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Analysis of thin beams, using the meshless local Petrov—Galerkin method,
with generalized moving least squares interpolations

S. N. Atluri, J. Y. Cho, H.-G. Kim

Abstract In this paper, the conventional moving least
squares interpolation scheme is generalized, to incorpo-
rate the information concerning the derivative of the field
variable into the interpolation scheme. By using this
generalized moving least squares interpolation, along with
the MLPG (Meshless Local Petrov-Galerkin) paradigm, a
new numerical approach is proposed to deal with 4th or-
der problems of thin beams. Through numerical examples,
convergence tests are performed; and problems of thin
beams under various loading and boundary conditions are
analyzed by the proposed method, and the numerical re-
sults are compared with analytical solutions.

Introduction
In the past decade, a considerable attention has been given
to meshless computational methods, due to their flexibility
in solving boundary value problems, especially in prob-
lems with discontinuities, or with moving boundaries, or
with severe deformations. The driving force for research
on the meshless method is the desire to minimize, or al-
leviate, the human labor and error involved in meshing the
entire structure. As a result, several so-called meshless
methods have been proposed, such as smooth particle
hydrodynamics (SPH) (Lucy, 1977), diffuse element
method (DEM) (Nayroles et al., 1992), element free
Galerkin method (EFG) (Belytschko et al., 1994; Organ
et al., 1996), reproducing kernel particle method (RKPM)
(Liu et al., 1995 and 1996), hp-clouds method (Duarte and
Oden, 1996), partition of unity method (PUM) (Babuska
and Melenk, 1997), local boundary integral equation
method (LBIE) (Zhu, Zhang, and Atluri, 1998a, b), mesh-
less local Petrov-Galerkin method (MLPG) (Atluri and
Zhu, 1998a, b). Of these, as discussed in Atluri and Zhu
(1998a, b), and in Zhu, Zhang and Atluri (1998a, b), only
the MLPG and LBIE methods are truly meshless.

To be a truly meshless method, the two characteristics
should be guaranteed: One is a non-element interpolation
technique, and the other is a non-element approach for
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integrating the weak form. Most of the meshless methods
are based on the non-element interpolation techniques,
such as the Shepard interpolation technique (Shepard,
1968), moving least square interpolation (MLS) (Lancaster
and Salkauskas, 1981), reproducing kernel particle method
(RKPM), and the partition of unity method (PUM), which
do not need any elements for constructing the interpol-
ation functions for the unknown variables. However, be-
cause most of the so-called meshless methods, such as the
EFG, RKPM, and hp-clouds method, still require a global
background mesh for numerical integration of the global
weak-form, they cannot be classified as being truly
meshless. From this point of view, only the recently pro-
posed LBIE and MLPG (meshless local Petrov-Galerkin)
methods can be labeled as being truly meshless. As distinct
from the other meshless methods based on the global weak
form, the elegant paradigm of MLPG method is based on
the local symmetric weak form (LSWF). Through the
LSWF, one is naturally lead to a local non-element inte-
gration in local sub-domains such as spheres, cubes, and
ellipsoids, in 3-D, without any difficulty.

Because of this pioneering truly meshless nature of the
MLPG method, the present work is aimed at extending the
MLPG method for 4th order boundary value problems
governing thin beams or thin plates. Furthermore, in
dealing with 4th order boundary value problems by a
meshless computational method such as the EFG method,
only a few works (Krysl and Belytschko, 1995 and 1996)
were reported. Although only a thin beam will be ad-
dressed in this work, it is noted that the present approach
is quite general and can easily deal with 2D plate problems.

In the 4th order boundary value problems, displace-
ment and slope boundary conditions can be imposed at
the same point, while such is impossible in 2nd order
boundary value problems. Therefore, it is natural to in-
troduce the slope as another independent variable in the
interpolation schemes, in the 4th order problem. Due to
this necessity, the conventional moving least square
interpolation scheme is generalized, to incorporate the
independent slope information, and it is used as a mesh-
less interpolation technique in the MLPG method for 4th
order boundary value problems. (It should be noted that
the MLPG concept is independent of a meshless interpol-
ation technique, and it can be combined with any meshless
interpolation technique, such as PUM, or RKPM). To
study the accuracy of the present method, convergence
tests are carried out, and several problems of thin beams
under various loading and boundary conditions are ana-
lyzed. From these tests, it is confirmed that the proposed



method gives quite accurate results and shows promising
characteristics in the simulation of 4th order boundary
value problems.

