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Abstract

Since the geometry structure of ultra-high-pressure (UHP) water-jet nozzle is a critical factor to enhance its hydrodynamic performance, it is
critical to obtain a suitable geometry for a UHP water jet nozzle. In this study, a CFD-based optimization loop for UHP nozzle structure has
been developed by integrating an approximate model to optimize nozzle structure for increasing the radial peak wall shear stress. In order to
improve the optimization accuracy of the sparrow search algorithm (SSA), an enhanced version called the Logistic-Tent chaotic sparrow search
algorithm (LTC-SSA) is proposed. The LTC-SSA algorithm utilizes the Logistic-Tent Chaotic (LTC) map, which is designed by combining the
Logistic and Tent maps. This new approach aims to overcome the shortcoming of ‘premature convergence’ for the SSA algorithm by increasing
the diversity of the sparrow population. In addition, to improve the prediction accuracy of peak wall shear stress, a data prediction method based
on LTC-SSA-support vector machine (SVM) is proposed. Herein, LTC-SSA algorithm is used to train the penalty coefficient 𝐶 and parameter
gamma 𝑔 of SVM model. In order to build LTC-SSA-SVM model, optimal Latin hypercube design (Opt LHD) is used to design the sampling nozzle
structures, and the peak wall shear stress (objective function) of these nozzle structures are calculated by CFD method. For the purpose of this
article, this optimization framework has been employed to optimize original nozzle structure. The results show that the optimization framework
developed in this study can be used to optimize nozzle structure with significantly improved its hydrodynamic performance.

Keywords: Water jet nozzle, Wall shear stress, Logistic-Tent chaotic (LTC), Sparrow search algorithm (SSA), support vector machine (SVM)
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1. Introduction

I n recent years, the number of ships has experienced an unprece-
dented expansion, primarily driven by the rapid development of

economic globalization, international trade exchanges, and increas-
ing human activities (Gu, Yu et al. 2020). However, the underwater
surface of a ship’s hull is prone to biofouling and rust accumulation
when it is exposed to water for long periods of time during sailing
and docking. Numerous studies have indicated that ship hulls are
subject to the detrimental effects of pollutants, resulting in corrosion,
heightened surface roughness, diminished speed, escalated fuel con-
sumption, and amplified greenhouse gas emissions (Schultz 2007,
Gu, Mou et al. 2015). Governments worldwide are increasingly con-
cerned about environmental and energy consumption issues. In cases
where hull deposits and corrosion scale become problematic, their
removal becomes crucial.
Ultra-high pressure water jets are an innovative and eco-friendly

technology used for surface cleaning. They have been widely adopted
for removing rust and marine attachments from hulls. The effec-
tiveness of water jet technology largely depends on the use of UHP
water-jet nozzles, which are essential components for practical ap-
plications. Thus, finding strategies to improve the performance for
UHP water-jet nozzle is critical to enhance the rust-removing efficacy
for water jet technology. UHP water-jet nozzles are crucial actuators
in generating high-speed water jets. Several studies have confirmed
that the ability of a high-speed water jet to remove material from
a target surface is directly influenced by the radial peak wall shear
stress (Chen and Chen 2022, Huang and Chen 2022). The impinging
exfoliation via a UHP water jet imposed on the target surface gen-
erally comes into play to remove the corrosion and other residual
coatings on the target surface only when the impinging force (com-
posed of wall shear stress and water wedge effect) of the water jet is
more significant than a particular threshold value. The radial peak
wall shear stress can be used as an indicator for evaluating the hy-
drodynamic performance of UHP water-jet nozzle, which is difficult
to get in advance due to complex experiments and sophisticated test

facilities.
In the twenty-first century, the design of nozzle structures has

predominantly relied on simulation-based design (SBD) technique
due to the rapid development of CFD and optimization techniques.
This technique aims to maximize the peak wall shear stress, thereby
enhancing operational efficiency. The CFD tools have become the
main method for calculating the peak wall shear stress of the nozzle
and simulating the flow field, but its calculation time is rather long.
In order to promote the application of SBD technique to the practical
engineering, and to reduce the computational time of a typical CFD
work, the application of data-driven surrogate model has become the
key to the development in nozzle structure optimization. By process-
ing of data-driven surrogate model, the original complex problem
is turned into a relatively small approximate subproblem, and the
optimal solution of the original problem is obtained by successive
approximation. The issue of predictions using the surrogate model
has been highlighted by researchers, not only in engineering (Liu,
Fan et al. 2015, Wu, Weisbrich et al. 2017, Wang, Wu et al. 2019) but
also in other fields (Jin, Olhofer et al. 2001, Feldman, Provan et al.
2010, Dhiman and Toshniwal 2020).
In recent years, machine learning algorithms (MLAs) have been

extensively utilized for constructing data-driven surrogate models
(e.g., artificial neural network (ANN) and support vector machine
(SVM)). These models offer several advantages, such as the ability
to handle unlimited input data, fast processing speed, and accurate
predictions. By utilizing computer simulations, MLAs have proven to
be effective in predicting and analyzing data using techniques such
as learning, control, and identification. These algorithms have been
successfully applied to various problems (Ghalandari, Ziamolki et al.
2019, Sun, Cao et al. 2019, Weichert, Link et al. 2019). As a family
member of MLAs, SVM aims to minimize the sample points by con-
structing a hyperplane in high dimensional space and exhibits good
prediction precision with fewer sample points. There is now much
work demonstrating that the SVMhas higher predictive precision and
convergence rate compared to the backpropagation neural network
(BPNN) for data prediction. Wang, Sun et al. (2019) compared the
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prediction results of SVM and BPNN for the core deflection during
wax injection in investment casting. They found that SVM exhibited
stronger adaptation and better generalization ability, allowing for the
construction of a more accurate approximate model for core deflec-
tion (Wang, Sun et al. 2019, Herulambang, Hamidah et al. 2020).
However, there are few literatures have been published for predicting
peak wall shear stress using SVM. In the light of these considerations,
the SVM has been used into the UHP nozzle structure optimization
in this study to approximately calculate the peak wall shear stress
values.

SSA is a population-based meta-heuristic algorithm developed by
Xue and Shen (2020) to solve continuous optimization problems. It
has obtained a lot of interest in diverse optimization problems be-
cause of the advantages of fast convergence, high search accuracy
and strong robustness (Yang, Li et al. 2021). Although the SSA has
become a relative mature method, its main ability to optimize the
problem is to rely on the mutual cooperation and mutual influence
between sparrow individuals. There is no mutation mechanism for
individuals within the population. After finding the optimal solu-
tion, other individuals quickly move closer to the optimal solution,
making it difficult for the algorithm to effectively control the global
exploration and local development process and thus fall into the lo-
cal optimum, causing the algorithm to converge prematurely. The
“premature convergence” of the algorithm is a shortcoming of all
swarm intelligence optimization algorithms, and it will also exist in
the SSA. Therefore, many researchers have put forward a variety of
improvement measures to prove that the newmethods are superior to
standard SSA algorithm (Arora and Singh 2019, Jianhua and Zhiheng
2021, Ouyang, Qiu et al. 2021). As a new optimization technique,
chaos optimization has been widely used in recent years. Chaos
mapping has the characteristics of ergodicity and randomness and it
can compensate for the shortcomings of SSA algorithm in terms of
population diversity. Two of the most commonly used approaches
for chaotic mapping are Tent map and Logistic map. However, both
of these have a limited range of parameters and a low level of chaos,
which can be a disadvantage. To address this issue, a new chaotic
map that combines the Logistic and Tent maps was developed. In this
paper, an improved SSA (i.e., LTC-SSA) algorithm has been proposed
by embedding the LTC map to the SSA algorithm to increase the
diversity of the population. The performance of this hybird algorithm
has been evaluated by employing them in the optimization of the 10
benchmark functions. Although SVM has some advantages, there
also exist some problems in its application. Due to commonly used
SVM theory have been performed mostly using fixed parameter C,
and parameter g, it has the lowest predictive accuracy, regardless
of the number of bootstrapping times (Wu, Tzeng et al. 2007). By
developing the improved SVM (Smits and Jordaan 2002, Gu, Chang
et al. 2021, Harimoorthy and Thangavelu 2021), these problems can
be overcome effectively. In this article, to improve the accuracy of
the peak-wall-shear-stress prediction using SVM, an effective LTC-
SSA algorithm developed is used to optimize the parameter C, and
parameter g of SVM.

The aim of present work is to describe a practical UHP water-jet
nozzle optimization loop using the LTC-SSA-SVMmethod. In Section
2, an improved LTC-SSA is proposed and its applicability is verified by
10 constraint benchmark functions, and compared with SSA, GWO
and PSO algorithms. In Section 3, the efficiency of CFD simulations
is validated by comparing them with existing experimental data. This
ensures that the CFD method can be used confidently in the subse-
quent text. In Section 4, The design variables (i.e., 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑, and 𝜃)
and their corresponding ranges of values are carefully selected. Sub-
sequently, 150 simulation jobs are generated to create a simulation
database using the Opt LHD method. Finally, an enhanced LTC-
SSA-SVM model is developed to approximately calculate the peak
wall shear stress and its effectiveness is verified by comparing with
SVM, BPNN, GBDT and RBFNN. In Section 4, peak wall shear stress

calculated via data-driven surrogate model is selected as the objective
function, and the geometric structure of UHP water-jet nozzzle is
optimized to obtain the optimal solution using an LTC-SSA algorithm.
Finally, a summary of key findings and conclusions are presented in
Section 6.

