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Abstract

Accurate and efficient simulation of fluid-structure interaction (FSI) problems remains a
central challenge in computational physics. High-order discontinuous Galerkin (DG) meth-
ods offer low numerical errors and excellent scalability on modern architectures, making
them attractive for high-fidelity FSI simulations. This study presents a high-order im-
mersed boundary method (IBM) for FSI problems which combines a volume-penalization
approach with a high-order nodal DG solver. To improve near wall accuracy, an anisotropic
p-adaptation strategy based on reinforcement learning is used to dynamically adjust the
polynomial orders in the mesh elements located near the moving immersed boundaries. By
doing so, we show enhanced accuracy with a limited increase in computational cost. Accurate
evaluation of surface forces is achieved using symmetric high-order Gaussian quadrature on
immersed boundaries. The proposed method is coupled with both rigid-body and elastic-
structure solvers within a partitioned framework. Numerical validations using a pitching
airfoil, stall flutter of an airfoil, and flow-induced vibration of an elastic beam behind a
cylinder demonstrate high-order accuracy and robustness. These results indicate that the
present approach provides an effective and scalable strategy for complex moving-boundary
FSI simulations.

Keywords: Fluid strutre interaction, Immersed boundary method, High-order discontinuous
Galerkin, pitching airfoil, stall flutter of an airfoil, flow-induced vibration of an elastic beam
behind a cylinder.
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1 Introduction

Fluid-structure interaction (FSI) is a fundamental multiphysics phenomenon that occurs
in a wide range of natural, engineering, and biological systems . Typical examples include
aeroelastic deformation of aircraft wings [2], vibration of wind turbine blades [3], bridge buffeting
[4], swimming and flying , and physiological flows in the arteries or around prosthetic valves
HEI]. In all of these cases, the interaction between the fluid and the structure plays a decisive role
in the performance, stability, and safety of the system. For example, aeroelastic instabilities,
such as flutter, can compromise structural integrity and lead to catastrophic failure . As such,
the ability to accurately predict FSI is critical to reducing design risks, improving reliability,
and minimizing certification costs EI]

Numerical simulation has become an essential tool in FSI research, complementing theo-
retical analysis and experimental testing . It enables the exploration of complex nonlinear
coupled systems that are otherwise inaccessible to analytical or experimental approaches .
With the continuous development of high-performance computing and advanced numerical al-
gorithms, high-fidelity simulations now allow detailed and repeatable investigations of unsteady
FSI phenomena , playing a central role in both fundamental research and practical engi-
neering design.

One of the central challenges in FSI simulations lies in the accurate evaluation of the fluid
forces acting on deformable structures . This difficulty becomes especially severe in cases
involving large structural displacements or separated flows, where unsteady vortices, shocks,
and transition effects dominate . Traditional low-order CFD schemes, while robust, often
suffer from excessive numerical dissipation and dispersion errors, limiting their ability to resolve
fine-scale features without prohibitive mesh refinement . High-order numerical methods have
thus emerged as a promising alternative. In particular, the high-order Discontinuous Galerkin
(DG) method combines the geometric flexibility of finite elements with the locally conservative
formulation of finite volumes. DG methods achieve higher accuracy and lower errors (dissipation
and dispersion) for the same number of degrees of freedom as low-order methods. Additionally,
to increase local accuracy, DG allows for h-adaptivity (i.e., increasing the number of elements in
a particular region) or p-adaptivity (i.e., increasing the polynomial order in specific elements).
These techniques are useful for enhancing precision in particular flow regions (e.g., near walls
or in wakes); see, for example [17H20]. These characteristics make DG a powerful tool for scale-
resolving FSI simulations, providing the accuracy and efficiency required to capture unsteady
flow-structure interactions.

Another major challenge in FSI arises from the treatment of moving and deforming bound-
aries. In the context of high-order solvers, several strategies have been proposed to address
moving boundaries. The FLEXI solver and the 3DG solver adopt the Arbitrary
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Lagrangian-Eulerian (ALE) approach, which tracks the FSI with body-fitting moving meshes.
Although the ALE approach ensures precise boundary enforcement, it suffers from mesh dis-
tortion and possible element inversion under large structural deformations. Within the ALE
framework, high-order sliding meshes [22-24] can be used for some FSI problems (rigid body
rotating motion). This technique avoids mesh distortion but requires careful treatment (e.g.,
over-integration) at sliding interfaces to maintain high-order accuracy, which results in costly
iterations. Recently, a high-order Moving Reference Frame (MRF) technique has been im-
plemented in Nektar++ [25]. This approach avoids explicit remeshing and is well-suited for
problems involving large structural displacements. Nevertheless, the use of non-inertial frames
introduces additional mathematical complexity, especially in the presence of multiple interacting
bodies or nontrivial structural kinematics.

