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Abstract

The MISES quasi 3-D design/analysis code implements a two-equation integral method with
empirical closure relations to solve the boundary layer flow problem with or without suction,
but lacks the option of flow control via blowing. The integral method is parameterized with
the shape parameter H = §*/6 which cannot be applied to the blowing problem since § — 0
downstream of the injection slot causing H — oo — a computational disaster.

In this thesis, two alternate approaches are proposed to solve the blowing problem.
First, a two-equation integral method parameterized with the profile parameters of a multi-
deck representation of a turbulent jet based on Coles’ law of the wake was formulated. The
appearance of spurious singularities in the Jacobian matrices associated with the system
of equations and the vector of unknowns prevented this method from being implemented.
Second, a Chebyshev spectral method using the wall function technique was applied to the
defect form of the incompressible viscous momentum equation. A turbulent jet profile was
computed with N = 40 modes, a number low enough to allow the method’s implementation
into the MISES framework.

For the spectral approach, a stand-alone code was developed to solve laminar and tur-
bulent flow over a flat plate with the following configurations: solid wall, porous wall with
vertical suction/blowing, and fluid injection from an inclined slot. For the turbulent case,
the Reynolds stress was replaced with a composite model for the eddy viscosity based on
Spalding’s law of the wall for the inner layer and Clauser’s outer layer formulation. In the
laminar regime, N ~ 10 modes are required for an accurate solution whereas the two-layer
structure of a turbulent boundary layer increases this number to N ~ 100 modes. The
incorporation of a wall function, consistent with the inner layer eddy viscosity model, in
the approximation of the streamwise velocity, reduced the required number of modes by an
order of magnitude — a major computational advantage.

The more general Spalart-Allmaras turbulence model was implemented in the spectral
formulation to investigate the effect of using a wall function based on Spalding’s law of the
wall. For the flat plate case (solid wall), a small inconsistency between the wall function and
the eddy viscosity model produced an erroneous shear stress near the wall. Nevertheless,
the velocity profile was in close agreement with an accurate representation constructed from
Spalding’s law of the wall and Coles’ law of the wake.

Thesis Supervisor: Mark Drela
Title: Professor of Aeronautics and Astronautics
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 Motivation

The viscous/inviscid computational formulation and method of Drela and Giles [10] has
become an established tool in the aircraft industry for airfoil design and analysis work. It
has since been extended by Youngren [44] with the inclusion of streamtube thickness and
rotation effects, permitting application to turbomachinery cascades. Further developments
by Merchant [28, 29] have been to include boundary layer suction modeling in both the
airfoil and the cascade formulations. Application of these methods to aspirated transonic
compressor designs has been extremely successful, as described in Kerrebrock et al. [19, 20].

The ensuing research effort carried out on aspirated compressors in collaboration with
the NASA Glenn Research Center has produced more promising designs. For instance,
the loading limit with aspiration was doubled in the design of two high pressure ratio fan
stages. This result was successfully demonstrated both computationally by Merchant [30]
and experimentally by Schuler et al. [37] in MIT’s Gas Turbine Laboratory. The aspiration
concept has also led to the development of an advanced aerothermal design system which
is an essential ingredient in the success of the program.

Figure 1-1: Aspirated compressor vis-a-vis a blown/aspirated compressor.

In an engine environment, however, it may not always be practical to use aspiration
without incurring a penalty. The low total pressure in a front fan or first stage of a com-
pressor makes it difficult to extract the flow. Alternatively, it may be more feasible to
aspirate in high pressure regions of the compressor and blow in low pressure front stages
(see Figure 1-1). The performance of a compressor could be improved by utilizing a suit-
able combination of both suction and blowing (see Figure 1-2). In order to investigate these
alternate designs, flow control via blowing would have to be an added feature in the current
suite of computational tools.
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Figure 1-2: Blowing/suction flow possibilities in a compressor.

1.2 Integral Methods for Suction and Blowing

The MISES! quasi 3-D design/analysis code implements a two-equation integral method
with empirical closure relations to solve the boundary layer flow problem with or without
suction. The method is parameterized with the shape parameter H = 6* /6, where §* and
# are, respectively, the displacement and momentum thicknesses. For flow with or without
suction, 0* and 8 are both positive indicating a defect in mass and momentum of the viscous
flow relative to the inviscid flow. Conversely, these thicknesses will be negative for a strong
blowing case since there is now an excess of mass and momentum in the boundary layer. As
the jet dissipates downstream, # — 0 which will cause H — oo — a computational disaster.

The value of the shape parameter is a good indicator of the state of the boundary layer.
For a favourable pressure gradient, H is small but for an adverse pressure gradient, H is
large. The comparison is usually made relative to the shape parameter values for a flat
plate with no pressure gradient and for separated flow. In the laminar regime, H = 2.6 for
a flat plate whereas at separation H =~ 4. In the turbulent regime, H ~ 1.3 for the flat
plate and H = 3 at separation. Suction profiles will always have H > 1 and be far from
the separation value. For a jet, the shape parameter values are meaningless since the ratio
of §* to 4 is non-unique.

Solving the blowing problem via the two-equation integral method requires new closure
relations. In MISES, the skin friction, C¢, dissipation coefficient, Cp, etc. are all functions
of the shape parameter H and Rey, the Reynolds number based on 6. These relations are
useless for a jet since H — oo as # — 0 and Reg < 0 whenever § < 0. Conversely, the
suction case requires no changes to these correlations since I > 1 and 8 > 0. In other
words, suction is treated in the same fashion as the solid wall case with the exception of
performing some record-keeping on the fluid removed from the boundary layer (i.e. source
terms in the integral equations).

In Chapter 2, an integral method parameterized with the profile parameters of a multi-
deck representation of a turbulent jet based on Coles’ law of the wake [6] was proposed.
The blowing model does a fairly good job in approximating experimental jet profile data.
Consequently, the dimensionless form of both the von Karmén integral momentum equation
and the integral Kinetic Energy (KE) equation were derived for each layer with the closure
relations modeled in terms of the profile parameters. It was discovered that the Jacobian
matrices associated with the system of equations and the vector of unknowns have spurious
singularities. Conversely, applying the model to a wake profile and using the integral ap-
proach yields a well-constrained system. Therefore, the application of the integral boundary
layer method to compute a multi-deck representation of a turbulent jet profile is inherently

'MISES is an acronym for Multiple blade Interacting Streamtube Euler Solver.
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difficult. An alternate approach would have to be found to efficiently compute the blowing
case within the MISES framework.

1.3 Spectral Method with Wall Function

In certain areas of computational fluid dynamics, spectral methods have become the pre-
vailing numerical tool for large-scale computations [17]. The three-dimensional direct sim-
ulation of homogeneous turbulence, computation of transition in shear flows, and global
weather modeling are typical examples. For many other applications, such as heat transfer,
boundary layers, reacting flows, compressible flows, and magnetohydrodynamics, spectral
methods have proven to be a viable alternative to the finite-difference and finite-element
techniques.

Spectral methods are characterized by the expansion of the solution in terms of global
and usually, orthogonal polynomials. Although originating in early-20th-century work of
Galerkin and Lanczos, numerical spectral methods for partial differential equations (PDEs)
were first developed by meteorologists in the 1950s. The expense of computing nonlinear
terms remained a severe drawback until the early 1970s when Orszag [31] and Eliasen et
al. [12] developed the transform methods that still form the backbone of many large-scale
spectral computations.

These methods and others used in fluid mechanics prior to 1970 are termed spectral
Galerkin methods. The fundamental unknowns are the expansion coefficients and the equa-
tions for these are derived by the techniques used in classical analysis. With the advent of
the computer, an alternate discretization was made possible. Termed the spectral colloca-
tion technique, the fundamental unknowns are the solution values at selected collocation
points and the series expansion is used solely for the purpose of approximating derivatives.
This approach was proposed by Kreiss and Oliger [22] and by Orszag [32] in the early 1970s.

Boyd [2]) divides spectral methods into two broad categories using a more generic clas-
sification: interpolating and non-interpolating. The interpolating methods (comprised of
the collocation or pseudospectral methods) associate a grid of points with each basis set.
The coefficients of a known function are found by requiring that its truncated series agree
with it at each point in the grid. In the case of a PDE, the associated residual is forced
to vanish at each collocation point. The non-interpolating category includes Galerkin’s
method and the Lanczos tau-method [23]. There is no grid of interpolation points. Instead,
the coefficients of a known function are computed by multiplying its truncated series by a
given basis function and integrating. For a PDE, the residual is weighted by a given basis
function and integrated.

In Chapter 3, the use of a Chebyshev spectral formulation (Galerkin-type approach)
to curve-fit experimental turbulent jet profiles obtained from Zhou and Wygnanski [45]
demonstrated that few modes are required to capture the outer layer profile. The inner layer
could then be approximated using an appropriate wall function to complete the profile. The
wall function technique is a common strategy employed in current Navier-Stokes methods
to reduce the grid density requirements in the near-wall region. Spalding’s law of the wall
[39] is a good candidate since it captures the turbulent inner layer profile for flat plate flow
and it has an eddy viscosity model associated with it.

The Galerkin form of the Chebyshev spectral method formulated with the defect form of
the incompressible viscous momentum equation was developed. Application of the method
to laminar flow over a flat plate with or without flow control was successful, as shown in
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Chapter 4. The solution to the analogous turbulent flow problem, described in Chapter 5,
required a large number of Chebyshev modes due to the two-layer structure of the boundary
layer. An algebraic model for the eddy viscosity based on Spalding’s law of the wall for
the inner layer and Clauser’s outer layer formulation [5] was implemented. Including a wall
function in the velocity approximation that is consistent with the inner layer eddy viscosity
model drastically reduced the number of Chebyshev modes. In the jet case, the number of
modes is low enough to have the method coded into the MISES framework thus allowing
design and analysis work on cascades with flow control via blowing.

1.4 Thesis Objective

The main objective of this thesis is:

e To develop a computationally efficient model for boundary layers with blowing in
order to extend the capability of the MISES code to design turbomachinery cascades
with this flow control method.

1.5 Contributions

The following is a summary of the main contributions of this thesis:

¢ First demonstration of the inherent difficulties of applying the two-equation integral
method to solve the blowing problem with a multi-deck representation of a turbulent
jet velocity profile based on Coles’ law of the wake.

¢ First application of the Galerkin form of the Chebyshev spectral method to the defect
form of the incompressible viscous momentum equation. Results for laminar and
turbulent flow over a flat plate with or without boundary layer control are in excellent
agreement with theory and/or experiment.

¢ First incorporation of Spalding’s inner layer eddy viscosity model, in conjunction
with Clauser’s outer layer formulation, within an algebraic turbulence model for the
spectral method described previously.

o First application of the wall function technique for the spectral method described
previously. An order of magnitude reduction in Chebyshev modes is observed for all
the test cases. Such a drastic drop in the number of modes can only be achieved if
the wall function is consistent with the inner layer eddy viscosity model.

e First incorporation of the Spalart-Allmaras turbulence model within the spectral for-
mulation as applied to the flat plate case with no flow control. The inconsistency be-
tween the wall function based on Spalding’s law of the wall and the Spalart-Allmaras
eddy viscosity is observed with an erroneous shear stress near the wall.

1.6 Overview

The thesis is structured in the following manner. Chapter 2 applies the integral method to a
blowing model and spurious singularities are discovered in the Jacobian matrices associated
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with the system of equations and the vector of unknowns. Chapter 3 presents the Galerkin
form of the Chebyshev spectral method and applies it to a curve-fitting example. Chapter 4
applies the spectral method to solve the laminar incompressible boundary layer flow problem
over a flat plate with or without flow control. Chapter 5 solves the analogous turbulent flow
problem using an algebraic model for the eddy viscosity and then demonstrates the reduction
in modes achieved with the incorporation of a wall function in the velocity approximation.
Chapter 6 describes the Spalart-Allmaras turbulence model and applies it to the flat plate
case with no flow control. Chapter 7 summarizes the contributions of the thesis and offers
a few recommendations for future work. Appendix A presents the Falkner-Skan wedge
flows which are used for comparison purposes with the spectral solution. In Appendix B,
boundary layer separation in a diffuser is computed via the two-equation integral method
and the results are compared to those obtained from the spectral formulation.
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Chapter 2

Integral Method

An integral method parameterized with the profile parameters of a multi-deck representa-
tion of a turbulent jet based on Coles’ law of the wake [6] is proposed. The blowing model
does a fairly good job in approximating experimental jet profile data. Consequently, the
dimensionless form of both the von Kdrmén integral momentum equation and the integral
Kinetic Energy (KE) equation are derived for each layer with the closure relations modeled
in terms of the profile parameters. It was discovered that the Jacobian matrices associ-
ated with the system of equations and the vector of unknowns have spurious singularities.
Conversely, applying the model to a wake profile and using the integral approach yields a
well-constrained system. Therefore, the application of the integral boundary layer method
to compute a multi-deck representation of a turbulent jet profile is inherently difficult.

2.1 Blowing Model

Consider modeling a turbulent jet profile using a multi-deck representation as shown in
Figure 2-1. Coles’ law of the wake [6] is used to express the velocity profile in each layer
given by

Top uqu—l-(ue—uY)%[l—cos(ﬂ%ﬂ, Y <y <4,
(2.1)
Bottom u=1ug+ (uy —up) 3 [1 —cos ()], 0<y<Y.

In these expressions, ug and uy are, respectively, the streamwise velocities at y = 0 and
y = Y. The boundary layer thickness is denoted by & and u, is the edge velocity (streamwise
component).

This simple model was applied to sets of turbulent jet profiles obtained from experiments
conducted by Zhou and Wygnanski [45] as shown in Figures 2-2 to 2-4. The data from three
jet strengths uo /ujer = {0.085,0.59,0.38} each consisting of five profiles measured at 32,
100, 200, 300, and 400 mm from the slot location were used.

The experimental jet velocity was first normalized with its edge velocity such that Uep =
Uexp/Ue. Next, the MATLAB! piecewise cubic Hermite interpolation technique was used to
approximate the profile with 181 points. The points were chosen by setting x = —cos @
with ¢ ranging from [0, 7] in increments of 7/180 and then applying the transformation
n = (z + 1) /2 such that n = y/d ranges from [0,1]. Using the interpolated jet velocity

!The Mathworks, Inc., Natick, MA, http: //www.mathworks.com
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= u

0 0 ug

Figure 2-1: Multi-deck representation of the jet profile.

Uint = Uint/Ue, the maximum velocity in each profile was set to Uy = ug/u. whereas the
minimum velocity in the outer layer was set to Uy = uy /u.. The location of Uy will be
Y/d in the normalized 7 coordinate. Hence, the model profiles can be constructed and
compared.

Overall, the blowing model does a fairly good job of approximating the experimental
profiles. Figure 2-2 is a pathological case for the model since Y = § (where uy = u,). The
top layer cannot be used since the denominator of the cosine function blows up. The same
would be true for the bottom layer if Y = 0 (where uy = ug). Figures 2-3 and 2-4 represent
the types of profiles the model was intended to predict. Due to this close agreement between
model and experiment, there was substantial motivation to attempt to include blowing in
an integral formulation.

2.2 Integral Boundary Layer Equations

2.2.1 Turbulent Flow

The 2-D, steady, incompressible Reynolds-averaged continuity and z-momentum thin shear
layer equations governing the real viscous flow (RVF) in the turbulent regime are given by

ou Ov
d g9 0 19p 197 _
5z (W) + o (wv) + 55z 50y 0. (2.3)

In these expressions, u and v are, respectively, the z- and y-components of the RVF velocity;
p is the mass density; p is the static pressure and 7 is the shear stress given by

9 _
T = ,ua—z — pu'v/, (2.4)

where 1 is the dynamic viscosity and —pu'v’ is the turbulent shear (or Reynolds stress).