2. Optimizers

2.1. Overview of sparrow search algorithm (SSA)

SSA is a nature-inspired algorithm based on the behavior of sparrows
foraging and anti-predation (Xue and Shen 2020). It is worth noting
that there are two distinct kinds of sparrows in the population, namely
producers who are responsible for searching food, and scroungers
who obtains the food discovered by producers. While two above-
mentioned roles can be switched via an ingenious strategy, their
ratios stay constant in the entire population. Recent literature points
that this algorithm has superior search accuracy, convergence speed
and stability compared with other state-of-the-art algorithms. The
main steps of the algorithm are as follows:
Step1: Create and initialize the population. The number of spar-

rows (𝑛𝑠), producer ratios (𝑃𝐷) and maximum number of iterations
(𝑀), as well as the alarm value (𝑅2) and safety threshold (𝑆𝑇) are
clearly determined at this stage. The initial position of sparrows is
written in matrix form as shown in Eq. (1).

𝑋 =
⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

𝑥11
𝑥21
⋮
𝑥𝑛𝑠1

𝑥12
𝑥12
⋮
𝑥𝑛𝑠2

⋯
⋯
⋮
⋯

⋯
⋯
⋮
⋯

𝑥1,𝑑
𝑥2,𝑑
⋮
𝑥𝑛𝑠 ,𝑑

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

(1)

where 𝑑 is the dimension of the selection variables, 𝑥𝑖,𝑗 (𝑖 =
1, 2, . . . , 𝑛𝑠; 𝑗 = 1, 2, . . . , 𝑑) is the position of the ith sparrow in the
𝑗-th dimension and 𝑋 is the population of candidate solutions. The
Fitness values of sparrows can be calculated by using the following
Eq. (2). In Eq. (2), the value of each row in 𝐹𝑋 represents the fitness
of the 𝑖-th sparrow.

𝐹𝑋 =
⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

𝑓
[

𝑥11 𝑥12 ⋯ ⋯ 𝑥1,𝑑
]

𝑓
[

𝑥21 𝑥12 ⋯ ⋯ 𝑥2,𝑑
]

⋮ ⋮ ⋮ ⋮
𝑓
[

𝑥𝑛𝑠1 𝑥𝑛𝑠2 ⋯ ⋯ 𝑥𝑛𝑠 ,𝑑
]

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

(2)

Step2: Update the location of producers and scroungers. In order
to bring the entire population closer to the food source, sparrows with
the highest fitness are selected as producers, whereas the remaining
sparrow population are taken as scroungers. Below is an updated
location for the former using Eq. (3),

𝑋𝑡+1
𝑖,𝑗 = { 𝑋𝑡

𝑖,𝑗 × 𝑒
( −𝑖
𝛼𝑀

)

𝑖𝑓𝑅2<𝑆𝑇
𝑋𝑡
𝑖,𝑗+𝑄𝐿𝑖𝑓𝑅2 ≥ 𝑆𝑇

(3)

where𝑋𝑡
𝑖,𝑗 is the current position of the 𝑖-th sparrow in the 𝑗-th dimen-

sion at generation 𝑡, 𝛼 is a random number between 0 and 1, 𝑄 is the
standard normal distribution random number, and 𝐿 denotes a 1×𝑑
matrix in which all elements are one. if 𝑅2 < 𝑆𝑇 , producers can glob-
ally forage without suffering from predators. When 𝑅2 ≥ 𝑆𝑇 , preda-
tors are detected by some sparrows and all sparrows must rapidly
spread to other safe areas.
Rules 3 and 4 must be observed in the case of producers. As men-

tioned above, certain scroungers monitor the majority of producers.
When a producer finds a palatable cuisine, scroungers will leave
their current location to fight for it; if they succeed, they can dine
immediately; otherwise, Rule 4 will take effect. The relevant position
transformation for the scroungers is depicted in Eq. (4),
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Figure 1. The sequence statistical histogram of the (a) Logistic map; (b) Tent map; (c) LTS.

𝑋𝑡+1
𝑖,𝑗 =

⎧

⎨
⎩

𝑄𝑒(
𝑋𝑡𝑤𝑜𝑟𝑠𝑡−𝑋

𝑡
𝑖,𝑗

𝑖2
)𝑖𝑓𝑖< 𝑛

2
𝑋𝑡+1
𝑖,𝑗 +

|||||𝑋
𝑡
𝑖,𝑗 − 𝑋𝑡+1

𝑃
|||||𝐿A

+𝑜𝑡ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑤𝑖𝑠𝑒
(4)

where 𝑋𝑡+1
𝑝 is the optimal position of the (𝑡+1)-th generation of spar-

row population, with the worst position at 𝑡-th, 𝐴 is a column vector
of the same dimension as the individual sparrow, in which internal
elements are randomly assigned to 1 or -1, and 𝐴+ = 𝐴𝑇

(
𝐴𝐴𝑇

)−1.
If 𝑖 ≤ 𝑛

2
, the scroungers will actively follow the producers toward

the better foraging position. Otherwise, they will combine the exp
function property to get rid of the current poorer one.
Step3: Select the guards and renew their locations. Following

completion of the preceding stages, a selection of sparrows is chosen
to serve as scouts in charge of detection and alerting. These sparrows
are generally considered to account for 10% to 20% of the whole
population, and their status is expressed via the equation. (5).

𝑋𝑡+1
𝑖,𝑗 =

⎧

⎨
⎩

𝑋𝑡
𝑏𝑒𝑠𝑡+𝛽

|||||𝑋
𝑡
𝑖,𝑗 − 𝑋𝑡

𝑏𝑒𝑠𝑡
||||| 𝑖𝑓𝑓𝑖>𝑓𝑔

𝑋𝑡
𝑖,𝑗 + 𝐾 (

||||||
𝑋𝑡𝑖,𝑗−𝑋

𝑡
𝑤𝑜𝑟𝑠𝑡

||||||
(𝑓𝑖−𝑓𝑤 )+𝜀

) 𝑖𝑓𝑓𝑖=𝑓𝑔
(5)

where 𝑋𝑡
𝑏𝑒𝑠𝑡 is the current globally optimal location, 𝛽 is a parameter

for controlling step size, 𝐾 is a random number between -1 and 1,
which describes the sparrow movement, 𝑓𝑖 is the current fitness
value of individuals, 𝑓𝑔 and 𝑓𝑤 are the current global best and worst
fitness values respectively and 𝜖 is a smallest constant to avoid a zero
denominator. If 𝑓𝑖 > 𝑓𝑔, it means that the sparrow is at the edge
of the group and vulnerable to predators. When 𝑓𝑖 = 𝑓𝑔, sparrows
in the middle of the population are aware of the danger and must
therefore move closer to other sparrows to lessen the likelihood of
being preyed upon.
Step 4: Store location and compare. The current position of each

individual is compared with the last iteration. If the new location is
better than before, update it and save the best position. In some cases,
sparrows may improve their fitness after following the last two steps.
Step 5: Check for termination condition. Continually iterate

through the above steps until 𝑡 = 𝑀, if not, stop the algorithm.

2.2. Chaotic system
In this section, we use chaotic systems to improve the performance
of the SSA algorithm. However, chaotic systems have a limited range
of parameters and a low level of chaos, which can be a disadvantage.
To address this, we propose a new chaotic system that combines the
Logistic and Tent maps. This improved chaotic system is better suited
for use with the SSA algorithm.

2.2.1. Definition of LTS

Chaos is a common and complex occurrence in nature that can be
used to solve search problems. It is useful because it has properties

that make it ideal for searching, including randomness, the ability to
be easily traversed, and some regularity. In addition to maintaining
a diverse population, chaos can also help algorithms avoid getting
stuck at local optima and improve their ability to search globally.
The Logistic map is a classic example of a chaotic system that is
one-dimensional (1D). It is described by the following equation:

𝑍𝑛+1 = 𝜇𝑍𝑛(1 − 𝑍𝑛) (6)

where is 𝑍𝑛 the nth chaotic number, n denotes the number of itera-
tions and 𝜇 is the control parameter, 𝜇 ∈ (0, 4].
The simple equation mentioned earlier is capable of producing

complex and seemingly random behavior. By changing the value of
the parameter 𝜇, we can generate different chaotic sequences. Figure
1a shows the results of simulating this equation with different values
of 𝜇 using a bifurcation diagram. According to the simulation results,
the system is able to exhibit chaotic behavior for a range of values
for the parameter 𝜇. Specifically, when 𝜇 is between 3.57 and 4, the
system is in a completely chaotic state. This shows the sensitivity
of the system to small changes in 𝜇, which can result in significant
changes in its behavior.
The Tent map is a 1D chaotic system that is piecewise linear. It is

similar to the Logistic map in that it exhibits specific chaotic behavior.
It is defined by the following equation:

𝑍𝑛+1 = { 𝜆𝑍𝑛∕2, 𝑍𝑛 < 0.5
𝜆(1 − 𝑍𝑛)∕2, 𝑍𝑛 ≥ 0.5 (7)

where 𝜆 is the control parameter, 0 < 𝜆 ≤ 4. The bifurcation diagram
in Figure 1b shows the chaotic sequences generated by the Tent map
for different values of 𝜆. It can be seen that when 𝜆 is between 2.89
and 4, the system is in a fully chaotic state.
The Logistic map and the Tent map are both chaotic systems, but

they have some limitations. They can produce chaotic sequences
that are unevenly distributed and have a limited range of chaotic
behaviour. In this paper, a new chaotic system called the Logistic-
Tent system (LTS) is introduced to address these issues. LTS combines
the Logistic map and the Tent map and is defined by the following
equation (Zhou, Bao, &Chen, 2014):

𝑍𝑛+1 = { mod((𝑟𝑍𝑛(1 − 𝑍𝑛) + (4 − 𝑟)𝑍𝑛∕2), 1), 𝑍𝑛 < 0.5
mod((𝑟𝑍𝑛(1 − 𝑍𝑛) + (4 − 𝑟)(1 − 𝑍𝑛)∕2), 1), 𝑍𝑛 ≥ 0.5

(8)
where 𝑟 is the control parameter, 0 < 𝑟 ≤ 4. As shown in Figure 1c,
the chaotic range for this system, which is based on the Logistic and
Tent maps, is also (0, 4]. This range is much wider than that of the
Logistic or Tent map alone.
To confirm that the output sequence of the LTS-based chaotic

system is evenly distributed, we performed a statistical analysis using
20,000 randomly chosen points from chaotic sequences generated
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Figure 2. The sequence statistical histogram of the (a) Logistic map; (b) Tent map; (c) LTS.

by the Logistic, Tent, and LTS-based systems, as shown in Figure
2a-c. The resulting histograms, shown in Figure 2d-f, indicate that
the chaotic sequences generated by the Logistic and Tent maps are
unevenly distributed, with most of the points concentrated on either
end or in the middle. In contrast, the output sequence of the LTS-
based system is evenly distributed across the interval (0, 1).