To overcome these challenges, the immersed boundary method (IBM), which is designed
inherently for moving geometries, has been adapted into high-order frameworks. IBM decouples
the mesh from the geometry by imposing boundary conditions through penalization or forcing
terms in the Navier-Stokes equations while solving the equations in a fixed (often Cartesian)
background grid. Kou et al. [26] implemented IBM volume-penalization within a high-order flux
reconstruction framework and explained that local adaptation near the IBM was advantageous
to recover high accuracy. Based on this work, Ferrer et al. |[16] integrated IBM into the Horses3D
DG solver, extending IBM capabilities to high-order DG formulations. Subsequently, Colombo
et al. [27] introduced a surrogate boundary technique within the DG-IBM framework to alleviate
instabilities associated with badly cut elements, demonstrating high-order convergence. All of
these efforts were limited to fixed geometries. The extension of DG-IBM frameworks to handle
moving geometries (via immersed boundaries) remains an open challenge that we address in
this work.

Moving boundaries in FSI often induce sharp gradients and localized flow structures, requir-
ing adaptive strategies to maintain accuracy while controlling computational cost. Conventional
adaptive mesh refinement [28] and hp-adaptation approaches [29] rely on heuristic indicators or
manually tuned error estimators, which can be computationally expensive and suboptimal in
capturing dynamically evolving regions. Recent advances in Reinforcement Learning (RL) offer
a promising avenue for automated adaptation. Huergo et al. [20] demonstrated the potential of
RL to automate anisotropic p-adaptation and error estimation in high-order solvers, achieving
accurate solutions with reduced computational cost. However, its application to moving bound-
ary problems remains unexplored. The present work bridges this gap by integrating RL-driven
p-adaptation into a DG-IBM framework, enhancing local resolution near moving FSI interfaces
without reducing overall efficiency.

A further challenge in FSI simulation lies in the coupling of the fluid and structural solvers.
Monolithic coupling [3031] solves the entire system simultaneously, providing superior stability,
but at the cost of complexity and scalability. Partitioned coupling, in contrast, treats each
domain separately and exchanges data at the interface in a staggered manner [21,32], allowing
the reuse of existing solvers and flexible multi-physics integration. In this work, a partitioned
coupled strategy is employed to integrate the high-order DG-IBM fluid solver with multiple
structural solvers, including both rigid-body and elastic models. This modular design provides
a flexible platform for investigating various FSI problems, while maintaining computational
efficiency and scalability.

Despite IBM having been widely studied, its application within high-order solvers, especially
for moving boundary FSI problems, remains limited. This work develops a high-order DG-IBM
framework enhanced by an RL-based anisotropic p-adaptation strategy, enabling accurate and
efficient simulations of FSI problems. To the authors’ knowledge, this is the first demonstration
of a high-order DG-IBM approach with p-adaptation successfully applied to moving-boundary
FSI problems.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section [2| presents the methodology,
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including the high-order DG-IBM framework and the p-adaptation strategy. Section |3| intro-
duces the FSI coupling framework and the implementation of rigid-body and elastic structural
solvers. Section M| provides validation and performance analysis of the proposed approach. Fi-
nally, conclusions are drawn in Section

2 Numerical Methodology

The present work uses the open-source high-order solver HORSES3D [16], which is based
on a nodal Discontinuous Galerkin Spectral Element Method (DGSEM). The DG formulation
provides high accuracy, low numerical errors (dissipation and dispersion) [33], and excellent
scalability in modern parallel architectures, including CPUs and GPUs. This DG framework
allows one to set a polynomial order p to obtain p+1 other accuracy in the solution. Additionally,
anisotropic local p-refinement can be performed in 3D meshes to improve the solution.

In what follows, we introduce the methodology necessary to perform FSI problems using DG,
including the governing equations, the high-order DG discretization, the immersed boundary
method with volume-penalization, the p-adaptation strategy for moving boundaries, and the
evaluation of fluid forces at the immersed interface.

2.1 Governing equations for the fluid domain

The three-dimensional compressible non-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations can be com-

ou
a‘FV'?ezv-?v—FS, (1)
where u is the state vector of conservative variables u = [p, pu, pv, pw, pe]T. Here, s denotes a
volumetric source term that will later be used to impose immersed boundary conditions through
volume penalization.