2.2.2 Dimensional Form

Integrating across the shear layer (see Drela [9])
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Figure 2-2: Blowing model results: Jet strength uo /ujer = 0.085.
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Figure 2-3: Blowing model results: Jet strength ueo/ujer = 0.59.
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Yz
/ [(uw —ue) X (2.2) + (2.3)] dy, (2.5)

Y
/Y " [(w? = ud) x (2.2) + 2u x (2.3)] dy, (2.6)

yields the dimensional form of both the von Kdrmén integral momentum equation and the
integral Kinetic Energy (KE) equation

d Ldu
—— (peu2d) + peted* —= — 11 + 12 = paFa (ue — uz) — p1E1 (e — u1), (2.7)
dx dx
d
dz (peUSO*) — 2D — 2uy7; + 2usme = po By (ug — u%) — p1 B (ug — u2) . (2.8)

These equations involve the standard integral definitions for the displacement thickness &*,
momentum thickness 8, and KE thickness §* given by

Yo u
¢ E/ (1 - —) dy, (2.9)
Y1 ue
Yz
9= / (1 _ ﬁ) 2y, (2.10)
Y1 Ue ue

Ys u2 u
g* = / (1 — —) —dy. 2.11
5 2 ) u® (2.11)

The shear dissipation D and entrainment velocity E, which is the velocity component normal
to the demarkation line Y (z) as shown in Figure 2-5, are defined by

2 9 dy
T—udy and E=u— —w. (2.12)

Y: By dx
The pressure gradient term has been written in terms of the edge velocity u.. This comes

from the assumption that in a boundary layer

D=

p(z,y) = p(z) = pe (2), (2.13)

where p. () is the static pressure at the edge and using Bernoulli, it can be shown that

dpe du,
i 219

The edge density p. = p since the flow is incompressible.

For a single (solid) wall boundary layer, the integration is typically performed across
the entire layer. In this case, Y7 is at the wall where v; = E; = 0 and Y3 is outside the
layer where u, — ug = 7o = 0. This results in both righthand sides being zero and gives the
more familiar entrainment-free forms of these equations. For multi-deck representations of
confluent shear layers the entrainment terms will be present. Moreover, if flow control via
blowing occurs over a slot (usually inclined at some angle and flush with the surface), the no-
slip condition will not hold. Over the slot, 41 = u,, and v; = v,, which are, respectively, the
streamwise and normal velocity components of the fluid that is either removed or injected.
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Figure 2-5: Layer demarkation lines and entrainment velocities.

The governing equations for the blowing model can be derived by performing two in-
tegrations. First, integrate from Y7 = 0 to Y2 = Y to obtain the governing equations for
the bottom layer. Second, integrate over the entire layer and remove the respective von
Kéarmén integral momentum and KE integral equations from the bottom layer to obtain
the top layer equations. Lastly, express these equations in dimensionless form as required
in the MISES framework.

2.2.3 Dimensionless Form

The dimensionless form of both the von Kdrmén integral momentum equation and the
integral KE equation governing the entire boundary layer for the blowing case are

4 (E‘_ +2) 9 due _ putu (1 _ “_W) + 9 (2.15)

dx g Ue dT Delle Ue 2
do* 0" due  puwiu u2 Uy

e _Pwwiry  Tw = 2C 2.1
dz + 3Ue dx Pelie Ug + Ue Cf + b ( 6)

whereas the bottom layer is governed by

&3 d
@+ _Y__*_Q &&:PYEY l_y_ +pw’Uw 1_.yﬂ _}_ﬂ, (2.17)
dzx Oy ue dx Pelle Ue Pelle Ue 2
dos 03 du.  pyEy u% P Vw u? Uy
34— = - = 1--% —C 2Cp,, . 2.
dx + Ue dT Pelle u? + Pelle u? + Ug 1+ 2CDy (2.18)

The skin friction Cy and dissipation coefficient Cp are defined by
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Tw D

Cr= and Cp = , 2.19

"= Lpeu? peusd (219)
where 7, is the shear stress at the wall given by
u

Tw = M — . 2.20

w 8y y=0 ( )

The Y subscript on the terms 63, fy, 6} and Cp, indicates that the limits of the integration
go from 0 to Y. The entrainment velocity at the height Y is denoted Ey. The term py,vy,

represents the injected mass flux and wu,, is the streamwise velocity component of the injected
fluid.

2.3 Inherent Difficulties

For the blowing case, the vectors of unknowns and profile parameters are, respectively, U
and W given by

6 — Oy Y

|6 =0y |9
U= oy and W= Uy | (2.21)

5% Uo

Appropriate closure relations can be modeled for Cy, Cp, Ey, etc. in terms of W such
that the governing equations can be expressed as

d
V(W) = £ (W), (2.22)
xz
where the vector V is given by
0 — 0y
_ |-
V=" (2.23)
0y
By performing the chain rule and inverting yields
dW [av ]!
P [W] 1 (W), (2:24)

where [0V /OW] is the Jacobian matrix for the system of equations. Furthermore, since
U = g (W) then to determine W given U requires [JU/dW] !, The term [#U/OW] is the
Jacobian matrix for the vector of unknowns.

It turns out that both these Jacobian matrices have spurious singularities as shown in
Figure 2-6. These contour plots were obtained by varying Uy in the range [0,4] and Uy in
the range [0,1]. The ratio Y/§ = 0.2 with § being set to unity. The value of § is required
since the integral thicknesses are lengths.
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(a) |0U/OW| (b) |8V /OW|

Figure 2-6: Singularities in Jacobian matrices for the jet.

2.4 'Wake Model Comparison

As a means of comparison, the idea to model the jet profile with a two-layer velocity deck
was applied to a wake profile as shown in Figure 2-7. In this case, the expression for the
velocity profile in each layer is given by

Top u = ugr + (ue — tg+) 3 [1 —cos (n)], 0<y<d*,
(2.25)
Bottom u = ug- + (ue — Uo—)% [1 — Cos (“3%)] , 07 <y<0.

In these expressions, ug+ and ug- are, respectively, the streamwise velocities at y = 0 for
the top and bottom layers. The boundary layer thicknesses are denoted 6+ and §~. Note
that these thicknesses cannot be zero or else the cosine function in the velocity expression
for their respective layers will blow up. Furthermore, if ug+ = ue or ug- = ue, both 6+ and
¢~ will be ill-defined.

For the wake case, the vectors of unknowns and profile parameters are, respectively, U
and W given by

60— 6 ot

I |6
U= 0o and W= Upt |- (2.26)

& Up-

In these expressions the 0 subscript indicates that the limits of the integration go from §~
to 0. Thicknesses with no subscript have been integrated over the entire layer or from §~
to 6. Furthermore, Up+ = ug+ /ue and Up- = ug- /te.

Following the same arguments as the blowing case, the vector V is given by
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B

Figure 2-7: Multi-deck representation of a wake profile.

0 — o
0* — 0
o
05

V= (2.27)

and the contour plots of the Jacobian matrices are shown in Figure 2-8. In this case,
both Uy~ and Upy+ were varied in the range [0,1]. The height §* was set to unity and
0~ = —4t. The Jacobian matrix [§U /W] has no spurious singularities whereas [0V /OW]
has singularities at Uy- = Up+ = (—5 +2V/10) /15.
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Figure 2-8: Singularities in Jacobian matrices for a wake.
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2.5 Perturbation Analysis

In order to gain some insight as to what the singularities in [0V /OW] mean to the set of
integral equations, consider a perturbation §V due to the perturbation §Wv such that

ov
0V = | ——| Wy = dedW 2.2
where A\ and e are, respectively, the diagonal matrix of eigenvalues and the matrix of
eigenvectors associated with [0V /OW]. Denoting the zero eigenvalue corresponding to

each singularity as Ao and its associated eigenvector as eg, the perturbation U will be

ou
Wy

For the wake, both singularities in [0V /OW] produce a nonzero perturbation in the
displacement thicknesses for each layer. Recall that in reality the edge velocity u., assumed
given here, does depend on the displacement thickness 6*. In fact, computing the flow
past separation is only possible with Interacting Boundary Layer Theory (IBLT) where
the governing equation for u, is written in terms of §* and the geometry of the problem
(see Appendix B). In Classical Boundary Layer Theory (CBLT), u, is prescribed and
the computation fails at the separation point due to the Goldstein singularity. Therefore,
although [0V /W] has spurious singularities, the governing equation for u. will prevent
the Jacobian matrix for the entire system of equations from being singular for the wake
case.
In the blowing case, both [JU/0W] and [0V /0W] have spurious singularities. Apply-
ing the above analysis to [0V /OW] yields zero perturbations in both the momentum and
displacement thicknesses for each layer. Hence, the Jacobian matrix for the entire system of
equations will be singular. Therefore, using a two-equation integral boundary layer method
to compute the multi-deck representation of a turbulent jet profile is inherently difficult.
In the following chapters, an alternate approach is taken to efficiently compute the blowing
case within the MISES framework.
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Chapter 3

Spectral Method

In this chapter, the Galerkin form of the Chebyshev spectral method is presented. By
using the idea of a residual, it will be shown how spectral approximation can be defined
for the representation of a given function as well as for the solution of a partial differential
equation (PDE). The boundary conditions will be imposed by means of the tau method. The
Chebyshev polynomials will be defined and their orthogonality property examined. Lastly,
the methodology will be applied to solve a simple curve-fitting example. The notation used
in the formulation has been adopted from Peyret [33] and Boyd [2].

3.1 Basic Idea

Spectral methods are encompassed within the framework of the method of weighted resid-
uals (MWR) as described in Finlayson [14]. This family of methods for solving PDEs
utilize approximations defined in terms of a truncated series expansion, such that some
quantity (error or residual) which should be identically zero is forced to be zero only in an
approximate (mean) sense. This is done through the inner product defined by

b
(w,v), = / u(z)v (z)w(z)dz, (3.1)
a
where u (z) and v (z) are arbitrary functions defined on [a, b} and w (z) is some given weight
function.
3.2 Function Approximation

Assume the function u(z) defined on [a,b] can be approximated by a truncated series
expansion

N
u(z) ~uy (2) =Y cxp (), (3.2)
k=0

where the N + 1 basis (or trial) functions ¢y, () are given and the series coefficients ¢, must
be determined. In spectral methods, the chosen basis functions are either trigonometric
functions e*** (i.e. Fourier series) for spatially periodic problems or Chebyshev T} (z) and
Legendre Py (z) polynomials for nonperiodic problems. In general, the trial functions are
orthogonal with respect to some weight w (z), such that
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(b, d1), = Crbi, (3.3)

where Cj, = constant and dy; is the Kronecker delta symbol.

The aforementioned basis functions possess two other useful properties. First, they
are easy to compute. Indeed, both trigonometric functions and polynomials fulfill this
criterion. Second, they form a complete set. To satisfy this property, the basis functions
must be sufficient to represent all functions in the class we are interested in with arbitrarily
high accuracy.

When the series un () is substituted into the PDE

Lu(z) = f(x), (3.4)

where L is either the linear or nonlinear homogeneous differential operator associated with
the PDE under consideration and f (z) is the corresponding inhomogeneous term, the result
is the residual function defined by

Ry (x)= Lun (z) — f (z). (3.5)

The residual function Ry (z) is identically equal to zero for the exact solution. The difficulty
lies in choosing the series coefficients ¢y, in such a way so as to minimize the residual function.

3.3 Method of Weighted Residuals

The MWR sets to zero the inner product

b
(Bns),,, = [ R @)9; (@) w. (2) da =0, (3.6)

where 9, (z) are the test (or weighting) functions and the weight w, () is associated with
the method and basis functions. Note that j € Jy where the dimension of the discrete set
Jn depends on the problem under consideration.

The choice of the test functions and of the weight defines the method. The Galerkin-type
approach corresponds to the case where the test functions are the basis functions themselves
and the weight w, is the weight associated with the orthogonality of the basis functions,
that is,

P = ¢j and  wy, = w. (3.7)

3.4 Boundary Conditions

The traditional Galerkin method applies when the basis functions ¢y (z) in the expansion
of uy (z) satisfy the homogeneous boundary conditions of either Dirichlet, Neumann, or
Robin type. In this case, Jy = {0,..., N} which furnishes N + 1 Galerkin equations of
the form (3.6) to determine the N + 1 series coefficients c;. If the basis functions do not
satisfy the homogeneous boundary conditions, the method may be applied by first using
basis recombination. However, it is usually simpler to use the tau method.

In 1938, Lanczos [23] introduced the tau method to allow the use of basis functions not
satisfying the homogeneous boundary conditions. Basically, this technique replaces Galerkin

36



equations with boundary conditions. For instance, if there are two boundary conditions then
Jv = {0,...,N —2}. The omission of the Galerkin equations for j = N —1and j = N
introduces a supplementary error, the tau error, which has given its name to the method.
The reader is referred to Gottlieb and Orszag [15] and Canuto et al. [3] for further details.
In brief, high order derivatives of Chebyshev (and Legendre) polynomials grow rapidly as
the endpoints are approached. The mismatch between the large values of the derivatives
near £ = 1 and the small values near the origin can lead to poorly conditioned matrices
and accumulation of roundoff error. However, the ill-conditioning of an uncombined basis
is usually not a problem unless N ~ 100 or the PDE has third or higher derivatives.

3.5 Chebyshev Polynomials

The Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind T} (z) is the polynomial of degree k defined for
z € [-1,1] by

Ty (z) = cos (kcos™' z), (3.8)
where k = 0,1,2..., and hence —1 < Ty (z) < 1. Now, setting x = cos z yields

Ty (z) = coskz, (3.9)

from which it is a simple matter to obtain the first Chebyshev polynomials

To(z)=1, Ti(z)=cosz==z Ta(z)=cos2z=2cos’z—1=2z>—1,.... (3.10)
Alternatively, using the trigonometric identity

cos(k+1)z+cos(k — 1)z =2coszcoskz (3.11)

the following recurrence relation can be deduced

Tk+1 (CL‘) = Q:L'Tk (:E) — Tk—l (a:) s (3.12)

where k& > 1. The polynomials Ty (z) for k£ > 2 can be obtained from the knowledge of
To (x) and Ty (z). The graph of the first few polynomials is shown in Figure 3-1.

Consequently, the recurrence relations for the first, second, and higher order derivatives
of the Chebyshev polynomials can be determined by simple differentiation. For instance,
the first and second derivative recurrence relations are given by

Tiy1 (%) = 2Ty (2) 4 22Ty, (z) — Ty (2), (3.13)

Tyt (z) = 4Ty (o) + 20T} () — Ty (@) - (3.14)
The Chebyshev polynomials are orthogonal on [—1,1] with the weight

1
V1= 2

w(z) = (3.15)

The orthogonality property is
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Figure 3-1: Graphs of the Chebyshev polynomials T} (z), for £ =0,...,5.

1

Ty = [ Te@Ti()w(@)ds = FCubu (3.16)

where C}, takes on the values

-
x>

vl
= e

& = { ; (3.17)

3.6 Curve-Fit Example

Consider curve-fitting sets of turbulent jet profiles obtained from experiments conducted by
Zhou and Wygnanski [45] using the spectral method. Once again, the data from three jet
strengths us /ujer = {0.085,0.59,0.38} each consisting of five profiles measured at 32, 100,
200, 300, and 400 mm from the slot location were used.

