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Abstract

Wind turbines operate in a very instationary environment, where wind turbines gen-
erally have been modelled with steady airfoil characteristics. The unsteady effects on
the airfoil characteristics influence loads and stability of wind turbines. It is no doubt
that unsteady aerodynamic effect is important to predict aerodynamic damping and
aero-elastic stabilities of wind turbines. Furthermore there is the fact that the size of
wind turbines is getting larger, which cause more unsteadiness on the blades of wind
turbines. In this thesis the effects due to the fluctuation of airfoil will be evaluated for
different reduced frequencies. In order to determine unsteady effects a code has been
developed based on Theodorsen theory and compared with the measurement data of
The Ohio State University. At last, The effects due to the fluctuation on the flapwise
vibration, chordwise vibration and pitch regulation will be evluated at different period

and amplitude of the motion of airfoils.
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Nomenclature

Roman letters

a - pitching point

Afy,Acw,Ag - Flapwise, chordwise and torsion amplitudes of vibration
A, - Fourier coefficients of non-dimensional bound vorticity distribution
B,, - Fourier coefficients of camber line slope

¢ - Chordlength [m]

cl - Lift coefficient

k - reduced frequency of vibration

L - Lift force [N]

M - Moment

p - pressure

pu - Pressure over camber line [N/m?]

pi - Pressure under camber line [N/m?]

r - position of vector

u - Local velocity on x axis component [m/s]

U - Inflow velocity [m/s]

U,.; - Relative velocity [m/s]

w - Local velocity on z axis component [m/s]

wp, - Local velocity along the camber line induced by bound vorticity [m/s]
wy, - Local velocity along the wake due to shed wake vorticity [m/s]

X, Z¢ - Cartesian coordinate system for camber line

V - Gradient

Greek letters

a - Angle of attack [deg]
Qero - zero lift angle of attack [deg]

o, sy - Effective angle of attack [deg]



Y - Bound vorticity

I' - Bound vortex strength

I, Discrete shed vortex strength

A - Increment in quantity

® - Velocity potential function

Q - Rotor’s angular speed [rad/s] or [rpm]
0 - Transform valuable

A - Transform valuable

p - Fluid density [kg/m?’]

Abbreviation

2D - Two dimensional

3D - Three dimensional

AOA - Angle of attack

BEMT - Blade element momentum theory
MW - Megawatt

OSU - Ohio state university

WTG - Wind turbine generator



1 Introduction

1.1 Background

Wind turbines operate in a very instationary environment, where wind turbines gen-
erally modelled with steady airfoil characteristics. The unsteady effects on the airfoil
characteristics influence loads and stability of wind turbines. It is no doubt that un-
steady aerodynamic effect is important to predict aerodynamic damping and aeroelas-

tic stabilities of wind turbines.

Furthermore there is the fact that the size of wind turbines is getting larger. Among
commercial Wind turbine generator systems (WTGS), the largest capacity of WTGS
is 6MW and rotor diameter even reaches 126 m[1]. Since the longer blade WTGS
has the more unsteadiness the blade has, strong demands for modelling the unsteady

aerodynamic forces and aeroelastic stabilities have been required.

For example of SMW reference wind turbine which has a blade length of 61.5 m,
the heaving amplitude of the tip of blade can be more than 0.2 m at 18 ms wind speed

which can be critical effect on aerodynamic damping and aeroelastic stabilities. [2]

In this Thesis, unsteady airfoil aerodynamic at a attached and potential flow [chapter
2.2] will be treated. The effects due to the fluctuation on the flapwise vibration, chord-

wise vibration and pitch regulation will be evaluated for different reduced frequencie{]

In order to determine unsteady effects a model has been developed, based on Theodorsen
theory and compared with the measurement data of The Ohio State University[3]]. The
method of Theodorsen theory is well described by Theodorsen[4] and Katz[S]]. Appli-

cation of Theodorsen theory to three dimension has been carried out by Snel[6].

A dimensionless number used in studying the vibrations of a body past which a fluid is flowing; it is equal to a characteristic
dimension of the body times the frequency of vibrations divided by the fluid velocity relative to the body; For wind turbines blades
the characteristic dimension of the body is the chordlength shown as equation @])



1.2 The Goal of Research

The main goals of this research can be divided to two objects.

The first goal is to determine the effects due to the heaving (flapwise component),
vibration (chordwise component) and pitching (torsion component) phenomena in a

fully attached flow based on Theodorsen theory.

The second goal is to determine the unsteady aerodynamic effect on the airfoil data
at different reduced frequencies from these movements. affects of reduced frequency

on each component.

1.3 The Structure of Thesis

For modelling Theodorsen theory in the case of unsteady potential flow will be treated

in three steps in chapter 2.

First, potential flow will be introduced in chapter 2.2.

Secondly, in chapter 2.3 thin airfoil theory for the steady case will be used to pre-

dict aerodynamic forces using Glauert’s series expansion solution[7/].
Third, unsteady effects will be combined by considering the time dependent bound-
ary condition and shed wake induction effect will be applied to the unsteady boundary

condition in chapter 2.4.

The last step for modelling the 2D lifting airfoil is determination of pressure field

and resulting forces obtained by the unsteady Bernoulli equation.

