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Figure 1: Schematic overview of an hydrostatic thrust bearing. (I) Recess area, (II) Bearing land, (III) Flow restrictor, (IV) Fluid supply,
(V) Fluid film gap and (VI) Counter surface (Track)

Hydrostatic bearings, as shown in figure 1, are superior in terms of performance to contact based bearings.
They work on the principle of a small film layer between the bearing and the counter surface which is sup-
plied by an external pressure supply. The load capacity of the hydrostatic bearing is dependent on the height
of this film layer and the effective surface area of the hydrostatic bearing where a small film layer results in
a high load capacity. To maintain high load capacities, the orientation between bearing and counter sur-
face should remain parallel. This results in the need of a deformable hydrostatic bearing when moving over
non-constant curvature counter surfaces. Generally, hydrostatic bearing are made very stiff to maintain load
bearing capacity. This means that the bearing is not able to deform and maintain a parallel position with
the counter surface. This results in a dilemma, a high stiffness is desired to maintain large loading capacities
while a low stiffness is required to allow for deformations to maintain a parallel position with the track. Since
conventional hydrostatic bearings are made very stiff, they are not considered an option for the use on non-
constant curvature counter surfaces, thus limiting the applicational use of hydrostatic bearings.

7/////////////////////////////////////////////////

Figure 2: Schematic overview of a whiffletree support system.
The objective of this thesis is to allow deformability for hydrostatic bearings. This is achieved by coupling

multiple hydrostatic bearing pads, also called slippers, together with a so-called whiffletree support system
as shown in figure 2. The whiffletree allows for rotations of the slippers maintaining a parallel orientation
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with the track. Furthermore, the whiffletree allows for smaller slipper lengths where a quadratic relation is
found between the slipper length and slipper required compression. Meaning that the decrease in slipper
size results in a quadratic decrease of required compression of the slipper and thus the bearing.

The whiffletree support consists of multiple linkages connected by joints. The joints used can not be com-
mon contact joints since this would re-introduce the negative properties of wear, friction and stick-slip into
the system. Compliant joints could solve these drawbacks, providing the same motion as conventional con-
tact joints without the negative properties. The main requirements for the compliant joints are a high axial
stiffness to maintain load bearing capacity while having a low rotational stiffness with a large range of motion
to allow for the rotations in the support. Conventional compliant joints do not possess all of these properties
[1]. So to design a new joint the range of motion of each joint, the normal and shear forces acting on each
joint and the rotational stiffness of each joint is required. In other words, the systems kinematics and kineto-
statics should be obtained.

The range of motion is obtained by using a rigid body model of a 2D whiffletree support and finding the cor-
responding kinematics. The normal forces, shear forces and moments acting on the joints are obtained by
decomposing the force acting on each individual slipper and adding the corresponding forces of each slipper
acting on each joint. With the forces and moments known, the normal, shear and rotational stiffness is de-
termined of each joint in the system.

Overall, the objective of this thesis has been successfully achieved by the addition of a whiffletree support
system. The whiffletree support allows for the slippers to rotate maintaining a parallel position with the
track. Furthermore, the slipper length can be decrease without the loss of load capacity which results in a
smaller required deformation of each slipper. Thus allowing the hydrostatic bearing to follow non-constant
curvature counter surfaces.
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Introduction

1.1. Background

Humans are in a continuous pursuit to design and improve machines to exceed the limitations of their human
strength. Instead of improving each machine on its own, one could look into a key part that is used in almost
every machine. One of these key components are bearings. Bearings are used to constraint a certain motion,
while allowing motion in the desired direction. Furthermore, bearings tend to decrease the friction between
the moving parts, allowing easier movement of the load in the desired direction. A great example of this
principle dates back to the ancient Romans. A ball bearing was found that was used in a rotating table on one
of their two Nemi ships [2]. A more recent bearing applications is the use of bearings by Leonardo da Vinci
around the year 1500. Drawings where found using ball bearings in his design of a helicopter [3]. As of today,
bearings can be found in almost every machine that has moving parts. They can be found in transportation
devices, medical equipment, factory robots and many more. The most commonly used bearings are plain,
ball or roller bearings. These bearings are subjected to stick slip and wear down after each iteration reducing
the lifetime of the bearing. For applications that require high accuracy and precision, stick slip is a huge
drawback. So, a different type of bearing is needed that eliminates stick slip while maintaining high load
capacities. If a lubricant is allowed in the system, hydrostatic bearings could provide a solution.

Hydrostatic bearings work on the principle of a small fluid layer between bearing and counter surface pre-
venting solid to solid contact. Due to the prevention of solid to solid contact, little to no wear occurs during
operation. This increases the lifetime of the bearing significantly. A second advantage of hydrostatic bear-
ings is the fluid layer between the bearing and counter surface. Due to this fluid layer, viscose friction occurs
instead of dry friction, which lowers the friction coefficient by approximately two orders of magnitude [4]. Fi-
nally, hydrostatic bearings are able to maintain high load capacities making them great to use in applications
that are subjected to large forces like lock gates, milling machines and large telescopes [5-7]. Conventional
hydrostatic bearings are modelled infinitely stiff to prevent failure under these high loads. This prevents hy-
drostatic bearings for the use in applications where the bearing is required to deform during operation. In
other words, conventional hydrostatic bearings can not be used in applications that have a non-constant
curvature counter surface.
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1.2. Hydrostatic Bearing

Figure 1.1: Schematic overview of an hydrostatic thrust bearing. (I) Recess area, (II) Bearing land, (III) Flow restrictor, (IV) Fluid supply,
(V) Fluid film gap and (VI) Counter surface (Track)

A conventional hydrostatic thrust bearing, figure 1.1, consists of arecess area (I), bearing land (II), flow restric-
tor (III) and fluid supply (IV). Fluid is pumped from the fluid supply into the recess area to create a uniform
pressure profile. The pressure in the recess area is used to lift the bearing from the counter surface (VI) cre-
ating small fluid film gaps (V) for the fluid to escape. This creates a small fluid layer between the bearing and
counter surface preventing solid to solid contact, also called full film lubrication.

1.3. Problem Definition

To maintain full film lubrication, the bearing and counter surface should remain parallel to each other at all
times. For traditional hydrostatic bearings the counter surface must consist of a constant curvature to main-
tain a parallel orientation between bearing and counter surface. This is required since traditional hydrostatic
bearings are modelled infinitely stiff to maintain high load capacity without failure. For a hydrostatic bear-
ing to follow non-constant curvatures, the bearing must be modelled with a definite stiffness to allow for
deformations required to maintain a parallel position between bearing and counter surface. The stiffness is
reversely proportional to the deformation required. Meaning a larger required deformation results in a lower
required stiffness. However, a lower stiffness results in a lower maximum load capacity which is undesired.
Therefore, the problem definition of this thesis is stated as followed:

"To design a large deformable hydrostatic bearing able to follow non-constant curvatures.”

1.4. Thesis Layout

In this thesis, the model fundamentals of a large deforming hydrostatic bearing are shown in chapter 2. The
body of this thesis is build around the paper "Kinematics of a 2D Whiffletree Based Large Deforming Hydro-
static Bearing" presented in chapter 3 and can be read as an independent work. The paper gives a design
model to obtain the kinematics and kinetostatics of a whiffletree based large deforming hydrostatic bearing
where the scripts used in the model are shown in appendix A.4. In chapter 4, a further explanation is given
on the moments required to rotate the joints. Chapter 5 provides extra insight on the use of a coupled multi-
slipper hydrostatic bearing. Following, the FEM analysis is further explained in chapter 6. In chapter 7 a
discussion is given regarding the research in this work. To conclude, a conclusion and recommendations for
further research are given in chapter 8 and chapter 9 respectively where some elaboration on further research
and the design of a rapid demonstrator is given in appendix B and C respectively.
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1.5. State of the Art

To find the state of the art, a look in literature on the subject of deformable hydrostatic bearings is given.
Three researches where found that used an elastic support structure to counter for surface waviness or to
maintain load capacity.

The Hydro Support: R.A.J. van Ostayen et al. [8][6] introduced a new type of navigation lock-gate support
as seen in figure 1.2, the hydro support. The hydro support consists of a hydrostatic bearing that slides over
an elastic polymer track and is elastically supported to the lock gate by a rubber hinge to compensate for
tilting of the gate lock with respect to the guiding surface.

Hollowed
out edge Rubber support
S
Bearing

— — [ —_ —1]
UHMWPE track

Recesses

820 mm| 750 mm.

N[

Figure 1.2: Hydrostatic pad with rubber support structure used in the prince Willem-Alexander lock gates. Adopted from [6]

Elastic Support Surface: A. van Beek and L. Lepic [9] introduced an analytical and numerical solution for
the calculation of an elastic support surface shown in figure 1.3. The bearing also consists of two rigid plates
with a rubber body in between. Calculations show that the bearing surface will converge to a convex surface
due to the difference in hydrostatic pressure and pressure of the bearing generated by the mass.

L &
‘

R
5

b [ Ly
‘ L3
1] Li=B

Figure 1.3: Cross section of bearing system (left) and boundary con-Figure 1.4: Rigid bearing system (left) and elastic bearing support
ditions with concentric loading (right). Adopted from [9] (right). Adopted from [10]

Rubber Supported Hydrostatic Pad: A. van Beek and A. Segal [10] introduced rubber supported hydrostatic
thrust bearings with rigid bearing surface. Due to the addition of a rubber body, an elastic bearing support is
realized which creates a more parallel hydrostatic film shown in figure 1.4. This increases the pressure distri-
bution under the bearing and therefore results in a higher load capacity.

One can conclude that a gap in literature is found on the subject of large deformable hydrostatic bearings.
Furthermore, from the research that has been conducted the conclusion can be drawn that most elasto-
hydrostatic research is conducted to compensate tilt instead of to follow non-constant curvatures.






Background

To improve the deformability of the hydrostatic bearing, the stiffness of the bearing should decrease. How-
ever, a decrease in bearing stiffness could lead to failure of the bearing when it is subjected to high loads. So,
it would be beneficial if a high stiffness is maintained and a solution is found to decrease the required defor-
mation. It is expected that the required deformation of the hydrostatic bearing is reduced if the hydrostatic
bearing is placed parallel with the counter surface at the center of the hydrostatic bearing. Furthermore, it
is expected that the required deformation scales with the length of the hydrostatic bearing. If the scaling is
non-linear, a decrease in hydrostatic bearing length could result in a relative larger decrease in required de-
formation. However, a decrease in hydrostatic bearing length also results in a decrease in load capacity. A
solution could be to couple multiple hydrostatic bearings, from now on called slippers, together by the use of
a support structure. This will decrease the deformation required of each slipper while maintaining load ca-
pacity. To design the new hydrostatic bearing, a look is given in three different sections, the track, the slipper
and the support as shown in figure 2.1. The track is defined as the counter surface of the hydrostatic bearing
and is used to obtain the required deformation of the hydrostatic bearing. The slipper is used as a bridge be-
tween the counter surface and the support and provides the pressure profile and load capacity of the bearing
using EHL and the Reynolds equation. The support is used to couple multiple slippers together to maintain
load capacity while allowing the slippers to rotate. A rigid body model will be made to find the maximum
rotational angles in the joints of the system and their corresponding stiffness’s.

Support

Literature
Rigid Body Model —— Rotaional Angles

Joint Stiffness
1

I N I
A
J\ J\ Slipper Forces

I ] [ ] Reynolds Equation
o\o EHL JE—

Elasto-hydrostatic Bearing

Required deformation

Track Curvature
of Track

Literature

Required Deformation [E—

7z

Figure 2.1: Three important sections of the hydrostatic bearing, the track, the slipper and the support.
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2.1. Track

The track is defined as the counter surface of the large deforming hydrostatic bearing. In literature, two state-
ments can be found that define large deformable hydrostatic bearings [11]. These are that, large deformable
hydrostatic bearings are able to deform to = 10% of the height of the bearing in its undeformed configuration
and large deformable hydrostatic bearings are able to deform = 100 times the average film height of the fluid
film.

With the definition of a large deforming hydrostatic bearing given, a counter surface needs to be chosen.
Since all surfaces are different, a generalized surface is needed to give a good representation of most surfaces.
This way, the results obtained for this specific surface are more generalized and could be applied for many
different counter surfaces.

2.1.1. Surface

When looking at literature, many surfaces have been modelled as a single or double sine wave [12][13][14][6].
Sine waves have the characteristic of containing all three Gaussian curvatures and could, therefore, represent
most surfaces [15]. Furthermore, sine waves are relatively easy to use in mathematical expressions compared
to high order polynomials. Therefore, a sine wave is chosen to represent the surface over which the hydro-
static bearing moves. A representation of the surface can be seen in figure 2.2.

Figure 2.2: Single sine wave used as a model to represent the counter surface (track) with amplitude A and wavelength A.

2.1.2. Surface decomposition

~~'2d\

Figure 2.3: Single deforming slipper (left) and single tilted deforming slipper (right). L is the length of the slipper, & is the height of the
slipper and d is the maximum axial deformation.

When looking at a sine wave, it is expected that the compression needed for a rectangular shaped object to
follow the wave is smaller when the object is placed under an angle (tilted) compared to a horizontal orienta-
tion, see figure 2.3. If this is true, the height of the object can decrease if it is allowed to tilt while maintaining
equal compression relatively. To validate this expectation a toy model is made shown in figure 2.4. In the fig-
ure, a horizontal and tilted line, starting at y = 2.25 are plotted against half a sine wave with an amplitude A
and wavelength A of 1m shifted by a quarter wavelength. The average and maximum perpendicular distance
from both lines to the sine wave are given in table 2.1.2.
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257
Sine wave
- Tilted line
Horizontal line
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Figure 2.4: Mathematical model result of a tilted (angle at 75 degrees) and horizontal pad and their counter surface.
Tilted [m] | Horizontal [m]

Average distance 0.0820 1.250
Maximum distance 0.1465 2.250

The results show a large decrease in distance from the line to the sine wave if the line is allowed to tilt. So, it
can be concluded that the expectation that the required deformation of the bearing decreases if the bearing is
able to rotate is indeed true. Meaning that the deformation required of the slipper can be reduced by adding
a joint on the slipper which allows for rotations of the slipper.

2.2. Slipper

The slipper is the bridge between the track and the support structure. It is provided with a certain curvature
of the track and a desired flight height and gives a force exerted on the support. The curvature of the track and
the Reynolds equation provide the total pressure profile under the slipper. In this section, a small elaboration
is given into the Reynolds equations and into the principle of elasto-hydrostatic lubrication. Figure 2.5 gives
a small representation of the slipper and shows the mechanics used on each part of the slipper.

O——t+—O EHL
| 0 Reynolds

O7<ﬁ/o Track

s

Figure 2.5: Elasto-hydrostatic bearing which is compressed due to a pressure profile generated by the Reynolds equation running over a

specific track.
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2.2.1. Reynolds Equation
The Reynolds equation is an expression of the conservation of mass in a fluid continuum [16]. The pressure
in the fluid film can be described using basic flow equations like the conservation of mass, energy or impulse.
The computing power required to solve these equations numerically is very large. So, a variety of assumptions
is used to obtain the Reynolds equation to describe the pressure in a fluid film. The Reynolds equations is
derived, in this work, with the use of the conservation of mass. The two-dimensional conservation of mass is
defined by:

ox oy
where (gy) and (g,) are the mass flows in, respectively, x and y direction through a medium. With the use of
the thin film assumptions, the mass flows can be derived. The five main thin film assumptions are stated as
followed:

0 2.1)

1. The flow is laminar

2. The flow is stationary

3. The viscosity and density are constant

4. The pressure is constant

5. There are no body forces acting on the fluid

Using all assumptions regarding the Reynolds equation, the mass flow in a film can be defined by:

qx =

~ n3 apy, . p(Uy+Uph o n3 apy, . p(Us+Ug)h

= 2.2
121 0x 2 1 121 dy 2 (2.2

where (py,) is the fluid pressure, (h) the film height, (1)) the fluid viscosity, (p) the density and (U, U, U, and
U,) the surface velocities of the surface in x- and y-direction. Substituting equation (2.2) in equation (2.1)
and holding the basic assumptions, the full Reynolds equation is defined by:

o no Us+Uph, 0 K30 Uc+Unh
___ﬂ_,_w)_,._(__ﬂ_,_M):o (2.3)
0x 12n 0x 2 0y 12n oy 2
For hydrostatic bearings, it can be assumed that the velocities of the wall remain zero. Applying this in equa-
tion (2.3) gives the following equation:

3 3
o W opy 0 K opu o
0x 12n ox 0y 12n oy
To conclude, the Reynolds equation describes the flow between two surfaces by means of pressure, viscosity,
velocity and geometry and is valid for both rough and smooth surfaces. Bear in mind that surface roughness
could disturb the flow in the fluid film. Nonetheless, the surface roughness is not included in the design of
this hydrostatic bearing and the assumption of a smooth surface is made.

2.2.2. Elasto-hydrostatic Lubrication

Elasto-hydrostatic lubrication works on the principle of elasto-hydrodynamic lubrication. Elasto-hydrodynamic
lubrication mostly occurs in a rolling motion between two elements. Since the roller and inner race have an
opposite curvature, the contact is seen as a point contact. Due to this point contact, a very high-contact
pressure occurs which slightly deforms the roller. This deformation is necessary to maintain a continuous
hydrodynamic film. When looking at this principle in hydrostatic lubrication, the pressure generated by the
pomp in the bearing results in deformation of the bearing. This is, in most cases, not the problem, since most
hydrostatic bearings are modelled infinitely stiff and a huge pressure is needed to make a small deformation.
However, since the hydrostatic bearing in this research should deform, it is not modelled as infinitely stiff but
has a certain stiffness. This means that the hydrostatic bearing can deform due to the pressure generated by
the full film lubrication. This deformation has two resulting behaviors. Firstly, due to the deformation of the
bearing, the pressure profile will change as shown in figure 2.6.

Since the gradient under the bearing changes, the pressure profile shapes into a parabolic form compared to
the triangular form for a hydrostatic bearing with no recess area. This has a profitable effect in increasing the
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Figure 2.6: Pressure profile change due to the effects of elasto-hydrostatic lubrication.

total pressure under the bearing, and thus the load capacity. This shows a coupling effect between the elasto-
hydrostatic lubrication and the Reynolds equation on the slipper. Secondly, due to the change in pressure
profile, larger stresses will be present in the bearing which could result to failure of the system. A design
approach for such deformable slippers is given in [11].

2.3. Support

The support is one of the key parts of the system. It allows the slippers to rotate to maintain a more profitable
position with the gradient of the track reducing the required compression of each slipper as shown in section
2.1.2. Furthermore, load capacity can be maintained by coupling multiple slippers together allowing each
slipper to be smaller in length. So, the system needs a suitable support structure that allows the end effector
to rotate while being able to transfer the load capacity through the support without any complications.

2.3.1. State of the art

To see which support structure suits this design best, a literature search is conducted on the subject of support
structures. The main criteria are: the allowance of rotation in the end effector and the ability to easily transfer
the load capacity. In this section, a brief summary of the 5 most promising support systems found in literature
is given which is concluded by the choice of the support for this design.

Rocker Bogie: The rocker bogie was developed for NASA in 1988 [17] and has since been NASA’s favorite
suspension design for rovers [18]. An example of the use of a rocker bogie is the Mars Exploration Rover [19].
The rocker bogie consists of a bogie, which can also be found in trains and crane supports, and a rocker. The
rocker is the fundamental part of the rocker bogie and is an additional arm on which the body and a third
wheel is connected as shown in figure 2.7. Due to this design, the rocker bogie can stabilize its center of
gravity while following a rough surface [20][21].

: differential
rocker ‘ Malw/ joint
L | | pivot

bogie

Figure 2.7: Rocker bogie mechanism used as suspension for the Mars Explorer Rover. Adapted from [20]
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Zero Potential Energy System: Zero potential energy systems use the theory of zero potential energy to
remain stationary in every configuration [22]. Figure 2.8 shows a zero potential energy system. Here cylinders
are wrapped in an elastic cord which is pre-stressed. Since the length of the cable remains the same in each
orientation of the cylinders, the total potential energy in the system remains the same [23]. The drawback of
the system is the requirement of zero friction between the rollers and a fixed external load.

Figure 2.8: Zero potential energy system in 3 configurations. A convex ring wit a stressing cable touching the discs from outside (left), a
stressing cable around each coil (middle) and a concave ring with a stressing cable around each coil (right). Adapted from [23]

Parallel Manipulator: Parallel manipulators, shown in figure 2.9, are active systems that compensate for
the roughness of the track by actuators and a controller making it an active system [24]. The mechanisms
mostly consist of 6 linkages divided in three groups of two which are allowed to rotate and translate up and
down. This way, the end effector can be placed in each orientation in the allowable operation box of the
system. Some examples of systems that use parallel manipulators are pick and place robots, 3D printers,
gangways for ships and many more.

Figure 2.9: Representation fo a parallel manipulator. Adapted from [25]

Body Guidance System: Body guidance synthesis is the task of seeking a mechanism which simultaneously
generates a desired path of a fixed point to a link and a desired orientation variation of the link. This is one of
the most complicated synthesis available. A good example is the four bar linkage mechanism [26]. However,
as explained before, this synthesis is quite complicated and provides a single motion which could limit the
applicational use of the system to that single motion.

Whiffletree: The whiffletree, as seen in figure 2.10, has been used for many years in agriculture. It was
used to divide the load of a plow between two draught animals using the concept of a lever. The draught
animals where attached to the end of the whiffletree beam and the plow was placed in between the draught
animals. This shows that the whiffletree can be used as a force distributor. A nice fundamental concept of the
whiffletree is that multiple beams can be connected together creating a whole system of whiffletrees to divide
the load over multiple end points. Besides the use in agriculture, whiffletree’s are also found in windshield
wipers, the support of telescopes and other high precision applications. Some examples are a test setup for
wind turbine blades [27], the Thirty Meter telescope (TMT) [28] and the E-ELT optical telescope [29] [30].
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The whiffletree is a simple solution to provide a force distribution support system in either two- or three-
dimensions.

o

Force 1 Force 2 :

Load

Figure 2.10: Equal distribution of forces by a simple whiffletree system.