The experimental jet velocity was first normalized with its edge velocity such that Ugyp =
Uexp/Ue. Next, the MATLAB piecewise cubic Hermite interpolation technique was used to
approximate the profile with 181 points. The points were chosen by setting x = —cosy
with ¢ ranging from [0, 7] in incréments of 7 /180 and then applying the transformation n =
(z + 1) /2 such that n = y/§ ranges from [0, 1]. The interpolated jet velocity Uint = Uint /e
is denoted U (n) defined on [0,1] and its truncated series expansion Uy () has the form

N
Un(n) = cxdr(n). (3.18)
k=0

Choosing the basis functions ¢ () to be the Chebyshev polynomials T} (x) defined on
[—1, 1] requires a change of variable from 7 to z given by

z=2n-1. (3.19)
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The residual function Ry (x) is given by

N
By(z)=U(@)—Un(z) =U(z) - Y Tk (). (3.20)
k=0
Applying the MWR (Galerkin-type) gives
1
(RN, Tj), = / Ry (2) T (x) w (z) dz = 0, (3.21)
where the weight w (x) is once again
w (@) = (3.22)
V1—z? '
The weight can be removed with a change of variable. Setting x = — cos reduces the
weighted residual statement to
T
/0 Ry (9) Ty (p) dp = 0. (3.23)
Substituting the residual function and rearranging yields
N ¥is w
S| [ @] o= [ veT 0 (3.24)
0 =~ 0
EZO o c ~ g -
K f

which is the simple matrix system

Kc=f. (3.25)

The matrix K is known as the stiffness matrix from dynamics, ¢ is the vector of unknown
series coefficients, and f is the righthand side vector.
Before solving the above system the boundary conditions at = 1, namely,

Uv(1)=1 and Ujy(l) =0, (3.26)

must be imposed. For this, the tau method is implemented in which the last two Galerkin
equations are replaced by the equations for the boundary conditions. Therefore, 7 € Jy
has Jy = {0,..., N — 2} where N = 20 in this example. The integration was performed
using the trapezoidal rule with the integration points corresponding to the location of the
interpolation points.

The results of this example are shown in Figures 3-2 to 3-4. Overall the approximation
is fairly good especially near the edge. Near the wall the high velocity gradients cause large
errors in the approximation. Applying the no-slip condition at the wall would have required
increasing N dramatically. If the inner layer could somehow be resolved independently of
the rest of the profile, it seems clear that only a few modes would be required to compute
the outer layer. This is, in fact, the motivation for using a wall function.
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Figure 3-2: Curve-fit results: Jet strength ue/ujer = 0.085.
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Chapter 4

Laminar Flow

The spectral method is applied to solve the laminar incompressible boundary layer flow
problem. The defect form of the momentum equation is derived and constitutes the partial
differential equation (PDE) of interest. Truncated Chebyshev series expansions for the
unknown velocities are substituted into the PDE to obtain the residual function. The
weighted residual statement is formed using the Galerkin-type approach and the boundary
conditions are imposed with the tau method. Additional constraints are required for the
edge velocity and the boundary layer thickness. The Newton method is implemented to
solve the system of nonlinear equations in an iterative fashion. The results for a flat plate
with or without boundary layer flow control via vertical suction/blowing are reported. The
laminar jet on a flat plate is also simulated.

4.1 Boundary Layer Equations

4.1.1 Real Viscous Flow

The 2-D, steady, incompressible continuity and xz-momentum thin shear layer equations
governing the real viscous flow (RVF) in the laminar regime are given by

du Ov

5Ty =0 (4.1)
d 4 8 19p 101 _

In these expressions, u and v are, respectively, the z- and y-components of the RVF velocity;
p is the mass density; p is the static pressure and 7 is the shear stress given by

du

where p is the dynamic viscosity.

4.1.2 Equivalent Inviscid Flow

In analogous fashion, the 2-D, steady, incompressible continuity and z-momentum thin
shear layer equations governing the equivalent inviscid flow (EIF) in the laminar regime are
given by
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(9’11,‘ 8’0,'

0 d 1 Jp;
B_CE (uf) + 5@; (uwz) + Ea% =0. (4.5)

In these expressions, the subscript ¢ denotes the EIF condition. As such, u; and v; are,
respectively, the z- and y-components of the EIF velocity; p; is the mass density and p; is
the static pressure.

4.1.3 Defect Form of the Momentum Equation

Subtracting (4.2) from (4.5) gives

p (uf —u?) + 3y (uiv; — wv) + P Ry e Wi 0, (4.6)
which can be simplified noting that
p=pi and  p(z,y)~p(x) =pi(z), (4.7)
such that
0,9 o a g (Jdu
—\u; — — (U v; — —{— | =0. 4.
83:(% u)+ay(uv uv)-{-uay(ay) (4.8)

This is the defect form of the z-momentum equation. The expression for 7 has already been
substituted where the kinematic viscosity, v, is the ratio of the dynamic viscosity u to the
density p, or

1
V== 4.9
p (4.9)
4.1.4 Local Scaling Transformation
The coordinate transformation (z,y) — (&, 7) is given by
¢ = =, (4.10)
n = 2¥ 1, (4.11)
é
where ¢ is the thickness of the boundary layer. The partial derivatives transform to
0 0 (n+1)ds o
= - = _ - 4.12
Ox € § d¢on’ (4.12)
0 20
— = —=. 4.1
dy d In (4.13)

Applying this transformation to (4.8) gives
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a_f(ui_u)_ 5 Ea_n(

20 4 0
u? — u2) + 3on (uv; — wv) + 1/—(-558—77 (g%) =0, (4.14)

which is the PDE of interest.

4.2 Series Expansions

4.2.1 Viscous Streamwise Velocity

The viscous streamwise velocity «(£,n) defined on £ € (0,00) and € [—1,1] can be
approximated by the truncated series expansion given by

N
w(&n) ~uy (€n) =ue(€) D cx (&) Te (), (4.15)

k=0

where u, () is the edge velocity (streamwise component), ¢k (§) are the series coefficients,
and the chosen basis functions T (n) are the Chebyshev polynomials.

4.2.2 Viscous Normal Velocity

An expression for the viscous normal velocity v (£,7) can be obtained by making use of the
continuity equation (4.1). Rewriting

Ov ou
Z = 4.
and integrating between 0 and y gives
Y ov / Y ou
—dy = - ——dy, 4.17a
/0 oy Y (4.17a)
Y 0u
- = - —d 4.1
v(z,y) - v(z,0) | e (4.17b)
Y ou
= — —dy. 4.1
vy = i) [ grdy (1179

The term vy, (z) = v (z,0) is the wall velocity (or transpiration) which can be positive or
negative or zero (solid wall case). Applying the coordinate transformation (z,y) — (£,7)
gives

§ [T [0Ou +1)dé Ou
v(fﬂl)sz(é)—ﬁﬁl [8_5_ (775 >E3_77] dn, (4.18)
which can be expanded to
R 1dé [ Ju
v =v (@ -5 | Fedntgge [ 1) Godn (4.19)

and using integration by parts on the last integral gives
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6 (10
vem=uw®-; [ Gean+ 3% @ru- [Tun], @)

where vy, (§) = v (€, —1).

4.2.3 Inviscid Streamwise Velocity

The inviscid streamwise velocity u; (§,7) is nothing but the edge velocity u. (£), or
ui (§,1) = u; (§) = ue (§) .- (4.21)

4.2.4 Inviscid Normal Velocity

The inviscid normal velocity v; (€,1) can similarly be derived from its corresponding conti-
nuity equation (4.4). Rewriting

8’1)2' 8u1
=~ 4.
5y~ 0z’ (422)
and noting that
u; (2,y) = ui (x) = ue (2), (4.23)
yields
Ov;  due
Integrating between y and § gives
S v, /5 due
oy = — [ ——dy, 4.25a
/y oy Y y dr Y ( )
du,
vi (2,8) —vi(z,y) = —(0-y)— (4.25b)
du,
vi(z,y) = u(@0)+0-y)_= (4.25¢)

where v; (z,d) = v (z, ) = ve (z), the normal component of the edge velocity. Applying the
coordinate transformation (z,y) — (§,7) gives

du,
dx’

v (Em) =@ 1)+ 3 (1—1) (.26)

where v; (§,1) = v (§,1) = ve (£).

4.3 Weighted Residual Statement

4.3.1 Residual Function

Substituting the expressions for u, v, u;, and v; into the PDE of interest (4.14) yields the
residual function R (&, 7). It has the form
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0 +1)dé 0
R(Em) = o (o) - TEDDI 22
¢ § deom (4.27)
sonp §20n\on)"
4.3.2 Galerkin Approach
Applying the MWR (Galerkin-type) gives
1
(R T), = [ RENT W wmdn=0, (4.29)
where the weight w (%) is
() = — (429)
w(n) = . .
0= e
The weight can be removed with a change of variable. Setting n = — cos ¢ with ¢ € [0, 7]
yields
ki
| reo 040 =0 (4.30)
Hence, there are N + 1 Galerkin equations R, () defined by
T
Re,© = [ REDT (0)dp=0. (4.31)

Unless otherwise noted, the integration will be performed using the trapezoidal rule with
Ay = 7/180.

4.4 Boundary Conditions

4.4.1 Tau Method

At the edge of the boundary layer

u(z,6) =ue(z) or  wu(§1)=wul(f), (4.32)

whereas at the wall the no-slip condition is

u(z,00=0 or u(§-1)=0. (4.33)

The tau method is used to impose these two boundary conditions. As such, the last two
Galerkin equations are replaced by the equations for the boundary conditions denoted by

Rpc, (:B’ 6) =u (LC, 6) — Ue (.’E) =0 or Rpc, (‘57 1) =u (gv 1) — Ue (6) =0, (434)

and
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Rpc, (2,0) = u(z,0) =0 or Rpc, (€,—1) =u(¢,—-1) =0. (4.35)
Therefore, j € Jy has Jy = {0,...,N — 2}.

4.5 Additional Constraints

4.5.1 Boundary Layer Thickness

The height of the 7 interval in y space is simply §, which is best set to match, or slightly
exceed, the physical boundary layer thickness. Here, this § is constrained with the residual

i)
R; (:1;, g) =u (:z:, 5) - 0.95u, (z) =0, (4.36)
or equivalently,

R;(€,0) = u (£,0) — 0.95u, (£) = 0. (4.37)

The precise form of R; is not critical, as long as ¢ is larger than the physical boundary layer
thickness.

4.5.2 Edge Velocity
The edge velocity is simply specified

Ry, () = te (%) = Uegpe, () = 0, (4.38)

or equivalently,

Ry, (§) = ue (§) — Ueypee () = 0. (4.39)

4.6 Solver

4.6.1 Newton Method

The system of nonlinear equations is solved by means of the Newton iteration scheme. For
a vector of equations F and a vector of unknowns U such that

F (U) =0, (4.40)
the solution procedure at some iteration level n is
F (U™) = F(U" +6U™) ~ F (U") + [%—}n sU™ =0, (4.41a)
~1
dU" = — [g%]n F (U"), (4.41b)
Ut = Un 45U (4.41c)

The term [0F /0U]" is the Jacobian matrix whose (4, j) entry is the partial derivative of the
i’th equation in F with respect to the j’th variable in U, evaluated at U™. The algorithm
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converges quadratically for fairly accurate U™. Solving the linear system in (4.41b) is the
most, expensive step.

In the present application the vector of equations F will consist of the N — 1 Galerkin
equations Rg, the two boundary conditions, Rgc, and Rpc,, as well as the two constraint
equations, Rs and R, . The vector of unknowns U will contain the N 4+ 1 series coefficients
¢k, the boundary layer thickness §, and the edge velocity u.. These vectors are given by

[ Rg, ] C ¢cp ]
Ray_, CN-—-2
F = Rpe, and U= ¢y (4.42)
Rpa, CN
R )
= Rue J L Ue J
The Jacobian matrix [0F/9U] will be an (N + 3) x (N + 3) matrix of the form
[ ORg BRGQ BRGQ BRGQ 8RGQ aRGO 7
560 U 8CN_2 BCN_l BCN 06 a’u.e
9Bey_, 9Rgy_, ORey_, ORey_, OHoy_, 0GRy,
OF dco U OeN-—-2 OCeN-1 den 23 O
— aRBcl . ORpoy 3RB'01 6RBC’1 aRBc'l BRBcl . (443)
3U 8(30 8ch2 BCN_ 1 3CN B Bue
aRBc2 . dRpc, 8RBCZ 3R302 3RBC2 GRBCZ
o, G T 7 T N T -
[¢di73 ... 9Bs _ORs 5 R;
300 6cN_2 BCN_l CN 5 Ue
Ry, . ORy, ORy, ORy, ORy, ORy,
. aCo 361\]42 BCN_ 1 BCN B Bue J

4.7 Discretization

4.7.1 Similarity Station

The flow is assumed to be similar from £ > 0 until the first grid point. Setting the first grid
point to station 2 and anywhere before this point as station 1 (except at the origin), the
similarity condition

U U
—| ==, 4.44
Uy 1 Uj |o ( )

must hold true at any given n value. In addition,
w = CitP, m=Cntfm,  and 8= Cst, (4.45)

where C;, Cy,, and Cs are constants and (3, G, and s are constant in &, such that

_ § du. £ dm d _&ds
= U & mag " PG5

Noting that m = ud then the relationships between the various 3’s are

Bu B = (4.46)
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_ 144
B = —

Therefore, at station 2 it is possible to deduce

1—/811,
-—2 .

and ﬂ(; =

=6,
B o
%= P
S =2,

d_(1-p) 3
¢\ 2 J¢
4.7.2 Logarithmic Differencing

Outside the similarity station, logarithmic differencing is employed to get

u;
du; d(lnuz) wiA(nw) wplnu, —Inuy  ug In (ﬁ)

€ T ¢ d(ng) | & A(ing) szln&-—msl“221n(%)’

1

du? 2u;?2 In (ZZ)
¢ &, (%) ’

In ( %2
ou o oUu du, U2 - U1 un (u,l )
77 = 7 Uw) = w4 + U—— =y
og ~ ag \Uw) =g U MU, T, & (2)
&
Usq
ou: 0 U2, dul UZ - U? u?, In (u_z)
U _ 9 (0242) = 2 + 2% 2 2 1+U22 i
B&' a& ( l) U’Z 85 d§ uzz 52 61 2

52 In (%)

d5 _ Sd(ns) _SA(mS) &nd s 50 (R)
d¢ ~ €d(lng)  €A(nE) &g —Ing& & In (%)

(4.47)

(4.48)

(4.49)

(4.50)

(4.51)

(4.52)

(4.53)

(4.54)

(4.55)

(4.56)

(4.57)

The difference forms above are exact in laminar similar flows with negligible curvature effects
even if A/ is not small. Hence, logarithmic differencing greatly reduces the streamwise
resolution requirements near the leading edge where £ — 0. For small A¢/€ these are

equivalent to Backward-Euler to first order in A£/€.
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Figure 4-1: Laminar flat plate: Modal convergence for u/ue.
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4.8 Results

4.8.1 Flat Plate (3, =0)

The quintessential problem in viscous boundary layer flow is that of flow over a flat plate.
For the laminar case, Prandtl’s first student, H. Blasius [1], derived an ordinary differential
equation (ODE) governing the flow based on similarity arguments. The nonlinear Blasius
equation (see White [41]) has never yielded to exact analytic solution. Rosenhead [35] has
chronicled proposed solution methods to this equation in his text. With the advent of the
computer, the equation can now be solved numerically.

Table 4.1: Falkner-Skan and Spectral Method solutions to flat plate flow.

[ Solution | Bu | F"(0) = 21C;vRes | Ofg = 6" \/ue/vz | Ops = 0\/uc/va | H |
Falkner-Skan | 0 0.33206 1.72080 0.66412 2.591
Spectral Method | 0 0.33211 1.72086 0.66401 2.592

In this work, the Falkner-Skan family of boundary layer similarity solutions (see Ap-
pendix A), of which the flow over a flat plate is but one special case, will be used for
comparison purposes. Table 4.1 shows the close agreement in results between the Falkner-
Skan solution and the spectral method. Note that z = £ in the table. For the spectral
method, N = 10 based on the modal convergence plots shown in Figures 4-1 and 4-2. Fig-
ure 4-3 illustrates the exponential convergence rate (geometric-type) of the series coefficients
on a log-linear plot (see Boyd [2]). The flow was solved for N = 180 to show the appearance
of a Roundoff Plateau (see Boyd [2]) starting at N ~ 45. Detailed plots for the spectral
solution to the flat plate problem as well as some of the more interesting wedge flows are
listed in Appendix A.