In chapter 3, an airfoil will be analysed and resulting lift coefficient will be compared



with measurement data to validate the code. Lift coefficient in different reduced fre-

quency will be compared with OUS data and discussed.

Finally chapter 4 states several important conclusions, recommendations and future

works.
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2 Theoretical Background

2.1 Unsteady models
The most significant functions for two-dimensional potential theory of airfoil in the

unsteady case are regarded by Wagner [8] and by Theodorsen [4]].

Wagner : Wagner’s function concerns the growth of circulation or lift about an airfoil
at a small fixed angle of attack starting impulsively from rest to a uniform velocity

U[8].

Theodorsen : Theodorsen’s function describes the lift due to circulation about an air-

foil osillating sinusoidally and moving with uniform velocity U[8].

In this thesis Theodorsen theory will be used to describe the unsteady aerodynamic

forces due to the motion of airfoil vibrating sinusoidally.

11



2.2 Potential flow

A potential flow is described such that a velocity potential &, being a function of space
and time, which can be defined such that the flow velocity vector U is equal to the
gradient, V, of ®. [9]

U=V (1)

The irrotationality of a potential flow is due to the the curl of a gradient, always being
equal to zero[9]].

VxVd=0 )

Consequently the vorticity, the curl of the velocity field U, is zero[9]:

VxU=0 3)

This implies that a potential flow is an irrotational and inviscid flow. Only viscous
effect can cause rotation while pressure forces only gives normal forces. In case of an

incompressible flow the velocity U has zero divergence[9]:

V-U=0 “)

With the dot denoting the inner product, As a result, the velocity potential ® has to
satisfy Laplace’s equation[9]].
V2P =0 5)

Hence, the assumption of this Thesis is potential flow which is inviscid, incompressible

and irrotational.

12



2.3 Glauert’s Solution for a Thin Airfoil in The Steady Case

2.3.1 Zero-thickness Airfoil at Angle of Attack

As introduced in chapter 2, in a potential flow the continuity equation is:
Vo =0 (6)

Consider the airfoil defined by its camberline z.(x) to the x axis with the leading edge
at x=-c¢/2 and the trailing edge at x = ¢/2 and center of the chordlength of airfoil is zero

as shown below in Figure

Figure 1 The geometry of thin cambered airfoil at an angle of attack

The undisturbed flow velocity is U and is aligned with the x-direction. The local
velocity of the section will be given by u, w and it will be assumed that u and w

are small compared to U:

In case of small-disturbance flow which the boundary condition is applied at z=0, the
sum of all the velocity components normal to the camberline, the freestream velocity
and the velocity induced by vortex, must be zero at all points along the camber line.
First, freestream velocity can be expressed below using the approximations that cos @ ~1,

sin & ~ 0 for small &, where o is in radians.

P

a—z(x,Oi) =U (icosa—sina> ~U <ﬁ—a> (7

dx

13



In order to compute the velocity induced by vortex at position X, consider the vortex

distribution along the chordlength with a strength of ydx at x = xo.

d
d¢:£‘tanl( : ) ®)
2n X — X

This equation (8]) follows from the 2D Biot-Savart Law([10] for the vortex singularity.

g |

“

-
T
Figure 2 Vortex distribution along the chordline[3]]
As a result, the local velocity field induced by vortex can be obtained:
/2 0dP /2 y(xp) 4
u(x,z) = = dx 9
®3) /c/z ox /c/2 2m (x—x0)2+22 ®
/2 9dd /2 y(xg)  x—x0p

w(x,z) = — = dx 10
(%,2) /_c/z Jz /—c/z 2 (x—x0)2 422" (10)

Since z=0 is assumed, equation @D becomes zero, except for xyp = x, where it can’t be

calculated. To evaluate this integral a new integration variable should be used:

_x—xp dA 1

A

z T dxg  z
Integral limits become +co and -o while z approaches zero from the positive side

(z=0") and zero from the negative side (z=0") respectively.

Z 2 1

(x —x0)? +—Z2a’xo - (x —x0)2dA T +12d

A = —darctan A (11)

14



The local velocity u is:

PR A(x)

ES - 47
u(x,0%) = o] (x,0£) ==+ > (12)

For the present model the resulting local velocity w should be determined. The w can
be directly derived from equation (10):

c/2 c/2
w(x,O):—/ 8_q>:_/ Y(x0) dxo_ (13)

—c/2 dz —c/2 2w x—Xxo

As mentioned in forth paragraph in this chapter, the unknown vortex distribution y(x)
along the camberline can be calculated using the condition that the sum of all the
velocity components normal to the chordlength is zero, which is a form of zero normal

flow boundary condition:

w(x,0) 1 /2 dxo  dz
U 2nU 70/23/ xo)x—xo dx * (14

2.3.2 Glauert’s Series Expansion Solution

In order to solve the vortex distribution, Glauert’s [[7]] series expansion solution is
used in this chapter.

