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Abstract. Dynamic NURBS, also called D-NURBS, is a known dynamic \arf the
nonuniform rational B-spline (NURBS) which integrateseffform shape representation
and a physically-based model in a unified framework. Moremdg, computer aided de-
sign (CAD) and finite element (FEM) community realized theado unify CAD and
FEM descriptions which motivates a review of D-NURBS corseprlherefore, in this
paper we describe D-NURBS theory in the contexil 6f shape deformations. We start
with a revision of NURBS for parametric representation ofveuspaces. Then, the La-
grangian mechanics is introduced in order to complete thergiical background. Next,
the D-NURBS framework foit D curve spaces is presented as well as some details about
constraints and numerical implementations. In the expamtal results, we focus on pa-
rameters choice and computational cost.

1 Introduction

In the context of animation of soft objects every engine isiposed by three linked parts: the geometric model,
dynamic model and rendering module. The former can be ezhiiz the context of parametric frameworks like
nonuniform rational B-spline (NURBS)) [Piegl and Tiller I8%-arin 1997]. The dynamic model needs physic
models that incorporate dynamic quantities like veloaitgss and force distributions, into an evolution equation
that governs the shape deformation [Erleben et al. 2005.1dtter includes global/local illumination techniques
to generate the scene with the desired reali@mih this work we focus only on the first two components.

Non-uniform Rational B-spline (NURBS) is a mathematicanfrework commonly used for generating and
representing curves, surfaces and volumes [Piegl and TB@7]. It offers an unified mathematical basis to
describe analytic and free-form shapes with great flexyband precision. NURBS became a standard for CAD
(Computer Aided Design) systems due to its excellent madiiead, numeric and algorithmic properties. NURBS
are built from the B-spline function basis and a NURBS curva icomposition of NURBS functions, a set of
control points{p1, p2, - - -, p»} C N2 and a weight vectofw, , ws, - - -, w,). The control points and the weights
compose the degrees of freedom of the NURBS curve.

For computer graphics applications, the dynamic model imega is based on classical mechanics which
is concerned with physical laws to describe the behavior ofagroscopic system under the action of forces
[Deusen et al. 2004]. For instance, when considering agbaiiti the3 D space under the action of gravity, we
can take its position vector along the timewhich in cartesian coordinates is given by(t),y(t), z(t)), and
use the Newton'’s laws to get the governing equation writteteims of the cartesian coordinates and the time
t. In a more general situation, the instantaneous configuratf a system may be described by the values of
generalizeccoordinatesp,, po, - - -, pn). SO, we need a methodology to write the evolution equatidhefystem
in terms of the generalized coordinates.

The Lagrangian formulation of mechanics is a framework tdress this issue_[Goldstein 1981]. It is a
variational formulation of mechanics based on the intebiailton’s Principle which states that the motion of
the system between times andt, is derivable from the solution of a variational problem [Gsikin 1981].
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The corresponding Lagrange’s equations allow to write tr@ugion of the system in term of the generalized
coordinates. That is what we need to link the geometric motiBIlURBS and the dynamic model: we can use
the control points and the weights as generalized coombniat describe the physical system. Therefore, we get
an approach that integrates shape representation and eidymedel in a unified framework called D-NURBS
in the literature|[Terzopoulos and Qin 1994, Qin and Terzdpo 1996].

Continuous systems, like an elastic curve, have infiniteeksgof freedom which difficult its description for
both the geometric and dynamic aspects. In mathematicailsiewe are dealing with infinite basis functions,
may be uncountable. One possibility to simplify the problisnto consider finite dimensional representation
with enough flexibility in order to represent the solutiortiwihe desired precision. In the context of mechanical
systems the Finite Element Method (FEM) is the traditional/wo perform this task. However, as pointed out
in [Cottrell et al. 2009], NURBS framework can be also corsédl. That is way geometric modeling and FEM
community realized the need to unify CAD and FEM descrigiorhich motivates our review of NURBS and
D-NURBS concepts.

So, in sectio 2 we start with an objective review of B-spifienctions in order to set up the background
for NURBS development. Next, in sectibh 3 we describe therdiagian mechanics framework in the presence
of constraints and a generalized potential for dissipafimoes. Then, sectidd 4 considers the D-NURBS model
following the presentation given in [Terzopoulos and Qi®4P We present details of the evolution equation
generation, constraints introduction and numerical aspeEor simplicity, we focus on curve spaces but the
theory can be straightforward generalize for surfaces ahahwes. In the experimental results (secfidon 5), we
consider a set up for a linear mass distribution with fixed paghts. We discuss the influence of parameters
choice, effects of NURBS weights and computational coste @tnclusions and further works are presented in
sectior 6, The appendice$ A dnt B give some details abouifisgeems of the D-NURBS governing equation.

2 NURBS: Nonuniform Rational B-spline

The spline framework is the starting point for NURBS devetemt. A polynomial spline of ordér (degreek —1)
is a piecewise polynomial function of ordgmwith continuity of derivative of ordek — 2 at the common joints
between segments, which are calfEtchegRogers and Adams 1976, Persiano 1996].

Therefore, the spline space is a functional space compgspietewise polynomial functions with the prop-
erty already stated. A fundamental element in the splinerthis theknot vectorwhich defines the end points
of the patches of the spline function. Given the ordemd a knot vectox = (ug,u1,- - -, uy), Wwe can denote
the space of polynomial splines of ordewith domain in the rang@ug, u,,] asS* (ug, u1, - - -, u,). The Figuréll
shows some elements of this set whtes 1,2, 3.

