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Abstract

This paper presents a second order optimization method based on the WFEM framework that enables the optimization
of finite 1D periodic structures and 2D infinite ones. While optimization at the unit cell level has been done in previous
studies, it did not account for the boundary conditions and excitation on the system, which might have an important in-
fluence on its dynamics. The proposed methodology exploits semi-analytical derivatives in an optimization algorithm
that combines line search and trust region methods. It is tested and validated in a parameter identification procedure
and subsequently used to minimize the mean square velocity of metabeams with clamped free boundary conditions.
Finally, it is applied to the optimization of the sound transmission loss of a metapanel in the structural-acoustic coin-
cidence region. The proposed scheme is versatile and can be used in a wide range of applications including, model
updating, homogenization, design optimization and possibly damage detection.
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1. Introduction

As constraints on the weight and volume of vibro-acoustic packages become more important, the interest in
metamaterial based solutions increases. This interest is mostly driven by the stopband behavior exhibited by some
periodic structures enabling sound insulation properties that go beyond the mass law. So far, the Wave Finite Element
Method [1, 2, 3] and the Shift Cell Operator Method [4] have been the most popular tools to study and engineer
smart structures based on this concept because they allow the computation of the dispersion characteristics of a
periodic medium by the discretization of a single unit cell (UC). Studies based on the analysis of dispersion curves and
band diagrams have become standard and designs including perforations or resonant add-ons have been used to open
bandgaps around targeted frequencies [5, 6, 7, 8, 9]. More recently, numerical methods have been developed to obtain
bandgaps with maximal width and attenuation properties in phononic crystals [10, 11] or specific anisotropic behavior
in meta-structures [12]. However, most of the studies in the literature focus purely on the prediction of stopbands
without investigating the impact of boundary conditions, operating environment, load characteristics and finite size
effects on the performance of metamaterial solutions. While those topics have been studied from a theoretical or
qualitative point of view [13, 14, 15, 16], not many studies deal with them applying detailed numerical modeling [17].
This paper presents a second order optimization framework based on the WFEM that overcomes most of these issues.
The proposed framework combines semianalytical derivatives computed via an intrusive procedure to a second order
optimization algorithm. Because this class of algorithms has been successfully applied to structural optimization
and parameter identification problems [18, 19, 20, 21], the proposed optimization algorithm was designed to be an
instance of Sequential Quadratic Programming (SQP). It incorporates both an ellipsoidal trust-region method and a
line search method [22]. The former method ensures that the optimization algorithm rapidly escapes saddle points in
regions of negative curvature [23, 24] while the latter usually performs better in neighbourhoods where the optimized
function is convex. For 1D periodic structures, loads, boundary conditions and structure size can all be accounted for
by the proposed framework. This is because formulations for the forced response of periodic waveguides and coupled
periodic waveguides have been developed [3, 25]. In the 2D case, only the loads’ spatial characteristics (TBL, plane
waves, punctual source) can be included because a formulation for the forced response of finite 2D periodic structures
has yet to be developed.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 briefly recaps the theory behind the direct 1D WFEM
and presents formulas for derivatives in that framework. Section 3 presents the indirect 2D WFEM and the associated
infinite forced response scheme. Formulas for the derivatives of eigenfrequencies, waveshapes and displacements are
also provided. In Section 4, a second order optimization algorithm is presented and used for the numerical examples

of Section 5. Section 6 summarizes the main conclusions.
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Figure 1: Dofs’ partition for the UC of a 1D periodic structure

2. 1D WFEM

In this section, derivatives for propagation constants, waveshapes and forced response computed using the 1D
WEFEM are derived. Using the proposed analytical formulas, it is possible to compute the gradient and hessian matrix
of objective functions considered in Section 5 at relatively low computational cost. These can then be used in the
algorithm described in Section 4 to optimize periodic structures in a unit cell modeling framework. Section 2 is
organized as follows. First, subsection 2.1 recaps the theory and main steps of the direct 1D WFEM while subsection

2.2 focuses on the derivatives’ computation.

2.1. Wavenumber, Waveshpapes, Forced Response
The mass matrix M, stiffness matrix K and damping matrix C of a periodic structure’s UC are considered. A

partition of its degrees of freedom U is established according to the UC’s spatial structure (see Figure 1):

U
U=|Uu (D
Ur

The subscripts R, L and [ are used for variables associated with the right, left and internal dofs of the UC, respectively.
Additionally, the subscript B will be used for quantities associated to all interface dofs. The first step in the direct

formulation of the 1D WFEM is to compute the dynamic stiffness matrix G for a given circular frequency w:
G =K +iwC - w*M )
The internal dofs of the UC are then condensed out in order to form the condensed dynamic stiffness matrix D:

D = Gpp — GG} G (3)
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Applying Floquet-Bloch boundary conditions Ug = AU}, (displacement), Fx = —AF (load) leads to the eigenvalue
problem [26]:
1
(/lDLR + (Drr + Dgg) + ZDRL)\P =0 4)

The propagation constant A is related to the wavenumber k, via the relation A = e~*Lx, L being the length of the UC
in the direction of propagation. The eigenvalue problem (4) yields the waveshapes W) and propagation constants A;
of free waves in the periodic medium at the circular frequency w. It should be noted that the propagation constants
come in pairs (/lk, ;—A) with eigenvectors (‘I’;‘I’;) that correspond to waves traveling in the positive and negative
direction. For passive structures, direction of propagation and direction of decay coincide, therefore, positives going
waves correspond to |[4] < 1 and negative going waves to || > 1. In case A =~ 1, positive going wave have a positive
powerflow and negative going waves a negative one [27]. (For active structures, waves should be sorted according to
their direction of decay to solve equation (5) hence the proposed sorting method may still be used. Once propagation
constants and waveshapes are properly sorted, it is possible to compute the forced response of a finite waveguide
comprised of N UCs by relating the waves’ amplitudes to the excitations and boundary conditions. The specific case
of Clamped-Free boundary conditions is detailed in equation (5) as it is used in Section 5 but similar formulas are

available for other types of boundary conditions [25, 3, 28]:

w YA qt _ Vo )

