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We develop a one-dimensional model for the unsteady fluid–structure interaction (FSI) between a
soft-walled microchannel and viscous fluid flow within it. A beam equation, which accounts for both
transverse bending rigidity and nonlinear axial tension, is coupled to a one-dimensional fluid model
obtained from depth-averaging the two-dimensional incompressible Navier–Stokes equations across
the channel height. Specifically, the Navier–Stokes equations are scaled in the viscous lubrication
limit relevant to microfluidics. The resulting set of coupled nonlinear partial differential equations is
solved numerically through a segregated approach employing fully-implicit time stepping and second-
order finite-difference discretizations. Internal FSI iterations and under-relaxation are employed to
handle the stiff nonlinear algebraic problems within each time step. Then, we explore both the static
and dynamic FSI behavior of this example microchannel system by varying a reduced Reynolds
number Re, which necessarily changes the Strouhal number St, while we keep the geometry and a
modified dimensionless Young’s modulus Σ fixed. At steady state, an order-of-magnitude analysis
(balancing argument) shows that the axially-averaged pressure in the flow, 〈P 〉, exhibits two different
scaling regimes, while the maximum deformation of the top wall of the channel, Hmax, can fall into
four different regimes, depending on the magnitudes of Re and Σ. These regimes are physically
explained as resulting from the competition between the inertial and viscous forces in the fluid flow
as well as the bending resistance and tension in the elastic wall. Finally, the linear stability of
the steady inflated microchannel shape is assessed via a modal analysis, showing the existence of
many highly oscillatory but stable modes, which further highlights the computational challenge of
simulating unsteady FSIs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Microfluidics is the part of fluid mechanics that deals with flows at small scales, on the order of microns, wherein
the small dimensions, and the resulting confinement of the system, start to affect the flow physics [1]. Microfluidic
flows are characterized by small geometric scales (say, h0f transverse to the flow), which under normal flow conditions
(velocity scale U , kinematic viscosity ν and density %f ) correspond to a small Reynolds number, Re ≡ Uh0f/ν � 1.
In principle, aside from giving rise to attractive academic research problems, microdevices are important as they can
be used in micro total analysis systems (µTAS) designed to perform the tests and assays (currently performed with
macroscale laboratory tools) using smaller amount of working fluids at lower costs, more efficiently, and, eventually,
with higher accuracy [2–4]. Therefore, microfluidics is transforming many applications, including biomedical devices,
chemical processing, and thermal cooling, to name a few. For example, in the field of medical technology, microfludics
has enabled the development of a whole new field of science and technology known as lab-on-a-chip [5]. The latter
has, in the last decade, given rise to organ-on-a-chip technologies [6] with the advent of biocompatible materials for
microfluidic applications. Consequently, there is now significant interest in understanding unsteady fluid–structure
interactions (FSIs) between low Re flows and compliant (elastic) boundaries in these contexts [7]. Similarly, the
dynamics of lubricated elastic sheets [8, 9] have broad relevance to micro-electro-mechanical systems (MEMS) design
[10] and the study of complex mechanical instabilities [11]. Recently, by harnessing viscous FSIs, passive fuses have
been built [12], the efficiency of micropumps has been analyzed [13], and soft robotic actuators have been designed
[14–16].

Several methods of manufacturing microfluidic devices, such as soft lithography [17] and additive or subtractive
manufacturing (e.g., 3D printing) [18, 19] have emerged over the last few decades [1]. The availability of new polymer-
based materials and processes, such as ink jet printing [20], has made it possible to manufacture complex geometries
with relative ease, at low cost, and with high through-put [21]. For example, polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS) is a
silicon-based polymeric material that is often used in manufacturing of microdevices [22]. PDMS can be cured in
layers, which allows for manufacturing of complicated geometries via casting [23]. The rheological properties of PDMS
can be controlled by mixing different concentrations of the constituent polymeric substances [24], which allows for
control of the compliance of soft microchannels [25].
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Microfluidic devices handle very small volumes of fluids, in the range of nano to microliters [26]. Various inventive
techniques such as imposing an electric field, acoustic streaming, capillary forces, and fluid–structure interactions
are required to transport fluids at the microscale [27]. However, when a fluid is pumped through a microfluidic
channel, the viscous stresses at such small geometric scales result in significant pressure drops, even for very low flow
rates [28]. Consequently, when this pressure drop acts against a compliant wall, it causes appreciable deformation
of the microchannel [29–32]. This deformation in turn affects the flow profile and the pressure drop, which again
changes the deformation of the wall, and this cycle continues thus forming the feed-back loop of FSI [33]. At
vanishing Re, microchannels deform to a well-defined steady state. At finite Re, however, the coupled problem can
destabilize, leading to high-frequency vibrations of the soft wall and subsequent laminar-to-turbulent transition of the
flow [25, 34, 35]. Likewise, in physiological contexts, a weakened portion of a blood vessel (e.g., an artery, see also
[36]) is known to exhibit lateral wall vibrations [37], which can lead to deadly aortic dissections [38].

The widespread use of soft polymeric materials in microfluidics makes the task of understanding the transient
response of a compliant channel wall due to the fluid flow underneath (and its subsequent effect on the flow itself)
accessible experimentally. In fact, this inherent softness has been recently exploited to create mechanically active
heart-on-a-chip devices being capable of mimicking physiological FSI [39]. At the same time, if most lab-on-a-chip
devices are fabricated from PDMS, it is important to understand the fundamental physics of unsteady FSIs in order
to be able to effectively design microfluidic systems, though few studies have done so. For example, Dendukuri
et al. [40] studied the unsteady FSI problem that might arise during stop-flow lithography. Specifically, they were
interested in the dependence of the characteristic response time Tr, due to sudden initiation or stoppage of flow, of a
soft microchannel wall on the various system parameters, following the scaling arguments from [30]. This approach is
essentially two-dimensional (2D) and does not consider the deformation in the cross-section. Others have incorporated
electro-osmotic flow [41] and finite-size ionic effects [42] into this problem. More recently, Mart́ınez-Calvo et al. [43]
re-analyzed the start-up problem for flow in a soft microchannel by considering the unsteady version of the three-
dimensional (3D) coupled problem posed in [32]. Specifically, they obtained a reduced model showing that the
approach to the steady state is controlled by the ratio of the viscous flow time scale to the elastic inertial time scale.
It was further shown that the scaling of Tr with the various system parameters is significantly different under 3D thin
(plate-like) elastic models as in [32, 43] compared to 2D thick elastic structures as in [30, 40–42].

In parallel, the effect of instabilities in such coupled flow–compliant wall problems has been studied extensively in
the high-Reynolds-number regime [44–46]. Reduced-order formulations (2D, or even 1D) of FSI in such systems
have made stability analysis tractable from the point of view of theory (asymptotics). A membrane-like top wall
(again, assuming the solid and fluid layer aspect ratios are small) has been one popular solid model. For example, it
was found that flutter instabilities can arise and be superimposed on the tension-induced low-frequency instabilities
if the wall inertia is not negligible [47]. A rich phenomenology of FSI instabilities has been constructed by also
including bending, pre-tension and stretching, in solid mechanics problem [48]. It has been shown that the boundary
conditions (either pressure drop or fixed upstream flux) also have a profound effect on the onset of instabilities [49].
However, these questions, coupling mechanics and stability analyses have not been carried out in the low-Reynolds-
number regime, leaving the latter class of FSIs relatively underdeveloped [50]. Thus, we are motivated to formulate
reduced-order (specifically, 1D) models of FSI in low-Reynolds-number flows. Importantly, this line of research might
pave the way for new microfluidics applications. For example, previous work has shown that wall-mode instabilities
in the coupled problem can lead to efficient mixing in microchannels [25, 34, 35]. This effect can have significant
implications for microfluidic technologies, as previously only diffusion and certain features of periodic laminar flows
(“chaotic mixing” [51]) were thought to achieve mixing in viscous flows at the microscale [27, 52]. Specifically, it is
worth mentioning that this instability-driven mixing takes place at Reynolds numbers that are orders of magnitude
smaller than the Reynolds number for transitional/turbulent flow in an equivalent rigid geometry [25, 35]. This
striking effect generates further interest in unsteady low-Reynolds-number FSIs in soft-walled microchannels, which
is the subject of the present work.

Specifically, this paper is organized as follows. First, we develop a one-dimensional (1D) model of fluid–structure
interactions (FSIs) at finite Reynolds number in flexible, soft-walled microchannels (Sect. II), which can then be made
computationally tractable (Appendix A) [53]. Next, we analyze the static (Sect. III) and the dynamic (Sect. IV)
response of this model system. Of interest is the fact that microchannel walls (unlike collapsible tubes) have significant
bending rigidity, thus steady-state channel deformation profiles are not flat. Importantly, despite significant dynamic
complexity in the transient response of the microchannel, ultimately stable steady states are achieved. To justify this
observation from, a linear stability analysis of the nonlinear deformed shape is presented in Sect. V. Conclusions and
avenues for future work are discussed in Sect. VI.
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FIG. 1. Schematic of the geometry of the exemplar two-dimensional soft-walled microchannel.

II. DERIVATION OF THE 1D LUBRICATION MODEL

Consider a topologically rectangular fluid channel whose top wall is made from a soft, compliant solid. The length
of the channel (in the flow-wise direction) is `, while h0f and h0s denote the undeformed heights (in the direction
perpendicular to the flow) of the fluid channel and solid wall, respectively. The positive x-direction is taken as
the flow-wise direction, i.e., the fluid flows from left to right in Fig. 1. Meanwhile, the solid wall can deform in
the perpendicular y-direction. The solid displacement is assumed to vary only with x, while the fluid flow is two-
dimensional (2D) having both x and y velocity components each of which might depend on both x and y. In the
lubrication approach described below, the fluid model will be averaged in y to yield a one-dimensional (1D) model.
Thus, at the end of the derivation, x and t will be the independent variables.