25 i 1 i
0 50 100 150 200
k

Figure 4-3: Laminar flat plate: |cx| vs. k.
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4.8.2 Flat Plate with Wall Suction or Blowing - Similar Flow

A porous flat plate with nonzero wall velocity, v,, < ue, either positive (blowing) or negative
(suction), has many applications: mass transfer, drying, ablation, transpiration cooling, and
boundary layer control. There is no streamwise wall velocity, u,,, so the no-slip condition
is still enforced. For similarity, vy, (z) must vary as /2 (see White [41]). The results will
differ according to the suction-blowing parameter, v}, defined by

vh = ~%/Re,, (4.58)

Ue

where Re, is the Reynolds number based on z given by

Re, = ——. (4.59)

Figure 4-4 depicts how strongly the velocity profiles are affected by v, . These are plotted
with respect to n* = y/5% where z = £ and y = (n+ 1) §/2. In all cases, N = 30. Suction
thins the boundary layer and increases the slope at the wall. The suction profiles have
strong negative curvature, are very stable, and delay transition to turbulence. Conversely,
blowing thickens the boundary layer and makes the profile S-shaped, less stable, and prone
to transition to turbulence. The boundary layer is blown off at v}, = 0.619.

1

0.8

0.2rf

10

Figure 4-4: Velocity profiles for a flat plate with wall suction or blowing.
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4.8.3 Flat Plate with Uniform Wall Suction - Nonsimilar Flow

Iglisch [18] studied the flow past a flat plate with uniform suction (i.e. v, = constant < 0).
Wall suction is an effective means of delaying transition to turbulence, at the expense of
increasing the drag. The resulting flow is nonsimilar. The velocity profiles change from the
laminar flat plate profile at the leading edge to the asymptotic exponential profile given by

=it (1 - ey”"‘/") n (4.60)

far downstream (see White [41]). The asymptotic condition is reached when (—vy,/ue W/ Reg ~
2.0. For a suction rate of (—v,/u.) = 0.01 with u, = 1 m/s, this corresponds to a distance
of x = 0.6 m.

For the spectral solution to this problem, N = 10. The velocity and shear stress profiles
shown in Figure 4-5 exhibit the theoretical exponential shapes, as expected. The detailed
spectral solution to this problem shown in Figures 4-6 and 4-7 clearly indicates the asymp-
totic behavior. Once again, £ =z and n = 2y/d§ — 1.

1 1 T
-0.5 ; -05
1 A ; | H -1 i i i 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08 1
u/u T/
e w
(a) Velocity Profile (b) Shear Stress Profile

Figure 4-5: Uniform suction: u/u. and 7/, profiles at £ = 1 m.
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Figure 4-6: Uniform suction: 4, u.,
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Figure 4-7: Uniform suction: ¢*, 6, H, and Rep vs. &.
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4.8.4 Laminar Jet

Fluid injection is an effective means of flow control. Consider a flat plate with an inclined
slot of length [ and width b such that sina = b/l, where « is the slot angle (see Figure
4-8). For b = 0.005 m and ! = 0.05 m the angle a ~ 5.74°. Utilizing a jet strength of
Uso/Ujet = 0.38, with the velocity profile inside the slot modeled as the Poiseuille parabola,
the velocity and shear stress profiles are shown in Figure 4-9 where n = 2y/§ — 1. The
flow evolution is depicted in Figures 4-10 and 4-11 where £ = z. The slot is located at
& = 0.65 m and N = 30. The most striking feature out of all these plots is how ¢* and ¢
become strongly negative demonstrating the fact that the jet causes an excess of mass and
momentum in the boundary layer.

Figure 4-8: Slot geometry.

This case also points out some of the difficulties in treating the blowing problem with
traditional integral boundary layer methods. Such methods are typically parameterized by
H = §*/0, which can no longer be used when # goes through zero downstream of the jet.
The closure relations which depend on H and Rey cannot be used since H not only blows
up but is non-unique. The Reynolds number based on @ is negative whenever # < 0 so it
also cannot be used. Suction problems have no such difficulties.

1.5

(a) Velocity Profile (b) Shear Stress Profile

Figure 4-9: Laminar jet: u/u, and 7/7, profiles at £ =1 m.
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Chapter 5

Turbulent Flow

The primary complication in solving the turbulent incompressible boundary layer flow prob-
lem is the modeling of the Reynolds stress term in the momentum equation. The spectral
method applied to turbulent flow is analogous to the formulation for laminar flow outlined
in Chapter 4. The eddy viscosity is modeled using an algebraic turbulence model and the
results for the flat plate case are reported. A wall function consistent with the inner layer
eddy viscosity model is introduced into the approximation of the streamwise velocity and
the flat plate problem is solved once more. An order of magnitude reduction in modes is
observed — a major computational advantage. The results for vertical suction/blowing on
a flat plate with or without the incorporation of a wall function are reported. The turbulent
jet on a flat plate is also simulated.

5.1 Boundary Layer Equations

5.1.1 Real Viscous Flow

The 2-D, steady, incompressible Reynolds-averaged continuity and z-momentum thin shear
layer equations governing the real viscous flow (RVF) in the turbulent regime are given by

ou Ov

}9_m+0_y20’ (5.1)
d 0 0 13p 197 3
é;(u)-f-é; uv)+;—a;—;—a~y—0. (0.2)

In these expressions, « and v are, respectively, the z- and y-components of the RVE velocity;
p is the mass density; p is the static pressure and 7 is the shear stress given by

T = Mé% — pu', (5.3)

where p is the dynamic viscosity and —pu/o’ is the turbulent shear (or Reynolds stress).

5.1.2 Equivalent Inviscid Flow

In analogous fashion, the 2-D, steady, incompressible Reynolds-averaged continuity and x-
momentum thin shear layer equations governing the equivalent inviscid flow (EIF) in the
turbulent regime are given by
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5;' + a_g =0, (5.4)
o (uf) + o (u;v;) + P 0. (5.5)

In these expressions, the subscript ¢ denotes the EIF condition. As such, u; and v; are,
respectively, the z- and y-components of the EIF velocity; p; is the mass density and p; is
the static pressure.

5.1.3 Defect Form of the Momentum Equation

Subtracting (5.2) from (5.5) gives

5 (uj —u’) + 3y (uiv; — uv) + O i i 0, (5.6)
which can be simplified noting that
p=pi and p(z,y)~p(z)=pi(2), (5.7)
such that
0,4 9 0 , 0 oul|
o (u? —u?) + 29 (uzv; — uv) + 3y [(V+ vt) 8y] =0. (5.8)

This is the defect form of the z-momentum equation. The expression for T has already been
substituted where the kinematic viscosity, v, is the ratio of the dynamic viscosity p to the
density p, or

V=

7
. (5.9)

The turbulent shear —pu/d/ is replaced by

Ju
5;7
where y; is the so-called eddy viscosity. This follows the modeling assumption first made
by J. Boussinesq in 1877. The eddy viscosity p; has the same dimensions as g but it is not
a fluid property. It varies with the flow conditions and the geometry of the problem (i.e.
it depends on the turbulent eddies). The term v; which appears in the defect form of the
z-momentum equation is also referred to as the eddy viscosity but it is given by

—pu'’ = (5.10)

= B
P

n

(5.11)

5.1.4 Local Scaling Transformation

Applying the coordinate transformation (z,y) — (£,7) described in Section 4.1.4 to (5.8)
gives
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O 9 o M+1dED 5 5 20 40 du| _
ag(“i u?) 5 d.f@n(ui u)-i—(san(uﬂ)2 uv)+626n (U+Vt)8_n =0, (5.12)

which is the PDE of interest.

5.2 Series Expansions

5.2.1 Viscous Streamwise Velocity

The viscous streamwise velocity u (&,7) defined on & € (0,00) and n € [—1,1] can be
approximated by the truncated series expansion given by

N
w(én) ~uy (6m) =ue (€)Y cr () Tk (n), (5.13)
k=0

where u, (£) is the edge velocity (streamwise component), ¢k (§) are the series coefficients,
and the chosen basis functions T} (n) are the Chebyshev polynomials.
5.2.2 Viscous Normal Velocity

An expression for the viscous normal velocity v (£,7) can be obtained by making use of the
continuity equation (5.1). The derivation is identical to Section 4.2.2 such that

d ("3 ) n
vem=w©-3 [ Gean+ 3% [rvu= [Tun). G

where vy, (£) = v (€,—1) is the wall velocity (or transpiration) which can be positive or
negative or zero (solid wall case).
5.2.3 Inviscid Streamwise Velocity

The inviscid streamwise velocity u; (€,7) is nothing but the edge velocity u, (§), or
ui (€,m) = i (§) = ue (§) - (5.15)

5.2.4 Inviscid Normal Velocity

The inviscid normal velocity v; (£,7) can similarly be derived from its corresponding conti-
nuity equation (5.4). Referring to Section 4.2.4 gives

é due
v (6m) =) +50-m7"

where v; (§,1) = v (£, 1) = ve (§), the normal component of the edge velocity.

(5.16)

5.3 Eddy Viscosity Model

5.3.1 Inner Layer

The inner layer eddy viscosity model v, is taken from Spalding [39], such that
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2
v, = vke "B [e'““f —-1—kuy — &7‘2_%—_)_] . (5.17)
The inner-law variable u is defined by
u
= 1
U4 'U,,r’ (5 8)
where the friction velocity u, is given by
1/2
Ur =8 [IL:—'] (5.19)
with s = sgn (7). The constants
k= 0.41 and B =50 (5.20)

are taken from Coles and Hirst [7].

5.3.2 OQuter Layer

The outer layer eddy viscosity model v, is based on the formulation by Clauser [5], such
that

v, = 0.016u,6*, (5.21)

where u, is the edge velocity, and ¢* is the displacement thickness defined by

5*51)6(1_%)@:%[1(1—%)@. (5.22)

5.3.3 Blending Model

The models for the inner and outer layers are combined into one composite formula, for the
eddy viscosity v; given by

1/a

1 1 1/a
Uy = m = [1 n Ca] Vg, (5.23)
N7

where ( = 1y, /1, and @ = 4. Blending ensures that the derivatives are continuous at
the interface between the two layers as shown in Figure 5-1. In the inner layer, the eddy
viscosity reduces to the linear relation

v R KUY, (5.24)

except in the viscous sublayer where damping reduces v to a cubic function of y. In the outer
layer, v; is tens or even hundreds of times greater than the molecular viscosity, depending
on the local Reynolds number. A turbulent shear layer has a high outer and low inner
effective viscosity which is why turbulent velocity profiles are so steep at the wall and so
flat further out.
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Figure 5-1: Eddy viscosity blending model.

5.4 Weighted Residual Statement

5.4.1 Residual Function

Substituting the expressions for u, v, u;, v;, and v; into the PDE of interest (5.12) yields
the residual function R (£,7). It has the form

0 1)dd &
R(f,n)=8—§(u?—u2)—(n; )%a—n(“?“ﬁ)

+gg(u-v-—uv)+i£ (V+V)@ 02
o " 62 dn Yol
5.4.2 Galerkin Approach
Applying the MWR (Galerkin-type) gives
1
(RT), = [ RENT@wmdn =0, (5.26)
where the weight w () is chosen to be unity
w(n) =1 (5.27)

Utilizing the orthogonality weight associated with the Chebyshev polynomials tends to cause
the nonlinear system to be more ill-conditioned. Therefore, the weighted residual statement
is

| BEnTman=o. (5.28)
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Hence, there are N + 1 Galerkin equations Rg; (€) defined by

Rg, (§) = /_1R(~£,n) T (n)dn = 0. (5.29)

Unless otherwise noted, the integration will be performed using the trapezoidal rule. The
integration points are chosen using n = — cos ¢ with ¢ ranging from [0, 7] in increments of

7 /180.
5.5 Boundary Conditions

5.5.1 Tau Method

The tau method is used to impose the same two boundary conditions as in Section 4.4.1.
As such, the last two Galerkin equations are replaced by the equations for the boundary
conditions denoted by

Rpc, (¢, 1) =u(, 1) — Ue (6) =0, (5.30)

and

Rpc, (§,-1) =u({,—1)=0. (5.31)
Therefore, j € Jy has Jy = {0,...,N — 2}.

5.6 Additional Constraints

5.6.1 Boundary Layer Thickness

Referring to Section 4.5.1, the Rs constraint is
Rs(€,0) = u (€,0) — 0.95u. (§) = 0. (5.32)

5.6.2 Edge Velocity

Referring to Section 4.5.2, the R, constraint is

Ry, (ﬁ) =ue (&) — Uegpee (§) =0. (5-33)

5.7 Solver

5.7.1 Newton Method

The system of nonlinear equations is solved by means of the Newton iteration scheme as
described in Section 4.6.1.

In the present application the vector of equations F will consist of the N — 1 Galerkin
equations Rg, the two boundary conditions, Rpc, and Rpc,, as well as the two constraint
equations, Rs and R, . The vector of unknowns U will contain the IV + 1 series coefficients
¢, the boundary layer thickness 4, and the edge velocity u,. These vectors are given by

66



[ Re, ] [ co ]
Ray_, CN-2
F=| Rpc, and U= |¢y1 (5.34)
R302 CN
R; 4
L Rue J L Ue |
The Jacobian matrix [0F/8U] will be an (N + 3) x (N + 3) matrix of the form
 ORg, ORg R dR¢ IR¢g ORca, ]
8co 301\]-2 aCN_]_ 6CN 2 ?fe)_
9Rcy _, . ORgy_, ORay_, ORgy_, ORey_, O9Roy_,
OF deo den—2o den 1 den 93 Oue
— aRBCI . 3}2301 BRBCI aRBCl BRBCI aRBCI . (5.35)
au dco decn_2  Oen_1 dcn ) Due
8RBCZ . 3RBC2 aRBC2 ORpc, 9Rpc, ORpe,
860 BCN_ 2 8cN_ 1 BCN ad Bue
Rs . OR, OR; OR; OR; dRs
8(,‘0 aCN_g 6CN_ 1 acN 3ue
8Ru, . ORu, 9Ru, 8Ru, B8R, ORu,
| Beo den—2  den-i den 35 du. |

5.8 Discretization

5.8.1 Similarity Station

The flow is assumed to be similar from £ > 0 until the first grid point. Setting the first
grid point to station 2 and anywhere before this point as station 1 (except at the origin),
the required conditions for similarity are listed in Section 4.7.1. Therefore, at station 2 it
is possible to deduce

Z -6 (5.36)
Eldﬂg _ ggu%?_, (5.37)
%= (5.38)
%“; _ ngu.uéi (5.39)
& (50)¢ oo

5.8.2 Logarithmic Differencing

Outside the similarity station, logarithmic differencing is employed to get
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Figure 5-2: Turbulent flat plate: Modal convergence for u/u. at £ =1 m.
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Figure 5-3: Turbulent flat plate: Modal convergence for 7/7, at { =1 m.
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u;
dui _wid(nu)  wA(nw)  wplnu, —lnw,  ug In (Iz)

€T Edmd) T EAMY T & me-hE & (g) (5:41)
du? u? In (?)
=22 —a (5.42)
d¢ & 1n (%)
%_Q(Uu‘)—u'?EnLUc—lﬂNu- -y w1\, ) (%) (5.43)
P e T Mo T e T g TG n (&)’ '
o _ 9 (U*u?) = 227 Lt 2 U UL uy 1 ) (Z—f) (5.44)
A T N P > ln(%)’ ‘
In (2
d5 _5d(lnd) SA(nd) _SHlndh—Ind _ 4 (s%) (5.45)
d€ - £d(Ing) EA(Ing) &lné—Ing - & In (%) .

Section 4.7.2 describes the advantages of using this form of differencing over other methods.

5.9 Flat Plate

5.9.1 Detailed Plots

The spectral solution to turbulent flow over a flat plate was computed. In this case, N = 180
based on the modal convergence plots shown in Figures 5-2 and 5-3 at £ = 1 m. The two-
layer structure of the turbulent boundary layer is clearly evident from the velocity profile.
The shear stress does not quite go to zero at the edge since the eddy viscosity has a nonzero
value in the outer layer. Detailed plots for the flat plate solution are shown in Figures
5-4 and 5-5. The transition location is where the flow first exceeds Re; = 500000. Figure
5-6 illustrates the convergence rate of the series coeflicients on a log-linear plot at £ =1
m. This plot is typical of coefficients which oscillate with N (see Boyd [2]). However, the
convergence is not exponential primarily due to a lack of smoothness for u rather than
integration error. Recall that the integration points were chosen using 7 = — cos ¢ with ¢
ranging from [0, 7] in increments of 7/180. For smaller increments, i.e. /360 and /1800,
the graph of |cx| vs. k at £ = 1 m changes very little.