DriWTAN! + DrpW* AN Dp WA + Drr¥~ ) |q~ Fy
In equation (5), ¢* and ¢~ are the vectors of the positive and negative going waves’ amplitudes. Vj is the imposed
displacement at the left side of the waweguide while Fy is the force applied at its right side. ¥* is an n by n matrix
whose columns are the eigenvectors ¥} corresponding to positive going waves. Likewise, ¥~ is formed with the

eigenvectors 'V of the negative going waves. A is a diagonal matrix with the positive propagation constants A; on the

diagonal. The displacement of the i’ section of the waveguide is given by equation (6):
Vi =W Algt + AN g (6)

2.2. Derivatives in the 1D WFEM Framework

In order to optimize a UC to obtain a desired behavior, some properties of the UC are parametrized. The vector
of these m parameters is noted p = (py, ..., pn) € R™. It follows that the mass, stiffness and damping matrix, M(p),
K(p), C(p) are functions of the parameter vector p. Assuming the first and second order derivatives of the matrices
with respect to p are available, the derivatives of all the quantities derived in Subsection 2.1 can be computed. For a

given circular frequency w the first order derivatives of the dynamic stiffness matrix are:

9G _ 0K . aC LM

— = — tiv— - @)
Opr  Opk Opx Opi
Likewise, the second order derivatives of the dynamic stiffness matrix are:
0*G 0*K . 0C M
? (®)

= + 1w — W
Opidpr  Oprdp Opidp Opidp
4
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Using equation (3), the derivatives of the condensed dynamic stiffness matrix can be derived:

oD 6GBB 6G31 1 1 BG” 1 6G13
— = - GG - Gp/G; =——=G7!Gp + GG, 9
o ope ( ap 1 1B 1Gy; ap 1 1B s1Gy; c') 9
Taking advantage of the fact that G and D are symmetric matrices this can be rewritten as:
oD 6GBB T 8G" T 6G13
+ 0, —0;p -2 C) 10
apk Bpk IB 6 1B sym IB o a ( )
With:
O = GI_IIGIB
1n

sym(A) = (A + AT)
That way, ®;5 needs only to be computed once and all first order derivatives of D can be computed without additional

matrix inversions. Following that trend, the second order derivatives of D are obtained:

D  0*Gpp r &G [aG,TB (aG,, aG,B) . 52(;,3]
= L @5 + 2sym (12)
apidp; ~ Opidpr - Papy 6 B ap \ope T ap "B dpdp,
With:
8@13 —1 6 G[[ 6613
=G |- 0} 13
3]’1 11 ( ap B+ apz ) ( )

Equation (12) and (13) show that it is necessary to invert G;; m times to compute all derivatives of D. Consequently,
keeping the LU decomposition of G; the first time this operation is performed allows to reduce the computation time
of the derivatives’ evaluation. The derivatives of propagation constants and waveshapes can be computed by using

formulas of Appendix B with:

1
X(A, p) = ADr(p) + (Drr(p) + Drr(p)) + EDRL(p) (14)

In order to keep formulas shorter we introduce the following matrix functions:

0X(4, p) _ /laDLR N (5DRR N aDLL) N 1 0Dg,

Opr Opx Opx Opx A dpy
0X(4, p) 1
- Dig - EDRL
dX(4,p) _ 0X(4,p) N 04 0X(4, p)
dpx apr opr 04
PXp) 2
o2 = ﬁDRL (15)

X(A,p) _ ODg 1 ODg,

oAdp — op % A
XA, p) 1 0D ( ODgg oDy ) 1 & Dri

dpidpr " Opdpr \Opkdpi  Opidpi) A Opidp
PXAp) _ PXAp) | APXAp) 04 PXUp) | PA_9Xp) DA 04 FXp)

— — +
dpidp, Opidp;  Op; 0Adpy dpr  040p; Opdp; 04 OpxOp1 02

It should also be considered that the parametric eigenvalue problem (14) is T-palindromic [29]. This means the
eigenvalues comes in pairs (/l,, T ) and that the right eigenvector for 4;, ¥, is the left eigenvector for - Conversely,
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the right eigenvector for %, ®@;, is the left eigenvector for 4;. Because of this feature computing the left eigenvectors
of (14) is not required to evaluate the derivatives. Applying formulas from Appendix B the first order derivatives for

the propagation constants and the waveshapes are derived:

AA; 1 oD ODgr 0D 1 6D

Lo | Dig — —Dge |¥; = 07 |4, =8 4 [0 4 =) R 16

pr ( t 2 RL) ' [ Opx Opr  Opr ) A Opx (16)
OFi _ dA; aDLR) (8DRR 8DLL) ( A 1 1 0D, )]
— Ai, Dig + 4; + + + ¥; 17
e X p) [( o Opx Opr  Opx ap 2 X o an

For the second order derivatives, equations (B.11) and (B.12) are used with the expressions given in equation (15):

2. 2 2 2 2
d=A; ((DTaX‘Pi)Z—(DT[( 0°X o1 0°X o1 0°X 8/1 6/16X) (an‘{‘ dX(?\P)} (18)

r-— —= 4+ = +— ==
dpiop; \ ' 04 Opidpr  Op; 0A0p,  Opy 0Adp, 3Pk dp; 022 dpy Op;  dp; Opy
0¥, ’X dX 8¥i dX 0¥, 0¥, | 0Y;
e mm ) (e
OpiOpk dpidp, dpy Op;  dp; Opy opi 1 0p

The derivatives of the wave coeflicients should be computed according to Appendix A. First, equation (5) is rewritten

to simplify the expression of the derivatives:

w w +
WO = 11 12114
Wa Wall|q

Then using equations (A.4) and (A.5) expressions for the first and second order derivatives of the wave coefficients

Vo
Fy

(20)

are given:
00 _1
9C _ _yr oW 21
2 2
ro 1(5W +3_W‘9Q+3W5_Q) (22)
dpidp, dpidp;~  Opidp; Op;dpi

Expressions for the derivatives of W are given in Appendix C. Once the derivatives of the wave coefficients are

computed, the derivatives of the displacement at the i”* section of the waveguide follow:

D O A gt 0¥
Vi _ 0¥ q" +i‘P+a—A"lq+ +\P+A’6i ov — AN+ (N - z)\y— A AN g+ AN 194 (23)
opr  Opk Op ope  Opk Opr
2Y/. 2\I1+ . . 2+ \{J+ ) + “P+ ) +
a Vl =a A1q++‘{’+Al 6q 6 Alaq +6 Alai
OpOp;r  Opk Opdpr  Opx Opr Op1 Opi
(al}ﬁ— aAA + oV a_A -1 _+ a Al laq + \P+a—AAi_1E)
Opx Opy dp; Opy Opi dp dp Opx
OA ON
+i(i - P — A2
Opi 9p (24)
2@ C8%a p- Oa~ p- 0a~
2 OV i - 0 OV O OV O
Bp Opdpr Opx opir Op Opk
oV~ oA oY~ oA O\ aq~ O\ . 0q”
+(N - z)( Neict e 90 O AN=icl o = O pN-im1 99 q +.{,__AN—1—1L)
dpx dpr dp1 Opx Opr opi opi Op
OA OA
+(N—i— 1N -i-2)Psi — —AN"24"
Opx Op;

6
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Figure 2: Dofs’ partition of a 2D UC

3. 2D WFEM

In this section, derivatives for eigenfrequencies, waveshapes and displacements computed using the inverse 2D
WFEM are derived. Using the proposed analytical formulas, it is possible to compute the gradient and hessian
matrix of objective functions considered in Section 5 at relatively low computational cost. They can then be used
in the algorithm described in Section 4 to optimize periodic structures in a unit cell modeling framework. Section
3 is organized as follows. First, subsection 3.1 recaps the theory and main steps of the indirect 2D WFEM while

subsection 3.2 focuses on the derivatives’ computation.

3.1. Band diagram and response to loads with Floquet-Bloch Symmetry

Similarly to the 1D case, the 2D WFEM applies Floquet-Bloch boundary conditions a posteriori on the discretized
model of the UC. The stiffness, mass and damping matrix of the UC are noted K, M and C respectively. The UC’s
displacement vector is referred to as U. The dofs of the UC are partitioned following its spatial structure as illustrated

in Figure 2, taken from [30]:
T

U=|lgi ¢ ¢35 494 9L qr 98 qr q (25)

The numbers of dofs in g1, ¢2, g3 and g4 are identical and noted n;. Likewise, the number of dofs in ¢; and g is noted
ny. For g and g7 np is used while n; is used for g;. The inverse form of the 2D WFEM proceeds by choosing two

wavenumbers (k,, k,) and enforcing the corresponding Floquet-Bloch boundary conditions on the UC:

Q@ = Aq1, q3 = 4q1, g4 = A Aq1, qr = AxqL, qr = 4,98 (26)
f+ L + A + fi =0
LT
fo+ E =0 27
Ax
Jr
+==0
/B 2
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In equations (26) and (27) A, and A, are the propagation constants in the x and y direction and are related to the

wavenumbers (k,, k,) in the periodic medium via the side lengths of the UC, L, and L, respectively:
Ay =e b, = enoh (28)

The Floquet-Bloch boundary conditions are enforced using two projection matrices Py and P (see [31]):

I, 0 0 0
A, 0 0 0
A0, 0 0 0
q1
AL, 0 0 0
qL
U= Pylke,k)U,=| 0 I, 0 0 (29)
qB
0 Ad, 0 0
qr
0 0 L, O
0 0 A, O
0 0 0 I
I 1, %1 ﬁ 0 0 0 0 ©
0 0 0 0 I, i1, 0 0 0
Prlky,ky) = oA (30)
0 0 0 0 0 0 Ly 3o, 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I,

By enforcing these relations a modified equation of the dynamics whose validity is restrained to loads and displace-

ments satisfying the Floquet-Bloch conditions associated to the wavenumber pair (k,, k) is derived:
|K (ke k) + iwC ks, ky) = 0 MKy, )| U, = Dikio k)U, = F, 31
For a generic matrix A € M,(C), the matrix A(k,, k) is derived from matrix A according to equation (32).
A(ky, ky) = Pp(ki, ky)APy(ky, ky); (32)

Equation (31) can be used to compute the response of an infinite periodic medium to a load with 2D Floquet-Bloch

symmetry (such as a plane wave) or to compute its band diagram when there is no load [32]:
| K (e k) + i, C ki, y) = ] My, k)|, = 0 (33)

In most cases, the eigenvalue problem (33) is solved with k. and k, as real numbers. This means Al = A, Ai = I
thus Pr = P}, which results in all matrices in (33) being hermitian. The eigenvalues come in pairs (w,, —w,) with
eigenvectors (‘¥,, ®,). Additionally, ?, is the left eigenvector for —w,, therefore only the right eigenvectors of (33)

need to be computed.
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3.2. Derivatives in the 2D WFEM Framework

As in the 1D case, some properties of the UC are parametrized in order to optimize for a specific behavior. The
vector of these m parameters is noted p = (py, ..., p,) € R™. It follows that the mass, stiffness and damping matrix,
respectively M(p), K(p) and C(p), are functions of the parameter vector p. It is also assumed that the first and second
order derivatives of the matrices with respect to p are available. Under these assumptions, the derivatives of all the
quantities defined in Subsection 3.1 can be computed. Starting with equation (31), the derivatives of the modified

dynamic stiffness matrix are:

O0D(ky, ky) aK ac o2 oM
—————— = Pr(ky, k iw Py(ky, ky 34
apk F( )( Wk Y5 k) ulky, ky) (34)
P D(ky, ky) PK *C *M
o Pk, k j w? Py(ky, k, 35
apkopr ke k) (apkapl i g okop ~“ apkdp ) vtk k) 4
Using equations (A.4) and (A.5) the derivatives of U, are derived:
ou, OD(ky, ky
L )M (36)
Op
8U, 0*D(k,, k; OD(ky, ky) OU,  OD(ky, ky) OU,
- D" (kx,k,,)( keky),, , DU ky) 9T, | M—) (37)
Opidpi oprop; dpr  Op; opr Opx

To efficiently compute the derivatives of U,, it is important that the LU decomposition of D(ky, k) is performed only
once and reused in all matrix-vector inversions. Finally, the derivatives of the waveshapes ¥, and eigenfrequencies

w, are derived using Appendix B with the parametric matrix:
D(km ky, (1), P) = K(k)m ky’ [7) + lwc(kxa ky’ p) - sz(an ky, [7) (38)