2.2.2. Lyapunov exponent

Lyapunov exponents (LE) are a measure of how sensitive a chaotic
system is to changes in its initial conditions (Liu, Sun et al. 2016).
If the LE value is greater than 0, the system is considered to be in a
chaotic state. The higher the LE value, the more sensitive the chaotic
system is to the initial value, which can improve its performance. The
LE is calculated using the following equation:

𝐿𝐸 = lim
𝑛→∞

1
𝑛

𝑛−1∑

𝑖=1

ln
|||||||
𝑑𝑓(𝑥𝑖)
𝑑𝑥𝑖

|||||||
(9)

Figure 3 shows the LE curves for several chaotic systems, including
the Logistic, Tent, LTS, and Double-Sine maps. For simplicity, the
control parameter is referred to as 𝑟 in this study. The Double-Sine
map is an improved version of a widely used chaotic system proposed
by Zhou, Hua et al. (2014). The LTS has a much larger LE value and
a wider range of control parameters compared to the classic maps
and the improved map. Therefore, we use the LTS to improve the
performance of the SSA algorithm.

2.2.3. LTS chaotic perturbation

In order to avoid the algorithm from converging on local optima,
the chaotic perturbation is introduced to the LTC-SSA algorithm to
enhance its global search capability and optimization precision. The
steps of the chaotic perturbation are described below:
Step1: The chaotic variable 𝑍𝑑 is generated using Eq. (8).
Step2: The chaotic variable is introduced into the solution space of

the optimization problem according to Eq. (10),

𝑋𝑑
𝑛𝑒𝑤 = 𝑑min + (𝑑max − 𝑑min)𝑍𝑑 (10)

where 𝑑𝑚𝑖𝑛 and 𝑑𝑚𝑎𝑥 are the minimum and maximum values of the

Figure 3. Lyapunov exponent.

𝑑-th variable, respectively.
Step3: Chaotic perturbation of individuals is performed according

to Eq. (11).
𝑋′
𝑛𝑒𝑤 = (𝑋′ + 𝑋𝑛𝑒𝑤) ∕2 (11)

where 𝑋𝑛𝑒𝑤 is the amount of perturbation produced by chaos. 𝑋′ is
an individual that needs chaotic perturbation. 𝑋𝑑

𝑛𝑒𝑤 is an individual
after chaotic perturbation.

2.3. The proposed Logistic-Tent Chaotic sparrow search algo-
rithm
Although SSA algorithm has a good convergence rate, it may not
always perform well in finding global optima, which can impact the
convergence rate of the algorithm. Therefore, the LTC-SSA algo-
rithm is developed to improve the efficiency of SSA by introducing
chaotic perturbation into the algorithm itself, which helps reduce
its impact on the convergence rate. Chaos is a type of random-like
behaviour that occurs in non-linear, dynamic systems. It is determin-
istic and characterized by non-periodic, non-converging behaviour
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within certain limits. Mathematically, chaos is the randomness of a
simple, deterministic dynamic system and can be used as a source of
randomness in optimization algorithms.
In spite of having good convergence rate, SSA still cannot always

perform that well in finding global optima which affect the conver-
gence rate of the algorithm. So, to reduce this affect and improve
its efficiency, LTC-SSA algorithm is developed by introducing chaos
in SSA algorithm itself. In general terms, chaos is a deterministic,
random-like method found in non-linear, dynamical system, which is
non-period, non-converging and bounded. Mathematically, chaos is
randomness of a simple deterministic dynamical system and chaotic
systemmay be considered as sources of randomness. In order to intro-
duce chaos in optimization algorithms, different chaotic maps having
different mathematical equations are used. Since last decade, chaotic
maps have been widely appreciated in the field of optimization due
to their dynamic behavior which help optimization algorithms in ex-
ploring the search space more dynamically and globally. At a recent
time, in accordance with different human’s realm a wide variety of
chaotic maps designed by physicians, researchers and mathemati-
cians are available in the optimization field (He et al., 2001). Out
of all these available chaotic maps, bulk of them has been mostly
applied to algorithms to apply it further on real world applications.
In these chaotic maps, any number in the range [0,1] (or accord-

ing to the range of chaotic map) can be chosen as the initial value.
However, it should be noted that the initial value may have signifi-
cant impacts on the fluctuation pattern of some of the chaotic maps.
This set of chaotic maps has been chosen with different behaviors,
while the initial value is 0.7 for all (Saremi et al., 2014). Chaotic maps
affect the convergence rate of SSA algorithm positively as these maps
induce chaos in the feasible region which is predictable only for very
short initial time and is stochastic for longer period of time. Matlab
code of the proposed LTC-SSA algorithm for solving optimization
problems is portrayed in Code 1. The optimization procedure of the
proposed LTC-SSA algorithm is also presented in the form of flow
chart given in Figure 4.

Figure 4. Flowchart of LTC-SSA algorithm.

function [fMin ,bestX , Convergence_curve ]= LTSCSSA (
M,pop ,c,d,dim ,fobj)

% LTSCSSA : A function implementing the Sparrow
Search Algorithm with Chaos Mapping

% Inputs :
% M - Maximum number of iterations
% pop - Population size
% c, d - Lower and upper bounds of the search

space
% dim - Dimensionality of the problem
% fobj - Objective function to be minimized
% Outputs :
% fMin - Best fitness value found
% bestX - Best solution ( position )

corresponding to fMin
% Convergence_curve - Record of the best

fitness value at each iteration

% Set the percentage of producers in the
population

P_percent = 0.2;
% Calculate the number of producers
pNum = round (pop * P_percent );
% Define lower and upper bounds for the search

space
lb = c .* ones (1, dim);
ub = d .* ones (1, dim);

% Initialize population with LTC map
x0 = rand (1, dim);
for i = 1: dim

x(:,i) = LTC(x0(1,i), pop);
end

% Scale initial population to fit within search
space bounds

for i = 1 : pop
x(i ,:) = x(i ,:) .* (ub - lb) + lb;
fit(i) = fobj(x(i ,:)); % Calculate fitness
for each individual

end

% Initialize personal best positions and fitness
values

pFit = fit;
pX = x;

% Determine the global best fitness and
corresponding position

[fMin , bestI ] = min(fit);
bestX = x(bestI ,:);

% Start the main optimization loop
for t = 1 : M

% Sort population based on fitness (
ascending order )
[ans , sortIndex ] = sort(pFit);
[fmax , B] = max(pFit); % Worst fitness value
worse = x(B ,:); % Worst individual ’s
position
r2 = rand (1);

% Update positions of producers ( explorers )
if r2 < 0.8 % Low risk of predators

for i = 1 : pNum
r1 = rand (1);
x( sortIndex (i), :) = pX( sortIndex (i)

, :) * exp(-i / (r1 * M));
x( sortIndex (i), :) = Bounds (x(

sortIndex (i), :) , lb , ub);
fit( sortIndex (i)) = fobj(x( sortIndex

(i), :));
end

else % High risk of predators
for i = 1 : pNum

x( sortIndex (i), :) = pX( sortIndex (i)
, :) + randn (1) * ones (1, dim);

x( sortIndex (i), :) = Bounds (x(
sortIndex (i), :) , lb , ub);

fit( sortIndex (i)) = fobj(x( sortIndex
(i), :));

end
end

% Update global best solution
[fMMin , bestII ] = min(fit);
bestXX = x(bestII , :);

% Update positions of followers ( joiners )
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for i = (pNum + 1) : pop
A = floor (rand (1, dim) * 2) * 2 - 1;
if i > (pop / 2) % Starving followers (

exploration )
x( sortIndex (i), :) = randn (1) * exp

(( worse - pX( sortIndex (i), :)) / (i^2));
else % Follow the best producer

x( sortIndex (i), :) = bestXX + abs(pX
( sortIndex (i), :) - bestXX ) * (A’ * (A * A ’)
^( -1)) * ones (1, dim);

end
x( sortIndex (i), :) = Bounds (x( sortIndex (

i), :) , lb , ub);
fit( sortIndex (i)) = fobj(x( sortIndex (i),

:));
end

% Update positions of sparrows aware of
danger
c = randperm ( numel ( sortIndex ));
b = sortIndex (c(1: round (pop * 0.2)));
for j = 1 : length (b)

if pFit( sortIndex (b(j))) > fMin % Outer
sparrows move closer to safety

x( sortIndex (b(j)), :) = bestX +
randn (1, dim) .* abs(pX( sortIndex (b(j)), :)
- bestX );

else % Center sparrows move randomly
x( sortIndex (b(j)), :) = pX( sortIndex

(b(j)), :) + (2 * rand (1) - 1) * abs(pX(
sortIndex (b(j)), :) - worse ) / (pFit(
sortIndex (b(j))) - fmax + 1e -50);

end
x( sortIndex (b(j)), :) = Bounds (x(

sortIndex (b(j)), :) , lb , ub);
fit( sortIndex (b(j))) = fobj(x( sortIndex (

b(j)), :));
end

% Update personal and global best positions
for i = 1 : pop

if fit(i) < pFit(i)
pFit(i) = fit(i);
pX(i ,:) = x(i ,:);

end
if pFit(i) < fMin

fMin = pFit(i);
bestX = pX(i ,:);

end
end
Convergence_curve (t) = fMin;

end

Code 1. Matlab Code of the proposed LTSCSSA algorithm.

