced in the previous sections is only for the period-averaged
residual pore pressure. It is applicable when the interaction is only between the wave and the
seabed. In reality, the situation will be more complicated and the application of the one-dimensional
model is limited. In engineering practice, it is important to know the liquefaction potential around
the structure foundation or pipe lines. Because of the presence of these structures, the water wave
field in the vicinity will be changed. Therefore, the wave-induced shear stress in the soil will also
be changed. With one-dimensional model, it is impossible to capture the interactions between
waves, structure, and sea bed. The three-dimensional numerical model developed in Chapter 4
has been used to investigate the oscillatory response of the sea bed under waves. In this section, a
tentative effort is made to modify the model to study the residual'response of the seabed.

The governing equation for the force balance of the soil is the same as Eq. 5.1. For the storage
equation, an extra source term corresponding to the excessive pore pressure generation is added.

The new storage equation has the form

nodp 0 E_, n
L (V) == — 44
w5V V) 7V p+ S (5.44)

where f is given as in the previous section for the one-dimensional period averaged model.

5.6.1 Two-Dimensional Test Case for the Experiment by Clukey et al.
(1985)

Fig. 5.13 shows the domain of the problem. The depth of the soil is 0.84 m and the length of the
domain is set as the water wave length. Left and right boundaries are periodic. The pressure at the
bed surface is set as the progressive water wave pressure. At the bottom, slip boundary condition

is set for the displacement and zero gradient is set for the pressure (i.e., impermeable).
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Figure 5.13: Schematic View for the 2D Residual Liquefaction Test Case

Total simulation time for this case is 207, where T is the wave period. In Fig. 5.14 and
Fig. 5.15, both the water: wave pressure field and the pore pressure field are plotted for different
moments during one wave period. At the beginning of simulation, not too much residual pressure
has been generated. The pressure field is similar to that of momentary liquefaction, i.e., the source
term effect is negligible. With time increases, the pore water pressure generated is much more than
which is dissipated. Except for the near surface region, the whole soil column almost has uniform
residual pore pressure (see Fig. 5.15).

Two probe points are placed in the center plane (z = 1.737m) of the simulation domain to
record the time development of residual pore pressure. Those two probe points are at z = —0.1m
and z = —0.8m. The recorded residual pore pressure is plotted in Fig. 5.16. Also plotted is the
period-average of both signals. At both probe points, the pressure signal oscillates around the trend
line (the period-average). It is clear that the residual pore pressure increases to some asymptotic
value for both depth. The asymptotic value for = = —0.1m is lower than that for z = —0.8m
which is as expected by analytical solution.

In Fig. 5.17, the residual pore pressure profiles at the center plane © = 1.737m in one typical

wave period are plotted. The data plotted is from the last simulated wave period (t = 197 — 207).
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Figure 5.16: Time Series For the Residual Pore Pressure at Different Depth

From the ﬁgﬁre, the residual poré preséure during this last simulated wave péfiod still oscillates
but is close to steady state solution. At the upper portion near the bed surface, the amplitude of the
pore pressure oscillation (py) is larger than that at the lower portion of the soil (p;).

The period-averaged residual pore pressure profile is plotted in Fig. 5.18. For comparison,
the one-dimensional analytical solution is also plotted. A large amount of difference between
the one-dimensional and two-dimensional results is observed. However, the result from the two-
dimensional model is closer to the experiment data. One reason could be that the one-dimensional
model neglects the variation along the z direction. The neglect of z direction variation will change
the shear stress which is a function of du/dz and therefore introduce error for residual pore pres-

sure.

5.7 Discussion

The one-dimensional residual pore pressure buildup model used in this chapter is only for the

period-averaged pressure. It is only valid in the sense of averaging. This model is good for the
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investigation of the liquefaction trend in the soil. The detailed pore pressure buildup process
(oscillation around the mean value) is lost.

The classification of three different regimes of soil (shallow, finite depth, and deep) are not so
apparent. For shallow soil, the shear stress induced by the waves should be approximately linear
with the depth. For deep soil, the shear stress should be able to be written in the general form
ye~ Y. If the approximated shear stress is far away from these forms, the proposed solutions can
not be used. As pointed out by Cheng et al. (2001), the solutions are sensitive to the shear stress
(the sensitivity depends on the soil regime and the parameter 3), and different approximation of
the shear stress will lead to huge difference in the solutions. In general, the finite depth model
(with the full solution of the shear stress) is valid for all three regimes. No approximation is made
for the shear stress, therefore, it can be used as a general solution.