The inviscid fluxes are expressed as

pactly written as

pu pu pw
pu2 +p puv puw
Fo=| pw  p24p  pow |, (2)

puw pUW pw2 +p
puH pvH pwH

where p, e, H = E + p/p, and p are the density, total energy, total enthalpy, and pressure,
respectively. And v = [u, v, w]” is the velocity. The viscous fluxes are defined as

0 0 0
Tex Ty Txz
?fu = Tyx Tyy Tyz ) (3)
Tzx Tzy Tzz
[ ogmy + 8T o vimey + KTy 35 vy + KT

where x is the thermal conductivity, T%,T),,T, are the temperature gradients, and the stress

tensor is given by
ov;  Ovj 2 vy,
— Y 4
T’L] H (81‘] + axz) 31U’ ) 8:I:k;, ( )

where p1 is the dynamic viscosity and ¢;; is the Kronecker delta.
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2.2  Volume penalization immersed boundary method

The presence of an immersed geometry is modeled by a volumetric penalization term added
to the Navier-Stokes equations. An STL (Standard Tessellation Language) surface, tessellated
with triangles, represents the solid geometry and is used as the mask function ¢(x,t) to distin-
guish the solid region €, from the fluid region Qf (with =, U Qy):

1, x €y,
((z,t) = (5)
0, e Qf.

It is important to note that in DG, penalized points correspond to high-order Legendre-Gauss
points that define the polynomial within each mesh element, leading to a high-order representa-
tion of the immersed boundary. The mask is used to localize the penalizing source s in Eq.,
which takes the form as

_ . -
p(us — u)
s = g p(vs —v) : (6)
p(ws — w)
5 (uf +vf +wp) = 5 (v +0* +w?)

where (us, vs,ws) T is the target solid velocity at the solution point and 7 > 0 is the penalization
parameter. The penalization term enforces the desired velocity inside the immersed region by
strongly damping the momentum difference between fluid and solid. In practice n must be
chosen small enough to approximate the solid porosity while avoiding excessive stiffness; a
common practical choice in explicit time-stepping schemes is n = At (the time step) to balance
enforcement and stability.

The volume penalization approach does not require cell cutting or body-fitted meshes and
therefore is readily applied to curvilinear and unstructured element distributions; this geo-
metric decoupling makes the method compatible with the element-local operations of the DG
discretization and with high-order polynomial bases. The penalization is implemented pointwise
at solution nodes, so it preserves the locality and parallel efficiency of the DGSEM. For more
details on the implementation, see [26}27].

In order to handle the moving boundaries, the mask is reinitialized at each time step from
the updated surface geometry. The solid velocity at immersed points is obtained from the
structural solver output, which will be discussed in Section [3.1} It gives a unified treatment of
both rigid and flexible motion within the same DG-IBM framework.

Finally, as moving interfaces can traverse regions with coarse background mesh resolution,
we combine the volume penalization with the RL-driven anisotropic p-adaptation to locally
increase polynomial degree near the immersed boundary and also in vortical regions. The
p-adaptation therefore complements the penalization by improving local resolution where the
mask transitions occur.

2.3 High-order discontinuous Galerkin discretization

The physical domain is partitioned into non-overlapping curvilinear hexahedral elements e,
each mapped to a reference element ¢; by a polynomial transfinite mapping. Let J denote the
Jacobian of this mapping and V¢ the differential operator in reference space. Applying the
mapping to Eq. induces the transformed form

Ju+ Ve Fo=Ve Fo+Js, (7)
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where s is the volumetric source term introduced in Section 2.1.
The weak local form is obtained by multiplying the transformed equations by a test function
¢; (taken equal to the local basis) and integrating over a reference element e;:

/eJutqbidV—i—/ae (bi(?e—?v)-ﬁdS—/eng)i-((?e—?v)dV:/eJsgbidV, 8)

where 7 is the outward unit normal on de;. To couple neighboring elements, discontinuous
fluxes on element faces are replaced by numerical fluxes. The inviscid numerical flux F'} is
computed with an upwind Riemann solver, and in this work we use the Lax-Friedrichs flux.
Viscous numerical fluxes F' are expressed in terms of both state and gradient traces, and in
this work, viscous discretization is performed using the Bassi-Rebay 1 scheme.

Summing the local contributions over all elements and replacing face fluxes by ?Z and ?;

induces the global semi-discrete weak form

Z/[Jutgbi—Vg(bi'(?e—(?y)—JS(bi] dV+Z/ o (Fr—F*y . ads=0. (9

86[ 86[

The final step, constructing a usable numerical scheme, is to approximate the solution and
fluxes with polynomials of order p, and to evaluate the volume and surface integrals using Gaus-
sian quadrature. In HORSES3D, both Gauss-Legendre and Gauss-Lobatto quadrature points
are supported, although only Gauss-Legendre points are used in this work. Non-conforming
elements are coupled through the mortar method [16,34).