2.4. Validation for LTC-SSA model
2.4.1. Parameter setting

The effectiveness of the LTC-SSA algorithm is evaluated using ten
benchmark functions including Unimodal and Multimodal as de-
tailed in Table 1. The population size for sparrows is set at 100, and
500 iterations are performed for each function. To ensure the reli-
ability of the results, 50 Monte Carlo runs are conducted for each
benchmark function. This allows for a thorough assessment of the
LTC-SSA algorithm’s performance. The proposed algorithm is also
compared with several other optimization algorithms, including SSA,
GWO (Yang, 2012), and PSO (Kennedy, 2011), for validation on the
benchmark functions. The parameters for these algorithms are pre-
sented in Table 2.

2.4.2. Validation results

In this section, we choose the optimal value, mean value and the
standard deviation of the 10 benchmark functions as the basic criteria.
These represent the optimization capability, stability, and robustness
of the algorithms, respectively. Table 3 shows the results of LTC-SSA
and other algorithms based on the constrained benchmark functions.

For clarity, the optimal data for each group is marked in bold.
Compared with the other algorithms, the LTC-SSA algorithm

achieves the closest results to the optimal values of each benchmark
function, outperforming the original SSA algorithm in all three met-
rics, indicating that LTC-SSA has an enhanced ability of finding opti-
mal solutions. It can be inferred from the relatively low mean and
standard deviation of the LTC-SSA algorithm that the final output is
likely to be stable and not subject to significant fluctuations over time,
robustly proving the excellent stability of the algorithm. The results
have also shown the significant improvement of the proposed LTC-
SSA algorithm with the application of Logistic-Tent chaos instead of
the initial algorithm.
In order to further evaluate the performance of the four algo-

rithms on a constrained set of functions, a non-parametric test called
Wilcoxon signed is used in this paper, as shown in Table 4.

3. Calculation of wall shear stress based on CFD

3.1. Geometric modeling

The straight cone convergent nozzle is extensively used in firefighting,
hydraulic coal mining, and other industrial fields as a high-efficiency
nozzle with good jet performance (Li et al., 2010; Wen et al., 2016).
Because almost all of the straight cone convergent nozzles have a
distinct character, i.e., concentrated velocity distribution, its hydrody-
namic characteristics are commonly superior to other types of nozzles.
Moreover, this kind of nozzle can be used under ultra-high injection
pressure up to 300 MPa, which is suitable for ship rust removal opera-
tions. To obtain the optimal hydrodynamic performance, the straight
cone convergent nozzle is used in this study. A 3D parameterized
model is established to express variables of the model structure. Fig-
ure 5 shows the geometry of straight cone convergent nozzle. The
access section length (𝑎) is 2 mm, the contraction section length (𝑏)
is 5 mm, the exit section length (𝑐) is 2.5 mm, the outlet radius (𝑑) is
0.4 mm, the contraction angle is 22.5 degrees.

Figure 5. The dimensions of the straight cone convergent nozzle.

3.2. Computational domain

Liu et al. (2021) simulated the performance of a 3D impinging jet
nozzle using CFD methods. The results demonstrate that the axisym-
metric 3D model can accurately describe the flow field features of
actual situation. The cylindrical symmetric nozzle, found by Chin et
al. (2013), may utilize the symmetry of flow problem, requiring just
half of the fluid domain to be modeled, and their simulation results
matchwell with experimental results. Therefore, half of the fluid field
can enhance calculation efficiency instead of using the entire fluid
field for the simulation of a cylindrical symmetric nozzle. Half of
the 3D model is chosen as the study objective in this paper, since the
straight cone convergent nozzle is also characterized by a cylindrical

6–19



Author last name et al. Computational fluid dynamics-based structure optimization of ultra-high-pressure water-jet nozzle using approximation method

Table 1. Details of constrained benchmark functions

Problem Objective Function Bound (L, U) Optimal Value 𝑛

𝐺1 𝑓(𝑥) =
𝑛∑

𝑖=1
𝑥𝑖2 (-100, 100) 0 30

𝐺2 𝑓(𝑥) =
𝑛∑

𝑖=1

|||𝑥𝑖||| +
𝑛∏

𝑖=1

|||𝑥𝑖||| (-10, 10) 0 30

𝐺3 𝑓(𝑥) =
𝑛∑

𝑖=1
(

𝑖∑

𝑗=1
𝑥𝑗)

2

(-100, 100) 0 30

𝐺4 𝑓(𝑥) = max {|||𝑥𝑖||| , 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑛} (-100, 100) 0 30

𝐺5 𝑓(𝑥) =
𝑛−1∑

𝑖=1

[
100(𝑥𝑖+1 − 𝑥𝑖2)

2 + (𝑥𝑖 − 1)2
]

(-30, 30) 0 30

𝐺6 𝑓(𝑥) =
𝑛∑

𝑖=1

|||𝑥𝑖 + 0.5|||
2 (-100, 100) 0 30

𝐺7 𝑓(𝑥) =
𝑛∑

𝑖=1
𝑖𝑥𝑖4 + 𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑑𝑜𝑚[0, 1) (-1.28, 1.28) 0 30

𝐺8 𝑓(𝑥) =
𝑛∑

𝑖=1
−𝑥𝑖 sin

(√|||𝑥𝑖|||
)

(-500, 500) -12569.5 30

𝐺9 𝑓(𝑥) =
𝑛∑

𝑖=1

(
𝑥𝑖2 − 10 cos(2𝜋𝑥𝑖)

)
+ 10𝑛 (-5.12, 5.12) 0 30

𝐺10 𝑓(𝑥) = 1

4000

𝑛∑

𝑖=1

(
𝑥𝑖2
)
−

𝑛∏

𝑖=1
cos ( 𝑥𝑖√

𝑖
) + 1 (-600, 600) 0 30

Table 2. Key parameters for four algorithms.

Algorithm Parameters
LTC-SSA 𝑃𝐷 = 0.2, 𝑛𝑠 = 100, 𝑆𝑇 = 0.8,𝑀 = 500
SSA 𝑃𝐷 = 0.2, 𝑛𝑠 = 100, 𝑆𝑇 = 0.8,𝑀 = 500
PSO 𝐶1 = 1.49, 𝐶2 = 1.49, 𝜔 = 0.729,𝑀 = 500
GWO 𝛼 decreases linearly from 2 to 0, 0 ≤ 𝑟1 ≤ 1, 0 ≤ 𝑟2 ≤ 1

axisymmetric feature. The computation domain comprises fluid vol-
ume inside the nozzle’s internal chamber and fluid volume between
the water jet outlet and target wall surface. Figure 6 shows a 3D depic-
tion of the computational domain, where 𝑅𝑎 is the radius of the outer
cylindrical computational domain. The static pressure inlet boundary
condition is imposed on the cross-section (perpendicular to central
axis of water jet) of the access section (a). Water jet from the nozzle
impinges the target wall, spreads, reflects and ultimately splashes,
leaving the domain via the cylindrical pressure outlet boundary con-
dition. According to the numerical simulation setup performed by
Jaramillo et al. (2012), Ra should be large enough to illustrate the
impinging details after the water jet impacts on the target wall. Under
this criterion, the Ra was set to be 60𝑑 (i.e. 𝑅𝑎 = 12𝑚𝑚), which can
sufficiently satisfy the requirement of capturing more details related
to water jet and splashing droplets.

3.3. Calculation methods

3.3.1. Multiphase model

The CFDmethod is the most common way to calculate the wall shear
stress, particularly in the cases related to UHP impinging water jet,
instead of experiments. The UHP impinging water jet is a turbu-
lent flow in the liquid-vapor-gas three-phase flow field (Xiao et al.,
2020). The multiphase volume of fluid (VOF) model available in
STAR-CCM+ is chosen to effectively simulate the flows inside the
nozzle chamber. The VOF model can predict the interface shape of
two or more immiscible fluids (Xiao et al., 2020). The concept of
volume fraction related to each phase is introduced in this model
and the interface shape can be obtained by calculating the volume
fraction of the phases in each control volume. All multi-phase com-
ponents at any given position have the same velocity and pressure.

Figure 6. The dimensions of the straight cone convergent nozzle.

In the computational domain, the equations regulating continuity
and momentum are as follows (Cebeci & Bradshaw, 1977):

𝜕𝜌
𝜕𝑡

+ ∇ ⋅ (𝜌𝑈) = 0 (12)

𝜕𝜌𝑈
𝜕𝑡

+ ∇ ⋅ (𝜌𝑈𝑈) = −∇𝑃 + ∇ ⋅ 𝜎 (13)

The phase transfer equations of the three phases are listed as fol-
lows: 𝜕𝛼𝑣𝜌𝑣

𝜕𝑡
+ ∇ ⋅ (𝛼𝑣𝜌𝑣𝑈) = �̇�𝑒 − �̇�𝑐 (14)

𝜕𝛼𝑖𝜌𝑖
𝜕𝑡

+ ∇ ⋅ (𝛼𝑖𝜌𝑖𝑈) = 0 (15)

𝛼𝑖 + 𝛼𝑣 + 𝛼𝑙 = 1 (16)

where �̇�𝑒 and �̇�𝑐 are the phase transition mass transfer rates between
the vapor and liquid phases, respectively. The volume fractions of
the liquid, vapor, and air phases are represented by 𝛼𝑙, 𝛼𝑣, and 𝛼𝑖
respectively. The Rayleigh-Plesset equations are utilized to establish
the transport relationship between the liquid and vapor phases in
the current mainstream cavitation model (Zhang, Dou et al. 2021).
A homogeneous equilibrium model based on barotropic fluids is an
option for addressing the phase shift of liquid to the liquid-vapor
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Table 3. The performance test results of four different algorithms on 10 benchmark functions.

