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Gonçalvesd, Jisheng Zhaoe,f,∗∗

aAML, Department of Engineering Mechanics, Tsinghua University, Beijing, 100084, P.R.China
bSchool of Marine Science and Technology, Northwestern Polytechnical University, Xi’an 710072,

P.R.China
cDepartment of Mechanical Engineering, The Hong Kong Polytechnic University, Hong Kong, China

dOcean Space Planning Laboratory (OSPL), Department of Systems Innovation, The University of Tokyo,
Tokyo 106-0032, Japan

eFluids Laboratory for Aeronautical and Industrial Research (FLAIR), Department of Mechanical and
Aerospace Engineering, Monash University, Clayton 3800, Australia

fSchool of Engineering and Information Technology, University of New South Wales, Canberra, ACT 10
2600, Australia

Abstract

This work applies a combined approach a reduced-order model (ROM) together with ex-
periments and direct numerical simulations to investigate the optimal efficiency of fluid-flow
energy harvesting from transverse vortex-induced vibration (VIV) of a circular cylinder.
High-resolution efficiency maps were predicted over wide ranges of flow reduced velocities
and structural damping ratios, and the maximum efficiency and optimal settings of damping
ratio and reduced velocity were then examined for different mass ratios and Reynolds num-
bers. Efficiencies predicted by the ROM were also validated against either experiments or
direct simulations. The present work indicates that: (i) the maximum efficiency is controlled
by both the incoming reduced velocity and the product of mass ratio and structural damping
ratio, which is similar to the maximum amplitude of VIV; (ii) the maximum efficiency at a
relatively high Reynolds number (Re ≈ 6× 103) in subcritical regime is higher than that of
a low Reynolds number (Re = 150) in laminar regime; (iii) the energy harvesting efficiency
from VIV of a circular cylinder with a low mass ratio is more robust than that with a high
mass ratio. This finding suggests that the VIV harvester performs better in water than in
air.
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1. Introduction

When an elastic or elastically mounted body is submitted to a transverse flow (for in-
stance, wind or ocean currents), it may vibrate under the fluctuating fluid forces exerted
by vortex shedding, and then the body vibration in turn affects the surrounding flow field
Päıdoussis et al. (2010). This typical fluid-structure interaction (FSI) phenomenon is called
vortex-induced vibration (VIV). VIV can be widely found in engineering applications and
natural lives, such as bridges and buildings (civil engineering), aircraft wings (aerospace en-
gineering), offshore oil risers and mooring lines (ocean engineering), and vibrating leaves and
plants in nature Blevins (2001). The circular cylinder has been employed as the standard
geometry for investigating VIV, as the circular shape is always symmetrical to the incoming
free-stream flow, and the fluid-structure system can therefore be immune to the influence of
other instabilities, such as galloping (see Barrero-Gil et al., 2009; Zhao et al., 2014, 2018a).
The fundamental research interest and practical importance of flow-induced vibration has
motivated a large body of work on modelling, characterising, and predicting the vibration
response and vortex shedding modes, well documented in the reviews of Refs (Williamson
& Govardhan, 2004; Sarpkaya, 2004) and the books of Refs Päıdoussis et al. (2010); Blevins
(2001).

One of the most important features of VIV is synchronisation (also know as “lock-in”),
where both the vortex shedding frequency and the body vibration frequency are close/equal
to the natural frequency, leading to large-amplitude oscillations Williamson & Govardhan
(2004). Usually, VIV, particularly in lock-in, is treated as a kind of destructive, high-energy,
and harmful phenomenon to the structural safety and thus the primary limiting factor in
structural designs, because the structural vibration can potentially lead to structural fatigue
and failures Kandasamy et al. (2016); Wang et al. (2020b). However, in the past decade,
researchers have found that the structural vibration can absorb considerable fluid kinetic
energy, and thus it is regarded as a promising potential for energy harvesting Bernitsas et al.
(2008); Rostami & Armandei (2017); Wang et al. (2020a, 2021). It has been experimentally
and numerically shown that fluid-flow energy harvesting from VIV has many advantages
when compared with other conventional techniques such as rotary turbines; for instance,
apart from their lower cost to operate and maintain, VIV energy converters can work over a
broad range of incoming flow velocities and even at very-low-speed currents, such as rivers
and shallow waters Bernitsas et al. (2008); Ma et al. (2016); Ding et al. (2015).