2.4 p-adaptation for moving immersed boundary

Local p-refinement provides an efficient mechanism to improve accuracy near complex bound-
ary layers without modifying the underlying mesh. Due to the flexibility of the high-order DG
framework, the degree of polynomial p within each element can be varied locally, leading to sub-
stantial computational savings compared to uniform high-order discretizations. Furthermore,
the polynomial adaptation is anisotropic, allowing us to set three different polynomial orders
inside each element, one for each axis x, y, and z. This feature is particularly beneficial in the
vicinity of moving immersed boundaries.

In this work, we employ an automated anisotropic p-adaptation strategy based on an RL
framework [20]. In this approach, the adaptation process is formulated as a Markov decision
process, in which an RL agent dynamically adjusts the local polynomial degree according to
the estimated solution accuracy, local flow features, and moving boundary. The agent state
represents the flow field, defined as a set of variables evaluated at every Gauss node inside an
element of the computational mesh (in the reference space). We typically use the normalized
momentum (pu, pv, pw), which has proven to provide good results for a variety of problems.
The action space consists of three discrete operations for each spatial direction: increase (+1),
maintain (0), or decrease (—1) the current polynomial degree. The reward function balances
accuracy and computational efficiency through a tradeoff between the predicted local error and
the associated cost:

<\ RMSE?
- () ] 2]
COST ERROR

where a = 0.9 and o = 0.05 are empirically tuned parameters. The optimal policy is obtained
through a value-iteration algorithm and deployed in the solver as an offline-trained agent. Dur-
ing simulations, the adaptation is periodically triggered (every 102~ 10 time steps), allowing
each element to adjust its polynomial degree p € [1, 6] for each coordinate axis, with a maximum
change of one order per update to ensure numerical stability.
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The novelty of the present work lies in extending this RL-based anisotropic p-adaptation
strategy to problems that involve moving immersed boundaries. When the immersed geometry
moves or deforms, the spatial distribution of the mask function ((x,t) and the associated flow
gradients evolve rapidly, leading to significant variations in local resolution requirements. To
maintain accuracy and efficiency, the RL agent dynamically reallocates the polynomial order
near the time-dependent interface by responding to changes in the local flow field and penal-
ization source term s. This enables accurate capture of unsteady boundary-layer development
and wake dynamics without remeshing or ad-hoc refinement criteria.

The combined DG-IBM-RL framework therefore achieves a self-adaptive resolution capa-
bility: the immersed boundary is represented implicitly through the penalization term, while
the surrounding numerical resolution is automatically tuned by the RL-driven anisotropic p-
adaptation. This hybridization ensures both robustness for moving boundaries and computa-
tional efficiency in large-scale unsteady flow simulations.

2.5 Fluid force evaluation on immersed boundary

An accurate evaluation of the forces of the fluid at the immersed boundary is essential for
reliable FSI simulations. In the present work, the solid surface, i.e., immersed boundary, is
discretized into triangular elements derived from the STL geometry. The surface normals and
element areas are computed directly from this discretization. The velocity and pressure fields
at the element integration points are reconstructed using an inverse distance weighting (IDW)
method from the surrounding fluid solution points. Specifically, the interpolated value at each
integration point on the solid surface element is given by

it wi/d;

S 1/d;
where u; is the conservative variable at the i-th neighboring fluid point and d; is its distance to
the interpolation point. Nyp is the number of interpolation points, and the effect of this value is
tested and will be discussed in Appendix [A] where it is shown that the number of interpolation

points has little effect on the forces for Nip € [5,25]. The force contributions in each STL
triangle are computed as

(11)

uip =

Ngp
Fui = Zwk(—pknk-l-Tk'nk)Ak, (12)
k=1
where pi and 7 are the interpolated pressure and stress tensor at the k-th quadrature point,
nyg is the surface normal, wy is the quadrature weight, Ay is the associated elemental area, and
Ngp is the number of quadrature points.
This combination of symmetric Gaussian quadrature and IDW-based reconstruction ensures
that the calculated fluid forces are accurate and consistent with high-order spatial discretization,
which provides the foundation for the implementation of high-order FSI.

3 Fluid-Structure Interaction Framework

3.1 Numerical method for the motion of rigid and elastic bodies
(a) Rigid-body dynamics

A rigid-body solver is first considered for this FSI framework, and the test results are shown
in Section The FSI behavior of flow over a torsional elastically supported airfoil (also known
as stall flutter [7,35]) is studied. The structural system of the airfoil is governed by the following
equation

IeaG + Deplv + Kea(ar — ae) = Mea(t), (13)
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where « is the angle of attack, I., is the moment of inertia about the elastic axis, De, is
the damping coefficient, K, is the torsional stiffness, and Me,(t) is the fluid-induced moment
evaluated from the immersed boundary. The equilibrium pitch angle is denoted by c.