2.3.2. Support Selection

As stated before, a suitable support has the ability to rotate the end effector and could easily transfer the load
capacity through the system. Furthermore, it is desired if the support system is simplistic in design. Suitable
systems could be the rocker bogie, parallel manipulator and the whiffletree. The parallel manipulator is a
good choice but has the drawback of being an active system. For this design a passive system is desired to
prevent the use of complicated controllers. Thus leaving the choice between the rocker bogie and the whiffle-
tree. In essence, the rocker bogie and whiffletree work on the same fundamental principals. They both work
as a force distributing system which allows the end effectors to rotate. The main difference is the deviation
in distance between the end effectors during operations. Looking at the rocker bogie, the distance between
the end effectors deviates largely during motion. This means that, if the slippers are coupled together by an
elastic material, this piece will be subjected to large stresses due to deformations. These large stresses are
a critical part in the system and must be reduced to a minimum. Looking at the whiffletree, the change in
distance of the end effectors during operation is significantly smaller. Thus the stresses on the coupling parts
will be reduced. Therefore, a whiffletree is chosen as a suitable support to connect the slippers together in
the hydrostatic bearing.

2.4. Summary

This section provides a summary of chapter 2. The large deforming hydrostatic bearing consists of multiple
slippers and joints connected by a whiffletree support system to follow a counter surface as shown in figure
2.2. The whiffletree support is used to reduce the required deformation of each slipper by allowing the slip-
pers to rotate to obtain a parallel orientation with the counter surface. The counter surface is represented
by a sine wave with amplitude A and wavelength A. And can be used to model multiple different counter
surfaces. The pressure profile and load capacity of the bearing is obtained by using the principle of EHL
and the Reynolds equation. The model is used to find the maximum angular rotation of each joint and their
corresponding stiffness’s.






3

Paper: Design Considerations for 2D
Deforming Hydrostatic Bearings Utilizing
Whitfletree Suspensions

13



14 3. Paper: Design Considerations for 2D Deforming Hydrostatic Bearings Utilizing Whiffletree Suspensions

Design Considerations for 2D Deforming Hydrostatic Bearings
Utilizing Whiffletree Suspensions

Vincent A. van Parijs, Joep P. A. Nijssen, Ron A. J. van Ostayen
Department of Precision and Microsystem Engineering
Delft University of Technology
Delft, The Netherlands
Email: vincent.van.parijs@gmail.com

October 6, 2020

Hydrostatic bearings are superior in terms of performance
to contact based bearings, but non-usable in applications
with non-constant curvature counter surfaces. A solution
to this would be the introduction of deformable hydrostatic
bearings components to cope with these required deforma-
tions. To reduce the required deformation of a bearing pad,
multiple pads are connected through a so-called whiffletree
support system. In this work, the design approach for such
a whiffletree based hydrostatic bearing system is introduced.
The approach includes determining the load capacity of all
individual slippers. Design considerations are given regard-
ing the joint rotational-, normal- and shear stiffness of each
individual joint.

1 Introduction

Hydrostatic bearings have the properties of obtaining a
high load capacity while maintaining low friction. This is
due to the small fluid film between bearing and counter sur-
face. Compared to conventional slider and roller bearings in
terms of friction, wear and load capacity, hydrostatic bear-
ings remain the preferred option. However, conventional hy-
drostatic bearings are limited to applications that have an ex-
ternal pressure source and constant or zero curvature counter
surfaces [1]. To eliminate the second limitation, compliant
hydrostatic bearings could provide a solution. Compliant
hydrostatic bearings offer the ability to deform, following
the counter surface while maintaining its film height. One
approach to design compliant hydrostatic bearings, is to de-
sign the support to be elastic. This has been used to counter
waviness of the counter surface [2, 3], to maintain load ca-
pacity when the bearing is tilted [4] or to function as an
elastic pivot [5]. However, these type of supports are lim-
ited to small deformations in the order of the bearing film
height [2, 6]. This results in an absence of hydrostatic slider
bearings used in applications with non-constant curvature
counter surfaces. Examples of such potential applications
can be found in motors and pumps, in civil structures like
lock gates and in sliding rooftops of stadiums [3,7, 8]. Thus,

a wide variety of potential applications could benefit from
the improved functionality. This work will focus on the de-
sign of a large deforming hydrostatic bearing able to follow a
non-constant curvature counter surface. Two statements can
be found in [1] that define large deformable hydrostatic bear-
ings. These are as follows: Large deformable hydrostatic
bearings are able to deform > 10% of the height of the bear-
ing in its undeformed configuration, and large deformable
hydrostatic bearings are able to deform > 100 times the av-
erage film height of the fluid film.

For hydrostatic bearings it is fundamental that the bear-
ing and the counter surface remain close to parallel [9]. This
means that, for a non-constant curvature counter surface, the
bearing needs to deform to maintain a parallel orientation
with respect to the counter surface. It is expected that the
required deformation of the bearing, in order to maintain a
parallel orientation to the counter surface, decreases as the
length decreases. This is expected, as the curvature of the
counter surface becomes close to linear if the length of the
curvature decreases. However, a decrease in bearing length
results in a decrease in load capacity which is undesirable. A
solution could be to connect multiple smaller bearing pads,
also called slipper, together by the use of a support struc-
ture [10]. This way, the deformation required from each slip-
per to maintain a close to parallel orientation with the counter
surface, is reduced while load capacity is maintained. A suit-
able support system is the whiffletree [11]. Examples of ap-
plications that use a whiffletree as support are testing setups
for wind turbines and telescopes [11-14]. It is important that
conventional joints are not used in the support system of the
hydrostatic bearing since they would re-introduce wear, fric-
tion and backlash into the system. Compliant joints could
solve these drawbacks, providing the same motion as con-
ventional contact joints without the negative properties, in
general at the cost of load bearing capacity [15]. The main
requirements for the compliant joints are a high axial stiff-
ness to maintain load capacity while having a low rotation
stiffness with a large range of motion to allow for the rota-
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tions in the support and decrease the tilt of each individual
slipper. Conventional compliant joints do not possess all of
these properties. They generally have either a high normal
stiffness with a high rotation stiffness or a low rotation stiff-
ness with a low normal stiffness [16]. So, a new type of com-
pliant joint is required which possess these properties. To
design such joints and systems, knowledge is needed about
the kinematics and kinetostatics of the system.

In this paper, a general method to obtain the kinematics
and kinetostatics of a 2D whiffletree based large deformable
hydrostatic bearing system are provided. First, the relation
between the required slipper compression and slipper length
is determined. Following, a model is presented to determine
the footprint of the bearing system. Then, rigid body me-
chanics are used to determine the kinematics, used to de-
termine the angular rotation of the individual joints. Next,
design steps are provided to determine load capacity and
pressure profiles of such whiffletree based bearing systems.
Finally, an elaboration on the joint normal-, rotational- and
shear stiffness desired for such systems is provided. It should
be noted that certain aspects regarding the kinematics and
kinetostatics of a 2D whiffletree based large deformable hy-
drostatic bearing system can be modelled in different ways.
The models provided in this work are used to give a general
solution while other modelling approaches could be used to
find more detailed results.

Whifﬂetree

Joint

Track

Figure 1: Schematic overview of the whiffletree based large de-
forming hydrostatic bearing.

2 Methods

The 2D whiffletree based large deforming hydrostatic
bearing consists of multiple hydrostatic slippers connected
by a whiffletree support system where the whiffletree is made
of multiple rigid linkages connected by joints as shown in Fig
1. The whiffletree support is used to reduce the required slip-
per deformation by allowing each slipper to rotate to obtain a
better orientation with the counter surface. In this work, the
counter surface or track of the system will be represented by
a sine wave with wavelength A and amplitude A [3, 17-19].
The focus of this section is to obtain the kinematics and kine-
tostatics of such a whiffletree support system.

Figure 2: Single slipper compressed to remain parallel to the track
with the corresponding parameters.

2.1 Bearing Topology
2.1.1 Bearing Deformation

The bearing deformation, as function of its length, can
be expressed as the slipper compression required to main-
tain a parallel orientation with the track. Figure 2 shows
a slipper in its deformed configuration while maintaining a
parallel position with the gradient of the track. To obtain
the slipper compression, the minimum and maximum y posi-
tions of the part of the track under the slipper, further called
specific track section, in the slippers reference frame, are re-
quired. The specific track section is obtained by finding the
x position of each edge of the slipper Xyin/max described by:

:xS:t%Lscos(G) (1)

Xmin/max

where x; is the x position of the slipper center, L is the slip-
per length and 0 is the angle of the slipper center point with
respect to the horizontal. The specific track section U is now
defined by:

X X
U= l:y:| = l:ASil‘l(Z;fx):| for xmin < x < Xmax )

where A is the amplitude of the track and A is the wavelength
of the track. The specific track section is placed at the origin
defined by:

Ulranslated =U-T (3)

where T is the translation matrix defined by:

Xs
= [asinzs) @

Following, the specific track section is rotated such that the
gradient of the track at position x; is orientated parallel to the
horizontal defined by:

X
Uﬁnal =R Ulranslated = |:y/:| (5)
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where R is the rotation matrix described by:

o con) ®

Finally, the compression ¢ of the slipper to remain parallel
with its track is described by:

C:y;nax_y;nin (7N

where y/ . and y/ . are respectively the minimum and max-
imum y values of the rotated specific track section. The slip-
pers maximum required compression over the whole track
is obtained by following the previous steps for each xg posi-
tion on the track. Figure 3 shows the maximum compression
required as a function of the slipper length for a track am-
plitude of 5%, 10% and 15% of the wavelength respectively.
It can be seen that the relation between the compression and
slipper length is approximately quadratic. This means that a
decrease in slipper length of factor s will result in a decrease
in compression of factor s.

Maximum compression

— A = 5% of wavelength

— - = 10% of wavelength

=wnwe A= 15% of wavelength
. .

Maximum compression (c) as % of wavelength

; . . .
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 3 40 45 50
Bearing length (sz as % of wavelength

Figure 3: Compression required of a single slipper, as function of
the slipper length for a counter track with an amplitude of 5%, 10%
and 15% of the wavelength respectively.

2.1.2 Bearing Footprint

With the compression as function of the slipper length
defined, the total footprint of the bearing is obtained. The
total footprint of the bearing consists of the bearing height
and length. The bearing height is built up out of the slipper
height and the total joint height in the system as shown in
Fig. 4. Assuming that the height of the joint on the slipper is
equal to half the slipper length and assuming that the height
of each joint in a layer is twice the length of the joint one
layer below, the length of each joint L; is defined by:

2n—k+1
L=
2

Ly ®)

Figure 4: Total baring height of a triple layer whiffletree consisting
of the slipper height and the joint height of each individual layer.

where L is the slipper length and & is the layer in which the
joint is located counted from top to bottom, n being the total
number of whiffletree layers and k being n+ 1 for the layer
containing the slippers. The total height of the joints Ajiory is
defined by:

k

Ritotal = Z uLio )
=0

where n is the number of layers in the whiffletree and u is
the joint height to length ratio. The total slipper height is
dependent on the maximum allowed compression. The total
slipper height kg is defined by:

1

hs = —Cmax

(10)

where cmax 1 the maximum required compression and e is
the maximum allowable compression of the slippers mate-
rial. The total height of the bearing Ay, is defined by:

hb = hs + hjtotal (1 1)

Substituting Eqn. (9) and (10) in (11) results in the total
bearing height defined by:

1 n
hy = —Cmax + Y, uLjk) (12)
€ =0

2.2 Bearing Kinematics

A whiffletree based support fundamentally consists of
multiple layers. Each layer contains a number of cells, equal
to the layer number where the layer number is shown in Fig.
5a. Each cell, except for the bottom layer, has 3 joints con-
nected by a rigid link as shown in Fig. 5b. The cells of the
lowest layer consist of a slipper connected with a rigid link
to a joint which is shown in Fig. 5c. In this paper, the index-
ation is used as shown in Fig. 5a. As shown, parts in the top
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TOP LAYER/ LAYER 1

LAYER 2

LAYER 3

i=1222

Slipper 1 Slipper 2 Slipper 3

Slipper 4

Slipper 5 Slipper 6 Slipper 7 Slipper 8

(a) Layout of a triple layer whiffletree support system with the corresponding layer and joint numbers.

(b) Whiffletree layer cell configuration consisting of 3 joints con-

nected by a rigid linkage.

(c) Bottom layer cell configuration consisting of a slipper connected
to a single joint by a rigid linkage.

Figure 5: Layout of a 2D whiffletree support system.

layer of the cell are noted with an i, and parts in the bottom
layer of the cell are noted with (i, 1) for the left part and (i,2)
for the right part or (i, j) if both parts are defined. The whif-
fletree kinematics are described by the linkage dimensions,
the joint angles with respect to the horizontal and the joints
x and y positions. In this work, all angles with respect to the
horizontal are described by 0 and all pivot angles of the joints
are described by ¢ as shown in Fig. 6. The x and y position
of each joint x; ; and y; ;, as shown in Fig. 5b, are defined by:

1 1
Xij=x;E EL,'COS(G,‘) + E(hl + h,‘yj) sin(0;) (13)

1 1
Vi,j =i +-L; sin(6,~) — E(l’l, +h,'7j)COS(ei)

> (14)

Figure 6: The angle of each linkage with the horizontal 6 and the
angle with respect to the linkage one layer above ¢.

where L; is the length of the linkage, &; and h; ; are the joint
heights, ©; is the joint angle and x; and y; are the respective
joint x and y position, one layer above. As seen in Eqn. (13)
and (14), the position of each joint in a layer is described
by the joints position in the ascending layer. The x and y
position of the joint connected to a slipper x; and y;, as shown
in Fig. 5c, are defined by:

1
Xi = Xg — 7h,‘ sin(ei)

> (15)
1
Yi=Yys+ Ehi cos(0;) (16)

where xg and yg are respectively the x and y position of the
center of the slipper, #; is the joint height and 6; is the joint
angle. This gives the x and y position of the slipper as func-
tion of the slipper angle with respect to the horizontal. As-
suming that the slipper remains parallel with the gradient of
the track at position xg, the angle 0; is defined by:

0; = arctan (2tA cos(27x;)) (17)

where A is the amplitude of the track. Furthermore, the y
position of the center of the slipper is described by:

ys = Asin(27x) (18)
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When setting Eqn. (17) and (18) equal to zero, so that they
can be solved, the following set of equations is obtained:

arctan (2mtA cos(27x;)) —0m =0
Asin(2mxs) —ys =0

19)
(20)

If the joint in the top layer is assumed to have a prescribed x
position and a variable y position, the set of equations con-
sisting of Eqn. (19) and (20) can be obtained for each slipper.
If the assumption holds that the slippers remain parallel with
the gradient of the track, the system is fully constrained fol-
lowing Greubler’s Equation resulting in a solvable system of
equations [20]. If the system of equations is solved, the pivot
angle ¢ of each individual joint is then defined by:

¢;;=0;;—6; (21
where 0; is the corresponding joint angle with respect to the
vertical and 6; is the joint angle with respect to the vertical
one layer above.

2.3 Bearing Kinetostatics

With the bearing topology and kinematics known, the
bearing kinetostatics are obtained in terms of load capacity
and joint stiffness. In this section, the load capacity is ob-
tained by the pressure profile under each slipper. Further-
more, the rotational, normal and shear stiffness of each joint
is defined.

2.3.1 Load Capacity

The load capacity of the bearing is defined by the pres-
sure profile and surface area under the slipper. For a single
inlet slipper without a recess area and equal film height, the
pressure profile, used in this work, is shown in Fig. 7a. Note
that different types of pressure profiles can be used depend-
ing on the type of hydrostatic bearing pad. The pressure pro-
file comprises a triangular shape with its peak in line with the
inlet of the slipper. The load capacity of a bearing consisting
of a single slipper and that of a bearing consisting of multi-
ple slippers with the same total length and inlet pressure are
equal. The pressure profile under a slipper is directly related
to the flow of the lubricant film under the slipper. The flow
Q in any part of the lubricant film is defined by:

Q:/qxdx

where g, is the volumetric flux given by the Reynolds equa-
tion defined by:

(22)

h® dp
= ———— 23
q 121 dr (23)
where £ is the film height, ‘i—’: is the gradient in x-direction

of the pressure distribution and 1 is the fluids dynamic vis-
cosity. If an incompressible fluid is used, the volumetric flow

l i

o P(X)

(a) Slipper with a single inlet and its corresponding pressure
profile.

L

oP(X)

(b) Tilted slipper with a single inlet and its corresponding pres-
sure profile.

Figure 7: Single slipper hydrostatic bearing with their correspond-
ing pressure profiles.

in any point of the lubricant film is constant. The total flow
under the slipper must be equal to the flow through the inlet
Qs and is defined by:

Os=0r—0L (24)
where Qr and Qr, are the flows through the right and left
section of the slipper respectively. The flow of the inlet is
determined by a linear restrictor and is defined by:

Qs :Gs(PsfPr) (25)
where Gj is the hydraulic resistance of the restrictor, Py the
supply pressure and P; the pressure under the bearing at the
inlet. Note that this is the definition of a linear restrictor

while other restrictors can also be used. In this work, the
linear capillary restrictor is used and defined by:

_mdy
Y128

(26)

where d; is the restrictor diameter, 1| the dynamic viscosity
of the fluid and /; the restrictor length. The load capacity per
unit length W of each slipper is then defined by:

W:/de

€2
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Figure 8: Normal-, shear- and rotational stiffness acting on each
individual joint in the whiffletree.

where P is the pressure profile. Finally, the total load capac-
ity of the bearing W,y is obtained by taking the sum of the
load capacity of each slipper defined by:

Wi = Y Wi (28)
k=1

where 7 is the total number of slippers in the system.

If the slipper is placed under an angle, the pressure pro-
file from Fig. 7a changes into an asymmetrical shape as
shown in Fig. 7b. This means that a deviation in load capac-
ity under the left and right side of the slipper occurs, creating
a moment acting on the slipper. This moment is defined by:

M= / xPdx 29)

2.3.2 Joint Stiffness

The performance of the bearing is directly related to
the stiffness of each individual joint. The requirements of
the joints are a high normal- and shear stiffness to maintain
load bearing capacity while having a low rotational stiffness
to allow for the rotations in the system. The directions of
the rotational-, normal- and shear stiffness of each joint are
shown in Fig. 8. The rotational stiffness of the joint k; is
defined by:

ke = (30)

M
o
where M is the moment acting on the joint and ¢ is the pivot

angle of the joint. The normal stiffness of the joint k, is
defined by:

Fy
kn = 5, (3D

where Fj, is the normal component of the force acting on the
joint and 9, is the normal displacement of the joint. Finally,
the shear stiffness of the joint & is defined by:

_ R

ko= —t
t 5,

(32)

where F; is the tangential component of the force acting on
the joint and & is the tangential displacement of the joint.

As shown, the stiffness is dependent on the moments
and forces acting on each joint. The forces acting on each
slipper are decomposed to correspond to the fixed x and y
frame connected to the upper section of the whiffletree. The
forces in x and y direction acting on each slipper Fx and Fy
are defined by:

F, = —Wsin(0)
Fy =Wcos(8)

(33)
(34)

where W is the load capacity of the slipper and 0 is the angle
of the slipper with respect to the horizontal. The forces acting
on each joint F ;) and Fy; are then defined by:

(35)
(36)

Feiy = Fxin) T Fxi2)
Fyiy = Fy(iny + Fyp)

To obtain the normal- and shear force acting on each joint,
a second decomposition is used. The normal force F, acting
on each joint is defined by:

F, = Fycos(8) — Fysin(0) 37

where 0 is the angle of the joint with respect to the horizontal.
The shear force F; acting on each joint is defined by:

F, = Fysin(8) + F; cos(0) (38)

The moment M; acting on each joint, except for the joints
connected to a slipper, is defined by:

L hi+hij
M; = Fy; 5’ Jer(,-)% +M;1+Mi»

(39)
where h; and h; ; are the joint heights and L; is the linkage
length as shown in Fig. 5b and F,(;) and Fy;) are defined by:

(40)

Faiy = Fy(in cos(8;) — Frip) sin(;
0 “4n

Fyiy = Fy(i.1) sin(8;) — Fx(; 2) cos(6)

where 0; is the angle of the joint with the horizontal. The
moment acting on the joints connected to the slipper is de-
fined by Eqn. (29). The rotational stiffness of each individ-
ual joint can now be obtained. Furthermore, the normal- and
shear stiffness of each individual joint is given as a function
of the maximum allowable displacement in the normal and
tangential direction.

With the rotational stiffness of each individual joint
known, the relation between the tilt stiffness of each slip-
per and their corresponding bottom layer joint is found. The



203. Paper: Design Considerations for 2D Deforming Hydrostatic Bearings Utilizing Whiffletree Suspensions

tilt stiffness of the slipper & is defined by:

M,
krszis

42
o (42)

where M is the moment acting on the slipper and 65 is the
slipper angle with respect to the gradient of the track at posi-
tion x;. The tilt stiffness of the slipper is modelled as a hinge
joint between the slipper and the bottom layer joint as seen
in Fig. 9. The maximum tilt stiffness of the slipper is re-
lated to the maximum pivot angle of the slipper Osmax Which
is defined by:

thax
T) (43)

Osmax = arcsin(
S

where hp.x 18 the maximum allowable deviation in the film
height and Ly is the slipper length. The maximum allowable
angle of the slipper prevents solid to solid contact between
the slipper and track due to tilting of the slipper. However, it
is desired that the influence of the tilt stiffness of the slipper
into the system is negligibly small. Meaning the hinge joint
between the slipper and bottom layer joint in Fig. 9 can be
seen as a rigid connection. To assure this, a high tilt stiff-
ness of the slipper is required with respect to the rotational
stiffness of the bottom layer joint. This relation is dependent
on the angle of the slipper and the angle of the bottom layer
joint which is defined by:

oty

= 44
. (44)

where ¢; is the bottom layer joint pivot angle and k;; is the
bottom layer joint rotational stiffness.

To position the whiffletree in each configuration re-
quired to follow the track, a difference in load capacity on
each slipper is required. The difference in load capacity on
the slippers generates a moment acting on each joint, result-
ing in a rotation of the joint. The difference in load capacity
is obtained by changing the film height under each slipper.