In order to increase readability, the dependency in p will be omitted. Moreover, the following matrix functions are

defined:

0Dy k) _ OKkiky) | 3CKeky) Mk k)
Opx opk " Opk " dpk
OD(ky, ky, w) .
e = iC(k k) ~ 20M (k. Ky)
dD(ky, ky, w) B OD(k,, ky, w) N 6_a)6D(kx, ky, w)
dpy - Opk Op Ow
PD(k, ky ) oM
ow? h o
P Dk k) _ ICheky) Mk k) (39)
dwdpy l e ¢ Opk
8*D(k,, ky, w) B 62K(kx,ky) N iw82C(kx,ky) W P M(k,, ky)
opdp;  Opkdp, dpkdp; dpkdp;
Dy ky,w) Dk ky, w)  dw IDkx ky,w)  dw OD(kr Ky, ) 82w OD(ky, Ky, )
dpidp;,  Opidp dp1 Owdpy dpr  Owdp opdpr  Ow
L 9o dw dw 0*D(ky, ky, w)
pi Op; ow?




The first order derivatives of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors are given in equations (40) and (41) according to the

formulas of Appendix B:

6 r aD k)ﬁk” r aD k,hk'a r
w G)ZM\E = ‘DZM‘E (40)
Opk w Opk
oY, dD(k,, k,, w,
ok _D+(kxak)”wr)(M"Pr) (41)
Opx dpy
Likewise, their second order derivatives are:
0w, ((DZ OD(ky, ky, w,) ‘Pr) _ rT (52D(kx, ky, w) . 6_w OD(ky, ky, w) N 6_a) OD(ky, ky, w))l}lr+
Opidpi ow Opidpi Op1 O0wdpy Opr  Owdp;
2
or (2 90 T Dk Ky w)) (42)
Opr Op ow?
o (dD(kx, ky, w) 0P, N dD(ky, ky, w) 6‘}’,)
' dpx opi dp Opi
2y, d?D(ky, ky, dD(ky, ky, WV, dD(ky, ky, Y, V. |0,
o, _ —D+(kx,ky,w,)( ko ky @)y, | DUk @) OF, | dDEeky ) )— (((3 g ))T (43)
OpiOpy dpidp; dpy dpi dpi apx op; | dpy

4. Second Order Optimization Algorithm

This Section describes the second order optimization strategy used in the examples of Section 5. The strategy
is developed to account for two characteristics of the Direct 1D WFEM. Firstly, obtaining accurate derivatives by
numerical differentiation is difficult due to the low numerical accuracy of the WFEM as compared to usual FEM
modeling [26]. Secondly, computing the response of a waveguide is relatively cheap because all computations are
done based on a single UC. It follows that semi-analytical gradients and Hessians of C? objective functions can be
computed at an acceptable cost. Making use of the available second order information, an algorithm that combines
both line search and trust region methods is designed. The ellipsoidal trust-region approach [23, 24] is based on a
transformation of the local Hessian matrix of the objective function and ensures that the algorithm quickly escapes
saddle points in regions of negative curvature while the line search method performs better in neighborhoods where the
optimized function is convex. Because of these exotic features the proposed algorithm was implemented inMatlab.
It is an instance of sequential quadratic programming (SQP) [22, Chapter 18] thus possesses all the convergence
properties of that class of algorithms. An objective function f and the vector of optimization variables p € R™ are

introduced. The variables may be subject to n, linear equality constraints:
Yie[l,n], E{p)=0 (44)

And n, convex inequality constraints:

vje[l,n], Ci(p)<0 45)

For a starting point py, the function’s value f(py), the gradient V f(po) and the Hessian V2 f(po) are computed. A

surrogate function f approximating f around py is introduced:

~ 1
f(p) = f(p) = f(po) + Vf(po) (p — po) + 3 (p = po)” V2 £(po) (p = po) (46)
10
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If the Hessian is positive definite, a line search method is used [22, Chapter 3]. First, the search direction v is

computed:
v = argmin{f(po +v), Ep) =0, C;(p) <0} 47

Equation (47) can be solved using the interior point method [22, Chapter 19] or analytically when there are no

constraints. Once the search v is computed, f is minimized in the corresponding direction:
ap = argmin{f(po + av),a € [0, 1]} (43)

Defining the next iteration:
P1 = pot+any (49)

When the Hessian is not positive definite, a trust region method [22, 23, 24, 33] is used. First, the matrix |V2 f (p0)|
is defined. This matrix is obtained by keeping the eigenvectors of V2 f(p,) and taking the absolute value of all its

eigenvalues. A supplementary constraint is then introduced:

T(p) = (p - po)" [V2f(po)| (p = po) = R§ < 0 (50)

The next iteration is defined as:

p1 = argmin{f(p). T(p) <0, Ei(p) =0, C;(p) <0} 1)

The trust regions radius R; is updated at each iteration to make sure that the surrogate function can be trusted. In
practice it is adjusted so that decreases or increases in the objective function are correctly predicted by the surrogate

model:

S = fpo) 1
") - fpo) 4

Guidelines and algorithms about how to update the trust region radius R; at each iteration can be found in [22, Chap-

YpeR", T(p)<0 (52)

ter 4]. Summarized, the optimization algorithm consists of the following steps:
1. Select an initial point p.
2. Compute f(po), V.f(po) and V* f(po)
3. Assume: f(p) ~ f(p) = f(po) + V.f(po) (p = po) + 3 (p = po)" V2f(po) (p = po)
4.a. If V2 f(po) > 0 use line search with Newton-like direction v:

- Find an approximate minimizer a,, of: {f(po + @v), @ € [0, 1]}
- Define p; = po + apv

4.b. Else, a trust region method is used to take the step:

- Define p; = argmin {f(p), T(p)<0, Ei(p)=0, Cj(p) < 0}
11



5. Iterate steps 2 to 4 until convergence.

A mixed criterion combining change in function value and 1% order optimality, is used to defined convergence. At

least one of the conditions of equation (53) needs to be fulfilled for convergence to be achieved:

IV£(polll < e
(53)

|pr = prril € &
In equation (53), V is the effective gradient that accounts for equality constraints and active inequality constraint. €;
is the first order optimality tolerance and e, is the step size tolerance. These two parameters should be set by the
user. Lastly, it should be noted that the proposed algorithm can still be used when the equality constraints E; are not
linear or the inequality constraints C; non-convex. In that case, step 4.b. should be used whether the matrix V2 £(po)

is positive or not as line search methods are not valid for this type of optimization problems.