A review of the moving least squares interpolation

To achieve a non-element type interpolation, a meshless
method uses a local interpolation or approximation, to
represent the trial function, with the values (or the ficti-
tious values) of the unknown variable at some randomly
located nodes. The moving least squares interpolation is
one such popular scheme (along with PUM, RKPM,
Shepard function, etc.) which does not need any element
information. Additionally, the required smoothness of the
approximation function can be easily achieved by the
moving least squares interpolation technique. Due to these
reasons, the moving least squares technique may be a good
candidate for approximating the unknown variables in
boundary value problems.

In this section, the fundamental idea of the moving least
square method is briefly reviewed, and it is generalized in
the next section for 4th order boundary value problems.

Consider a continuous function u defined on a domain
Q, where the (fictitious) nodal values at the scattered
points x; (1 < i < n) in Q, that enter the interpolation, are
given as i'. To approximate the distribution of function u
in Q, the global approximation form u"(x) is defined as
follows.

P’ (x)a(x)

Zpi(x)ai(x), for all x € Q
i=1

u(x) = u'(x) =

(1)

where pT(x) = [p1(x), p2(X), ..., pm(x)] is a p-basis satis-
fying the conditions (Lancaster and Salkauskas, 1981) as

(i) pi(x) = 1 (2a)
(ii) pi(x) € C"(Q), i=1,...,m (2b)

(iii) There exists {Xi,...,Xn} C {X1,...,X,} such that
{p(X1),...,p(Xm)} is a linearly independent set.

(20)

In Eq. (2b), C"(Q) denotes the set of functions, whose
derivatives are continuous up to the r-th degree. For ex-
ample, the (m — 1)-th order polynomial p-basis in one
dimension has the following form:

pr(x) = [1,x,x%...,x"]

(3)
In two dimensions, a quadratic polynomial p-basis is
written as

pT(x) = [17x7y7x27xy7y2} (4)
Additionally, the paper of Atluri and Zhu (1998a) can be
referred to, for other forms of the p-basis in two and three
dimensional problems.

The vector a(x) = [a;(x), ay(x), ..., an(x)]" is a vector
of undetermined coefficients, whose values can vary ac-
cording to the position x € Q. The coefficient vector a(x) at
each position x = X will be determined by a local weighted
least square approximation ux(x) of the function u(x), in a
sufficiently small neighborhood nbd(x) of x = x.

A local approximation uz(x), for each point x € Q, is
defined as

u(x) = ug(x) = p'(x)a(x), forall x € nbd(x) (5)

In order that the local approximation is the best approx-
imation to u, in a certain least square sense, the coefficient
vector a(X) is selected as the m x 1 vector that minimizes
the following weighted least square discrete L, error norm.

i wi() [p" (x;)b — ']

— [Pb — o] "w(%)[Pb — i (6)

That is, the coefficient vector a(X) is selected to satisfy the
following condition.

Jx(a(x)) < Jz(b), forallbe R" (7)

In Eq. (6), wi(x) is the weight function associated with the
position x; of node i, and w;(x) is greater than 0 for all x in
the support domain (i.e., the region of non-zero values) of
w;i(x) (which can in general be a sphere, a rectangular
parallelepiped, or an ellipsoid in 3-D), and n denotes the
number of nodes. For example, the support domain of the
weight function w;(x) can be taken to be a sphere in 3-D;
and the weight function w;(x) centered at each node x; is
usually adopted to be positive and non-zero if the distance
between node x; and x is less than a specified radius R;,
and to be zero if the distance is greater than or equal to the
radius R;, in order to preserve the local character of the
MLS approximation.

The matrix P is an n X m matrix, and w(X) is n x n
diagonal matrix written as follows.

Jx(b) =
335

P = [p(x).plx). . plx,)” ®)
wi® 0 - 0
we = | O ©)
: : " 0
0 - 0 w®

And the vector @ denotes the vector of given fictitious
values #' of variable u at nodes i (1 < i < n) as follows.

* u(xn)]

(10)
It is noted that the @' (1 < i < n) are not the nodal values
of the approximation function u"(x).

The method to approximate the function by the moving
least square method is sketched in Fig. 1. At each position
X = X, a local weighted least square approximation is
found by using Egs. (5)-(7), and its coefficient vector a(X)
is used in the global approximation form (1). Actually, it is
same as the moving procedure of local approximation to

obtain the global approximation, as stated in the previous
work (Lancaster and Salkauskus, 1981).

o = @'t 0" = [u(x), u(x),.