5.9.2 Velocity Comparison

The velocity profile obtained from the spectral method was compared to an accurate rep-
resentation constructed from Spalding’s law of the wall [39] and Coles’ law of the wake [6].
The details of the construction now follow.
The inner-law variables u4 and y4 are defined by
u Y

Up = = and y, = R (5.46)
T T

70



0.02 : , ; ; 101 ; . ! i

0.0151 100.5f 1
©  0.01 =° 100
0.005 99.5[

0 99 ‘ : ; 5
0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1
g
(a) Boundary Layer Thickness (b) Edge Velocity

30

25}

(c) Wall Shear Stress (d) Skin Friction Coefficient

Figure 5-4: Turbulent flat plate: d, ue, 7y, and Cf vs. &.
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Figure 5-5: Turbulent flat plate: 6*, 8, H, and Rey vs. &.
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Figure 5-6: Turbulent flat plate: |cx| vs. k at £ =1 m.

where u, and [, are, respectively, the friction velocity and friction length. They are given
by

1/2
Uy =8 [M] and I, = =, (5.47)
p Ur
where s = sgn (7). The velocity construction takes the form
211
Uy =Ups +——F (%) , (5.48)
where u, , is governed by Spalding’s law of the wall
2 3

Yy = Uy + E—K'B [eiiu_}. -1 KUy — (’97-"2+) - (nuﬁ+) ] . (549)

The values of x and B are those specified in Coles and Hirst [7]. The function

f (%) ~ sin? (%%) (5.50)

and the Coles wake parameter II ~ 0.45 for a flat plate (see White [41]) since there is a
slight wake. Utilizing the skin friction law of Kestin and Persen [21],

N 0.455
7™ 102 (0.06Rey)’
u, can be calculated at some location on the plate (knowing the freestream velocity) and

the profile constructed. Figure 5-7 demonstrates the close agreement in the profiles. Note
that the logarithmic law of the wall (or log law),

(5.51)

1
Uy = ;‘: In Y+ + B, (552)
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has also been plotted for historical reasons.
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Figure 5-7: Velocity comparison using inner-law variables u4 and y...

5.10 Wall Function

5.10.1 Modified Viscous Streamwise Velocity

The viscous streamwise velocity u (£,n) defined on £ € (0,00) and n € [—1,1] is modified
by including an inner layer velocity profile, u, (§)uyg (y4), or wall function (WF) in its
truncated series expansion approximation given by

N
u(€,n) = uy (€,1) = ve (6) D ek (€) Tk () + ur (§) ups (1), (5.53)

k=0

where u, (£) is the edge velocity (streamwise component), cj () are the series coefficients,
the chosen basis functions T} () are the Chebyshev polynomials, u, (£) is the friction ve-
locity, and uy g (y4) is Spalding’s law of the wall [39].

5.10.2 Friction Velocity Constraint

The friction velocity u, (£) is a new unknown and it must be constrained accordingly. The

residual

8
R, (z) = /(; (us — u) wy, dy =0, (5.54)

or equivalently,

1,
Ru @)= f (s — ) wn,dn =0, (5.55)
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ensures that the velocity profile in the inner layer is only approximated by Spalding’s law
of the wall. Note that ug = u;u,4 and w,, is given by

1
wy, = 5 {1+ tanh [K (1 - O]}, (5.56)
where ¢ = v, /14, and K = 40. Figure 5-8 depicts the variation of w,, with ¢. It is unity
in the inner layer and zero in the outer layer.

VT S | R — o : i ;
04k " . R ............ o

02} i

Figure 5-8: Graph of w,, vs. (.

5.10.3 Modified Newton System

The vector of equations F will consist of the N —1 Galerkin equations R, the two boundary
conditions, Rgc, and Rpc,, as well as the three constraint equations, R, , Rs, and R,,.
The vector of unknowns U will contain the N + 1 series coefficients ¢, the friction velocity
ur, the boundary layer thickness d, and the edge velocity u.. These vectors are given by

[ Rg, co
RGNA2 CN—-2
F = | BBc and U= |°N-1], (5.57)
Rpc, CN
Ry, Ur
Rs d
L. R'ue . L Ue -

The Jacobian matrix [0F /dU] will be an (N + 4) x (N + 4) matrix of the form

75



- ORg 3RG‘Q aRGD 9Rg, BRGO aRGO aRGU .

300 6CN_2 8CN# 1 aCN Bu,- ad Bue
ORay_,  ORgy , ORey , ORey , ORay , ORoy , ORay ,
BC@ BCN_Z 3CN_ 1 3CN 3’?1-,- 35 Bug
OF 9Rpc;,  ORpe;  9Rsc dRpc,  9Rpc,  9Rpe;  9Rpe
[8U] = | oRsg, Do BN SEN. ofi.  omme, ok, |° (099
I A . A A
B O Heed  Bowa  Den Ju, 58 Fue
OR; ... _OR; _ORs [e2i7} 9R; OR; 9R;s
o S . o o0, a%g
L E;CQ e BCN_ez GCN_e]l 3CN€ g'u-r E;E Bue .

5.11 Flat Plate Revisited
5.11.1 Detailed Plots

The spectral solution to turbulent flow over a flat plate was computed with the incorporation
of the wall function. In this case, N = 4 based on the modal convergence at £ = 1 m as
shown in Figure 5-9. Detailed plots for the flat plate solution are shown in Figures 5-10
and 5-11.

Figure 5-9: Turbulent flat plate (WF): Modal convergence at £ = 1 m.
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78



5.11.2 Velocity Comparison

The velocity profile obtained from the spectral method with the incorporation of the wall
function was compared to the previously described velocity construction using Spalding’s
law of the wall [39] and Coles’ law of the wake [6]. Once again, the agreement is excellent
as shown in Figure 5-12. Note that the log law has also been plotted for historical reasons.
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- =-Log Law :
-=+= Spalding + Coles |::
251 —Spectral Solution |
200 i
S 1sh
5_ .....
a3 G q 2 = 3 4
10 10 10 10 10 10
y+

Figure 5-12: Velocity comparison using inner-law variables v and y4 (WF).

Figure 5-13 breaks down the velocity profile into its two contributions. It is reassuring
to observe that the Chebyshev profile is zero (on the average) in the inner layer following
the constraint equation R, _. This allows the Spalding profile to approximate the velocity
near the wall. In the outer layer, the Chebyshev profile corrects the velocity approximation
as required to solve the flow.

The velocity gradient and shear stress contributions are depicted in Figures 5-14 and
5-15. The Chebyshev contribution has little effect on the overall du/dn. The laminar
component of the shear stress 77 = u (9u/dn) scales the velocity gradient by the dynamic
viscosity. Conversely, the turbulent component 7 = u; (Ou/dn) utilizes the eddy viscosity
as a scaling factor which varies with the location inside the boundary layer. Since the wall
function is consistent with the inner layer eddy viscosity model, the shear stress exhibits a
slight oscillation near the wall. At the edge, the shear stress does not go to zero since the
eddy viscosity has a nonzero value in the outer layer (i.e. Clauser’s formulation). These
oscillations can be alleviated with more modes. Nevertheless, the total shear stress profile
is fairly accurate for only N = 4.
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Figure 5-13: Velocity profile contributions (WF).
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5.12 Flat Plate with Wall Suction or Blowing

5.12.1 Modified Law of the Wall

Wall suction, v, < 0, or blowing, v,, > 0, adds a strong streamwise convective acceleration
vy (Ou/By) to the near-wall boundary layer. For the flat plate case where the pressure
gradient is zero, the momentum equation very near the wall becomes

du or
Py = oy
Therefore, the wall velocity has a profound effect on the shear distribution. By matching

this expression to an eddy viscosity model of turbulent shear, Stevenson [40] derived a
modified logarithmic law of the wall with suction or blowing, that is

or T R Ty + PURU. (5.59)

2
—_— [(l+vw+u+)1/2—1] ~ }'glny++B, (5.60)

Uy,
where vy, = vy/ur. For v, = 0 this relation reduces to the solid wall case. The typical
range of vy, is +0.06. Figure 5-16 illustrates Stevenson’s correlation.

40
35
301
251
ot 20
15

10F b

Figure 5-16: Effect of suction and blowing on logarithmic law of the wall.

In this study, the inner layer velocity profile is approximated by Spalding’s law of the
wall. Hence, it needs to be modified to cope with a nonzero wall velocity v,,. Define a
modified inner-law variable, u? , such that

2
wh = = [(L+vw,ue) " - 1], (5.61)

Vi

and demand that the following conditions be met

up — 0 S Y Uy,
. —kB _Kku} (5'62)
Uy — 00 ; Yy — € e rt.
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This suggests

* (1) ()’
yy = up +e "B [ — 1 — wul - 5 T~ 6+ , (5.63)

from which w4 (y;) will be governed.

5.12.2 Modified Inner Layer Eddy Viscosity
By matching

Ju
(1 + pe;) oy =Y + puyu, (5.64)
the above can be simplified to
. d 1
14 M dz: - + v g | (5.65)
duy u4+=0

Substituting the expression for gy, and noting that %’i—

= 1 the modified v, will be
u+=0

ve, = (14 vy, uy) vre ™ et — 1 — kut — (_mﬁ (5.66)
t; w4 + (1 + vw+u+)l/2 + 2 * ¢

5.12.3 Results without Wall Function

The spectral solution to turbulent flow over a flat plate with wall suction or blowing was
computed with N = 180. The length of the plate was doubled with the second half having
flow control applied to it. Figure 5-17 depicts the effect on the law of the wall at £ = 2
m. Comparison with Stevenson’s correlation is shown in Figure 5-18. The agreement is
excellent.

5.12.4 Results with Wall Function

The spectral solution to turbulent flow over a flat plate with wall suction or blowing was
computed with the incorporation of the wall function. Once again, the length of the plate
was doubled with the second half having flow control applied to it. Figure 5-19 depicts the
effect on the law of the wall at £ = 2 m. Comparison with Stevenson’s correlation is shown
in Figure 5-20. The agreement is excellent. In this case, N = 4 and as N is increased the
solution exists and the oscillations are reduced, just as in the flat plate case with no flow
control.
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Figure 5-17: Suction/blowing effect on a flat plate: uy vs. y4.
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Figure 5-18: Comparison with Stevenson correlation: u4 vs. y4.
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Figure 5-19: Suction/blowing effect on a flat plate (WF): uy vs. y,.
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Figure 5-20: Comparison with Stevenson correlation (WF): uy vs. y,.
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5.13 Turbulent Jet

5.13.1 Modified Outer Layer Eddy Viscosity

Clauser’s eddy viscosity has the form

vy, ~ (velocity across layer) x (thickness of layer) ~ u.d*, (5.67)
which can be viewed as a dimensional argument. Hence, the outer layer eddy viscosity
model 1, was altered to

vy, = CAud, (5.68)

where C' = 0.0001, § is the boundary layer thickness, and Awu is a root-mean-square velocity
jump measure given by

ma=fof (2 a] =) (5) ] s

For the jet, utilizing Clauser’s formulation would be out of the question since 6* can become
negative for a strong enough jet.

5.13.2 Modified w,,

In order to make sure the inner layer eddy viscosity vy, is applied below the maximum jet
velocity, the function w,, was modified to be

Wy, = % {1 — tanh [K (% - %—)] } , (5.70)

where K = 1000. The term y* is the percentage of the boundary layer thickness below the
maximum jet velocity. Noting that n = 2y/§ — 1 and n* = 2y*/§ — 1 the expression can be
simplified to

W, = % {1 _ tanh [-IQE (n— n*)} } . (5.71)

5.13.3 Results without Wall Function

The spectral solution to the turbulent jet case was computed with N = 180. The setup was
identical to the laminar jet but the flow was tripped to become turbulent five slot lengths
downstream of the slot. Figure 5-21 depicts the velocity and shear stress profiles. Figure
5-22 illustrates the convergence rate of the series coefficients on a log-linear plot at £ =1
m. Although this plot is typical of coefficients which oscillate with N (see Boyd [2]) the
convergence is not exponential just like the turbulent flat plate case. This is primarily due
to a lack of smoothness for « rather than integration error.

5.13.4 Results with Wall Function

The spectral solution to the turbulent jet case was computed with the incorporation of the
wall function. To achieve an almost identical match to the case without a wall function,
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(a) Velocity Profile (b) Shear Stress Profile

Figure 5-21: Turbulent jet: u/u. and 7/7, profiles at { =1 m.

Figure 5-22: Turbulent jet: |cx| vs. k at £ =1 m.
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Figure 5-23: Turbulent jet (WF): u/u. and 7/7, profiles at £ =1 m.

Figure 5-24: Turbulent jet (WF): |cx| vs. k at £ =1 m.
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N = 40 although N = 20 or N = 30 would give workable solutions. Figure 5-23 depicts the
velocity and shear stress profiles. Figure 5-24 illustrates the convergence rate of the series
coeflicients on a log-linear plot at £ =1 m. Once again, the convergence is not exponential
primarily due to a lack of smoothness for u rather than integration error.
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Chapter 6

Spalart-Allmaras One-Equation
Turbulence Model

The Spalart-Allmaras turbulence model [38] is a one-equation model assembled using empiri-
cism and arguments of dimensional analysis, Galilean invariance, and selective dependence
on the molecular viscosity. It computes the turbulent shear (or Reynolds stress) —pu/v/
from a transport equation for the rate of change of stress. The spectral method is applied
in solving this equation which is coupled to the defect form of the 2-D, steady, incompress-
ible viscous momentum equation through the eddy viscosity. The Newton iteration scheme
is applied to the entire system of nonlinear equations. Results for the flat plate case are
reported. A wall function is introduced into the approximation of the streamwise velocity
and the flat plate problem is solved once more. The inconsistency between the wall function
and the turbulence model within the inner layer produces an erroneous shear stress.

6.1 Reynolds Stress Transport Equation

The eddy viscosity v4 is given by

3

il
A

Vt:f/fvl, fvl X ’ (61)

3+
where v is the kinematic (or molecular) viscosity. The working variable & obeys the transport
equation

9 ... 9, . 1]0a _. O A% 2%
%(UV)—{'-a—y(’UV):CblSV—{-;{BZ |:(V+I/) B—y:|+Cb2 <8_y) }_'Cwlfw (5) . (62)

Here S is the magnitude of the vorticity,

ou ~ v X
S=|— S=85+4——= =1-— 6.3
3y Faghn Rem T g (62)
and y is the perpendicular distance from the wall. The function f,, is
148, } 1/e 6 7
- — 9 , =r+ec T —r), r= . 64
fu=g [96 T C?U3 g w2 ( ) Sr2y? (6.4)
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The list of constants are ¢y = 0.1355, 0 = 2/3, cpp = 0.622, & = 0.41, ¢y1 = cp1/k? +
(14 cp2) fo, ez = 0.3, cp3 = 2, and ¢,1 = 7.1.
6.2 Local Scaling Transformation

Applying the coordinate transformation (x,y) — (£,n) described in Section 4.1.4 to (6.2)
gives

0, .. (m+1)dd o
B¢ ui) 5 don U

_lil__a_(_{_")é)?__*_ @2—%0‘)(1—2—2—0
062 | dn g Van b2 an wiiw s n+1/) 7

which is the PDE of interest.

N 20, Sn
D) + 3am (vD) — ey SU
(6.5)

6.3 Series Approximation to Working Variable

The working variable 7 (£, 7) defined on £ € (0,00) and 7 € [—1, 1] can be approximated by
the truncated series expansion given by

D&~y a,n)—ude@)Tk(n), (6.6)

k=0

where v is the kinematic viscosity, d (§) are the series coefficients, and the chosen basis
functions 7% (n) are the Chebyshev polynomials.