We can show that th&* (ug, u1, - - -, u,, ) is a vector space of dimensian- k + 1 [Persiano 1996]. The main
point in the spline theory is to construct a basis for thiscspdarom the functional analysis viewpoint the space
properties are invariant respect to the basis choice. Hemvéa computer graphics aspects it is important that
every tool and algorithm generated has an intuitive gedmatrd visual interpretation with local control of the
target objects. The B-spline basis attend these requirsmen

Following traditional texts in this area [Farin 1997, Ragand Adams 1976] we perform a recursive defini-
tion of the B-spline basis. So, let us consider $déug, u1, -+, u,, ); that means, the space of piecewise polynomial
functions of ordett = 1 (degreed) which are just piecewise constant functions, like the asgnted on Figure
[ fork = 1.

A basis for this space is in fact the first B-spline basis inregursive scheme, which is defined as follows:

Bii(u) = 1)

L difu <u<uip
0, otherwise

fori=0,1,---,n—1.
Now, let us consider the spac®(ug, u1,- - -, u,); that is, the space of piecewise polynomial functions of
orderk = 2 (degreek — 1 = 1) which are just piecewise linear functions with continuiiyderivative of order



k=3
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Figure 1: Polynomial spline examples with knot vectore (to, t1, to, ts, ts,ts5).

k — 2 = 0 (see Figuréll). We are supposing that< u; < --- < u,. We already know that this is a vector
space with dimension — k + 1 = n — 1. Besides, when integrating polynomial functions of ordere get
again polynomial functions but with ordér+ 1. Also, we want that the support of the functioBs, would be
as small as possible (for local geometric control) and they have continuity of derivative of ordér— 2 = 0 at
the common joints between patches. The following functioiffél these requirements:

Bi,z(u)z/u <B’Vl(3) _ B 9) >ds, i=0,1,--n—2. @)

Ui+1 — Uqg Ui4+2 — Ui41

By repeating the above arguments, we can show that the foliprecursive scheme will generate a basis
B* ={B,), i=0,1,---,n—k— 1} forsplinesf : [ug,u,] — R such thatf (u¢) = f (u,) = 0:
— ;) B j— itk — U) Bit1 :
Bip (u) = (u = u;) B g1 (u) n (Witk — u) Bit1, 1(“), P=01n—k 3)
Ui k—1 — Uj Uik — Ui+1
wherek = 2,3, --- and theB; ; (u) is given by expressioi|1). The Figlire 2 pictures the obthbesis fork = 2.

So, in the above development, the sparB3éfis in fact a subspace & (ug, uy, - - -, u,) once B¥ can only
generate functions with support in the inter¢ag, u,,) as we already observed above. However, we can cover all
the spline space by considering more general knot vectarfact, the knot vector has a significant influence in
the spline basis generated. In general, it is used thres tfdenot vectors: uniform, open uniform (or just open)
and nonuniform.

Uniform knot vectors satisfies; .1 — u; = Au = const., for i = 1,2, ....,n. Uniform knot vectors yield
periodic uniform basis functions, like the one presentefigure[3; that means:

Bij (u) = Bi—1 5 (u— Au) = Biq i (u+ Au).

An open uniform knot vector has also the property 1 — u; = Aw for internal knots but it has multiplicity
of knot values at the ends equal to the ordef the B-spline functions. For instance:



Figure 2: B-spline of ordet = 2 with knot vectorv = (ug, uy, us, us, ug, us).

v=1(0,0,1,2,3,4,5,5), if k=2,

v =(0,0,0,0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5,0.5,0.5), if k=3.

These kind of knot vectors may yield more general B-splirgisi@” that can generate functions that are not
null at the ends of the knot vector, as we can visualize inrfeigu

Finally, nonuniform knot vectors may have either unequafigced 4.1 — u; = Aw;) and/or multiple knot
values at the ends or even for the internal knots.
The B-splines generated by open (uniform or nonuniform} keotors have important properties [Piegl and Tiller 1997

1. B (u) >0 Vu.
2. B, (u) = 0if wis outside the intervat [u;, w;411).
3. Partition of unity:>"""F B; . (u) = 1.

Once defined the basis for the spline space, we can consider gpaces ift? generated through B-splines. So,
let us take a set gb;, i = 0,1,2, - - -,n — k points inRk3 and the vector-valued function given by:

n—k
c(u) =Y piBik(u). 4
=0

This function defines a curve of claé¥~2 in R3, which is called a spline curve. The poins are called
control points and the corresponding polygon is the defipiolygon. Important properties about these curves
are:

1. End points interpolation: in the case of open knot vectehavec (ug) = pp andc (u,) = py.

2. Affine Invariance: Ify (r) = Ar+wvis an affine transformation then(c (u)) = Z?;Ok B i (u) ¥ (ps).
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Figure 3: B-splines examples of order= 2 with uniform knot vectowv = (0, 1,2, 3,4, 5).

3. Strong convex hull property: the curve belongs to the errull of its control polygon.

A rational B-spline curve is the projection of a polynomiakpline curve defined in the four-dimensional homo-
geneous coordinate space back into the three-dimensibyalgal space [Rogers and Adams 1976]. Therefore,
if we represent the control points in the four-dimensiomainlegeneous coordinate space we obtain:

ﬁﬁ=<wm>,i=QLZ~nn—h

n—k
~N w;iPj 4
cw=3 (") B ®
By projection in the three-dimensional space we obtain dtiemal curve:
S pawi By (u) =
c(u) = == = piNig (u), (6)
ijo w;Bj (u) i=0
whereNN; ;, are the rational B-spline functions given by:
w; By 1 (u
Nik (u) = == () (7)

ijo w;Bjk (u)

If the B-splines in expressidn 3 are generated by nonunifarat vectors then the functior,; 5, in expression
(7) are named nonuniform rational B-splines (NURBS) andtthee defined by expressidd (6) is a NURBS curve.
B-splines can be enriched without modifying the underlygepmetry and parameterization through the

mechanisms that are called refinements. The most commonamients are knot insertion and degree elevation
[Farin 1997| Piegl and Tiller 1997].