Type Problem LTC-SSA SSA PSO GWO

Optimal value

𝐺1 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 6.51e-16 4.46e-35
𝐺2 0.00e+00 1.14e-317 2.81e-19 2.18e-20
𝐺3 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 9.51e-11 3.33e-11
𝐺4 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 2.23e-02 3.93e-09
𝐺5 8.79e-11 5.12e-09 2.49e+00 2.59e+01
𝐺6 2.43e-24 4.19e-12 6.06e-16 4.43e-05
𝐺7 2.12e-05 4.09e-05 1.33e-03 2.89e-04
𝐺8 1.28e+04 -8.95e+03 2.42e+03 4.64e+03
𝐺9 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 3.97e+00 5.68e-14
𝐺10 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 2.33e+00 0.00e+00

Mean value

𝐺1 3.18e-169 1.03e-165 7.17e-08 6.47e-33
𝐺2 6.84e-101 1.59e-92 2.89e-18 6.63e-20
𝐺3 2.96e-126 1.89e-121 3.21e-04 2.17e-08
𝐺4 7.04e-93 5.97e-87 1.54e-01 2.45e-08
𝐺5 9.97e-08 7.72e-05 9.86e+00 2.66e+01
𝐺6 1.28e-20 1.11e-09 1.49e-10 4.32e-01
𝐺7 2.11e-04 2.82e-04 7.22e-03 1.21e-03
𝐺8 1.19e+03 6.31e+03 1.91e+03 4.19e+03
𝐺9 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 1.14e+01 2.05e+00
𝐺10 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 3.69e+00 3.47e-03

Standard deviation

𝐺1 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 1.95e-07 1.32e-32
𝐺2 3.06e-101 7.06e-91 2.91e-18 4.49e-20
𝐺3 1.32e-125 7.94e-121 7.75e-04 6.43e-08
𝐺4 3.15e-92 2.67e-86 1.34e-01 3.21e-08
𝐺5 2.38e-07 1.64e-04 2.05e+01 5.77e-01
𝐺6 2.41e-20 2.37e-09 5.36e-10 2.72e-01
𝐺7 1.81e-04 2.31e-04 5.01e-03 4.71e-04
𝐺8 6.57e-01 3.56e+02 1.91e+02 2.41e+02
𝐺9 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 3.67e+00 2.75e+00
𝐺10 0.00e+00 0.00e+00 8.89e-01 7.52e-03

Table 4. Pair-wise Wilcoxon signed rank test results.

Problem LTC-SSA/GWO LTC-SSA/PSO LTC-SSA/SSA

𝐺1 7.55e-10 7.55e-10 3.43e-03
𝐺2 7.55e-10 7.55e-10 6.12e-03
𝐺3 7.55e-10 7.55e-10 6.12e-03
𝐺4 7.55e-10 7.55e-10 7.55e-10
𝐺5 7.55e-10 7.55e-10 9.07e-10
𝐺6 7.55e-10 2.33e-03 7.55e-10
𝐺7 1.38e-09 7.55e-10 8.37e-03
𝐺8 1.31e-09 7.55e-10 7.55e-10
𝐺9 1.41e-09 7.55e-10 NA
𝐺10 2.44e-04 7.55e-10 NA

+ / = / - 10 / 0 / 0 10 / 0 / 0 8 / 2 / 0

mixture (Nezamirad, Yazdi et al. 2022). However, due to discrep-
ancies in the density and pressure gradients during the expansion
and compression of vapor bubbles, this model makes it challenging
to capture the impact of baroclinic torque. In the present work, the
transport equation-based model was adopted.

The Schnerr-Sauer cavitation model, which is adequate for compli-
cated orifice flow circumstances, is used to model the source terms
�̇�𝑒 and �̇�𝑐 given above (Guo, He et al. 2017, Yu, Goldsworthy et al.

2017). Condensation and vaporization rates are defined as follows:

⎧
⎪

⎨
⎪
⎩

�̇�𝑒 =
𝜌𝑙𝜌𝑣
𝜌
𝛼𝑣𝛼𝑙

3

𝑅𝐵

√
2

3

(𝑃𝑣−𝑃)

𝑃𝑙
(𝑃𝑣 ≥ 𝑃)

�̇�𝑐 =
𝜌𝑙𝜌𝑣
𝜌
𝛼𝑣𝛼𝑙

3

𝑅𝐵

√
2

3

(𝑃−𝑃𝑣 )

𝑃𝑙
(𝑃𝑣 ≤ 𝑃)

(17)

where the saturation vapor pressure of liquid is defined as 𝑃𝑣 , and 𝜌
is the density of the mixture defined as 𝜌 = 𝛼𝑙𝜌𝑙 + 𝛼𝑣𝜌𝑣 + 𝛼𝑖𝜌𝑖 . The
definition of 𝛼𝑣 is shown in Eq. (14), which expresses the relationship
between the number of bubbles per unit volume 𝑁𝑏 of pure liquid
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and the bubble radius 𝑅𝐵.

𝛼𝑣 =
𝑁𝑏

4

3
𝜋𝑅𝐵

3

1 + 𝑛 4

3
𝜋𝑅𝐵

3
(18)

𝑅𝐵 = (
3𝛼𝑣

4𝜋𝑛 (1 − 𝛼𝑣)
)
1
3

(19)

Here, the only required input parameter𝑁𝑏 for the numerical solution
was assigned as default value of 1012, and it was testified that this is
an optimal value (Liu, Liu et al. 2012). The density of bubble nuclei
in the fluid strongly relates to the bubble number density. According
to conclusion drawn by Li, Pourquie et al. (2014), it was found the
vapor volume appears to be unaffected by the higher bubble density
than the default amount. On the other hand, a smaller bubble density
is likely to indicate an enormous vapor volume. The overshoot in
source intensity fluctuations, proportional to bubble density, might
be one plausible explanation for this occurrence. This overshoot
appears to be a pseudo-proposition cavitation model with little to do
with physics. As a result, in this investigation, the default value of
𝑁𝑏 = 1012 is employed.

3.3.2. Turbulence model

In order to choose an appropriate turbulencemodel for the numerical
simulations, the result comparison associated with three different
turbulence models, i.e., SST k-𝜔, RNG k-𝜖, and Realizable k-𝜖 models,
is shown in Figure 7, where the radial distribution of wall shear stress,
2𝜏𝑤∕𝜌𝑣0, is illustrated on the y-axis. Although the differences among
attributed to different turbulence models are observable, their radial
distributions have the same trend from experimental observation
when 2 < 𝑟∕𝑏 < 9, where 𝑟 is the distance from ‘𝑂’ on the target
wall shown in Figure 6, and 𝑏 is the half-width of the impingement
pressure profile (Loureiro and Freire 2012). By comprehensive com-
parison with experiments (Poreh, Tsuei et al. 1967, Loureiro and
Freire 2017), the predicted values of through simulation cases via
RNG k-𝜖 model agree well with the experimental results, rather than
cases related to the other two turbulence models. In addition, Li,
Zheng et al. (2017) and Celik, Ozden et al. (2014) verified that the
RNG k-𝜖 model can get favourable results in the CFD simulations
concerning cavitation flow. Here, the RNG k-𝜖 turbulence model was
adopted to evaluate the hydrodynamic performance of UHP water jet
nozzle.

Figure 7. Correlation between computational and experimental values.

Yakhot and Orszag (1986) developed RNG k-𝜖 turbulence model,
which is capable of simulating flows with high strain rates and huge
curvature with acceptable accuracy. The following transport equa-
tions are used to calculate the turbulence kinetic energy 𝑘 and the

rate of dissipation 𝜖:

𝜕
𝜕𝑡
(𝜌𝑘) +

𝜕 (𝜌𝑘𝑢𝑖)
𝜕𝑥𝑖

= 𝜕
𝜕𝑥𝑗

[𝛼𝑘𝜇𝑒𝑓𝑓
𝜕𝑘
𝜕𝑥𝑗

] + 𝐺𝑘 − 𝜌𝜀 (20)

𝜕
𝜕𝑡
(𝜌𝜀) +

𝜕
𝜕𝑥𝑖

(𝜌𝜀𝑢𝑖) =
𝜕
𝜕𝑥𝑗

[𝛼𝜀𝜇𝑒𝑓𝑓
𝜕𝜀
𝜕𝑥𝑗

] + 𝐶1𝜀𝐺𝑘
𝜀
𝑘
− 𝐶2𝜀𝜌

𝜀2

𝑘
(21)

where 𝐺𝑘 is the turbulence kinetic energy generated as mean velocity
gradients. The 𝐶1𝜖 and 𝐶2𝜖 coefficients are set to be 1.42 and 1.68 in
default respectively. For 𝑘 and 𝜖, the values 𝛼𝑘 and 𝛼𝜖 are the inverse
effective Prandtl numbers. The effective viscosity 𝜇𝑒𝑓𝑓 in the case of
a high Reynolds number is stated as:

𝜇𝑒𝑓𝑓 = 𝜇 + 𝜇𝑡 (22)

𝜇𝑡 = 𝜌𝐶𝜇
𝑘2

𝜀 (23)

3.4. Grid-independency study
The grid density has a significant impact on the accuracy of numerical
simulation. Undoubtedly, a refined mesh can improve the simula-
tion accuracy of the impinging process for the UHP water jet. For
high-speed multiphase flow simulations, the grid density should
simultaneously cater to the accuracy requirement and speed calcula-
tion. Therefore, there are strict requirements for mesh quality inside
the volumes where the speed of multiphase media is high, or the
phases change rapidly, e.g. contraction field. On the other hand,
a coarse mesh can be adopted surrounding the refined mesh vol-
umes. The graded hexahedral grid topology is suitable for this kind
of computational domain with significant differences in speed and
phase, because it can provide more accurate solution to the flow field
interested and spend less time to solve the fluid field unconcerned.
According to the knowledge of fluid mechanics, a more satisfactory
mesh resolution is used in the domain center neighborhood. As the
distance from the centerline increases, the mesh resolution becomes
coarser, as shown in Figure 8.

Figure 8. Correlation between computational and experimental values.