To date, extensive computational fluid dynamics (CFD) and experimental studies have
been conducted on enhancing the efficiency of VIV energy harvesters under different struc-
tural properties and flow conditions, including the structural damping ratio, surface rough-
ness, and incoming flow velocity (e.g. Ma et al., 2016; Ding et al., 2015; Wang et al., 2019;
Soti et al., 2018; Han et al., 2020; Zhao et al., 2022; Lee & Bernitsas, 2011). It has been
indicated that the maximum efficiency point always locates within the “lock-in” regime, and
it is sensitive to the structural damping, incoming flow velocity, and Reynolds numbers.
However, because of the limitations of experimental setup and the high costs of CFD tools,
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particularly Direct Numerical Simulation (DNS), it is almost impossible to conduct a de-
tailed optimisation study with a comprehensive parametric space covering wide ranges of the
structural properties and fluid conditions. Thus, reduced-order models, with extremely low
costs, are effective alternatives to compute and optimise energy conversion efficiency from
VIV, despite its less accuracy (see Barrero-Gil et al., 2012; Abdelkefi et al., 2012; Lai et al.,
2021).

In this paper, taking the advantages of different research methods for VIV, we present a
comprehensive study, by combining a reduced-order model, a quasi-DNS-based FSI solver,
and experiments, to better understand and optimise the VIV energy conversion efficiency.
We will show that the reduced-order modelling is of cost-efficiency to effectively estimate
the peak amplitude response and energy harvesting efficiency of VIV of a circular cylinder,
as compared with our direct numerical and experimental results. Of interest, our reduced-
order modelling results will show that the global maximum energy harvesting efficiency is
barely affected by mass ratio (the ratio of the oscillating mass to the displaced fluid mass) in
tested flows. In addition, we will demonstrate that flow reduced velocity and a dimensionless
parameter c∗ (defined later in §3.1) are the underlying key parameters responsible for the
global optimal energy harvesting efficiency.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. The methodology is introduced in section
§2. Then, in section §3, via ROM, the effects of incoming flow velocity, structural damp-
ing, and mass ratio on the energy harvesting efficiency, are investigated individually at two
Reynolds numbers from the laminar and subcritical regimes. In addition, the optimal effi-
ciency, damping ratio, and reduced velocity will be predicted along with high-resolution maps
of the harvesting efficiency. Moreover, the main results obtained by our ROM will be vali-
dated against the experiments and direct simulations. Finally, discussions and conclusions
are drawn in section §4.

2. Methodology

2.1. Reduced-order model

Figure 1 shows a schematic for the fluid-structure system studied: an elastically mounted
rigid circular cylinder is subjected to a free-stream flow, where key parameters are illustrated.
With the external fluid force (i.e. the vortex-induced force Fv) exerted by the vortex shed-
ding, the structure system can be modelled by a linear second-order mass-spring-damper
oscillator, and the governing equation of motion for the solid cylinder is given by

MŸ + CẎ +KY = Fv, (1)

where Y , Ẏ and Ÿ represent the displacement, velocity, and acceleration, respectively, of
the vibrating cylinder. Herein, M represents the total mass including the structural mass
Ms and the added mass Ma. For a circular cylinder, the added mass can be calculated
by Ma = CMρD

2π/4, where CM is a coefficient that can be derived from experiments, see
§2.3, ρ is the fluid density, and D is the diameter of the cylinder. K represents the spring
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Figure 1: A schematic of the studied problem: an elastically mounted circular cylinder subjected to a
free-stream flow, with a representation of the wake oscillator variable q(t).

stiffness; C is the damping factor, and it can be computed by C = Cs + Cf , with Cs being
the structural damping and Cf being the added damping caused by the fluid loading:

Cf = γωfρD
2, (2)

where γ is a parameter depending on the amplified drag coefficient CD Blevins (2001);
Facchinetti et al. (2004):

γ = CD/(4πSt). (3)

Note that, the above M , K, C are defined per unit length. In Eq. 2, ωf is the vortex-
shedding angular frequency defined by ωf = 2πStU/D, where St is the Strouhal number for
flow over a stationary cylinder, and U is the incoming flow velocity.

Facchinetti et al. (2004) proposed a wake oscillator for predicting the vortex-induced lift
Fv as follows

Fv = ρU2DCv
L/2 = ρU2DqCL0/4, (4)

where CL0 represents the unsteady lift coefficient of a fixed cylinder. The parameter q/2
can be interpreted as a reduced vortex (or “fluctuating”) lift coefficient that represents the
ratio between the unsteady vortex-induced lift coefficient of an oscillating cylinder Cv

L and
that of the fixed case (CL0) Facchinetti et al. (2004); Han & de Langre (2022); Han et al.
(2021b). The dimensionless wake variable q(T ), therefore, directly determines the unsteady
lift coefficient caused by vortex shedding, which can be modelled by a van der Pol non-linear
wake oscillator equation, following Facchinetti et al. (2004):

q̈ + εωf

(
q2 − 1

)
q̇ + ω2

fq = f(Y ), f(Y ) = (A/D)Ÿ . (5)

