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considered of sufficient quality to allow investigation into the physical process’s that
make up dynamic stall. Additionally the data can be used to verify and enhance dynamic
stall predictive codes. However it must always be regarded as wind tunnel test data, that
is unlikely to be repeated in the three dimensional, no blockage flow, surrounding a heli-

copter rotor.

4.2.1 Dynamic pressure

The main area of concern for these experiments comes from the measurement of
dynamic pressure and it’s influence on the calculation of individual coefficients of pres-
sure, (Eqn 4.1). The variation in dynamic pressure for a range of static tests is given in
figure 4.4. This illustrates the drop off in dynamic pressure as the model’s incidence is
increased in discrete steps, and it’s recovery as the model’s incidence is decreased in
incidence. There is no hysteresis in this process. The percentage reduction in dynamic
pressure going from 0° to 25° incidence is the same for all three Reynolds numbers, at
15%.

Figures 4.5 and 4.6 illustrate the dynamic pressure variation for oscillatory tests,
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Figure 4.4 - Variation in dynamic pressure during static tests

showing firstly the variation with both increased mean angle at a fixed amplitude and
frequency, and secondly the effect of increased frequency. The relationship with
increased mean angle is similar to that shown by the static tests, in that there is a mean
fall off of about 15% as the mean angle is increased from 0° to 25°. The effect of
increasing the models frequency is to reduce the variation in dynamic pressure during
the motion, as depicted by the tighter hysteresis loops for higher frequencies in figure
4.6.

The method used to measure dynamic pressure throughout these results was to
measure the static pressure on both sides of the wind tunnel 1.2m upstream of the mod-
els leading edge and compare this with the static pressure measured in the settling cham-
ber. Thus an instantaneous, averaged across the working section, dynamic pressure was
used for each coefficient of pressure (Cp) calculation. Previous models had measured
the dynamic pressure using a pitot static tube mounted on one side of the tunnel. Their
corresponding results for figures 4.4-4.6 differ vastly in that they show up the marked
asymmetry of the flow and feed this into resulting Cp calculations.

It is important to realise that the flow asymmetry is still present in these tests.
Inaccuracies in the dynamic stall measurement, or more importantly the asymmetry of
flow in the wind tunnel at high incidence, as measured by the pitot static probe (Leish-
man, 1998), will grossly distort the integral calculations for the aerodynamic constants.

However, the relative differences between pressure transducer recordings on each side
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of the model will be unaffected, thus timing measurements based upon individual trans-

ducer outputs are unaffected.

To investigate the influence of tunnel blockage further a series of tests are being
carried out on identical models with reduced chord lengths. The results of these will be

compared to the 0.55m models. This work should clarify the magnitude of this problem.

4.2.2 Wind tunnel

The oil flow visualisation pictures presented later in this chapter clearly show a
three dimensional flow pattern across the wind tunnel. Figure 3.6 also illustrates the
flow angularity problem of the wind tunnel. However both these problems are greatly
reduced by the positioning of the pressure transducers at mid span, where the flow
appears to be nominally two dimensional. This mid span measurement also diminishes
problems associated with the small clearance (2mm) between the wind tunnel and the

model ends to allow free motion.
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Figure 4.7 - Variation in dynamic pressure with increasing ramp rates

The hydraulic actuator that governed the models motion was sufficiently power-
ful to easily overcome the aerodynamic forces involved. However its own dynamics
meant that whatever motion was requested would never be exactly realised. Figure 4.8

shows a perfect 10 + 10sin(wt) for a frequency of 4.23 Hz against the actual achieved

model motion for this test run.