A. Solid mechanics: Governing equations

To take into account the mass (inertia), bending and stretching of the channel’s top wall, we use a nonlinear
tension model derived on the basis of von Kármán strains [54]. The equilibrium equations for a beam, along with the
constitutive equations, which relate stress resultants to strains, are simplified by making the assumptions of no axial
load, negligible axial displacement, uniform cross section and constant solid properties. Considering a 2D problem,
i.e., a beam with unit width (out of the page in Fig. 1), the following governing equation for the solid’s vertical
displacement uy = uy(x, t) takes can be derived:

%̂s
∂2uy
∂t2

+
∂2

∂x2

(
EÎ

∂2uy
∂x2

)
− 3

2
EÂ

(
∂uy
∂x

)2
∂2uy
∂x2

= L̂[uy(x, t), x, t], (1)

Here, Â = h0s denotes the cross sectional area of the beam (per unit length), %̂s is mass per unit area of the solid, E is

the Young’s modulus, and Î = h30s/12 is the second moment of area per unit width. Henceforth, hats over quantities

denote they are the 2D versions (e.g., per unit width) of the otherwise 3D quantities. The product EÎ is termed the
bending rigidity of the beam. The load (per unit width) acting on the beam in positive y-direction (i.e., from the fluid

side) is denoted by the functional L̂, which depends on the hydrodynamics under the wall through its flow-induced
deformation.

Previous studies of FSI in 3D microchannels [12, 32] have shown that deformation is bending rather than stretching
dominated. In the present 1D context, however, we expect large deformations, thus, stretching of the beam due to the
rotations of the transverse normals is not negligible. To this end, Eq. (1) relaxes the infinitesimal strain constraint
on the “classical” Euler–Bernoulli beam that has been used in previous works [9, 55], and thus, leads to non-uniform
axial tension in our model, which allows it to handle large displacements. Finally, in this microfluidics context, the
weight of the solid is assumed insignificant and gravitational forces are neglected.

The load on the solid is the result of the forces exerted by the fluid and constitutes one part of the FSI coupling.
In a more general (e.g., 3D model), a full traction boundary condition is required at the fluid–solid interface. Since
we are developing a 1D model, we assume that the hydrodynamic pressure p is the only force contributing to the load
on the beam. (The reason for neglecting shear stresses at the fluid–solid interface is made clear in Sect. II B after

making the problem dimensionless.) Then, the load per unit width is L̂ = p.
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Next, Eq. (1) can be made dimensionless by choosing the following dimensionless variables:

X = x/`, T = t
/√

%̂s`4/EÎ, P = p/p0, UY = uy/u
′
y, (2)

where p0 and u′y are “dummy” scales for the pressure and displacement that will be determined self-consistently as a

part of the analysis. Substituting the dimensionless variables from Eq. (2) into Eq. (1) and using L̂ = p results in

∂2UY
∂T 2

+
∂4UY
∂X4

− 3

2

h0s(u
′
y)2

Î

(
∂UY
∂X

)2
∂2UY
∂X2

=
p0`

4

EÎu′y
P. (3)

In order to couple the fluid and solid mechanics, the right-hand side of Eq. (3) must be O(1), which allows us to
determine the characteristic vertical displacement scale self-consistently as

u′y =
p0`

4

EÎ
=

12p0`
4

Eh30s
. (4)

Substituting Eq. (4) into Eq. (3), we arrive at the dimensionless governing equation for the solid mechanics problem:

∂2UY
∂T 2

+
∂4UY
∂X4

− α
(
∂UY
∂X

)2
∂2UY
∂X2

= P, (5)

where α is a dimensionless tension given by

α =
3

2

h0s(u
′
y)2

Î
=

3

2

h0sp
2
0`

8

E2Î3
= 2592

(p0
E

)2( `

h0s

)8

. (6)

Note that the ultimate definition of the characteristic displacement scale u′y will depend on the choice of fluid model
and how it is nondimensionalized, through the form of p0 to be substituted into Eq. (4).

The top wall is assumed to be clamped at both ends (the entry and exit planes of the microchannel). Hence, the
relevant boundary conditions for Eq. (5) are

UY |X=0 =
∂UY
∂X

∣∣∣∣
X=0

= 0, UY |X=1 =
∂UY
∂X

∣∣∣∣
X=1

= 0. (7)

To ensure two-way coupling, we must also take into consideration the changing fluid domain. The deformed channel
height is thus scaled by the undeformed channel height, and using the definition of u′y from Eq. (4), we obtain

H =
h

h0f
=
h0f + uy
h0f

= 1 +
uy
h0f

= 1 +
u′y
h0f

UY = 1 +

(
p0`

4

EÎ h0f

)
UY . (8)

B. Fluid mechanics: Governing equations

To derive the fluid model, we start with the 2D incompressible continuity and Navier–Stokes equations [28]:

∂vx
∂x

+
∂vy
∂y

= 0, (9a)

∂vx
∂t

+ vx
∂vx
∂x

+ vy
∂vx
∂y

= − 1

%f

∂p

∂x
+ ν

(
∂2vx
∂x2

+
∂2vx
∂y2

)
, (9b)

∂vy
∂t

+ vx
∂vy
∂x

+ vy
∂vy
∂y

= − 1

%f

∂p

∂y
+ ν

(
∂2vy
∂x2

+
∂2vy
∂y2

)
, (9c)

where %f is the fluid’s density, and ν is its kinematic viscosity. The planar velocity field is denoted v = (vx, vy), where
both vx and vy can depend on x, y and t. Next, we introduce the following dimensionless variables:

X = x/`, Y = y/h0f , T = t
/√

%̂s`4/EÎ, VX = vx
/

(q̂0/h0f ), VY = vy
/

(εq̂0/h0f ), P = p/p0,

(10)
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where ε ≡ h0f/` is the aspect ratio of the fluid region, and q̂0 is the inlet area flow rate. The scales chosen for x, t and
p are consistent with the ones used for the solid model. Specifically, we must use the same time scale for both the fluid
and solid model to ensure a two-way coupled FSI system. The scales chosen for the fluid velocity are necessary to
maintain the leading-order balance in the continuity equation. Substituting the dimensionless variables from Eq. (10)
into Eqs. (9) results in

∂VX
∂X

+
∂VY
∂Y

= 0, (11a)

h20f

ν

√
%̂s`4/EÎ︸ ︷︷ ︸

=εRe∗St

∂VX
∂T

+
q̂0h0f
ν`︸ ︷︷ ︸

=εRe∗

VX
∂VX
∂X

+
εq̂0
ν︸︷︷︸

=εRe∗

VY
∂VX
∂Y

= −
p0h

3
0f

%fνq̂0`︸ ︷︷ ︸
=O(1)

∂P

∂X
+

(
h20f
`2︸︷︷︸
=ε2

∂2VX
∂X2

+
∂2VX
∂Y 2

)
, (11b)

εh20f

ν

√
%̂s`4/EÎ︸ ︷︷ ︸

=ε2Re∗St

∂VY
∂T

+
εq̂0h0f
ν`︸ ︷︷ ︸

=ε2Re∗

VX
∂VY
∂X

+
ε2q̂0
ν︸︷︷︸

=ε2Re∗

VY
∂VY
∂Y

= −
p0h

2
0f

%fνq̂0︸ ︷︷ ︸
=O(ε−1)

∂P

∂Y
+

(
εh20f
`2︸ ︷︷ ︸
=ε3

∂2VY
∂X2

+ ε
∂2VY
∂Y 2

)
. (11c)

Now, two key dimensionless groups arise from inspection. First is Re ≡ εRe∗, which is introduced as the “reduced”
Reynolds number, with the regular Reynolds number, Re∗ ≡ q̂0/ν defined based on the inlet flow rate. Second is the

Strouhal number St ≡ ε
√
EÎ/%̂sq̂20 , which multiplies the unsteady terms of Eqs. (11b) and (11c). While the Reynolds

number quantifies the balance between inertial and viscous forces, the Strouhal number (see, e.g., [28, p. 351]) is the

ratio of a characteristic fluid time scale (τf ∼ `h0f/q̂0) to a characteristic solid time scale (τs ∼
√
%̂s`4/EÎ). To make

the pressure gradient in Eq. (11b) a O(1) term, we must set

p0 =
%fνq̂0`

h30f
. (12)

Thus, our approach for the nondimensionalization of Eqs. (9) is similar to the one outlined by Stewart et al. [56],
however, we have used a low-Reynolds formulation [viscous pressure scale, i.e., Eq. (12)] while Stewart et al. [56] used
a high-Reynolds number nondimensionalization (inertial pressure scale).

Next, as it is typical of microchannels, we assume a long and shallow geometry: h0f � w � ` (see, e.g., the
discussion in [30, 32]). In other words, ε ≡ h0f/` � 1. Thus, all higher powers of ε can be dropped in the
dimensionless Navier–Stokes equations. Nevertheless, we do not need to assume that Re∗ is small. Therefore, terms
of order Re = εRe∗ are allowed to be O(1), as in standard lubrication theory [21, 28]. Consequently, our dimensionless
governing equations [i.e., Eqs. (11)] for the fluid become

∂VX
∂X

+
∂VY
∂Y

= 0, (13a)

ReSt
∂VX
∂T

+ReVX
∂VX
∂X

+ReVY
∂VX
∂Y

= − ∂P
∂X

+
∂2VX
∂Y 2

, (13b)

∂P

∂Y
= 0. (13c)

Finally, note that in our 2D Newtonian fluid model, the only non-trivial component of the shear stress is τxy [28],
which can be made dimensionless to yield a scale for the shear stress: τ0 = µq̂0/h

2
0f = εp0. Therefore, we draw the

usual conclusion that shear forces from the fluid onto the solid can be neglected in comparison to the pressure load.

C. Coupled fluid–solid model

The no-slip boundary condition is enforced on both the top and bottom walls of the microchannel. In addition, a
no penetration boundary condition is imposed at the bottom wall. Since the top wall moves, a kinematic boundary
condition is required there [28], which takes the form

St
∂H

∂T
= VY |Y=H . (14)
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Equation (14) ensures that the vertical velocity of the fluid in contact with the moving wall is equal to the vertical
velocity of the wall. The horizontal motion of the elastic wall is negligible within the beam model from Sect. II A.

Since our goal is to obtain a 1D model, the continuity Eq. (13a) and the x-momentum Eq. (13b) are integrated
over the channel height. For the continuity equation, we immediately obtain

∂Q

∂X
+ St

∂H

∂T
= 0, (15)

after defining the dimensionless area flow rate, Q =
∫H
0
VX dY , and using Eq. (14) to obtain the value of VY at

Y = H. Next, the non-convective terms in the x-momentum equation are re-cast in conservative form and integrated
over Y to obtain

ReSt
∂Q

∂T
+Re

∂

∂X

∫ H

0

V 2
X dY = −H ∂P

∂X
+
∂VX
∂Y

∣∣∣∣Y=H

Y=0

, (16)

having assumed that VX is a continuous function (so that we can switch the order of operation between derivative
and integral), applying the no slip boundary condition, and using the reduced y-momentum Eq. (13c) to deduce that
P = P (X;T ) (so that ∂P/∂X can be treated as constant in the integration over Y ).