The structural governing equation is solved analytically at each time step. Taking the angle
of attack " and the pitch velocity &" as an initial condition, the analytical solution of atl
and o™*t1 at the time step n + 1 can be calculated as follows:

+1 AAL Mg
= At) + cosin(pult)] + —2— + a,
o e [e1 cos(uAt) + co sin(pAt)] X Qe (14)
AT = (e N + o) cos(pAt) + (—eip + ca)) sin(uAt)]
with D
A= -2 15
oL (15)
VAKea I — D2,
= 16
p oL, (16)
MnJrl
—a_ ea 17
C1 « Kea Qe, ( )
N\
., 8" a8)
W

where At is the size of the timestep. The IBM-required displacement of the immersed boundary
elements and the velocity of the immersed solid points are directly obtained from «,,+1 and ¢y, 41.

(b) Elastic-body dynamics

An elastic-body solver is then considered in this FSI framework, and the results are shown
in Section To account for elastic bodies dynamics, a numerical approximation by means
of a Finite Element Model is made, discretizing the structure in a finite number of physical
coordinates [36,37]. The equation of motion describing this approximated system is given by

Mv + Cw + Kw = F(t), (19)

where w denotes the nodal displacement vector, and M, C, and K are the body mass, damping,
and stiffness matrices, respectively. The external force vector F () represents the fluid-induced
loads evaluated from the immersed boundary.

To generalize the formulation, we adopt a modal decomposition in which the displacement
field is expanded using a modal basis

N
w(t) =Y qi(t)®; = ®q(t), (20)
=1

where ®; is the i-th mode shape and ¢;(t) the corresponding generalized coordinate and Ny,
denotes the number of modes. Substitution into Eq. and premultiply with @7 results in
the decoupled modal equations

4+ 2EQq + Q%q = f(1), (21)

where Q = diaglwi,wy,...], E = diag[é1,&,...], £f(t) = ®TF(t), and the modal properties
follow from the modal orthogonality relations

"M =1, d7CP =220, TKP = Q2. (22)
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For time integration, the second-order system is rewritten as a first-order state-space
system by defining the structural state vector Q = [q, q]T. The structural equations in state-
space form can be expressed as

Q=| o _mq|Q+ 7|10 (23)

A fourth-order Runge-Kutta method is used to integrate the system. The physical displacement
and velocity can be easily reconstructed as

w==&q, Ww=&q, (24)

which can be easily incorporated into the solver to obtain the displacement of the tessellated
immersed boundary and the velocity of the immersed solid points required by the IBM.

3.2 Coupling strategy

The interaction between the fluid and the structure is achieved through a partitioned cou-
pling strategy that allows flexible integration of different structural solvers within a unified
computational framework. Information exchange between the fluid and structural subsystems
occurs through two coupling interfaces.

The fluid-to-structure load transfer computes the fluid forces acting on the immersed body
surface, including both pressure and viscous contributions. These loads are evaluated at the
immersed boundary using the Gaussian quadrature method described in Section and sub-
sequently transferred to the structural solvers as external fluid loads. The structure-to-fluid
information transfer provides the motion data from the structural solver to the flow solver. In
the present DG-IBM framework, the immersed boundary displacement is used to update the
surface representation (STL triangular elements), while the velocity of all immersed solid points
(mask = 1) is employed to impose the penalization source term in the Navier—Stokes equations.
These quantities are obtained from the rigid-body and elastic solvers described in Section

A partitioned weak-coupling scheme is adopted for temporal integration. At each time
step, the structural motion is updated first on the basis of the fluid loads from the previous
fluid solution. The updated displacements and velocities are then passed to the fluid solver
to advance the flow field to the current time level. This explicit coupling sequence continues
until the end of the simulation. Although the present implementation employs weak coupling,
the framework can be readily extended to a strong coupling formulation if enhanced coupling
accuracy or stabilization is required.

4 Test Cases

The proposed high-order DG-IBM framework for FSI problems is validated through a series
of benchmark problems covering prescribed, rigid-body, and elastic motions. The first case, flow
past a pitching airfoil, is designed to assess the accuracy of immersed-boundary force evaluation
and the efficiency of the p-adaptation strategy under moving boundaries. The second case, stall
flutter of an airfoil, examines the predictive capability of the partitioned coupling strategy for
rigid-body FSI. The third case, flow-induced vibration of an elastic beam behind a cylinder,
shows the robustness and accuracy of the solver in handling flexible structure deformations.