A generalized moving least squares interpolation

As reviewed before, it should be noted that the moving
least squares approximation is based only on the infor-
mation of the values (fictitious values) of the variables at
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ug (x)=p’(xa(x)
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Fig. 1. Conceptual explanation of the moving least squares
interpolation scheme

some scattered points. However, information concerning
the derivatives of variables at some scattered points may
be meaningful in some physical cases, and if they are used
in an approximation procedure, it may give a better ap-
proximation result than the procedure that does not use
the derivative information. From this point of view, the
moving least square interpolation scheme is generalized in
this paper, and the generalized approximation procedure
is applied to analyze an Euler beam problem, which is a
4th order boundary value problem. We use a local sym-
metric weak form, and the MLPG, to construct this ap-
proximate solution.

We assume that the information concerning the deriv-
atives up to an order [ of the field variable, is available at
some scattered points. Then one can expect that a rea-
sonable interpolation procedure gives a good approxima-
tion result for the variables, as well as their derivatives up
to I-th order. Therefore, it is reasonable that the derivative
information be incorporated in the approximation proce-
dure, if possible.

To approximate the function u in a domain Q, the same
global approximation form (1) as in the MLS scheme is
defined in the present generalization also, and the same
p-basis as in the MLS scheme, except condition (2¢), is also
used. However, a local approximation procedure, that is
different from the MLS scheme, will be adopted to incor-
porate the given derivative information in the present
generalized procedure.

For this purpose, the local approximation is carried out
using the following weighted discrete H' error norm in-
stead of the weighted discrete L, error norm as in Eq. (6).

SR

i=1|al<l

)[D*p" (xi)b — D*u(x;))’

(11)
where a multi-index notation is used. It is noted that [ is
less than or equal to the minimum of the order of conti-
nuity of p-basis r and (m — 1). And the coefficient vector
a(X) at each position x = X is chosen so as to minimize
the weighted discrete H' error norm.

]i((l) (a(x)) < ]),ED (b), forallbeR™ (12)

Finally, the coefficient vector a(X) obtained by the local
minimization procedure is used for the global approxi-
mating function (1).

For example, the weighted discrete H' error norm in
one-dimension assumes the form shown below.

= 3 S W@ [T (kb — D]

i=1 o<1

where, i/, and 0' denote u(x;), and du(x;) /Ox, respectively.
Using the matrix notation, it can be rewritten as follows.

1V (b) =

X

Pb —a]"'w®(x
+ [Pb — "W (%) [P,b — ]

A
AL

- [Qb - El} W) [Qb - &}

)[Pb — i
(

0
W(l)(jc)

(14)

where,
_ [9p(x1) Op(xz) ap Xn)
Px—{ %k (15a)
. [ou(x) du(x,) au(x) T LA 1T
t_[ ox  ox 77 ox {0 7, 9}
(15b)
w?x) 0 -0
(@) (=
wiE = | 0 m® (15¢)
: . 0
0 o0 W)

By applying the stationarity condition to the weighted
discrete H' error norm, the coefficient vector a(x) can be
obtained from the following matrix equation.

A(X)a(x) = B(x)d
where,
A(x) = Q"W(x)Q = P'wlP + PTwlVP,

B(x) = Q"W(x) = [pTw(0)7Pzw(1)] (16)

As in the one-dimensional case, the weighted discrete H!
error norm in two-dimensional space has the following
form:

p"(xi)b — D*u(x;)]”

ML

i=1 <1



w?%ﬂbWMb—mF

=3[ s o)
i + w§0’1>(i) [%}’/"')T b— éﬂ ’ (17)

where, i/, 0, and Qy denote u(x;), Ou(x;)/0x, and

b x?
Ou(x;)/0y, respectively. It can be also rewritten in matrix
notation, as:

1M (b) = [Pb—
+ [Pb — i, w0
+ [Pyb — 1] 'wl®

i w? (3)[Pb —
(x)[Pxb — t]
(’_‘) [P ;vb - E)’]

P a1’
=< |Pe|b—{ 1t
P)’ o4
w0 (x) 0 0
X 0 w0 (x) 0
0 0 w(®(x)
a
X P, |b—{ t,
Py t,

(18)

where,
_ [p(x1) dp(xa)  Op(xa)]"
Px—{ % x 7 ax (19a)
op(x1) Op(x2)  p(xa)]’
P, = . 1
= (B )| (190)
e [Ou(x;) Ou(xy) ou(x,)]"
o ox 7 ox T o«
= [0z, (19¢)
- [Ou(x;) Ou(xy) ou(x,)]"
Tl y Ty Ty
(A1 A2 an] T
= [0,.8.... ,ey} (19d)

By using the same minimization procedure as in the one-
dimensional case, the coefficient vector a(X) can be ob-
tained from the following matrix equation.