3 Lagrangian Mechanics

Let us consider a physical system whose instantaneous aoatiimn may be described by the valuesiafeneral-
ized coordinates$p, , p, - - -, p,) Which can be considered as a point in & dimensional Cartesian hyperspace
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Figure 4: B-splines functions of ordér= 2 with open uniform knot vectov = (0,0, 1,2, 3,4,5,5).

known asconfiguration spaceAs time goes on from a timg to a timet,, the system changes its configuration
due to internal and external forces. Therefore, the evautif the system can be seem as a continuous path, or
curve,p(t) in the, configuration space, parameterized through thetime

The Hamilton’s Principle gives a methodology to write thelation equation of the system in terms of the

generalized coordinates and tirhelt states that if for a mechanical systems with kinetic gnef = T (p) ,

wherep = dp/dt, all force fields are derivable from a scalar potentiak= V (p, t) then the motion of the system
from timet; to timet, is such that the line integral:

I= /t2 L <p,p,t) dt, (8)

t1

whereL (p,p.,t) =T (p) —V (p,t), has a stationary value for the correct path of the motiond&tein 1981].

The functionL is named the Lagrangian of the system and we can apply tradittechniques of the varia-
tional calculus to show that the correct path must satisfies:

i a—L _aL:0> 221,2,,71, (9)
dt (9}?2‘ api

or, in a compact form:
i a_L _a_L:0> i:1727"'7n7 (10)
dt op op

which are the Lagrange equations of motion [Goldstein 1981]
We can introduce dissipation forces in the Hamilton’ piieiby adding a velocity-dependent term in the
scalar potential of the system. So, let us consider the gefeem for the Lagrangian:

L (p,b,t> =T (m')) - (U (p)+F (p,b)) : (11)

where, like before] is the kinetic energy but now possibly dependent from hptind p, U is the potential
related to the conservative forces aFids a velocity-dependent potential to account for dissyeagiffects.



So, substituting this expression in the Euler-Lagrangegopus [10) renders:

d (0T OF or ouU OF
== (=55 = (12)
dt op Op op Op Op

In general, mechanical systems undergoes effects of aitamd external forces. Therefore, it is useful to

decompose the potentiéll (p) into two terms named;,,; e E.,., which will account for the internal and external
forces, respectively:

U (P) = Eint (p) + Eeact (p) . (13)
By substituting expression (l13) into the equatidng (12)gete
d (0T OF OE;, OF.; or oF
4 (00 OFY (06w _ 0B (o7 _or) ”
dt\op Op op op op Op

which gives the general form of Euler-Lagrange equations.

3.1 Lagrange Equationswith Constraints

Now, let us extend the Hamilton’ principle in order to covenstraints. We focus on holonomic constraints; or
holonomic system, for which the constraints may be exptebge

fl(p17p2>"'7pn>t) = 07
f2(p17p27”’7pn7t) = 07
(15)
fm(p17p27”'7pn7t) = 07
wheref;, I = 1,2, - -,m, iS a general expression connecting the generalized catedin In this case, we can
take the differentialif;:
df; = %dpk + %dt =0, [=1,2,---,m. (16)
Opy ot

k=1

If we considerdt = 0 and replacelp; by the correspondingirtual displacementp; we can rewrite expres-

sion [16) as:

Z alk(spk = 07 I = 17 27 s, (17)
k=1

whereaq;;, = 9f;/0p;. Expression[(17) implies a dependence between the virtaplatiementsp;.. In order to
reduce the number of virtual displacements to only indepahdnes we can use Lagrange multipli®fss, - -
-, Am. S0, we can put together the equatidng (17) using the expness

ta MM

> Nawdpe = 0. (18)

o g=11=1

Therefore, by assuming that the Hamilton’s principle hdluisholonomic systems we can incorporate ex-
pression[(18) in the variational technique used to get Liggraquations {9) and to obtain:

2 (0L d [ 0oL “
/tl dt; <3—pk - <—> ZN“H@> Spi = 0. (19)

apk =1



We shall remember that the virtual displacemefifs are connected by the: equations[(17). Besides, the
Lagrange multipliers\i, Ao, ---, A, remains at our disposal. So, let us suppose that we can ctimssemultipliers
such that:

a_L__ aL +Z)\lalk—0 k:n—m+1,"',m- (20)
Ipk Ok =1

By substituting this expression in the integfall(19) we end

to n—m
/t; dtz <g—;};—— <8L> Z)\lalk> (5pk—0 (21)

k=1 Op; =1

Once we haven constraint equations i (IL7) the only virtual displaceraépi. involved in expressiori (21)
are the independent ones. Therefore, it follows that:

éﬁ___ +> Naw =0, k=1,2,--n—m. (22)
I 32% =1

Expressions[(20) and (22) give the complete set of Lagrargmlations for holonomic systems. However,
the expressions involves + m unknowns, namely the coordinates;, and them multipliers );. So, we must
add to the final result the constraints give by express$ioh (16

Therefore, by putting together expressidns (20), (22) @Bl We find that the desired solution must satisfies
the equations:

oL d (0L -
= k=1,2,- 23
2 ﬁ<%>+;N% 0, n. (23)
fl(p17p27”'7pnat):077 l:1727”'7m' (24)

4 D-NURBS Formulation

The idea is to submit an initial NURBS curve, given by expi@s$6) to a Newtonian dynamics generated by an
external potential, internal (elastic) and dissipatiortés. Therefore, a natural way to parameterize the evalutio

of the curve along the time is:
> i Pi()w;(t) B (u)

c(u,t) = S wi(t)Big (u)

So, the control pointp;(t) and the weightsv;(t) becomes time-dependent while the rational functions
(@) remain u-dependent only. Therefore, the control poamd the weights become the degrees of freedom
of the system evolution; and so, they compose the genedatiaerdinates which are concatenated as follows
[Terzopoulos and Qin 1994]:

(25)

T n
p(t)=[(PF,wo) (PTow1) ... (PX w,)] e RIMHD, (26)
where we have the control points vector and the weights veptecified, respectively, by:
po(t)=[pf Pl ... pI] e RO, (27)

o) =[wo wi ... wy]’ eRCHY, (28)