In this equation, ε = 0.3 and A = 12 are constant coefficients derived from experimental
data of forced vibrations, see Facchinetti et al. (2004); Han et al. (2021b). The left-hand side
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of the equation is a van der Pol equation with a reference frequency ωf and a growth rate ε,
while the right-hand term, f(Y ), is a coupling function of the acceleration Ÿ , connecting the
structural dynamics and the wake variable. Now, we introduce some dimensionless terms as
follows:

t = Tωf , y = Y/D, m∗ = 4Ms/πρD
2,

Ur = 2πU/(ωsD), ζ = Cs/(2Mωs),
(6)

where t, y, m∗, Ur, and ζ represent the dimensionless time, dimensionless amplitude, struc-
tural mass ratio, reduced velocity, and damping ratio, respectively. Here, ωs represents the
structural angular frequency, defined by ωs =

√
K/M . Note that, we use the total mass M

instead of the structural mass Ms to define the frequency ωs and damping ratio ζ. Substitut-
ing equation (6) into equations (1)–(5) yields the coupled equations governing the dynamics
of the displacement y(t) and the wake variable q(t)

ÿ + (
2ζ

UrSt

+
4γ

πm∗ + πCM

)ẏ +
1

Ur
2St

2y =
CL0

4π3St
2(m∗ + CM)

· q, (7)

q̈ + ε
(
q2 − 1

)
q̇ + q = Aÿ. (8)

In this paper, the two equations [Eqs. (7)(8)] in ROM are numerically solved using a
second-order finite difference scheme in time simultaneously. A small random perturbation
on the flow available q(t) is assumed as the initial condition for the numerical method.
The simplicity of the reduced-order model, i.e., equations (7) and (8), allows to predict
VIV response at extremely low costs. At present, this reduced-order model or its slightly
modified forms have been widely and successfully used to predict vortex-induced vibrations
under different conditions (e.g., different Re, m∗, ζ, and structural geometry) with qualitative
and quantitative agreements (e.g. Facchinetti et al., 2004; Han et al., 2021b; Violette et al.,
2007, 2010; Zanganeh & Srinil, 2016; Srinil & Zanganeh, 2012).

2.2. Direct Simulation

As mentioned previously in the introduction, computations for the energy harvesting
efficiency from VIV at two Reynolds numbers, Re = 150 (in laminar regime) and Re = 6, 000
(in subcritical regime), were performed. To further validate our main results obtained by
the proposed reduced-order model, we compared the results with experiments. However,
due to the limitations of our experimental setup, it is difficult to conduct VIV tests in ultra
low-Re laminar flows, and, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, so far there have been no
existed published experimental data on energy harvesting in laminar flows. For this reason,
we conducted quasi direct numerical simulations on VIV to supplement the validations. The
direct simulations was performed by solving the 2D incompressible Navier–Stokes equations
for the fluid field and coupling with a mass-spring-damper oscillator similar to equation (1).

The governing equations for the fluid flow, including mass and momentum conservation,
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can be written as

∇ · u = 0 (9)

∂u

∂T
+ (u · ∇)u = −1

ρ
∇p+ ν∇2u, (10)

where u, p, and ν represent the velocity field, pressure, and viscosity, respectively. The
above equations for the fluid flow are numerically solved by the segregated pressure implicit
with splitting of operators algorithm. In addition, we use an implicit first-order scheme
for time due to its unconditional stability and a second-order scheme for both the diffusion
and convection terms. The structural dynamics coupling with the flow field are solved by
the second-order Newmark-beta method, of which the discrete displacement, velocity, and
acceleration of the vibration can be respectively written by

ÿt+∆t =
1

βn∆t

[
(yt+∆t − yt)

1

∆t
− ẏt

]
−
(

1

2βn
− 1

)
ÿt (11)

ẏt+∆t = ẏt + [(1− γn) ÿt + γnÿt+∆t] ∆t (12)

yt+∆t = yt + ẏt∆t+

[(
1

2
− βn

)
ÿt + βÿt+∆t

]
∆t2, (13)

where βn = 0.25 and γn = 0.5 are two constants. More details of the above FSI coupling
approaches can be found in the previous studies Han et al. (2021a); Han & de Langre (2022);
Han et al. (2020, 2018).

Figure 2 shows the computational domain used in the numerical simulations, which is of
45D in length and 30D in width. We split the entire domain into seven sub-regions, in order
to apply the block dynamic mesh technique. The grids in motion domain (1) are dense and
are not updated during the vibration to ensure the numerical accuracy. For more details of
the mesh strategy, initial conditions, and boundary conditions, see Han et al. (2021a, 2020);
Wang et al. (2020b).