The model used in this chapter depends on the coefficients from the experiment (especially
a and 3). These coefficients are only for the soil used in the experiment. When soil conditions
change, these coefficients should also change. As mentioned earlier, the results are very sensitive
to these coefficients. More experimental work should be done to give good description of these

coefficients.

5.8 Conclusion

In this chapter, a one-dimensional period-averaged residual pore pressure model is introduced. The
governing equation for the residual pore water pressure is a diffusion equation with a source term
which represents the generation of the pore pressure. Although this source term comes from the
analytical derivation of the equation, it is given by experiments. Linear and nonlinear forms of
the source term were proposed by De Alba et al. (1976). For nonlinear form of the source term,
the governing equation can only be solved numerically while for linear form of the source term, it
can be solve both numerically and analytically. According to the relative depth d/L, the soil can

be classified into three different regimes (shallow, finite depth, and deep soils). In each regime,
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the analytical solution for wave induced shear stress is used for the source term. Based on the
solutions given by Jeng et al. (2007), some errors are corrected in this chapter and revised forms
of the solutions are given.

For deep soil model, the solution by Jeng et al. (2007) has an improper integral and is not easy
to use. The difficulty to evaluate the solution numerically due to the singularities is illustrated in
this chapter with the help of examples. Based on the form of the improper integral, an asymptotic
solution is proposed in this chapter. This asymptotic solution has a closed form and is easy to
evaluate.

Besides an analytical approach, numerical solutions for the residual pore water pressure are
also given by using the differential equation solver package OpenFOAM. The results from analyt-
ical solutions, numerical solutions, and asymptotic estimations are compared. Perfect agreement
has been achieved. For finite depth soil, the experiment data of Clukey et al. (1985) are used for
validation. The models in this chapter predict the liquefaction fairly well.

A numerical model is also introduced for the phase-resolved residual pore pressure. The basic
idea of adding a source term to the governing equation is used. The source term has the same form
as that of the period-averaged residual pore pressure model. Test cases show that this model gives

good results when comparing with the one-dimensional period-averaged model.
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Chapter 6

Summary

This thesis addresses two mechanisms in the interaction between water, sediment, and structures,
namely scour and liquefaction. Both mechanisms are closely related to each other. Numerical

models are developed to simulate and study the process.

6.1 Numerical Models for Scour

For scour, two-dimensional and three-dimensional models are developed. Two-dimensional model
is suitable for large scale and long term scour process, while the three-dimensional model is suit-

able for detailed local scour around structures.

6.1.1 Two-Dimensional Scour Model

The coupled model of two-dimensional SWEs and sediment transport on unstructured mesh was
implemented for scour problems on complex domains. This coupled modeling approach is neces-
sary when the scour process is rapid. When the scour process is slow (such as long term aggrada-
tion/degradation of natural rivers), both the usual quasi-steady approach and the coupled approach
can give good results. However, the numerical stability of the quasi-steady approach will present
difficulty. High order discretization of the Exner equation may lead to non-physical oscillations
which could be incorrectly interpreted as ripples and sand waves. Low order discretization of the
Exner equation may under-estimate the amplitude of the real sand wave or even smear it out. The
hyperbolic nature of the Exner equation (even though there is dispersion effect in the equation)

makes it possible to couple it with SWEs and to use Godunov schemes. The coupled model with
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a higher order Godunov scheme proposed in this thesis can capture the real wave accurately while
controlling the growth of non-physical oscillations.

An asymptotic analysis was done to gain an insight about the wave speed structure and to
construct an explicit expression for the Roe’s flux. It also gave a fast and accurate evaluation of
the eigenvalues/vectors. Comparing to the numerical iteration method for the eigen-system, the
asymptotic approximation is far more efficient. For the test case used in this paper, the average
computational time can be reduced by approximately 64%.

The interpolation method of the TVD scheme used in the current numerical model for the
upwind ratio of consecutive gradients is based on the virtual upwind node. The basic assumption
is that the gradient from upwind node to downwind node is the same as that from center node
to downwind node. This assumption simplifies the calculation and reduces the stencil. Future

research is needed on the comparison of different interpolation methods and TVD schemes.