A(x)a(x) = B(x)d
where,
A(x) = Q'W(®)Q
= PTwl®p 4 PIw(10p, + P}w““)Py

B(x) = Q"W(x) = |P"w®? PIw(0 pIw(®V

Uz (X)=p’(x)a(x)
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Fig. 2. Conceptual explanation of a generalized moving least
squares interpolation scheme

The GMLS (Generalized MLS) approximation is well de-
fined only when the matrix A in Egs. (16) and (20) is non-
singular as in the MLS approximation. To guarantee a
non-singular matrix A, it is necessary that the rank of Q be
greater than or equal to the number of p-basis m, and at
least m diagonal elements of weight function matrix W(X)
are non-zero. The approximation procedure is conceptu-
ally explained in Fig. 2.

The nodal basis functions from GMLS interpolation
procedure

In the one-dimensional case, solving for a(x) from Eq.
(16), and substituting it into Eq. (1), gives a relation which
may be written in the form of a linear combination of
nodal shape functions similar to that used in finite element
method, as

w—wwwww

Z @ () + 0\ (x) (21a)
where
Tix) = T (A () PTw® (x
‘I’;( ) pT( JA™( )PT (%) (21b)
Wi(x) = p'(x)A ! (x)Prw!(x)
MW@=mehwwﬂﬁ
! (21¢)

Zp] {A TPTw ]

Similarly, the form of an interpolation function obtained
from the generalized moving least squares method with
discrete H' error norm, in two-dimensions can be written
as follows.

uh(x) = PT(x)a + Yy ()t + \ng (x)t,

ji

= 3w + 0 ) + 0 (x) (220)

i=1
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where

PI(x) = pT(x)A ()P W) (x)

W] (x) = pT()A (PTw( ) (x) (22b)
Y] (x) = pT (XA (x)BIw®) (x)

160 = D pi) |ATPTWOO]

j=1

Y (x) = Zm: p;(x) [A—lpzwm)} (22¢)
j=1

ji

=
<
®
I
[

[ A E W]

~.
Il

In actual computations, various kinds of weight functions
can be adopted for GMLS approximation procedure, as in
the MLS approximation procedure. The required condi-

tion for the continuity of the approximating function can
be easily satisfied by changing the weight function in the
GMLS approximation procedure. In this work, we restrict
ourselves to the weight functions that have the form of

N .
W = L (= Ix= xR x— x| < R,
! 0, if ||X— Xl'” > R;

(23)

where R; denotes the radius of support of weight function.
If the derivatives of the p-basis in the GMLS approxima-
tion are continuous up to the r-th derivative, the resulting
GMLS approximation function from this weight function
is continuously differentiable up to the minimum of
(s —1) and r. One can also use other kinds of weight
functions such as spline weight function or Gaussian
weight function (Atluri and Zhu 1998a). However, it is
noted that the weight function of (23) is infinitely differ-
entiable at node x;, whereas conventional spline weight
functions are not infinitely differentiable at node x;.

The GMLS nodal shape functions derived from mini-
mizing the discrete H I error norm, in one-dimension and
two-dimensions, are plotted in Figs. 3 and 4, respectively.

Local symmetric weak form of 4th order problems
The thin beam (Euler beam) equation is given by the fol-
lowing 4th order differential equation.

EL" = f (24)

where u is transverse displacement, EI denotes the bend-
ing stiffness and f is distributed load over the beam. The
boundary conditions are given at the global boundary, I,
as

in global domain Q

u(x) = u(x) onTI,, and ﬁté_ix) = 0O(x) on I'y (25a)
(25b)

and V=V only
where M and V denote the moment and the shear force,
respectively. I', I'g, I'yy and I'y denote the boundary re-
gions where displacement, slope, moment, and shear force

M = M on I'y,

1.0 T T T T T T T T
i o Weight: C2 continuous b
% o8l & W (X)=(1-Ix-x|%R?2)3if Ix-x] <R;
3 & w(x)=0, if Ix-x;| >R, —
k] L o p-basis: 2nd order
@ o Radius of support: 2.2 Ax
o 06
=
c p
5 L
2
© 04 7/ u
e
(2]
E i —
2 o2l
0 . . 1 gl NN Ny
-1 -0.75 -05 -025 0 025 05 075 1
a X
0.08 T T T T T T I T T
- o Weight: C2 continuous
X 006 & w(x)=(1-Ix-x1%/R?2)3if Ix-x| <R, i
= | & w;(X)=0, if Ix-x| >R;
= o p-basis: 2nd order
T 0041 o Radius of support: 2.2 Ax
S L
2
§ 0.021-
S L
5
2 O ]
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2
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o
o
< -0.04 g
-0.06 N | L | L i L | P | oo f L
-t 075 -05 -025 0 025 05 075 1
b X