=S

Figure 9: Representation of a slipper with a hinge joint connecting
the slipper and bottom layer joint together and the corresponding
parameters.

The relation between the load capacity and film height can
be found with Eqn. (23) and is defined by:

1
W o< B (45)

The relations show that a decrease in film height results in
a cubic increase in load capacity. The total change in film
height of each slipper is dependent on the joints that are re-
lated to the slipper and the rotational direction of these joints.
For a joint to rotate counter clockwise (ccw), the correspond-
ing slippers right of the joint should have a higher load capac-
ity compared to the corresponding slippers left of the joint.
For a joint to rotate clockwise (cw), the corresponding slip-
pers left of the joint should have a higher load capacity com-
pared to the corresponding slippers right of the joint. As an
example, looking at Fig. 5a, for joint 11 to make a ccw rota-
tion, slipper 3 and 4 need a decrease in film height while slip-
per 1 and 2 remain an equal or have an increase in film height.
It is important that the total change in film height should not
exceed the minimum film height under each slipper in the un-
deformed configuration, since this would re-introduce solid
to solid contact.

2.4 Design Rules

To design such a whiffletree supported large deforming
hydrostatic bearing, the following rules of thumb, based on
the previous models, should be followed:

1. Minimize the slipper length given the maximum slipper
compression, number of whiffletree layers and bearing
length.

2. Increase the number of whiffletree layers given an in-

crease in bearing length.

Minimize the joint rotational stiffness.

Maximize the joint normal- and shear stiffness.

5. Maximize the ratio between slipper tilt stiffness and bot-
tom layer joint rotational stiffness.

=

3 Model Validation

To validate the design, obtain the difference between a
single, double and triple layer whiffletree and find the rela-
tion between the translation of the top joint with respect to
the track, a case study is presented where the parametric val-
ues used are shown in Tab. 1. A typical application for this
case study could be a hydraulic motor or pump that has four
followers on a rotating cam which comprises a sinusoidal
track. First, the footprint of the bearing is determined using
a maximum allowable compression of 10% and a joint height
to length ratio of two over five [2,16,21]. The amplitude of
the wave is chosen to be 10% of the wavelength where the
wavelength is set at Im. The resulting bearing height of a sin-
gle slipper, single layer whiffletree, double layer whiffletree
and triple layer whiffletree are shown in Fig. 10. The results
show that a single layer whiffletree has the lowest height for
a bearing length up to 5.4% of the wavelength. Between a
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Description Parameter ~ Value  Unit Description Parameter Layer Value Unit
wavelength A 1 m Top  105.6
amplitude A 0.1 m . . 1 20.19
rotational stiffness ke Nm/rad
bearing length Ly 0.25 m 2 3.810
joint height factor u 0.4 - 3 1.928
maximum compression e 0.1 -
load capacity slipper W 200 N Top 2689
slipper length (single L 0.125 m 1 1718
PP gth (single) s normal force F N
slipper length (double) Lg 0.0625 m 2 958.3
slipper length (triple) L 0.3125 m 3 506.0
film height factor (layer 1) he 0.2 -
film height factor (layer 2) hey 0.1 - Top 174.9
film height factor (layer 3 h 0.05 - 1 26.54
& (layer 3) 3 shear force F N
film height factor (bottom) hig 0.025 - 2 4.033
3 0

Table 1: Parametric values used in the case study.

bearing length of 5.4% and 10.9% of the wavelength, a dou-
ble layer whiffletree performs best. For a bearing length of
10.9% of the wavelength or higher, a triple layer whiffletree
is the preferred option in regards to the total bearing height.
The total bearing length is set at 25% of the wavelength, re-
sulting in a triple layer whiffletree as the desired configura-
tion regarding the total bearing footprint.

To analyze the rigid body model from Sec. 2.2, it is
compared with a Finite Element Model (FEM) using Comsol
Multiphysics. In the FEM, the multibody dynamics toolbox
is used to model the bearing. The linkages are modelled as
rigid beams, using the rigid domain function and the joints
are modelled as hinge joints. The top joint has a prescribed
X position, a variable y position and is constrained in rota-

Total height of bearing
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Figure 10: Total bearing height as function of bearing length
for a single, double and triple whiffletree and a single slipper
bearing.

Table 2: Minimum rotational stiffness and maximum normal and
shear force acting on each individual joint in their corresponding
layer.

tion. The slippers have a prescribed ys position and angle 0
as function of its xg position, which are given by Eqn. (17)
and (18). In the simulation, the top joint travels for a full
wavelength. Figure 11a shows the results of the simulation
run with FEM and run with the analytical model for a triple
layer whiffletree. Only the leftmost joint angle of each layer
is shown since the remaining joints in the same layer show
equal behavior with the difference of a phase shift.

The obtained kinematics are used to find the rotational
stiffness, maximum normal force and maximum shear force
acting on each individual joint. The load capacity acting on
each slipper in the undeformed configuration for this case
study is set at 200N. The difference in load capacity is ob-
tained by defining the total flight height for each slipper to fa-
cilitate the correct rotational directions for their correspond-
ing joints. For each layer a maximum percentage of change
in film height is allowed as shown in Tab. 1. For each slipper
it is determined if the film height should decrease to supply
the required force difference to rotate the corresponding joint
for each layer. The total change in film height for each indi-
vidual layer is then obtained by taking the sum of the defined
change in film height for each layer. This is done for each
whiffletree position on the track and the maximum normal-
and shear force acting on the joint and the minimum rota-
tional stiffness required for each joint in the corresponding
layer is given in Tab. 2.

The slipper angle, as shown in Fig. 9, of the first slipper
is obtained using a relation between slipper tilt stiffness and
bottom joint rotational stiffness of one, two and three orders
of magnitude where the results are shown in Fig. 11b.

To find the influence of the number of whiffletree layers
on the joint maximum pivot angles, the joint pivot angles of a
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Figure 11: Results obtained using the use case presented in Sec. 3. Showing the comparison between the joint angles of a triple layer
whiffletree using the FEM and analytical model (a), the first slipper angle (b), joint angles for a single, double and triple layer whiffletree
(c) and the peak to peak ratio between top joint vertical displacement and the track (d).

single, double and triple layer whiffletree are compared using
the parametric values from Tab. 1. The results are presented
in Fig. 11c.

Finally, the ratio between the vertical translation of the
top joint with respect to the amplitude of the track as function
of the total bearing length is given in Fig. 11d for a single,
double and triple layer whiffletree configuration. This ratio
is determined by dividing the peak to peak value of the top
joint with the peak to peak value of the track.

4 Discussion
4.1 Design Model

The design model provides a method to design a 2D
whiffletree supported large deforming hydrostatic bearing.
There are a few limitations to this design. Firstly, conven-
tional hinge joints are used to model the joints in the sys-

tem compared to the preferred compliant joints. This is done
since rigid body mechanics can be used in combination with
the conventional hinge joints. Since the scope of this project
is to find a general solution regarding the kinematics and
kinetostatics, this simplification is valid. Secondly, the to-
tal perimeter of the bearing increases when multiple smaller
slippers are connected together compared to a single slipper
of equal length and width. The increase in bearing perimeter
results in an increase in fluid losses of the bearing. Thirdly,
the total joint length is restricted by the total linkage length.
This is shown in the assumption that the bottom layer joint
has a length of half the slipper length and each ascending
joint is twice the length of the joint one layer below, result-
ing in the maximum allowable bearing length on each link-
age. Finally, the slippers are placed directly next to each
other. When the bearing moves into a concave configuration,
the slippers need to pass through each other which results in
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jamming. This can be solved by adding a small gap between
the slippers large enough such that the slipper can pass with-
out contact.

4.2 Model Validation

A case study is given in the model validation. Look-
ing at the total bearing height shown in Fig. 10 it can be
seen that an increase in whiffletree layers is advantageous if
the total bearing length increases. It is also noted that the
total bearing height of the use case is within 10% of the am-
plitude of the wavelength. Furthermore, the amplitude of
the wavelength is approximately 1000 times the average film
height of the fluid film. Thus, considering the statements
given in [1], the bearing and counter surface used in the use
case are defined as large deforming. Figure 11a shows the
joint pivot angles for the FEM and analytical model. The
obtained results for the FEM and analytical model have no
noticeable difference, thus validating the design model pre-
sented in Sec. 2.2. Furthermore, an asymmetry in the joint
angles while moving over the track is noted. This means that
the whiffletree behaves differently when moving through the
concave and convex configurations of the track. Looking at
the joint pivot angles shown in Fig. 11c, it is shown that the
addition of whiffletree layers has a negligible small impact
of the joint pivot angles of the ascending layers. This can be
explained by looking at the angle of the corresponding link-
age with the horizontal. The angle of the linkage with the
horizontal is almost equal to the angle of the gradient of the
track at the same position. An increase in whiffletree layers
does not change this orientation. Thus, no significant change
in joint pivot angle is noted due to an increase in whiffletree
angles. Looking at the top joint pivot angle, it can be seen
that the maximum required angle is equal to the maximum
angle of the gradient of the track. Meaning that the top joint
is required to rotate the total system so it remains on aver-
age parallel to the track. Furthermore, it is shown that an
increase in whiffletree layers results in a decrease in slipper
length, and thus a decrease in required compression of each
slipper. The slipper pivot angle is shown in Fig. 11b for a ro-
tational stiffness ratio between slipper and bottom layer joint
of one, two and three orders of magnitude. It is shown that
for a ratio of three orders of magnitude, no noticeable change
in slipper pivot angle is noted. Meaning that a rotational stiff-
ness ratio between slipper and bottom layer joint of at least
three orders of magnitude is desired. The vertical translation
ratio of the top joint with respect to the track is given in Fig.
11d. It is shown that this ratio decreases when the bearing
length increases as a percentage of the wavelength. Thus,
a small bearing length as a percentage of the wavelength is
required if an identical path should be followed between the
top joint and the track. Finally, looking at the resulting stiff-
ness and forces acting on each individual joint shown in Tab.
2, it is shown that the normal force acting on each joint is
significantly larger compared to the shear force. This means
that the shear stiffness of the joint could be lower compared
to the normal stiffness of the joint if the same displacement
is allowed. Looking at the ratio’s of the rotational stiffness,

10

normal force and shear force between each ascending layer,
a pattern is found for the normal and shear force ratio of ap-
proximately 1.7 and 6.65 respectively. However, looking at
the rotational stiffness of each joint, no real pattern is ob-
tained.

5 Conclusion

This work showed the potential of a whiffletree support
system to increase the deformability of 2D compliant hydro-
static bearings to follow non-constant curvature counter sur-
faces. The whiffletree support is used to connect multiple
slippers together allowing each slipper to maintain a paral-
lel position with the counter surface. A quadratic relation is
found between the slipper compression and length resulting
in a desired decrease in slipper length to reduce the required
slipper compression. It is shown that an increase in whif-
fletree layers does not affect the joint pivot angles of the as-
cending layers. However, the addition of extra layers in the
whiffletree does lower each individual slipper length, reduc-
ing the required compression of the slipper. It is shown that
aratio of at least three orders of magnitude between the slip-
per tilt stiffness and bottom layer joint is required to show no
noticeable influence caused by tilting of the slipper. To con-
clude, the whiffletree can be used to rotate smaller slippers
reducing its required compression while maintaining load ca-
pacity. This can be used to transfer applications that require
high loading capacities over counter surfaces that have a non-
constant surface like a sine wave while eliminating the effect
of stick-slip and reducing the effect of friction and wear com-
pared to conventional slider bearings.
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Joint Moment

Figure 4.1: Fluid film layer between hydrostatic bearing and counter surface and the influence of surface roughness.

In this chapter, further explanation regarding the moments required to rotate the joints is given. The mo-
ments acting on the joints are obtained by a change in load capacity of each individual slipper. This change
in load capacity can be achieved by a difference in the height of the fluid film layer between slipper and
counter surface. The relation between fluid film height and load capacity is defined by:
1

W x 3 4.1)
where W is the load capacity and £ is the fluid film height under each slipper. To prevent solid-to-solid con-
tact between the slipper and its counter surface, the total change in fluid film height can not exceed the fluid
film height present under the bearing in its undeformed configuration. Taking into account surface rough-
ness, as shown in figure 4.1, and other unexpected perturbations in the fluid film height, the total change in
film height used to generate the moments acting on each joint should be large enough to supply the required
moment, but small enough to prevent solid to solid contact.
The change in fluid film height under each layer is dependent on the required moment of each joint that is
dependent on that specific slipper. To specify, a joint is dependent on a slipper if a line can be drawn through
linkages from the slipper to the joint where the line can not go downwards.
Figure 4.2 shows an example of the dependency of each individual slipper on the joints in the system. In the
top half of the figure, a whiffletree is shown where the rotational directions of each joint is given to follow a
concave counter surface. The bottom half of the figure provides a scheme which shows if the flight height of
the corresponding part of the slipper should be changed to supply the required moment for the dependent
joint in that specific layer. Note that for each slipper the right and left part are shown in the scheme. This is to
show which part of the slipper should have an increased load capacity to rotate the joint directly connected
to the slipper.
Looking at the relation between the rotational stiffness of the joints between layers, it is desired if the maxi-
mum required rotational stiffness increases for ascending layers. This would result in an equal ratio between
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Figure 4.2: (Top) Rotational directions of the joints in a triple layer whiffletree that moves over a concave track. (Bottom)
Influence scheme which shows for each slipper if load capacity should be increased to rotate the corresponding joint in
each layer. To rotate the joint connected to each slipper it is shown which side of the slipper should have an increased
load capacity.

normal and rotational stiffness for each joint since the normal force, and thus normal stiffness, of the joints
in ascending layers increases. To obtain a larger rotational stiffness for joints in ascending layers, an increase
in moment is required.

Figure 4.3: Linkage of a whiffletree with the corresponding parameters.

The moment acting on each joint M;, as shown in figure 4.3, is defined by:
L; (hi + hy j)
M; :Fa(i)? +Fb(,‘)T +M;1+ M, (4.2)

where h; and h; ; are the joint heights of the previous and current layer respectively, L; is the linkage length
and F,(;) and F; are defined by:

Fagiy = Fy,1) c0s(0;) — Fx(i 2) sin(0;) (4.3)
Fy(iy = Fy(,1) sin(0;) — Fy(i 2) cos(0;) (4.4)

where 6; is the angle of the joint with the horizontal and Fy(; ;) and Fy(;, ) are the forces acting on the joint
one layer below in x and y direction respectively. In equation (4.2) it is shown that the moment acting on a
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joint is dependent on the moment acting on the joints one layer below. This could result in a reduction in
total moment for a joint in an ascending layer if the sum of the moments of the two joints one layer below
is in the opposite direction. To prevent this, the percentage of allowed change in total fluid film height to
obtain a change in load capacity is unequally divided for each layer where this number should increase for
each ascending layer. In example, the total change in film height to rotate the top layer joint should be larger
compared to the change in film height to rotate a joint in one of the descending layers.

With the percentage of change in film height known for each layer, the total moment acting on each joint can
be obtained. The rotational stiffness is then defined by:

k= — (4.5)

where M is the moment acting on the joint and ¢ the rotational angle of the joint. Te rotational stiffness is
then obtained for each joint in the system for each configuration of the whiffletree on the counter surface.
The maximum rotational stiffness of each joint in a layer is then defined as the minimum required rotational
stiffness for the joints in the same layer.






Coupled Multi-Slipper Hydrostatic Bearing
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(a) Pressure profile of a single slipper and inlet bearing. (b) Pressure profile of a multi-slipper and inlet bearing.

Figure 5.1: Pressure profile of a single and multi-slipper bearing.

In the paper, multiple slippers are connected by the use of a whiffletree support system. This allowed for an
increase in deformability of the bearing at the cost of an increase in fluid losses. To prevent the increase of
fluid losses in the bearing, the slippers could be made out of one continues elastic material which is discretely
supported. Since the perimeter of the coupled multi-slipper bearing is equal to the perimeter of a single
slipper with equal length and width, the fluid losses remain equal. Furthermore, the pressure profile also
changes due to the coupling of the slipper. Figure 5.1a shows the pressure profile of a single slipper bearing
with one inlet and no recess area and figure 5.1b shows the pressure profile of a coupled multi-slipper bearing
with multiple inlets and no recess area. It is shown that the coupled multi-slipper bearing pressure profile
area is larger compared to the single slipper bearing pressure profile area of equal dimensions which results in
an increase in load capacity of the bearing. To obtain the pressure profile of a coupled multi-slipper bearing,
a design model is given. The design model is used to determine the slipper length and momentary rotation
point of each slipper to assure a zero moment and equal load capacity on each slipper in the bearing. This
is desired since this allows for equal joint requirements in each layer of the whiffletree support. Then, a case
study is presented to show an example of the model given in this section.

5.1. Design Model

To obtain the pressure profile of the coupled multi-slipper bearing, multiple additions are made to the design
model given in section 2 of the paper. Figure 5.2 represents a pressure profile obtained while using the method
described in this section where, due to symmetry in the pressure profile, only the left part of the profile is
shown. The slipper lengths and the corresponding pressure profile is located in the top of the figure. The
fluid flow chart and their connecting points, also called nodes, are given in the bottom, with the flow going
from node to node. The flow Q in any part of the lubricant film is defined by:

Q= f Grdx (.1)
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Q1A Qm QZA QzB QzA QSE QAA Q4B

Figure 5.2: In the top, the left side of a linear pressure profile for an asymmetric slipper configuration is given. In the
bottom, the corresponding flow chart is given. The tips of the arrows represent nodes, the dotted lines represent the
inlets of the slippers, the dashed lines show the edges of the slippers and the left and right sections of the slippers are
indicated with an A (left) or B (Right).

where g, is the volumetric flux given by the Reynolds equation defined by:
- Px (5.2)

where £ is the film height, P, is the gradient in x-direction of the pressure distribution and 7 is the fluids
dynamic viscosity. If an incompressible fluid is used, the volumetric flow rate in any point of the lubricant
film must remain constant. Thus, the flow under two adjacent slippers must be equal defined by:

Qn=Qn+1 (5.3)

where Q) is the flow of the first slipper and Q,,+; is the flow of the second slipper. Furthermore, the total flow
after the inlet must remain the same as the flow before the inlet and the flow of the inlet combined defined
by:

Qa=Qs+QB (5.4)
where Q4 is the flow under the slipper after the inlet, Qg is the flow under the slipper before the inlet and Qs
is the flow of the corresponding inlet. The flow rate of the inlet is determined by a restrictor and is defined by:

Qs = Gs(Ps - Pp) (5.5)

where G is the hydraulic resistance of the restrictor, Ps the supply pressure and Py the pressure under the
bearing at the inlet. For this model, a linear capillary restrictor is used defined by:

nd}

= 5.6
128n1; (5.6)

S

where d; is the restrictor diameter, ) the dynamic viscosity of the fluid and /; the restrictor length. Substituting
Eqn. (56.2) in Eqn. (5.3), Eqn. (5.2) and (5.5) in Eqn. (5.4) and solving them for each node gives the total
pressure profile. The load capacity per unit length W length is now defined by:

W= f Pdx (5.7)

where P is the pressure profile. For a linear pressure profile, the load capacity per unit length between two
nodes under the slipper is defined by:

1
W=E(Pi+1+Pi)L (5.8)
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where P;;; and P; are respectively the pressures at each node and L is the length between the nodes. To
assure equal load capacity on the slippers, the following equation must hold for each slipper:

Wsny = Ws(n+1) (5.9)

where W is the load capacity of the slipper. To find the momentary rotation point of a slipper, the moment
acting on each side of the rotation point must be equal defined by:

Mp = Mg (5.10)

where M, is the moment acting on the left side of the slipper and Mg is the moment acting on the right side
of the slipper. Both moments are defined by:

M:fodx (5.11)
5.2. Example
Description Parameter Value  Unit
Supply Pressure Py 0.5E5 Pa
Ambient Pressure Py 0 Pa
Restrictor Diameter dy 1E-3 m
Restrictor Length I h; m
Dynamic Viscosity n 8.9E-4  Pas
Wavelength A 1 m
Amplitude A 0.1 m
Film Height h 1E-4 m
Bearing Length Ly 0.25 m

Table 5.1: Parametric values used to obtain the pressure profile of coupled multi-slipper whiffletree configurations config-
urations.

To provide an example of the design method described in section 5.1 a use case is made. The parametric val-
ues used are shown in table 5.1. The joint height is chosen as half the shortest slipper length and is increased
by a factor two for each ascending layer. The obtained slipper lengths, bottom layer joint height and load
capacity on each slipper per unit length are given in table 5.2 for a single layer whiffletree configuration, in
table 5.3 for a double layer whiffletree configuration and in table 5.4 for a triple layer whiffletree configura-
tion. With the obtained joint height and slipper lengths for the three different configurations, the joint pivot
angles are given as shown in figure 5.3a. Finally, figure 5.3b shows a comparison for the triple layer whiffletree
configuration between the joint pivot angles of the non-coupled bearing configuration as given in the paper
and the coupled bearing configuration obtained with this example. Note that equal initial values are used for
both configurations.

Description Parameter Value  Unit
. Ll A 0.0732 m
Length Slipper 1 Lig 0.0518 m
Joint Height h; 0.0250 m
Load Capacity w 1025 N/m

Table 5.2: Slipper lengths, joint height and load capacity of a coupled multi-slipper single layer whiffletree configuration,
where the slipper length left of the momentary rotation point is noted with an A and the slipper length right of the mo-
mentary rotation point is noted with a B.
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Description Parameter Value  Unit
. Lia 0.0472 m
Length Slipper 1 Lis 0.0320 m
. Loa 0.0232 m
Length Slipper 2 Log 0.0226 m
Joint Height h; 0.0092 m
Load Capacity w 985 N/m

Table 5.3: Slipper lengths, joint height and load capacity of a coupled multi-slipper double layer whiffletree configura-
tion, where the slipper length left of the momentary rotation point is noted with an A and the slipper length right of the

momentary rotation point is noted with a B.