5. Examples

In this Section, the algorithm of Section 4 is used in the WFEM Framework with derivatives computed according
to Section 2 and 3. Additionally, the complexity of the proposed examples is limited to avoid introducing reduced
order modeling considerations or shape optimization formalism. First, the proposed method is used in a FRF-based
parameter identification procedure. This serves as a proof of concept and a validation of the implementation. The
method is subsequently used to optimize the vibro-acoustic performance of two resonant metabeams. Finally, the

optimization of the transmission loss of a metapanel in the coincidence region is considered.

5.1. FRF based parameter identification

In this subsection the method is used in a parameter identification scheme to validate its implementation. A
0.5 meter long beam with a 1cm by 3cm rectangular cross-section and unknown material properties is considered.
Assuming a Poisson’s ratio of 0.3, the cross section of a beam with unitary density p and unitary Young’s modulus E
is modeled with 108 SOLID 185 elements in ANSYS APDL 17.0 to serve as the basis for a parametric model. The
corresponding UC is shown in Figure 3. The mass matrix M, and stiffness matrix K are used in a model for which
the density, the real part and the imaginary part of the Young’s modulus are the parameters as specified in equation
(54).

K(p) = (E- +iE)Ky
M(p) = pM(p)
(54)

E,
P=|E;

P
Clamped-Free boundary conditions are used and a unit force of 1N is applied at the free end of the beam. The direct

12



Figure 3: Unit cell for the cross-section of the beam (1cm by 3cm by 0.556mm)

forced response is computed on the 10Hz-1000Hz frequency range for material parameters values corresponding to

those of aluminum:

e Real part of the Young’s modulus E° = 69.10° Pa

Hysteretic damping 779 = 0.3%

e Imaginary part of the Young’s modulus: E? = E% =2,07.10°Pa
e Density p° = 2700kg.m™3

e Poisson’s ratio v = 0.3

The response, Xo(w), is used to build an error function f that evaluates the difference between the reference and a
response obtained using a material property vector p.
f(p) = (log(IXo(@))) = log(IX(w, p))))* dw (55)
w-
In equation (55) the logarithm ensures that the objective function is sensitive to the information available on the full
frequency range. Without this precaution, modal frequencies would dominate the error evaluation as these are where

most of the signal’s energy is located. The optimization process is started with material properties p = 13000kg.m™>,

13
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Figure 4: Comparison of the direct forced responses for the reference values and their initial estimates

E, =90.10°Pa and E; = 1,08.10° Pa. The first order optimality tolerance, €, is set to 1073 and the step size tolerance,
€, to 107°. Additionally, all material properties are constrained to be positive during the optimization process. The
difference between the reference forced response and that obtained with the initial guess of the material properties
is showcased in Figure 4 while Figure 5 shows the parameter values at each step of the optimization along with the
value of the objective function. Looking at the optimization path of the real part of the Young’s modulus, iterations
1 and 7 particularly stand out as the value of the real part of the Young’s modulus becomes very low. To investigate
this, the forced responses for iterations 1, 7, 9 and 11 are displayed in Figure 6. From iterations 1 to 10 the values
of the material properties are adjusted so that the average logarithmic values of the forced response match that of the
reference case. This explains the very high values for the imaginary part of the Young’s modulus and the low values
for its real part. Once the mean values approximately correspond, the estimated material properties evolve so that the
modal features of the parametric model start matching that of the reference as evidenced from the forced response
for iteration 11. Ultimately, the optimization algorithm converges to the reference values of the material properties
despite the initial guess being quite off. This constitutes a proof of concept for the method and a validation of its

implementation.

5.2. optimization of a resonant metabeam

In this subsection, the wave-based methodology is applied to the optimization of the mean square velocity of a Im
long aluminum beam with a square section of side length 1cm and Clamped-Free boundary conditions. The beam is

modeled using Euler-Bernoulli elements and is subjected to a 1N force applied on its free side. The resonant add-on is

14
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Figure 7: Schematic representation of the metabeam and its parameters

modeled by introducing an additional degree of freedom corresponding to the mass and linked to the corresponding out
of plane dof of the bare structure via a spring element. The optimization variables are the mass, stiffness and damping
parameters of the periodic resonant add-ons used to treat the host structure. The length of the UC is decided beforehand
and fixed to Scm, hence the beam contains 20 UCs. (The variables of the vector of parameters are subsequently

introduced:
e The added mass to the UC m (cannot be negative and shall not exceed 20% of the host structure’s).
e The stiffness of the spring k (cannot be negative).
e The hystertic damping loss facor of the spring n €[0, 0.1].

e The position of the resonator in the UC (should be between Smm and 4.5cm). The corresponding optimization

variable 3 is normalized to be in the [0 ,1] interval.

Thus the vector of parameters is given in equation (56) while Figure 7 provides a schematic representation of the beam

and its parameters:
T
p= [k n m ,8] (56)

The objective function takes the form:

W
f(p) = fj ﬁ;wz Xi(p, ) dw (57)
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Figure 8: Response of the bare structure (direct), starting point (direct and far field) and optimum (direct and

far field). The vertical dashed lines indicate the frequency band of optimization