Fig. 3. a GMLS nodal shape functions for displacement u(x),
in one dimension; b GMLS nodal shape functions for slope
du(x)/dx, in one dimension

are specified, respectively. The moment and shear force
are related to the displacement through the equations:

M = ElV" and V = —EI/" (26)

Different from the other meshless methods, such as the
element free Galerkin method, which are based on the
global weak formulation over the entire domain €, a local
weak form over a local sub-domain € located entirely
inside the global domain Q will be used in this study. It is
noted that the local sub-domain can be of an arbitrary
shape containing a point x in question. Even though a
particular approximation of the local weak form will give
the same resulting discretized equations as from the
Galerkin approximation of global weak form, the local
weak form will provide the clear concept for a local non-
element integration, which does not need any background
integration cell over the entire domain. And, it will lead to
a natural way to construct the global stiffness matrix, not
through the integration over a global domain, but through
the integration over a local sub-domain.

To satisfy the equilibrium condition in a local subdo-
main €, in an average sense, the equilibrium equation is
weighted by a test function v and integrated over the local
subdomain. In this work, a penalty method is used to
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Fig. 4. a GMLS nodal shape function for displacement u(x),
in two dimensions. b GMLS nodal shape function for slope

du(x)/dx, in two dimensions. ¢ GMLS nodal shape function
for slope du(x)/dy, in two dimensions

impose the essential boundary conditions (i.e.,
displacement and slope boundary conditions), because it
is efficient and does not need any other additional un-
known variables (Zhu and Atluri, 1998). The local
weighted residual equation can be written as shown below.

0 _/ (EI™ — flvdx + o,[(u— #)V]oq qr,
Q

+ ag[(u' — 0)V] conr, foralv

(27)

where o, and oy denote the penalty parameters to enforce
displacement and slope boundary conditions, respectively.
The boundary of the local sub-domain ) is denoted by
0Q;. By using integration by parts, Eq. (27) is recast into a
local symmetric weak form, as follows.

0= / End"v' dx — / frdx — [REIW"V ],
Q, Q,

+ [REIU" V] o ot [(u —

+og[(' = 0)] oo r

where #7 = 1 if boundary is on the right side of €, and
n = —1ifitison tgle left side of €. Since the interior of

u)V]sa,r,

for all v (28)

the global domain €, shear force boundary I'y, and dis-
placement boundary I', are mutually disjoint, and are
related by Q = QU TI'y Iy, the boundary of the sub-
domain 0€Q; can be decomposed into disjoint subsets of
0Q, N, 0Q; NIy, and 0Q;(T',. By the same reason, it
can be also decomposed into disjoint subsets of 0Q; () Q,
0Q; (N T'm> and 0Q (9. By using these decompositions,
along with the boundary condition (25b) and Eq. (26), Eq.
(28) can be rewritten as follows.

0= / En/"v' dx
Q

- /Q frdx + o [(u — ) v]pg A, +o0 (' — é)v’] 00,Nly
— [AMV |5 A, — [V Voo, A1,
- [’EEI””V/}@Q@F(,"'[ﬁEh‘WV]aQSmru
= /aa = "
[nEIu v}aQSm5+[nEIu V]agsmfi’ forallv (29)

If we take the test gunction vy whose values and derivatives
are zero at 0Q (), Eq. (29) is reduced to the following

equation. o
For all v such that v = v/ = 0 at 0Q, N Q,

0 = / En/"v'dx — / frdx + o [(u — U)V]oq r,
Qs Qs

+og[(u = 0)V] co.nr,~ MMV ]og nr, —[AVV]so ar,

— [REI"V'|oq r, +[REIW " V] r, (30)

The MLPG method, using the GMLS interpolation

Under the paradigm of MLPG method, the local symmetric
weak form holds for arbitrary local sub-domains con-
taining the point x in question inside the global domain €;
and further, the shapes of local sub-domain can be chosen
arbitrarily, such as spheres, cubes, and ellipsoids in 3-D.
Therefore, if the nodal points x;, and the supports of nodal
shape functions for trial function are given, then the local
symmetric weak form can be constructed for each local
sub-domain Q; centered around each nodal point x;. (It is
noted that the support of nodal shape function is the same
as the support of weight function in the GMLS interpol-
ation procedure, as well as in MLS interpolation proce-
dure.)

