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Numerically investigate the effects of freestream turbulence
on dynamics of a low pressure turbine stage

LUO Hualing, QIAO Weryang, XU Kar fu, \LI Wei
(College of Power and Energy, Northwestern Polytechnical University,\ X1 an 710072, China)

Abstract: Based on SST turbulence-model coupled withangtry; Mentertransition mod-
el, a threedimensional,~vicous, steady CFD analysis was performed for investigating the
effects of freestream turbulence on the-dynamics-of a LP turbine stage at different Reynolds
numbers.~From the \CFD prediction results, therules of freestream turbulence effects on the
flow mechanics\on blade suction surface, and on Reynolds number effects on this LP turbine
stage efficiency were obtained. A lso, based on a kind of loss separation method, freesteam
turbulence effects on the flow\loss components, such as the profile loss, the endwall bounda-

ry loss, and the tip clearance loss inside this LP turbine stage were further distinguished.

Key words:™ freestream turbulence; Reynolds number effects; low-pressure turbine;

loss separation; transion model

, FST 10% ~ 20%,
(Re) s s FST 2% ~
7%[3| .
CFD , )
, 10%
N-S [41- ,
- FST ,
(FST) , CFD
, FST , FST
, 2 FST
, ?
- 2007 08 09; - 2007 12-17

(1983- ),



8 1491
Langtry-Menter ,
N-S ,
FST
s FST
: FST S
1
1
1.1 Fig.1 Sketch map of computational grids
Langtry- Re FST ,
Menter SST . Lamr
gtry- Menter , 21 FST
’ 2 EST
’ kD (T)—Re . ,FST= 2%
’ , —+—Re 4,
» SST 58%/; FST = 5% 4. 14%; FST =
’ 7% 4, 14% ; FST= 10%
: ; 4-20%, FST= 5%7%, 10% ,
Re , FST=
2% 0.5
’ Re . FST (FST = 5%,
’ 7%, 10% ) FST ,
’ FST=5% FST= 10%
0.90
’ [56] 0.88}
1.2
H-O-H ’ ' S 086
1 1 —8— FST=2%
85 0.841 e F§T=5%
, —6— FST=7%
Sutherlands R —O— FST=10%
FST 082635000 looltmkelso'ooo 20000 250000
2
Fig.2 Reynolds number effects on turbine stage efficiency
2 0.9 s 1.2 ;
Re( Re , FST= 5%, 7%
) 26 473, 47 883, 96 735, , Re , FST = 5%
203 731; FST 2%, 5%, 1%, 10%. FST= 7% s



1492 23

0.3 ; Re , FST= 2%
FST= 5%, 7% )
0.5 ; Re , FST=
2% FST = 10%
, 0.6 , 1.4
Trailing Leading
) Re Re edge edge
2 ,
Re ,FST
, Re ,
2.2 FST
FST
FST
96 735
= 96 735 FST s
(Cr) _
(0 591,2) inlet , T i e T |
' Tip » ‘
FST Trailing i
edge
FST
, Hub
s (c) FST=10%
, . 3 Pl 3 I 8 i % 1T P 48 ) 7R B0 A (Re= 96 735)
Fig. 3 Distributions of wall shear coefficient on the
G FST stator blade sunction surface(Re=96 735)
FST ,
s Re
FST
4 Re= 96 735 FST s
FST = 10% (b) FST=5% (c) FST=7% (d) FST=10%

Pl 4 Ty I T I B R E £ 53 Al (Re =96 735)

Fig. 4 Distributions of limiting streamlines on the

FST , stator blade sunction surface(Re=96 735)



8 : 1493

.5 Re= 96 735
FST (
)
B,
(a) FST=2% (b) FST=10%
5 (Re= 96 735)

Fig. 5 Distributions of 3 D streamlines on endwall

zone inside the stator blade row( Re= 96 735)

,FST

s FST
, FST (w‘s:n B
(Re= 96 735)
ig. 6 Distributions of limiting streamlines on the hub
4 surface near the stator blade leading edge(Re= 96 735)
FST
FST
( , , FST
) g : Re ,
FST ( 0.2~0.6),& FST
, ( 0.6~0.8)
FS’T FST g ( FST =
EST ’ 2%).  FST
FST
, FST, FST ’
s 5 FS T Re g
2.3 FST
7 Re ,FST
()
X3 (prata—puia)l (0. 5Pu) ouer, , & FST ;
Pt outlet 5 Pt inlet ’ g FST

: (0. 50u”) ok



1494

23

1.0
—a— [ST=2%

o5k ——b— FST=5%

: —y— FST=1%
. —&— FST=10%
= 0.6F
E
= 04f
b

0.2t

Ol——ii 1 f - = o

0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 025 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45

¢

(a) Re=26473

1.0
—a— FST=2%
0.8F b FST=5%
—¥— FST=7%
o —@— FST=10%
= 0.6F
= 04F
o
0.2F
() 1 1 e I |
0.05 010 0.15 0.25~-0.30

0.20
&

() Re=98735

7

035

0.8

0.6

8
=
£
g
7y

o

0
0.05

1.0,

0.8

0.10 0.15 0.25 0.30

0.35

0.20
&

(b} Re=47883

—8— FST=2%
sl FST=5%
—Y—_EST=1%
—&— FST=10%

0.20 0.25

(d) Re=20731

—a— FST=2%

ST=5%
—— FST=7%
—@— FST=10%

L
0.30

0.40

Fig.7 Sparr wise distributions of the circumferential average total pressure loss coefficient at the stator outlet

8 Re )
( AE FST=2%) FST
, FST
s Re
20
—8— Re=26473

—d— Re=47883
—— Re=96735
—@— Re=203731

1
0.02 0.06 0.08

FST
FST

0.10

Fig. 8 Increment percent of flow loss vs.