The first step to solve equation |14|is changing x variable to 6 as shown in Figure 3:
c c .
Xo = —Ecoseo, dxg = Esmeodeo (15)

As shown in Figure (3]), the x coordinates has been changed by 6 so that the leading
edge of airfoil is at x=0 (6 = 0) and trailing edge is at x=c (0 = )

Hence, the equation (14), the zero normal flow boundary condition, becomes:

sin 6 dz.(0)
—dfy = — 16
2rnU / cos 6y —cos O 0 dx « (16)

To find vortex distribution, a function which satisfies large suction peak at the leading
edge and reduces to 0 at the trailing edge subject to Kutta condition is needed. Using

the trigonometric cotangent function which is proper for two conditions above, vortex

15



¢/2
Leading edge Trailing edge

-¢/f2 Y

Figure 3 Transformation of variable x to 6

distribution can be expressed in terms of 6 and Fourier coefficients as equation (T7):

no)
2U

14cos6 >

9 (>
=Agcot =+ ) Aysinnd = Ag + ) Apsinnf (17)
n=1

= sin 6

Then, equation ((17) can be substituted into the zero normal boundary condition, equa-

tion (16)):

sin 6y
————dfy =
27IU/ cosGo—cose 0
1 (= l+cosBy & sin 8yd 8y dz.(0) (18)
— Ag—— A, sinn6 =" _«
71:/0 0 sin 6 +n§’1 n SN0 cos By —cos O dx
T cosnBy msinnf
T dey = — 1
/o cos By —cos O 0 sin 0 (19

Using Glauert’s integral (I9) above and replacing 1 by cos 6y The integral of the first

singular term containing Ao becomes:

Ao i 1+ cos 6y

A
i " d6y=—[-0—1m]=—-A 20
7 J cosBy—cosb 0 77,'[ g 0 (20
0

cos(n—1)0 —cos(n+1)0
2

sinn@sin @ = 2D

The equation (21]) which is trigonometric relation will be used for the remainning temrs

16



containing A,

Ap /”cos(n—l)eo—cos(n—l—l)eo_An7r sin(n+1)0 —sin(n—1)0
0

27 cos By — cos O 2z sin O 22)

= A, cosnf
Also the slope of the camberline can be expanded to a Fourier cosine series

dze

(6) =Y B,cosnf (23)
dx ,;)

Substituting equation (20), (22)) and (23)) into (18], boundary condition can be rewritten

in terms of Fourier coefficients:

0 0 oo dz.(0
w(x,0) =—Ao+ ZAncosnez—a+ZBnCOSn9: 2l >_a 24)
U n=1 n=0 dx
Hence:
(25)

A,=B, n=1,23 .0
The coefficients Ag and A, above can be computed for a given function of camberline
and then Aerodynamic forces can be derived as will be introduced in the next chapter.
2.3.3 Aerodynamic Forces in Terms of Fourier Coefficient in The Steady Case

Since local velocity u has been determined in equation (12)), the pressure difference

can be obtained with the equation below:

A =20op) (04 ) - (v-Tw) ] om0

According to Kutta-Joukowski[[[10]] theorem, lift force can be written in:

c/2 c/2
L= ) pUy(x)dx = pU ) Y(x)dx = pUT (27)
—c/2 —c/2

Where I' is defined as the sum of y(x) along the profile and lift force can be derived to

17



equation below in terms of Ay and A,, coefficients.

c/2 i
rov [ Moy /
—c/2 2U 0

1+cosO > . c .
(AOW +nZ::1An smn@) Esme dG]

(28)
T
= Uc(Aon +A1§>
Substituting equation (28) into equation (27)), lift force becomes:
2¢ 2 Ay
L=pU 5(27rA0+71:A1):pU cT A0+7 (29)
The moment at a given point x=a on the airofil, can be expressed by:
c/2 c/2
M= —/ Ap(x)(x—a)dx = —pU Y(x)(x —a)dx
—c/2 —c/2
(30)
c/2 a
=—-pU x)xdx+ —
PUS (%) 7
The moment at x=a on the airfoil, can be derived in terms of Fourier coefficients:
1 4a 2a A
Mo = —pU?c? [Ao (1+—> +A1—+—2} (31)
2 c c 2

Normally pitching point is defined at the quarter chord which makes equation (31))
dependent of A| and A; only:

/3

) (—A1+A2) (32)

1
My = SpU*c®

The moment at the quarter chord is independent of angle of attack, since only Ag is

dependent of angle of attack shown as equation (25).

18



2.4 Unsteady Flow of a Two-dimensional and Shed Wake Induction Effects

2.4.1 Unsteady boundary condition

Continuity equation is mentioned in equation (6] in a potential condition, which does
not depend on time directly. Hence in this chapter, boundary condition dependent on
time will be derived.