2.2.1. Validations

So far, the quasi-DNS-based fluid-structure interaction (refereed to as DNS-FSI) solver
for VIV of a circular cylinder has been developed. In this section, we validate it against
published data. Bao et al. (2012), Mishra et al. (2020), and Zhao (2013) conducted numerical
studies of VIV of a circular cylinder with low mass and damping ratios m∗ = 2.546 and ζ = 0
at Re = 150. Using the same parametric settings of m∗, ζ, and Re, we applied our DNS-FSI
solver to predict the VIV amplitude response and compared with the previous studies in
figure 3. It should be noted that the total grid nodes and dimensionless time step for the
present DNS-FSI solver were reasonably set to 105 and ∆T = 0.002s (∆t = 0.01), considering
the results of mesh and time step independence tests. To be consistent with the compared
studies, we define the reduced velocity by U∗ = 2πU/(D

√
K/Ms), without considering the

effect of added mass. The validation results in figure 3 show excellent agreements among
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Figure 2: Schematic of the computational domain.

Figure 3: Comparison between the DNS-FSI solver used in the present paper and the previous numerical
studies of Bao et al. (2012); Mishra et al. (2020); Zhao (2013). Parametric settings: Re = 150; m∗ = 2.546;
ζ = 0. Here, ymax presents the maximum normalised amplitude.
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Figure 4: A photograph showing the experimental set-up and its key components.

the present DNS-FSI solver and the previous DNS studies. In addition, we predict the
hydrodynamic characteristics of flow over a fixed circular cylinder at Re = 150 for further
validation, using the proposed DNS-FSI approach without solving the structural dynamics.
Table 1 presents the results of the root-mean-square (r.m.s.) of the lift coefficient CL0, the
time-averaged drag coefficient Cd, and the Strouhal number St, in comparison with other
published studies, confirming again the accuracy of our DNS-FSI solver.

Table 1: A comparison between the preset results and previous published data, of flow over a fixed circular
cylinder at Re = 150.

Literature St Time-averaged Cd r.m.s. of CL0

Norberg (2003) 0.183 0.356

Qu et al. (2013) 0.184 1.305 0.355

Present 0.185 1.331 0.358

2.3. Experimental details

The present experiments were conducted in a recirculating free-surface water channel of
the Fluids Laboratory for Aeronautical and Industrial Research (FLAIR) at Monash Uni-
versity. This water channel has a test section of 600 mm in width, 800 mm in depth and
4000 mm in length, and the water flow velocity can be varied in the range of 45 mm/s 6 U 6
450 mm/s, with the turbulence level less than 1%. The mass-spring-damper oscillator was
modelled on a low-friction air-bearing system. More details and validation studies of the
experimental methodologies used can be found in the previous related studies of Zhao et al.
(2018a); Soti et al. (2018); Wong et al. (2018).

The test rigid circular cylinder was precision-made to have an outer diameter of D = 30±
0.01 mm. The immersed length of the cylinder was L = 614 mm, giving a span-to-diameter
ratio (aspect ratio) of 20.5. The displaced mass of fluid (water) was Md = ρπD2L/4 =
433.6 g, while the total oscillating mass was Ms = 2630.6 g, yielding a mass ratio of m∗ =
Ms/Md = 6.07.
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Figure 5: Free decay test results of the structural damping ratios and natural frequencies as a function of
the damper gap. Panels (a.i) and (a.ii) show the results of the structural damping ratio (ζa) and the natural
frequency (fna) in air, respectively, while panels (b.i) and (b.ii) show the structural damping ratio with the
consideration of added mass (ζ) and the natural frequency (fnw) in quiescent water, respectively.

To control the structural damping ratio, an eddy-current-based damping device was em-
ployed, which consisted of a micro-drive stage with a resolution of 0.01 mm to vary the
damper gap for the structural damping control. Photographs of this damping device can be
found in the studies of Soti et al. (2018); Zhao et al. (2022). The structural stiffness of the
air-bearing system was given by precision extension springs. Free decay tests were performed
to measure the natural frequencies of the mass-spring-damper system: fna = 0.455 Hz in air
and fnw = 0.419 Hz in still waters, while the structural damping ratio with consideration of
added mass was given by ζ = C/2

√
(K(Ms +Ma)), with Ma = ((fna/fnw)2−1)Ms = 471.3 g

and CM = Ma/Md = 1.08. Figure 5 shows the results of the structural damping ratios and
natural frequencies from free decay tests in both quiescent air and water Zhao et al. (2022).