The final step in the process of averaging over Y is to invoke the von Kármán–Polhausen approximation [28, p. 541].
That is, we assume a parabolic velocity profile at each cross section in the flow [56], specifically the 2D Poiseuille
profile with horizontal component vx = 6qy(h− y)/h3 (in dimensional variables), where h = h0f + uy is the height of
deformed microchannel, as above. After nondimensionalization, we have VX = 6QY (H − Y )/H3 [the corresponding
VY can be found via Eq. (13a)], and this expression can be used to evaluate the integral on the left-hand side and the
last term on the right-hand side of Eq. (16) to yield

ReSt
∂Q

∂T
+Re

6

5

∂

∂X

(
Q2

H

)
= −H ∂P

∂X
− 12Q

H2
. (17)

Thus, Eqs. (15) and (17) are the final dimensionless governing equations of the fluid mechanics problem.
As mentioned above, to ensure two-way fluid–solid coupling, one final equation is required to close the problem. To

this end, substituting the pressure scale from Eq. (12) into the dimensionless deformed channel height in Eq. (8), we
obtain

H = 1 +

(
%fνq̂0`

5

EÎh40f

)
UY = 1 + βUY , (18)

where β can be termed the FSI parameter because it combines all the fluid, solid and geometrical properties of the
given setup. Specifically, we have defined

β ≡ %fνq̂0`
5

EÎh40f
=

q̂0/ν

EÎ/(%fν2h0f )

`5

h50f
=
Re∗

Σ∗
`5

h50f
=

Re

ε6Σ∗
=
Re

Σ
. (19)

Note that, in Eq. (19), we were able to re-write the FSI parameter β in terms of the reduced Reynolds number
Re ≡ εq̂0/ν (representing the fluid’s contribution), the reduced dimensionless bending rigidity Σ ≡ ε6Σ∗, where

Σ∗ ≡ EÎ/(%fν
2h0f ) (representing the solid’s contribution) [57]. Equation (18) achieves the second part of the two-

way FSI coupling by transferring solid displacements into the change of shape of the microchannel.

D. Summary of the 1D model

Equations (5), (15), (17) and (18) all-together form the coupled system of governing equations for our 1D viscous
FSI problem. Additionally, initial and boundary conditions are required to fully specify the problem.

The initial conditions are those of uniform flow under an undeformed wall:

Q|T=0 = 1, UY |T=0 = 0 ⇔ H|T=0 = 1. (20)

An initial inlet flow rate must be imposed, which is used to define the characteristic scales. Therefore, consistent with
the von Kármán–Polhausen approximation, the flow rate everywhere in the channel (0 ≤ X ≤ 1) is initially (at time
T = 0) set equal to the dimensionless inlet flow rate, leading to the first condition in Eq. (20). No initial conditions
can be imposed on the pressure, as usual.
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Variable Name Experimental value SI Unit
` channel’s length 5.0× 10−3 m
h0s solid’s thickness 5.0× 10−5 m
E solid’s Young’s modulus 4.8× 108 Pa
%̂s solid’s mass per unit area 5.0× 10−2 kg/m2

ν fluid’s kinematic viscosity 1.0× 10−6 m2/s
%f fluid’s density 1.0× 103 kg/m3

q̂0 inlet area flow rate 1.0× 10−4 m2/s
h0f channel height 5.0× 10−5 m
ε channel’s aspect ratio 1.0× 10−2 –
Re Reynolds number 1.0 –
St Strouhal number 1.0 –
Σ dimensionless Young’s modulus 1.0× 10−4 –
β fluid–structure interaction parameter 1.0× 104 –
α dimensionless beam tension 1.8× 109 –

TABLE I. Typical values of the model’s dimensional and dimensionless [see Eq. (22) for definitions] parameters used in our
example simulations below.

The boundary conditions on the solid mechanics problem are those of clamping at X = 0 and X = 1 as given
in Eq. (7). The boundary conditions on the fluid mechanics problem are the imposed inlet flow rate and the outlet
pressure set to gauge:

Q|X=0 = 1, P |X=1 = 0. (21)

The key dimensionless groups of the 1D model are

ε =
h0f
`
, Re =

εq̂0
ν
, St = ε

√
EÎ

%̂sq̂20
, Σ =

ε6EÎ

%fν2h0f
, β =

Re

Σ
, α = 18β2

(
h0f
h0s

)2

. (22)

The last expression for α is derived from Eq. (6) by substituting Eq. (12) into it.
Table I lists the typical values of dimensional system parameters and the corresponding dimensionless numbers

of the FSI model. The geometrical parameters of the microchannel are chosen so that the assumption h0f � ` is
satisfied. The thickness of the top wall, h0s, is simply taken the same as the fluid domain’s thickness, h0f ; i.e., we
are not restricted to the limit of either a thin (h0s � h0f ) or thick (h0s � h0f ) structure. As for the mechanical
properties, we are interested in microchannels fabricated from polymeric (soft) materials, whose density is usually
comparable to that of water, and the magnitude of their Young’s modulus ranges from several MPa to several GPa
[58]. Water is chosen as the working fluid because its small viscosity allows a relatively large range of Reynolds
numbers, compared with fluids of higher viscosity (such as glycerol used in [12]).

For these example values of the dimensional parameters, we have Re = 1 and St = 1. We also observe that the
value of α is large compared to the other dimensionless parameters. This observation raises the possibility that terms
other than the tension in Eq. (5) are negligible. However, neglecting terms in comparison to the tension term in
Eq. (5) results in an oversimplified ODE, which admits only the trivial solution UY = 0. This oversimplified (α→∞)
ODE is also decoupled from the pressure, thus it will not allow for any nontrivial deformation. On the other hand,
it can be shown that combining Eq. (5) and Eq. (18) results in a PDE [see, e.g., Eq. (24)] in which the coefficient
multiplying the tension term is α/β2 ≡ 18(h0f/h0s)

2 = O(1), while the coefficient multiplying P is β, instead of unity.
All terms in this latter PDE are now the same order of magnitude. Hence, the fluid pressure has a substantial effect,
even for α� 1, and all the terms in Eq. (5) must be retained (even if not multiplied by α).

III. SHAPE OF THE INFLATED MICROCHANNEL

In this section, we discuss the microchannel’s steady-state characteristics. To this end, we set St = 0 (i.e., the
characteristic fluid time scale is much shorter than the characteristic solid time scale, precluding any unsteady FSI
response). First, we compute the steady-state shape of the microchannel (Sect. III A), and discuss the forces required
to achieve a particular static response of the system. Second, we determine how the maximum dimensionless channel
deformation, Hmax, and the axially-average hydrodynamic pressure, 〈P 〉, scale with key dimensionless groups, such
as the reduced Reynolds number Re and the reduced dimensionless bending rigidity Σ (Sect. III B).
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A. Steady-state shape of the top wall of the inflated microchannel

In the limit of St → 0, Eq. (15) simply states that Q is independent of X: ∂Q/∂X = 0. The flow rate is, thus,
simply given by the boundary condition imposed: Q(X,T ) ≡ 1 ∀X ∈ [0, 1], T ≥ 0. Subsequently, Eq. (5) can be
reconstituted as a PDE for H using Eq. (18). After taking an X derivative of the resulting PDE and dropping the
remaining unsteady terms, we obtain a fifth-order PDE:

∂5H

∂X5
− α

β2

∂

∂X

[(
∂H

∂X

)2
∂2H

∂X2

]
= β

∂P

∂X
. (23)

Observe that, due to pressure loading of the soft wall, H ≡ 1 is not a steady state, unless β = 0. This feature of the
microchannel problems makes it distinct from the collapse vessel problems studied in the literature [49, 56, 59]. Next,
Eq. (17) can be used to solve for ∂P/∂X, the expression for which can then be substituted into Eq. (23):

∂5H

∂X5
− α

β2

∂

∂X

[(
∂H

∂X

)2
∂2H

∂X2

]
= β

(
Re

6

5

1

H3

∂H

∂X
− 12

H3

)
. (24)

This final fifth-order nonlinear PDE (24) for H can be compared to Stewart et al. [56, Eq. (2.12a)], which was
derived in the high-Re context. In the model in [56], stretching is the dominant solid mechanics response and bending
is neglected by assuming small deformations. Thus, [56, Eq. (2.12a)] differs from Eq. (24) in two principal ways: (i)
Re only modifies the fluid inertia term in Eq. (24), while it modifies both the fluid inertia and the nonlinear stretching
terms in [56, Eq. (2.12a)]; (ii) the higher-order bending term on the left-hand side of Eq. (24) is not present in [56,
Eq. (2.12a)] and, likewise, the nonlinear stretching term on the left-hand side of Eq. (24) is to be contrasted with the
linearized tension term in [56, Eq. (2.12a)]. Consequently, we expect that the steady states governed by Eq. (24), and
their linear stability, to differ significantly from those studied in the literature, paving the way to potentially rich new
dynamic behaviors in the present viscous FSI model.

To compute the steady state channel shape, denoted H0(X), we re-interpret Eq. (24) as a two-point boundary-value
problem that can be solve numerically using SciPy’s solve bvp [60]. Specifically, Eq. (24) is subject to

H0(X = 0) = 1,
∂H0

∂X

∣∣∣∣
X=0

= 0, H0(X = 1) = 1,
∂H0

∂X

∣∣∣∣
X=1

= 0,
∂4H0

∂X4

∣∣∣∣
X=1

= 0, (25)

where the first four boundary conditions are simply the clamped conditions [see Eq. (7)], while the last one is the
outlet pressure condition [see Eq. (21)] rewritten in terms of the steady-state channel height via Eq. (5).

Next, we show example plots of the steady-state shape, H0(X), and the corresponding pressure distribution, P0(X),
along the microchannel. For these examples, we take Σ = 9× 10−4, fix the height ratio at h0f/h0s = 1, and vary Re.
Both α 6= 0 and α = 0 are considered. The dimensionless parameters used for these computations are not the same
as Table I but are modified in order to make the deflections (with and without tension) within a similar range, which
makes the plots easier to interpret.

First, in Fig. 2, we consider Re = 0.5. Whether tension is included or not, P0 is a nonlinear function of X due to
FSI, as can be seen in panel (b). However, note that for α 6= 0, the microchannel displays much smaller deformation
for a larger pressure drop, P0(0) − P0(1). The reason for this observation is that tension in the beam restricts the
deflection of the top wall, resulting in larger flow velocity at fixed flow rate (Q = 1) and, thus, causes larger pressure
losses due to viscosity. Furthermore, P0 is a decreasing function of X, because the inertial effects of the flow are
negligible in this case (Re is small), thus viscous effects dominate and dP0/dX ∼ −12/H0(X)3 < 0, consistent with
lubrication theory.