4.1 Flow past a pitching airfoil

To examine the accuracy and robustness of the proposed DG-IBM framework for moving-
boundary problems, a NACAO0012 airfoil undergoing large-amplitude sinusoidal pitching motion
is considered. This case simultaneously evaluates the immersed boundary force integration, the
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moving-boundary treatment under strong geometric deformation, and the performance of the
RL-driven p-adaptation strategy for moving-immersed boundary. The prescribed motion is

at) = ap + A sin(27 fatime™), (25)

with ag = 15.8°, A, = 24.4°, and nondimensional frequency f, = 0.156, time* is nondimen-
sional time. The airfoil rotates about its mid-chord axis. The flow conditions are Re = 1000,
Ma = 0.25 and chord ¢ = 1. The CFL number is 0.3.

The computational domain is [—5¢, 15¢] x [—10¢, 10c]. Seven Cartesian meshes with mini-
mum element sizes h = AZpyin = Aymin € {0.015, 0.02, 0.03, 0.04, 0.05, 0.06, 0.08} are used for
the convergence study. A uniform mesh with spacing h is employed in the near-body region
[—0.6¢, 0.6¢] x [—0.6¢, 0.6¢]. Outside this region, mesh stretching with a constant expansion
ratio of 1.1 is applied toward the far field to provide a smooth transition from the fine grid to
the outer domain. For clarity in the convergence plots, the background mesh is considered as
Cartesian (see Fig. ; nevertheless, the proposed DG-IBM implementation in HORSES3D is
mesh-agnostic and readily applicable to unstructured hexahedral volume discretizations.

(a) «

(b)

= Horses3D = Horses3D
O Xia et al. (2024) O Xia et al. (2024)
20

= Horses3D
O Xia et al. (2024)

0.5

DE 0.0 &

0.5

L
time

Figure 1: Time histories of (a) Cr, (b) Cp, and (c¢) Cjs for the pitching airfoil compared with
the reference data of Xia et al. [7].

For 2D simulations, HORSES3D treats the domain as a 3D problem but uses only one
element in the spanwise direction (z); this element can be assigned a low polynomial order since
no physical variation is expected there. Consequently, we keep p, = 1 for all simulations; p = 3
is used for fixed-p computations, which therefore corresponds to p, = p, = 3, p. = 1. The
p-adaptation procedure adapts only p, and p, while maintaining p, = 1.

Fig. |1 compares time histories of lift, drag and moment coefficients (Cr,, Cp, Cys) against
the reference data of Xia et al. [7], and good agreement is observed across the pitching cycles.
Fig. [2lshows instantaneous flow fields, where panel (a) displays the moving immersed boundary
and panel (b) gives the vorticity field for the p = 3 run, illustrating complex vortex shedding
induced by the large-amplitude motion.
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(a) Moving immersed boundary (b) Vorticity

1.0e+01 5 100401

5 100401

5 100401

-10 -5
Vorticity Z _

Figure 2: Snapshots of the flow around a pitching airfoil with p = 3: (a) IBM mesh and moving

immersed boundary; (b) vorticity field showing unsteady vortex evolution.
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Figure 3: Convergence and accuracy comparison for the pitching airfoil cases: (a) Relative
error E of Cr, Cp, and C)y versus 1/h with uniform p = 3; (b-d) force coefficient errors for the
p-adaptation case compared with the uniform p = 3 results.
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(a) P adaptation with moving boundary (b) Vorticity
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Figure 4: Snapshots of the flow around a pitching airfoil with p-adaptation: (a) distribution of
the average polynomial order in each element; (b) vorticity contours.
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A convergence study is conducted by measuring the relative errors E of Cp, Cp and Cyy
over several (typically 2-3 cycles) selected pitching cycles 7. Given a coefficient time history
C(t) and a reference signal Cyet(t), the relative error is defined as

(f,100) - Curt)?ar) "
B(C) = T (26)
([ Cret(t)?dt)

This metric captures the discrepancy in the full temporal evolution of the coefficient and is
appropriate for unsteady periodic fluid dynamics. The reference solution corresponds to the
finest grid with h = 0.015 and p = 3. It reveals that the relative errors of C'r, C'p and Cjs decay
approximately with second-order accuracy as h is reduced as shown in Fig. (a). Furthermore,
according to Fig. (b—d), activating the RL-driven anisotropic p-adaptation results in smaller
relative errors than the uniform p = 3 cases, while reducing the total number of degrees of
freedom Ndof as shown in Fig. (a). For the test case shown in Fig. the uniform p = 3
corresponds to Ndof = 204672, and the adaptive run obtains a better accuracy with a smaller
Ndof = 160700 approximately on average.