3. Results

In this section, we present four high-resolution maps of the energy harvesting efficiency
as a function of reduced velocity and damping ratio for different mass ratios and Reynolds
numbers. These maps are obtained from our ROM results. Considering the definition of
mass ratio in equation (6), for a given VIV energy harvester system, the structural mass
Ms is fixed, while the greater the density of the fluid medium ρ the lower the mass ratio
m∗ is. Thus, two (low and high) mass ratios, m∗ = 6 and 500, are used to represent as
the ocean and wind VIV energy converters, respectively, given the different fluid densities
between water and air. Two Reynolds numbers are tested in the present work: the Re = 150
case is in the typical laminar regime, while the Re = 6, 000 case is in the subcritical regime.

Considering one vibration cycle period Tvib, the harnessed power by VIV can be computed
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by

Ph =
1

Tvib

∫ Tvib

0

Ftot
dY

dT
dT =

1

Tvib

∫ Tvib

0

(Ms
d2Y

dT 2
+ Cs

dY

dT
+KY )

dY

dT
dT, (14)

where Ftot is the total force acting on the vibrating cylinder. Note that the total force can
be decomposed by Ftot = Fv–Fa − Cf Ẏ , with Fa is the added-mass forces. In fact, one can
find that only the velocity term Ẏ can contribute to the harnessed power, while the other
terms that related to the Ÿ and Y will become zero after integration (see Soti et al., 2018;
Han et al., 2020). Thus, equation (14) can be rewritten by

Ph =

∫ Tvib

0

1

Tvib
(Cs

dY

dT
)
dY

dT
dT =

〈
Cs(

dY

dT
)
2〉

, (15)

where < · > represents the time-averaged operation. To estimate the energy harvesting
efficiency, we introduce the power produced by the fluid flow:

Pf =
1

2
ρU3(D), (16)

Note that, there are in fact several criteria to define Pf , depending on using D or D+2ymax,
as the projected area (see for instance Bernitsas et al. (2008); Grouthier et al. (2014); Ding
et al. (2015)). A different definition of Pf will not affect the results, while it is only related
to the data post-processing. Here, we use the same definition as in Refs Ding et al. (2015);
Grouthier et al. (2014) and our previous studies Soti et al. (2018); Han et al. (2021a); Zhao
et al. (2022) for consistency. Now, the efficiency η can be defined as the ratio of the harnessed
power to the fluid power available, namely η = Ph/Pf . By substituting the dimensionless
time t, damping ratio ζ, dimensionless amplitude y, mass ratio m∗, and reduced velocity Ur

into the equation for η, it gives

η =
8π4St2(m∗ + CM) 〈ζẏẏ〉

Ur

. (17)

3.1. Energy harvesting from VIV at high-Re in the subcritical regime

As can be seen from equations (15) and (17), the energy harvesting efficiency η is strongly
determined by the damping ratio ζ, reduced velocity Ur and mass ratio m∗. For a given VIV
energy harvester, the structural mass ratio is generally fixed, while the other two terms may
vary. Here, we apply the reduced-order model to optimise the efficiency as a function of Ur

and ζ, individually at a high mass ratio m∗ = 500 (for wind VIV energy converter) and a
low mass ratio m∗ = 6 (for ocean energy converter). The tested Reynolds number is around
6 × 103. The flow parameters, i.e., the lift coefficient CL0 = 0.7 and Strouhal number St =
0.208 of flow over a fixed cylinder, used for our ROM are taken from experiments under the
same Reynolds number Norberg (2003); Zhao et al. (2018b). Figure 6 shows the full efficiency
map spanning the reduced velocity range 0.3 6 Ur 6 15 and the damping ratio range
0.0001 6 ζ 6 10, at m∗ = 6. Both the ranges of Ur and ζ are wide enough to cover the high-
efficiency region, while the efficiency outside the computed space is negligible. The results
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Figure 6: Contour maps of the energy harvesting efficiency η as a function of the reduced velocity Ur and
damping ratio ζ, at m∗ = 6.07 and Re ≈ 6× 103. The right plot shows the contour map of the left one in a
two-dimensional plane.

in figure 6 indicate that η first increases and then experiences a decrease with increasing
Ur. A comparable scenario can be found for the effects of damping ratio on the efficiency.
Overall, the maximum efficiency is found to be η ≈ 0.17, while, correspondingly, the optimal
reduced velocity and damping ratio are Ur = 5.275 and ζ = 0.0379, respectively. One can
find that the optimal Ur is slightly higher than the resonance velocity 1/St, indicating the
maximum efficiency locates among the lock-in range, consistent with the previous studies of
RefsBernitsas et al. (2008); Soti et al. (2018).