Description Parameter Value  Unit
. Lip 0.0284 m
Length Slipper 1 Lis 0.0192 m
. Lop 0.0138 m
Length Slipper 2 Log 0.0134 m
. L3a 0.0127 m
Length SI
ength Slipper 3 Lag 0.0126 m
. Lyp 0.0124 m
Length Slipper 4 Lis 0.0124 m
Joint Height h; 0.0050 m
Load Capacity w 615 N/m

Table 5.4: Slipper lengths, joint height and load capacity of a coupled multi-slipper triple layer whiffletree configuration,
where the slipper length left of the momentary rotation point is noted with an A and the slipper length right of the mo-
mentary rotation point is noted with a B.
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(b) Joint pivot angles for the non-coupled multi-slipper
bearing and coupled multi-slipper bearing for a triple layer
whiffletree configuration.

(2 Joint pivot angles for a single, double and triple layer
whiffletree compared.

Figure 5.3: Joint pivot angles of the case study. The leftmost joint pivot angle is shown for each layer which is denoted by
the layer number.
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5.3. Film Thickness

The influence of the film height on the pressure profile, and thus load capacity, of the coupled multi-slipper
bearing differs from the non-coupled multi-slipper bearing as presented in the paper in section 2 and chapter
4 of this thesis. As explained in section 5.1, the pressure profile of the bearing is directly related to the flow rate
under the bearing. If an incompressible fluid is used, an equal flow rate under each part of the bearing must
be maintained. So, the flow after each inlet should be equal to the flow before the inlet and the flow of the inlet
combined. Since the slippers are attached to each other in the coupled multi-slipper hydrostatic bearing,
the flow under each segment should also remain the same. To maintain an equal flow under each slipper
segment, the pressure drop should change if a change in film height occurs. As seen in figure 5.2 the pressure
drop of each segment is dependent on the pressure drop of its adjacent segments. This means that a change in
film height in one segment could lead to a change in pressure drop in each other segments changing the total
pressure profile. In other words, the pressure drop under a specific segment of the bearing is dependent on
the flight height of each individual segment of the bearing. This means that the matrix showing the relation
between the film height and load capacity of each slipper is non-diagonal. So, the difference in load capacity
on each slipper to rotate each joint in the system can not be easily obtained by changing the flight height of
the corresponding slipper. Instead, the total change in film height under the whole bearing should be taken
into account for each configuration of the system on the track. This can introduce new problems since the
slippers lengths obtained in section 5.1 could require a larger change in film height of the slippers to generate
a large enough moment to rotate each joint in the system.






Finite Element Model

In order to validate the kinematics of the whiffletree obtained in section 2.2 of the paper, a finite element anal-
ysis using COMSOL Multiphysics has been done. To analyze rigid- and flexible-body assemblies, the multi-
body dynamics module is used. The multibody dynamics module allows to create a combination of rigid and
flexible rigid bodies, where the bodies can be subjected to large rotational and transnational displacements.
A library of predefined joints is used to define the relation between different bodies or components in the
system. A joint connects two bodies with attachments. This way, one component is constraint to follow a
particular motion while the other component can move independently in space. The multibody dynamics
module allows to combine flexible and rigid bodies in the system, allowing for an integration between com-
pliant and rigid structures. Furthermore, the multibody dynamics module can be combined with the non-
linear structural materials module or the geomechanics module, to implement nonlinear material properties.

0.6 0.65 0.7 0.75 0.8 m

Figure 6.1: Rigid body model obtained using COMSOL Multiphysics.

For the validation of the kinematics obtained in the paper, the multibody dynamics module is used in com-
bination with a time dependent study. The time dependent study is used to iterate over the time to move the
bearing over the counter surface and obtain the angles of each steady state configuration. To model the whif-
fletree, a rigid body model is used as shown if figure 6.1. The system is build up out of a number of slippers
which is defined by:

#Slippers = 2#Lavers (6.1)

The slippers are connected to the linkage cells as explained in the paper, by hinge joints. Each component in
the system is then made rigid using the rigid domain function. The density and center of rotation are then
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Figure 6.2: Single slipper with its corresponding parameters.

defined where the density of structured steel is used. The density will not influence the final results of the
FEM validation but is required for the system to run. The slipper center of rotation is placed at position x;
and ys as shown in figure 6.2. In the FEM analysis, the ys position is prescribed and dependent on its xg
position as defined by:

Vs = Asin(2mxs) (6.2)

where A is the amplitude of the track. To maintain a parallel position between the slipper and the gradient of
the track at position xg, a prescribed rotation 0y, to the slipper is given by:

0 = arctan (2w Acos(2wxs)) 6.3)

To define the position of the total system on the track, the top joint is connected to a rigid vertical beam
which has a prescribed xop position, a variable yp position and is constrained in rotation. The X, position
of this beam is placed on each discrete x position in the domain of the counter surface defined by:

0 < Xop <A (6.4)

where A is the wavelength of the counter surface and the step size between each discrete xop position is 0.01.
Hinge joints are used to model the joints in the system since they allow a free rotation while restricting the
movement in the x and y direction for a two dimensional system. The center of the joint is placed at the
center of the connection between the two rigid parts. If desired, stiffness and damping can be added to
the system and the moments and forces acting on each joint can be obtained using weak constraints or the
penalty method.

=

Figure 6.3: Finite element model with a representation of the counter surface given.

The system is placed in its undeformed configuration on a flat counter surface as initial position as shown
in figure 6.3. This reduces the computational times and possible errors that can occur by finding the correct
initial configuration of the system. The system is then moved over one and a half sine wave. To obtain the
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Description Parameter Value  Unit
wavelength A 1 m
amplitude A 0.1 m
bearing length Ly, 0.25 m
joint height factor u 0.4 -
slipper length Lg 0.3125 m

Table 6.1: Parametric values used in the case study.

corresponding angles of the counter surface used in the paper, only the angles in the domain between Xs¢art
and Xepq should be considered where Xt and Xenq are defined by:

1
Xstart = ZA + Xoffset

1
Xend =1 Z/l + Xoffset

(6.5)

(6.6)

where A is the wavelength used in the paper and x,¢set is the flat surface used to place the system in its
undeformed configuration as initial position. The resulting pivot angles of the FEM analysis and analytical
model, where the same parametric values are used as in the case study of the paper shown in table 6.1, are
shown in figure 6.4. It can be noted that no noticeable difference is shown between the FEM and analytical

model.

Joint Angle [deq]

Figure 6.4: Joint pivot angles for a triple layer whiffletree obtained by the analytical and finite element model.
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Discussion

The objective of this study is to improve the deformability of hydrostatic bearings by introducing a support
system which allows for rotations of each slipper. This chapter will discuss the main results of this study.
First, the results obtained in the background are evaluated. Then, the design and modelling of a 2D whif-
fletree based large deforming hydrostatic bearing is discussed. Following, the coupled multi-pad bearing is
discussed. Finally, the FEM model used in this work is discussed.

7.1. Background

In chapter 1 and 2, the relevant literature and background on deformable hydrostatic bearings is provided.
The literature found shows the use of an elastic support on the bearing [6, 8-10]. This support is used to
allow for small rotations or tilting of the bearing to maintain a more parallel position between the bearing
and counter surface. It is shown that these types of supports are limited to small deformations in the order
of its film height. This shows that little to no research is done on the subject of large deforming hydrostatic
bearings. The only result found on this topic shows a design method to design compliant hydrostatic slippers
to follow large deformable non-constant counter surfaces. This research also provided the definition of large
deforming non-constant counter surfaces as given in section 2.1. The results shown in section 2.1.2 shows
that the required deformation, measured in its compression, of a tilted slipper is reduced compared to a
slipper that remains parallel with the horizontal.

7.2. Paper

In chapter 3, a paper is provided that gives a design model to obtain the kinematics and kinetostatics of a 2D
whiffletree support system used to connect multiple slippers to create a large deformable hydrostatic bear-
ing. The design model is obtained using a two dimensional rigid body model where the joints are modelled
as hinge joints. To make a more realistic model, elasticity of the parts should be taken into account. With
elasticity implemented in the model, the dimensions of and stresses acting on the linkages can be obtained.
Furthermore, contact joints should not be used into the elastic model since this would re-introduce the nega-
tive properties of wear, friction and backlash into the system. A solution to this would be the use of compliant
joints as stated in the paper. However, the influence of compliance joints should be thoroughly evaluated.
Critical parts would be the stresses in the joint and the displacement of the center of rotation during op-
eration. To validate the assumption that the slippers remain parallel with the track, deformable slipper are
required. The effect of these slippers, in terms of stresses, deformability and change in load capacity to rotate
each joint, should also be thoroughly evaluated since this is one of the critical parts in the system. In [11] a
design method is presented for such slippers. To enlarge the number of useful applications, the design model
should be expanded to a three dimensional model. In appendix B and C a quick insight is given in the geo-
metric layout of the slippers for a three dimensional whiffletree supported hydrostatic bearing. Finally, the
design model is obtained by looking at each whiffletree configuration in its static equilibrium. In reality, the
bearing will dynamically move over its counter surface. The dynamic behavior of the bearing is not evaluated
and should therefore be further researched.
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7.3. Coupled Multi-Slipper Hydrostatic Bearing

Chapter 5 provides a new insight in the coupling of the slippers to create a coupled multi-slipper hydrostatic
bearing. The coupling of the slippers is required to reduce the fluid losses of the system. The advantage found
was an increase in pressure profile area and thus an increase in load capacity of the bearing. The resulting
slipper lengths and load capacities, obtained in the case study in section 5.2, show an increase in total load
capacity if the number of whiffletree layers increases. This is due to the increased number of inlets which
allows the pressure profile to be more of a parabolic shape. Looking at the joint pivot angles for a single,
double and triple layer whiffletree in figure 5.3a only a negligible small change in pivot angles is noted. A
more interesting result are the joint pivot angles of a triple layer whiffletree for the non-coupled, as shown in
the paper, and coupled configuration compared as shown in figure 5.3b. This shows a decrease in the joint
pivot angles for the coupled configuration. The decrease in pivot angles is most likely related to the decrease
in total bearing height.

7.4. Finite Element Model

In chapter 6, the finite element model (FEM) analysis is described. The FEM analysis is used to validate the
analytical model described in section 2 of the paper. The multibody dynamics module is used to model the
whiffletree as a rigid body. To validate the analytical model, a difference in method or design approach is
needed. The main difference between both methods is the position of each individual joint in the system.
In the analytical model,the position and angle of each joint and slipper is obtained by a pre-defined set of
equations and is dependent on the x position of the top joint. In the FEM analysis, the joints and slippers
are allowed to move free where only the top joint has a prescribed x position. Furthermore, only the slipper
y position and angle are pre-defined by a set of equations which are dependent on the slipper x position
which is not pre-described. So the main difference is the method to otbain the position, and thus angle,
of each individual joint. For the analytical model, everything is pre-defined and related to the top joint x
position while the FEM analysis only has a pre-defined top joint x position where the remaining positions are
obtained by the FEM program itself.



Conclusion

The main focus of this research was to increase deformability of hydrostatic bearings such that they can follow
large deforming non-constant curvature counter surfaces. This goal is successfully accomplished by using
the whiffletree support system to increase deformability of the total system while maintaining a low required
deformation of the slippers. To design such systems, a design model is presented in the paper in chapter 3
where it is shown that a hydrostatic bearing to follow large deforming non-constant curvatures, as defined by
[11], can indeed be obtained. Following, the most important conclusions of this work are summarized.

* A decrease in slipper length results in an approximate quadratic decrease in required slipper compres-
sion.

¢ The increase of whiffletree layers has a negligible small influence of the joint pivot angles of the higher
layers.

¢ An increase in whiffletree layers is desired if the total bearing length increases in order to reduce the
total bearing height.

» The ratio between slipper tilt stiffness and bottom joint rotational stiffness should be at least three
orders of magnitude in order to maintain a close to parallel film under each slipper.

* The load carrying capacity of the coupled multi-slipper bearing is larger than the uncoupled multi-
slipper bearing of the same dimensions.

¢ In the coupled multi slipper bearing, the flight height of each slipper is dependent on the flight height
of each other slipper in the system.
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Recommendations

This chapter provides several recommendations for further research. The use of a whiffletree support to
increase the deformability of a large deformable hydrostatic bearing shows great potential. To continue the
research in the design of large deformable hydrostatic bearings, a list of recommendations is given.

1. Elastic model: Analyze the effect of elasticity in the rigid body model.
2. Compliant joints: Add compliant joints in the system to remove the drawbacks from contact joints.

3. Elastic slipper: Add elastic slippers in the system, where the design model given in [11] could prove
useful, and look at the behavior of the film layer under these new conditions.

4. Coupled multi-slipper bearing: Design, model and analyze the coupled multi-slipper bearing pad.

5. Experimental setup: Design an experimental setup to further validate the work in this and further re-
search.

6. 3D model: Expand the research to a 3D model.

7. Dynamic behavior: Research the performance of the bearing under dynamic behavior.
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Analytical Model

This appendix gives an elaboration of the Matlab files used to obtain the analytical models. Each file used in
this work is presented with a brief explanation so it can be ran, used and altered for further research.

A.1. Tilting Pad Effect

The results shown in figure 2.3 are obtained using the following script. In the script, three lines are plotted
and simple mathematics are used to obtain the shortest length from the horizontal and tilted line to the sine
wave. The maximum and average obtained values are given as a result in the model.

1 clear all
2 close all
3 clc

5 %% Parameters

6 alpha = 75; %$Angle between pad and horizontal [deg]
7 b = 2.25; %$Starting heigth reference line [m]

8 a = tand(alpha)«*1l; %$Gradient of reference line [-]
9 n = 101; S$Numbet of data points

n x = linspace(0,0.5,n); %$Array that represents all x data points

12

13 g = sin(xx2+pi+0.5xpi)+1; %$Half of a sinewave shifted by pi/2 in the x direction and
1 in the y direction

14 p = —axxtb; %First reference line under angle alpha

15 g = ones(l,n)xb; %$Second reference line parallel to the horizontal

16

17 h = p-g;j

18 difference_tilted = cosd(alpha) *h;

19 difference_horizontal = g-qg;

21 Maximum_distance_tilted = max(difference_tilted)

22 Maximum_distance_horizontal = max(difference_horizontal)
23 Average_distance_tilted = mean(difference_tilted)

24 Average_distance_horizontal = mean(difference_horizontal)
% %% Figures

27 figure (1)

28 hold on

29 plot (x,q)

30 plot(x,p)

31 plot (x,9)

32 legend('Sine wave', 'Tilted line', 'Horizontal line')

33 xlabel ('X-axis [m]")

3 ylabel ('Y-axis [m]")
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A.2. Required Slipper Compression
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Figure A.1: Representation of the specific track during each step of . . . ) .

obtaining the required slipper compression. Figure A.2: Compression required of a single slipper, as function of
the slipper length for a counter track with an amplitude of 5%, 10%
and 15% of the wavelength respectively.

The required slipper compression, explained in section 2.1.1 of the paper, is obtained using the following
script. In the script, a for loop is used to obtain the results for a single, double and triple layer configuration
where the slipper compression is evaluated between a slipper length of 1% to 50% of the wavelength of 1m.
The loop calls the function Relative_compression_function which has as inputs the amplitude of the
wave A, the scale factor of the length of the slipper r, the number of data points n and the starting length of
the slipper Slipper_length. The function follows the steps explained in section 2.1.1 of the paper where first
the specific track is located. Then the specific track is translated an rotated to be placed at the origin as shown
in figure A.1. Finally, the minimum and maximum y values are obtained to determine the compression. This
is then repeated for each x; position of the slipper to obtain the maximum compression for that specific
slipper length. The results are shown in figure A.2.

1 clear all
2 close all

3 clc

4

5 %% Parameters

6 Amplitude = 0.05; % Amplitude as percentage of the wave

7 Wavelength = 1;

s n = 1000; % Number of data points

9 N = 490; % Final scaling factor will be 1 + N/10

1o Slipper_length = 0.01; Length of slipper [m]

12 %% Loop
13 for g = 1:3

14 A = AmplitudexgxWavelength;

15 for o = 1:N

16 r=1+4+o0o / 10;

17 [factor Mean_value] = Relative_compression_function(A,r,n, Slipper_length);
18 Mean_value_array (o) = Mean_value;
19 Compression(q,o0) = factor(2,4);
20 R_array(g,o0) = r;

21 end

22 end

23

24 %%

25 R_array_scaled = R_array;
26 R_array_scaled_percentage = R_array*0.01;
27 Mean_value_array_scaled = Mean_value_array;
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29 %% Figures

30 figure(l)

31 hold on

32 gl = plot(R_array_scaled_percentage(l,:)*100,Compression(l,:)*100, 'r-','LineWidth',3);
33 g2 plot (R_array_scaled_percentage (2, :)«100,Compression (2, :)x100, 'k-.','LineWidth',3);
34 g3 = plot (R_array_scaled_percentage (3, :)*100,Compression(3,:)*100, 'b:', 'Linewidth',3);
35 title('Maximum compression')

36 xlabel ('Bearing length (L_s) as % of wavelength')

37 ylabel ('Maximum compression (c) as % of wavelength')

33 grid on

39 axis([0,50,0,10])

40 legend([gl g2 93], ('A = 5% of wavelength'), ('A = 10% of wavelength'), ('A = 15% of
wavelength'), 'location', 'southeast')
1 function [factor, Mean_scaling_factor] = Relative_compression_function (Amplitude, r,

n, Slipper_Length)

= linspace (0, 1, n); % Array of t values from 0 to 2 pi
= Amplitude;

5 =1;

6 = 0;

7 factor = ones(4,p);

8

9

. w
<0 oot

Master_file = zeros(2xlength(t),n);
y_diff = zeros(l,length(t));

10 y_diff max = zeros(l,length(t));

11 t_decomposed = zeros(4,length(t));

13 while v = 1

14 Length_slipper = Slipper_Lengthxr” (p-1); % Length of the slipper can
range between 0 and 1 [m]

15 L = Length_slipper;

16

17 for i = l:length(t)

18 angle = atan(Axcos (t (i) *2*pi)*x2*pi);

19 t_tot = cos(angle) * L;

20 t_decomposed(1l,i) = t(i);

21 t_decomposed(2,1i) = t(i) - t_tot / 2;

2 t_decomposed(3,1i) = t(i) + t_tot / 2;

23 t_decomposed(4,1i) = angle;

24 end

25

26

27 for = l:length (t_decomposed(l, :))

J
28 t_new = linspace (t_decomposed (2, j), t_decomposed(3,3j), n);
P = [t_new; Axsin(t_newx2xpi)];

% X and Y coordinates of sine wave corresponding to slipper
[

30 T = [t_decomposed(l, j); Axsin (t_decomposed(l, j)*2*pi)];
Translation Matrix to get to the origin

31 R = [cos (t_decomposed (4, j)) sin(t_decomposed (4, j));
—-sin (t_decomposed (4, j)) cos (t_decomposed(4,3))]; % Rotation
matrix clockwise around z axis

32 P_final = R (P-T);
% Translate and Rotate array P

33 Master_file((j-1)*2+1,:) = P_final(1l,:);

34 Master_file(jx2,:) = P_final(2,:);

35 end

36

37 for k = 1l:length(t)

38 x_values = Master_file((kx2)-1,:);

39 y_values = Master_file((kx2),:);

) y_diff _max (k) = abs(max(y_values)-min(y_values));

41 end

14 y_diff max_max(p) = max(y_diff max);
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146 if p =1

47 factor(p,1) = 0;

48 factor (p,2) = r;

49 factor(p,3) = 0.05%xr" (p-1);

50 factor(p,4) = y_diff max_max(p);

51 else

52 factor(p,1) = y_diff max_max(p)/y_diff_max_max (p-1);
53 factor(p,2) = r;

54 factor(p,3) = 0.05%xr"(p-1);

55 factor(p,4) = y_diff max_max(p);

56 end

57

58 v = factor(p,3);

59

60 p=p +1;

61 end

62

63 Mean_scaling_factor = mean (factor(2: (end-1),1));
64 end

A.3. Bearing Footprint

The bearing footprint, as explained in section 2.1.2 of the paper, is used to find the maximum dimensions of a
single, double and triple layer whiffletree configuration with equal slipper length. The script to obtain the to-
tal height of the bearing as function of its length is given in this section. The total height is obtained using the
equations found in the paper in section 2.1.2. The script is written such that it is valid for multiple layer config-
urations and thus is not limited to a single, double and triple whiffletree configuration. The height is obtained
by finding the compression required of the slipper following using the function compression_function
which is almost the same as the script of appendix A.2. The total slipper height is obtained by dividing the
compression by the maximum allowable strain. The joint height is obtained by finding the jointlength in each
layer and multiplying it with the corresponding joint height factor. Figure A.3 shows the results obtained from
the script for a single, double and triple layer whiffletree configuration.
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Figure A.3: Total bearing height as function of the bearing length for a single, double and triple layer whiffletree and a single slipper
bearing. The corresponding track amplitude is 10% of the wavelength.
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49
50

51
52
53

55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62

clear all
close all
clc

%% Parameters
max_strain = 0.1;
in rubber (%)
Amplitude = 0.1;
Wavelength = 1;

% Maximum strain to assume linear behaviour

Amplitude of the surface [m]
Wavelength of the surface [m]

o oo oo

n = 4; Total number of layers to evaluate

Total_layers = n;

Hscale = 2/5; % Ratio between the height and the length of
the joint

Lscale = 1; % Scale factor of the joint length depending
on the slipper length (0 to 1)

nscale = 2; % Scale factor of which the length of the

joint increases for each ascending layer (bottom to top)

data_size_slipper = 500; % Number of iteratations to obtain slipper
length, max slipper length is determined by data_size_slipper/ (2+data_size_slipper)
data_size = 1000; % Number of datapoints to obtain the

compression for each slipper

%% Initial Matrices

Ls = zeros(l,data_size_slipper);

c = zeros (Total_layers, data_size_slipper);

hj zeros (Total_layers+2, data_size_slipper);
hb zeros (Total_layers, data_size_slipper);

Length_slipper_ joint = zeros(l,data_size_slipper);
c_joint = zeros(l,data_size_slipper);
h_joint = zeros(l,data_size_slipper);