Boundary condition requiring no normal flow across the surface depending on time

can be derived:

(AP —U —ttye —Qxr)-n=0 (33)

Where the vector n normal to the surface is given by camber line:

(o
> (34)
(=)
ox

u,,; 1s the velocity of the Cartesian system in two dimensional coordinates (x-z coor-

n—

dinates):

Upet = [~U(1),0,0] (35)
) .. ) ) 00
r is the position of vector, r=(x,y,z) and Q is the rate of rotation, Q = [0, o0 0], so that:

26 26
Qx r= (EQO, —Ex) (36)

The velocity potential ® can be divided into an airfoil potential ®p and a wake potential
pr:
D =P+ Dy (37)

Hence, the boundary condition for airfoil potential can be obtained:

o + o +U—EZ g—a—z_gx'i‘gzw(x’t) (38)

8(133 (ach (I)W 00 ) azc 8CI)W 00 aZc
dz

19



2.4.2 Wake model

dI’
g 39
7 (39)

dr
Kelvin states o 0. Hence a change in bound vortex strength should be computed

with shed vorticity, see also figure 4 hence a change in bound vortex strength should

T’ ir}

be compounded

Ty . F‘.:

|
- [ - )
/C:>l ". | J“:] I ’.] | "o 1
u o "
i
K |

c

(b}

Figure 4 Discrete wake vortex distribution([5]]

The strength of wake vortex element generated due to the changes of bound vortex

and shed from trailing edge is defined I',,,. The location of the shed vorticity can be

calculated as U (1)At, where At is time step. Each shed vortex element can be expressed
= ftlf A Yw(©U(Ddt. Using Kalvin’s condition, shed vortex can be obtained:

T,=——A 40
W A (40)

2.4.3 Solution of Laplace equation

The resulting velocity w;, induced by bound vortex along the camberline can be ex-

pressed given by equation [14|:

c/2 o0dp c/2 ’}/(X(),l‘) dxg
Wb(x’t)__/_c/z 0z _/_c/z 2 x—Xxo @0

Once Iy, at each time step is determined, also the resulting velocity potential asso-
ciated with a wake vortex element Iy, arx = x; can be derived in the same way as

introduced in equation For z=0, wake induced velocity along the airfoil can be

20



calculated:
* T, X — Xp

Wy (x,1) = Z

=2 (x—x)? - (z—w)? (42)

Where the k is the counter of the wake vortex.

For z=0 assumption, angle of attack is o, pitch point on chordlengh is a and with

dh
heaving speed I equation becomes:

dZC de d” ch d.x
~ " _ _ _ _ _ _ 4
wp+wy, = U ( a) (x a) " + ” ( OC) p (43)

Where d6/dt is pitching speed, dh/dt is heaving speed, dx/dt shows the vibrating
speed. This boundary condition can be combined into combination which is common
in Aerodynamic field. The component of the vibrational velocity in the U direction
to change the magnitude of U and the component normal to U to change the effective

relative direction of U, it is easily described:

dx\ dz. dx 1 dh do
—(v-E )V (g |- PN D 44
Wb W (U dt) dx (U dt) A (k—a)Zr @9

dt
Here, repeated terms can be substituted to quasi steady parameters U,; and o, s which

is the form used in Bladed element momentum theory(BEMT):

1 dh
Urer dt

dx
Urel:U__ Oeffr = O — (45)

dt

As seen in equation #6|below, unsteady boundary condition can be derived in terms of

quasi-steady parameters U, O s:

/2 y(xo,1) dz. do
wp(x,1) = —/C/z o—x Ul <E — Oceff> — (x—a)z — wy(x,1) (46)

The induced wake velocity w,,(x,7) will be treated as a modification of the camber line,
which has been suggested by Snel[6]:

9dze  ww(xt)

= T Y (B.+AB,)cosnb 47)

n=0

21



where B, coefficient is the slope of the camberline as introduced in equation (23] and
AB,, coefficient is the wake induced velocity along the chordline due to the shed wake
vortex with the time variation. So the final form of unsteady boundary condition equa-
tion 46| can be computed by Glauert series expansion in terms of Fourier series as
explained in chapter 2.2.2.

Time dependent vortex distribution is:

¥(6) — Ao(t) 1+cos6

A, (t)sinn® 48
sin + n; (1) sinn (“48)
As same steps as equation from equation[I§]to[24] the unsteady boundary condition 46|

can be rewritten in terms of Fourier coefficients at any time step t:

wp(x,1) > dz. (x—a)dO  wy(x,t)
= —Ay(t A 0= ——« i
Unale) ~ 0T Ly Ancosn ( dx ) U di Upi

(49)

The pitching term in right side of equation should also be transformed using Glaert’s

series expansion:

(x—a)d6 ( c 1 db
-t = — 9) — 50
U, dt a+2COS Uy (t) dt 0
So that A,, coefficient can be derived:
a db
Ay = O.rf—Bo—AB — =
0 eff — Do O+Urel i
c db
Ay = B+ AB - =1 51
1 1+ 1+2Ureldt n (5D

A, = B,+AB, n=2734,.. .

As introduced in the thin airfoil theory, the time dependent bound vortex I'(z) can be

written, using only two first A, coefficients:

r10) = () (000 + 7)) 52)

22



2.5 Aerodynamic Forces in Terms of Fourier Coefficient for The Unsteady Case
In case of unsteady flow, Bernoulli’s law can be derived:

Pz k)4 02 -
p+(Uex+ACI>) +, =Ct (53)

For z=0, the pressure difference along the airfoil can be calculated by the unsteady

Bernoilli’s law in terms of vortex distribution y(x,¢):

X

Apf;’l) = pl;p” :U(r)y(x,t)+%(<1>u—‘b1) = U(I)Y(X)Jr% / ¥(x0,1)dxo

—c/2
(54)