Grid-independency analysis was carried out firstly to quantify the
effect of the proposed CFDmodel on the numerical simulation results.
Based on the samemesh topology scheme, four simulation cases with
increasing grid density, namely Mesh-1 to Mesh-4, were performed.
Themesh configurations of the proposedCFDmodel and the obtained
maximum pressure are shown in Table ??. As seen in the Table ??,
the maximum pressure value achieved using Mesh-3 is similar to that
obtained via Mesh-4, indicating that increasing the number of mesh
cells does not affect the calculation results, once a certain number
of mesh cells is reached. The total number of elements is estimated
to be around 1.3 million, with an average element quality of 0.97.
Hence, the mesh topology and grid density utilized in Mesh-3 were
employed in the following numerical simulations.
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Figure 9. Correlation between computational and experimental values.

4. The establishment of approximation method for CFD
data

4.1. Design of experiment (DOE)

To improve optimization speed, an approximate relation between
design variables and responses is often established using the surrogate
model method in place of many CFD calculations. This method is
widely used in in engineering optimization design because of its
simplicity and efficiency. Generating a set number of sample points
is an important task for constructing the surrogate model and how to
generate these sample points is related to the design of experiments
(DOE). There are many DOE methods currently available, including
orthogonal design, full-factorial design, central composite design,
and Latin hypercube design (LHD) (McKay, Beckman et al. 2000),
etc. The optimal Latin hypercube design (Opt LHD) is one of the DOE
techniques that has been widely utilized to build response surface
approximation (Duan, Wang et al. 2017). The Opt LHD method
generates an initial design matrix 𝑋 denoted by𝑚 × 𝑛 LHD, which
contains 𝑚 test points and 𝑛 factors, and then update the design
matrix through element exchange.

𝑑(𝑥𝑖 , 𝑥𝑗) = 𝑑𝑖𝑗 = [
𝑛∑

𝑘=1

||||𝑥𝑖𝑘 − 𝑥𝑗𝑘
||||
𝑡
]

1
𝑡

(24)

where 𝑝 = 1𝑜𝑟2, 1 ≤ 𝑖, 𝑗 ≤ 𝑚, 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗, the sampling point 𝑑(𝑥𝑖 , 𝑥𝑗) is
the minimum distance between 𝑥𝑖 and 𝑥𝑗 .
In this paper, the optimal Latin hypercube design (Opt LHD) (Yang

and Cao 2020) is adopted and the results of the comparison between
LHD and Opt LHD methods is illustrated in Fig. 9. It can be found
that the Opt LHD method makes all sample points to be more evenly
distributed in the design space, compared to the LHD method. Thus,
the Opt LHD method features superior space-filling and evenness,
and allows for more accurate surrogate models between design vari-
ables and responses.
Based on the Opt LHD method, 150 schemes are designed to cal-

culate the peak wall shear stress, as shown in Appendix 1. The space
distributions of samples are shown in Figure 10. The peak wall shear
stress is calculated by CFD method in Section 3.

4.2. Data-driven surrogate model

In the process of optimizing the nozzle structure, the optimizer solves
the CFD model several times to evaluate the objective function. In
terms of computational time, CFD-based design methods are very
expensive owing to requirement for numerous simulations. Thus,

the SVM-based method is used to develop a data-driven surrogate
model in this section.

4.2.1. Support Vector Machine (SVM)

The SVM is a newAI algorithm proposed by Cortes and Vapnik (1995)
and it has distinct advantages in handling nonlinear regression and
small samples. As shown in Figure 10, The core concept of SVM is to
find a separating Hyperplane used to divide the space into two sides
via maximizing the margin or the distance from the hyperplane to
the closest samples (Tran, Tempel et al. 2015). A nonlinear mapping
function 𝜙(𝑥) are used to map low-dimensional 𝑖-th input sample 𝑥𝑖
into higher-dimensional vector spaces for a given dataset. Based on
the linear regression function established in high-dimensional space,
the following equation can be derived:

𝑓(𝑥) = 𝜔 ⋅ 𝜙(𝑥) + 𝑏𝑥, 𝑥 ∈ 𝑅𝑑, 𝑏 ∈ 𝑅 (25)

where 𝑑, 𝑅, 𝜔, 𝑏, 𝑥𝑎𝑛𝑑𝜙(𝑥) are the dimensionality of the sample
space, the set of real numbers, weight coefficients, bias values, input
vector in the sample space and predictive values, respectively. Based
on the theory of structural risk minimization principle, the problem
of support vector regression (SVR) is cast into a constrained optimiza-
tion problem, shown in Eqs. (26) and (27) (Chang and Lin 2011),
which is also known as primal problem.

min
𝜔,𝑏,𝜉

1
2
‖𝜔‖2 + 𝐶

𝑛∑

𝑖=1

(𝜉𝑖+𝜉∗𝑖 ) (26)

s.t. − 𝜀 − 𝜉𝑖 ≤ 𝑦𝑖 −
(
𝜔⊤x𝑖 + 𝑏

)
≤ 𝜀 + 𝜉∗𝑖

𝜉𝑖 , 𝜉∗𝑖 ≥ 0, 𝑖 = 1, 2,… , 𝑛 (27)

where 𝑛, 𝜉𝑖 , 𝜉𝑖
∗, and 𝐶 are the number of samples, slack variable of

upper bound, slack variable of lower bound, the constant deviation
and the penalty coefficient, respectively.

4.2.2. The proposed LTC-SSA-SVM model

The detailed steps of the proposed LTC-SSA-SVMmodel are provided
below.
Step1: First, the dataset is prepared for the creation and validation

of the SVMmodel. Then, the dataset was randomly partitioned into a
training (70%) and test dataset (30%). These percentages are selected
primarily because they provide the lowest error for the SVMmodel.
Step2: Initialize the parameters related to the SSA algorithm, in-

cluding the number of sparrows 𝑛𝑠, producer ratios 𝑃𝐷 , number of
iterations𝑀, the alarm value 𝑅2, and safety threshold 𝑆𝑇 .
Step3: Define the objective function. The fitness function G is
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Figure 10. Correlation between computational and experimental values.

Figure 11. Concept of the SVM algorithm.

taken as the mean square error (MSE) of training sets given by Eq.
(28). If the stopping criterion is satisfied, the position of the sparrow
with the lowest fitness is the optimal solution of the model.

𝑀𝑆𝐸 = 1
𝑛

𝑛∑

𝑖=1
(𝑃𝑖 − 𝑂𝑖)

2 (28)

where 𝑃𝑖 is the predicted value of 𝑖-th peak wall shear stress by SVM,
𝑂𝑖 is the expected value of 𝑖-th peak wall shear stress by CFDmethod.
Step4: Initialize the position of sparrows randomly using the im-

proved LTC map. Step5: Update the location of producers and
scroungers. Step6: Select the guards and renew their locations. Step7:
Calculate the fitness levels of the updated sparrows. Step8: Update
the current optimal solution according to the fitness of the sparrows.
Step9: Determine whether the iteration of algorithm is ended. If not,
return to Step 5. Step10: To achieve the goal of effectively forecasting
the results of peak wall shear stress, the optimal result is used to train
the hyper-parameter 𝐶 and 𝑔 for SVMmodel.

4.3. Validation of the LTC-SSA-SVM model

To evaluate the feasibility of the proposed model in section 4.2, two
data-driven surrogate models, namely SVM and LTC-SSA-SVM, have
been developed in MATLAB using the samples from Appendix 1.
Subsequently, both of these models are used to predict the peak wall
shear stress. A comparison between the calculated and the predicted
values of peak wall shear stress related to SVM and LTC-SSA-SVM
models are shown in subplots (a-d) of Figure 12. Obviously, it can
be found that the predicted results of LTC-SSA-SVM model on the
training and testing sets show better agreement with the calculated
values, compared to those of SVMmodel.

To further quantify the performance of the proposed LTC-SSA-
SVMmodel, the statistics performance comparison among the SVM,
LTC-SSA-SVM, BPNN (Chen andChen 2022), GBDT (Swami and Jain
2013) and RBFNN (Cai, Hocine et al. 2021) is made using different
statisticalmeasures. The𝑅𝑀𝑆𝐸,𝑀𝐴𝐸,𝑁𝑆𝐸 and𝑅2 are some of these
indicators, and the formulas used for these indicators calculations
are provided below (Cai, Hocine et al. 2021).

𝑀𝑆𝐸 = 1
𝑛

𝑛∑

𝑖=1
(𝑃𝑖 − 𝑂𝑖)

2 (29)

𝑀𝐴𝐸 = 1
𝑛𝑒

𝑛𝑒∑

𝑖=1

|||𝑂𝑖 − 𝑃𝑖||| (30)

𝑁𝑆𝐸 = 1 −

𝑛𝑒∑

𝑖=1
(𝑂𝑖 − 𝑃𝑖)

2

𝑛𝑒∑

𝑖=1

(
𝑂𝑖 − 𝑂𝑖

)2
(31)
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Figure 12. Prediction results of peak wall shear stress (a) LTC-SSA-SVM training sets, (b) LTC-SSA-SVM testing sets, (c) SVM training sets and (d) SVM testing
sets.

𝑅2 = 1 −

(
𝑛𝑒∑

𝑖=1

(
𝑂𝑖 − 𝑂𝑖

) (
𝑃𝑖 − 𝑃𝑖

)
)
2

𝑛𝑒∑

𝑖=1

(
𝑂𝑖 − 𝑂𝑖

)2 𝑛𝑒∑

𝑖=1

(
𝑃𝑖 − 𝑃𝑖

)2
(32)

where 𝑛𝑒 is the number of samples, 𝑃𝑖 and 𝑂𝑖 represent the predicted
and calculated mean values of the peak wall shear stress, respectively.
Notably, the predictionmodelwith the lowest𝑅𝑀𝑆𝐸 and𝑀𝐴𝐸 values
corresponds to a greater accuracy. However, it with the greatest 𝑁𝑆𝐸
and𝑅2 values corresponds to amore robust and efficient performance.

Algorithm RMSE R2 NSE MAE

LTC-SSA-SVM 0.024 0.95 0.95 0.014
SVM 0.041 0.85 0.85 0.023
BPNN 0.045 0.82 0.81 0.028
GBDT 0.047 0.74 0.74 0.032
RBFNN 0.063 0.71 0.63 0.019

Table 5. Statistics performance comparison based on the different models.