To display the results, the spatial average of the local polynomial order is computed in each
element as

+py +
Paverage = W? (27)

and shown in Fig. (a). Compared to the vorticity snapshots shown in Fig. b)7 it demonstrates
that the RL-driven agent increases p in the vicinity of the moving immersed boundary and
in regions of vortex development. In particular, the adaptive scheme raises p where the mask
transition and vortex interaction occur, and lowers p when these features advect away or weaken,
thus producing a time-varying, cost-aware resolution distribution.

In summary, this test demonstrates that (i) the symmetric Gaussian quadrature on triangles
of immersed boundary, combined with IDW surface reconstruction, results in accurate fluid-force
estimates for large-amplitude moving boundaries; (ii) the RL-driven p-adaptation effectively
concentrates resolution where required by the unsteady flow and the moving boundary, reducing
computational cost while increasing accuracy.

4.2 Stall flutter of an airfoil

This test simulates a classic stall flutter problem to evaluate the predictive capability of the
partitioned FSI coupling strategy with rigid-body motion. The settings of the test cases are
identical to those used in Section [4.1} The difference with respect to the previous section is
that before the airfoil motion was prescribed, while now the motion is calculated by the FSI
framework.

The rigid-body structural model follows the formulations in Section [3.1(a). Relevant nondi-
mensional parameters are: the dimensionless moment of inertia I* = I/(0.5pc*) = 4.5; the
damping ratio ¢* = D/D. = 0.03, where D., = 2v/K I, is the critical damping for the har-
monic oscillator; and a reduced velocity U* = Uy / fsc = 6, where fs = (1/27)\/K/Ica) is the
natural frequency of the spring.

Fig. displays the time histories of the angle of attack «(t) and the angular velocity
w(t) = &(t) compared with the reference data of Xia et al. [7]. Good agreement is observed
in both transient and limit-cycle behavior. Fig. [0] further presents representative vorticity
snapshots. Qualitative features of the separated flow and vortex dynamics match the reference
results well.

To quantify the convergence of structural responses [32], we define the relative errors for the
peak quantities as

ref ref

Umax — Omax o Whmax — Wmax (28)

Ca = aref ’ Ew = cref ’

max max
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Figure 5: Time histories of (a) angle of attack «, (b) angular velocity w for the airfoil stall
flutter compared with the reference data of Xia et al. Eﬂ
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Figure 6: Snapshots of the vorticity field for the airfoil stall flutter compared with Xia et al. @]
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Figure 9: Snapshots of the airfoil stall flutter case with p-adaptation: (a) distribution of the
average polynomial order in each element; (b) vorticity contours.

where amax and wiax denote the maximum pitch angle and maximum angular velocity obtained
on the current mesh, and the superscript ref refers to the finest-mesh solution (h = 0.015). Fig.
|f| plots £, and &,, versus 1/h for uniform p = 3. The decay of these errors with mesh refinement
indicates that the coupled solver attains observed convergence rates approaching third to fourth
order for the structural peak quantities.

The effect of the RL-driven anisotropic p-adaptation is examined next. Fig. [8| compares the
relative errors ¢, and g, for the p-adaptation against the uniform polynomial p = 3. It shows
that the adaptive strategy reduces both errors across the tested meshes. Fig. [9]shows a represen-
tative snapshot for the p-adaptive run: panel (a) displays the element-wise average polynomial
order Pjyerage, and panel (b) shows the corresponding vorticity contours. For this example the
adaptive simulation achieves the reported accuracy with Ndof = 158 010, substantially fewer
than the uniform p = 3 case (Ndof = 204672), demonstrating that the p-adaptation achieves
both higher accuracy and reduced computational cost for the coupled rigid FSI problem.

In summary, the stall flutter case confirms that the partitioned DG-IBM coupling accu-
rately predicts rigid-body aeroelastic responses; moreover, the RL-based p-adaptation improves
efficiency and accuracy for FSI responses.

4.3 Flow-induced vibration of an elastic beam behind a cylinder

This last case examines the predictive capability of the high-order DG-IBM framework
coupling with the elastic structural solver, and the performance of the p-adaptation strategy
involving flexible deformation.

The benchmark corresponds to the classical configuration of a rigid circular cylinder followed
by an elastic beam, as studied by Zhu et al. . The setup involves a uniform free-stream flow
past a stationary circular cylinder of diameter D with an attached elastic beam of length L/D =
2.0 and thickness H/D = 0.2. The density ratio is 8 = ps/py = 1.0, the elastic modulus Ar =
E,/(psU?) = 2187.5. The first three structural modes are used, with the natural frequencies
fD/U = 0.41,2.43,6.39. The Reynolds number based on D is Re = 160, and the Mach number
is Ma = 0.25. The computational domain extends over [—10D,25D] x [-10D,10D]. The CFL
number is set to 0.3, and the polynomial order is fixed at p = 3.