According to Kutta-Joukowski theorem as shown in equation 2/}, lift force can be then:

c/2 X
gzU(r)r(tH% / / ¥(xo,1)dxo | dx (55)
—c/2 \—c¢/2

Substituting the transformation [I5|and Glauert’s integral [I9) again into equation[55] the

first inner integral can be derived in terms of Fourier coefficients:

0
/ Y(x0,t)dxo =U(t)c |Ap(O +sinB) + Z /An sinn 6 sin Byd 0, (56)
—c/2 n=1%

For n=1, the second term of equation [S6] becomes
6

sin26
Al/sm 040 = <9— . ) (57)
0

Hence, the vortex distribution can be obtained:

X

/ Y(x0,t)dxo = U(t)c [AO(Q +5in @) +% (9 B s1n229)

—c/2
sin(n—1)0  sin(n+1)6
() o
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The double integral term of Equation [55]becomes:

c/2 p c2 T
// /y(xo,t)dxozu(r)3 [AO/ (6'5in 0 + sin® 6)d6 +
—c/2 0

—c/2

Al (7 sin 20\ .
7 (9— 5 >sm9d9+

/ <s1n (n—1)6 +sm(n—|—1)9)sin9d9]
2 n—1 n+1

3
= Agp— +A A 5
Uz[o +1+24} (59)

2 2

Hence, unsteady lift force in terms of Fourier coefficients is:

L= %pU(t)ZCZn {A(H— %} +
P (60)
S U 0)A(0)

oo|>—~

Loan E%(U(I)Ao(f) P12 WA+

Note that the first term of this equation is same as equation (29) caused by instanta-
neous bound vortex, while the second term results from time variation of the velocity
potential.

Substituting equation (52)) into equation (60), these two terms can be derived in terms

of camber line B, and modified camber line AB,;:

L ¢ de ABg
L oa(a— - —— L —ABy+ 20
T 12U ”( 0 GUpdr 0T 2) o
nic d’x _d*h  d*6 d AB;
LA o Rt Ly ) 3ABy +AB| + —2
27, { “a oaE T T Uy < 0FARIF ﬂ

1
Where C, = 5(_B1 +2AB| + B + AB;)
This lift coefficient ¢; can be divided into two parts, the quasi steady approach and an

additional part Ac;:

Cl = cl,steady(aeff) +Ac (62)

Since ¢ sready 18 27(0 — Ozero), the second term Ac; can be separated from equation
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dc; c db AB1
Acj=— [ — = _ABy+— ) —
<l da< Hgar 2P0 ) )
nc d’x _d*h 4’6 d AB»
434U 3ABy+ABy + —=
202, { a2 e T Uy ( 0+ ARF )}

In equation [63]the motion of the airfoil can be given by a model shape:

d(flapwise,chordwise,torsion) = (A, sinwt,Ac, sinwt,Ag sinwt) (64)

Where d is the deformation vector, ans A r,,, A, and Ag are the amplitudes in flapwise,
chordwise and torsion component respectively.

Hence, in 2D coordinate, these heaving, vibrating, and pitching can be decomposed:

dh

e (Aipsin®;, s +Arcos®;, r)wcoswt = Apwcoswt

d

d—); = (Ajpcos Py + Ay sin®;, ) wcoswt = Ayw cos wi (65)
do

i Agwcoswt

For the accelerations we find:

P2h d2x d*e
e —Apw?sinwr,  —= = —Aw?sinwrt, yr

13 = —Agw?sinwr  (66)

Equation (65) and (66) can be substituted into the equation (63) and can be rewritten

in terms of reduced frequency:

Aoy =20 {(—SAG—ABO—FA%) +
(kazA—+3k2Ah +IA ) ’—‘i( 3ABy+AB, +Aﬂ)1 °
2dwt 2
Where reduced frequency is:
we
k= U (68)

Here the effect of airfoil motion depends on reduced frequency and on the amplitude

of the motion.
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3 Development of the code and Comparison the Code with Ohio

data

3.1 Analysis of Unsteady Aerodynamics Performance of Airfoils

In this section the results from the model are compared with unsteady 2D wind tun-
nel measuremetns from OSU [3]]. These measurements are carried out at different
airfoils, different Reynolds numbers, different variation of AOA. The measurement
which match as good as possible the atached inviscid conditions for which the model

is developed.

The measurement data of airfoils NACA4415[9] is used to compare with the result
of calculation. The measurement is carried out at the mean AOA of 8°, 14°, 20°
with +5.5° and £10° pitch oscillation amplitudes. Measurement data is acquired at
Reynolds number of 0.75, 1, 1.25 and 1.5 million at different reduced frequency of
approximately 0.038, 0.077 and 0.116.

The purpose of OSU measurement is to determine unsteady properties of stall which
has viscous effect while the assumption of code is inviscous. In case of the present 10°
mean angle of attack with +5.5° pitch oscillation amplitudes, however, small portion
of data at AOA is measured in attached flow. Only in attached flow measured data
and calculation will be compared and the trend of fluctuation of lift coefficient will be

discussed.