6.4 Weighted Residual Statement

Substituting the expression for # into the PDE of interest (6.5) yields the residual function
R (&,m). It has the form

. _(77+1)d56 20 sl
R&m) = 5 () e (W) + 35 (7) — S
—14 2(1/+17)Q7- +c ng +c f—4— v ’ o0
o2 ) an an| " 2\ oy wvsr \n+1)
Applying the MWR (Galerkin-type) gives
(A1) / R(Em) Ty (n) w (n) d = O, (6.8)
where the weight w (n) is chosen to be unity
w(n) =1 (6.9)
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Utilizing the orthogonality weight associated with the Chebyshev polynomials tends to cause
the nonlinear system to be more ill-conditioned. Therefore, the weighted residual statement
is

1
/_ REDT () dn =0. (6.10)

Hence, there are N + 1 Galerkin equations R(;j (&) defined by

1
Re, (6) = / RENT () dn =0. (6.11)

Unless otherwise noted, the integration will be performed using the trapezoidal rule. The
integration points are chosen using 1 = — cos ¢ with ¢ ranging from [0, 7] in increments of
7/180.

6.5 Boundary Conditions
At the edge of the boundary layer

v(z,d)=0 or v(&1) =0, (6.12)

and at the wall

p(z,0)=0 or 5(§-1)=0. (6.13)

The tau method is used to impose these two boundary conditions. As such, the last two
Galerkin equations are replaced by the equations for the boundary conditions denoted by

RBCl (.’E,(S) =v (CE,(;) =0 or RBC1 (6) 1) =v (&a 1) = 07 (614)

and

Rpe, (2,0) =0 (2,00=0 or  Rpg, (§,-1)=(£—1) =0. (6.15)

Therefore, j € Jg has Jg = {0,..,,N—2}.

6.6 Newton Solver

The system of nonlinear equations is solved by means of the Newton iteration scheme as
described in Section 4.6.1.

In the present application the vector of equations F will consist of the N — 1 Galerkin
equations R¢, the two boundary conditions, Rpc, and Rpc,, the two constraint equations,
R;s and R,_, the N —1 Galerkin equations R, and the two boundary conditions, RBC1 and
RBC2 The vector of unknowns U will contain the IV + 1 series coefficients ¢, the boundary
layer thickness 4, the edge velocity u., and the N + 1 series coefficients di. These vectors
are given by
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The Jacobian matrix [0F /0U] will be an (N +

where the matrices A, B, C, and D are given by

RGO [ co ]
RGN_z CN-2
Rpc, CN-1
RBCz CN
| Bs |l 6
= R, and U= e (6.16)
RGD d()
R~G1(f—2 dg_s
I?BC& dN—
i RBC2 ] § dN J
N+ 4) X (N + N+ 4) matrix of the form
OF A B
au] = |c o)’ (6.4
BRGO 3RG0 aRGO 6R£Q aRGQ W
aCN_.Z 361\1_1 8CN 96 Bue
aRGN—Q 8RGN.—2 3RGN 5 3RGN 2 aRGN 5
BCN_Z BCN_l aCN a6 aue
dRpg, ORpc, ORpcoy ORpc, 9Rpc, , (6.18)
giN-2 fen-r BN o one
BC, BC BC BC, BC,
den_g deN_1 Jen a6 Jue
_OR; _OR; OR; OR;s 9R;
den_a den 1 den 2] Oue
OR.,, oR.., R, ORu, 8Ru,
3CN_2 8cN_1 8cN 08 Bue B
B 8RGQ 3RG!1 8RGQ 8RGQ W
ddo adﬁ_Z 3d1\~]‘1 3d1\7
aRGN__2 BRGN_2 3RGN 2 GRGN_2
o R N
BC BC BC, BC, 6.19
ddg 3d1(,_2 8d1;,_1 adﬁ ? ( )
9Rpc, 9Rpc, dRpc 9Rpc,
ddo ddy ,  ddy_, 3dy
dR; OR;s IR OR;
3do 3dg 5,  Bdg., Ddy
L OR, AR, IRy, ORy,
Dy ady_, dy_s ddy |



[ aﬁcg GRGO 31%@0 3]%(;0 BRGO BRGO ]
deo den_2 den_y den 2] Oue
C— %oy,  OHoy , ORay , ORay , ORey , ORey , (6.20)
(?Co aEN_g aC_N_l QCN _65 (?ue ’
8Rpc, dRpc, ORpc, dRpc, ORpc, ORpc,
(?Co 891\1_2 6C~NV1 ~CN ~85 ?Ug
BRBC2 . aRBCZ aRBCZ 8RBCZ 3R302 6R302
- BC() acN_z BCN_l acN 2 aue u
' 6R¢ dRg, ORg, Rz,
ady adg_, ddg_, dd g
D= BRGN—Z BRGN—Z BRGN—Z 6RG1\7—2 . (621)
Ado adg_, ad ad g
ORpc, BRBCJ aRBCL 3RBCL
Bdo ody ,  Bdg., oy
8Rpc. 9Rpc dRpc ORpc
O~ 2 2 2
| ~ 8do odg_, odg_, od g

6.7 Discretization

The only term that needs to be discretized is

U;
(9 . 6 ~ 8 ~ ~du,- U2172 nt U1171 - 'U'iz ]'n (u_,lz)
— = — (Uwp) = u;— (UV) + Ub—= = uj, ———F—= + Ugp——>—%, (6.22
0 (w?) ¢ (i) = u o€ U» +U» I > g In (%) (6.22)

which makes use of the logarithmic differencing technique. For the similarity station this
term is set to zero.

6.8 Flat Plate

The spectral solution to turbulent flow over a flat plate was computed. The setup was
identical to that reported in Chapter 5. In this case, N = 180 and N = 10.

Figure 6-1 depicts the velocity, eddy viscosity, and shear stress profiles at £ = 1 m which
corresponds to Reg ~ 10%. Note that u has been normalized with u., v; with 0.025u.d*, and
7 with 7,,. The main feature of this plot is the abruptness with which the eddy viscosity
goes to zero near the edge of the boundary layer. This makes it difficult to resolve the
working variable .

Figure 6-2 compares the velocity profile to the velocity construction using Spalding’s
law of the wall [39] and Coles’ law of the wake [6]. The log law has also been plotted for
historical reasons. Despite the spectral solution being slightly higher in the buffer region
(due to arguments in the modeling of the eddy viscosity), the comparison is quite good.

Figure 6-3 illustrates the eddy viscosity budget in the boundary layer. All the plots
were normalized with 0.17,,. The production, diffusion, and destruction are defined by
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Production = ¢y 97, (6.23a)

. . 14]0 N o\ 2
Diffusion = s {a—ﬂ [(u + v) BE] + cp2 (B_n) } ; (6.23b)
. 4 ( v \?
Destruction = —Cwlfwgé‘ m ; (6230)

where the sum is simply the addition of these terms (or the convection terms in the transport
equation). Notice that the oscillation present in the diffusion term is due to the difficulty
in resolving ¥, as described previously.

Figure 6-4 illustrates the convergence rate of the series coefficients on a log-linear plot at
£ = 1 m. This plot is typical of coefficients which oscillate with N (see Boyd [2]). However,
the convergence is not exponential primarily due to a lack of smoothness for u rather than
integration error.

] T T T T
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0.8r
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anea.r Stress

(=)

*

yi8

Figure 6-1: Turbulent flat plate: Various profiles at Rep ~ 10%.

6.9 Wall Function

6.9.1 Modified Viscous Streamwise Velocity

The viscous streamwise velocity u (£,n) defined on £ € (0,00) and € [—1,1] is modified
by including an inner layer velocity profile, u, (§) u44 (y4+), or wall function (WF) in its
truncated series expansion approximation given by

N
w(€,n) ~un (6n) =ue (€)Y ek (€) Ti () + ur () uts (¥4) 4 (6.24)

k=0
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Figure 6-2: Turbulent flat plate: uy vs. y, at Reg &~ 10%.
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Figure 6-3: Turbulent flat plate: Eddy viscosity budget at Rep ~ 10%.
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Figure 6-4: Turbulent flat plate: |cx| vs. k at £ =1 m.

where u, (§) is the edge velocity (streamwise component), cx (§) are the series coefficients,
the chosen basis functions T (n) are the Chebyshev polynomials, u, (£) is the friction ve-
locity, and u (y+) is Spalding’s law of the wall [39].

6.9.2 Friction Velocity Constraint

The friction velocity u, (£) is a new unknown and it must be constrained accordingly. The

residual

]
Ry (z)= /D (us — u) wy, dy =0, (6.25)

or equivalently,

5 1
Ru. €)= / (us = 0w, dy =, (6.26)

ensures that the velocity profile in the inner layer is only approximated by Spalding’s law
of the wall. Note that ug = u,uy, and w,, is given by

with Ay =y, — 14, (6.27)

KAVt:|2

1 =—
b [ Uel

The constant K = 1000, v, is the inner layer eddy viscosity model based on Spalding’s law
of the wall [39], v, is the eddy viscosity computed from the Spalart-Allmaras model, u, is the
edge velocity, and ¢ is the boundary layer thickness. Figure 6-5 plots v4;, and v; depicting
the region near the wall where they are almost equivalent. Figure 6-6 demonstrates the
expected Gaussian behavior of w,,, .
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6.9.3 Modified Newton System

The vector of equations F will consist of the V—1 Galerkin equations R¢, the two boundary

conditions, Rpc, and Rpc,, the three constraint equations, R, , Rs, and R, , the N — 1
Galerkin equations RG, and the two boundary conditions, R301 and RBCZ. The vector
of unknowns U will contain the N + 1 series coeflicients c, the friction velocity u,, the
boundary layer thickness d, the edge velocity u,., and the N + 1 series coefficients dy. These

vectors are given by

R~GN—2
Rchl

L RBCQ ]

The Jacobian matrix [0F /0U] will be an (N + N+ 5) X (N +

and

U

co |

CN-2
CN-—-1

N+5

(6.28)

) matrix of the form

oF A B
el [ : (6.29)
Ju C D
where the matrices A, B, C, and D are given by
- ORg ORg R OR¢g 8Rg AR, ORg, A
0 [0] Q 0 0 20
dco den 2 den 1 den dur ad Sue
9RGy_, 8RGN—2 BRGN_2 IRgy_, 3RGN 2 9Ra 2 9RG 2
deo den_a JcN_1 den dur aé Oue
8R)13(;<l 6R301 3R301 3RBC'1 aRBCi 8RBcl 3RBCI
A_ e BCO 3CN_2 acN_1 BcN 8uT a8 8’ue , (630)
3RBcz aRBCz 8RBCZ 6RBCZ BRBCZ BR% BRBC'2
deo den 2 JcN_1 den Jur B2 Oue
ORy, ARy, ORy, OR., R, ORu, IR,
deg den_a den-1 den Sur 22 Oue
9R; IR 9R; OR; IR dRs OR,
dep deN_2 Jen—1 den Ou, 84 Dle
ORy, IRy, ORy, ORu, ORy, IRy, ORy,
L 360 acNhg 601\]41 6CN BUT aé Bue .



- 8RG aRG(L BRG aRGO
ady 3dN—2 ddg_ ddg
dRay_, dRcy_, DORey , ORgy ,
ddy Odg_, odg_, 5
ORpc, ORgpco, dRpc, ORpc,
— adp °t Odg_, Odg_, adg
B ORpc, dRpc, dRpc, 3Rpcy |’ (6.31)
ddp Odg_o Odg_, adﬁ
AR, ORy, . IR, OR,,,
ady ddy_o ddg_, od g
OR; ORs dRs OR;s
adp odg_, adﬁ_l Bdﬂ,
OBy, . ue IRy, ORy,
L ddop 8dﬁ_2 8dﬁ_1 BdN
r 8Rq BRg 3R ORg dRg 8Rg ORg, ]
0 0 Q (0] =0
600 3CN_ 2 6CN —1 3CN 31.1.-, aé aue
C = BRay_, . ORcy , ey , ORey , ORgy , ORoy , ORey , (6.32)
?Co 6c_N -2 agN_ 1 C?CN @u.,- ~35 (?ue !
JRpc . BRBCJL BRBCI (9RBC1 GRBCL BRBCJ aRBCLL
dco JdeN -2 den -1 den Jur as Oue
aRBCZ L 33301 3R302 3RB(72 8RB(72 BRBQZ aRBEZ
| aC() BCN_ 2 aCN_ 1 BCN 6u,- as Bue .
I~ BRG GRGQ aRGO 8&@0 ]
ddo U Fdg_, ddg_ odg
D= 8RGN~2 . BRGA'I-Z 3RG1\7—2 BRGKJ—z (6 33)
ddyp ddg_, ddg_, ddg : :
8do 3d1\742 adﬁ_l 3d1\7
aRBCZ L BRBCJ 3R302 3R302
| adp Bdﬁ_z adﬁ_l adﬁ

6.10 Flat Plate Revisited

The spectral solution to turbulent flow over a flat plate was computed with the incorporation
of the wall function. The setup was identical to that reported in Chapter 5. In this case,
N =4 and N = 10.

Figure 6-7 depicts the velocity, eddy viscosity, and shear stress profiles at £ = 1 m which
corresponds to Rey =~ 10%. Once again, u has been normalized with wu,, v; with 0.025ud*,
and 7 with 7,,. The two main features of this plot are the abruptness with which the eddy
viscosity goes to zero near the edge of the boundary layer and the overshoot in the shear
stress near the wall. The former feature has already been discussed whereas the latter is
due to the inconsistency between the wall function and the turbulence model within the
inner layer.

Figure 6-8 compares the velocity profile to the velocity construction using Spalding’s
law of the wall [39] and Coles’ law of the wake [6]. The log law has also been plotted
for historical reasons. The spectral solution matches up perfectly since the velocity was
constrained to equal Spalding’s law of the wall in the inner layer. The fact that the wake
also matches up very well is mere coincidence.
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Figure 6-7: Turbulent flat plate (WF): Various profiles at Rep ~ 10%.

Figure 6-9 illustrates the eddy viscosity budget in the boundary layer. All the plots
were normalized with 0.17,. The production, diffusion, and destruction terms have already
been defined where the sum is simply the addition of these terms (or the convection terms
in the transport equation). Again, the oscillation present in the diffusion term is due to the
difficulty in resolving . The production and destruction terms are erroneous near the wall
since they both depend on the velocity gradient (i.e. .S).

Figure 6-10 breaks down the velocity profile into its two contributions. In these plots,
n = 2y/d — 1. It is reassuring to observe that the Chebyshev profile is zero (on the average)
in the inner layer following the constraint equation R, . This allows the Spalding profile to
approximate the velocity near the wall. In the outer layer, the Chebyshev profile corrects
the velocity approximation as required to solve the flow.