Where X;(p,w) is the frequency forced response of the i section of the waveguide for a unitary load on the
free side and N is the number of UCs. From a geometric point of view, moving the resonator e.g. to the right can
be accomplished by lengthening the elements to its left and shortening the elements to its right by an equal amount.
Therefore, the computation of derivatives with respect to 8 involves the matrix derivatives of Euler-Bernoulli elements
with respect to their length. However, when evaluating models with different resonator positions, elements are not
lengthened resp. shortened as it would lead to high length ratios between elements when the resonator approaches
one of the UCs end. Instead, for a given resonator position, a mesh size is decided according to the shortest distance
between the resonator and the UCs ends and re-meshing occurs at each iteration. For the optimization, the 5 mode of
the bare structure around 712Hz is targeted as shown in Figure 8. The frequency band of optimization, 648Hz-919Hz,
is defined by the two anti-resonances surrounding the 5" mode in the direct forced response of the bare structure.
The second order optimization methodology described in Section 4 is applied for a random starting point py. The
first order optimality tolerance € and the step size tolerance e, are set respectively to 107 and 1075, In Figure 8,
the direct forced response for the bare structure, the starting point of the optimization, and the optimum are shown.
Additionally, the response at section 1 (near the clamped side) is presented for the starting point and the optimum so
that the stopband behavior can be evaluated in both cases. The value of the optimization variables at each iteration can
be observed in Figure 9 while Figure10(shows the evolution of the objective function. Unsurprisingly, maximizing
the added mass and loss factor results in optimal performances. However, having the tuned resonance frequency on

the targeted mode or at the center of the targeted frequency band does not. Similarly, the resonators position in the
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UC is not a neutral parameter. These observations cannot be predicted from simple dispersion analysis and highlight

the need to account for boundary conditions, finiteness and source location properties during the design phase.

5.3. optimization of a multi-resonant metabeam

Given the vibration attenuation obtained in subsection 5.2 the case of multi resonant systems is investigated to
see if it is possible to target several modes simultaneously without increasing the percentage of added mass. A 15
cm long UC with 3 resonators is considered. The resonator’s positions are fixed at 4.5cm of their respective Scm
long sub-UCs. The length of the beam is also extended to 1.5m as to be a multiple of the 15cm long triple UC
and Clamped-Free boundary conditions are used. The targeted frequency band, 188Hz-408Hz is defined by the anti-
resonances surrounding the 4th and 5th modes of the host structure. As in the previous case, the added mass of each
resonator is limited to 20% of that of the host structure in its sub UC. The damping loss factors are also limited to
10%. The vector of material properties is given in equation (58):

T

P=[k1 m my ky m o my ks nz om (58)

Likewise, the objective function is still that of equation (57):

W
f(p) = j: N;aﬂ Xi(p, ) dw

The starting point of the optimization is chosen randomly with the additional constraint that all three resonators have
identical material properties to see if this still holds for the optimum and during the optimization process. The values
of the convergence criteria are set to 107 for the first order optimality tolerance and 107 for the step size tolerance.
In Figure 11, the direct forced response for the bare structure, the starting point of the optimization, and the optimum
are shown. Additionally, the response at section 1 (near the clamped side) is presented for the starting point and the
optimum so that the stopband behavior can be evaluated in both cases. The values of the resonators’ attributes at each
iteration can be observed in Figure 12 along with that of the objective function. The optimum is not really surprising.
The added mass and damping loss factor of all resonators reached the maximal allowed values and the tuned resonance

frequencies are spread over the optimization zone in order to cover the maximum area.

5.4. Optimization of the diffuse field transmission loss of a resonant metapanel

In this subsection, the 2D WFEM framework is used in conjunction with the method developed by Christen et al.
[34] to evaluate and optimize the transmission loss through a metapanel. The general lines of the transmission loss
computation are discussed in subsection 5.4.1 in order to introduce the objective function. Then, the modeling of the

panel, its parameters and the optimization results are subsequently discussed in subsection 5.4.2.
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5.4.1. Transmission loss through a weakly periodic structure

Two semi-infinite acoustic domains separated by a periodic structure filling the space region —h < z < 0 are
considered. An incident acoustic field is present in the half space z < —h which, by fluid structure coupling, leads to
a structural response X, a reflected acoustic field and a transmitted acoustic field. The transmission loss is defined as
the ratio between the intensity of the incident field and that of the transmitted one. In 2016, Christen et al. introduced
a method based on the 2D WFEM to compute the transmission loss through homogeneous multi-layer panels [34].
The method can be extended to periodic structures assuming that the dimensions of the UC are smaller than all
acoustic wavelengths considered and that the structural response to a spatially harmonic load is approximately spatially
harmonic. That is, the UC must be subwavelength and the structure weakly periodic. First, the transmission loss
for an incident acoustic plane wave at circular frequency w, acoustic wavenumber ky and incidence angles (0, ¢) is

considered. Using the complex notation, the plane wave has the form:

P = Pie—ik;ze—ikvye—iklx
(59)
k; =kocos¢, ky, =kosinfsing, k; = kocosfsing

Its transmission loss, T(w, 8, ), can be computed by linking the structural displacement to the transmitted and reflected

acoustic pressures. Indeed, the continuity of the normal velocity should hold at the two fluid-structure interfaces:

0 vpP
o (60)
ot Pair

In equation (60) P is the pressure on the fluid domain, v is the particle velocity and p,;, is the density of the air. Taking

both the spatial and temporal Fourier transforms this equation can be written on both fluid-structure interfaces:

s 2
p, = p,— Par? x (61)
k-
ipairw2
p, = £ x, (62)
k.

with X_ the out of plane structural displacement at the incident side and X, the out of plane displacement at the

transmission side. The reflected and transmitted pressure fields take the form:

Pref — Preikzze—ikyye—ikxx

. A (63)
Ptra - Pte—zkae—zkyye—zkxx
Following the logic of Section 3.1, the complete structural response X can be evaluated by solving:
(Dlky, ky) + A* (ko) + A™(ko)) X = 2F; (64)

In equation (64), F; is the force vector associated to the incident pressure field while A*(k,) and A~ (k,) integrate the
parts of the reflected and transmitted pressure fields that scale linearly with the structural displacement. The factor 2
comes from the fact that the reflected pressure is derived from both the displacement and the incident pressure. Once
the structural displacement is known, the quadratic amplitude of transmitted pressure field can be evaluated:

2
airW 5
P = p—Nk XX, (65)
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Figure 13: Unit Cell of the host structure

With X, the structural displacement at the interface and N the dimension of X,. The transmission loss 7(w, 6, ¢) is

then defined as:

P,
T(w, 0, 9) = (66)
|P*
The diffuse transmission loss at the circular frequency w can then be obtained as:
_ 02" fog T(w, 6, ¢) sinfcos b db do
Ta(w) = r— (67)
b foz sinfcos 6 df d¢
while the global diffuse field transmission loss on the frequency range [w-, w,] is defined by:
2 5 (Ws .
T(w, 6, ) sinfcos 8 dj dp dw
T, w") = = b L- (68)

027r fog Lw: sinfcos 0 db d¢ dw

Finally, while the present section maintained the distinction between X, and X_ (in accordance to [34]) these vectors

are equal in subsection 5.4.2 because shell elements are used to model the metapanel.