Table 5 summarizes the calculated 𝑅𝑀𝑆𝐸, 𝑁𝑆𝐸, 𝑀𝐴𝐸 and 𝑅2
results of the statistical indicators. As shown in Table 5, it can be
found that the proposed LTC-SSA-SVM model with𝑀𝑆𝐸 of 0.024,
𝑅2 of 0.95 𝑁𝑆𝐸 of 0.95 and 𝑀𝐴𝐸 of 0.014, is superior to the other

four models. All the statistical results adequately demonstrate the
accuracy and reliability of LTC-SSA-SVMmodel.
A comparison of regression coefficient 𝑅2 between the SVM and

LTC-SSA-SVMmodels are shown in subplots (a) and (b) of Figure 13.
The 𝑅2 (value ranges from 0 to 1) is used to measures the goodness of
fit related to model, and the 𝑅2 value nearer to value one indicates a
better prediction effect. The blue and orange solid line represents the
linear regression of training and test sets respectively, whereas the
black dashed line shows a near-perfect forecast. As shown in Figure
11, it can be found that LTC-SSA-SVMmodel exhibits larger 𝑅2 values
(i.e., 0.952 and 0.9318) in the training and testing phases, compared
to SVM model. Training results are satisfactory for LTC-SSA-SVM
model, and the 𝑅2 values are greater than 0.9 for training and testing,
phases.

5. Nozzle structure optimization problems

For different chamber structure of UHP nozzle obtained by varying
geometry parameters (i.e., 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑, 𝜃), it is likely that the recognized
best hydrodynamic performance could be biased. Thus, it is necessary
to develop a strategy to find an optimal combination of geometric
parameters for obtaining optimal hydrodynamic performance.

5.1. Optimize processes
In this study, an optimization scheme for improving the chamber
structure of the UHP nozzle is proposed, as shown in Figure 14. The
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Figure 13. Regression coefficient plot of SVM (a) and LTC-SSA-SVM (b) models.

Figure 14. Flow chart of the optimization loop.

detailed steps are as follows:
Step1: Update a set of design variables (i.e., 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑, 𝜃) using the

LTC-SSA algorithm under constraint conditions.
Step2: Calculate the values of peak wall shear stress (i.e., the fitness

of each sparrow) corresponding to this set of design variables using
LTC-SSA-SVMmodel.
Step3: Update the global optimal solution according to the fitness

of the sparrows.
Step4: Steps 1-3 are repeated until the LTC-SSA algorithm reached

a pre-defined stopping criterion.

5.2. Optimization strategy
The objective function is the peak wall shear stress calculated via an
approximation model mentioned in Section 4. The design variables
(i.e., 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑐, 𝑑, 𝜃) have been shown in Table 6. Details about param-
eters of LTC-SSA algorithm are to be presented in section 2.4.1. In
addition, the population size is set to 30 and The maximum number
of iterations is set to 80. The optimization procedure is conducted on
Intel Core i5-4210U CPU@1.70GHz, 16GB RAM.

5.3. Results and discussion
The convergence history of peak wall shear stress obtained using
the LTC-SSA algorithm is presented in Figure 15. The optimized

No. Design variables Lower value Upper value

1 a 0.5 1.5
2 b 3.0 7.0
3 c 1.5 3.5
4 d 0.2 0.6
5 𝜃 10 35

Table 6. Ranges of design variables.

model showed an increase of 9.41% in peak wall shear stress. This
result indicates that finding the optimal combination of geometric
parameters significantly enhances the hydrodynamic performance of
the UHP nozzle. Therefore, the LTC-SSA algorithm proposed in this
study is a promising method for UHP nozzle optimization.
Table 7 presents the optimal solution of a nozzle structure optimiza-

tion problem obtained via using the proposed LTC-SSA algorithm.
As shown in Table 7, It can be found that the access section length
(𝑎), exit section length (𝑐), outlet radius (𝑑) and contraction angle (𝜃)
increase, whereas the contraction section length (𝑏) decrease. Figure
16 shows a comparison of the geometry for the original model and
the optimal model.
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Figure 15. Convergence history of the peak wall shear stress by LTC-SSA
algorithm.

Original Optimal Increase or decrease

a (mm) 1.0 1.044 Increase
b (mm) 5.0 3.326 Decrease
c (mm) 2.5 2.694 Increase
d (mm) 0.4 0.504 Increase
𝜃 (°) 22.5 30.605 Increase

Table 7. The optimal solution as well as the original geometry parameters.

Figure 16. A comparison of the geometry structure between original and
optimized nozzles.

The comparison of the velocity distribution contours between origi-
nal and optimalmodels is illustrated in Figure 17. As shown in Figure
17, it can be observed that, due to the Bernoulli effect, both of them
form a core high-speed region at the exit section and the maximum
flow velocity is not significantly different. The radial flow velocity
is maximum in the water-jet central axis, and gradually decreases
toward the periphery regions. The diffusion zone interacts with the
surrounding low-velocity fluid to form the turbulent boundary layer,
where energy is dissipatedand the velocity is reduced. The core veloc-
ity region of the original nozzle is relatively concentrated, narrow and
longer, so the free space in the diffusion section is large. However,
the core velocity region of the optimized nozzle has a larger coverage
area in the diffusion section, resulting in a relatively faster diffusion.
Figure 18 shows the comparison of the axial distribution of velocity

between original and optimal models. It can be found that the axial
maximum velocity is equal to themaximum velocity of the entire flow
field, indicating that the position where the flow velocity is largest

appears on the axis, and a significant difference in the trends can be
observed. For the axial velocity distribution of the original model,
the velocity reaches a peak in the cylindrical section and forms the
core constant velocity zone. Then the velocity drops slightly outside
the nozzle outlet. Subsequently, there is a significant decrease as the
axial distance increases. However, the axial velocity distribution of
the optimized model is very different. There is a distinct two-order
constant velocity section. In the cylindrical section, the increase of
speed is significantly lower than before, and the maximum speed
of the axis is reached at the exit of the cylindrical section. The first
segment of the constant velocity region is then formed within the
diffusion segment. The first significant velocity drop occurs at the
exit of the diffuser section, followed by the second constant velocity
zone. The total length of the two constant velocity segments is similar
to that of the original model. Subsequently, as the x-axial distance
increases, a significant speed reduction occurs. The impact kinetic
energy of the optimized nozzle is reduced faster,but the fatigue action
of the micro jet for med by the bubble collapse is the main destructive
factor.
Figure 19 shows the comparison of radial wall-shear-strsss distri-

bution between original and optimized nozzles. As clearly seen from
Figure 19, the optimal model shows a good cavitation performance
and the radial peak wall shear stress is increased by 0.829%, compare
with original.nozzle.

6. Conclusion

This paper proposes a CFD-based design procedure to optimize the
geometry structure of UHP water-jet nozzles. The RANS solver is
used to analyze wall shear stress and impinging force, with valida-
tion through experimental data. The proposed optimization method
integrates the LTC map, Opt LHD method, SVM-based surrogate
model, and SSA algorithm. In additon, the main innovations and
contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:
1)The standard SSA algorithm faces the challenge of getting stuck

in local optima. To address this issue, authors have embedded the
LTC map, which combines the benefits of Logistic and Tent chaotic
maps, into the SSA algorithm. This modification aims to enhance the
diversity of the initial population. The effectiveness of the proposed
LTC-SSA algorithm was verified by 10 constraint benchmark func-
tions, and comparedwith SSA, GWOand PSO algorithms. The results
demonstrate that the LTC-SSA algorithm can significantly improve
the reliability of global optimality and the quality of the results.
2)To save calculation costs during sample set construction, only

half of the computational model was used instead of the complete
model. The results showed good agreement between the simula-
tion results and the measured wall impinging forces, with numerical
errors below 1.1%.
3)To expedite optimization speed, a design of experiments (DOE)

is used to establish an approximate relationship between design vari-
ables and responses. This is done by replacing numerous CFD cal-
culations with a LTC-SSA-SVM-based surrogate model. The results
indicate that the Opt LHD method has better space-filling and even-
ness than the LHD method. Furthermore, the data-driven surrogate
model demonstrates that the proposed LTC-SSA-SVMmodel outper-
forms the SVM, BPNN, GBDT, and RBFNN models, with an𝑀𝑆𝐸 of
0.024, 𝑅2 of 0.95, 𝑁𝑆𝐸 of 0.95, and𝑀𝐴𝐸 of 0.014.
This paper describes the optimization of the geometry structure of

a UHP water-jet nozzle using the LTC-SSA algorithm. The optimized
structure resulted in a high-wall-shear-stress nozzle with superior
hydrodynamic performance, increasing the peak wall shear stress
of the optimal solution by 9.41% compared to the original design.
While the proposed optimized-protocols for UHP water-jet nozzle
show great promise and feasibility in engineering applications, it is
important to note that this study only investigated one specific type
of nozzle with a relatively simple geometric structure, limiting its
generalizability. The main objective in the near future is to expand
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Figure 17. A comparison of velocity distribution contours between original and optimized nozzles.