Measurement with Reynolds number of 0.75 million and +5.5° pitch oscillation ampli-
tudes is used, each of theses cases has different values of reduced frequency of 0.038,
0.077 and 0.116. The reason Reynolds number of 0.75 million has been chosen is that
it has the highest reduced frequency, which means this measurement has the most un-
steady effects. Note that the model of this Thesis is inviscid so that Reynolds number

is infinity in this model.
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According to Leishman[11], it is regarded that k<0.05 is quasi-steady, k>0.05 is
unsteady and when k>0.2 unsteady effect is critical. Hence the case of a reduced
frequency of 0.038 is considered quasi-steady and in the cases of the other reduced

frequency of 0.077 and 0.116 are considered unsteady.

The detailed measurement variables are listed in the table Ik

Table 1 Parameters of OSU

Reduced frequency 0.038 0.077 0.116
Mean AOA (deg) 8 8 8
Number of data point 120 120 120

Sample rate (Hz) 21.55 37.86 60.94

Reynolds number (Million) 0.75  0.75  0.75
Oscillator frequency (Hz) 0.6 0.077 1.85
Wind speed (m) 22.89 22.89 22.89

Figure[5|shows unsteady lift coefficient at different reduced frequency k=0.116, k=0.077
and k=0.038 respectively. In the next chapter under the unsteady condition lift coef-
ficient at low angle of attack will be discussed when the flow is fully attached to the

surface of airfoil.

27



Comparison of measurement

Lift coefficient

0.6

T T T T T T
4 i} 8 10 12 14 16
Angle of attack (deg)

—&—Reduced frequency (k=0.116) —&— Reduced frequency (k=0.077) -~ Reduced frequency (k=0.038)

Figure 5 Unsteady lift coefficient of NACA4415 airfoil (AOA : 8° £ 5° Reynols : 0.75 million,k =

0.116,k = 0.077,k = 0.038)
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3.2 Comparison of Modified Theodorsen code with Ohio measurement data

First of all, inviscous and viscous effect at certain angle of attack should be distin-

guished in order to understand Ohio measurement data with the result of calculation.

Comparison of steady measurement and Calculation

~
Fape

Lift coefficient

-145 -125 -105 -25 05 15 35 55 75 95 115 135

AngTéJnf attack (deg)

=@-Steady measurement == Calculation (thin airfoil theory)

Figure 6 Comparison of steady measurement and calculation using thin airfoil theory [chapter 2.3] of
NACA 4415

In Figure [6] steady measurement at Reynolds number 3 million is compared with cal-
culation using thin airfoil theory which is the base theory of Theodorsen theory. Since
thin airfoil is inviscous, lift coefficient is infinite as AOA increases. As shown in this
figure, between -10° and 4° comparison matches well while lift coefficient started to
mismatch at the angle of around above 4° and below -10° due to the viscous effect
Hence, the AOA between approximately -10° and 4° is regarded as a attached flow in

the case of NACA 4415 airfoil.
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Under the conditions that are stated in table |1}, calculation using Theodorsen’s theory

has been compared with OSU measurement.

Results obtained at three different reduced frequency show a good corellation at only
small angle of attack. In figure 9] since reduced frequency is less than 0.5 the calcula-
tion is regarded as steady. Hence, amplitude of lift coefficient is small and as displayed
in table 2] Although the reduced frequency of 0.77 and 0.116 is regarded as unsteady,
It is not enough to find the fluctuation of lift force at low AOA. Furthermore at every
time step, previous step affects following next steps, which means once stall occurred
this model doesn’t correct any more. The peak around O degree is due to the assump-
tion that the latest vortex is half of bound vortex. After few time steps the result of

calculation goes into the lift cycle.

It is clear that unsteady measurement at fully attached AOA approximately between
-10° and 4° degree and with higher reduced frequency is required in the case of NACA
4415.

Table 2 NACA 4415, Calculation summary

Clmm Clmax Clmax - Clmin

Thin airfoil theory 0.708 1.914 1.206
k=0.038 0.709 1.921 1.212
k=0.077 0.70  1.928 1.229
k=0.116 0.691 1.936 1.244
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Figure 7 Unsteady lift coefficient of NACA4415 airfoil (k = 0.116)
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Figure 8 Unsteady lift coefficient of NACA4415 airfoil (k = 0.077)
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Lift coefficient
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Figure 9 Unsteady lift coefficient of NACA4415 airfoil (k = 0.038)
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3.3 Results of pitching, heaving and vibrating effects on NACA 4415 airfoil

3.3.1 Pitching effect

The calculations have been carried out under the conditions that mean AOA is 0° de-
gree with a pitch oscillation amplitude of £5° degree, considering the comparison of
steady measurement and calculation using thin airfoil. These cases represent reduced
frequencies of 0.2, 0.3, 0.4 and 0.5 respectively. Pitching effect at different reduced

frequency is shown in the figure [I0}

Lift coefficient of pitching airfoil

14
E

Lift coefficient

Anglevo-'tl}attack (deg)

—k=0.2 —-k=0.3 —A&k=0.4 -—m-k=0.5

Figure 10 Unsteady lift coefficient of pitching NACA4415 (AOA : 0° +5.5,k=0.2,0.3,0.4 and 0.5)

Table 3 Pitching NACA 4415, Calculation summary

Clmin Clmax Clmax - Clmin

Thin airfoil theory 0.708 1914 1.206
k=0.2 -0.21  1.08 1.29
k=0.3 -0.24 112 1.37
k=0.4 -0.29  1.16 1.44
k=0.5 -0.34 1.22 1.57
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As reduced frequency increases the fluctuation of lift force rises. When the k=0.5 at 0°

AOA the amplitude of lift force is approximately 0.1.