The displacement at the tip of the elastic beam, denoted as yiip, is monitored during the
computation and used as the primary response indicator. The structural dynamics are solved
using the elastic solver described in Section b), and the fluid field is computed by the
DG-IBM framework introduced in Section 2

Fig. presents the time history of yp(t) compared with the reference results of Zhu
et al. . The tip displacement shows great agreement with the literature, confirming the
fidelity of the coupled elastic solver. Fig. illustrates representative snapshots of the pressure
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coefficient ), and streamlines. Both the flow pattern and the instantaneous deformation of the
flexible beam closely resemble the reference data.
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Figure 12: Comparison for the elastic beam behind a cylinder case for uniform p =3 (and two
h-meshes) and p-adaptation cases.

The effectiveness of the anisotropic p-adaptation strategy is further examined in this case,
as shown in Fig. The fine reference mesh (Mesh A, Azpin = Aymin = 0.05, p = 3,
Ndof = 451200) reproduces the benchmark solution reported in the literature, as shown in
Fig In the coarse mesh (Mesh B, Azpin, = Aymin = 0.15), a uniform polynomial order
of p =3 (Ndof = 98560) results in a noticeable deviation in the predicted tip displacement.
When p-adaptation is activated, the agent assigns higher orders near the moving boundary and
in dynamically evolving flow regions, resulting in a solution that closely matches Mesh A while
only requiring Ndof = 93 000-95 000, which is approximately one-fifth of the fine-mesh cost.
This highlights the substantial efficiency improvement achieved without compromising accuracy.

Figure shows the adapted field: panel (a) presents the elementwise average polynomial
order Pyyerage, While panels (b) and (c) display instantaneous contours of the velocity components
in the - and y-directions. The RlL-agent consistently increases the polynomial resolution not
only around the moving immersed boundary but also within the unsteady wake. Compared with
the uniform-p Mesh B, the adaptive solution achieves markedly improved predictive fidelity
despite a comparable number of degrees of freedom, demonstrating its effectiveness for FSI
problems involving flexible structures.

5 Conclusions

A high-order discontinuous Galerkin-immersed boundary framework has been developed for
simulating fluid-structure interaction with moving immersed boundaries. The method couples
a nodal DG solver with a volume-penalization immersed boundary formulation, and employs
symmetric high-degree Gaussian quadrature for accurate evaluation of interfacial loads. Rigid-
body and elastic structures are integrated within a partitioned strategy using analytical and
modal solvers, ensuring robustness for fully coupled motions and adaptability to the volume-
penalization immersed boundary method. To improve efficiency while maintaining high-order
accuracy, an anisotropic reinforcement-learning-based p-adaptation procedure is introduced to
dynamically adjust local polynomial orders in response to boundary motion and flow features.
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Figure 13: Snapshots of the elastic beam behind a cylinder case with p-adaptation: (a) distri-
bution of the average polynomial order in each element; (b) contours of velocity in z-direction
u; (¢) contours of velocity in y-direction v.

Validations on a pitching airfoil, stall flutter, and flow-induced vibration of an elastic plate
demonstrate high-order accuracy, robust fluid-structure coupling, and substantial efficiency
gains resulting from p-adaptation. In general, the results confirm that the proposed DG-IBM-p-
adaptation framework provides a practical, high-fidelity approach for complex moving-boundary
FSI problems. Future work will extend it to three-dimensional turbulent flows and complex
moving geometries.
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Appendix A Sensitivity of the immersed-boundary force to Nip

This appendix examines the influence of the number of interpolation points, Nip, used in the
IDW reconstruction of fluid quantities on the immersed boundary. The analysis is performed
using the pitching airfoil case introduced in Section 4.1} Figure presents the convergence
behavior of the immersed boundary force errors for Nip = 5, 15, and 25.
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The results indicate that for coarse meshes, smaller values of Nip lead to slightly slower
convergence due to the increased sensitivity of the IDW procedure to local solution irregularities.
However, as the mesh is refined, the convergence trends for all three values of Nyp become nearly
indistinguishable. This study shows that the choice of Nip does not alter the overall convergence

order of the solver.

In addition, increasing Nip introduces additional smoothing in the reconstructed boundary
quantities, which results in a modest degradation in accuracy. Balancing the trade-off between
convergence behavior and accuracy, the present work adopts Nip = 15, which provides stable
convergence while maintaining high predictive accuracy in all mesh resolutions.
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Figure 14: Convergence and accuracy comparison for the pitching airfoil cases: behavior of the

error as Nip changes.
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