6.1.2 Three-Dimensional Scour Model

Numerical model FOAMSCOUR for local scour with free surface and automatic mesh deformation
is proposed. The turbulence model used is the simple two equation £ — ¢ model. Other turbulence
models, even large eddy simulation, can be used to improve the accuracy of the fluid flow field
simulation. All these models are readily implemented in OpenFOAM. The free surface is modeled
by VOF method while the scour process is modeled by moving mesh method. These two methods
for moving boundaries(free surface and bed) are coupled together. Each method has its merits
and shortcomings. Eulerian approach can be used to capture the complex scour profiles. Flow
field is coupled with sediment transport (both bed load and suspended load) using a quasi-steady
approach. Parallel computations are used to reduce the CPU time which is usually tremendously
large for morphological simulations.

Numerical simulations for turbulent wall jet scour and wave scour around large vertical cylin-
der are carried out and compared with experiments. Good results have been obtained using the

proposed modeling approach. Velocity field and other flow field characteristics compare fairly
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well with experimental observations. The maximum scour depths and local scour profile fit well
with the experiment data. Further research is needed to investigate the effects of turbulence model
for free surface waves (especially for near breaking and breaking waves) and to study the possibil-
ity of using an Eulerian approach for morphological modeling.

For the effect of the free water surface, the following conclusions are drawn. For the submerged
wall jet case, the water depth in the flow domain is much bigger than the jet opening and the free
surface changes very slowly. This makes the rigid-lid approximation a reasonable one. For scour
around slender piles under waves, the rigid-lid assumption is also valid since the most important
mechanism here is the vortex shedding and horseshoe vortex. However, for the wave-induced
scour around large piles, it is unreasonable to use the rigid-lid approximation since the dominant
mechanism here is the phase-resolved component of the wave flow and the steady streaming.

In the current numerical model, the two moving surfaces (water free surface and moving bed)
are captured by different approaches, namely Eulerian and Lagrahgian approaches. The free sur-
face is solved by the CICSAM VOF scheme, which is an Eulerian approach. The moving bed is
captured by the mesh deformation method, which is a Lagrangian approach. The scour test cases
in the paper are relatively simple. For more complicated problems, if there are objects interacting
with the fluid phase and the bed, the moving mesh technique will not be appropriate. The interface
between the object, water and bed is very complicated and changing with time. Simply moving
the grid point along the interface will be not feasible. For such cases, the Eulerian approach (VOF
or LSM) can be used to implicitly track the interface. This could provide new research direction
in the scour problem and currently is being explored by the authors.

There is some limitation when using the mesh deformation approach to capture the interaction
of many phases. The mesh deformation approach is hard to implement with the presence of in-
teraction between moving objects and the bed or when the boundary movement is irregular. Also,
when the amplitude of the boundary movement is big enough, the mesh may be highly distorted,
and the deteriorated mesh quality will make the computation difficult to converge, eventually lead-

ing to unstable solutions. In order to avoid these problems, the dynamic mesh approach should be
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used. In the dynamic mesh approach, mesh cells can be split or merged when necessary. How-
ever, when comparing them with mesh deformation, the dynamic mesh approach is more difficult.
Combining these two approaches can be promising for scour problems where the scour pattern is

complicated and the scour/deposition depth is very large.

6.2 Numerical Models for Liquefaction

Two different liquefaction mechanisms (momentary and residual liquefactions) are considered in

this thesis.

6.2.1 Momentary Liquefaction

The numerical model in this paper can solve the coupling problem between waves, object (struc-
ture) Aand sea bed response. The wave induced shear stress and pore pressure in the soil is governed
by the Biot consolidation equation. The free surface is modeled by the VOF method and the wa-
ter wave is generated by numerical wave maker boundary conditions. Instead of using the finite
element method to do stress analysis inside the bed material (which is the traditional method used
in geotechniques), an iterative numerical scheme is proposed to solve the Biot consolidation equa-
tion using finite volume method. The new scheme shows a fast convergence rate as well as a high
accuracy. The coupling between water waves and the sea bed is through pressure and stress con-
dition on common boundaries. Two numerical tests of the proposed scheme is carried out. First,
the numerical case tests the consolidation solver part of the numerical model. Good agreement
with analytical results is obtained. The second case is a 3D test to study the interaction between
the waves, the sea bed and the object. A box is half buried in the wave tank. More complicated
geometries can be simulated as well. From the results, excessive pore pressure of the sea bed as
well as the liquefaction potential can be analyzed.