3.3.2 Heaving effect

According to Riziotis et al.[2] in case of SMW reference wind turbine which has 61.5 m
length of blade, the amplitude of blade tip flapwise displacement at 18 m/s wind speed
is approximately 0.2 m which can be a representative heaving amplitude. Chordlength
around tip is distributed from 1.5 m to 2.5 m.

In a rotating situation the reduced frequency in 3D is approximately:

_we _we  fe
T2, 2Qr  2r

(69)

As it goes to the tip of blade, U,,; increases, which means reduced frequency decreases.

In the case of SMW reference turbine reduced frequency can be obtained as approxi-

mately 0.03 by equation (69).

Several cases at different reduced frequency are computed as shown in figure |1 1| and
table 4, Here, it is assumed that chordlength is 2 m and heaving amplitude is 0.2,

referencing Riziotis et al.[2].

Table 4 Heaving NACA 4415 at 0° AOA, Calculation summary

C]min Clmax Clmax - Clmin
k=0.02 041 0.461 0.051
k=0.03 0.397 0.474 0.076
k=0.05 0.371 0.501 0.13
k=0.1 0.305 0.568 0.263
k=02 0.164 0.712 0.548

The tabled] shows that lift fluctuation increase much more rapidly as reduced frequency

increase, compared to pitching effect.

2
The most dominant parameter on heaving effect is 3@ from the equation li Ac-
. . d*h ) . . .
cording to equation (60 3? = —A,w*sinwt. This acceleration term multiplied by
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Figure 11 Unsteady lift coefficient of heaving NACA4415 (AOA : 0°,k=0.02,k=0.03,k=0.05,k=0.1
and k=0.2, heaving amplitude = 0.2 m)

3 is the function as w?. Hence, w, which is determined by the oscillator frequency is

important parameter on this heaving effect.

3.3.3 Vibrating effect

Also According to [2] the amplitude of blade tip chordwise displacement at 18 m/s
wind speed is 0.4 m, which is vibrating amplitude. Chordlength is also decided as 2
m. Reduced frequency can be decided as it is introduced in chapter 3.3.2.
Table 5 Vibrating NACA 4415, Calculation summary
Cliin Clnar  Clinay = Cliin
mean k=0.02 0.2 0.2 0
mean k=0.03 0.3 0.3 0

mean k=0.05 0.435 0.436 0.001
mean k=0.1  0.434 0.437 0.003
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Figure 12 Unsteady lift coefficient of heaving NACA4415 (AOA : 0°, mean k = 0.02,k = 0.03,k = 0.05,
and k=0.1, vibrating amplitude = 0.4 m)

Vibrating effect is quite small compared to heaving effect. In the case of k=0.1, Cl,;4x

- Cl,in at 0° AOA is 80 times lower than heaving effect. Vibrating effect is negligible.

Note that due to the variation of wind speed of x direction component reduced fre-

quency also changes.

Table 6 Reduced frequency

mean reduced frequency k=0.02 k=0.03 k=0.05 k=0.1

min k 0.02 0.03 0.049  0.096
max k 0.02 0.03 0.051 0.104
Max k - min k 0 0 0.02 0.008

It can be seen that reduced frequency at 0.02 and 0.03 which are considered as quasi-

steady there is no change, and at 0.05 and 0.1 which are unsteady condition there is
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Figure 13 Reduced frequency (AOA : 0°, mean k = 0.02,k = 0.03,k = 0.05, and k=0.1, vibrating ampli-
tude = 0.4 m)

only a small fluctuation.
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4 Conclusions, recommendations and future works

Conclusions

- An unsteady aerodynamic airfoil code of attached and potential flow is developed.

- The code is compared with OSU measurement of pitching NACA 4415 airfoil.

- Pitching, heaving and vibrating effects at different reduced frequency are analysed.

- Pitching and heaving effect shows unsteady aerodynamic effects among 3 effects
while vibrating effect is negligible.

- The most dominant parameter that affect to heaving fluctuation is the acceleration of

heaving motion.

Recommendations

- Since the measurements from OSU are partly taken in stall where viscous effects play
arole, where the present model is inviscid it is urgently required to take measurements
in a fully attached flow.

- Measurement data with higher reduced frequency is required to estimate the unsteady
effect more clearly.

- Also measurement data with heaving and vibrating effect is required.

Future works

- It is necessary to combine viscous model to to this inviscid model.