A fundamental element in the D-NURBS development is the@atad Jacobian, defined as follows:

J:[ {Bo(u,p),a‘r’—u‘fo], {Bl(u,p),%]7 [B (u 7p)7aw } ]6%3><4(n+1) (29)

where:



Ni,k (’LL, pw) 0 0
Biup)=| me 35w | = 0 N(wps) 0 (30)
0 0 Ni,k (U, pw)

with (see expressidd 7):
w; (t)Bi’k (u)

i_ow;(t)Bjk (u)’

Ni,k (U, pw) = Z (31)

and: .
% _ 2j-0(i(t) — pj(t))w; Bik (u) Bjk (U). (32)

(S wi()Bs ()

We shall observe thaB; (u, p) € ®3*% and 2 € R3, comi = 0,...,n and consequently € R3*4(+1),
We can concatenate thg,, and -2 according to the following matrices:

awis
B = [BO(u7 p)7 Bl (u7 p)7 T Bn(u7 p)] € §R3X3(n+1) (33)
_ [ 9c  Oc dc 3x(n+1)
W= [awo’awl’ ’awn] € R (34)

The advantages of defining the matricesB3, W and the vectorg, andp,, becomes clear by observing that:

Pozx

Doy

Doz

wo

Pix

ply

C C C p z

Jp:|: |:BO(u7p)7aa—w]> |:Bl(u7p)7aa—m]> 7|:Bn(u7p)>%n] :| ,le

pnx

pny

pnz

- wn -
S owit)Bie(w)pi(t) | o~ [ 2j—0(Pi(t) — p;(t))w;(t) By (u)Bjk(u)
B> TG D . 2 wilt) =
J= ’ i=0 (ijo wj(t)Bj,k(U))
Bpy + Wpy. (35)
But, with a simple algebra we can show that:
Wpw = 0. (36)
Therefore,

Jp = Bpy. (37)

However, by remembering expressionl(25) it is clear that:



c(u,t) = Bpy. (38)
Henceforth, from expressioris (37) ahdl(38) we get that:

c(u,p) = Jp. (39)
Other important properties that can be easily proved are:

dJ

7P (t) =0. (40)

d 7 dt’

The next step is to compute the kinetic and (generalizednpial terms to be inserted in the Lagrangian
given by expression (11).

4.1 KineticEnergy T

In this work we focus on the D-NURBS formulation for a contims parametric curve subject to a force field. So,
we shall consider a (constant) linear mass density distoiby.. Therefore, the kinetic energy is computed by:

1
T=—-
[
Where% is the curve velocity. By applying expressidnl(41) we obsehat:
de||?

%] = oorron. “3)

So, if we insert expressioh_(43) into kinetic energyl (42) \weam:

2

iad| (42)

dt

1 . .
T = §/M(JP)T-(JP) du. (44)
which becomes: )
T = 5 / ppl It Ipdu, (45)

Oncep does not depend on the parametgwe can rewrite expression (45) as:

T = p"Mp, (46)

where:

M = M(p) _ /,uJTJdu c §R4(n+1)><4(n+1)’ (47)

u

is called the mass matrix.

4.2 Energy Dissipation F

Formally, the idea is to consider a velocity-dependent mi@k £’ such that, when introduced in the Euler-
Lagrange equation$ (IL14) generates a velocity-dependssipdtive force. In order to perform this task let us

suppose that’ satisfies:
2 1 t
du = F(t):——/ /7‘
2 t=0Ju

d_F__l/ de
a ~ 2),"7

dt

dc
dt

2
dudt, (48)




where the constant is the the damping density. By performing an analogous deweént of sectioh 411 we
obtain:

T e
= —_pTp 49
o 5P Db, (49)

whereD ¢ R4 +1)x4(n+1) ‘the damping matrix, is computed by:

D =D(p) = / ~vJT Jdu. (50)

4.3 Potential for Conservative Forces

The internal and external conservative forces are intreduic the D-NURBS Lagrangian through the potentials
E;,; andE.,,, respectively. We compute the former by usingtthia-platemodel [Terzopoulos and Fleischer 1988]:

Eint (P) = %/u (04

whereq is the elasticity ands the rigidity parameter of the curve. Using the expresdid)) éhd the fact that the
generalize coordinates vectprdoes not depends on the parametésee expression (26)) we can show that:

d?c

du?

dc

2
du +5‘

2
) du, (51)

dc d
Tu = g JP)=Jup (52)
Obviously the same is true for the second derivative redpdbie parametet . Therefore:
1
Bt () = 5 [ (a(00)" (1u0) 4 5 (Juup)” (Juu)) s (53)

once(J,p)? (Jup) = pTJT J,p it follows:

1
Eint (P) = 5 / (apTJgJup + /BpTJguJuup) du, (54)
and, consequently:
1
Ein (P) = 5" Kp, (55)

where the matrixs = K (p) € R +Dx4(+1) named the stiffness matrix, is given by:

K(p) = / (L Ty + B Ly Juu) du. (56)

The external potentiaE.,; generates the force fields, like gravity, that act on theesgst According to
expression(14), they are computed by the gradient of thentiat £, respect to the generalized coordinates:

aEe:ct o 1 <8Eext aEe:ct aEezt 8Ee:ct.aEext aEezt aEe:ct aEezt' 'aEez’t aEezt aEe:ct aEex’t>T

ap B 5 apO:c ’ apOy ’ apOz ’ awO ’ apl:c ’ aply ’ aplz ’ awl v apn:c7 apny7 apnz ’ awn(57)

4.4 Euler-Lagrange Equationsfor D-NURBS

Now, we insert the kinetic energy and potentials just comgin the Euler-Lagrange equations given by expres-
sion [14). Besides, we must observe that the matriddesD and K are all symmetric and for a quadratic form
g = p” Ap with A symmetric we havé? = 2Ap. Therefore:



T
or _ 9 (1T -\ 1 (2 OM
'%‘%(ﬂ) MP)—§<P) op P
oF __ TﬁD
i 8 l T 1 T oK T T IOK T

By substituting these expressions in the Euler-Lagrangetesn:

d 8_T _ 8_F + <8E2nt> _ _8Eemt + <8_T _ 8_F> (58)
dt op Op op op op Op)’
we get:
Mp + My —(—D')+K + Lrok T———aEer l(')TO—M' T+1/t /'Ta—D'du dt

which can be rewritten as follows by just re-arranging thiente

. OB T OM -~ [1 oK 17 1t 0D .
Mp+Dp+Kp = — op +[2 <p> app] —Mp— [21) app} +§/t:0 /up %pdu dt. (60)

However, in the Appendices A and B we shown that:

.. 1 /\THOM .
Ip=Mp— = — 61
p P35 <p> ap > (61)
1 70K
plZ2pl =0 62
{zp oD p} ; (62)
where: _
I= / pJ T Jdu. (63)
Therefore, if we neglect the effects of the last integraintewe can finally write the governing equation for
D-NURBS as:
- : 8E‘emt .
Mp—i—Dp—FKp:—W—Ip, (64)
where the matriX is computed by equation (63).
45 External Forces
In this section we consider an external potential which imesian coordinates has the general form:
Ee:vt = / P (3373/7 Z) du (65)

whereP (z,y, z) is a potential density function.
So,

Eout (p) = / P (x(pyu) y (pou) 2 (pyw)) du (66)



In cartesian coordinates, the external force is given by:

Fewt: / a_P du. (67)

However, we must write the external force respect to the rgdimed coordinates, following the expression
(B7). For instance, let us consider the term:

%ﬁgit :/u [aﬁoxp(w (p,u),y (p,u) ,z(p,u))} du (68)

From the Chain-Rule:

OFeyt _/ 8_P ox G_P oy G_P 0z du (69)
8pOac B u Ox 8pOac ay 8pOac 0z apO:c '
But, from the expressiof (25) we observe that:
oy 0z
= =0. 70
Opoa Opox (70)
Therefore: oF 0P 9
ext X
= [ |=— 71
Opox /u [83«" 8po;J du (1)
Analogously we can find:
aEem /|:8P Oy] aEem /|:8P az:|
9po, S |y Opoy opo.  Ju |9z oo, (72)
On the other hand: o 5
ext
= —p 73
et [P @) .0 (0o 73)
and so:
OB _ ([P v 0P 3y 0P 921, [[ox oy 9z][oP oP oP]"
Awy _/u [3:6 Awy + Ay dwy HE 3w0} du—/u [3100’ dwy’ 3w0} [3:6’ dy’ 8,2] du (74)

So, by using expressioh (30), we find that the above resuitbearouped in the following matricial expres-

sion:
OFcyxt oP
o Nog 0 07 o 0 g
Dpoy 0 Nog 0 8p No kg,
OB = | Gy | du= 5 du (75)
g ext u 0 0 N07k 81% ” No,k%
oat oz Oy 0 oz 0z 9P | 9y 0P | 02 OP
“Bwo Owg  Owp  Owg dwg Ox Owo 0y dwg Oz
Generalizing fori = 0..n we have:
No i, i
No.k
No i,

Oz Oy 0z

8wo 8w0 aU)o

N P

8E‘emt NLk _% T
= / N1k | Fr | du= / J'f(x,y, 2) du, (76)
dp u ox Oy 0z 0 u
ow1 w1 ow1 0z
Nn,k
Nn,k
Nn,k
Ox Jy oz
L Own Own, Owyn -



wheref (z,y, z) is the external force field density defined by the gradienhefgotential density in cartesian
coordinategx, y, z) . Therefore, the external force field in the generalized doatds is given by:

Fo®) = [ T @ o) (pe) 2 (p.0) @
Particularly, in the case of the gravitational potentialdgarticle we have:
E = —mgy, (78)
wherem is the mass particlg; is the gravitational field intensity anglgives the particle position (its height) in

the vertical axes. For &D continuous system, a curve in the two-dimensional Eucfidgsace, the gravitational
potential can be computed by a generalization of expre{g@ngiven by:

Eept = — / pgydu (79)

wherey is the linear mass density (constant), like before. Theeefiie potential density is:

P(z,y) = —pgy. (80)
and the force field density is given by:
dy 0
VP (z,y) = —ug(i, 8—;/)T = —pg(0,1)" (81)

So, according to expressidn {77), the external force ffglt:

fp<p)=—/uJTg<(f>du=—/uﬂ<2>du. (82)

46 D-NURBSwith Constraints

In the case of linear constraints, equatidng (15) become:

Ap+d =0, (83)

whereA € R™*™ with m < n, is a constant matrix and € R™ is a constant vector. In this case, we can choose
a set ofn — m, sayq = (¢1, 42, - - -, qn—m ) iINdependent variables and explicitly write theremaining ones as a
function of theq vector, which will be the new generalized coordinates. bt,fd we write equation[(83) in the
form:

ail a2 - Aim b1 a1 m+1 Aim+2 - Aln Pm+1
a1 A2 - Q2m b2 + a2m+1  A2m+2 - A2n Pm+-2 — _d (84)
- )
Gml Om2 " OAmm Pm Umm+1 Omm+2 " Amn DPn
or simply:

Gi1q+ Gaq = —d

where G; € R™™ and G, € R™*("~™) are the first and second matrices of expression (84)dne
(p1,p2, - -,pm)T, d = (Pm+1,Pmt2, - -,pn)T. Then, by supposing that,, - - -, p,, can be choosen such that
(i1 is non-singular, we have:

G= —G{'Gaq - G7'd. (85)