For geotechnical problems, a realistic stress-strain constitutive relationship is one of the most

important aspects for the ability of the numerical model to reproduce real situations. In this thesis,
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the simple linear isotropic elastic model is used to describe the soil skeleton. More advanced
and accurate constitutive models (such as variable elasticity, elasto-plastic model and visco-plastic
model, etc.) can be easily incorporated in the current numerical code. The anisotropic effect can
also easily come into the model since the code is based on the tensorial description of the equations
and anisotropic tensors can be included inside the differential operators.

In the three-dimensional test case, the object is assumed to be at fixed position during the
computation. This is not always true since when liquefaction occurs, the soil can no longer support
the object and the object will move. Even without liquefaction, the object could rotate or slide
under the influence of fluid force. All these make the problem extremely complicated and it is
impossible to include all factors into the numerical model. However, by fixing the object in one
position, it is possible to investigate the possibility of liquefaction and analyze the dynamics of the
system. This could be useful for engineers to design structures and foundations to prevent damage

under extreme conditions.

6.2.2 Residual Liquefaction

One-dimensional period-averaged residual pore pressure model is introduced. The governing
equation for the residual pore water pressure is a diffusion equation with a source term which
represents the generation of the pore pressure. Although this source term comes from the ana-
lytical derivation of the equation, it is given by experiments. Linear and nonlinear forms of the
source term were proposed in the literature. For a nonlinear form of the source term, the governing
equation can only be solved numerically while for a linear form of the source term, it can be solve
both numerically and analytically. According to the relative depth d/ L, the soil can be classified
into three different regimes (shallow, finite depth, and deep soils). In each regime, the analytical
solution for the shear stress is used for the source term. Based on the solutions given by Jeng et al.
(2007), some errors are corrected in this thesis, and revised forms of the solutions are given.

For the deep soil model, the solution by Jeng et al. (2007) has an improper integral and is not

easy to use. The difficulty to evaluate the solution numerically due to the singularities is illustrated
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in this thesis with examples. Based on the form of the improper integral, an asymptotic solution is
proposed. This asymptotic solution has a closed form and is easy to evaluate.

Besides an analytical approach, numerical solutions for the residual pore water pressure are
also given. The results from the analytical solutions, the numerical solutions, and the asymptotic
estimations are compared. Perfect agreement has been achieved between both. For the finite depth
soil, the experimental data of Clukey et al. (1985) are used for validation. The proposed model

predicts liquefaction fairly well.
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Appendix A

Asymptotic Analysis of Eigenvalues

A.1 Eigen-systems When u¢ # (

The regular expansion is used to approximate the roots of Eqn. 2.27. Assume
A= Ao+ eX + 0(62)

Substituting Eqn.- A.1 into Eqn. 2.27 and expanding give

[(1 ! ) Ao — 2M% + 3)\3} + {1 = Ao+ kA — Dodt + 303 ] €+ O(e?) = 0

Fr?

Equating the coefficients of like powers of ¢ gives

1

1= o+ kA — Dgh +3X2A, =0

Solving these equations gives the eigenvalues as

AL = ¢
7 = 1
1 €
A2 1 - .
AR (& +1)
O R S
Fr 2(4-1)
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(A.2)
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(A.4)

(A.5)

(A.6)
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The regular expansion breaks down when F'r = 1. The region of non-uniformity is determined by

comparing the successive terms in the expansion (Nayfeh 1981). So the order of 1 — 1/Fr? is

1 €
l— — =0(—— .
7 = O—) (A8)
1.e.
1 1
1— F?Z = 0(67)
Also since
1
1+ —=0(1
+ Fr o )
then
1 1
R
Let
-2 geb h = 0(1)
FTZ — gc where g =

In order to get the right expansion in near critical flow regime, it is assumed that
A=+ €A+ m >0 (A.9)

Substituting Egn. A.9 into Eqn. 2.27 gives

[AS 4+ BAZE™AL + 3o A2 4 -+ ] =2 [A3 + 200 AL + FPA 4 - -]
1 1 (A.10)
+ | Xooe? — Aoe + o™ 2N — AT 4 } +e=0

For the proper balancing of terms in Eqn. A.10, m = 1/2 is chosen. Equating the same powers of
€ gives