5.4.2. Numerical modeling and results

The method described in subsection 5.4.1 is applied to a metapanel. The bare panel is 4 mm thick and mass spring
systems are added to it periodically. The UC is chosen to be 1cm by 1cm which guarantees that the subwavelength
condition is respected. The host structure’s UC is modeled in Ansys APDL 17.0 with elements SHELL181. Its mesh

is shown in Figure 13. The additional dof of the mass is connected to the central node of the UC and the parameters of

22



50 % L] LENNEL N T N g | L . TRy

—Bare Structure
= Optimum
—- Optimization Zone|

45

e o e o B e

5 ) L L i e a aal L L L i e aal i i i
10" 102 10° 104
Frequency (Hz)

Figure 14: Comparison of the performance of the host structure and the optimum

the model are the added mass, the stiffness of the spring and the hysteretic damping. The mass is constrained so that

it does not exceed 10% of the host structure’s mass while the damping is limited to 10%. The parameter vector is:

P=|n (69)

The aim of the optimization is to mitigate the decrease of transmission loss in the 1900-6000 Hz frequency range

caused by the structural-acoustic coincidence (see Figure 14) hence the objective function is:

2 L rw, .
) = b f02 fw_ T(w, 0, ¢, p)sinfcos O db dp dw

[ (70)
o fo fw_ sinfcos df d¢ dw

where 7(w, 6, ¢, p) is the transmission loss for an incident acoustic wave at circular frequency w and angles (6, ¢)
and parameter vector p. This function satisfies the conditions of Appendix A.2 (see equation (66)), therefore the
additional cost of computing its derivatives is low. The optimization is carried out starting from a random point in the
design space with stopping criteria values set to 107'® for the first order optimality tolerance and 10~ for the minimal
step size. A comparison between the TL of the bare structure and that of the optimal design is given in Figure 14.
Additionally, Figure 15 shows the optimization path of the resonators attributes as well as the value of the objective
function. As expected, maximizing the TL requires to maximize both the mass and damping of the resonator and
the optimal tuned frequency is close to that of the minimal TL for the bare structure. The optimum is reached in a
few iterations despite the starting point being far from the optimal values, proving the efficiency of the optimization
methodology.
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6. Conclusion

In this paper, first and second order derivatives were derived for the 1D and 2D WFEM via an intrusive methodol-
ogy. Additionally, a second order optimization algorithm belonging to the class of sequential quadratic programming
was proposed to exploit the derivatives to their fullest. This algorithm combines an ellipsoidal trust-region approach
with a line search method when appropriate. When it is not, the algorithm reduces to a trust region method. Com-
bined, both contributions form a framework for the optimization of 1D and 2D periodic structures. In the 1D case,
the size of the waveguide, the boundary conditions and eventual loads can all be taken into account during the op-
timization process. In the 2D case, only infinite structures are considered but the load’s characteristics can still be
accounted for. This is demonstrated in the numerical examples in which the proposed methodology is used to suc-
cessfully optimize the vibro-acoustic performances of metabeams under clamped-free boundary conditions and the
diffuse field transmission loss of a metapanel. The proposed methodology accounts for both strong and weak points
of the WFEM. Namely, the decoupling of the computation cost from the size of the waveguide and the lower accuracy
of the WFEM as compared to FEM modeling. It is versatile and can be used in a wide range of applications includ-
ing parameter identification, homogenization, model updating, design optimization and potentially damage detection.
Further technical developments will focus on the incorporation of model order reduction in the proposed framework
and its extension to other UCM techniques such as the shift cell operator method. The former could prove challenging
because rigorously, the sensibilities of projection matrices are required to ensure the accuracy of the gradient and
Hessian matrix of objective functions. Finally, applications with complex cases including 3D geometric parameters
will be considered.
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Appendix A. First and second order derivatives for solutions of linear equations

This section details the computation of first of second order derivatives for functions using solutions of linear
systems of equations. This is relevant to the developments in subsections 2.1, 3.1 and 5.4. A C? linear parametric
system is considered:

A(pU(p) = F (A.1)

In equation (A.1), p € R”" is the vector of parameters. Appendix A.l deals with the derivative of the vector function
U while Appendix A.2 describes an efficient way to compute the gradient and hessian of a scalar quadratic objective

function based on U

Appendix A.1. Vector Derivatives

The solution of equation (A.1) can be written:
U=A"'F (A.2)

Practically, solving equation (A.1) numerically involves the computation of a decomposition of the matrix A which
may depend on its properties (LU, LDL, Cholesky, QR, etc). This decomposition should be stored as inverting A

again will be needed to compute the derivatives of U. Indeed differentiating equation (A.1) yields:

0A oUu

—U+A— =0 A3

opi " opi (A-3)
Hence:

ou 0A

— - AU A4

opi dp; a4

The same can be done for the second order derivatives U.

2 2
PU __Al(aA 9A U 9A OU As)

= b——  ——
Bp,apj Bp,apj Bp, Bpj apj 6]71

Since A~! is used in equations (A.2), (A.4) and (A.5), keeping the matrix decomposition of A enables the computation

of the first of second order derivatives of U at a relatively low cost.
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Appendix A.2. Scalar Derivatives

For this case, the solution of equation (A.1) is used in a scalar objective function f(p) and the aim is to compute
the gradient and hessian of this function in a efficient manner. In light of the objective functions used in this article

we will focus on quadratic implicit vector functions corresponding to the system of equations (A.6).