Let I € R(=m)x(n=m) and from the observation thét; 'Gy € R™*("~™) and using expressiof (B5) it is
clear that the matrix:

—1
G = [ ~G o ] & R (n=m), (86)

allows to write:

p = Gq+d, (87)
with dy = [G7'd, 0] € ®nx!
The equationd (23) can be written in compact form as:

. : OF., :
AT\ = — (Mp + Dp + Kp+ 7D Ly Ip> . (88)

So, using expressionis (87) we can observe that:

p=Gq, p=0Ga. (89)

Therefore, by substituting expressiohsl](87) (89) iratqo [88) and using the fac thadt = [G7  Go]
we obtain:

G{ o i~ . aEezt ap .
[ oI ] A=— <MGq+DGq+K(Gq—|—dO)+ p %—FIGQ ,

If we multiply both sides byG”', where the matrixZ is defined in expressiof (86) we obtain:

T - : aEew .
[— (Gl_ng)T I] X { gflp } A=-—GT x <MGq+DGq+K(Gq—|—d0)+ Opt +IGq> ,
2

8E‘emt
Jp

0=-G'MGq-G'DGq— GTK (Gq+d,) — GT —GTIGq

. : E., .
GTMGq+ G'DGq+ GTKGq = —GTaa—pt —~GTI1Gq - GTKAd,.
If we name:

TaEext .
op ’
then, we get the D-NURBS evolution equation subject to thedr constraints given by:

M,=G"MG; D,=G"DG; K,=G"KG; f,=-G

I, =G"IG,

M,q+ D,q+ K,q = f, — I,q— GT'Kdy. (90)

4.7 Numerical Implementation

The equation[(64), as well as its constrained counterpagkjmesson[(90), does not have in general analytical
solution and so we have to use a numerical approach to sokithithe desired precision. The equatiénl(64) is a
second order ordinary differential equation. Besides,iihiportant to observe that the matridds D, K depends
on the integration of products of the rational B-spline fiimes (1) and their derivatives of first and second order
respect to the variable.

Therefore, the numerical solution of expressionl (64) capdréormed by finite difference methods (FDM)
in time. Besides, we need a numerical scheme for computmgtigrals, as described next.



4.7.1 Matrices Computation

The matricesV/, D, K that appears in D-NURBS evolution equation are given byesgions[(47),(30), and (56),
respectively. They involve derivatives of zero, first andos®l order of/ respect to the variable. For instance,
for matrix K = (k;;) € R+1>x4(+1) we have:

n—l ey
kij = | fij (u)du = fij (u) du, (91)
J /u J ;/H J
where:
a.i T O3 82.2‘ T 82._
() () +5(32) ()

with j; means the collum of the Jacobiary.

The computation of each term in the summation in expres@dih ¢an be performed by Gauss quadrature
[Chapra and Canale 2009]. An analogous scheme can be usedhpute the other matrices.

In our implementation we have developed a numerical apprémsed on isogeometric analysis follow-
ing the recipe of[[Cottrell et al. 2009]. Our implementatiavoids the cost of assembling the global matrices
M, D and K. For this, we calculate the matrices of each element indallg, where the elements are con-
structed by partitioning the knots vector. Figlie 5 showsdmg elements(el, e2,e3,e4) from open knots
vectorv = (0,0,0,0.25,0.50,0.75,1,1,1). Here we will have six control point&s —k+1=8 -3+ 1=6)
which according([Cottrell et al. 2009] will be distributestay the elements by following expression

E= {61 = (p17p27p3)>€2 = (p27p37p4) 763 = (p37p47p5) 764 = (p47p57p6)} (93)

v=(0,0,0,0.25,0.50,0.75,1,1,1)

v

el e?2 e3 ed
¢ L ® ® |

0 0.25 0.50 0.75 1
Figure 5: Building elements from knots vector= (0,0, 0,0.25,0.50,0.75,1,1,1)

Generally a open knots vector can be partitioned intelements expressed by
ne=|E|l=n—-2(k—-1) (94)

4.7.2 Numerical Schemefor TimeIntegration
Let the D-NURBS evolution equation:

Mp+Dp+ Kp = fp(p) — Ip (95)

wheref, = [ JT f(x,y,2)du andI(p) = [ uJ" Jdu, according to Appendix A and sectidns.434.5.
Let us consider the following numerical scheme:

p(tHAl) _op(®) 4 pt=A0)
(L)

(t+At) _

p= (96)

(t—At)

p p

2Nt

p= (97)



If we substitute these expressions in equation (95) we mbtai

(t+A8) _ 9p(®) (t—At) (t+AL) _ (t—At) (AL o(t—At)
p P +Pp P p (t+ot) _ o (P P
M ( (At)? > D < 2Nt ) +Kp == 2Nt

(98)
where M, D, K and I are supposed to be computed at time- At. We shall be careful about the term

I(W). Following its definition in expressiof (1115) and expresdi@4) we can write:

. AL 7 2\ AL (t+At) _ L (t—At)
o= [u(n) () (p 7 (99)
Therefore, we can rewrite equatioan{99) as:
. L 7 (t+AL) .\ (t+At) ot (i (t+At) (t— A1)
p=355 / (%) {(J ) P (J> p du. (100)

By using the fact tha (‘+20) p(t+41) — ( we simplify expressior {100) to:

S 1 NGO IRNGEEY) (t—At)

Using the approximation:

j (t+At) J+AY) - g(t=At)
( ) B 2/t ’

we get:

) 1 trap) | [ JEHAD — g4t _
Ip=—— T (t—At)
p 2At/“('] ) K 2Nt p du

1 t+At _ _

_ _W/M(JT)(-F )[J(Hm) _ gt At)] (=50 gy,

_ 1 T\ 80 [ (4 At) _(t—At) _ 7(t—At) (t—At)
- 4(&)2/%1) [0 7-5050-50]