Length_slipper_no_joint = zeros(l,data_size_slipper);
c_no_joint = zeros(l,data_size_slipper);

h_no_joint = zeros(l,data_size_slipper);

%% Loop

for p = 1:n
for g = l:data_size_slipper
Ls(q) = g/ (2+data_size_slipper*2"p);
for k = 1l:p+1
hi(k+1l,q) = hj(k,q)+nscale” (k-1)*Ls(q)~*LscalexHscale/2;
end
c(p,q) = Compression_function(Ls(q), Amplitude, data_size, Wavelength);
hb(p,qa) = c(p,q)/max_strain+hj(p+2,q);
hj = zeros(p+3,data_size_slipper);
k = 0;
end
end

for o = l:data_size_slipper
Length_slipper_joint (o) = o/ (2 » data_size_slipper);
c_joint (o) = Compression_function (Length_slipper_joint (o), Amplitude, data_size,
Wavelength) ;
h_joint (o) = c_joint (o) / max_strain + Length_slipper_joint (o) *HscalexLscale;
time = (o + Total_layers x data_size_slipper) / (data_size_slipper x
(Total_layers + 2))
end
%% Figures
figure (5)
grid on
hold on

gl = plot(Length_slipper_jointx100, h_jointx100, 'k:")
g3 = plot (Length_slipper_Jjointx100, hb(l,:)*100, 'b-—-"'
g4 = plot (Length_slipper_jointx100, hb(2,:)*100, 'r-.'
g5 = plot (Length_slipper_jointx100, hb(3,:)*100, 'k-");
g6 = plot (Length_slipper_jointx100, hb(4,:)*100, 'g-");

’
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51

63

64 legend([g3 g4 g5 g6 gll], 'Single Layer', 'Double Layer', 'Triple Layer', 'Quadro
Layer', 'Single Slipper', 'Location', 'northwest')

65 title(['Total height of bearing'])

[

66 xlabel ('Lenght of bearing as % of wavelength')

o

67 ylabel ('Minimum height of bearing as % of wavelength')
6 axis([0,25,0,10])

1 function [y_diff _max] = Compression_function(Length_slipper, Amplitude, n, wavelength)
2 % Parameter
3 x = linspace (0, wavelength, n); Array of t values from 0 to 2 pi

Array of decomposed t values
Array of all final x and y components

4+ x_decomposed = zeros(4,n);
5 Master_file = zeros (2+n,n);

6 L = Length_slipperxwavelength;
7 A = Amplitude;
8
9

o° o oe

y_diff = zeros(l,n);

10 % Loop to calculate begin and end points of slipper with corresponding angle

n for i = 1:n

12 angle = atan(A*cos(x (1) *2*pi)*2*pi);
13 x_tot = cos(angle) x L;

14 x_decomposed(1,1) = x(1i);

15 x_decomposed(2,1i) = x(i) - x_tot / 2;
16 x_decomposed (3,1) = x(i) + x_tot / 2;
17 x_decomposed (4,1) = angle;

18 end

19

20 for j = 1l:n

21 x_new = linspace (x_decomposed (2, j), x_decomposed(3,J), n);
22 P = [x_new; Axsin(x_newx2xpi)];

% X and Y coordinates of sine wave corresponding to slipper
[

23 T = [x_decomposed(l, j); Axsin(x_decomposed(l, j)*2*pi)];
% Translation Matrix to
get to the origin
24 R = [cos (x_decomposed (4, j)) sin(x_decomposed (4, 3j)); —-sin(x_decomposed (4, 7))
cos (x_decomposed (4, J)) 1; % Rotation matrix clockwise around z axis
25 P_final = Rx (P-T);
% Translate and Rotate array P
26 Master_file((j-1)*2+1,:) = P_final(1l,:);
27 Master_file(j*2,:) = P_final(2,:);
28 end
29
30 for k = 1l:n
31 y_values = Master_file ((kx2),:);
32 y_diff (k) = abs(max(y_values)-min(y_values));
33 end

35 y_diff _max = max(y_diff);
36 end
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A.4. Bearing Kinematics

Angles of Joints (1 to 3 Layers) Angles of Joints (1 to 3 Layers)
30 [ ] 30

2070 20

Joint Angle [deg]
[=]

Joint Angle [deg]

: =]

=20 =20

— — —Single Layer — — —8ingle Layer

—-—-—Double Layer —-—-—Double Layer
a0t Triple Layer a0k Triple Layer
0 0.1 0z 03 0.4 0.5 0.6 07 0.8 0.9 1 o 01 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 06 0.7 08 0.9 1
Position of top joint on the track [m] Position of top joint on the track [m]
() Joint pivot angles of a single, double and triple layer (b) Joint pivot angles of a single, double and triple layer
whiffletree compared using the parametric values of the whiffletree compared using the parametric values of the
asymmetric whiffletree configuration. symmetric whiffletree configuration.
Angles of Whiffletree Joints (Triple Layer) Angles of Whiffletree Joints (Triple Layer)

30 30

207 20r

Joint Angle [deq]
o

Joint Angle [deg]

‘ =]

20 =20

R

Analytic Symmetric Con
a0l — —FEM . 30kl — — Asymmetric Con.
0 01 0.z 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 08 0.9 1 0o 01 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 08 0.9 1
Position of top joint on the track [m] Position of top joint on the track [m]

(0 Joint pivot angles of the FEM and analytical model (d)Joint pivot angles of a symmetric and asymmetric triple
compared for a triple layer whiffletree. layer whiffletree configuration.

Figure A.4: Leftmost joint pivot angles of a whiffletree. The line with the highest amplitude corresponds to the top joint
noted with Top. Each subsequent line in descending maximum amplitude order, corresponds to the joint one layer below
noted with 1, 2 or 3 respectively.

The joint angles in the bearing are obtained using the bearing kinematics described in section 2.2 of the pa-
per. The scrips used to obtain the angles are given in this section. First the main script is given that uses
the 3 functions Layerl_angles, Layer2_angles and Layer3_angles to obtain the angles of each joint with
the horizontal. Then, the pivot angles of each joint is determined. Following, the data obtained from the
FEM analysis using Comsol Multiphysics is imported to create 7 different figures. The first figure shows the
behavior of the leftmost angle of each layer for a single, double and triple layer whiffletree. The results are
obtained for the symmetric slipper configuration, shown in figure A.4b, and the asymmetric slipper config-
uration, shown in figure A.4a. The next three figures show the comparison between the angles obtained for
a single, double and triple layer whiffletree respectively using the analytical model and the finite element
model where the comparison of the triple layer whiffletree is shown in figure A.4c. The fifth figure shows the
comparison of the joint angles between a triple layer symmetric and asymmetric slipper configuration shown
in figure A.4d. The final two plots show the slipper angle using the three different stiffness ratios explained in
section 2.3 of the paper. To remake the model, only the script till line 126 is required. The plots obtained from
line 196 to 220 and 285 to 308 can be obtained using only the analytical model. For the remaining plots, the
results of the finite element model are required.
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clear all
close all
clc

options=optimset ('MaxFunEvals',10000, 'MaxIter', 10000);

%% Variables

data_size = 100;

wavelength_factor = 3/4; %bearing length as function of wavelength
Wavelength = 1;

A = 0.lxWavelength;

%% 1 Layer
% Initial values
thetalO = [0,0,0,0];

L10 = [1,1]xwavelength_factor+«Wavelength/ (4);
%$L10 = [0.073223304703362 0.051776695296638];
J01 = (L10(1)+L10(2))«1/5;

J10 = [J01, 2xJ01];

o

% Solver
for i = 1l:data_size
x (i) = i/data_size;
fun = @(thetal0)Layerl_angles(x (i), thetal0O, L10, J10, A);
psil(i, :) = fsolve(fun,thetall,options);
end

% Top Joint y position
vyl = psil(:,4);

yl_translated yl-(max (yl)-min(yl))/2-min(yl);

% Joint Angles

thetal(:,3) = psil(:,3);
thetal(:,2) = psil(:,2)-psil(:,3);
thetal(:,1) = psil(:,1)-psil(:,3);
theta_rotatedl = thetal'x180/pi;

%% 2 Layers
% Initial values
theta20 = [(0,0,0,0,0,0,0,07];

L20 = [1,1,1,1]+wavelength_factorxWavelength/ (8);

%$L20 = [0.047219468937932 0.031984928889458 0.023189480593374 0.0226061215792361;
J02 = (L20(3)+L20(4))*1/5;

J20 = [J02, 2%J02, 4%J02];

[

% Solver
for i = l:data_size
x (i) = i/data_size;
fun = @ (theta20)Layer2_angles(x (i), theta20, L20, J20, A);
psi2 (i, :) = fsolve (fun,theta20,options);
end
% Top Joint y position
y2 = psi2(:,8);

y2_translated y2-(max (y2)-min(y2))/2-min(y2);

% Joint Angles

theta2(:,7) = psi2(:,7);
theta2(:,6) = psi2(:,6)-psi2(:,7);
theta2(:,5) = psi2(:,5)-psi2(:,7);
theta2(:,4) = psi2(:,4)-psi2(:,6);
theta2(:,3) = psi2(:,3)-psi2(:,6);
theta2(:,2) = psi2(:,2)-psi2(:,5);
theta2(:,1) = psi2(:,1)-psi2(:,5);
theta_rotated2 = theta2'x180/pi;

%% 3 Layers

% Initial values

theta3o0 = [0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,01;

$L30 = [0.028399775767225 0.019210925665594 0.013818521584328 0.013364669060691
0.012720668426789 0.012610317072069 0.012449198010836 0.012425924412468];

30 = [1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1]+~wavelength_factors«Wavelength/ (16);
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70 J03 = (L30(7)+L30(8))*1/5;

71 J30 = [J03, 2%xJ03, 4%J03, 8xJ03];

72

73 % Solver

74 for i = l:data_size

75 x (1) = i/data_size;

76 fun = @ (theta30)Layer3_angles(x (i), theta30, L30, J30, A);

77 psi3 (i, :) = fsolve (fun,theta30);

78 end

79

g0 % Top Joint y position

81 y3 = psi3(:,16);

82 y3_translated = y3-(max(y3)-min(y3))/2-min(y3);

83

8¢ % Joint Angles

s theta3(:,15) = psi3(:,15);

86 theta3(:,14) = psi3(:,14)-psi3(:,15);

7 theta3(:,13) = psi3(:,13)-psi3(:,15);

88 theta3(:,12) = psi3(:,12)-psi3(:,14);

89 theta3(:,11) = psi3(:,11)-psi3(:,14);

90 theta3(:,10) = psi3(:,10)-psi3(:,13);

91 theta3(:,9) = psi3(:,9)-psi3(:,13);

92 theta3(:,8) = psi3(:,8)-psi3(:,12);

93 theta3(:,7) = psi3(:,7)-psi3(:,12);

9 theta3(:,6) = psi3(:,6)-psi3(:,11);

95 theta3(:,5) = psi3(:,5)-psi3(:,11);

96 theta3(:,4) = psi3(:,4)-psi3(:,10);

97 theta3(:,3) = psi3(:,3)-psi3(:,10);

98 theta3(:,2) = psi3(:,2)-psi3(:,9);

99 theta3(:,1) = psi3(:,1)-psi3(:,9);

w0 theta_rotated3 = theta3'x180/pi;

101

12 %% 3 Layers assymetric slipper length

13 % Initial values

14 thetal3l = [0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,01;

15 L31 = [0.028399775767225 0.019210925665594 0.013818521584328 0.013364669060691
0.012720668426789 0.012610317072069 0.012449198010836 0.012425924412468];

w6 JO031 = (L31(7)+L31(8))*1/5;

w07 J31 = [J031, 2xJ031, 4xJ031, 8xJ031];

108

09 % Solver

mo for i = l:data_size

m x (i) = i/data_size;

112 fun = Q@ (theta3l)Layer3_angles(x (i), theta3l, L31, J31, A);

113 psi31l(i,:) = fsolve(fun,theta3l);

114 end

115

116 % Data

n7 theta311( 5) = psi31l(:,15);

s theta3ll( 4) = psi31l(:,14)-psi31(: ) ;

119 theta3ll( 3) = psi31l(:,13)-psi31(: )

120 theta311(:,12) = psi31(:,12)-psi31(:,14);

121 theta3ll (: 1) = psi31l(: 1)-psi31(: )

122 theta311l(:,10) = psi31(:,10) p5131(.,13);

123 theta3ll(:,9) = psi3l(:, ) -psi31(:,13);

124 theta311l(:,8) = psi31l(:,8)-psi3l(:,12);

125 theta311(: ,7) = psi31(:,7)-psi31(:,12);

126 theta31l(:,6) = psi3l(:,6)-psi31(:,11);

127 theta311(:,5) = psi31l(:,5)-psi31(:,11);

128 theta311l(:,4) = psi31l(:,4)-psi31(:,10);

129 theta311(:,3) = psi31(:,3)-psi31(:,10);

1o theta3ll(:,2) = psi3l(:,2)-psi3l(:,9);

131 theta31l(:,1) = psi31(:,1)-psi31l(:,9);

132
133
134
135
136
137
138

theta_rotated31l = theta311'+180/pi;

o

X

_values = x;

oo oo

=

% Comsol Data
Comsol Data 3 layer stiffness slipper
| 3_layer_s_1_10_slip

% Array of x values

= dlmread('Slip_1_3_ layer_s_Comsol_10.txt")"';
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4o Comsol_Slip 3_layer_s_1 10_slip = M_3_layer_s_1 10_slip(2,:)*-1;
ur M_3_layer_s_1_100_slip = dlmread('Slip_1 3 _layer_s_Comsol 100.txt"')"';
12 Comsol_Slip_3_layer_s_1_100_slip = M_3_layer_s_1_100_slip(2,:)*-1;

43 M_3_layer_s_1_1000_slip = dlmread('Slip_1_3_layer_s_Comsol_1000.txt")"';

us Comsol_Slip_3_layer_s_1_1000_slip = M_3_layer_s_1_1000_slip(2,:)*-1;

u6e % Comsol Data 3 layer stiffness slipper

w7 M_3_layer_s_1 10_slips = dlmread('Slip 1 3 layer_ s Comsol 10_sym.txt'")';
us Comsol_Slip_3_layer_s_1_10_slips = M_3_layer_s_1_10_slips(2,:)*-1;

M9 M _3_layer_s_1_100_slips = dlmread('Slip 1 3 layer_ s Comsol 100_sym.txt')"';

150 Comsol_Slip_ 3_layer_s_1_100_slips = M_3_layer_s_1_100_slips(2,:)*-1;

151 M_3_layer_s_1_1000_slips = dlmread('Slip_1_3_layer_s_Comsol_1000_sym.txt"')"';

152 Comsol_Slip 3_layer_s_1 1000_slips = M_3_layer_s_1 1000_slips(2,:)*-1;

154 % Comsol Data 3 layer stiffness

155 M_3_layer_3j_1_15 = dlmread('Joint_1_3_layer_s_Comsol_15.txt')"';
156 Comsol_joint_3_layer_s_1_15 = M_3_layer_73_1_15(2,:)-1;

157 M_3_layer_3j_11_15 = dlmread('Joint_11_3_ layer_s_Comsol_15.txt")"';
158 Comsol_joint_3_layer_s_11 15 = M_3_layer_j 11 15(2,:)x-1;

159 M_3_layer_j_ 21 15 = dlmread('Joint 21 3 layer s Comsol 15.txt')';
10 Comsol_joint_3_layer_s_21_15 = M_3_layer_3j_21_15(2,:)*-1;

1 M_3_layer_j_31_15 = dlmread('Joint 31 3 layer s Comsol 15.txt')';
162 Comsol_joint_3_layer_s_31_15 = M_3_layer_3j_31_15(2,:)*-1;

164 M_3_layer_3j_1_100 = dlmread('Joint_1_3_ layer_s_Comsol_100.txt")"';

165 Comsol_joint_3_layer_s_1_100 = M_3_layer_j_1_100(2,:)*-1;
6 M_3_layer_3j_11_100 = dlmread('Joint_11_3 layer_s_Comsol_100.txt')"';
167 Comsol_joint_3_layer_s_11_100 = M_3_layer_3j_11_100(2,:)*-1;
68 M_3_layer_3j_ 21 100 = dlmread('Joint 21 3 layer_ s Comsol 100.txt")';
169 Comsol_joint_3_layer_s_21_100 = M_3_layer_3j_21_100(2,:)*-1;
10 M_3_layer_3j_31_100 = dlmread('Joint_ 31 3 layer s_Comsol 100.txt')"';
171 Comsol_joint_3_layer_s_31_100 = M_3_layer_3j_31_100(2,:)*-1;

173 M_3_layer_3j_1_1000 = dlmread('Joint_1_3 layer_s_Comsol_1000.txt')"';
174 Comsol_joint_3_layer_s_1_1000 = M_3_layer_3j_1_1000(2,:)*-1;

15 M_3_layer_3j_11 1000 = dlmread('Joint_ 11 3 layer s Comsol 1000.txt")"';
176 Comsol_joint_3_layer_s_11_1000 = M_3_layer_3j_11_1000(2,:)*-1;

177 M_3_layer_3j_21 1000 dlmread('Joint_21_3 layer_s_Comsol_1000.txt')"';
178 Comsol_joint_3_layer_s_21_1000 = M_3_layer_3j_21_1000(2,:)*-1;

1w M_3_layer_ j_ 31 1000 = dlmread('Joint 31 3 layer s_Comsol 1000.txt")"';
180 Comsol_joint_3_layer_s_31_1000 = M_3_layer_3j_31_1000(2,:)*-1;

182 % Comsol Data 3 layer

183 M_3_layer_1 = dlmread('Joint_1_3_layer_ Comsol.txt')';
184 Comsol_Joint_3_layer_1 = M_3_layer_1(2,:)x*-1;

1855 M_3_layer_11 = dlmread('Joint_11_3_ layer_ Comsol.txt')';
188 Comsol_Joint_3_layer_11 = M _3_layer_ 11(2,:)x-1;

187 M_3_layer_21 = dlmread('Joint_21_ 3 layer_ Comsol.txt')';
188 Comsol_Joint_3_layer_21 = M_3_layer_21(2,:)*-1;

189 M_3_layer_ 31 = dlmread('Joint_31_3 layer Comsol.txt')';
190 Comsol_Joint_3_layer_31 = M_3_layer_31(2,:)*-1;

192 % Comsol Data 2 layer

198 M 2 layer_1 = dlmread('Joint_1 2 layer Comsol.txt')';
194 Comsol_Joint_2_layer_1 = M_2_ layer_1(2,:)*-1;

195 M_2_ layer_ 11 = dlmread('Joint_ 11 2 layer Comsol.txt')';
196 Comsol_Joint_2_layer_11 = M_2_ layer_11(2,:)*-1;

197 M_2_layer_21 = dlmread('Joint_21_ 2 layer_Comsol.txt')';
198 Comsol_Joint_2_ layer_ 21 = M_2_ layer_21(2,:)*-1;

200 % Comsol Data 1 layer

200 M_1_layer_1 = dlmread('Joint_1_1_layer_Comsol.txt')"';
202 Comsol_Joint_1_layer_1 = M_1_layer_1(2,:)*-1;

203 M_1_layer_11 = dlmread('Joint_11_1 layer_ Comsol.txt')';
200 Comsol_Joint_1_layer_11 = M_1_layer_11(2,:)*-1;

206 %% Plot Matlab all layers

207 figure (1)

208 hold on

200 grid on

200 pll = plot (x_values,theta_rotatedl (3,:), '"b——", '"LineWidth"', 3);
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211
212
213
214
215
216
217
218
219
220
221
222

pl3 = plot(x_values,theta_rotatedl(l,:), 'b——", 'Linewidth',3);

p2l = plot (x_values,theta_rotated2(7,:), ' 'r-.", 'Linewidth',3);
p23 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated2(5,:),"'r-."', 'Linewidth',3);
p27 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated2(1,:),'r-."', 'Linewidth',3);

p31 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated3(15,:), 'k-", 'Linewidth',3);

p33 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated3(13,:), 'k-"', 'LinewWidth',3);

p37 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated3(9,:), 'k-"', 'Linewidth',3);

p38 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated3(1,:), 'k-"', 'LinewWidth',3);

legend([pll p21 p31l], 'Single Layer', 'Double Layer', 'Triple Layer',
'southwest ')

title(['Angles of Joints (1 to 3 Layer Whiffletree)'])
xlabel ('Position of top Jjoint on the track [m]'")
ylabel ('Joint Angle [deg]')

axis([0,1,-33,331)

text (0.16,20, "Top'")

text (0.25,13.5,'1")

text (0.275,8,'2")

text (0.325,1.5,'3")

%% Plot Comsol vs Matlab 1 Layer

figure (2)

hold on

grid on

gll = plot (x_values,theta_rotatedl(3,:),"'k-");
gl3 = plot (x_values,theta_rotatedl(1,:),'k-");

glll = plot(x_values,Comsol_Joint_1_layer_11,'r—-");
gll3 = plot(x_values,Comsol_Joint_1_layer_ 1, 'r——");

title(['Angles of Whiffletree Joints (Single Layer Whiffletree)'])
xlabel ('Position of top Jjoint on the track [m]"'")

ylabel ('Joint Angle [deg]')

axis([0,1,-33,331])

legend([gll gll1ll1], 'Analytic', 'FEM', 'Location', 'southwest')

text (0.16,20, 'Top")

text (0.25,16,"'1")

%% Plot Comsol vs Matlab 2 Layer

figure (3)

hold on

grid on

g2l = plot (x_values,theta_rotated2(7,:), "'k-");
a23 plot (x_values,theta_rotated2(5,:), 'k-");
g27 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated2(1,:), 'k-");

g21l1l plot (x_values,Comsol_Joint_2_layer_ 21, 'r—-");
g2l3 plot (x_values,Comsol_Joint_2_layer_ 11, 'r—-");
g217 = plot (x_values,Comsol_Joint_2_layer_1,'r—-");

title(['Angles of Whiffletree Joints (Double Layer Whiffletree)'])
xlabel ('Position of top Jjoint on the track [m]'")

ylabel ('Joint Angle [deg]')

axis([0,1,-33,331)

legend([g21 g211], 'Analytic', 'FEM', 'Location', 'southwest')

text (0.16,20, "Top'")

text (0.25,15,'1")

text (0.275,9,'2")