With the increase of Re, it is expected that inertial effects in the flow become prominent. While the top wall of
the microchannel will still bulge under the pressure load from the flow, the pressure gradient does not have to remain
negative, and P0 will not necessarily be a decreasing function of X, as shown in Fig. 3(b) in contrast to Fig. 2(b).
This observation can be justified by recognizing that dP0/dX is the consequence of the competition between the
convective effects and viscous effects in the flow [see the right-hand side of Eq. (24)]. Since the top wall is clamped at
both ends, its bulging leads to its slope, dH0/dX, increasing near the inlet (X = 0) and decreasing near the outlet
(X = 1). If inertia is dominant in the flow, a positive pressure gradient can be expected, for Re large enough. As
shown in Fig. 3, this positive pressure gradient is observed upstream. Note that we have chosen a smaller Re value
for the pure bending case (compared to the case with tension), in order to ensure that the deformation is within a
reasonable range. Since Re is much larger in the case of α 6= 0, it is not surprising that the positive pressure gradient
is much more prominent. Interestingly, the pressure profiles are almost flat in the middle part of the channel, with or
without tension, indicating a negligible pressure gradient in this region. Also observe that the deformations in both
cases are large. Since the flow rate is fixed, the fluid’s velocity has to decrease rapidly along the flow-wise direction in
the expanding section of the deformed microchannel, and the positive pressure gradient will help decelerate the flow.
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Typical steady-state shapes and pressure distributions inside the soft-walled microchannel. (a) Steady-
state deflection, H0, as a function of the flow-wise position X. (b) Steady-state pressure distribution, P0, as a function of the
flow-wise position X. The solid curves represent the results with nonlinear tension included (α = 5.56× 106), while the dashed
curves represent results without tension (α = 0, i.e., pure bending). The remaining dimensionless parameters are Re = 0.5,
Σ = 9× 10−4 and β = 5.56× 102.
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FIG. 3. (Color online) More “exotic” steady-state shapes, (a) H0(X), and pressure distributions, (b) P0(X), inside the soft-
walled microchannel. The solid curves represent the results with nonlinear tension included (α = 2.22 × 109), with Re = 10
and Σ = 9 × 10−4, while the dashed curves represent results without tension (α = 0, i.e., pure bending) with Re = 1.8 and
Σ = 9× 10−4.

B. Deformation and pressure scalings at steady state

In this subsection, we address the different scaling regimes of deformation and hydrodynamics with respect to
key dimensionless groups of the problem. To frame the discussion, we define the maximum deformation Hmax =

max0≤X≤1H0(X) and the axially-average pressure 〈P 〉 =
∫ 1

0
P0(X) dX. We seek to establish how each of these scalar

quantities scales with Re and Σ, as we encounter different regimes of physics: e.g., bending- or tension-dominated
deformation, inertia- or viscosity-dominated pressure profile, and so on.

1. Scaling of 〈P 〉

Before we start our analysis, it is worth mentioning the reason for choosing 〈P 〉 as the quantity of interest instead
of, say, the total pressure drop P0(0)− P0(1), which is more commonly discussed in microchannel studies. First, 〈P 〉
better captures the pressure variation, compared to P0(0), especially when the inertial forces in the flow are dominant,
and a positive pressure gradient is observed upstream. In this case, the pressure in the middle part of the channel
is larger than the total pressure drop (see Fig. 3) and using P0(0) to infer the characteristic load on the structure
will underestimate the deformation. Second, using P0(0) renders the inertial flow effects difficult to analyze. It is

easy to show that P0(0) =
∫ 1

0
12/H0(X)3 dX by integrating the right-hand side of Eq. (24) and applying the clamped
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boundary conditions. This expression does not necessarily mean that the inertia of the fluid is not important, rather
it “hides” this effect in the shape of the channel, H0(X), which further serves to complicate the scaling analysis.

From Sect. III A, we already know that the pressure gradient in the flow, dP0/dX, is the outcome of the competition
between the inertial and viscous forces in the flow. Then, it is natural to investigate the two limits, i.e., the viscosity-
dominated and inertia-dominated regimes, respectively, and explore how 〈P 〉 scales in each regimes.

a. Case 1: Viscous effects are dominant in the flow. In this case, dP0/dX ∼ −12/H0(X)3 < 0 and P0(X) is a
decreasing function of X with a relatively flat middle part, as in Fig. 2(b). Observing that the deformation profile is
almost symmetric in Fig. 2(a), we assume that the pressure in this flat region is a good estimate of 〈P 〉.

To proceed, define a critical value of the deformed channel height as Hc such that Hc = Hmax for small deformation
and Hc < Hmax with 1/H3

c � 1 for large deformation. We want to find the flow-wise position, Xc, at which
H0(Xc) = Hc and also, P0(Xc) ∼ 〈P 〉, per our assumption. Then, with a linear approximation of the deformation
profile, we have Hc/Hmax ∼ 2(1−Xc). Here, we have made use of the (almost) symmetry of the deformation profile.
The deformation profile near the outlet is written as a linear function, H0(X) ≈ −(Hc− 1)(X − 1)/(1−Xc) + 1, then

〈P 〉 ∼ P0(Xc) ∼ −
∫ 1

Xc

∂P0

∂X
dX ∼

∫ 1

Xc

12

[−(Hc − 1)(X − 1)/(1−Xc) + 1]3
dX =

6(1−Xc)(1 +Hc)

H2
c

∼ 1

Hmax
. (26)

Note that the actual value of Hc is not important in the scaling analysis.
b. Case 2: Convective (inertial) effects are dominant in the flow. In this case, as shown in Fig. 3, the deformation

of the microchannel is usually large and, thus the profile P0(X) displays a flatter middle part. Again, assume that
the pressure in this portion of the microchannel is still a good estimate of 〈P 〉. Following a similar procedure to Case
1 above, but choosing Hc as 1/H2

c � 1, further balancing the convective term and the pressure gradient in Eq. (17),
we can estimate

〈P 〉 ∼ −
∫ 1

Xc

∂P0

∂X
dX ∼

∫ 1

Xc

3

5
Re

∂

∂X

(
1

H2
0

)
dX =

3

5
Re

(
1− 1

H2
c

)
∼ Re. (27)

2. Scaling of Hmax: Pure bending

Now, we are ready to analyze the solid mechanics problem to obtain the scaling of Hmax. First, we consider pure
bending (α 6= 0). In this case, the governing equation of the solid mechanics is the classic Euler–Bernoulli beam
equation, d4H0/dX

4 = βP0, which implies that Hmax ∼ β〈P 〉. Furthermore, in order for the beam theory to apply,
we have strictly restricted the maximum deformation of the top wall to be no greater than 10% of the length of the
channel, corresponding to Hmax ≤ 10 with the aspect ratio ε = 0.01. This restriction applies to all of the following
discussion.

If viscous effects are dominant in the flow, using Eq. (26), we obtain the scalings Hmax ∼ β1/2 and 〈P 〉 ∼ β−1/2,
which are clearly observed in the numerical data in Fig. 4. However, this figure also shows another regime in which the
deformation is very small, with Hmax ∼ β1/4 and 〈P 〉 ∼ β−1/4. Note that Eq. (26) is still valid. The key difference,
in this case, is that, P0(X) is nearly linear with an almost constant gradient given by the lubrication approximation,
dP0/dX ∼ 1/H3

max, since the deformation is very small, i.e., Hmax ≈ 1. Then, a more appropriate scaling is obtained
by considering d5H0/dX

5 = βdP0/dX, indicating that Hmax ∼ β/H3
max and thus yielding Hmax ∼ β1/4.

In Fig. 4, we also observe outliers for the last two cases with Σ = 1.0×10−3 and Σ = 1.0×10−2 at large β because,
in these cases, Re can be large (even under the restrictions on the maximum deformation) so that the response of the
system deviates from the viscosity–bending force balance/regime. Specifically, as we will show next, the outliers in
the case of the most rigid microchannel actually belong to an inertia–bending force balance/regime.

If the inertial effects are dominant in the flow, Hmax ∼ βRe = Re2/Σ since 〈P 〉 ∼ Re. However, for the parameters
chosen, which cover six orders of Σ (and thus we believe should cover a significant number of actual microchannel
systems), only the last set of data with Σ = 1.0× 10−2 reaches this regime, Meanwhile, the cases of Σ = 1.0× 10−3

are more likely to be in the transitional stage at relatively high Re, as shown in Fig. 5.

3. Scaling of Hmax: Bending and tension

Now, we consider the beam equation (23) with bending and tension (α 6= 0), which are expressed by the first
and second term, respectively, and scale as Hmax and αH3

max/β
2 (recall that Hmax ≥ 1), with α/β2 = 18(h0f/h0s)

2.
Varying the height ratio, h0f/h0s, will change the tension effects in the beam but it will not affect the classification
of different regimes. Specifically, if h20f/h

2
0s � 1, then the tension is negligible and the previous discussions for the
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Scaling of (a) Hmax and (b) 〈P 〉 with β for the case of viscous–bending force balance. The dash-dotted
lines represent different slopes as shown.
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Scaling of (a) Hmax and (b) 〈P 〉 for the case of inertia–bending force balance. The dash-dotted lines
represent a slope of 1.

pure bending case will apply. In the following analysis, we are interested in the tension-dominated regime and thus
we fix h0f/h0s = 1, yielding α/β2 = 18, which ensures that tension is the dominant effect in the elastic response of
the top wall.

In the case of the viscosity-dominated flow regime, H3
max ∼ β〈P 〉 ∼ β/Hmax leads to Hmax ∼ β1/4 and 〈P 〉 ∼ β−1/4

according to Eq. (26). However, as discussed in Sect. III B 2, if the deformation is small, it is more appropriate to
consider H3

max ∼ βdP/dX ∼ β/H3
max, indicating Hmax ∼ β1/6 and 〈P 〉 ∼ β−1/6. In Fig. 6, we show the results of

six sets of data across six orders of magnitude of Σ. Again, the maximum deformation is strictly restricted to be less
than 10% of the channel length. The two predicted scaling regimes are clearly observed in Fig. 6. Outliers exist in
the cases with relatively large Re, for which the viscous effects are no longer dominant.