To further validate our predicted results obtained by the ROM, we conducted experiments
on VIV of a circular cylinder under the same flow conditions and structural parameters as
numerical predictions. First, to validate the ROM results for the effect of velocity Ur,
the damping ratio was kept unchanged at ζ = 0.0305 near the optimal value, while the
reduced velocity Ur was varied from 2.8 to 14. Figure 7(a) shows a comparison of η obtained
from our experiments and ROM. It can be seen that our ROM can capture the maximum
efficiency, the resonance phenomenon, and most features due to the influence of reduced
velocity. More specifically, the value of maximum efficiency predicted by ROM is 0.164,
observed at ζ = 0.0305, which is highly close to the experimental value 0.173. Also, the
optimal reduced velocity in figure 7(a) obtained by our ROM and experiments are similar,
i.e., Ur = 5.3 for ROM and Ur = 5.6 for experiments. Second, keeping the reduced velocity
Ur fixed at 5.5 near the optimal value, we compare the effect of damping ratio predicted by
the ROM and that obtained from our experiments in figure 7(b). The experimental results
show the maximum efficiency 0.173 occurring at ζ = 0.03445 and 0.0388, while the ROM
sees the predicted maximum efficiency η = 0.164 and the optimal damping ratio ζ = 0.0383
in excellent agreement with the experiments. However, some differences can still be found
between our ROM and experiments. This is mainly because the body oscillation is not
perfectly in phase with the acceleration, particularly for a low-mass-ratio body in the VIV
lower branch (see Williamson & Govardhan, 2004; de Langre, 2006). Thus, the proposed
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Figure 7: Comparisons of the variations of energy harvesting efficiency η as a function of the (a) reduced
velocity Ur and (b) damping ratio ζ, obtained by our ROM and experiments. ”+” presents the maximum
efficiency point.

ROM, coupling with the body acceleration ÿ [see equation (8)], cannot capture the classical
lower branch of VIV Facchinetti et al. (2004), which leads to some discrepancies on the phase
angle prediction. Perhaps, introducing an out-of-phase term (i.e., the velocity ẏ) coupled
with the acceleration term ÿ in equation (8) may improve the accuracy for the predictions
of phase and thus the amplitude and efficiency; however, this would make the ROM become
more complicated, which is beyond the scope of present study. In addition, more accurate
fits with the experimental results could probably be obtained if the coefficients used in our
ROM were modified. This would not be illegitimate as, for instance, the lift coefficient CL0

and Strouhal numbers St have been found to vary over certain ranges – for more details,
see the review study of Norberg (2003). A sensitive analysis of the parameters CL0 and St

on the ROM has been reported in the recent work of Han & de Langre (2022). In general,
by comparing with present experiments, we can conclude that the proposed ROM, with
extremely low costs, can qualitatively and to some extent quantitatively predict the energy
harvesting efficiency from the complex FSI phenomenon – vortex-induced vibration.

In terms of the high-mass-ratio oscillator (i.e., to represent the wind VIV energy har-
vester), figure 8 presents a full map of the efficiency predicted using the ROM. In this case,
the applied parameters remain the same as in figure 6, except m∗ = 500. The results show
that the peak value of efficiency η = 0.17 is barely affected by the mass ratio. The optimal
reduced velocity and damping ratio for this mass ratio are found to be 5.25 and 5.168×10−4,
respectively. The optimal reduced velocities Ur for the two mass ratio cases tested are al-
most the same, which are close to the resonance velocity. It is interesting to note that the
optimal damping ratio for the low-mass-ratio case in figure 6 is approximately 73 times of
that of the high-mass-ratio case. Moreover, considering the effect of added mass, the two
mass ratio cases tested, i.e., 6 + 1.08 and 500 + 1.08, also differ similarly by a factor of 71.
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Figure 8: Contour maps of the energy harvesting efficiency η as a function of the reduced velocity Ur and
damping ratio ζ, at m∗ = 500 and Re ≈ 6× 103. The right plot shows the contour map of the left one in a
two-dimensional plane

Figure 9: Comparison of the energy harvesting efficiency η as a function of Ur at the optimal damping ratio
between a low and a high mass ratio. The + symbols represent the locations of the maximum efficiency for
each mass ratio case.

This seems to suggest that the location of the maximum efficiency point η is controlled by
the reduced velocity and the product of the total mass and damping ratios (m∗ + CM)ζ.
In fact, the coupled mass-damping parameters or its modified forms (such as Skop-Griffin
parameter SG and Scruton number Sc) are known to determine the peak amplitude of VIV
Blevins (2001); Williamson & Govardhan (2004). However, as reported by Vandiver (2012),
the parameter (m∗ +CM)ζ also has its limitations. Vandiver (2012) derived a parameter c∗,
namely c∗ = 2Csωv/ρU

2 (ωv is the angular frequency of vibrations), to replace the coupled
mass-damping parameter to collapse the VIV amplitudes. Following Vandiver (2012), we
here show that the parameter c∗ can be useful to control the maximum energy harvesting
efficiency point as well. The parameters c∗ for the global optimal efficiency are identical for
both the two mass ratios: it is 1.14 for m∗ = 6 and 1.16 for m∗ = 500. More details and
analysis on this are given in section §4.