F ST at the stator outlet

FST

FST
/
75
Re= 96 735
(A FST= 2%)
g Y



8 1495
A FST , 0 FST »
, ,FST=10% , A
13%. s FST 08¢
FST Z o6}
3
20 g
£ 0.4}
15 F . &
T ———¢ —8— [ST=2%
U —— 02} —&— FST=5%
10 ——y— FST=7%
- . @ FST=10%
% 5F 0 1 L L
s 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 N 0.12 0.14 0.16 0.18
0 ——— Y (a)
1.0
5}
0.8F
10 L L -
0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
FST <
= 0.6
9 E —8&—F FST2%
FST (Re= 96 735) 5 04 b FSP=5%
i ' s FST=7%
Fig.9 Increment percent of each flow loss component vs. v = FST=10%
FST at the stator outlet( Re= 96 735) 0.2
10 Re= 96 735 . . p ‘
0 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
10( a) o
., 10(h) . (®)
s W FST= 10% 10
A FST= 2%, 5%, 7% X (Re= 96 735)
Q 6~ Q85 ,FST= 5%, 1% Fig. 10  Sparr wise distributions of each circumferent ial
A FST = 2% hy average loss component at the stator outlet(Re= 96 735)
. ; A . Re= 47 883 :
3, 0.15~ 0.9 : FST
;FST= 2% 4 Re= 26 473 ,
’ , Re Re= 26 473
FST , FST
( Re= 47 883).
2.4 FST Re  Re= 47 883, Re
11 Re , Re ,FST
(%
é p/l, inlet — pl,inlel) /(0 Spuz)/uutla, «» ’
,  Re=
9 735 , FST= 2% ¢
FST = 10% ¢ , FST =
1 FST 5%, 7% & Re= 203 731
Re= 26 473 , FST = 2% ¢ FST =
0. 2~ 0. 85  FST= 2% 3%, 1% ¢ , F5T=10%

14 FST g,



1496 23
1.0 1.0
G8F —— S7T=2% i
6 e FST=50, " sl FST=2%
] i ——— FST=79% = 06l b FST=5%
50 —— FST=10% e L
E E —— FST=10%
= 04} = 04f
0.2 0.2+
0 1 0 1 1 1 3 |
0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 045 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 040 045
£ £
(a) Re=26473 (b) Re=47883
Lo 1o —
0.8 F 0.8
o —— FST=2% <
= 06 —b— FST=5% =
g —— FST=7% g
g —@— FST=10% -
g 04 =04
’ Z
0.2 0.
I~
L1 L <\ \.’/’6‘
0.05 0.10 0.15 020 0. 0. 35 0.4 5 .03 .20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 045
25 0.30-0.35 \NM\\ ;
/ (d) Re=203731
P ~——_ -
Fig. 11 Spar wise distributions of\the ci average relative total pressure loss coefficient at the rotor outlet
12 30
( AL FST 8 Re=26473
20l ~—a— Re=47883
FST ~—v— Re=96735
—@— Re=203731
=2%, FST ; Re= 26 i
418 FST 0
,FST=2% FST= 10% >51'_“)
.Re= 96735 , FST -
-30F
~40 1 L L I 1 1 1 1
FST 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.10 0.1]
FST FST
12 FST
Fig. 12 Increment percent of flow loss vs.
FST at the rotor outlet
; 75 L0+ A
13 Re= 96 735
. X FST
(AP FST=2%) FST
. N ,FST=10% X 17% .

>



1497

8
25 P
0F @ g Ato , FST
isp ¢ . L FST
el X
101
% sk 4) FST
<
0 2
, FST
-5
-lor 5) Re=
~402 0.03 0.04 005 0.0;5(%07 0.08 0.09 0.10 0.11 96 735
13 ,FST
FST (Re= 96735) ,FST
Fig. 13 Increment percent of each flow loss component vs.
F ST at the rotor blade row outlet(Re= 96 735) 6)
) FST 14 Re=
96735 , FST » Re, FST
( ) ,
FST s
[1] , )
1. , 2007, 25(6): 778
783.

FST=2% FST=5% FST=1% FST=10%

14 FST
(Re= 96 735)
Fig. 14 Distributions of the normallized relative total
pressure in each F'ST case at the rotor outlet( Re= 9% 735)

3

1) ,FST

FST
2) FST

3) FST

[2]

[3]

[5]

LUO Hualing, QIAO Weiyang, XU Kaifu. Calculating
reynolds number effects on the dynamic performance of
turbine based on transition model[J]. Journal of North
western Polytechnical U niversity, 2007, 25( 6): 778 783.
(in Chinese)

Mayle R E. T he role of laminar-turbulent transition in gas
turbine engines[ R]. ASME Paper No. GT-199F 261,
1991.

Matsunuma T, Abe H. Influence of turbulence intensity
on annular turbine stator aerodynamics at low reynolds
number[ R]. ASME Paper No. GT-1999- 151, 1999.
Stieger R D, Hodson H P. The unsteady development of a
turbulent wake through a downstream low pressure tur
bine blade passage [ R]. ASME Paper No. GT-2004
53061, 2004.

Langtry R B, Menter F R. A correlatiorr based transition
model using local variables Part II- Test cases and industry
applications [ R]. ASME Paper No. GT-2004 53454,
2004.

Menter F R, Langtry R B. A correlatiorr based transition
model using local variables Part I-Model formulation[ R].

ASM E Paper No. GT-2004 53452, 2004.