On the other hand, for the regime with an inertia–tension force balance, 〈P 〉 ∼ Re and H3
max ∼ β〈P 〉 ∼ Re2/Σ,

yielding Hmax ∼ Re2/3/Σ1/3. Thanks to the tension effects suppressing the inflation of the microchannel, we are
able to consider a larger range of Re than the bending-dominated cases so that more cases are observed to reach this
regime. As shown in Fig. 7, the last three data sets all collapse along the line of slope 1, as predicted by the proposed
Hmax and 〈P 〉 scalings.

IV. INFLATIONARY DYNAMICS OF THE MICROCHANNEL

In this section, we discuss example outcomes of unsteady FSI simulations, using the numerical method introduced
in Appendix A, of the model derived in Sect. II. Specifically, as shown in Sect. III, the initially flat state is not a steady
solution, therefore the channel’s wall will deform until reaching the stable inflated steady state. The examples below
are computed by fixing ε = 0.01, Σ = 9× 10−4 and h0f/h0s = 1 and varying Re. In other words, we are studying FSI
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FIG. 6. (Color online) Scaling of (a) Hmax and (b) 〈P 〉 with β for the case of viscous–tension force balance. The dash-dotted
lines represent different slopes as shown.
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FIG. 7. (Color online) Scaling of (a) Hmax and (b) 〈P 〉 for the case of inertia–tension force balance. The dash-dotted lines in
each panel indicate a slope of 1.

in microchannel configurations that have in common the same slenderness and bending rigidity of the top wall. Note
that changing Re will necessarily lead to different St and β values. Thus, the nonlinear dynamics of the inflationary
process are expected to depend strongly on the value of Re, an influence that we now proceed to interrogate.

A. Pure bending (α = 0)

First, consider the case of pure bending, in which tension is neglected by setting α = 0. In this subsection, we
present simulation results for Re = 0.5 (corresponding to St = 6.0) and Re = 1.8 (corresponding to St = 1.67). Note
that the dimensionless parameters used in this subsection are the same as for steady states without tension presented
in Figs. 2 and 3, respectively. The results in this section are representative of the unsteady FSI dynamics produced
by the model derived in Sect. II without tension.

The results for Re = 0.5 (“low” Re) are shown in Fig. 8. It can be seen that, after a violent initial transient
(from T = 0 to T ≈ 5) in the fluid, the FSI reaches a steady state gradually. The axially-average (over X ∈ [0, 1])
height of the deformed channel 〈H〉, the inlet pressure P (0, T ) and the outlet flow rate Q(1, T ) all achieve steady
values by the end of the simulation at T = 40. Specifically, the outlet flow rate Q(1, T ) reaches 1, which is the
imposed inlet boundary condition. As discussed in Sect. III B, the steady-state values of 〈H〉 and P (0, T ) depend
in a nontrivial way on the dimensionless parameters Re and Σ. A video of the time evolution of the shape of the
microchannel (specifically, the top wall), together with a reconstruction of the parabolic velocity profile under the von
Kármán–Polhausen approximation is available in [61].

In Fig. 9, we show the results for Re = 1.8 (“moderate” Re) and St = 1.67. Increasing Re necessarily decreases St,
if the other parameters are kept fixed. Compared with the “low” Re case, it takes longer for the FSI to reach steady
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FIG. 8. (Color online) Example time histories of (a) the inlet pressure P (0, T ) and outlet flow rate Q(1, T ), and (b) the

axially-averaged deformation, 〈H〉(T ) =
∫ 1

0
H(X,T ) dX; α = 0, Re = 0.5, St = 6.0, Σ = 9.0 × 10−4 and β = 5.56 × 102. The

arrows indicate which curve corresponds to which axis.
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FIG. 9. (Color online) Example time histories of (a) the inlet pressure P (0, T ) and outlet flow rate Q(1, T ), and (b) the

axially-averaged deformation, 〈H〉(T ) =
∫ 1

0
H(X,T ) dX; α = 0, Re = 1.8, St = 1.67, Σ = 9.0 × 10−4 and β = 2.0 × 103. The

arrows indicate which curve corresponds to which axis.

state. However, the oscillatory transient response only happens in the initial period, from T = 0 to T ≈ 10, then the
top wall displays a relatively slow inflation until it reaches the steady state. Due to the strong inertial effects (with
positive pressure gradient upstream), the top wall is highly inflated and thus a larger average deformation is achieved
in Fig. 9(b) (compared to Fig. 8(b)). The final steady state shape of the microchannel is exactly the same as shown
in Fig. 3. A video of the time evolution of the inflation of the top wall is available in [62].

B. Bending and tension (α 6= 0)

Now consider the full solid model with bending and tension. In this subsection, we discuss the results for two
example simulations with Re = 0.5 (“low” Re) and Re = 10 (“moderate” Re) respectively. Again, the parameters
chosen here are the same as those of the bending and tension cases in Figs. 2 and 3, respectively.

The results of Re = 0.5 (St = 6) are shown in Fig. 10. Similar to the pure-bending case, the FSI reaches a steady
state, as can be seen in Fig. 10, after a complex initial transient response (from T = 0 to T ≈ 10) in the fluid. The final
average deformation in Fig. 10(b) is, however, smaller than the final average deformation in Fig. 8(b). This decrease
is expected because, now, tension also serves to resist deformation, along with bending. As a result, the steady-state
pressure value in Fig. 10(a) is higher than that in Fig. 8(a) because the pressure gradient is inversely proportional to
the cube of the channel height in lubrication theory, and tension decreases the deformation (thus height). A video of
the inflation of the top wall is available in [63].

As for the case of Re = 10 (St = 0.3), the results are quite different from previous cases, as shown in Fig. 11.
First, large amplitude oscillations are observed in both the inlet pressure and the outlet flow rate, indicating more
violent initial transient. Second, there is a short “intermediate” stage where the inlet pressure reaches a maximum
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FIG. 10. (Color online) Example time histories of (a) the inlet pressure P (0, T ) and outlet flow rate Q(1, T ), and (b) the

axially-averaged deformation, 〈H〉(T ) =
∫ 1

0
H(X,T ) dX ; Re = 0.5, St = 6, Σ = 9× 10−4, α = 5.56× 106, and β = 5.56× 102.

The arrows indicate which curve corresponds to which axis.
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FIG. 11. (Color online) Example time histories of (a) P (0, T ) and Q(1, T ), and (b) 〈H〉(T ) =
∫ 1

0
H(X,T ) dX, for bending and

tension (α 6= 0) at “moderate” Re = 10; St = 0.3, Σ = 9 × 10−4, α = 2.22 × 109, and β = 1.11 × 104. The arrows indicate
which curve corresponds to which axis.

and the outlet flow rate is almost flat, and correspondingly, the growth of the average deformed height, 〈H〉, slows
down. After that, both the inlet pressure and the outlet flow rate drop sharply, followed by oscillations, while the
slope of 〈H〉 increases abruptly before reaching the steady state.

Figure 12 shows two example snapshots of the time evolution of the shape of fluid domain (the top wall deformation)
together with a reconstruction of the parabolic velocity profile under the von Kármán–Polhausen approximation. Prior
to the “intermediate” stage mentioned above, a portion of the channel near the inlet is actually collapsed, while the
rest of the channel is inflated, as shown in Fig. 12(a). Qualitatively, the “intermediate” state resembles a buckling
mode of a beam. Interestingly, the position of the collapse does not remain fixed but propagates upstream as the
inlet pressure keeps increasing. Then, the solid “snaps” into the inflated shape as shown in Fig. 12(b), and the inlet
pressure goes down as only the middle portion of the channel is significantly inflated (see Fig. 12(b)). A video of the
inflation of the top wall is available in [64].

V. LINEAR STABILITY OF THE DEFORMED MICROCHANNEL

A. Perturbation about the steady shape

As noted above, the flat state Q,H = const., analyzed in a number of prior works on FSI, is not relevant to the
microchannel problem under consideration because it is not a solution of the steady problem. Indeed, it is easy to
show that Eq. (24) has no finite constant solutions that also satisfy the boundary conditions in Eq. (25). Thus, we
are interested in the stability of the deformed steady state in the presence of bending and tension of the top wall. To
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FIG. 12. Height of the deformed microchannel and an exemplar flow profile (at a specific cross-section within it, i.e., fixed
X) for α 6= 0 and Re = 10. Panel (a) shows the intermediate “buckled” state, while panel (b) shows the final inflated shape.
Note that these plots are in dimensionless variables, hence the deflection appears exaggerated; the aspect ratio between the
dimensional axes is, of course, ε� 1.

understand the stability of this non-flat steady state, we perturb about Q = 1 and H = H0(X) [i.e., the solution of
Eqs. (24) and (25)] as follows:

Q(X,T ) = 1 + δQ1(X)e−iσT , (28a)

H(X,T ) = H0(X) + δH1(X)e−iσT , (28b)

where δ � 1 is the (arbitrary, dimensionless) amplitude of a small perturbation and σ ∈ C denotes the growth/decay
rate of the perturbations. The boundary conditions at both ends are already satisfied by the steady-state solution
(Q0 = 1, H0)>, thus the perturbation (Q1, H1)> must satisfy homogeneous boundary conditions. Specifically, the
perturbation should satisfy the boundary conditions from Eq. (21), as well as the clamped boundary conditions from
Eq. (7). In other words,

Q1|X=0 = 0,
dQ1

dX

∣∣∣∣
X=0

=
dQ1

dX

∣∣∣∣
X=1

= 0, (29a)

H1|X=0 =
dH1

dX

∣∣∣∣
X=0

=
dH1

dX

∣∣∣∣
X=1

= H1|X=1 = 0,
d4H1

dX4

∣∣∣∣
X=1

= 0. (29b)

Note the second relation in Eq. (29a) is the natural consequence of Eq. (15), taking into account that the deformation
is restricted at both ends of the microchannel by clamping. Meanwhile the last relation in Eq. (29b) is the boundary
condition that enforces a gauge outlet pressure.