%% Plot Comsol vs Matlab 3 Layer

figure (4)

hold on

grid on

g3l = plot (x_values,theta_rotated3(15,:), 'k-");
a33 plot (x_values,theta_rotated3(13,:),'k-");
g37 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated3(9,:), 'k-");
g315 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated3(1,:), 'k-");

g321 = plot (x_values,Comsol_Joint_3_layer_31,'r—-"');

'Location',
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281 323 plot (x_values,Comsol_Joint_3_layer_21,'r——");
282 327 plot (x_values,Comsol_Joint_3_layer_ 11, 'r—-");
283 3215 = plot (x_values,Comsol_Joint_3_layer_1,'r—-");
284
288 title(['Angles of Whiffletree Joints (Triple Layer Whiffletree)'])
286 xlabel ('Position of top joint on the track [m]")
287 ylabel ('Joint Angle [deg]')
288 axis ([0,1,-33,331)
289 legend([g3l g321], 'Analytic', 'FEM', 'Location', 'southwest')
2900 text (0.16,20, 'Top")
291 text (0.25,15,'1")
292 text (0.275,9,'2")
203 text (0.325,1.5,'3")
294
295 %% Plot 3 layer symmetric and asymmetric slipper length
296 figure(5)
297 hold on
298 grid on
299 g4l = plot (x_values,theta_rotated3(15,:), 'k-");
300 942 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated3(13,:), 'k-");
(
(

3m 943 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated3(9,:), 'k-");

32 g44 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated3(1,:), 'k-");

303

34 gbl = plot(x_values,theta_rotated31(15,:), 'r——");

305 g52 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated31(13,:), 'r—-");

306 953 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated31(9,:), 'r—-");

307 g54 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated31(1,:), 'r——");

308

309 title(['Angles of Whiffletree Joints (Triple Layer Whiffletree)'])

310 xlabel ('Position of top Jjoint on the track [m]"'")

311 ylabel ('Joint Angle [deg]')

312 axis ([0,1,-33,33])

313 legend([g4l g51], 'Non-coupled Config.', 'Coupled Config.', 'Location', 'southwest')

314 text (0.16,20, 'Top")

315 text (0.25,15,'1")

316 text (0.275,9,'2")

317 text (0.325,1.5,'3")

318

319 %% Plot 3 layer whiffletree with stiffness slippers symmetric

320 figure (6)

321 hold on

322 grid on

323 g8l = plot (x_values,Comsol_Slip_3_layer_s_1_10_slip, 'k-");

324 982 = plot (x_values,Comsol_Slip_3_layer_s_1_100_slip, 'r——");

325 983 = plot (x_values,Comsol_Slip_3_layer_s_1 1000_slip, 'b—.");

326

327 title(['Angle of Slipper (Triple Layer Whiffletree)'])

328 xlabel ('Position of top Jjoint on the track [m]"'")

329 ylabel ('Slipper Angle [deg]')

33 axis([0,1,-0.5,0.5])

331 legend([g81 g82 g83],'k_s = 10k_3j', 'k_s = 100k_3J', 'k_s = 1000k_3', 'Location',
'northeast')

332

33 %% Plot 3 layer whiffletree with stiffness slippers asymmetric

3¢ figure(7)

335 hold on

336 grid on

337 gl0l = plot (x_values,Comsol_Slip_3_layer_s_1_10_slips, 'k-");

338 gl02 = plot (x_values,Comsol_Slip_3_layer_s_1_100_slips,'r——");

339 gl03 = plot (x_values,Comsol_Slip_3_layer_s_1_1000_slips, 'b—.");

340

31 title(['Angle of Slipper (Asymmetric Slipper Conf.)'])

32 xlabel ('Position of top Jjoint on the track [m]")

43 ylabel ('Slipper Angle [deg]")

34 axis([0,1,-0.5,0.571)

345 legend([glOl gl02 gl03],'k_s = 10k_3j', 'k_s = 100k_3', 'k_s = 1000k_3', 'Location',
'northeast')

346

47 %% Plot 3 layer all anggles

ug  figure (8)

49 hold on
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350 grid on

351 f1 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated31(1,:), 'k-");

352 f2 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated31(2,:), 'k——");

353 £3 = plot(x_values,theta_rotated31(3,:), 'k-");

3¢ f4 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated31(4,:), 'k——");

355 f£5 = plot(x_values,theta_rotated31(5,:), 'k-");

356 f£6 = plot(x_values,theta_rotated31(6,:), 'k——");

357 f£7 = plot(x_values,theta_rotated31(7,:), "'k-");

38 £8 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated31(8,:), 'k——");

39 f9 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated31(9,:), 'b-");

30 £10 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated31(10,:), 'b—-");

360 £11 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated31(11l,:), 'b-");

362 £12 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated31(12,:), 'b—-");

363 £13 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated31(13,:),'r-");

364 f£14 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated31(14,:), 'r——");

365 f£15 = plot (x_values,theta_rotated31(15,:),"'g-");

366

367

368

369

30 legend([fl, £9, £f13, f15],'Layer 1', 'Layer 2', 'Layer 3', 'Layer Top', 'Location',
'southwest ')

sn title(['Angles of Joints (Triple Layer Whiffletree)'])

372 xlabel ('Position of top Jjoint on the track [m]"'")

373 ylabel ('Joint Angle [deg]')

s axis([0,1,-33,33])

375

356 %% Plot 3 layer Path top joint

377 figure (9)

378 hold on

379 grid on

30 topl = plot(x_values,yl_translated, 'b-—-'");

381 top2 = plot(x_values,y2_translated, 'r-.'");

382 top3 = plot(x_values,y3_translated, 'k-");

383 top4d = plot (x_values,Axsin(x_values*2xpi), 'g-");

384

385 legend([topl top2 top3 top4], 'Single Layer', 'Double Layer', 'Tripple Layer',
'Track', 'Location', 'southwest')

386 title(['Top Joint Position'])

387 xlabel ('x-position of top joint [m]")

388 ylabel ('y-position of top joint [m]"')

389 axis([0,1,-0.18,0.18])

390

391 %% Plot 3 layer Path top joint 2

392 figure (10)

393 hold on

34 grid on

395 topl = plot(x_values,yl-yl(1l)+A*xsin(0.01lx2xpi), 'b-—-");

396 top2 = plot(x_values,y2-y2(1l)+Axsin(0.01lx2xpi), 'r-.");

397 top3 = plot(x_values,y3-y3(1l)+Axsin(0.01%x2xpi), 'k-");

398 top4 = plot (x_values,Axsin(x_values*2xpi), 'g-'");

399

w00 legend([topl top2 top3 top4], 'Single Layer', 'Double Layer', 'Tripple Layer',
'Track', 'Location', 'southwest')

401 title(['Top Joint Position'])

102 xlabel ('x-position of top joint [m]")

403 ylabel ('y-position of top Jjoint [m]")

404 axis([0,1,-0.18,0.18])

405

06 %% Plot 3 layer Path top joint 3

47 figure(11)

408 hold on

409 grid on

410 topl = plot(x_values,yl, 'b——-");

a1 top2 = plot(x_values,y2, 'r-.");

412 top3 = plot(x_values,y3, 'k-');

413 top4 = plot (x_values,Axsin(x_values*2xpi), 'g-");

414

415 legend([topl top2 top3 top4], 'Single Layer', 'Double Layer' 'Tripple Layer',
'Track', 'Location', 'southwest')

a6 title(['Top Joint Position'])
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417 xlabel ('x-position of top joint [m]"')
218 ylabel ('y-position of top joint [m]"'")
419 axis([0,1,-0.18,0.18])

The functional scrips Layerl_angles, Layer2_angles and Layer3_angles are, respectively, given by:

1 function F = Layerl_angles(x_start, theta, L, J, A)
2 % Slipper Lengths (L) and Joint Heights (J)

3 L1A = L(1);

4+ L1IB = L(2);

5 L2A = L(2);

6 L2B = L(1);

7

8

9

Jl = J(1)/2;
J2 = J(2)/2;

n % Linkage lengths (d)
12 dl = L1B + L2A;

14 %% Geometry

16 x11
17 yll

x_start;
theta (4);

19 x1 = x11+(J2+J1

( -1/2xdl*cos (theta(3));
w0yl = yll-(J2+J1

(

(

xsin (theta (
-1/2+dl*sin(theta(3));
(
(

(3)

xcos (theta (3)
21 x2 = x11+(J2+J1 (3)
2 y2 = yll-(J2+4J1 (3)

+1/2+dl*cos (theta(3));
+1/2+dl*sin(theta(3));

*sin (theta
*cos (theta

2 xpl = x1+Jl*sin(theta(l));
25 ypl = yl-Jlxcos (theta(l));

27 xp2 = x2+Jlxsin(theta(2));
28 yp2 = y2-Jlxcos(theta(2));

30 %% Functions

31 F(1l) = Axsin(2xpixxpl)-ypl;

32 F(2) = atan (A*x2xpi*cos (2xpixxpl))-theta(l);
33 F(3) = Axsin(2xpi*xp2)-yp2;

u F(4) = atan (Ax2xpi*cos (2xpixxp2))-theta(2);

1 function F = Layer2_angles (x_start,theta, L, J, A)
2 % Slipper Lengths (L) and Joint Heights (J)

3 L1A = L(1);

4+ L1B = L(2);

5 L2A = L(3);

6 L2B = L(4);

7 L3A = L(4);

s L3B = L(3);

9 L4A = L(2);

10 L4B = L(1);

2 Jl = J(1)/2;
13 J2 = J(2)/2;
u J3 = J(3)/2;

o

16 % Linkage lengths (d)

17 dll = L1B + L2A;

18 dl2 = L3B + L4A;

19 d2 = L2B+L3A+(d11+d12)/2;

21 %% Geometry
21 = x_start;

N
b

2 x11 = x21-1/2%d2xcos (theta (7)) +(J2+J3) *sin(theta (7)) ;
25 x12 x21+1/2xd2*cos (theta (7)) + (J2+J3) *xsin (theta (7)) ;

27 x1 = x11-1/2*dllxcos (theta(5))+(J2+J1) *sin(theta (5));
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28 x2 = x11+1/2*dllxcos (theta(5))+(J2+J1) *sin(theta(5));
29 x3 = x12-1/2%d12xcos (theta(6))+ (J2+J1) *sin(theta(6));
30 x4 = x12+1/2+dl12xcos (theta(6))+(J2+J1) «sin(theta(6));
31
32 xpl = x1+Jl*sin(theta(l));
33 xp2 = x2+Jlxsin(theta(2));
3 xp3 = x3+Jl*sin(theta(3));
35 xp4 = x4+Jlxsin(theta(4));
36
37
38 y21 = theta(8);
39
90 yll = y21-1/2+d2*sin(theta (7))~ (J2+J3) xcos (theta(7));
a1 yl2 = y21+1/2%d2+sin(theta (7)) - (J2+J3) xcos (theta (7)) ;
42
3 yl = y11-1/2%dllxsin(theta(5))-(J2+J1) «cos (theta(5));
4 y2 = y11+1/2+«dllxsin(theta(5))—-(J2+J1) xcos (theta(5));
45 y3 = yl2-1/2xd12*sin(theta (6))-(J2+J1) xcos (theta(6));
46 y4 = y12+1/2+d12xsin(theta(6))—-(J2+J1) xcos (theta(6));
47
18 ypl = yl-Jlxcos(theta(l));
49 yp2 = y2-Jlxcos(theta(2));
50 yp3 = y3-Jlxcos(theta(3));
51 yp4 = y4-Jlxcos(theta(4));
52
53 %% Functions
s F(l) = Axsin(xplx2+pi)-ypl;
55 F(2) = atan (Ax2xpi*cos (2+xpixxpl))-theta(l);
56 F(3) = Axsin(xp2x2+pi)-yp2;
57 F(4) = atan (Ax2xpi*cos (2+xpixxp2))-theta(2);
58 F(5) = Axsin(xp3x2*pi)-yp3;
59 F(6) = atan (Ax2xpixcos (2+xpixxp3))-theta(3);
60 F(7) = Axsin(xpdx2+pi)-yp4;
61 F(8) = atan(Ax2xpixcos (2+«pixxp4))-theta(4);
62
63 end
1 function F = Layer3_angles (x_start,theta, L, J, A)
2 % Slipper Lengths (L) and Joint Heights (J)
3 L1A = L(1);
4+ L1IB = L(2);
5 L2A = L(3);
6 L2B = L(4);
7 L3A = L(5);
s L3B = L(6);
9 L4A = L(7);
10 L4B = L(8);
n L5A = L(8);
12 L5B = L(7);
13 LO6A = L(6);
1u L6B = L(5);
15 L7A = L(4);
16 L7B = L(3);
17 L8A = L(2);
18 L8B = L(1);
19
20 Jl = J(1)/2;
21 J2 = J(2)/2;
2 J3 = J(3)/2;
23 J4 = J(4)/2;
24
25 % Linkage lengths (d)
26 dll = L1B + L2A;
27 dl2 = L3B + L4A;
28 dl3 = L5B + L6A;
29 dl4 = L7B + L8A;
30 d21 = L2B+L3A+(d11+d12)/2;
31 d22 = L2B+L3A+(d11+d12)/2;
2 d3 = (L4B+d12/2+d21/2)x2;
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1
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1

1

2 =

1 =

2
3

4 =

F

’
’
’

’

’
’
’

’

eometry
= x_start;
x31-1/2xd3*cos (theta (15))+ (J3+J4) *sin (theta (15));
= x31+1/2*d3*cos (theta (15) )+ (J3+J4) *sin (theta (15));
x21-1/2xd21*cos (theta (13))+(J2+J3) *sin(theta (13))
= x21+1/2xd21*cos (theta (13))+(J2+J3) xsin(theta (13))
= x22-1/2xd22*cos (theta (14))+ (J2+J3) *sin(theta (14));
= x22+1/2xd22xcos (theta (14))+ (J2+J3) *sin(theta (14))
x11-1/2xd1l1l*cos (theta(9))+(J2+J1) *sin(theta(9));
x11+41/2xdll*cos (theta(9))+ (J2+J1) *sin(theta(9));
x12-1/2*dl2xcos (theta (10) )+ (J2+J1) xsin (theta (10));
x124+1/2xd12+cos (theta (10) )+ (J2+J1) *sin (theta (10));
x13-1/2*d13xcos (theta (11))+ (J2+J1) *xsin (theta (11));
x13+41/2xd13*cos (theta (11))+ (J2+J1) *sin(theta (11));
x14-1/2+dl4xcos (theta (12))+ (J2+J1) *sin(theta (12));
x144+1/2xdl4d*cos (theta(12))+(J2+J1) *sin(theta(12));
= x1+J1l*sin(theta(l));
= x2+J1*sin(theta(2));
= x3+J1l*sin(theta(3));
= x4+J1lxsin(theta(4));
= x5+J1l*sin(theta(b));
= x6+J1l*sin(theta(6));
= x7+J1*sin(theta(7));
= x8+Jl*sin(theta(8));
= theta (16);
= y31-1/2%d3*sin(theta(15))-(J3+J4) xcos (theta (15));
y31+1/2+d3*sin(theta(15)) - (J3+J4) xcos (theta (15));
y21-1/2+d21+sin(theta(13))-(J2+J3) xcos (theta (13))
= y21+1/2xd21*sin(theta(13))-(J2+J3) xcos (theta (13))
= y22-1/2%d22xsin(theta (14))-(J2+J3) xcos (theta (14))
y22+1/2+«d22xsin (theta (14))-(J2+J3) xcos (theta (14))
y11-1/2%dllxsin(theta(9))-(J2+J1) xcos (theta(9));
y11+1/2xdllxsin(theta(9))-(J2+J1) xcos (theta(9));
y12-1/2%d12+sin(theta(10))-(J2+J1) xcos (theta (10));
y12+1/2%d12+sin(theta(10))-(J2+J1) xcos (theta (10));
y13-1/2%d13xsin(theta(11l))-(J2+J1) xcos (theta (11));
y13+1/2%d13xsin(theta(11))-(J2+J1) xcos (theta (11));
y1l4-1/2+dl4xsin(theta(12))-(J2+J1) xcos (theta (12));
= y1l4+1/2xdld*sin(theta(12))-(J2+J1) xcos (theta (12));
= yl-Jlxcos (theta(l));
= y2-Jlxcos (theta(2));
= y3-Jlxcos (theta(3));
= y4-Jlxcos (theta(4));
= y5-Jlxcos (theta(5));
= y6-Jl*cos (theta(6));
= y7-Jlxcos (theta(7));
= y8-Jlxcos (theta(8));
unctions
= Axsin (2xpixxpl)-ypl;
= atan (Ax2*pixcos (2xpi*xpl))-theta(l);
= A*xsin (2*xpi*xp2)-yp2;
= atan (Ax2*pixcos (2xpi*xp2))-theta(2);
= Axsin (2xpixxp3)-yp3;
= atan (Ax2*pixcos (2xpi*xp3))-theta(3);
= A*xsin (2+«pixxp4d)-yp4;
= atan (Ax2*pixcos (2xpi*xpd))-theta(4);
= A*xsin (2*xpixxp5)-yp5;
) = atan (A*x2xpixcos (2xpixxp5))-theta(5);
) = Axsin(2+pixxp6)-yp6;
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end

= atan (Ax2*pixcos (2xpi*xp6))-theta (6);
= A*xsin(2*pixxp7)-yp7;
= atan (Ax2+pixcos (2xpi*xp7))-theta(7);
= A*xsin(2+xpixxp8)-yp8;
= atan (Ax2*pixcos (2xpi*xp8))-theta(8);
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A.5. Load Capacity

The load capacity is obtained following the equations of section 2.3.1 from the paper. To obtain the pressure
profile, load capacity and momentary rotation points 2 scripts are provided. The first script is used to ob-
tain the slipper lengths while the second script can be used to evaluate perturbations in the film height. To
solve the system of equations, a numerical solver is used to prevent long calculation times compared to an
analytical solving approach.

The first script to obtain the slipper lengths is given by:

clear all
close all
clc

%% Parameters
Ps = 0.5%10"5;
PO = 0x10"5;
hfactor = 2/5;
1 dr = 1x10"(-3);
1n eta = 8.9x10"(-4);
12 Wavelength = 1;
13 Ltot = Wavelength/§;

1
2
3
4
5 options=optimset ('MaxFunEvals',1000000, 'MaxIter', 1000000, 'TolFun', le-8);
6
7
8
9

5 h = [1,1,1,1]1%x100%x10"(-6);
16

17 %% 3 Layers

18 X =

[10"~5,1075,10"5,10"5,10"5,10"5,1075,0.0156,0.0156,0.0156,0.0156,0.0156,0.0156,0.0156,0L0156];

20 fun = @ (x)Layer3_pressure_profile_numeric(Ps, PO, dr, eta, h, x, Ltot, hfactor);
21 Results3 = fsolve (fun,x,options);

23 % Results Solver

24 P3 = Results3(1:7);

25 Lslip3 = Results3(8:15);

26 Lcum = [sum(Results3(8)), sum(Results3(8:9)), sum(Results3(8:10)),
sum(Results3(8:11)), sum(Results3(8:12)), sum(Results3(8:13)),
sum (Results3(8:14)), sum(Results3(8:15))];

28 % Load capacity

29 LC3(1l) = 1/2%(P3(1)+P0)~*Lslip3(1);

30 LC3(2) = 1/2x(P3(2)+P3(1))+*Lslip3(2);

31 LC3(3) = 1/2x(P3(3)+P3(2))*Lslip3(3);

2 LC3(4) = 1/2x(P3(4)+P3(3))+*Lslip3(4);

33 LC3(5) = 1/2x(P3(5)+P3(4))*Lslip3(5);

34 LC3(6) = 1/2%(P3(6)+P3(5))*Lslip3(6);

33 LC3(7) = 1/2x(P3(7)+P3(6))*Lslip3(7);

36 LC3(8) = 1/2%(P3(7)+P3(7))*Lslip3(8);

33 M3 (1) = LC3(1l)xLslip3(1l);
39 M3(2) = LC3(2)xLslip3(2);
40 M3(3) = LC3(3)*Lslip3(3);
a1 M3(4) = LC3(4)+*Lslip3(4);
2 M3(5) = LC3(5)+*Lslip3(5);
43 M3(6) = LC3(6)*Lslip3(6);
44 M3(7) = LC3(7)*Lslip3(7);
45 M3(8) = LC3(8)xLslip3(8);

47 %% 2 Layers
4 x = [10"5,1075,1075,0.0156,0.0156,0.0156,0.0156];

50 fun = @ (x)Layer2_pressure_profile_numeric(Ps, PO, dr, eta, h, x, Ltot, hfactor);
51 Results2 = fsolve (fun,x,options);

53 % Results Solver
54 P2 = Results2(1:3);
55 Lslip2 = Results2(4:7);

57 % Load capacity
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s LC2(1) = 1/2%(P2(1)+P0)~*Lslip2(1);

59 LC2(2) = 1/2x(P2(2)+P2(1))*Lslip2(2);
60 LC2(3) = 1/2%(P2(3)+P2(2))*Lslip2(3);
61 LC2(4) = 1/2x(P2(3)+P2(3))*Lslip2(4);
62

63 M2(1l) = LC2(1l)+*Lslip2(1);

64 M2(2) = LC2(2)+*Lslip2(2);

65 M2 (3) = LC2(3)xLslip2(3);

66 M2 (4) = LC2(4)+Lslip2(4);

67
68 %% 1 Layer

o x = [1075,0.0156,0.0156];

70

71 fun = @ (x)Layerl_pressure_profile_numeric(Ps, PO, dr, eta, h, x, Ltot, hfactor);
72 Resultsl = fsolve (fun,x,options);

73

74 % Results Solver

75 Pl = Resultsl (1);

76 Lslipl = Resultsl(2:3);

7

7 % Load capacity

79 LC1(1l) = 1/2x(P1(1)+P0)+Lslipl(1);
g0 LC1l(2) = 1/2%(P1(1)+P1(1l))*Lslipl(2);
81

g2 M1 (1) = LC1(1l)xLslipl(1);