A =
{ (»U(pp) =F (A.6)

f(p) =U"BU

In (A.6) the matrix B can be chosen hermitian without loss of generality hence this assumption will be made in the

following developments. First, the first order derivatives of f are introduced:

0 ou
_f =2R|U*B— (A7)
op; opi
Then, the derivatives of U can be replaced using equation (A.4):
0 . 0A 0A
of _ 2R (-U'BAT' —U|=2R|(-U'BA™H|—U (A.8)
dpi api opi
Equation (A.8) introduces the adjoint:
Adj=-U'BA™' = —(U'B)A™! (A.9)

It needs only to be computed once at the cost of one matrix-vector inversion. Then, all first order derivatives of f can
be computed at the cost of one matrix-vector multiplication and one vector-vector scalar product. This significantly

lowers the computation cost of f’s gradient. The second order derivatives of f are given by:

O*f ( U AU aU)
=2R|U'B +—B— (A.10)
dpidp dpidpj  dpi 9p;
Using equations (A.5) and (A.9) this can rewritten as:

i d*A 0A U 0A 90U\ 0U* aoU
/ =2‘R(Adj( +——+——)+ B—) (A.11)

dp:Op; Opidp; dp: dp; dp;0pi) Op: dp;
Unlike equation (A.10), equation (A.11) does not involve aﬁ,i%; = This means that the full hessian matrix of f can be

computed at the cost of only (n + 1) matrix inversions instead of @ + 1. However, since both equation (A.10)
and (A.11) require the first order derivatives of U it is not necessary to use equations (A.8) and (A.9) to compute f’s
gradient as equation (A.7) is equally fast under these conditions. That being said, using equation (A.8) never result in

a loss of computation time.

Appendix B. Derivatives of Simple Eigenvalues and Eigenvectors

This section is concerned with the first and second order derivatives of eigenvalues and eigenvectors. In order
increase readability, the following notations are introduced:
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U/U; : Right eigenvector.

V/V; : Left eigenvector.

A/4; : Eigenvalue, propagation constant.
e p € R™ vector of parameters.

pi The i component of p.

X* Moore-Penrose inverse of the matrix X.

Appendix B.1. Nonlinear Eigenvalue Problem

Let m be a positive integer superior or equal to 1. A nonlinear eigenvalue problem of order n is defined by the
following equation:
X:C—- M,C)
A X() (B.1)
Sol = {1 e C,det(X(2)) =0}

For each A in S ol left and right eigenvectors can be defined. They are non-trivial solutions of equation (B.2):
XU =0=VIxX) (B.2)

For a given A in S ol, the dimension of Ker(X(1)) is at least one. Herein, the assumption that Ker(X(4)) (the kernel of
X(A)) is always of dimension 1 is made. In this case, single left and right eigenvectors can be arbitrarily chosen as all

possible choices differ only by a scalar multiplication.

Appendix B.2. Parametric Eigenvalue Problem

This time the matrix X is considered to also be a function of a parameter vector p € R”. The eigenvalues A and
eigenvectors U and V become function of p. Assuming the matrix X is an analytic function of (4, p), derivatives of
eigenvalues and eigenvectors with respect to the parameters p; can be computed. In order to simplify expressions we

define:
dX 0X 040X

a_or, oo (B.3)
dpr  Opr  Opi 04

Appendix B.2.1. First Order Derivatives

An arbitrary eigenvalue A; and the corresponding left and right eigenvectors U; and V; are chosen. The relationship

(B.4) holds:

¥p € R", X(Ai(p), pUi(p) = 0 = V] (p)X((p), p) (B.4)
Differentiating with respect to p; we get:
dX oU;
—U;+X— =0 (B.5)
dpk Opk
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Since VI.TX = 0, premultiplying by Vl.T yields:

ax
VI—U;=0 (B.6)
dpi
This scalar equation can be developed using equation (B.3):
oA [ 70X 1.4
— (VI =Ui|=-(V]— B.7
i ( 01 ) ( Op ) ®-D

Equation (B.7) defines the first order derivatives of the eigenvalue 4;. Once this quantity is known, equation (B.3) can

be evaluated and the derivatives of the eigenvectors can be obtained:

aU; dX
i _x+"y, (B.8)
Opk dpy

Since the matrix X is singular, there would be infinitely many solutions to equation (B.8) if the Moore-Penrose inverse
was not used. This corresponds to a choice of normalized rectified eigenvectors satlsfylng ‘U = 0. This condition

can be enforced without making any particular hypothesis (see Appendix B.3).

Appendix B.2.2. Second Order Derivatives
It is assumed that the first order derivatives of eigenvalues and eigenvectors have been computed and stored in

memory. Differentiating equation (B.2) two times provides:

d*’x dX oU dX oU o*U
+——+t——+ = (B.9)
dpidp~ dpkdp; dpidpc  Opidp
Since VT X = 0, premultiplying by V7 yields:
d*X dX U  dX oU
1% (— ) (B.10)
dpedpr dpi Op; dpl Opx
The term d;f ap; can be developed leading to the expression for the second order derivatives of A:

2 X 2.6 2.4 2X 2.6 X X
d°A (VTa_U)z_VT[( 9 +8_/l 9 +6_/1_6 +a_/16_/16_2)(]+(d dU+d dU)] (B.11)
Opiopi 01 OpiOpx  Op; 0A0p; ~ Opy 0A0p;  Opy Op; 04 dpidp;  dp;dpy

Once that a;:l gp is known, the matrix -=—=— dp d ;
be obtained:

can be evaluated and the second order derivatives of the eigenvector can

2 2X X X
PU_ (X X0 XI0) g ((00)00)) 1)
Opi0Opi dprdpi dpy Op; ~ dpi Opx op110py
For explanations about formula (B.12) see Appendix B.3
Appendix B.3. Proofs
The aim of this subsection is to determines how equation of the form:
XA=B (B.13)

Should be solved in the context of eigenvector derivatives computations. Indeed, equations (B.5) and (B.9) can be
used to evaluate the derivatives of the eigenvector. However, because the matrix function is singular when A is an
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eigenvalue, an infinite number of solutions exists. This subsection shows that solving according to equation (B.14)

produces a coherent set of derivatives.

oU;
(U()‘ (p)) 0

32Ui(P)) _ % ((3Ui(P)
OprOp Opx

(B.14)

aUi(p) ))

(U i(p) )

In what follows, it is assumed that the derivatives are computed for p = 0 and that they are C? functions of the
eige