To better compare the energy harvesting performance at low and high mass ratios, figure 9
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Figure 10: Optimisation of the energy harvesting efficiency η as a function of Ur and ζ in a low-Re flow at
(a) m∗ = 6.07 and (b) m∗ = 500.

shows the variation of η with Ur at the optimal damping ratios form∗ = 6 and 500. Note that,
as mentioned previously in Section 2.1, the present paper uses a small random perturbation
on the q(t) as the initial condition to start the ROM computations, assuming the structural
body vibrates from rest. Actually, a different initial condition (small/large/increasing veloc-
ity/decreasing velocity perturbations on the system) will give the different predictions for a
high-mass system, mainly because of inertia effects. A large perturbation or increasing veloc-
ity initial conditions on the FSI system, particularly a high-mass-ratio system, allow to yield
a wide range of lock-in, but the maximum efficiency point is still the same as the predictions
with a small perturbation. The effect of the initial conditions however is out of the scope of
the present paper and will not discussed in detail. Here, we define the high-efficiency region
among which the efficiency η is larger than the half of the maximum value observed. As
can be seen, although the maximum efficiency is almost identical for the two mass ratios,
the high-efficiency regime for the case of m∗ = 6 is obviously wider than that of m∗ = 500.
This phenomenon is attributable to the fact that the lock-in (or synchronisation) range,
where significant energy harvesting performance is achieved, for the low-mass-ratio case is
much wider than that of the high-mass-ratio case. Note that a lighter body can enhance
the fluid-structure interaction and thus the wake instabilities responsible for the cause of the
structural vibration (see de Langre, 2006). By comparing the results in figures 6, 8, and 9,
it can be concluded that the energy harvesting efficiency is more robust for a low-mass-ratio
system, indicating that VIV energy harvesters should perform better in water than in air.

3.2. Energy harvesting from VIV in a laminar flow

In this section, we investigate the characteristics of the energy harvesting efficiency from
VIV in a laminar flow. Using the parameters Cr.m.s.

L0 = 0.36 and St = 0.185 taken from
table 1 for flow over a fixed circular cylinder at Re = 150, we construct the full energy
harvesting efficiency maps for the two mass ratios, m∗ = 6 and 500, in a laminar flow. As
can be seen in figure 10, similar effects of Ur, ζ, and m∗ on the efficiency are observed for two
mass ratio cases at Re = 150 (figures 6 and 8). For m∗ = 6 in figure 10(a), the maximum
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Figure 11: Comparisons of the variations of energy harvesting efficiency η as a function of the (a) reduced
velocity Ur and (b) damping ratio ζ, obtained by our ROM and quasi direct numerical simulations. ”+”
presents the maximum efficiency point.

efficiency is observed to be 0.118, occurring at Ur = 5.92 and ζ = 0.0338. On the other
hand, for m∗ = 500 in figure 10(b), the maximum efficiency is found to be η = 0.119 and the
optimal velocity Ur = 5.90, similar to the case of m∗ = 6, while the optimal damping ratio
is 70 times lower than that of the case of m∗ = 6. Note that the product of the optimal
damping ratio and the total mass ratio is found to be 0.239 and 0.241 for m∗ = 6 and 500,
respectively. The parameter c∗ for the heavy (m∗ = 500) and light (m∗ = 6) FSI systems at
the optimal efficiency points are 0.83 and 0.84, respectively. The above two nearly identical
values indicate that the maximum energy harvesting efficiency is predominantly controlled
by c∗, regardless of the present tested two Reynolds numbers. Comprehensively from the
results in figures 6, 8 and 10, in general, the overall performance of energy harvesting from
VIV at Re = 6, 000 from the subcritical regime is better than that at Re = 150 from the
laminar regime.

In order to further support the results obtained by our ROM, we validate them against
the numerical data predicted by our DNS-FSI solver. Figure 11 shows the predicted η as a
function of Ur in (a) and ζ in (b). Note that in figure 11(a), the damping ratio is fixed at
ζ = 0.044, while in figure 11(b) the reduced velocity is fixed at Ur = 5.2. Qualitative and
to some extent quantitative agreements can be found between our ROM and DNS results in
terms of the maximum efficiency locations, as well as the effects of Ur and ζ. In addition, the
maximum η values predicted by our ROM and DNS-FSI tests agree well with the numerical
simulations by Soti et al. (2017) who showed a maximum η value of 0.13.