1
— _4(At)2 </#(JT)(t+At) J(t—i-At)p(t—At) _ //L(JT) (t"rAt) J(t—At)p(t—At)> du
1 _ t+At _
= _4(At)2 (M(tJrAt)p(t At) _/M(JT)(Jr )C(t At)du) (101)

So, by substituting expressidn (101)[inl(98) it renders:

t+AL t t—At t+At t—At
M<p(+ ) — 2p® 4 pf )>+D<p(+ ) —pl )>+Kp(t+At):

(At)? 20t
1 (t+At), (t—At) T (DY) (1 Ap)
fot Tanr (MR - (7)) (102)

If we multiply both sides of expression_(98) tot (At)2 and rearrange the terms we get:



(40 + 20D + 4. (8)” K ) pUTA0 = (A1) f + 8MpP® — (3M — 24tD) p(t=40) / I Tet=50 g

(103)
This expression can be written as:
Agﬁm)pmm) _ Agt,t—At)7 (104)
where:
ASTAY — 4N 4 2AED + 4 (A1) K, (108)
and,
Agt,t—At) —4 (At)z fp + 8Mp(t) _ (3M — 2AtD) p(t—At) _ //LJTC(t_At)du- (106)

Therefore, once initial conditions(0) = po andp(0) = v are given, we can use the approximation:

p(0) —p(0 - At)
At

= vo. (107)

to write:
p(—At) = p(0) — Atvy, (108)

and, consequently, we can start the iterative scheme givempression(104).

The complexity for computing the expressién (1104) depemd$he algorithm for calculating the matricas,
D, K and the method used to solve the linear system. Considdratg is the number of control points,. is
number of elements; is the polynomial order of NURBS basis ang is the number of quadrature points, the
algorithm implemented to compute the matridds D, K performs the following steps:

1. Fore=1...n.do

(a) Compute the Jacobian matrix block for elemerit(tomplexity O(ng * n * k)).
(b) Compute mass matrix block for element {complexity O(n, x k?)).

(c) Compute damping matrix block for element {complexity O(n, * k?)).

(d) Compute stiffness matrix block for element {complexity O(n,, * k?)).

Therefore, the asymptotic complexity of the whole alganitis given by:
O (neng (O (nk) + O (K*) + O (K*) + O (k*))) = O (nengnk) . (109)

We highlight that the computational cost of the D-NURBS atioh must also consider the numerical method
for solving the linear systefn 104. To complite 104 we have osejligate gradient method whose complexity is
O (n). Hence, we can conclude that the expression 104 has finalutatignal complexity equal t® (n.nynk).

5 Experimental Results

We have developed an experimental environment based ontdRBS approach with constraints. In our setting
we consider the case of an elastic wire withn length with negligible transverse section fixed at the ends.

The NURBS curve geometry is instantiated using an open keaibwy = (0, 0,0, 0, 0.25,0.50,0.75,1,1,1,1)
with basis functions of ordet = 4 (degreek — 1 = 3). Therefore, following section] 2, the spline space has di-
mensionn — k + 1 = 10 — 4 + 1 = 7, which means that we have seven controls points. Each pbinN&RBS
curve is influenced b¥ control points. Therefore, to set geometric constrairas kbep the wire fixed at the ends,
we must letc — 1 fixed control points at the ends of the curve. This can be oabiei linear constraint framework
for D-NURBS developed in sectign 4.6.
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Table 1. Initial configuration of the control points and whetg (generalized coordinates) for wire simulation:
p(0) = (20, Yo, 20, W03 T1, Y1, 21, W1} - * 5 T6, Y6, 265 W )-

fteration: O [0.00%]
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Figure 6: Intial D-NURBS setup for simulation of the elastire fixed at the ends.

Besides, we consider that the wire is subject to a gravitatidield with valueg = 9.8m/s? and define
control points position and weightsiat= 0 according to tablgl1. Besides, we g€0) = 0 to complete the initial
conditions for time integration.

Figure[6 demonstrates the environment at time 0s. Here physics parameters were definedas: 35,
8 =10, u = 30, v = 0. To perform spatial and time integration we defirepoints in Gauss quadrature and
At = 0.008s, respectively.

In our experiments we observed that the evolution of the sig; may cause unrealistic behaviors and
instability, as observed in Figuré 7.(a). As mentioned erfbpoulos and Qin 1994], the weightsmay not have
arbitrary finite real values. Negative values may vanishdgi@ominator of the rational functions in expresgion 7.
Besides, small weights values may lower the deformatiomggnderzopoulos and Qin 1994]. Therefore, some
constraint must be included in order to enforce some coirtrible weight vector evolution.

In this work we implement this task by a very simple stratetipe generalized coordinate vector is updated
by solving the expressidn PO, but the weight vector is alwaysrned to its initial value; that means; = 1 for
i=20,1,---,6, following Table[1l. As observed in Figuré 7.(b), the wire lewion becomes (visually) acceptable
in this case.



Iteration: 1 [0.28%] Iteration: 10 [2.78%)] Iteration: 22 [6.11%)]

e A s

10 10 10

(a) Wire configuration at iteration= 1, 10, 22 without constrain the weights evolution.
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(b) System configuration at iteration= 1, 10, 22 when enforcing weights); = 1 after each iteration.

Figure 7: D-NURBS behavior for unconstrained and constigineight vector evolution.

To study the dynamic evolution of the D-NURBS curve we choagmint in the center of the wire and
followed its amplitude evolution in time. Figurel8a showsdi/namic evolution without the presence of damping,
while Figure[8b illustrates the dynamic evolution with dangp wherey = 5. As expected, the former reports
a periodic evolution once there are not dissipative forcebsthe latter pictures an attenuation of the amplitude
along the time due to the damping.

To analyze the effects of the elasticity and stiffness of DRBS curve we increasing each parameter sep-
arately. First, we leavg (see equatioh 51) with the same value of the initial configiomaand modifya. The
Figured 9h and 9b show the results.