83 M1 (2) = LC1l(2)xLslipl(2);

84

85 %% Figures

86 figure(l)

87 hold on

88 grid on

89 g3l = plot ([0, Lslip3(1)], [PO,P3(1)], "k-"'

( )i
90 g32 = plot([Lcum(l), Lcum(2)], [P3(1),P3(2)],'k-");
91 g33 = plot([Lcum(2), Lcum(3)]1, [P3(2),P3(3)],'k-");
92 g34 = plot([Lcum(3), Lcum(4)]1, [P3(3),P3(4)]1,'k-");
93 g35 = plot([Lcum(4), Lcum(5)]1, [P3(4),P3(5)],'k-");
9 936 = plot ([Lcum(5), Lcum(6)], [P3(5),P3(6)], 'k-");
95 g37 = plot([Lcum(6), Lcum(7)], [P3(6),P3(7)], 'k-");
9% 938 = plot ([Lcum(7), Lcum(8)1, [P3(7),P3(7)1,'k-");

97

98 title(['Pressure Profile of 3 Layer Whiffletree'])
99 xlabel ('Position on bearing [m]")

w0 ylabel ('Pressure [Pal')

101 axis ([0, Lcum(end)+0.005,P0,P3 (end)+0.5%10"4])

102 legend([qg31l], '"Analytic', 'Location', 'southeast')

With the function Layer3_pressure_profile_numeric, Layer2_pressure_profile_numeric and
Layerl_pressure_profile_numeric given as, respectively:

function F = Layer3_pressure_profile_numeric(Ps, PO, dr, eta, h, x, Ltot, hfactor)

= x(1);
= x(2);
= x(3);
= x(4);
= x(5);
= x(6);
= x(7);

"WYY Y Y
BN

= x(8);
= x(9);
= x(10)
= x(11);
= x(12);
)
)
)

’

= x(13);
= x(14

= x (15

’

=
B EE PP
CREEENT

’

20 Lr = (L(7)+L(8))+hfactorx0.5;
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(
(
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(

32 Q_inlet (1)
33 Q_inlet (2)
3¢ Q_inlet (3)

pixdr”~4/ (Lr*128«eta);

= h(1l)"3/(1l2*eta)*

( (P (1) - (1));
= h(1)"3/(12xeta)* (P (2) P(l))/(L(Z));
= h(2)"3/(12%eta)* (P(3)-P(2))/(L(3));
= h(2)"3/(12xeta)« (P (4)-P(3))/(L(4));
= h(3)"3/(12xeta)* (P(5)-P(4))/(L(5));
= h(3)"3/(12xeta) *» (P (6)-P(5))/(L(6));
= h(4) "3/ (12xeta) » (P (7) =P (6))/(L(7));

Gs* (Ps—P(1));
Gs* (Ps-P(3));
Gs* (Ps-P (5));

35 Q_inlet (4) = Gsx (Ps-P(7));

37 LC(1)
38 LC(2)
39 LC(3)
0 LC(4)
a  LC(5)
2 LC(6)
43 LC(7)
44  LC(8)

TXXXXXEXEX
CREEESE

= 1/2% +P0) *L (1) ;

(P (1) i
= 1/2%(P(2)+P (1)) *L(2);
= 1/2%(P(3)+P (2)) *L(3);
= 1/2% (P (4)+P (3))*L(4);
= 1/2%(P(5)+P(4))*L(5);
= 1/2%(P(6)+P (5)) *xL(6);
= 1/2%(P(7)+P(6)) *L(7);
= 1/2%(P(7)+P (7)) *L(8);
= LC(1)*L(1)/2;
= LC(2)*L(2)/2;
= LC(3)*L(3)/2;
= LC(4)xL(4)/2;
= LC(5)*L(5)/2;
= LC(6)xL(6)/2;
= LC(7)*L(7)/2;
= LC(8)xL(8)/2;

= Q(7)-Q_inlet (4);
= Q(5)-Q(6)-Q_inlet (3);

( 4

= 0(3)-2(4) Q inlet (2);

= 0(1)-Q(2)-Q_inlet (1);

= Q(3)-0(2);

= 0(3)-Q(4);

= 0(7)-Q(6);

= M(1)-M(2);

= M(3)-M(4);
= M(5)-M(6);
= M(7)-M(8);
= LC(1)+LC(2)-LC(3)-LC(4);
= LC(3)+LC(4)-LC(5) LC(6),
= LC(5)+LC(6)-LC(7)-LC(8);
= L(1)+L(2)+L(3)+L(4 )+L(5)

+L(6)+L(7)+L(8)-Ltot;

function F = Layer2_pressure_profile numeric (Ps,

=

=

=
I

= x(1);
= x(2);
= x(3);

= x(4);
= x(5);
= x(6);
= x(7);
(L(3)+L(4))+hfactor«0.5;

pixdr”4/ (Lr*x128xeta);

= h(1l)"3/(12%eta) (P (1)-P0)/(L(1));
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18 Q(2) = h(l)"3/(12xeta)* (P (2)-P(1))/(L(2));
19 Q(3) = h(2)"3/(12xeta)*(P(3)-P(2))/(L(3));
20

21

22

23 Q_inlet (1) = Gs*(Ps-P(1l));

24 Q_inlet (2) = Gs*x(Ps-P(3));

25

26

27 LC(1l) = 1/2%(P(1)+P0)+L(1);

28 LC(2) = 1/2%x(P(2)+P (1)) *L(2);

29 LC(3) = 1/2%(P(3)+P(2))*L(3);

30 LC(4) = 1/2x(P(3)+P(3))*L(4);

31

32

33 M(1l) = LC(1)*L(1)/2;

3 M(2) = LC(2)*L(2)/2;

35 M(3) = LC(3)*L(3)/2;

s M(4) = LC(4)xL(4)/2;

37

38

39 F(1) = Q(3)-Q_inlet (2);

0 F(2) = Q(1)-0(2)-0_inlet (1);

a F(3) = Q(3)-0(2);

2 F(4) = M(1)-M(2);

3 F(5) = M(3)-M(4);

4 F(6) = LC(1)+LC(2)-LC(3)-LC(4);
5 F(7) = L(1)+L(2)+L(3)+L(4)-Ltot;
46 end

1 function F = Layerl_pressure_profile_numeric(Ps, PO, dr, eta, h, x, Ltot, hfactor)
2

s P(1) = x(1);

1 L(1) = x(2);

5 L(2) = x(3);

6

7 Lr = (L(1)+L(2))+*hfactorx0.5;

8

9 Gs = pixdr™4/(Lrx128«eta);

10

1 Q(1) = h(l)"3/(12xeta)* (P (1)-P0)/(L(1));
12

13 Q_inlet(l) = Gsx (Ps-P(1l));

14

15 LC(1) = 1/2%(P(1)+P0)*L(1);

16 LC(2) = 1/2%x(P(1)+P (1)) *L(2);

17

18 M(1) = LC(1)+L(1)/2;

19 M(2) = LC(2)xL(2)/2;

20

21 F(l) = Q(1)-Q_inlet(1);

2 F(2) = M(1)-M(2);

23 F(3) = L(1)+L(2)-Ltot;
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The second script is given by:

clear all

close all

clc

',1000000,

'MaxIter', 1000000,

o\
o

Variables

= 0.5%10"5;
= 0;

n dr = 0.5%10" (-
12 hfactor = 2/5;
13 eta = 8.9x10" (-

1
2
3
4
5 options=optimset ('MaxFunEvals
6
7
8
9

U o
o n

3);
4);

15 %% Triple Layer

6 P_initial = [0.5,1,0.5,1,0.5,1,1]1%x10"5;
17 Lslip = [0.028399775767225 0.019210925665594
0.013364669060691 0.012720668426789 0.012610317072069
0.0124259244124687;
[0.5,1,1,0.5,1,0.5,0.5,1]1%100%10" (-

18 h = 6);

20 fun = @(P_initial)layer3_pressure_profile(Ps, PO, eta,

fsolve (fun,P_initial, options);

h, dr,

24 LC(1) =
25 LC(2) =
26 LC(3) =
27 LC(4) = 1/2%
2 LC(5) = 1/2%
29 LC(6) = 1/2%
30 LC(7) = 1/2%
31 LC(8) = 1/2%

1/2x%
1/2%
1/2x%

(P(1)+P0) *xLslip(1);

(P(2)+P (1)) *Lslip(2);
(P(3)+P (2)) «Lslip(3)

(P(4)+P (3)) *Lslip(4);
(P(5)+P (4))*Lslip(5);
(P(6)+P (5)) *Lslip(6);
(P(7)+P (6)) *Lslip(7);
(P(7)+P (7)) *Lslip(8);

33 Load_Capacity
3 Load_Capacity
35 Load_Capacity
36 Load_Capacity

(1) +LC
LC(3)+LC
= (5)+LC
= LC(7)+LC

’

(1) (2)

(2) (4);
(3) (6);
(4) (8)

’

(1) *Lslip (1) -LC(2) xLslip(2);
C(3) *Lslip(3)-LC(4)*Lslip(4);
(5) (6) *xLslip(6);
(7) (8)

*Lslip (8);

*Lslip (5)-LC
*Lslip (7)-LC

= Lslip
= Lslip
= Lslip
= Lslip

+ o+ 4+ o+

(1)
(3)
(5)
(7)

@
S
o

% Double Layer

Results

57 Ltot= sum(L)
s8 J = L(4)%x2/5x0.5
59 %% End effector stiffness

'TolFun',

le-20);

0.013818521584328

0.012449198010836

Lslip,

P_initial,

hfactor);

With the function Layer3_pressure_profile given as:

1 function F = Layer3_pressure_profile(Ps, PO, h, dr, eta, L, P,

2 Q(1) h(1)"3/(12xeta) = (P (1)-P0)/(L(1));
3 Q(2) = h(2)"3/(12%eta)*(P(2)-P(1))/(L(2));

hfactor)
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4 Q(3) = h(3)"3/(12xeta)* (P(3)-P(2))/(L(3));
5 Q(4) = h(4)"3/(12xeta) = (P(4)-P(3))/(L(4));
6 Q(5) = h(5)"3/(12xeta) = (P(5)-P(4))/(L(5));
7 Q(6) = h(6)"3/(1l2xeta) (P (6)-P(5))/(L(6));
8 Q(7) = h(7)"3/(12xeta)*»(P(7)-P(6))/(L(7));
9

1w Lr = (L(7)+L(8))+hfactor«0.5;
12 Gs = pixdr”4/(Lr*128«eta);

14 Q_dinlet(l) = Gsx(Ps-P(1l));
15 Q_inlet (2) Gs* (Ps—P (3));
16 Q_inlet (3) Gs* (Ps—-P(5));
17 Q_inlet (4) = Gsx (Ps-P(7));

v F (1) = Q(7)-Q_inlet (4);

20 F(2) = Q(5)-Q(6)-0_inlet (3);
21 F(3) = Q(3)-Q(4)-Q_inlet (2);
2 F(4) = Q(1)-Q(2)-Q_inlet (1);
23 F(5) = Q(3)-0(2);

24 F(6) = Q(5)-Q(4);

5 F(7) = Q(7)-Q(6);

26 end

A.6. Joint Stiffness

The joint stiffness is obtained by following the equations of section 2.3.2 from the paper. First, the joint
angles are obtained using the same function as described in appendix A.4. Following, the total film height
under the left and right side of each slipper is determined regarding the joint angles that correspond to each
specific slipper. Then, the dimensions of each linkage and joint are obtained which are later used to obtain
the moment acting on each individual joint. Next, the load capacity acting on each slipper is decomposed
into the fixed x and y frame. For each joint in each layer the total force in x and y direction is obtained by
adding the corresponding forces of the connecting joints one layer below. These forces are then decomposed
into the normal and tangential orientation of the joint to obtain the normal and shear force acting on that
specific joint. The moment acting on each joint is obtained using equation 39 of the paper and is finally used
to obtain the rotational stiffness of each joint. The script to obtain the joint stiffness is given as:

close all
clear all
clc

1

2

3

4

5 %% Variables
¢ data_size = 100;
7

8

9

Load_Capacity = 100; %acting on each side of the slipper

ct = 0.2; $percentage of film height used to rotate the top joint

cl = 0.1; %percentage of film height used to rotate the first layer joint
0w c2 = 0.05; %percentage of film height used to rotate the second layer joint
n c3 = 0.025; $percentage of film height used to rotate the third layer joint

12 L = ones(8,1)/32;

14 %% Initial arrays
LC = ones(l6,data_size);
16 h = ones(data_size,16);
A

17 = 0.1;

18

19 %% Angles

20 % Initial values

21 thetao = [O,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0];
2 J0 = (L(7)+L(8))*1/10;
23 J = [JO, 2%J0, 4%J0, 8xJ0];

o

25 % Solver

26 for i = l:data_size
27 x (i) = i/data_size;
28 fun = @ (thetal)Layer3_angles_stiffness(x (i), thetalO, L, J, A);

29 theta(i,:) = fsolve(fun,thetal);
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30 end

32 % Data

33 psi(:,15) = theta(:,15);

34 psi(:,14) = theta(:,14)-theta(:,15);
35 psi(:,13) = theta(:,13)-theta(:,15);
36 psi(:,12) = theta(:,12)-theta(:,14);
37 psi(:,11) = theta(:,11)-theta(:,14);
38 psi(:,10) = theta(:,10)-theta(:,13);
39 psi(:,9) = theta(:,9)-theta(:,13);

40 psi(:,8) = theta(:,8)-theta(:,12);

a1 psi(:,7) = theta(:,7)-theta(:,12);

42 psi(:,6) = theta(:,6)-theta(:,11);

43 psi(:,5) = theta(:,5)-theta(:,11);

4 psi(:,4) = theta(:,4)-theta(:,10);

45 psi(:,3) = theta(:,3)-theta(:,10);

46 psi(:,2) = theta(:,2)-theta(:,9);

47 psi(:,1) = theta(:,1)-theta(:,9);

48 psi_rotated = psi'x180/pi;

49

50 %% Film Height

51 for n = l:data_size

52 for p = 1:8

53 if psi(n,p) > 0

54 h(n,p*2) = h(n,p*x2) + c3;
55 else

56 h(n,p*2-1) = h(n,p*x2-1) +
57 end

58 end

59

60 for g = 1:4

61 if psi(n,g+8) > 0

62 h(n,gx4-1) = h(n,gx4-1) +
63 h(n,g*x4) = h(n,g*x4) + c2;
64 else

65 h(n,g*x4-3) = h(n,gx4-3) +
66 h(n,g*x4-2) = h(n,g*x4-2) +
67 end

68 end

6 %

70 for r = 1:2

71 if psi(n,r+12) > 0

72 h(n,r+*8-3) = h(n,rx8-3) +
73 h(n,r*8-2) = h(n,r*8-2) +
74 h(n,r*8-1) = h(n,rx8-1) +
75 h(n,r*8) = h(n,rx8) + cl;
76 else

77 h(n,r*8-7) h(n,r*8-7) +
78 h(n, r+*8-6) = h(n,r+*8-6) +
79 h(n,r*8-5) = h(n,r*8-5) +
80 h(n,r+x8-4) = h(n,r*8-4) +
81 end

82 end

83 if psi(n,15) > 0

84 h(n,9) = h(n,9) + ct;

85 h(n,10) = h(n,10) + ct;

86 h(n,11) = h(n,11) + ct;

87 h(n,12) = h(n,12) + ct;

88 h(n,13) = h(n,13) + ct;

89 h(n,14) = h(n,14) + ct;

90 h(n,15) = h(n,15) + ct;

91 h(n,16) = h(n,16) + ct;

92 else

93 h(n,1) = h(n,1) + ct;

94 h(n,2) = h(n,2) + ct;

95 h(n,3) = h(n,3) + ct;

96 h(n,4) = h(n,4) + ct;

97 h(n,5) = h(n,5) + ct;

98 h(n,6) = h(n,6) + ct;

99 h(n,7) = h(n,7) + ct;

100 h(n,8) = h(n,8) + ct;

c3;

c2;

c2;
c2;

cl;
cl;
cl;

cl;
cl;
cl;
cl;
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101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113

115

end
end
h =nh';
factor = h."3;
%% Load Capacity
for i = 1l:data_size
LC(l,i) = Load_Capacityxfactor(l,i)
LC(2,1) = Load_Capacityxfactor(2,1i)
LC(3,1i) = Load_Capacityxfactor(3,1i)
LC(4,1) = Load_Capacityxfactor(4,1i);
LC(5,1i) = Load_Capacityxfactor(5,1i);
)
)
)
)i

’
’

’

LC(6,1) = Load_Capacityxfactor(6,i
LC(7,1i) = Load_Capacityxfactor(7,i
LC(8,1i) = Load_Capacityxfactor(8,i
LC(9,1i) = Load_Capacityxfactor(9, i

’
’

’

LC(10,i) = Load_Capacityxfactor(10,1i);
LC(11,i) = Load_Capacityxfactor(l1l,1i);
LC(12,i) = Load_Capacityxfactor(1l2,1i);

) )
) )i
) )
LC(13,1i) = Load_Capacityxfactor(13,1i);
) )i
) )i
) )i

LC(14,i) = Load_Capacityxfactor(1l4,1i);
LC(15,i) = Load_Capacityxfactor(15,1);
LC(l16,1) = Load_Capacityxfactor(l6,1);

%% Distance between joints

J3 = J(1)/2;
J2 = (J(2)+J(1))/2;
Jl = (J(3)+J(2))/2;

Jt = (J(4)+J(3))/2;

L2(1) = (L(2)+L(3))/4;

L2(2) = (L(2)+L(3))/4;

L2(3) = (L(6)+L(7))/4;

L2(4) = (L(6)+L(7))/4;

L2(5) = (L(6)+L(7))/4;

L2(6) = (L(6)+L(7))/4;

L2(7) = (L(2)+L(3))/4;

L2(8) = (L(2)+L(3))/4;

L1(1) = (L(2)+L(3)+L(4)+L(5)+L(6)+L(7)-L2(1)
L1(2) = (L(2)+L(3)+L(4)+L(5)+L(6)+L(7)-L2(1)
L1(3) = (L(2)+L(3)+L(4)+L(5)+L(6)+L(7)-L2(1)
L1(4) = (L(2)+L(3)+L(4)+L(5)+L(6)+L(7)-L2(1)

Lt (1) = (sum(L)-L(1)-L2(1)-L1(1))/2;

Lt (2) = (sum(L)-L(1)-L2(1)-L1(1))/2;

%% Forces and Moments slippers

Fxs(l,:) = —(LC(1,:)+LC(2,:)) .*sin(theta(:,1)");
Fxs(2,:) = —(LC(3,:)+LC(4,:)) .xsin(theta(:,2)");
Fxs(3,:) = —(LC(5,:)+LC(6,:)) .*sin(theta(:,3)"');
Fxs(4,:) = —(LC(7,:)+LC(8,:)) .xsin(theta(:,4)");
Fxs(5,:) = —(LC(9,:)+LC(1 :)).*sin(theta(:,5)"');
Fxs(6,:) = —(LC (11, )+LC(12,:)) *sin(theta(:,6)");
Fxs(7,:) = —(LC(13,:)+LC(14,:)) .*sin(theta(:,7)");
Fxs(8,:) = —(LC(15,:)+LC(16,:)) .*sin(theta(:,8)");
Fys(l,:) = (LC(1,:)+LC(2,:)) .*cos(theta(:,1)");
Fys(2,:) = (LC(3,:)+LC(4,:)) .*cos(theta(:,2)");
Fys(3,:) = (LC(5,:)+LC(6,:)) .*cos(theta(:,3)");
Fys(4,:) = (LC(7,:)+LC(8,:)) .*cos(theta(:,4)");
Fys(5,:) = (LC(9,:)+LC(10,:)) .*cos(theta(:,5)");
Fys(6,:) = (LC(11,:)+LC(12,:)) .*cos(theta(:,6)"');
Fys(7,:) = (LC(13,:)+LC(14,:)) .xcos(theta(:,7)")
Fys(8,:) = (LC(15,:)+LC(16,:)) .+cos(theta(:,8)");
Fns(l,:) = LC(1,:)+LC(2,:);

Fns(2,:) = LC(3,:)+LC(4,:);

Fns(3,:) = LC(5,:)+LC(6,:);

Fns(4,:) = LC(7,:)+LC(8,:);

Fns(5,:) = LC(9,:)+LC(10,:);

-L2(4))/4;
-L2(4))/4;
-L2(4))/4;
-L2(4))/4;
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Fns(6,:) = LC(11,:)+LC(12,:);

Fns(7,:) = LC(13,:)+LC(14,:);

Fns(8,:) = LC(15,:)+LC(1l6,:);

Ms (1,:) = (LC(2,:)*L(2)-LC(1,:)*L(1))/2;
Ms (2,:) = (LC(4,:)*L(4)-LC(3,:)*L(3))/2;
Ms(3,:) = (LC(6,:)*L(6)-LC(5,:)*L(5))/2;
Ms (4,:) = (LC(8,:)*L(8)-LC(7,:)*L(7))/2;
Ms (5,:) = (LC(10,:)*L(7)-LC(9,:)*L(8))/2;
Ms (6,:) = (LC(12,:)*L(5)-LC(11,:)*L(6))/2;
Ms (7,:) = (LC(14,:)*L(3)-LC(13,:)*L(4))/2;
Ms (8,:) = (LC(16,:)*L(1)-LC(15,:)*L(2))/2;
ks(l,:) = Ms(l,:)./psi(:,1)"';

ks(2,:) = Ms(2,:)./psi(:,2)";

ks(3,:) = Ms(3,:)./psi(:,3)";

ks(4,:) = Ms(4,:)./psi(:,4)";

ks(5,:) = Ms(5,:)./psi(:,5)";

ks (6, :) Ms (6,:)./psi(:,6)";

ks(7,:) = Ms(7,:)./psi(:,7)";

ks(8,:) = Ms(8,:)./psi(:,8)";

%% Force and Moment Joint Layer 3

Fx3 = Fxs;
Fy3 = Fys;
Fn3 = Fns;
M3 = Ms;