The velocity gradient and shear stress contributions are depicted in Figures 6-11 and
6-12. Once again, n = 2y/é — 1. The Chebyshev contribution has little effect on the overall
Ou/0n. The laminar component of the shear stress 77 = p(Ju/0n) scales the velocity
gradient by the dynamic viscosity. Conversely, the turbulent component 7, = p¢ (Ou/dn)
utilizes the eddy viscosity as a scaling factor which varies with the location inside the
boundary layer. Since the wall function is not consistent with the inner layer eddy viscosity
model, the shear stress exhibits a large oscillation near the wall. The shear stress at the
edge approaches zero smoothly as reflected by the eddy viscosity behavior at this location.
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Figure 6-9: Turbulent flat plate (WF): Eddy viscosity budget at Reg ~ 10%.
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Figure 6-10: Velocity profile contributions (WF).
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Figure 6-11: Velocity gradient contributions (WF).
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Figure 6-12: Shear stress contributions (WF).
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Chapter 7

Conclusion

7.1 Summary

Due to the current inability of the MISES quasi 3-D design/analysis code to handle the
the boundary layer problem with flow control via blowing, two alternate approaches were
proposed. First, a two-equation integral method parameterized with the profile parameters
of a multi-deck representation of a turbulent jet based on Coles’ law of the wake was
formulated. The appearance of spurious singularities in the Jacobian matrices associated
with the system of equations and the vector of unknowns prevented this method from being
implemented. Second, a Chebyshev spectral method using the wall function technique was
applied to the defect form of the incompressible viscous momentum equation. A turbulent
jet profile was computed with N = 40 modes, a number low enough to allow the method’s
implementation into the MISES framework.
The following summarizes the main points of the thesis.

e An integral method parameterized with the profile parameters of a multi-deck rep-
resentation of a turbulent jet based on Coles’ law of the wake was proposed. The
blowing model does a fairly good job in approximating experimental jet profile data.
Consequently, the dimensionless form of both the von Kérmén integral momentum
equation and the integral Kinetic Energy (KE) equation were derived for each layer
with the closure relations modeled in terms of the profile parameters. It was dis-
covered that the Jacobian matrices associated with the system of equations and the
vector of unknowns have spurious singularities. Conversely, applying the model to a
wake profile and using the integral approach yields a well-constrained system. There-
fore, the application of the integral boundary layer method to compute a multi-deck
representation of a turbulent jet profile is inherently difficult.

e The Galerkin form of the Chebyshev spectral method was presented and applied to
curve-fit experimental jet profiles. It was found that the outer layer in these pro-
files could be approximated with N = 20 modes. The near-wall region, in which
high velocity gradients exist, could potentially be resolved using an appropriate wall
function.

e The spectral method formulated with the defect form of the incompressible viscous
momentum equation was developed to solve laminar flow over a flat plate with bound-
ary layer control via suction or blowing.
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— For the case of no flow control, the Falkner-Skan family of boundary layer simi-
larity solutions, of which the flow over a flat plate is but one special case, were
used for comparison purposes. With N = 10, the spectral method was in close
agreement with the Falkner-Skan solution. The exponential convergence rate of
the series coefficients was shown on a log-linear plot.

— Similar flow can also be maintained on a porous flat plate with vertical suc-
tion/blowing if the wall velocity varies as the inverse of the square root of the
distance along the wall. The no-slip condition is still enforced and the results dif-
fer according to the suction-blowing parameter. Suction thins the boundary layer
and increases the slope at the wall. Conversely, blowing thickens the boundary
layer and makes the profile S-shaped. In all case, N = 30.

— Uniform suction results in the flow being nonsimilar changing from the laminar
flat plate profile at the leading edge to the asymptotic exponential profile far
downstream. The velocity and shear stress profiles obtained from the spectral
method exhibit the theoretical exponential shapes and the flow evolution clearly
indicates the asymptotic behavior. In this case, NV = 10.

— The laminar jet was setup on a flat plate with an inclined slot. The jet angle is
deduced from the slot geometry. Utilizing a jet strength of 0.38, with the velocity
profile inside the slot modeled as the Poiseuille parabola, the resulting velocity
and shear stress profiles were indicative of fluid injection. In this case, N = 30.
The displacement and momentum thicknesses demonstrated the excess mass and
momentum in the boundary layer due to fluid injection. This case also points out
some of the difficulties in treating the blowing problem with traditional integral
boundary layer methods.

e The spectral method applied to turbulent flow is analogous to the formulation for
laminar flow with the only complication being the modeling of the Reynolds stress
in the momentum equation. An algebraic model for the eddy viscosity based on
Spalding’s law of the wall for the inner layer and Clauser’s outer layer formulation
was implemented in the spectral method.

— The spectral solution to turbulent flow over a flat plate with no flow control was
computed. Due to the two-layer structure of the boundary layer, the number
of modes needed to be increased to N = 180. The velocity profile was in close
agreement with an accurate representation constructed from Spalding’s law of
the wall and Coles’ law of the wake. The shear stress does not quite go to zero
at the edge since the eddy viscosity has a nonzero value in the outer layer. The
convergence rate of the series coeflicients is not exponential primarily due to a
lack of smoothness in the velocity approximation rather than integration error.

— The incorporation of a wall function, consistent with the inner layer eddy viscos-
ity model, into the approximation of the streamwise velocity reduced the number
of modes to N = 4. Comparison of the turbulent flat plate results with and with-
out the wall function are almost identical.

— For a flat plate with wall suction or blowing the inner eddy viscosity model
was modified due to the profound effect that the wall velocity has on the shear
distribution. The spectral solution was computed with NV = 180 and compared to
the Stevenson correlation. The agreement was excellent. The wall function was
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then modified to match the new eddy viscosity model in the inner layer. Using
N = 4 the resulting solution compared favorably to the Stevenson correlation.

— The turbulent jet problem required a modification to the outer layer eddy viscos-
ity model because Clauser’s formulation uses the displacement thickness which
can become negative for a strong enough jet. The setup was identical to the
laminar jet but the flow was tripped to become turbulent five slot lengths down-
stream of the slot. Once again. N = 180. The convergence rate of the series
coefficients is not exponential for the same reasons as in the flat plate case. In-
corporating a wall function reduces the number of modes to N = 40 to obtain a
close a match to the velocity and shear stress profiles for N = 180.

e The turbulent flow over a flat plate was also solved using the Spalart-Allmaras turbu-
lence model. For the working variable in this model, N = 10. The resulting velocity
profile compares favorably to the accurate representation constructed from Spalding’s
law of the wall and Coles’ law of the wake with N = 180. The convergence rate of
the series coefficients is not exponential primarily due to a lack of smoothness in the
velocity approximation rather than integration error. Incorporating the wall function
based on Spalding’s law of the wall and computing the solution with N = 4 yields
an erroneous shear stress near the wall due to the small inconsistency between the
Spalding velocity and the Spalart-Allmaras eddy viscosity.

7.2 Recommendations for Future Work

The following are suggestions for improvements based on some shortcomings encountered
in the methodology:

o A more accurate integration scheme should be employed when higher resolution is
required. A Gauss-Legendre quadrature scheme is suggested since it is the most
accurate. The only difficulty is in the evaluation of integrals whose limits change,
such as in the viscous normal velocity component.

e The constraint on the boundary layer thickness should be replaced with a differential
equation based on the local velocity profile. This would avoid situations in which the
velocity profile is forced to zero over a large percentage of the boundary layer. The
effect would be a substantial reduction in the number of required modes.

e The Spalart-Allmaras turbulence model for the eddy viscosity should be modified to
match the inner layer eddy viscosity model based on Spalding’s law of the wall. This
would require replacing the functional weight on the working variable.
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Appendix A

Falkner-Skan Wedge Flows

The most celebrated family of similarity solutions for boundary layer flow was discovered
by Falkner and Skan [13] and later computed numerically by Hartree [16]. This class of
solutions have the property that the velocity profiles, u, at different streamwise locations, z,
can be made congruent with suitable scaling factors for v and y (the normal flow coordinate).
The partial differential equations (PDEs) governing the flow reduce to one simple ordinary
differential equation (ODE). This appendix derives the ODE and presents the numerical
results for a range of wedge flows. In addition, the spectral solution to some of the more
interesting wedge flows are listed.

A.1 Boundary Layer Equations in Streamfunction Variables

The 2-D, steady, incompressible continuity and z-momentum thin shear layer equations
governing the real viscous flow (RVF) in the laminar regime are given by

ou Ov

%“Fa—yzo, (A.1)
0, ., 0 10p 101 _
%(u)—l—a—y(uv)Jr;ax—;a—y—O (A2)

In these expressions, u and v are, respectively, the z- and y-components of the RVF velocity;
p is the mass density; p is the static pressure and 7 is the shear stress given by

Ju
= p— A3
T gy (A.3)
where p is the dynamic viscosity. Defining a streamfunction variable, ¢, such that
o T du
U= — and - =v_—, A4
dy p By (A-4)

where the kinematic viscosity v = pu/p, the RVF z-momentum equation reduces to

oY o oY & d 7}

¢ U 7/) U — Ue 'U/e + (T/p)' (A.s)
Jy 0x  Ox Oy dx Jy
The pressure gradient term has been written in terms of the edge velocity u, (streamwise
component). This comes from the assumption that in a boundary layer
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p (.’12, y) ~p (:L‘) = De ('T) ’ (AG)

where p, (x) is the static pressure at the edge and using Bernoulli, it can be shown that

dpe _ du,
dp = Pete (A.7)

The edge density p. = p since the flow is incompressible. The boundary conditions at y = 0
are

Yp=0 and wu=0, (A.8)

whereas at y = ye,

U= Ue, (A.9)

where y, denotes the edge location.

A.2 Coordinate Transformation

The coordinate transformation (x,y) — (&, 7) is given by

§ =z (A.10)
Y
= ——= A1l
where A (z) is an appropriate length scale for the thickness of the boundary layer. The
partial derivatives transform to

_ 9 _n
7] 19
o ~ BAon (A.13)
Noting that
oY T Ou
= = and —-A=v , A.l14
on p on (A.14)
the RVF z-momentum equation becomes
oY ou O ou due  O(7/p)
9pou odyou _ otT/p) Al
T T e ™ (A-15)
A.3 Variable Transformation
The variable transformation (¢, u,7) — (F,U,S) is given by
Y=mF,  uw=ulU,  and -; - mg‘e s. (A.16)
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Defining
dm _ & due

£
= Ue A y m= 1 = " ) A.
mEO=w@OAE), fn=mge wd A=TE @A)
and noting that
_OF _ véue, U vg U
U= an and S = mZ Oy uAE o’ (A.18)
the RVF z-momentum equation becomes
oS ou OF OF oU OFoU
— F—+8,{(1-U—)=¢|\+—F7 =7 )- .
o +onF g+ (1050 ) =€ (505 - 5 5y) (A1)
The boundary conditions at n = 0 are
F=0 and U =0, (A.20)
whereas at 17 = 7,
U=1, (A.21)

where 7, denotes the edge location in transformed coordinates.

A.4 Requirements for Similarity

For similar flow (8/9¢ = 0), the following conditions must hold:

1. B, By = constant in . 2. Vszée = constant in £. 3. BCs = constant in £&. (A.22)
The first condition is satisfied if
ue (§) = Cet™,  m(€) =Cmé™,  and  A() = Oath, (A.23)

where C,, Cin, and Ca are constants. The second condition will yield the relationship
between 3,, and 3,, that is

B = 1—%@ (A.24)

Noting that m (§) = ue (§) A (£), it is a simple matter to deduce

Bm = Bu + Ba- (A.25)

The third condition is satisfied outright from the previously stated boundary conditions.

A.5 Falkner-Skan Transformation
Falkner and Skan chose the combination

vg

113



from which the Falkner-Skan length scale, Agg, could be defined as

v

Apgs = Az A27
rs = A(z) = @ (A.27)
As a result, the RVF z-momentum equation reduces to the ODE
BF  [(1+p, F dF\?
e + ( 3 + 08, |1 — %) =0. (A.28)
The boundary conditions at n = 0 are
dFr
F=0 and — =0, (A.29)
dn
whereas at n — oo,
dF
— =1. A.
= (A.30)

A.6 Integral Thickness Definitions and Shape Parameter

The displacement and momentum thicknesses, 6* and 6, are defined as

& = /Ooo (1 - E;) dy and 0= / (1 - —e) uiedy. (A.31)

Applying the Falkner-Skan transformation yields the modified thicknesses

5* E___:/ (1——)d and 0 E——:/ (1———) —dn, (A.32
ks AFs 0 dn 7 Fs Ars 0 dn ) dn m )

where the subscript FS is used to differentiate between the actual and transformed quanti-
ties. The shape parameter, H, defined by

0 Ops

indicates the state of the boundary layer. For a favourable pressure gradient, 3, > 0 and
H is small. Conversely, in an adverse pressure gradient, 3, < 0 and H is large.

H= , (A.33)

A.7 Skin Friction Coefficient

The skin friction is defined by

Tw

Cr=+—-=, (A.34)
d %Peuezz
where T, is the shear stress at the wall, or
du
= — (A.35)
o
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In Falkner-Skan variables the skin friction is obtained from

d*F Ty € 1
o2l =8 = 5. _ o e A.36
dn? =D =0 peul Aps 2 fV ke ( )

where ¢ was replaced by z in the final expression.

A.8 Numerical Solution

The Falkner-Skan ODE can be solved by discretizing the equation with finite differences
and implementing a Newton iteration scheme to solve the corresponding set of nonlinear
equations. The results have been summarized in Table A.1 and the corresponding velocity
profiles are depicted in Figure A-1.

Table A.1: Solutions of the Falkner-Skan equation for various values of f3,.

| Bu | F"(0) = 3C;VRe; | 0k = 6" /ue/va | Ops = 0\/ucf/va | H |

1 1.23258 0.64791 0.29235 2.216
1/3 0.75745 0.98538 0.42900 2.297
0.1 0.49657 1.34787 0.55660 2.422

0 0.33206 1.72080 0.66412 2.591

-0.01 0.31147 1.78005 0.67892 2.622
-0.05 0.21348 2.11775 0.75147 2.818
-0.0904 0.00478 3.44593 0.86798 3.970

Figure A-1: Falkner-Skan velocity profiles for various values of 3.
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A.9 Spectral Method Results for Wedge Flows

The spectral solution to some of the more interesting wedge flows are listed in Table A.2. In
all cases, N = 10. For 8, = {1,1/3,0,—-0.05, —-0.088}, the velocity and shear stress profiles
as well as detailed flow evolution plots are listed on subsequent pages. In these plots, £ = x
and n = 2y/6 — 1.

Table A.2: Spectral solution to wedge flows for various values of 3,.

[ Bu [F"(0)=1C;VRe; | 0pg =8 Vue/vz | Ops = 0 /ucfvz | H |
1

1.23262 0.64751 0.29191 2.218

1/3 0.75746 0.98516 0.42871 2.298
0.1 0.49659 1.34784 0.55646 2.422
0 0.33211 1.72086 0.66401 2.592
-0.01 0.31153 1.78011 0.67881 2.622
-0.05 0.21360 2.11780 0.75130 2.819
-0.088 0.04682 3.05947 0.85775 3.567
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A.9.1 Stagnation Flow (8, =1)

1 T T 1 T T T
os| osff
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0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08
uwu T,

(a) Velocity Profile

(b) Shear Stress Profile

Figure A-2: Stagnation flow: u/ue and 7/7,, profiles.
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Figure A-3: Stagnation flow: 4, ue, 7, and Cf vs. §.
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Figure A-4: Stagnation flow: 6*, 6, H, and Rey vs. &.
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A.9.2 Constant 7, (8, =1/3)
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(a) Velocity Profile
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(b) Shear Stress Profile

Figure A-5: Constant 7,: u/u. and 7/7, profiles.
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Figure A-6: Constant 7,: §, Ue, Ty, and Cy vs. §.
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Figure A-7: Constant 7,: 6%, 6, H, and Rey vs. §.
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A.9.3 Flat Plate (3, =0)

1 T ; : 1 . : T :
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(a) Velocity Profile (b) Shear Stress Profile

Figure A-8: Laminar flat plate: u/u, and 7/7, profiles.