Because there is no restriction for the shape and size of
the local sub-domains, the local sub-domain Q; can be
taken to be different from the supports of nodal trial shape
functions; and, as a special case, to be the same as the
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supports of nodal trial shape functions. In the MLPG
method, the local sub-domain is assumed to be the sup-
port of nodal test function v, centered at a node i. If the
size of local sub-domain is different from that of the
support of nodal shape function for trial function; or if the
nodal test function is different from the nodal trial func-
tion, the procedure becomes a Petrov-Galerkin approxi-
mation. On the other hand, if the size of local sub-domain
is the same as that of the support of nodal shape function
for the trial function; and, further, if exactly the same
forms of nodal test and trial functions are used, it leads to
the usual Galerkin approximation procedure. Therefore,
the MLPG method is one of the most general methods,
including the Petrov-Galerkin approximation procedure,
as well as the Galerkin approximation procedure, as spe-
cial cases. In this work, only the Galerkin approximation
procedure is presented, even though the MLPG method is
not confined to a Galerkin approximation.

We assume that the nodal points, and the sizes of
supports of weight functions at each node, for the GMLS
interpolation, are given. The symmetric weak form for
each nodal point x; is constructed as follows.

For all v such that v=v = 0 at 0Q, N Q,

0= Elu"v' dx — d —1u i
/Q(l_) u'v' dx Q£I_va x + o [(u u)v]aﬂﬁ)mru

s

+ oy [(u' —

— [AELIW/' /V/]agﬁ” ar, HRE"y

é) V/] ﬁMV’]aQEi)ﬁFM_ [171 VV} aa'nry

(31)

where Q7 denotes the local sub-domain, which, as a
special case in the present study, is taken to be of the same
size as the support of weight function w;(x) for x;. Thus, in
the present study, the local sub-domain Qgi) is the same as
the support of the nodal trial function, as well as the
support of the nodal test function.
The unknown displacement u in this local symmetric

weak form is approximated by the nodal shape functions
obtained through the GMLS interpolation procedure.

aQnry, [

]agﬁf)nru

u(x) = uh(x) = Z (aw;“) (x) + 07y " (x)) (32)

j=1

where @/ and lp]@ (x) denote the fictitious nodal displace-
ments and their corresponding GMLS nodal basis func-
tions; and 0 and 1//50) (x) denote the fictitious nodal slopes
and their corresponding GMLS nodal shape functions. The
test function v for the local sub-domain Qgi) is approxi-
mated by a linear combination of the nodal shape func-
tions for nodal point x;.

v(x) 2 v (x) = 171':,05“) (x) + [?"z//f.@) (x) (no summation)
(33)

where # and /' denote the fictitious nodal displacement
and the fictitious nodal slope, of the test function v, re-

spectively. It is noted that the values and the derivatives of
nodal test function v"(x) in Eq. (33) are zero at 0Q () Q.

By substituting Eqs. (32) and (33) into the local sym-
metric weak form (31) gives the following discretized
equation.
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Because Eq. (34) should be satisfied for arbitrary ' and f,
Eq. (34) can be rewritten as the following equation.
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Fig. 5. The LSWF concept for constructing the discretized
equation for the node i in MLPG
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In this equation, one can easily notice that the numerical
integration in one local sub-domain gives two equations,
without any global background integration mesh. The
LSWF concept for constructing the discretized equation is
presented in Fig. 5. It is noted that the number of nodal
variables coupled in Eq. (35) changes, according to the size
of local sub-domain, while the number of coupled nodal
variables in the usual finite element method for 4th order
problems is six, as shown in Fig. 6.

Because the above relation (35) should hold for every
local sub-domain Q(’ the same kind of equations can be
obtained for each local sub-domain Q . Finally, we can
obtain the following matrix equation for the discrete sys-
tem, by collectlng the equations obtained from each local
sub-domain Q(’ , without any element assembly.

Kd = f (37)

It is noted again that it is sufficient to integrate in each
local sub-domain, without any global background inte-
gration mesh, and an entry of the global stiffness matrix
can be obtained directly without any element matrix as-
sembly.