O): XN-2X2=0 = XN=0 or X=2 (A.11)

O(e2) : 3X2A; — dAoA; + Ao = 0 (A.12)
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For Ay = 0, Eqn. A.12 is satisfied automatically and \; should be calculated through higher order
terms. For \p = 2, Eqn. A.12 gives

o a
Ay = — __g
T3 -4 2
O(c): 3XA—2X2 — X4+ 0oX +1=0 (A.13)
For Ay = 0, Eqn. A.13 gives
ocEt+vo?+8
N =I2VE R
4
So in the region of 1 — 5 = O(ez), the eigenvalues are
W_g_0p_3, 1
A =2 =5 o

D) 2
o _otverts, 1y, 1o LY g
4 4 Fr? Fr?

.

— /2 2
A(B):.U;'_iéeézl 1_L_ 1_L + 8¢
4 4 Fr? . Fr?

These eigenvalues are similar to those in Lyn and Altinakar (2002).

149



A.2 Eigen-systems When u; = 0

There are two sub-cases. When u¢ = 0 and u, # 0, the four eigenvalues are 0, 0, —/gh + gkvz,
and \/gh + gkv. The right eigenvector matrix is

and left eigenvector matrix is

1 0 _h_ b
ko2 ko2
2 02
0 0 ~h\/gh;|—gkv,’ h\/ghtgkvn
kv kv
h h
0 1 Foy Fuy
1 0 1 1
kv? h
T htkvl 0 0 7 kv
_hen 0 1 -l
h+kv2 h+kvi
- pa? 2 T2
kuy, o kg kvy 0
2h+2kv,~7 2h\/g(h+kvg) 2h+2kvﬁ
kvZ kv? ku?
2h+2kv2 2h\/g(h+kv,2]) 2h+2kv3

(A.14)

(A.15)

When v, = 0 and u,, = 0, the four eigenvalues are 0, 0, —/gh, and /gh. The right eigenvector

matrix is

and the left eigenvector matrix is

-1 0 —7
0 0 1
0 1 0
1 0 0
0 00
0 01
10
21
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Appendix B

Analytical Solution of Pore Pressure
Buildup in Deep Soil

Take Laplace transformation of Eqn. 5.34 with respect to ¢:

L(P(E,y)) = Q(s.1) = /0 e y)de

then Eqn. 5.34 becomes

1
Q= Qyy + gye'y (B.1)
with boundary/initial conditions
Q(s,y=0)=0 and Q(s,00) =0

Eqn. B.1 is a second order quasi-linear ODE with boundary conditions specified at y = 0 and

y = oo. The solution of the equation is

Q(s.y) = R(s,y) +V(s,y) (B.2)
where
sy — 2
R(s,y) = {tpre ™ and Visy) = omgpe?™

Taking inverse Laplace transformation of each term in Eqn. B.2 will give the final solution of

P(y,§).
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Inverse Lapalace Transformation of £(s,y)

It is easy to do inverse Laplace transformation of R(s,y).

B 1 7+i°°ys-—y—2~ )
L 1(R(S,y)) = %/y_ioo Wﬁ‘ Ye EdS (B3)

R(s,y) has a simple pole at s = 0 and a doulbe pole at s = 1. So the integral can be evaluated
using Cauchy’s residue theorem. Fig. B.1 shows the contour in the s-plane and the two poles. By

Cauchy’s residue theorem,

/ R(s,y)e*ds +/ R(s,y)e**ds = 2miRes,—, R(s,y)e* k=1,2 (B.4)
C

Cr
Using Jordan’s lemma, when R — +oc, [, R(s,y)e**ds — 0. So the only contribution
comes from the residues. Now let B — 400,

B 1 7+iooys_y_2 s
L' (R(s,y)) = %/V_m _—_—s(s~1)2 e Ye¥ds

= Reses, R(s,y)e** k=1,2

The residues at the two poles are calculated as following. For s = 0, it is a simple pole and the

function can be written as

0} s&
R(s,y)e = (i’ v where ®(s,y) = e_y(s 6_ )2 (ys —y — s) (B.5)
So
Res,—oR(s,y)e** = ®(0) = e ¥(—y — 2) (B.6)
For s = 1, it is a double pole and the function can be written as
O(s, 8¢
R(s,y)e* = ( S(f f))z where ®(s,y) = e“’eq (ys —y—s) (B.7)
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So

o'(1)