To determine the growth/decay of the perturbation, we must derive a set of linear evolution equations for Q1 and
H1. To this end, we substitute Eqs. (28) into the governing set of Eqs. (5), (15), (17) and (18), using the fact that
H0(X) satisfies Eq. (24) and dropping all terms of O(δ2) or higher. The result is two linear evolution equations in
which the coefficients depend on the steady-state solution H0(X) and its derivatives:

d5H1

dX5
− α

β2

d

dX

[(
dH0

dX

)2
d2H1

dX2
+ 2

d2H0

dX2

dH0

dX

dH1

dX

]
=

σ

iSt

d2Q1

dX2

− β
{
− iReSt

H0
σQ1 +Re

6

5

[
3H1

H4
0

dH0

dX
− 1

H3
0

dH1

dX
− 2Q1

H3
0

dH0

dX
+

2

H2
0

dQ1

dX

]
+ 12

(
−3H1

H4
0

+
Q1

H3
0

)}
, (30a)

dQ1

dX
− iStσH1 = 0. (30b)

Equations (30) can be written in the matrix form d

dX
0

LQ LH


︸ ︷︷ ︸

=A

(
Q1

H1

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=ψ

= σ

 0 iSt

1

iSt

d2

dX2
+

iβReSt

H0
0


︸ ︷︷ ︸

=B

(
Q1

H1

)
, (31)
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where we have defined the operators

LH =
d5

dX5
− α

β2

{
4

dH0

dX

d2H0

dX2

d2

dX2
+

[
2

(
d2H0

dX2

)2

+ 2
dH0

dX

d3H0

dX3

]
d

dX
+

(
dH0

dX

)2
d3

dX3

}
− 6βRe

5H3
0

d

dX

− β
(

36

H4
0

− 18Re

5H4
0

dH0

dX

)
, (32a)

LQ = −β
(
− 12

H3
0

+
12Re

5H3
0

dH0

dX
− 12Re

5H2
0

d

dX

)
. (32b)

Equation (31) and the boundary conditions in Eqs. (29) constitute a generalized eigenvalue problem Aψ = σBψ,
with σ as the eigenvalue and ψ = (Q1, H1)T as the eigenfunction. Note the system in Eq. (31) has non-constant
coefficients due to the non-flat steady-state shape H0(X) of the microchannel. We say the system is linearly unstable
if Im(σ) > 0, and we proceed to investigate whether this condition holds (or does not hold).

B. Linear stability of modal perturbations

We use the Chebyshev pseudospectral method [65, 66] to numerically solve the generalized eigenvalue problem
Aψ = σBψ. The details of the numerical approach are presented in Appendix B. Note that Eqs. (30) do not give
rise to an autonomous system with a self-adjoint matrix operator A due to the non-uniform base state (see, e.g., the
discussion in [67] in the context of thin-film lubrication). Therefore, issues of transient growth and non-modal analysis
arise [67, 68]. For the present purposes, we are just interested in the asymptotic stability of the inflated steady-states,
so it suffices to consider the eigenspectrum of A for different parameters, and determine the possibility of eigenvalues
with positive imaginary part.

Even without solving the generalized eigenvalue problem numerically, we can deduce some salient features. Specif-
ically, note that in Eq. (31), the operator A is real, while the operator B is purely imaginary. This observation
indicates that eigenvalues with non-zero real part should come in pairs. In other words, if there exists an eigenvalue
σ with Re(σ) 6= 0 and ψ 6= 0 such that Aψ = σBψ, then Aψ̄ = −σ̄Bψ̄ is automatically satisfied, meaning −σ̄ and
ψ̄ are another eigenpair of the problem. Here, ¯( · ) denotes the complex conjugate.

Figure 13 shows the first 70 eigenvalues (ordered by magnitudes) for four different combinations of Re, β, St and
α, corresponding to the cases in Sect. IV with ε = 0.01, Σ = 9 × 10−4 and h0f/h0s = 1 fixed. Two Gauss–Lobatto
grids are used to compute the eigenspectra and good agreement between the two has been reached for the eigenvalues
shown in Fig. 13. To accurately resolve even higher modes (> 70), we would have to further increase the number
of Gauss–Lobatto grid points, denoted as N + 1 in Appendix B, in the Chebyshev pseudospectral method. This
increase is impractical because the condition number of the discretized operator matrix A grows rapidly with N , and
finally, round-off error will dominate the calculation [66]. Therefore, admittedly, our calculation does not lead to any
conclusions about the higher-order modes that appear to have an increasing imaginary part. However, we shall report
here, that for all the eigenvalues obtained (including those not shown in Fig. 13), only negative imaginary parts are
found, except for two. The latter two are the usual “spurious” eigenmodes with magnitudes increasing as O(N5);
recall that the operator A is fifth order, and it has been found that the magnitude of the spurious eigenvalues should
grow as O(Nm), where m is the highest order of the operator [66].

As shown in Fig. 13, the eigenspectra are discrete and symmetric about the imaginary axis. They resemble a
“seagull” shape. As we zoom into the first 20 eigenvalues, the shapes are “seagull”-like again but upside down. The
case of Re = 10 in Fig. 13(d) is an exception in that the eigenvalues form a small hole in the middle of the complex
plane. We believe that this change can be attributed to the strong inertial effects in the flow in this case.

Furthermore, for higher-order eigenvalues (i.e., larger |σ|), their real part grows much more rapidly than their
imaginary part. Nevertheless, as shown in Fig. 13, Im(σ) appears to be plateauing for large |Re(σ)|. The presence
of a large number of eigenvalues with large |Re(σ)| suggests that there are corresponding eigenmodes that are highly
oscillatory. This observation highlights the stiffness of the unsteady FSI problem and motivates the development of
the fully-implicit finite-difference scheme with under-relaxation, used in Sect. IV and as described in Appendix A.
Since our transient simulation always reach a steady state, and no eigenvalues with Im(σ) > 0 have been identified
via the Chebyshev method, we are led to conclude that the steady-state deformation is linearly stable to small
perturbations, or at least to relatively low-frequency perturbations. A detailed analysis could be performed in future
work to understand the asymptotic behavior of the eigenspectra, and to completely address the stability of the system
to high-frequency disturbances.

Another interesting observation regarding the eigenspectra is that there are always two purely imaginary eigenvalues.
For the cases in Fig. 13(a) and 13(b), these eigenvalues appear as the first and second eigenvalues, while in Figs. 13(c)
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FIG. 13. (Color online) Eigenspectra, in the complex plane C, of the discretized linear eigenvalue problem, Eqs. (31) and (29),
governing the linear stability of the deformed microchannel shape. Here, ε = 0.01, Σ = 9× 10−4 and h0f/h0s = 1. Two sets of
numerical calculations are performed for each set of parameters (i.e., each panel), with N = 60 (regular grid) and N = 70 (fine
grid), to ensure the accuracy of eigenvalues reported.

and 13(d), these are the first and the third eigenvalues. It can be shown that the corresponding eigenfunctions are
purely real. In relation to this observation, note that Butler et al. [69] used an alternative way to calculate the
eigenvalue and eigenfunctions. Translated to our setting, we can introduce σ̃ = −iσ and substitute it into Eqs. (30)
to exclude any complex-valued solutions. Then, the system is linearly unstable if σ̃ > 0. The new set of equations
can be viewed as a boundary value problem for Q1(X) and H1(X) with σ̃ as an unknown parameter. The idea from
[69] is to then use, e.g., SciPy’s solve bvp to solve the reformulated problem, provided that a proper initial guess
for σ̃ is given. However, this method can only provide a single, real eigenpair at a time (which corresponds to the
case of purely imaginary σ in our model). The eigenvalue calculated in this way is sensitive to the initial guess.
Nevertheless, this approach can provide an independent validation of our stability calculation by the Chebyshev
method. If a positive eigenvalue is returned by solve bvp, then we would immediately conclude that the system
is linearly unstable. However, it is important to note that the opposite is not true. If the eigenvalue returned is
negative, then the result is inconclusive as we do not know whether this is the eigenvalue with smallest | Im(σ)|, and
we cannot make a definitive statement about the stability of the system. Finally, in Fig. 14, we compare the results
from the Chebyshev pseudospectral method (using different N) with the results of the formulation based on [69] using
solve bvp, for the first two modes shown in Fig. 13(b). As evidenced by Fig. 14, the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions
from both methods agree completely. Thus, we are confident in the accuracy of the eigenspectra in Fig. 13, which
were computed by the Chebyshev method.

Next, we show the eigenfunctions corresponding to the first four eigenvalues with distinct imaginary parts for
each case shown in Fig. 13. As discussed above, the eigenfunctions corresponding to the eigenvalues with the same
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FIG. 14. Comparisons of eigenfunctions, Q1(X) (filled symbols and solid curve) and H1(X) (empty symbols and dashed
curve), of the first two modes (a,b) using different numbers of Gauss–Lobatto points, as well as a formulation that uses SciPy’s
solve bvp, for Re = 0.5, St = 6, Σ = 9 × 10−4, and α = 5.56 × 105. The solid curves represent Q1, while the dashed
curves represent H1. The eigenvalues calculated from slove bvp are σ̃ = −0.7849 and σ̃ = −2.3030, respectively (recall,
σ̃ = −iσ = Im(σ)).

imaginary part but opposite real part are conjugate pairs and thus not interesting to show here. Figure 15 shows the
eigenfunctions for the two cases in Figs. 13(a) and 13(c), while Fig. 16 corresponds to the cases in Figs. 13(b) and
13(d). One common feature of these plots is that, for the two modes with purely imaginary eigenvalues, Re(H1) has
only one maximum (hump), while the other two modes display two and three humps, respectively. Wavelike shapes
are also observed in Im(Q1) for the fourth mode. Of course, it is expected that there will be more humps in the
eigenfunctions of higher-order modes. This observation is the reason for increasing the number of Gauss–Lobatto
points to properly resolve the oscillatory nature of the higher-order eigenfunctions. Finally, unsurprisingly, inertial
effects lead to a distinct shape of H1(X) for Re = 10, compared to the other three cases.

The final validation of this linear analysis is to compare the predicted growth of perturbations to the time-evolution
of the nonlinear problem. To this end, we take the initial condition to be Eqs. (28) (at T = 0), where Q1 and H1 given
by the eigenfunctions of the linear problem computed above. Then, Q(X,T ) and H(X,T ) should evolve according
to Eqs. (28) with the corresponding eigenvalue setting the time dependence. For example, fixing δ = 0.1 and taking
Q(X, 0) = 1 + δQ1(X) and H(X, 0) = H0(X) + δH1(X), where {Q1, H1} is a linear eigenmode for Re = 10, as the
initial conditions for the transient simulation, Fig. 17 shows the time histories of the outlet flow rate and the deformed
channel’s height. Since the eigenvalue of the first mode is purely imaginary, Fig. 17(a) shows that the deviation of the
outlet flow rate from the base state, |Q(1, T )−Q0(1, T )|, as well as the average deformed channel height, 〈H〉, both
decay without oscillations. Importantly, the decay rate of the fully-nonlinear simulation agrees with Im(σ). As for the
results of the second mode, shown in Fig. 17(b), both Q and 〈H〉 oscillate in time because Re(σ) 6= 0. In this example,
Re(σ) represents the temporal period of the eigenmode, which is ≈ 2π/31.2167 = 0.2013 based on the solution by the
Chebyshev pseudospectral method. Clearly, the oscillation period observed in the transient simulation is very close
to this predicted value. Furthermore, the decay rate of the amplitudes of |Q(1, T )−Q0(1, T )| agrees with Im(σ).