(36f)

Numerical integration algorithm
In this section, the numerical integration scheme of the
proposed method is discussed. Because both the GMLS

Trial function

A S 7 \/ o/ /S 7
Xiq Xj Xi+1
Test function

Support of test fuction
(two finite elements)

Xist

Fig. 6. The LSWF concept for constructing the discretized
equation in the Galerkin finite element method

nodal shape functions, as well as the MLS nodal shape
functions, are not polynomial functions, it is difficult to
integrate the weak form corresponding to either the GMLS
shape functions or the MLS shape functions accurately, by
using a conventional numerical integration scheme such as
the Gaussian quadrature rule. Because of this reason, more
integration points are usually needed to obtain acceptable
numerical results, as compared to the usual finite element
method. Moreover, an accurate integration becomes more
difficult, because the Gaussian quadradure rule is based on
an interpolation function that is infinitely differentiable in
the integration domain, whereas the GMLS nodal shape
function and MLS nodal shape function are not infinitely
differentiable in the integration domain. Actually, the
higher order derivatives of GMLS and MLS nodal shape
functions, which are higher than the order of continuity of
the weight function, are discontinuous at the support
boundaries. In Fig. 7, the discontinuities, arising in the
higher derivatives of GMLS nodal shape function, are
presented. In the calculation of the nodal shape function in
Fig. 7, a C? continuous weight function, and a second
order polynomial p-basis are used. The C? continuous
weight function used in this example has the form of

0 1
w¥ (x) = w" (x)
3
— { (1 - |x—x,~|2/Rf) ) xi| <R;

0, if |x—x,~| > R;

if |x — (38)

Because the derivatives of the weight function, higher than
the second order, are discontinuous at the boundaries of
supports of sub-domains, the derivatives higher than the
second order derivative may show discontinuities at the
boundaries of supports of sub-domains, as denoted by
scissors in Fig. 7. To handle this difficult problem in nu-
merical integration, an integration procedure that uses the
information of all boundaries of supports of sub-domains
is proposed in this work. Consider the arrangement of
sub-domains shown in Fig. 8. Then the higher derivatives
of the GMLS nodal shape function, in a sub-domain €,
will be discontinuous at each boundary of the other sup-
port. Therefore it is natural that integrations in a sub-
domain are performed in each divided sub-region, after
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Fig. 7. a C? continuous nodal shape function, and its derivatives, for displacement. b C? continuous nodal shape function,

and its derivatives, for slope

dividing the sub-domain by boundaries of supports of
other nodes. To evaluate the entry of stiffness matrix
kl(jmde), related to node i and node j, it is sufficient to
integrate only in the sub-regions in which both of nodal
shape functions are non-zero, because the integrand is
zero in the other regions. This situation is sketched in

Fig. 9.

Numerical tests

By using the presently developed GMLS approximation
procedure, with a local symmetric weak form and MLPG,
several numerical examples are worked out to investigate
the numerical characteristics of the proposed method. The
calculated results are compared with analytical solutions.
A 10 point Gaussian quadrature rule is used in each sub-
region of intersection of sub-domains to evaluate the entry
of the stiffness matrix accurately.

Convergence test
Convergence tests are carried out, for the problem of a
cantilevered thin beam under a uniformly distributed load.

To observe the convergence, three relative error norms are
measured. They are defined as follows.

Relative L, error norm:

\/fQ ‘unum - uexact|2 dx

(39)
\/ fQ |uexact|2 dx
Relative H! error norm:
\/fg |Unum — uexact|2 + |u;1um - u/exact‘2 dx
(40)

\/fQ |uexact|2 + |uéxact|2 dx

Relative H? error norm:

\/fQ |unum — Uexact |2 + |u;1um - ugxact |2 + |uﬁum - ugxact |2 dx

2 2 2
\/,fQ |uexact| + |u:3xact| + |ugxact| dx

(41)
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Sub-regions for integration

Fig. 8. Sub-domain €, divided by the boundaries of supports

of other sub-domains Fig. 9. Integration domain to evaluate the terms of stiffness
matrix kgmde) related to node i and node j

In Fig. 10, the second order polynomial p-basis, C* convergence rate of L, norm is increased from 2.98 to

continuous weight, and the value of 2.7 times nodal 4.31. However, it should be noted that the computational

distance (2.7Ax) for radius of support, are used. The burden is increased, as the order of p-basis is increased,

results show that the convergence rates of Ly, H' and H?> because a larger matrix A in Eq. (21b) should be inverted
error norms are 2.98, 2.62, 1.48, respectively. In Fig. 11, to obtain the higher order p-basis GMLS nodal shape
the order of p-basis is increased to a third order poly- function. In Fig. 12, the weight function is changed to a
C* continuous weight function, holding the other pa-
vergence rate is greatly improved. Especially, the rameters to be the same as those adopted in the simu-

nomial. From the results, it is observed that the con-

&

- faamre]