Similarly, we modify3 while o remains unchanged. The results are shown in figures 9c any@dbserve
that the system is more sensitive respect to the parameten the parametet. In fact, when increasing the
parametegd from 11 to 15 we observe a drastic change in the amplitude evolution ddigided when comparing
Figured 9t and 9d. On the other hand, when changifrgm 70 to 105 (Figured 9k and 9b, respectively) we did
not observe a similar behavior.

The expressior_(109) shows that the number of control pbiassa fundamental role in the computational
cost of the D-NURBS algorithm. Therefore, we perform a mmatianalysis of D-NURBS evolution for different
number of controls points. We set parametersite: 3,a = 35, 8 = 50, u = 30, v = 1 and five points in Gauss
quadrature. The host is a Intel Core 15-3210M at 2.5 Ghz, @i@B RAM running a Windows 7 (64bit).

We take360 iterations for each configuration and measure the correpgrCPU time. In order to compare
the complexity given by expressidn (109) and the CPU time&émh simulation, we compute the following rates:

. Il g

J —
P’ = T , (110)
~. it _ i
Pl =" (111)

ci
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(a) Amplitude evolution for D-NURBS without damping.
5.20
. 5.00F .
K=}
S
4.90 4

4.70 . . . . .
300 600 900 1200 1500 1800

Iteration

(b) Amplitude evolution of D-NURBS with damping.

Figure 8: Amplitude evolution of elastic wire representgddbNURBS.
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Figure 10: Rates for computational complexity an CPU timegiby expression§ (1111) arid (110), respectively.
The former is pictured by the blue plot while the latter by teé one.

whereT” is the CPU time for configuratios andC” is the asymptotic complexity for the same configuration;
that means:

C7 =360 * nlnin’ k. (112)

The configuration{ = 1) has20 control points and = 4 and360 D-NURBS iterations are performeNext,
for j = 2, we increase the number of control pointshkeepk = 4 and perfornB60 iterations of the algorithm
again, and so on. The result is pictured on Figuie 10 wherddhblue curve shows the evolution of expression

(@I11) and the red line shows the evolution of expression)(Xdh for; = 1,2, - - -, 28 (number of control points
20, 25, . . ., 140).

By observing Figuré10 we note that as we increase the cqutints number we g’/ — PJ . This is the

expected behavior for asymptotic function, i.e., for langbe similarity between real and predicted time becomes
more evident.

6 Conclusions and Future Works

We present a review of D-NURBS approach. We emphasize theulation based on the Lagrangian mechanics
followed by detailed development of the governing equatiokVe used a numerical method based on isogeo-
metric analysis for the spatial integration used to comghselacobian, mass, damping and stiffness matrix. For
validation we performed experiments with D-NURBS curve distuss the influence of parameters, effects of

NURBS weights and computational cost. For further works V@ po evaluate the D-NURBS for 2D and 3D
systems.
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A Appendix

Let us consider the expression:

o1
Y (p,p) = Mp — 3

> (p) 2y (119

op
By the product rule we have:

M = % U uJTJdu} = /uJTJdqu/u <J> Jdu. (114)

Now, let us define the expressiofgnd] as:

zz/uﬂ&m, (115)

\NT
I= / m <J> Jdu. (116)

Therefore, we can rewrite expression (1113):

. .. 1/ N\TOM.
Y(P7P)—IP+[P—§(P> %Pa (117)
Now, we prove that:
T
s : : 1 /.N\TOM .
Ip= [/,u(.]) Jdu] P=3 (p) ap (118)
If we name: ) r g
R S S A Y A A
R=3 (p) B (JJ) p, (119)



then, by applying the product rule we get:

R:l(p)T<aJ>TJp+1(p)TJTaJp. (120)

2 8p,- 2 api

Let j; be the collumi of the Jacobiar/. OnceJ = J (p), wherep = p (t), then the Chain-Rule allows to
write:

- d oJ d aJ -
ji = — (s . 121
Ji= (i) = 6p2dt( p) = ;P (121)
Expression[(120) can be rewritten as:
1/0J . 1 T aJ .
_1 i 122
R=3 <8pip> Jp+ < (Jp) op P (122)
So, by substituting equation_(121) in expressioriin (122 pain:
1/, :
R () s 3 () (6). 29
1 /.7 - 1..,T_..T.
R=3 <Jz‘ Jp) t3 (Jz‘ Jp) = <Jz) Jp. (124)
Therefore, from the expressiots (119) dnd {124) we get that:
AL . L NT D, L
<Z> Jp—i(p> api(J J)p, fori=0,...,4(n+1), (125)
which is equivalent to expressidn (118).
Therefore, by substitution this result in equatibn (117 )aobtain:
Y (p,p) = Ip, (126)
wherel! is computed by expression (115).
B Appendix
In order to prove that:
1 70K
[zp oD p} =0, (127)
we must observe that:
dc  0J
_ 128
ap. — ap P T (128)
However, due to the definition of jacobian matixve must hav% = j;. Therefore:
aJp =0. (129)
Op;
On the other hand:
1 0K } [1 70K 1 10K 1 0K 1 , 0K ]
-p —pPl|l=|=P =—P=P =—P...= = . 130
[2p op " 2P ope? 2P op P 2P op P 2P 8p4(n+1)p (130)

But, from the definition ofK’ matrix in expressior (56):

pTaKp:pT g /( I T+ BT L Juw) du (131)
Op; Opi Jy



Once the vectop does not depend on the parametave can write the first term inside the integral as:

T
o ([ (G + 05 ) u)p - (132)
Op; Op;
T

ap’ S Judu | p + ap” /JuTaJ p= (133)

Op; G}

o [(oJT o (0J

op </a <8p1>‘]d”>p+o‘p </‘]“au<apz>d“>p b (134)

o (0J \* )
(2 )pon(rd(Go))-0 o

due to equatiorf (129). Therefore, expression(127) has [newed.
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