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we derived a one-dimensional (1D) model for unsteady viscous fluid–structure interactions (FSIs) at
finite Reynolds number, starting from a two-dimensional (2D) Cartesian geometry in which an initially rectangular
fluid domain contains a Newtonian fluid obeying the Navier–Stokes equations, while the top boundary of the geometry
is a beam of finite thickness that supports both bending and nonlinear tension. The parameter space of this model was
shown to consist of a Reynolds number Re, a Strouhal number St, a dimensionless elasticity modulus Σ, the channel
aspect ratio ε, a dimensionless compliance (or, FSI/coupling) parameter β = Re/Σ, and a dimensionless nonlinear
tension α. Fixing the microchannel’s geometry, we explored the physical effects of α, Re (which necessarily involves
changing St), and Σ on unsteady FSI dynamics in this system.
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(c) Re = 1.8: Q1(X).
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(d) Re = 1.8: H1(X).

FIG. 15. Eigenfunctions Q1(X) and H1(X) for pure bending cases. ‘M1’ to ‘M4’ denote mode 1 through 4, i.e., the first four
eigenmodes with distinct Im(σ). Solid curves represent the real parts of the eigenfunctions, while dashed curves represent the
imaginary parts. The normalization of the eigenfunctions is arbitrary, thus the relative magnitude of the eigenfunctions of the
different modes is not important, so they are scaled to fit the plots; only their qualitative features are being highlighted here.

Specifically, with our reduced-order 1D model in hand, we characterized the hydrodynamics and the deformation at
steady state through representative quantities: an axially-averaged hydrodynamic pressure, 〈P 〉, and the maximum
deformation of the top wall, Hmax. We derived different scaling regimes for 〈P 〉 and Hmax with respect to Re and
Σ at steady state. Since our model allows Re = O(1), inertia and viscosity are two competing forces in the flow.
Depending on which of these two forces dominates, the pressure distribution within the channel is markedly different,
which, in turn, leads to two scaling regimes for 〈P 〉. On the other hand, the deformation of the solid is the outcome
of the competition between bending and tension in the beam that represents the channel’s top wall. By considering
different force balances (in the fluid and in the solid), we found four scaling regimes for Hmax. Each of these predicted
scaling regimes was verified across a wide range of Re and Σ values by numerical solutions of the steady-state problem.

To highlight novel aspects of scaling the governing equations in the viscous (lubrication) limit, we then addressed
some exemplar unsteady coupled flow–deformation behaviors through numerical simulations via our novel implicit
finite-difference scheme. Specifically, at “moderate” Re, which in the present context we take to be Re = O(1), and
in the presence of nonlinear tension, an intermediate almost-stable state, which resembles a beam’s buckling mode,
exists. Nevertheless, the intermediate “buckled” state observed is not one of the solutions admitted by the steady-
state problem, therefore this is a distinct, purely transient, effect. Overall, complex transients were observed in all
unsteady regimes considered because St = O(1), meaning the flow and deformation are tightly coupled. This stiff
transient response was not considered in many previous works in which either St→ 0 or St→∞.

The stiffness of the FSI system is also evidenced by the multiple highly oscillatory modes observed in the linear
stability analysis. With the Chebyshev pseudospectral method, we were able to resolve the linearized problem’s eigen-
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(a) Re = 0.5: Q1(X).
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(b) Re = 0.5: H1(X).
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(c) Re = 10: Q1(X).
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(d) Re = 10: H1(X).

FIG. 16. Eigenfunctions Q1(X) and H1(X) for cases with bending and tension. Again, ‘M1’ to ‘M4’ denote mode 1 through
4, i.e., the first four eigenmodes with distinct Im(σ). Solid curves represent the real parts of the eigenfunction, while dashed
curves represent the imaginary parts. The normalization of the eigenfunctions is arbitrary; only their qualitative features are
being highlighted here.
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FIG. 17. The time histories of the difference of the instantaneous outlet flow rate from the base state, i.e., |Q(1, T )−Q0(1, T )|,
and the axially-average deformed channel height, 〈H〉, after substituting the eigenfunctions of the first and second mode for
Re = 10 into the initial perturbations respectively (see Eqs. (28) and taking T = 0). The slope of the dot-dashed lines represents
the imaginary part of the corresponding eigenvalues from the linear stability calculation.
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spectra, which resemble a “seagull” shape. The high-frequency oscillations are indicated by the rapid increase of the
real parts of the eigenvalues. The corresponding eigenfunctions of theses higher mode display more maxima (humps).
Notably, fluid inertial effects were shown to be significantly affect to change the eigenspectra and eigenfunctions. How-
ever, for all the examples discussed herein, whether tension of the top wall was included or not, and spanning “low”
Re to “moderate” Re, the imaginary parts of the eigenvalues (i.e., the growth rates of linear normal modes) remained
negative, indicating that the steady state of our model microscale FSI system is linearly stable to perturbations. Since
the flat steady state, Q0(X) = 1 and H0(X) = 1, is not a solution of our model FSI system, the stability problem
considered herein is different from previous constant-tension-dominated systems [49, 70]. Specifically, in our problem
we did not find multiple neutral modes, which can lead to various bifurcation scenarios in the spectrum. Furthermore,
we have kept the upstream flux fixed, as is most common in microfluidic systems, thus precluding any instabilities
that could be induced by sufficiently vigorous oscillations [49]. In future work, it would be of interest to address the
possibilities of such instabilities in soft-walled microchannels, by replacing the fixed flux upstream boundary condition
in our model with a prescribed pressure drop.

The present work is a complementary line of inquiry to Pedley’s collapsible tubes research program (see, e.g.,
[71, 72]) in which reduced-order (typically, 1D) models have been derived for physiological FSIs under the boundary-
layer (high Re) scaling of the Navier–Stokes equations. The main difference between the latter and our present work
is that we have scaled the Navier–Stokes equations in the lubrication limit relevant to microfluidics, which changes
the relative “importance” of various flow effects on the coupled FSI problem. Our work is also distinct from previous
FSI models in which inviscid flow is coupled to a nonlinear beam with stretching and rotation [73, 74], a nonlinear
von Kármán plate [75], or an elastic tube [76]. Nevertheless, it would be worthwhile generalizing the mathematical
techniques and stability results obtained in [73, 75, 76] to the present viscous context. Microscale unsteady FSI
with non-Newtonian fluid rheology, e.g., shear-rate-dependent viscosity [77, 78], is another avenue of future research.
Furthermore, it would also be of interest to explore other actuation mechanisms for this system, such as electrostatic
forcing, with applications to MEMS resonators [79]. It might also be prudent to take capillary effects into account
during unsteady microscale FSI, building upon the steady case [80] and prior work on elastocapillarity [81].

Finally, there are a number of distinguished limits of our model that would be of interest to analyze in future work.
These limiting models are discussed in [82]. The most salient limits worth pointing out here, in particular in relation
to previous microchannel FSI studies, are St→ 0 and St→∞. These two cases correspond to physical situations in
which either the solid time scale or the fluid time scale, respectively, dominates the FSI dynamics. Consequently, in
each of these limits, the unsteady effects in the other medium are negligible. Since either the solid mechanics strongly
affects the fluid mechanics or vice versa, in the St → 0 and St → ∞ limits respectively, then in each limit one of
the mechanical problems is “subjugated” to the other, leading to something akin to weakly-coupled one-way FSI. A
related discussion on the comparison between fluid and solid time scales can be found in [14].
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Appendix A: Numerical scheme for the coupled FSI equations and implementation details

To summarize, Eq. (5) is the time-stepping equation of the FSI, while Eqs. (18), (15) and (17) are used to calculate
the pressure P iteratively. The construction of accurate and stable method for such two-way coupled FSIs is generally
a difficult problem (see, e.g., [83] and the references therein). The scheme described below is based on a segregated
solver, which was implemented in Python, making use of the routines from SciPy [60]. In this section, for brevity, we
denote the displacement UY by U , without fear of confusion.

1. Create mesh (uniform grid of N points on the domain [0, 1] with nodes Xj = j∆X, ∆X = j/(N − 1), j =
0, . . . , N − 1) and the appropriate sparse matrices corresponding to the spatial derivative operators.

2. Initialize by setting (∀j): Q? = Qn+1 = Qn = Qn−1 = 1; H? = Hn+1 = Hn = Hn−1 = 1; U? = Un+1 = Un =
Un−1 = 0; P = 0. A superscript of n, (n− 1) and ? denotes values at the current time step, the previous time
step, and at the intermediate (sub-time-step) iteration stage, respectively.

3. Start the time loop from n = 0 and preform NT time steps with fixed time step ∆T , to the final selected time.

4. Start inner iteration loop to determine Q? and resolve the nonlinearity.

5. Solve for pressure from Eq. (17) by discretizing the time and space derivatives and rewriting the equation as a
definite integral for the pressure:

P (X,T )− P (1, T ) =

∫ X

1

[
− ReSt

H?

(
4Q? − 4Qn +Qn−1

2∆T

)
− 6

5

Re

H?

{
D1

[
(Q?)2

H?

]}
− 12Q?

(H?)3

]
dX, (A1)

which is subject to the outlet boundary condition: P (1, T ) = 0. Here, D1 is a discrete spatial operator
corresponding to ∂/∂X constructed with second-order central-difference schemes (CDS) [84].

A custom integration loop is used to obtain P (Xj , T ). Specifically, the values of the integral over every grid cell,

i.e.,
∫Xj+1

Xj
· · · dX, which we term a “sub-integral,” is pre-calculated. Then, to evaluate P (Xj , T ) at a particular

node j, the appropriate set of sub-integrals are added together. This results in significant computational cost
savings as compared to using a built-in integration routine that recalculates the whole integral for each j.
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6. Solve for U? via Eq. (5), which is discretized fully-implicitly with second-order CDS for the second-order time
derivative, yielding a standard matrix equation formulation:{

D4 − α(D1[U?])2D2 +
1

(∆T )2
I

}
U? = − 1

(∆T )2
(
−2Un + Un−1

)
+ P. (A2)

D4, D2, D1 are the discrete fourth, second and first spatial differentiation matrices constructed using second-
order CDS, appropriately modified for the present boundary conditions. I is the N × N identity matrix.
Equation (A2) is solved using spsolve form the linear algebra libraries in SciPy [60].