Sub-regions used to evaluate
element of stiffness matrix
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Fig. 10. Convergence rates for a cantilevered beam under
uniform loading, using second order polynomial p-basis, and
a C? continuous weight function, with the value of 2.7Ax for
the radius of support
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Fig. 11. Convergence rate for cantilevered beam under
uniform loading, using third order polynomial p-basis, and
a C? continuous weight function, with the value of 2.7Ax for
the radius of support

lation of Fig. 10. It shows that the convergence rate is
similar to the case of C* continuous weight function.
However, the magnitude of the relative error norm be-
comes much smaller than in the case of a C* continuous
weight function. It is noted that a C* continuous weight
function can be easily used, because there is no addi-
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Fig. 12. Convergence rate for cantilevered beam under
uniform loading, using second order polynomial p-basis, and
a C* continuous weight function, with the value of 2.7Ax for
the radius of support
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Fig. 13. Convergence rate for cantilevered beam under
uniform loading, using second order polynomial p-basis, and
a C* continuous weight function, with the value of 4.7Ax for
the radius of support

tional computational cost to increase the order of con-
tinuity of weight function. In Fig. 13, the radius of
support (sub-domain size) is increased to 4.7 times nodal
distance (4.7Ax) without changing the other parameters
of Fig. 12. Because more nodes are considered in one
sub-domain as the radius of support is increased, both
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Fig. 14. a Numerical solution of a simply supported thin beam
under uniformly distributed load, by using uniformly spaced
nodes. b Numerical solution of a simply supported thin beam
under uniformly distributed load, by using irregularly spaced
nodes

the convergence rate and the magnitude of the error
norm are drastically increased. The convergence rates of
the L, error norm, the H! error norm, and the H? error
norm are close to 4, 3, and 2, respectively, even though
the second order polynomial p-basis is used in the
computation.

Thin beam under various loading

and boundary conditions

In Fig. 14, a thin beam under a uniformly distributed
load is analyzed by the present method. Simply sup-
ported boundary conditions are imposed. For the simu-
lation, the values of 2.7Ax for the radius of support of
weight function; and a C* continuous weight function are
used. The second order polynomial p-basis is adopted,
and 12 nodes are used. From the results, it can be ob-
served that both the cases of a uniform node distribution,

Under point load with simply supported B.C.
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Fig. 15. a Numerical solution of a simply supported thin beam
under a point load at the center of the beam, by using uniformly
spaced nodes. b Numerical solution of a simply supported thin
beam under a point load at the center of the beam, by using
irregularly spaced nodes

and an irregular node distribution, give accurate results.
Although the error of the second derivative in irregular
node distribution is a little bit larger than in the uniform
node distribution case, the case of irregular node distri-
bution also shows excellent agreements with the exact
solution.

In Fig. 15, the loading condition of Fig. 14 is changed to
that of a point load at the center of the beam, while the
other conditions of Fig. 14 are preserved. The simulated
results also show good agreements with the analytical so-
lution. In the vicinity of the center of the beam, the
maximum error of the second derivative occurs, because
of the kink in the analytical solution for the second de-
rivative.

In Figs. 16 and 17, a thin beam with clamped boun-
dary condition is considered. The uniformly distributed
load is depicted in the case of Fig. 16, and the linearly
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Under unibrmly distributed load with clamped BC.
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Fig. 16. a Numerical solution of a clamped thin beam under
uniformly distributed load, by using uniformly spaced nodes.
b Numerical solution of a clamped thin beam under uniformly
distributed load, by using irregularly spaced nodes

distributed load is depicted in the case of Fig. 17. Similar
to the case of a simply-supported boundary condition, it
can be observed that the numerical solutions are highly
accurate.

Concluding remarks

In this paper, the MLPG method is extended to solve the
4th order boundary problems of thin beams. For the
meshless interpolation scheme in the MLPG method, the
conventional moving least squares interpolation scheme
is generalized. (As noted before, the MLPG concept is
independent of the interpolation scheme, and it can be
combined with other meshless interpolation schemes.) In
this generalized moving least squares (GMLS) interpol-
ation procedure, the slope is introduced as an additional
independent variable, through the modification of local
approximation in the MLS interpolation scheme. For an
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Under lineaily distributed load with clamped BC.
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Fig. 17. a Numerical solution of a clamped thin beam under
linearly distributed load, by using uniformly spaced nodes.
b Numerical solution of a clamped thin beam under linearly
distributed load, by using irregularly spaced nodes

accurate integration of the global stiffness matrix, a
new non-element local integration scheme is proposed,
and it is implemented in the present numerical
algorithm.

To study the accuracy of the proposed method,
convergence tests are performed. Additionally, several
problems of thin beams under various loading and
boundary conditions are analyzed, and compared with
analytical solutions. From these numerical results, it is
confirmed that the proposed method shows promising
characteristics in dealing with 4th order boundary value
problems.
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