123



0.035 T f T '

0.03r
L.5f
0.025

0.02

0.015f

0.01 05k

0.005

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6

(a) Boundary Layer Thickness (b) Edge Velocity

0.3

(c) Wall Shear Stress (d) Skin Friction Coefficient

Figure A-9: Laminar flat plate: 4, ue, 7, and Cy vs. &.
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Figure A-10: Laminar flat plate: §*, 8, H, and Regp vs. &.
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A.9.4 Adverse Pressure Gradient (3, = —0.05)
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(a) Velocity Profile (b) Shear Stress Profile

Figure A-11: Adverse pressure gradient: u/u. and 7/7,, profiles.
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Figure A-12: Adverse pressure gradient: 6, 4., T, and Cf vs. &.
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Figure A-13: Adverse pressure gradient: 6*, #, H, and Reg vs. §.
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A.9.5 Onset of Separation (3, = —0.088)
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Figure A-14: Onset of separation: u/u. and 7/7, profiles.
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Figure A-15: Onset of separation: 4, ue, Ty, and Cj vs. §.
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Figure A-16: Onset of separation: ¢*, #, H, and Reg vs. &.
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Appendix B

Interacting Boundary Layer
Theory for Separated Flows

The quasi 1-D flow in a diffuser is solved using a two-equation integral method and the
spectral formulation. The integral boundary layer equations for both laminar and turbu-
lent flow have identical forms differing only in their closure relations. The edge velocity
constraint is formulated using Classical Boundary Layer Theory (CBLT) and Interacting
Boundary Layer Theory (IBLT) [4, 10, 11, 24, 25, 26, 27, 42]. The solution procedure for
the integral method is outlined and results to laminar and turbulent flow test cases for var-
ious Reynolds numbers are reported. The spectral method is applied in solving the diffuser
problem in both flow regimes using the FLARE approximation [34, 43] for separated flow.
In the case of turbulent flow, the Spalart-Allmaras turbulence model described in Chapter
6 is implemented in the spectral formulation. The agreement in laminar flow solutions from
both methodologies is excellent. For turbulent flow, the Spalart-Allmaras turbulence model
is strained but the trends in the flow solution variables are nonetheless correct. The in-
corporation of a wall function in the spectral approximation of the streamwise velocity has
little effect in reducing the number of required modes due to the boundary layer thickness
constraint.

B.1 Integral Boundary Layer Equations

B.1.1 Laminar Flow

The 2-D, steady, incompressible continuity and z-momentum thin shear layer equations
governing the real viscous flow (RVF) in the laminar regime are given by

ou Ov

& , o 0 10p 101 _

In these expressions, u and v are, respectively, the z- and y-components of the RVF velocity;
p is the mass density; p is the static pressure and 7 is the shear stress given by

du
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where £t is the dynamic viscosity.

B.1.2 Turbulent Flow

The 2-D, steady, incompressible Reynolds-averaged continuity and z-momentum thin shear
layer equations governing the real viscous flow (RVF) in the turbulent regime are given by

ou Ov

—8;+a—y:0, (B4)
0 , 5 0 10p 1ot
92 (u )+6y (uv)+;8—w_;8—y~ (B.5)

In these expressions, u and v are, respectively, the z- and y-components of the RVF velocity;
p is the mass density; p is the static pressure and 7 is the shear stress given by

ou —
T = ua—y - pu'v, (B.6)
where p is the dynamic viscosity and —pu/v’ is the turbulent shear (or Reynolds stress).

B.1.3 Dimensional Form

Integrating across the laminar boundary layer

/O i — ) % (B.1) + (B.2)] dy, (B.7)
/0 ' [(v® —u?) x (B.1) + 2u x (B.2)] dy, (B.8)
as well as the turbulent boundary layer
/0 ' [(u — we) x (B.4) + (B.5)] dy, (B.9)
/0 ’ [(u? - u?) x (B.4) + 2u x (B.5)] dy, (B.10)

yields the dimensional form of both the von Kdrman integral momentum equation and the
integral Kinetic Energy (KE) equation for either case

d du

= (peul) + peueé*zf = T, (B.11)
d
— (peul”) = 2D. (B.12)

The displacement thickness 6*, momentum thickness §, KE thickness 6*, and the shear

dissipation D are defined by
8 U
& = / (1 - —) dy, (B.13)
0 Ue



')
U U
= 1— =) 2 B.14
/0( u) uedy, (B.14)

1 2
_ u u

D= T—dy. B.16
| "oy ¥ (B.16)

The pressure gradient term has been written in terms of the edge velocity u. (streamwise
component). This comes from the assumption that in a boundary layer

p(z,y) = p(x) = pe (z), (B.17)

where p, (x) is the static pressure at the edge and using Bernoulli, it can be shown that

dpe _ du,
EI:_ = —peue-ca. (B18)
The edge density p. = p since the flow is incompressible. The shear stress at the wall 7, is

given by

ou
Tw = M a‘y Voo . (Blg)

B.1.4 Dimensionless Form

The dimensionless form of both the von Karman integral momentum equation and the
integral KE equation can be obtained by simply expanding their dimensional form, such
that

do 0 du. Cy

— H+2)— = — B.2

dx +(H+ )ue dz 2’ (B.20)
d6* 0" du,
—— 4+ 3——=2C B.21
dz + Ue dx Dy ( )

where the skin friction Cy, dissipation coefficient Cp, and shape parameters H and H* are
defined by

Cr=

Tw D o* o*
Tw o op=—=.. H=2 mg=Z B.22
%peug b Petsd ) 0 ( )

Utilizing the relation
1 dH* 149" 1d0
H* dez  0*dz 6Odz’
the so-called shape parameter equation is obtained

(B.23)

0 dH* 0 du. 2Cp Cf
— 1—H) -2 = & .
H* dzx +(1-H) U dx H* 2’ (B.24)

which is used in lieu of the KE equation. Manipulating this equation further
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9 dH [ H dH* .
d ( ) (1— gy 2 due _ (B.25)

0 dH QCD_Cf
H dx \\H* dH ue dv  H* 2

B.1.5 Logarithmic Form

In logarithmic form the von K4rmén integral momentum equation and the shape parameter
equation become

1C;

d d
E.’l_:- (11’1 0) + (H + 2) % (ln ue) = 57, (B26)
d . d _1/2Cp Cf
Equivalently, the shape parameter equation can be written as
d H dH* d _1/2Cp Cf
%(IDH) (—fl—* dH)“‘(l—H)%(ane)—a(H* —?) (B28)
B.1.6 Similarity Form
Noting that
xd d(In

() dz ~ d(nz)’

the similarity form of the von Karmén integral momentum equation and the shape param-
eter equation become

xC
Bo + (H +2) fu = 5, (B.30)
_ xT 2CD Cf
or equivalently for the shape parameter equation
H dH* _xz (2Cp Cf
ﬁH(ﬂl-FdH)—{_(l_H)ﬂu_E(H* —7>7 (B.32)
B.2 Channel Geometry
The diffuser geometry is defined by
h(z) =ho+ (k1 — ho) (32° — 223)  with 0<z<1, (B.33)

where hg = 0.05 m and h; = 0.1 m. Only half the diffuser will be treated, assuming
symmetry about the center plane, which can also be considered as an inviscid wall. The
rate of change of h (z) with z is given by

dh
= —ho)bz(1-2)  with 0<z<Ll (B.34)
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B.3 Edge Velocity

In Classical Boundary Layer Theory (CBLT), u, is known a priori from the channel geometry
whereas in Interacting Boundary Layer Theory (IBLT), the displacement thickness ¢* also
influences u., such that

CBLT: ue(z) = ;Ln(—/xl; and  IBLT: w.(z)= W)—%w—) (B.35)

The constant volume flux r/p is known from the inlet flow and geometry. The rate of
change of u, (z) with x is given by

due  uedh due U dé* dh
- hd M & ThRos (dw dz ) (B-36)
In similarity form these become
z dh é* xz dh
,Bu: _;L_% and ﬂu_ h_d*ﬁﬁ* ——h*(S*%‘ (B37)

B.4 Reynolds Number

The Reynolds number can be appropriately defined with the length of the channel (unity)
and the inlet velocity. The latter can also be set to unity so that Re = 1/v.

B.5 Solution Procedure

The integral boundary layer equations are valid for both laminar and turbulent flow. How-
ever, the empirical closure functions H* (H), Cy (H, Reg), and 2Cp/H* (H, Rey) taken from
Drela [8] quantitatively differ between the turbulent and laminar case. The fiow is assumed
laminar from the leading edge and turbulent downstream of some transition location. The
transition location is where the shape parameter H first exceeds some critical value Heyje.
This will nicely simulate transition induced by pressure gradients and /or laminar separation.

The three unknowns for the integral method are 6 (z), 6* (z), and u, (z). The governing
ordinary differential equations (ODEs) are

Bo+ (H+2)fu= TR (B.38)
H dH* _z (20p Cf
ﬁ”(ﬁ*‘ dH)“l‘HW“‘E(H* 7)’ (B39
& z dh
Bu — mﬂé* = TR o da (B.40)
where B3 can be expressed in terms of 85« and [y as follows
Bu = Bs~ — Bo- (B.41)

In matrix form these equations become
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C
1 0 H+2)[8 oA

) H dH* H dH* . C C
BLT: |- 4 L-H| 6| = |5 (%R - |- (B.42)
h—&* dr

At any streamwise station z; the coefficient matrix and righthand side vector can be eval-
uated. This 3 x 3 system can easily be solved for 8y, 35+, and B,. The z-derivatives

* *
o=l =g, ama Be_teg (8.43)
can then be used to determine 6, 4%, and wu. at station z;;; using say, Forward-Euler,
or some higher-order method such as Predictor-Corrector or Runge-Kutta. However, the
integration method will be inaccurate if Az/x is not small (such as near the leading edge).

One way to get around this problem is by using Sy, fs+, and 3, directly, for instance,

_xdd  d8/9 d(n6) Alnf Infiy—Inb  In(0.41/6;)

Po = Ode  dx/r  d(nz) Alnz Inzy;—Inz;  In(zig/z:) (B-44)
such that
oo\ o
In(0it1/0;) = Boln(ziy1/z)  or  Giy1 =6, ( Zl) : (B.45)
Similarly
i1 =0; (xéjl)ﬂd* and  Ue, ;= Ug, (:E;:l)ﬁu . (B.46)

These are exact for similar flows (i.e. near the leading edge) no matter how large the
quotient Az/x = (xi41 — x;) /z; may be. For small Az/z the above power-law integration
is equivalent to normal Forward-Euler to first order in Az/x. Tabulated Blasius solutions
are used to gencrate solution quantities at the first grid point. This is necessary to start
the downstream integration.

To solve the CBLT problem simply neglect §* in the third line of the 3 x 3 system to
obtain

c
1 0  H+2] [ 55
. H dH* H dH* _ C C
CBLT: —m=ar fram V- H| |G| = ] (zﬁa - _zﬁ) : (BAT7)
0 0 1 ,Bu _%gm_h

B.6 Spectral Formulation

The spectral method applied to the diffuser problem for either laminar or turbulent flow
follows the formulation of Chapters 4 and 5. The Spalart-Allmaras turbulence model de-
scribed in Chapter 6 is implemented in the spectral formulation for the turbulent case. The
only modification occurs in regions of separated flow. For flows with negative wall shear
it is necessary to overcome the stability problem in order to continue the calculations past
the separation point. This may be done with the approximation suggested by Reyhner and
Fliigge-Lotz [34]. This approximation, referred to as FLARE by Williams [43], consists of
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neglecting udu/dz in the z-momentum equation whenever v < 0. For turbulent flow, the
term udP/dz in the transport equation must also be neglected for u < 0.

B.7 Laminar Test Cases

Both the CBLT and IBLT solutions for Re = 104, 105, 10® with H = 500 (fully lami-
nar) were computed using the two-equation integral method and the spectral formulation.
Figures B-1 to B-3 compare the CBLT solutions whereas Figures B-5 to B-7 compare the
IBLT solutions using both methods. Note that £ = z in the graphs. The spectral method
uses N = 10 for all the Reynolds numbers in the CBLT case and N = 20, 30, 90 for the
IBLT case. The integration was performed using the trapezoidal rule with Ay = #/180 in
the CBLT case and Ag = 7/1800 for the IBLT case. The velocity and shear stress profiles
are shown in Figures B-4 and B-8 where n = 2y/d — 1.

The CBLT encounters the Goldstein singularity [36] at separation (i.e. at £ ~ 0.185 m)
and fails whereas the IBLT does not. At separation dH*/dH = 0 and H & 4 such that the
coefficient matrices become

10 6 1 o 6
CBLT: (0 0 -3 and IBLT: [0 0  —=3f. (B.48)
00 1 0 % 1

The matrix is singular for the CBLT case whereas the IBLT matrix is not because of the
displacement term —d8*/ (h — 6*).

Furthermore, the separation location for the CBLT is independent of Reynolds number.
Conversely, the separation point moves closer to the leading edge as the Reynolds number is
increased for the IBLT case. The reason for this is that the edge velocity u. does not depend
on Re in the CBLT case but does so for the IBLT through the displacement thickness 6*.
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Figure B-1: Laminar diffuser CBLT, Re = 10*: u,, 6, H, and §* — h vs. £.
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B.8 Turbulent Test Cases

A useful measure of diffuser efficiency involves comparison of mixed-out quantities far down-
stream of the exit. The assumptions are that the skin friction vanishes and the channel
width remains constant downstream of the exit. The mixed-out static and stagnation pres-
sure coefficients are given by

C, = Pool— p;nlet sl G, = Poos 1_ p;inlet’ (B.49)
2P% 2Py
where Cp, measures the diffuser pressure rise while Cp, measures the diffuser loss. Using
the integral theorems for the conservation of mass and momentum, these coefficients can be
expressed more conveniently in terms of the inlet velocity wug, inlet and exit channel widths
ho and h;, and the boundary layer quantities at the exit 6; and 47 as follows

ho \? 5+ 6, ho\?
= 12D =9 == .
=i (hl - 51‘) [ ( ha ? hi) '’ (550

e GO G

Figure B-9 shows the variation of C, with respect to Cj, for hg = 0.05 m and a range
of exit widths 0.1 m < h; < 0.3 m, using Re = 107 and Hi = 3. As h; is increased, the
pressure rise increases until separation sets in. After this point, little additional pressure
rise is realized and the loss increases rapidly. For small hq, the loss also increases due to
larger u; and hence larger skin friction 7, = 3Cypu?.
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- Friction
. Loss
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P,

Figure B-9: Graph of C, vs. Cp, .

The integral method was used to generate Figure B-9 since using the spectral formulation
would have required an exorbitant amount of computational resources. For the sake of
comparison, Figure B-10 plots the flow solution for h; = 0.2 m. In this case, N = 180 and
N = 50. Note that £ = z in the graphs. It is evident that the Spalart-Allmaras model is
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strained in separated flow but the trends are nonetheless correct. The C, value from the
spectral method is 0.8990 whereas the integral method yields 0.9120, a difference of 1.4%.
The Cp, value is about 51% off (i.e -0.3853 instead of -0.2550) mainly due to the fact that
the separation loss increases rapidly for large h;.

The velocity and shear stress profiles are shown in Figure B-11 where n = 2y/5 ~ 1.
The fact that both the velocity and shear stress are zero for about half the boundary layer
thickness forces N and N to be large. This is due to the Rs constraint. To ease the
abruptness with which the eddy viscosity goes to zero, an artificial viscosity ¢’ replaced v
in the diffusion term of the transport equation. It is given by

V' = [v? + (KAndu)) 1/ , (B.52)
where K = 1.0, A7 is the smallest integration interval scaled with the boundary layer
thickness 8§, and u is the z-component of the RVF velocity.

The spectral solution to the turbulent diffuser problem with h; = 0.2 m was also com-
puted with the incorporation of the wall function. The benefits of using a wall function are
rendered useless by the fact that the velocity and shear stress are zero for half the boundary
layer thickness. As such, N = 150 and N = 50. Figure B-12 compares the flow solution
and Figure B-13 depicts the velocity and shear stress profiles. These are almost identical
to Figures B-10 and B-11, respectively. The C, and C), values are also the same.

Figure B-14 breaks down the velocity profile into its two contributions. The Spalding
profile contributes a negative velocity since the friction velocity, u., is negative for flow
reversal. The Chebyshev profile is zero (on the average) following the constraint equation
R,.. The function w,, was taken from the turbulent jet case

] =%{1—tanh {K (%~%>]} (B.53)

where K = 1000. The term y* was chosen to be 0.16. Noting that n = 2y/é — 1 and
n* = 2y*/d — 1 the expression can be simplified to

Wy,

Wy, = ;{1—tanh[K(n n)]} (B.54)
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(a) Velocity Profile (b) Shear Stress Profile

Figure B-11: Turbulent diffuser: u/ue and 7/7, profiles at £ = 1 m.
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(a) Velocity Profile (b) Shear Stress Profile

Figure B-13: Turbulent diffuser (WF): u/u. and 7/7, profiles at £ =1 m.
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