U? is a temporary variable used during the internal (sub-time-step) iterations to get a fully-implicit scheme for
stable loading of the beam. If necessary, U? can be under-relaxed:

U? = ωU? + (1− ω)Un+1, (A3)

where ω ∈ (0, 1] is the relaxation factor.

7. Update H? from U? via Eq. (18).

8. Find Q? by solving Eq. (15), which can again be re-cast as a definite integral from 0 to X, and after discretizing
the time derivative becomes:

Q?(X,T )−Q(0, T ) = −St
∫ X

0

(
3H? − 4Hn +Hn−1

2∆T

)
dX, (A4)

were Q(0, T ) = 1 is the flow rate at the inlet given by the boundary condition.

9. Update the inner iteration. To ensure that the both the solid and fluid solutions have independently converged,
the residual is calculated as:

r = max

{
maxj |U? − Un+1|

maxj |Un+1| ,
maxj |P − Pn+1|

maxj |Pn+1|

}
, (A5)

and a tolerance of 10−6 is used for the residual convergence criterion after testing tolerance values ranging from
10−4 to 10−8. As we never use values stored in the (n + 1) variables, they can be used as containers for old
values of the ? variables, which simplifies the definition of r above.

Iterating on U? causes the values of Q? and H? to change, which results in changes in P . So, the beam bending
equation is our main time-stepping equation and P is our nonlinear loading that requires internal iterations
to obtain a stable scheme. While iterating on P , all of Un, Un−1, Hn, Hn−1, Qn and Qn−1 are known and
constant. Set (∀j): Un+1 = U?, Hn+1 = H?, Qn+1 = Q?.

10. Update (external) time-stepping loop by setting (∀j): Un−1 = Un, Un = Un+1; Hn−1 = Hn, Hn = Hn+1;
Qn−1 = Qn, Qn = Qn+1.

The discrete spatial operators were verified to be second-order accurate by applying them to smooth test functions.
The second-order accuracy of the whole time-stepping algorithm was verified by setting up test cases for the solid
mechanics problem (no flow) and the coupled-problem (prescribed wall motion generating flow) for which exact
solutions were calculated via the method of manufactured solutions [85]. A mesh size and time step independence
study was carried out before selecting ∆T ; for further details, see [82].

For homogeneous boundary conditions, the same stencil can be used for the boundary points (as that used away
from the boundary points on the grid) when defining D1, D2 and D4. Specifically, this re-use of the stencil can be
accomplished by omitting weights that falls on the boundary points’ neighbors outside the boundary. For example,
in case of D2 formed by CDS, the first row will have −2/(∆X)2, 1/(∆X)2 as its entries in first and second column,
omitting the weight 1/(∆X)2 that would be applied to the left-hand (j = −1) neighbor.

Appendix B: Chebyshev pseudospectral methods for the generalized eigenvalue problem

We use the Chebyshev pseudospectral method [65, 66] to compute the spectrum (eigenvalues and eigenfunctions)
of the system defined by Eq. (31) and the boundary conditions in Eqs. (29). The numerical method was implemented
in Python using routines from SciPy [60]. Since the Chebyshev pseudospectral method is derived for the domain
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[−1,+1], we use the change of variables X̃ ≡ 2X − 1 to transform the computational domain from {X|X ∈ [0, 1]} to

{X̃|X̃ ∈ [−1, 1]}. Then, dm/dXm = 2mdm/dX̃m and we denote Q̃(X̃) = Q1(X) and H̃(X̃) = H1(X), dropping the
“1” subscript for simplicity. Note that the non-constant coefficients in Eq. (31), which involve the steady-state shape
of the microchannel H0(X) and its derivatives, have been precomputed using SciPy’s solve bvp and are known at
this stage.

We introduce the Gauss–Lobatto points:

X̃j = − cos

(
jπ

N

)
, j = 0, 1, . . . , N. (B1)

Generally speaking, the aim of the Chebyshev pseudospectral method is to find a high-order polynomial, valid on
the whole domain, to approximate the exact solution of the problem. In order to determine the coefficients of the

polynomial, it is required that the differential equations be satisfied at the interior points, i.e., at X̃ = X̃j with

j = 1, . . . , N − 1, while the boundary conditions are imposed at X̃ = X̃0 ≡ −1 and X̃ = X̃N ≡ +1. For our problem,

recall that there are three boundary conditions for Q̃ and five boundary conditions for H̃ [see Eqs. (29)]. Therefore,

we need to (and, indeed, can) uniquely determine a polynomial of order N + 1 for Q̃ and a polynomial of order N + 3

for H̃.

To this end, we follow Huang and Sloan [86], but we use different modified bases to construct polynomials for the

eigenfunctions Q̃ and H̃. Actually, the modified bases in [86] [see Eq. (3.3) therein] do not apply to our problem

because, here, the boundary conditions in Eqs. (29) involve higher derivatives at X̃N = +1 and do not meet the
requirements for boundary conditions in [86, Eq. (3.1)]. Instead, we construct the polynomials for eigenfunctions as
follows:

Q̃(X̃) ≈ (1 + X̃)

N∑
j=1

Qj

1 + X̃j

lj(X̃), (B2a)

H̃(X̃) ≈ (1 + X̃)(1− X̃)

N−1∑
j=1

Hj

(1 + X̃j)(1− X̃j)
lj(X̃) + (1 + X̃)(1− X̃)2HN lN (X̃), (B2b)

where Qj and Hj are the function values at the collocation points. Here, lk(X̃) denotes the k-th basis Lagrange
interpolating polynomial, defined as

lk(X̃) =

N∏
i=0,i6=k

X̃ − X̃i

X̃k − X̃i

, lk(X̃j) = δkj , (B3)

where δkj is the Kronecker delta symbol. With this property of the Lagrange interpolating polynomial, it follows that

Q̃(X̃j) = Qj j = 1, 2, . . . , N , while H̃(X̃j) = Hj for j = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1. Note HN 6= H(X̃N ). In fact, we already

know from Eq. (29b) that H(X̃N ) = 0 because of the clamped boundary condition. However, HN is still needed,
simply functioned as a coefficient, to satisfy the very last condition in Eq. (29b). More importantly, it is easily verified

that Eqs. (B2) satisfy all the boundary conditions for Q̃ and H̃ except dQ̃/dX̃ = 0 and d4H̃/dX̃4 = 0. These two
boundary conditions need to be imposed explicitly as extra two rows in the discretized matrix corresponding to the
system in Eq. (31).

Next, we substitute Eqs. (B2) into Eq. (31) and discretize it by requiring that Eq. (31) be satisfied at the in-

terior collocation points, i.e., X̃ = X̃j with j = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1. At the same time, we impose the two unsat-

isfied boundary conditions at X̃N = +1 and add them into the discretized system: Âψ̂ = σB̂ψ̂, where ψ̂ =

[Q1, Q2, . . . , QN , H1, H2, . . . ,HN ]T . Both Â and B̂ are 2N × 2N block matrices. Specifically, the matrix B̂ is sin-
gular because the two homogeneous boundary conditions, imposed as its N -th and 2N -th rows, respectively. These

BCs do not involve the eigenvalue σ, which makes these two rows of B̂ each equal to the zero vector.

One of the most important details that must be taken care of to obtain the discretized eigenvalue problem is dealing
with the differentiation of Eqs. (B2) at the collocation points. Fortunately, derivatives of the Lagrange interpolating
polynomials at the Gauss–Lobatto points have explicit representations [87]. LetD denote the first-order differentiation



27

matrix of the Lagrange interpolating polynomial basis at the Gauss–Lobatto points, then

Dkj =
dlj

dX̃

∣∣∣∣
X̃=X̃k

=



−2N2 + 1

6
, k = j = 0,

c̃k
c̃j

(−1)k+j

X̃k − X̃j

, k 6= j, 0 ≤ k, j ≤ N,

− X̃k

2(1− X̃2
k)
, k = j, 1 ≤ k, j ≤ N − 1,

2N2 + 1

6
, k = j = N,

(B4)

where c̃0 = c̃N = 2 and c̃j = 1 for 1 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. Furthermore, if we denote the m-th order differentiation matrix for
the Lagrange interpolating polynomial basis as Dm, the higher-order differentiation matrices can be obtained through
matrix multiplication of the lower-order ones. For example, D2 = D×D and D3 = D×D2 = D×D×D. However,
what we really need is the differentiation matrix with respect to the modified polynomials in Eqs. (B2a) and (B2b).

Similarly, we denote the first-order differentiation matrix with respect to Q̃ and H̃ as D̃Q and D̃H , respectively, and

the m-th higher order differentiation matrices as D̃m
Q and D̃m

H . Clearly, D̃Q, D̃Q, D̃m
Q , and D̃m

H should be modified

from Eq. (B4). The complete expressions are quite lengthy, thus we do not include them here. Instead, we just write

down D̃Q as an example:

D̃Q =
[
I + diag

(
(1 + X̃k), 1 ≤ k ≤ N

)
×D

]
× diag

(
1/(1 + X̃k), 1 ≤ k ≤ N

)
, (B5)

where I is the identity matrix and diag(·, 1 ≤ k ≤ N) denotes an N × N diagonal matrix with entries given by the
first input. Furthermore, it is important to note that the modification of the Lagrange interpolating polynomial no
longer allows us to build the higher-order differentiation matrix via multiplication of the lower-order differentiation
matrices.

Before solving the discretized eigenvalue problem Âψ̂ = σB̂ψ̂, a preconditioner is needed to reduce the condition

number of Â. By analogy to [86], we find that the following preconditioner successfully reduces the condition number

of Â by four orders of magnitude:

Ŝ = diag

(
1

1 + X̃k

, 1 ≤ k ≤ N ; (1 + X̃k)2(1− X̃k)2, 1 ≤ k ≤ N − 1; 0.1

)
. (B6)

Here, the semicolons denote concatenation of elements along the diagonals of the 2N × 2N matrix Ŝ. Therefore, the

eigenvalue problem that we need to solve numerically is actually ŜÂψ̂ = σŜB̂ψ̂.

Finally, for the computational results reported in the main text above, we invert the matrix ŜÂ and solve the

regular eigenvalue problem, Â−1Ŝ−1ŜB̂ψ̂ = σ−1ψ̂, numerically. Note that ŜB̂ is not invertible because B̂ is
singular. SciPy’s routine eig is used to obtain the spectrum (eigenvalues and eigenfunctions) of this system.
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