Res,—1 R(s,y)e*® = I (B.8)
s& -2 _ 2
—_ e_ye (2 + ) sz Syé. +s yé.) 18:1 (B.g)
= e Ve (24 y—26) (B.10)
Combine the previous results, then
LT (R(s,y)) =e ¥ [-2—y+e(2+y—20)] (B.11)
AIm
— ]
T
Cr //(
A
A Cl
\ 0 1 Re
\\\

Figure B.1: Contour Integration Path around Two Poles for R(s, y)
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Inverse Laplace Transformation of V (s, y)

The inverse Laplace transformation of V(s,y) is relatively complicated comparing to that of R(s, y)
since it involes the branch cut in the complex domain. R(s,y) has a simple pole at s = 0 and a
double pole at s = 1.It also needs to choose a branch cut for /5. For simplication, the branch cut

is as the negative real axis. Fig. B.2 shows the contour and the branch cut.
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\\\
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Figure B.2: Contour Integration Path around Two Poles and Branch Cut for V (s, y)

According to Cauchy’s residue theorem, the contour integration becomes

/ —}-/ —l—/ —l—/ —l—/ —l—/ = 2niRes,—, R(s,9)e* k=1,2 (B.12)
C1 CRl L1 C, Lo CHQ

Using Jordan’s lemma, when R — +o0, fCR — 0 and fCR2 — 0. Now let’s consider the
1

paths of L1 and L2. On the complex plan, the complex number can be expressed as s = re®,
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where 7 is the modulus and 6 is the argument. Let

9 .
(8 y) - ‘/(S y) & — ——‘...__ sE—/sy __ 2 e[%(lnﬂ_zg)]

s(s —1)? s(s —1)?

Onll,0 =7,s=re";

9 .
— —7&—i/TY
Onl2,0=—7,s=re"™
O
’ —r(r +1)?
Then

p 2 _
/ = / —_— WYy
L1 r r(r+1)?
[ R . 2 i 5 \/_ N
— —rf—1 Y
/p r—————(r n 1)26 dr

R
_ / ~_2_264r5 [COS(\/;y)_iSin(\/Fy)] dr

r(r+1)

R
—"*“‘/_ydr

/m:

r+1

7% [cos (/ry) +isin (yry)] dr

r+1)'~’

[ -
/R
p
So, when p — 0 and R — +o0

J, i (v
+ = —4i/ ————sin (4/ry)dr
L1 /L2 o r(r+1)? Vry)

(B.13)

(B.14)

(B.15)

(B.16)

(B.17)

(B.18)

(B.19)

(B.20)

(B.21)

and when p — 0, the integration along the path C, can also be evaluated using the Cauchy’s

residue theorem. The residue at s = 0 is calculated as following. The function f(s) can be written
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as
o(s)

f(s)= . where ®(s) = s : 1)2655_\/§y (B.22)
So
Resg—g = ®(0) = 2 (B.23)
Then
/ = —2miRess= = —4ni (B.24)
Cp

The residue at s = 1 is calculated as following. Since s = 1 is a double pole, the function f(s)

can be written as

f(s)= ( @_(51))2 where ®(s) = %esg’ﬁy (B.25)
So
Ress—y = 952 = —e ¥E(2 4y —2¢) (B.26)

Put all the terms together and after some manupilation, the inverse Laplace transformation of

V{(s,y) can be written as

2 [ r
LN V(s,y) =2—e V(2 +y—28) — ;/D. r(_:ﬁ)_? sin (v/Ty)dr (B.27)

The final solution for P(y, £) has the form

P(y,&) = L' R(s,9)) + L7 (V(s,9)) (B.28)
_ y I O
_ [1 — (5 + 1) eV — ;T_/o T Jrydr (B.29)

which is the same as in Jeng et al. (2007). When time goes to infinity, the integral in equation
5.37 goes to zero since "¢ will be infinitesimally small. The final steady state solution is just the
first part of equation 5.37 which is exactly the same as equation 5.36. The steady solution is plotted

in Fig. B.3. The excessive pore pressure at the bed surface is always zero and the the excessive
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pore pressure at infinite depth is 2.

Excessive Pore Pressure P

0.0 0.5 L0 15 20 2.5
T T T T T —_ T

Depthy

Figure B.3: Steady State Solution of the Excessive Pore JPfessure for Deep Soil
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