4. Discussions

From figures 6, 8 and 10, it is found that although the energy harvesting characteristics
for a heavy (m∗ = 500) and light (m∗ = 6) VIV systems under flow are distinctly differ-

15



ent, the global maximum efficiency points are identical, regardless two different Reynolds
numbers in the present study. In addition, the parameter c∗ = 2Csωv/ρU

2 for the global
optimal efficiency point was found to be also nearly identical. The above findings are further
confirmed through the comparisons of the optimal efficiency ηmax respect to the c∗ under
different mass ratios and Reynolds numbers, as shown in figure 12. The comparisons sup-
port that not only the global optimal efficiency but also the maximum efficiency under each
damping ratio ζ are governed by c∗ number. Interestingly, many previous studies focusing
on the effect of c∗ or combined mass-damping parameter on the maximum amplitude of VIV
have indicated that the maximum amplitude can be expressed as a function of the related
controlled parameter by some empirical parameters (e.g. Williamson & Govardhan, 2004;
Soti et al., 2018), or more importantly by linearised reduced-order models (e.g. Facchinetti
et al., 2004). This is interesting, because the underlying relationship between the maximum
amplitude and the efficiency shows a certain way for future work to simplify the relationship
by linearising our ROM to describe the optimal energy harvesting efficiency from VIV.

As can be seen again from figures 6, 8 and 10, the optimal energy harvesting efficiency
is strongly related to Reynolds number, indicating that the VIV energy harvester performs
better in a subcritical flow than that in a laminar flow. The results agrees well with the
findings from previous studies that the energy harvesting efficiency tends to increase with
Reynolds number. For example, the numerical results of Soti et al. (2017) reported the energy
harvesting efficiency to be 0.10, 0.13 and 0.145 for Re = 100, 150 and 200, respectively, while
the experimental results of Soti et al. (2018) showed that the efficiency can be varied from
0.151 to 0.200 for 103 < Re < 104. From their experiments at Re ≈ 7.5 × 104, Lee &
Bernitsas (2011) reported a maximum efficiency about 0.33. However, from the perspective
of computations of our proposed ROM, the differences between low- and high-Re cases are
related to the lift coefficient (CL0) and Strouhal number (St) of flow over a fixed circular
cylinder. According to Norberg (2003), CL0 and St do not monotonically vary with Re; thus,
the efficiency may not always increase with Re as an optimal Reynolds number would be
expected to occur with a large CL0 and an appropriate St. Further investigations on this
would be warranted.

5. Conclusions

We have applied a combined approach based on a reduced-order model, a DNS-FSI solver,
and experiments to investigate the optimal efficiency of fluid-flow energy harvesting from
VIV of a circular cylinder over a wide parametric space of reduced velocity and structural
damping ratio. Based on the results, conclusions from the present work are drawn below.

The maximum efficiency and the optimal settings of damping ratio and reduced velocity
under different conditions were successfully predicted by the reduced-order model and val-
idated against either our experiments and quasi-DNS. This indicates that the ROM is an
low-cost tool for optimization of efficiency and it is valuable for related engineering designs.
Moreover, via ROM, it shows that the maximum energy harvesting efficiency is strongly
controlled by a dimensionless damping-mass parameter c∗ and the reduced velocity Ur.
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Figure 12: The variations of optimal energy harvesting efficiency as a function of the dimensionless parameter
c∗ at (a) Re = 6, 000 and (b) Re = 150.

A VIV-energy converter works better in a subcritical flow than that in a laminar flow.
Combing the present results and those in literature, it seems that a high Re would lead
to a better efficiency in terms of energy harvesting. However, from the mechanics among
the present reduced-order model, a large CL0 and an appropriate St are the key parameters
affecting the efficiency and therefore an optimal Re is expected. Further investigations on
this would be warranted.

As it has been shown in the present work, a low-mass-ratio VIV energy harvester per-
forms better than a high-mass-ratio system, indicating that an ocean energy harvester has
more potential in fluid power conversion than that of a wind energy harvester. This fact is
because the mass ratio effect plays an important role affecting the dynamics in the lock-in
region. As it has been reported in the literature (e.g. Williamson & Govardhan, 2004), the
circular cylinder with an extremely low mass ratio may undergo high-amplitude VIV over a
larger range of reduced velocities, even to an infinite reduced velocity (achieved by setting
K = 0); thus, it would be of great interest to combine reduced-reduced modelling and ex-
perimental approaches to further investigate the energy harvesting performance from VIV
of an extremely-low-mass-ratio body and, of course, other flow-induced vibration systems.
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