%% Force and Moment Joint Layer 2

Fx2(1,:) = Fx3(1,:)+Fx3(2,:);

Fx2(2,:) = Fx3(3,:)+Fx3(4,:);

Fx2(3,:) = Fx3(5,:)+Fx3(6,:);

Fx2(4,:) = Fx3(7,:)+Fx3(8,:);

Fy2(1l,:) = Fy3(1,:)+Fy3(2,:);

Fy2(2,:) = Fy3(3,:)+Fy3(4,:);

Fy2(3,:) = Fy3(5,:)+Fy3(6,:);

Fy2(4,:) = Fy3(7,:)+Fy3(8,:);

Fn2(1l,:) = -Fx2(1,:).xsin(theta(:,9)")+Fy2(1l,:).+cos(theta(:,9)");
Fn2(2,:) = -Fx2(2,:).xsin(theta(:,10)")+Fy2(2,:) .*xcos (theta(:,10)");
Fn2(3,:) = -Fx2(3,:).xsin(theta(:,11)")+Fy2(3,:) .*cos(theta(:,11)");
Fn2(4,:) = -Fx2(4,:).xsin(theta(:,12)")+Fy2(4,:) .xcos(theta(:,12)");
Fs2(1l,:) = Fx2(1,:).xcos(theta(:,9)")+Fy2(1l,:).*sin(theta(:,9)"');
Fs2(2,:) = Fx2(2,:).xcos(theta(:,10)")+Fy2(2,:) .+*sin(theta(:,10)");
Fs2(3,:) = Fx2(3,:).xcos(theta(:,11)")+Fy2(3,:) .*sin(theta(:,11)");
Fs2(4,:) = Fx2(4,:).xcos(theta(:,12)")+Fy2(4,:) .*sin(theta(:,12)");
M2(1,:) = (-Fx3(2,:).xsin(theta(:,9)")+Fy3(2,:).*cos(theta(:,9)"'))*L2(2) -

(-Fx3(1,:) .+sin(theta(:,9) ") +Fy3(1,:).xcos(theta(:,9)"))*L2(1l) +
(Fx3(2,:).xcos(theta(:,9)")+Fy3(2,:) .xsin(theta(:,9)"))*J2 +
(Fx3(1,:).*xcos(theta(:,9)")+Fy3(1l,:).xsin(theta(:,9)"))*xJ2 + M3(1,:);%
M2(2,:) = (-Fx3(4,:).+sin(theta(:,10)")+Fy3(4,:).*cos(theta(:,10)"))*L2(4)
(-Fx3(3,:) .+sin(theta(:,10) ")+Fy3(3,:) .*cos(theta(:,10)"'))*L2(3) +
(Fx3(4,:).xcos (theta(:,10) ")+Fy3(4,:).*sin(theta(:,10)"))*J2 +
(Fx3(3,:).*cos(theta(:,10) "')+Fy3(3,:) .xsin(theta(:,10)"))*J2;% + M3 (3,
M2 (3,:) = (-Fx3(6,:).+*sin(theta(:,11)")+Fy3(6,:) .*cos(theta(:,11)"))*L2(6)
(-Fx3(5,:) .+sin(theta(:,11) ")+Fy3(5,:) .*cos(theta(:,11)"'))*L2(5) +
(Fx3(6,:).*xcos (theta(:,11) ")+Fy3(6,:).xsin(theta(:,11)"))*J2 +
(Fx3(5,:) .xcos (theta(:,11) ") +Fy3(5,:) .*sin(theta(:,11) ")) *J2;% + M3 (5,
M2(4,:) = (-Fx3(8,:).xsin(theta(:,12)")+Fy3(8,:).xcos(theta(:,12)"))*L2(8)
(-Fx3(7,:) .+sin(theta(:,12) ")+Fy3(7,:) .*cos (theta(:,12) ")) *«L2(7) +
(Fx3(8,:).*cos (theta(:,12) ")+Fy3(8,:) .xsin(theta(:,12)"))*J2 +

(Fx3(7,:).*xcos (theta(:,12) ")+Fy3(7,:) .xsin(theta(:,12)"))*J2;% + M3 (7,
k2(1,:) = M2(1,:)./psi(:,9)";
k2(2,:) = M2(2,:)./psi(:,10)"
k2(3,:) = M2(3,:)./psi(:,11)";
k2(4,:) = M2(4,:)./psi(:,12)";

+ M3(2,:);

) + M3(4,:);

) + M3(6,:);

) + M3(8,:);
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231 %% Force and Moment Joint Layer 1

232 Fx1(1l,:) = Fx2(1l,:)+Fx2(2,:);

233 Fx1(2,:) = Fx2(3,:)+Fx2(4,:);

234

25 Fyl(l,:) = Fy2(1l,:)+Fy2(2,:);

26 Fyl(2,:) = Fy2(3,:)+Fy2(4,:);

237

238 Fnl(l,:) = -Fx1(1l,:).*sin(theta(:,13)")+Fyl(1l,:).xcos(theta(:,13)");

239 Fnl(2,:) = -Fx1(2,:).*sin(theta(:,14)"'")+Fyl1(2,:).*xcos(theta(:,14)");

240

21 Fsl(l,:) = Fx1(1l,:).*xcos(theta(:,13)"')+Fyl(1l,:).xsin(theta(:,13)");

22 Fsl(2,:) = Fx1(2,:).*xcos(theta(:,14)"')+Fyl(2,:).xsin(theta(:,14)");

243

24 M1(1l,:) = (-Fx2(2,:).+sin(theta(:,13)")+Fy2(2,:).*cos(theta(:,13)"'))*L1(2) -
(-Fx2(1,:) .*sin(theta(:,13)")+Fy2(1l,:).*cos(theta(:,13)"'))*L1(1) +
(Fx2 (2, :).*cos (theta(:,13) ")+Fy2(2,:) .xsin(theta(:,13)"))*Jl +
(Fx2(1,:).*xcos(theta(:,13)")+Fy2(1,:) .xsin(theta(:,13)"))*J1l;% + M2(1,:) + M2(2,:);

25 M1(2,:) = (-Fx2(4,:).*sin(theta(:,14)")+Fy2(4,:).*xcos(theta(:,14)"'))*L1(4)
(-Fx2(3,:) .+sin(theta(:,14) ")+Fy2(3,:) .*cos (theta(:,14)"'))*«L1(3) +
(Fx2 (4, :).xcos (theta(:,14) ')+Fy2(4,:) . .xsin(theta(:,14)"))*Jl +
(Fx2(3,:).*xcos (theta(:,14) ")+Fy2(3,:) .xsin(theta(:,14) ")) *JLl; % + M2(3,:) + M2(4,:);

246

27 k1(l,:) = ML(1l,:)./psi(:,13)";

us k1(2,:) = ML(2,:)./psi(:,14)";

249

250 %% Force and Moment Top Joint

251 Fxt(l,:) = Fx1(1l,:)+Fx1(2,:);

252

253 Fyt(l,:) = Fyl(l,:)+Fyl(2,:);

254

255 Fnt(l,:) = Fxt(l,:).*sin(theta(:,15)"')+Fyt(1l,:).+cos(theta(:,15)");

256

257 Fst(l,:) = Fxt(l,:).*cos(theta(:,15)"')+Fyt(1l,:).+sin(theta(:,15)");

258

259 Mt (l,:) = (-Fx1(2,:).+sin(theta(:,15)")+Fyl(2,:).*xcos(theta(:,15)"'))*Lt(2) -
(-Fx1(1,:).*sin(theta(:,15)")+Fyl(1l,:).*cos(theta(:,15)"'))*Lt (1) +
(Fx1(2,:).*xcos(theta(:,15)")+Fyl(2,:).xsin(theta(:,15)"))*«Jt +
(Fx1(1,:).*cos(theta(:,15)")+Fyl(1l,:).xsin(theta(:,15)"))»Jt;% + + MI(1,:) +
M1(2,:);

260

261 kt(l,:) = Mt(l,:)./psi(:,15)";

262

263 %% Results

264 min_kt = min (min (kt))

(
265 min_kl = min (min (k1))
266 min_k2 = min (min (k2))
267 min_k3 = min (min (ks))
268
269 max_Fn = [max (max (Fnt)) max (max (Fnl)) max (max (Fn2)) max (max (Fn3))]
270 max_Fs = [max(max(abs(Fst))) max (max (abs (Fsl))) max (max (abs(Fs2))) 0]

Where the function Layer3_angles_stif fnessis given as:

1 function F = Layer3_angles_stiffness (x_start,theta, L, J, A)
2 % Slipper Lengths (L) and Joint Heights (J)
s L1A = L(1)/2;

+ L1B = L(1)/2;

5 L2A = L(2)/2;

6 L2B = L(2)/2;

7 L3A = L(3)/2;

8 L3B = L(3)/2;

9 L4A = L(4)/2;

0w L4B = L(4)/2;

n L5A = L(5)/2;

12 L5B = L(5)/2;

13 L6A = L(6)/2;

1w L6B = L(6)/2;

15 L7A = L(7)/2;

6 L7B = L(7)/2;

17 L8A = L(8)/2;
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L8B

Jl =

J2
J3
J4

o

dil =

di2
di3

dl4 =

d21
dz22
ds3

L(8)/2;

J(1)/2;
J(2)/2;
J(3)/2;
J(4)/2;

% Linkage lengths (d)

L1B + L2A;
L3B + L4A;
L5B + L6A;
L7B + L8A;
L2B+L3A+ (d11+d12)/2;
L2B+L3A+ (d11+d12)/2;
(L4B+d12/2+d21/2) *2;

%% Geometry

b
w

1

x21

x_start;

= x31-1/2*d3*cos (theta (15) )+ (J3+J4) *sin (theta (15));
xX22 =

x11l =

x12
x13
x14

x1
X2
%3
x4
x5
X6
x7
%8

xpl
Xp2
xp3
xp4
Xp5
Xp6
xp7
xp8

y31

y21 =
y22 =

yll =

yl2
y1l3

yl4 =

y2
y3
v4

y6
y7
y8

ypl =

yp2
yp3
yp4
yp5
ypo6

x31+1/2xd3*cos (theta (15))+ (J3+J4) *sin (theta (15));

x21-1/2xd21*cos (theta (13))+ (J2+J3) *sin(theta (13));
x2141/2xd21*cos (theta (13))+ (J2+J3) *sin(theta (13));
x22-1/2xd22+cos (theta (14) )+ (J2+J3) *sin (theta (14));
x22+1/2*d22xcos (theta (14) )+ (J2+J3) xsin (theta (14));
x11-1/2xd1ll*cos (theta(9))+ (J2+J1) *sin(theta(9));
x1141/2xd1ll*cos (theta(9))+(J2+J1) *sin(theta(9));
x12-1/2xd12*cos (theta (10) )+ (J2+J1) *sin (theta (10));
x124+1/2xd12*cos (theta (10) )+ (J2+J1) *sin (theta (10));
x13-1/2xd13*cos (theta(11l))+ (J2+J1) *sin(theta (11));
x13+1/2*d13xcos (theta (11))+ (J2+J1) *sin(theta (11));
x14-1/2xdl4d*cos (theta(12))+(J2+J1) *sin (theta (12));
x14+1/2*dl4xcos (theta (12))+ (J2+J1) »sin(theta (12));

x1+J1l*sin (theta (1)) ;
x2+J1l*sin (theta(2));
x3+J1l*sin(theta(3));
x4+J1*sin (theta(4));
x5+J1*sin(theta(5));
x6+Jl*sin(theta(6));
x7+J1l*sin (theta (7)) ;
x8+Jl*sin(theta(8));

theta (16);

y31-1/2%d3*sin(theta(15))—-(J3+J4) xcos (theta (15));
y31+1/2%d3*sin(theta (15)) - (J3+J4) xcos (theta (15));

y21-1/2%d21xsin(theta(13))-(J2+J3) *cos (theta (13));
y21+1/2+«d21+sin(theta(13))-(J2+J3) xcos (theta (13));
y22-1/2+d22xsin (theta (14))-(J2+J3) xcos (theta (14));
y22+1/2%d22xsin (theta(14))-(J2+J3) xcos (theta (14));

- (J2+J1) xcos (theta (9));
f(J2+J1)*cos(theta(9)),
- (J2+J1) xcos (theta (10
—(J2+J1) xcos (theta (10
- (J2+J1) xcos (theta (11
- (J2+J1) xcos (theta (11

) (12

) (12

y11-1/2%dllxsin(theta (9
y11+1/2%dll+sin(theta (9
y12-1/2%d1l2«xsin (theta (1l
y12+1/2%«d12+sin (theta (1l
(1
(1
(1
(1

4
y13-1/2%d13xsin(theta
y13+1/2+d13xsin(theta
y14-1/2+dl4xsin (theta
y1l4+1/2+dl4dxsin (theta

4
- (J2+J1) xcos (theta
- (J2+J1) xcos (theta

’

))
))
0)
0)
1)
1)
2)
2)

)i
)) i
)) i
V)i
)) i
)i

’

yl-Jlxcos (theta(l));
y2-Jlxcos (theta(2));
y3-Jlxcos (theta(3));
y4-Jlxcos (theta(4));
y5-Jlxcos (theta(5));
y6-Jlxcos (theta(6));
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89 = y7-Jlxcos (theta(7));

= y8-Jlxcos (theta(8));

<
e}
—
I

90

s
o]

[e9)
|

91
Functions
= Axsin (2*pixxpl)-ypl;
= atan (Ax2*pixcos (2xpi*xpl))-theta(l);
= A*sin (2*xpi*xp2)-yp2;
= atan (Ax2*pixcos (2xpi*xp2))-theta(2);
= A*xsin(2+pixxp3)-yp3;
= atan (Ax2*pixcos (2xpi*xp3))-theta(3);
= A*sin (2xpi*xpd)-yp4;
= atan (Ax2*pixcos (2xpi*xpd))-theta(4);
= Axsin (2xpixxpb)-yp5;
) = atan (Ax2xpi*cos (2+xpixxp5))-theta(d);
) = Axsin (2xpixxp6)-yp6;
) = atan (Ax2xpi*cos (2+xpixxp6))—-theta(6);
) = Axsin (2xpixxp7)-yp7;
)
)
)

2 %
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100
101
102
103
104
105
= atan (Ax2*pixcos (2xpi*xp7))-theta(7);
= Axsin (2xpixxp8)-yp8;

= atan (Ax2*pixcos (2xpi*xp8))-theta(8);

106
107

Lo B B B s B e O e B B B B B ML
S g
C LR 0o rmo e

U WN R O— — — = = — = — —

108
109 end

A.7. Top Joint Peak to Peak Ratio

The ratio between the top joint vertical peak to peak value and the counter surface peak to peak value is
obtained by finding the minimum and maximum values of the top joint y position and the amplitude of
the track. Following, the script is displayed to obtain these values where the functions Layerl_angles,
Layer2_angles and Layer3_angles are given in appendix A.4.

clear all
close all
clc

[

W

5 options=optimset ('MaxFunEvals',10000, 'MaxIter', 10000);
6 %% Variables

7 data_size = 100;

8 wavelength_factor = 3/4; %bearing length as function of wavelength

9 Wavelength = 1;

10 A = 0.lxWavelength;

11 max_bearing_length = 1; %maximum bearing length as a percentage of the wavelength
12 data_size_bearing_length = 100;

14 %% Starting matrices

15 max_range_yl = zeros(data_size_bearing_length,1);
16 max_range_y2 = zeros(data_size_bearing_length,1);
17 max_range_y3 = zeros(data_size_bearing_length,1);
18 bearing_length = zeros (data_size_bearing_length,1);

20 %% 1 Layer
21 for j = l:data_size_bearing_length

22 wavelength_factor = max_bearing_length«*j/(data_size_bearing_length);
23 thetalO = [0,0,0,0];

24 L10 = [1,1]xwavelength_factor+«Wavelength/ (4);

25 JO01 = (L10(1)+L10(2))=*1/5;

26 J10 = [J01, 2%J01];

27

28 % Solver

29 for i = l:data_size

30 x (i) = i/data_size;

31 fun = @(thetall)Layerl_angles(x (i), thetalO, L10, J10, A);
32 psil (i, :) = fsolve(fun,thetall,options);

33 end

34

35 max_range_yl(j) = max(psil(:,4))-min(psil(:,4));

36 bearing_length (j) = wavelength_factor;

37 end
38
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%% 2 Layers
for j = l:data_size_bearing_length
wavelength_factor = max_bearing_length*7j/ (data_size_bearing_length);

theta20 = [0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0];
L20 = [1,1,1,1]+wavelength_factor/(8);
J02 = (L20(3)+L20(4))*1/5;

Jz20

[J02, 2xJ02, 4%xJ02];

o

% Solver

for i = l:data_size
x (1) = i/data_size;
fun = @ (theta20)Layer2_angles(x (i), theta20, L20, J20, A);
psi2 (i, :) = fsolve(fun,theta20,options);

end

max_range_y2(j) = max(psi2(:,8))-min(psi2(:,8));

end

%% 3 Layers

for j = l:data_size_bearing_length
wavelength_factor = max_bearing_length*]j/ (data_size_bearing_length);
theta30 = [0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,01;
L30 = [1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1]+wavelength_factor/ (16);
J03 = (L30(7)+L30(8))*1/5;
J30 = [J03, 2xJ03, 4%J03, 8xJ03];
% Solver
for 1 = l:data_size
x (1) = i/data_size;
fun = @ (theta30)Layer3_angles(x (i), theta30, L30, J30, A);
psi3 (i, :) = fsolve (fun,theta30);
end
max_range_y3(j) = max(psi3(:,16))-min(psi3(:,16));
end

[

%% Amplitude Ratio

ratio_1_layer = max_range_yl/ (2*A);
ratio_2_layer = max_range_y2/ (2%A);
ratio_3_layer = max_range_y3/ (2*A);

%% Plots

figure (1)

hold on

grid on

topl = plot (bearing_lengthx100,ratio_1_layer, 'b—-"');
top2 = plot (bearing_length*100,ratio_2_layer, 'r—-.");
top3 = plot (bearing_lengthx100,ratio_3_layer, 'k-");

legend([topl top2 top3], 'Single Layer', 'Double Layer', 'Tripple Layer', 'Location',
'northeast')

title(['Vertical Translation Ratio of Top Joint'])

xlabel ('Bearing lenght as % of the wavelength')

ylabel ('Peak to peak ratio')

axis([0,100,0,17)







Bearing Pad Geometry

The geometry of the slipper has an effect on the load capacity of the bearing, and the ability to deform into
a concave convex or saddle point orientation. For hydrostatic bearings, the optimum shape for the highest
load capacity is a circle due to its large surface to perimeter value. However, when connecting the slippers,
a circular shape would provide problems. Therefore, a shape that could easily be connected to each other
while still having a large surface to perimeter value is needed. Furthermore, a shape that can be repeated to
fill a surface would ease the design process. Therefore, a look into tiling is made. Tiling is a method to fill a
flat surface with repeating smaller shapes. Some of the basic tiling shapes are a triangle, square or hexagonal
shown in figure B.1.

Figure B.1: Common tiling shapes.

A search in literature is made to determine if these shapes could fill a spherical surface instead of a flat surface.
One of the results is the design of a large reflector with flat facets [31]. This design was made to provide a
spherical reflector for a satellite that consisted out of flat facets. It shows that each of the 3 basic geometries
could form a spherical shape with a certain RMS error with respect to the real sphere. This means that each of
the shapes geometries could be chosen to follow the provided surface. Now that it is shown that each shape
could be used to fill a sphere, a look into the highest area vs perimeter value is made. Table B.1 shows for
each shape the area, perimeter and area to perimeter value. Since a comparison is done, each shape is made
to have the same area of 1 m?. It can be seen that a hexagon has the highest area to perimeter value and is
therefore the best option to choose as slipper geometry.

Triangle | Square | Hexagon | Circle
Area [m?] 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Perimeter [m] 4.56 4.00 3.72 3.55
Area/Perimeter [m] 0.22 0.25 0.27 0.28

Table B.1: Area to perimeter value of a triangle, square, hexagon and circle

To design the elasto-hydrostatic bearing, a total of 9 hexagonal pads is needed to obtain each Gaussian cur-
vature. When combining 3 hexagonal pads, a concave and configuration can be obtained which provides a
positive Gaussian curvature. When connecting a convex and concave configuration to each other, a negative
Gaussian curvature is formed. Finally due to the attachment of 9 hexagonal pads to each other, a Gaussian
curvature of 0 can be obtained. This means that all Gaussian curvatures are covered when connecting 9
hexagonal pads.
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Rapid Demonstrator

A rapid demonstrator is made to give an insight if a 3D hydrostatic bearing consisting of 9 hexagonal pads
can indeed deform in the used configuration, as shown in figure C.1. The demonstrator is completely 3D
printed using ball bearings as joints. The stiff hexagonal pads are enclosed by a silicon layer connecting all
the pads together creating one large pad. The top of a spherical structure is printed on which the bearing
is pressed to show the deforming behavior of the bearing. Figure C.2 gives an example of the demonstrator
pressed on the spherical surface showing small deformations of the bearing. This shows that the system
can deform into a concave configuration. Figure C.3 shows the bearing pressed on the side of the spherical
surface creating a saddle point. It is shown that the bearing follows the counter surface meaning that the
system can indeed deform over saddle points. To check if the bearing can deform in a convex configuration,
the bearing is pushed into a bowl, as shown in figure C.4. It is shown that the bearing deforms towards the
convex configuration validating that the system can form into convex configurations.

Figure C.1: Rapid demonstrator consisting of 9 hexagonal pads enclosed by a silicon layer and connected by linkages using ball joints.
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(a) Rapid demonstrator with no load applied on a con- (b) Rapid demonstrator with load applied on a concave
cave surface. surface.

Figure C.2: Rapid demonstrator on a concave surface.

(2 Rapid demonstrator with no load applied on a sad- (b) Rapid demonstrator with load applied on a saddle
dle point surface. point surface.

Figure C.3: Rapid demonstrator on a saddle point surface.

(a) Rapid demonstrator with no load applied on a con- (b) Rapid demonstrator with load applied on a convex
vex surface. surface.

Figure C.4: Rapid demonstrator on a convex surface.
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