Figure 18. A comparison of axial velocity distribution between original and
optimized nozzles.

this framework to include more types of nozzles. This can greatly
inspire the design of more efficient nozzles.
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Table 8. Experiment samples calculated by CFD

No. 𝑎(𝑚𝑚) 𝑏(𝑚𝑚) 𝑐(𝑚𝑚) 𝑑(𝑚𝑚) 𝜃(◦) 𝜏 (MPa) Index 𝑎(𝑚𝑚) 𝑏(𝑚𝑚) 𝑐(𝑚𝑚) 𝑑(𝑚𝑚) 𝜃(◦) 𝜏 (MPa)
1 0.879 6.050 2.831 0.532 61.478 1.281 76 0.956 6.740 3.468 0.404 45.562 1.218
2 1.284 6.502 1.548 0.489 56.152 1.244 77 1.209 6.922 2.764 0.482 55.279 1.283
3 0.781 4.236 2.067 0.477 54.675 1.268 78 0.514 4.320 2.916 0.360 39.986 1.093
4 0.949 6.655 3.441 0.274 29.294 1.222 79 1.490 5.289 2.572 0.252 26.482 1.086
5 0.825 5.757 1.505 0.225 23.122 0.910 80 0.574 4.374 3.402 0.574 66.776 1.282
6 0.644 4.705 3.071 0.327 34.618 1.116 81 0.689 5.105 1.675 0.203 20.337 0.950
7 1.105 6.296 3.008 0.221 22.595 1.048 82 1.006 3.189 3.288 0.419 47.367 1.185
8 1.151 6.961 1.688 0.344 37.989 1.068 83 1.220 4.026 2.454 0.597 69.617 1.246
9 1.358 4.486 2.790 0.579 67.409 1.245 84 0.867 4.460 2.219 0.245 25.637 1.397
10 1.231 4.993 1.587 0.273 27.914 1.112 85 0.792 6.163 3.198 0.396 44.549 1.181
11 0.839 5.624 1.613 0.315 33.071 1.013 86 0.669 3.374 1.529 0.350 38.716 1.099
12 1.077 4.639 3.059 0.494 56.797 1.287 87 1.352 4.502 1.941 0.566 65.766 1.243
13 0.659 5.657 2.988 0.235 24.323 1.354 88 0.775 6.793 2.412 0.389 43.612 1.183
14 0.512 5.599 3.482 0.542 62.697 1.273 89 0.850 3.850 3.268 0.485 55.601 1.281
15 0.930 6.251 3.378 0.514 59.209 1.248 90 0.535 6.033 2.847 0.339 37.354 1.118
16 1.330 5.499 2.889 0.530 61.195 1.291 91 0.705 4.205 3.207 0.330 36.246 1.158
17 0.680 3.974 3.425 0.552 64.025 1.279 92 1.012 4.900 2.306 0.565 65.653 1.228
18 0.812 4.878 1.746 0.545 63.181 1.268 93 0.734 5.815 1.669 0.492 56.450 1.252
19 1.416 4.749 2.690 0.210 20.011 1.074 94 1.072 5.862 1.559 0.538 62.204 1.261
20 1.436 4.426 2.286 0.413 46.601 1.196 95 1.265 4.768 2.501 0.382 42.765 1.191
21 1.299 6.696 2.528 0.521 60.072 1.276 96 0.890 3.102 2.481 0.418 47.310 1.193
22 1.318 4.356 3.353 0.208 21.054 1.177 97 1.236 4.680 3.037 0.496 57.023 1.275
23 0.842 5.216 3.257 0.275 29.409 1.261 98 1.171 6.386 3.101 0.450 51.248 1.273
24 1.303 3.604 1.973 0.370 41.205 1.113 99 1.497 6.731 2.872 0.281 30.109 1.105
25 0.761 5.038 1.631 0.371 41.351 1.087 100 0.525 5.458 2.977 0.319 34.916 1.196
26 1.246 3.438 1.963 0.548 63.487 1.288 101 1.116 6.411 2.200 0.379 42.352 1.140
27 1.034 5.143 2.715 0.307 32.151 1.057 102 1.018 4.405 2.583 0.578 67.225 1.276
28 0.566 5.997 2.359 0.218 22.234 1.040 103 1.403 6.447 3.081 0.443 50.354 1.249
29 1.082 4.128 2.422 0.280 28.750 1.100 104 1.144 6.590 1.844 0.458 52.246 1.237
30 1.200 5.514 2.800 0.290 31.294 1.126 105 0.974 5.680 2.595 0.568 66.053 1.263
31 1.410 6.429 2.182 0.213 21.612 1.102 106 0.794 4.540 3.393 0.598 69.783 1.253
32 0.570 6.648 3.177 0.451 51.336 1.272 107 0.934 3.918 2.375 0.353 39.122 0.989
33 0.729 6.146 3.125 0.410 46.311 1.243 108 0.913 6.988 2.048 0.517 59.567 1.262
34 1.180 3.709 2.145 0.459 52.414 1.270 109 0.614 5.727 3.330 0.364 40.449 1.112
35 1.125 5.697 3.099 0.386 43.189 1.126 110 0.991 6.091 1.891 0.453 51.674 1.258
36 1.054 5.963 1.523 0.314 32.953 0.979 111 1.216 6.547 3.493 0.214 21.766 1.071
37 0.665 3.032 3.192 0.408 45.983 1.172 112 0.986 4.856 2.819 0.466 53.215 1.231
38 1.455 5.572 2.443 0.560 65.011 1.274 113 0.830 3.992 2.523 0.310 33.753 1.027
39 1.485 6.875 1.715 0.506 58.257 1.259 114 0.898 4.935 2.080 0.266 28.235 0.927
40 0.805 3.169 2.560 0.394 44.204 1.098 115 1.156 3.112 1.733 0.292 31.510 0.971
41 0.559 3.752 1.803 0.552 63.951 1.280 116 1.338 3.787 1.759 0.585 68.081 1.235
42 1.420 6.783 3.322 0.558 64.806 1.277 117 1.189 5.252 2.934 0.524 60.486 1.270
43 0.946 3.582 2.853 0.367 40.856 1.124 118 0.648 4.573 2.228 0.486 55.731 1.261
44 0.715 4.155 1.783 0.325 35.632 1.035 119 0.634 6.104 2.266 0.592 68.950 1.274
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Table 9. Experiment samples calculated by CFD

No. 𝑎(𝑚𝑚) 𝑏(𝑚𝑚) 𝑐(𝑚𝑚) 𝑑(𝑚𝑚) 𝜃(◦) 𝜏 (MPa) Index 𝑎(𝑚𝑚) 𝑏(𝑚𝑚) 𝑐(𝑚𝑚) 𝑑(𝑚𝑚) 𝜃(◦) 𝜏 (MPa)
45 0.818 5.844 1.937 0.328 35.998 1.075 120 0.603 6.327 2.325 0.474 54.266 1.206
46 1.369 3.677 2.465 0.287 30.869 0.997 121 0.769 5.355 3.163 0.254 26.745 1.208
47 1.462 4.791 2.087 0.267 28.373 0.944 122 0.545 5.386 2.631 0.402 45.234 1.148
48 0.599 5.126 2.673 0.338 37.236 1.081 123 0.686 5.555 1.851 0.377 42.168 1.093
49 1.430 4.710 1.707 0.308 33.438 1.085 124 1.453 5.404 1.653 0.374 41.790 1.058
50 1.091 5.001 2.960 0.593 69.087 1.293 125 0.696 4.971 2.019 0.572 66.525 1.282
51 1.259 3.548 2.115 0.390 43.699 1.060 126 0.963 4.299 1.642 0.426 48.269 1.191
52 1.383 3.231 1.818 0.470 53.760 1.218 127 1.180 6.268 1.875 0.240 24.977 0.990
53 0.584 6.862 2.044 0.236 24.452 0.940 128 0.996 6.185 1.912 0.584 67.964 1.237
54 1.400 3.325 3.448 0.361 40.108 1.145 129 1.051 4.090 2.128 0.436 49.521 1.167
55 0.746 4.258 1.916 0.241 25.089 0.991 130 1.200 3.637 2.637 0.519 59.870 1.255
56 0.724 6.208 3.285 0.347 38.367 1.143 131 1.442 3.906 2.951 0.423 47.916 1.195
57 0.622 3.367 1.821 0.430 48.689 1.212 132 0.903 3.655 2.488 0.476 54.453 1.251
58 1.028 5.311 2.406 0.540 62.520 1.256 133 1.111 5.339 2.739 0.534 61.784 1.266
59 0.757 6.492 3.362 0.556 64.550 1.267 134 0.548 5.179 2.171 0.260 27.459 0.941
60 1.275 6.916 1.771 0.230 23.690 0.942 135 1.326 4.183 2.104 0.285 30.657 1.026
61 0.610 4.830 3.033 0.413 46.682 1.196 136 1.308 6.340 2.291 0.429 48.584 1.201
62 1.252 3.936 2.675 0.346 38.310 1.170 137 1.477 3.136 2.153 0.246 25.762 1.064
63 1.042 3.516 2.874 0.322 35.219 1.113 138 0.884 4.587 2.339 0.446 50.756 1.247
64 0.504 5.898 1.867 0.504 57.995 1.273 139 0.855 6.603 2.385 0.499 57.371 1.276
65 1.021 3.271 2.257 0.588 68.535 1.279 140 1.160 6.544 1.987 0.228 23.487 0.945
66 0.709 3.420 2.772 0.334 36.798 1.091 141 1.093 3.729 3.309 0.357 39.603 1.098
67 1.064 5.909 2.341 0.400 44.951 1.115 142 1.287 3.807 3.138 0.257 27.076 1.039
68 0.971 4.619 2.025 0.527 60.865 1.268 143 1.390 6.830 3.407 0.300 32.461 1.094
69 1.139 3.863 3.246 0.469 53.641 1.267 144 1.469 5.782 3.141 0.461 52.687 1.227
70 0.749 4.098 2.740 0.294 31.795 1.035 145 1.341 4.066 1.995 0.511 58.836 1.219
71 1.375 5.212 2.709 0.439 49.889 1.215 146 0.532 3.251 2.610 0.332 36.549 1.062
72 1.129 3.457 1.577 0.314 34.305 0.982 147 0.589 5.951 2.548 0.432 49.062 1.186
73 1.360 3.054 2.655 0.222 22.750 1.199 148 0.870 5.450 2.998 0.250 26.226 1.060
74 0.922 3.009 1.603 0.507 58.418 1.212 149 0.632 3.302 3.224 0.277 29.675 1.211
75 1.272 5.070 2.910 0.442 50.256 1.215 150 0.917 3.492 2.246 0.207 20.874 1.121
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