- The adoption of 3D model Theodorsen theory is required.
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6 Appendix

A Program description
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1. Input parameters

I NACA 4-digit type

I maximum camber as percentage of the chord

real, parameter::camber_max=0.04

| the distance of maximum camber from the airfoil leading edge(percent of the
chord)

real, parameter ::camber_max_pos=0.4

I maximum thickness of the airfoil as percent of the chord

real, parameter::camber_max_thick=0.15

I Number of points on the camber line
integer : :camber_npoint=1000

I Number of time step

integer, parameter::nstep=100

I Stepping time

real, parameter::time_step=0.05

I chord length of airfoil

real, parameter::chord_length=2.0

I frequency of pitching ocillcation
real, parameter::frequency=0.728611
I wind speed

real, parameter::wind_speed=22.89

| Amplitude angle(degree)

real, parameter::alpha_amplitude=0.0
| Amplitude of vibration(m)

real, parameter::inplane = 0.0

| Amplitude heave(m)

real, parameter::flap= 3.0

I mean angle of attack

real, parameter::alpha_mean=1.0
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2. Flow chart & the description of each flow

(s )

Parameters Setup
v

Calculation of the slope of
camber line( dz/dx )

Calculation of B coefficient

Pitching, Heaving, Vibrating

Assuming an vortex
strength(wi)

Calculation of the
downwash nf  the Nw wake

v

Calculation of AB and A
coefficient

Calculation of I'(t)

New I'wi

Ye

Next Time

Calculation of C.

C=D

Flow chart of program
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Parameters Setup

Calculate the function of camberline of airfoils

Calculation of the slope of
camber line( dz/dx )

SUBROUTINE nacad_airfoil(bound)

Differentiate the equation of the camber |ine and save the differential values at
each point on the camber.

[ Calculation of B coefficient ]

FUNCTION get_BO(bound)

1 FW(x,t 17dz
BO:_J'Ldg:_J‘ﬂdg
ey U() gy Ox
Using thin airfoil theory, the slope of camber |ine can be computed.

FUNCTION get_BN(bound, norder)

B, = EI” dz(0) cos(ng)d@
70 dx

Numerical integration is approximated to generate geometrically. This is called
the Trgpezoidal Rule.

J'b f (x)dx = (b_a)w

a 2

In the case of that all the f(x) has been known at each point line, this numerical
method can be applied to integrate the camber |ine. The number of point should be
enough.

The f(x) value(dz/dx) will be saved in bound structure.

f (Xn) + f (Xn+l)
2

np
BO = Z (Xn+1 - Xn)
n=1

where,
f(x,)=dz(0,)/dx
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Pitching, Heaving, Vibrating

dh .
i (A, sin®; . + A, cos®;  Jwcoswt = A, coswt

+ A; sin®d, . )wcoswt = A, coswt

inf i

dx

P (A, cos®

a0 = A, coswt
2 2 2

% =—A W’ sin Wt,% =—A W’ sin Wt,sz = — AW sinwt

Pitching, heaving and vibrating motion will be determined in this function.

Assuming an vortex
strength(Twi)

Assuming an initial vortex strength

Calculation of the downwash
of the Nwwake

SUBROUTINE get_downwash_wake(bound, wakes, nwakes)

The most recently shed trailing edge vortex the wake influence

NW f— —
R W g SR . T
0z o 27 (X=X )" +(z—12,)

The result of calculation is saved to Wwake variables of the bound structure.

Calculation of AB and A
coefficient

FUNCTION get_delBO(bound)

AB, = lj 4Py 49

gy dz
FUNCTION get_delBN(bound, norder)
AB, :grdcbw cos(ng)do

Y0 dz

This integration is same as the above description(Calculation of B coefficient).
Where, the f(x) is the Wwake value of the bound structure.

[ Calculation of I'(t) ]
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Calculates the circulation of the airfoil

I(t)=U (t)c;r[AO(t) +A&T(t)}

Calculates the total circulation, which must be zero for the converged solution

F(D)=T(t)+ T+ 3 T

New I'wi

Using a simple Newton-Raphson Method

f(r,)
(Fwi)j+1 = (Fwi)j _%

[ Calculation of C. ]

Calculates the lift coefficient.

C =27(A+A2)
2 2 2
Ad:gitmf—gg—A%+Aaj—7w %de+3dh+cd0—u d(4ﬁ%+A&+A?j}

da U2 | Xdt2 Tdt?  dt2 " dt

rel
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3. Stucture of parameters

type airfoil
real, dimension(1000)::camber_x, camber_y
real, dimension(1000)::dy_dx
real, dimension(1000)::theta
real, dimension(1000) : :Wwake
end type
type(airfoil)::bound

The airoil structure is expressed bound data of airfoil

camber_x : x coordinates of camber |ine

camber_y : y coordinates of camber |ine

dy_dx : derivatives at each camber points

theta : radian at camber point by transformation

Wwake : the downwash of the Nw discrete voritices of the wake on the airfoil

type time_step_save
integer::nstep
real::time
real ::alpha_deg
type(airfoil)::bound
real ::delB0, delB1, delB2
real : :GAMMA, CL
end type
type(time_step_save), dimension(1000)::steps

The time_step_save structure saves calculated data at each step.
nstep : Step number

yime : Stepping time

alpha_deg : angle of attack

bound : the airfoil structure

delBO, delB1, delB2 : calculated ABo , AB1 , AB2 at each step
GAMMA : The circulation of the airfoil

CL : Lift coefficient

type wake
real::x, vy
real : :gamma
end type
type(wake), dimension(1000) : :wakes

The wake structure save the discrete vortices of the wake of the previous time step
X - x coordinate of a wake

X -y coordinate of a wake

gamma : strength of the vortex
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