The comparison. illustrates the slight imperfections introduced by the hydraulics
dynamics. This is more pronounced on the ramp motion inputs, particularly as they get
faster, approaching a step function. Figure 4.9 shows the models motion for a slow,
medium and fast ramp rate going from -5° to 30°. These respectively show the system
behaviour changing from linear, to first order and then second order as the pitch rate is
increased from < 1 %/sec to 398 °/sec. For the majority of the research this is not consid-
ered a problem, as the actual motion is very accurately recorded. Thus, unless one is
concerned with absolute motion types, e.g perfect sine waves, the research can be based
upon the observed motion type, e.g imperfect sine waves. The only problem encoun-
tered with this in this dissertation was when considering the measurement of reattach-
ment initialisation as a function of the ramp rate (which is not constant). How this

problem was resolved is covered in chapter five.

4.2.4 Pressure transducers
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The calibration of the pressure transducers output right through the system (fig-

ure 3.8) gave very accurate individual pressure readings at each location. The pressure

63



transducers were very fragile in nature and could easily become damaged during opera-
tion in the wind tunnel in the middle of a series of tests. To check the validity of all the
pressure transducers within the dynamic stall database a FORTRAN 77 program was
written that checked each transducer output for each sweep of data with the correspond-
ing output for the two adjacent transducers. If the transducers output had a very low
standard deviation (constant output), or did not lie between the two neighbouring read-
ings, it was considered suspect. For each suspect transducer, an output similar to figure
4.10 was displayed for the user. The user then decided whether the transducers output

needed to be interpolated for, and whether that test run needed to be repeated.
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Figure 4.10 - Example of erroneous output from channel 19 that need to be
interpolated for

Another error with the pressure transducers was their sensitivity to acceleration
when mounted parallel to the axis of acceleration. This was not the case for the majority
of transducers, which were mounted perpendicular to the chord line around the model.
No acceleration effects were measured on these transducers. However due to space

restrictions around the trailing edge of the model, the last two transducers in the upper



surface were mounted parallel to the chord. The acceleration forces measured on these
transducers can be clearly seen in the impulsive loading tests that were carried out (Fig-
ure 4.17. These tests were short arc, very fast ramps at low tunnels speeds (therefore
small aerodynamic loads) to isolate the impulsive pressure loadings due to a step change
in incidence. It is recommended for future models that these transducers be mounted
perpendicular to the chord, even if this means slightly longer brass tubes feeding the
model surface pressure to the transducer. This will mean less favourable frequency
response from these transducers, but since this is measured in Mhz and the actual model

motion frequencies are Hz, it should not pose a problem.
2 ili h

The repeatability of the measured data was found to be excellent (Angell, 1990).
Both comparison of each of the ten individual cycles of data from a test and comparison
of similar tests performed over a year apart have remarkable agreement. All the data
being displayed in this dissertation uses averaged over either ten (oscillatory) or five
(ramp) cycles. The unaveraged data is not available currently available for analysis,
howeyver it is planned to put this data alongside the averaged data on the dynamic stall
database for future analysis.

3 Oil flow visualisati

The purpose of carrying out a set of flow visualization tests was primarily to
measure the static separation point behaviour with increasing incidence. The flow visu-
alisation pictures also illustrate the location and size of the laminar separation bubble.
Additionally they illustrate the presence of three dimensional flow within the tunnel.
Figures 4.11 (a - h) are reproductions of photographs of the upper surface of the model

at a range of incidences, with a Reynolds number of 1.5million.

The flow separation point is measured by observing a series of photographs (e.g.
figure 4.11(f) shows 20% separation) where the chord is marked at 10% intervals. From
these photographs the leading edge bubble can be clearly seen as a region near the lead-
ing edge where the oil flows downwards under the influence of gravity. As the incidence

is increased this region is seen to become small in size and to move towards the leading
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Figure 4.11 - Oil flow visualisation photographs
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edge. The separation point is determined as the position where the oil starts to fall rap-
idly downwards, again under the influence of gravity, rather than be carried chordwise

in the attached boundary layer flow. From these photographs figure 4.12 has been
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4&. 0
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derived.

A best least squares fit has been applied to the data, and this is shown on the
graph. A function is required to model this separation point movement in the Beddoes

model. In chapter five a function is described that follows this curve.

All the oil flow tests were performed by rotating the model to the desired inci-
dence before the wind tunnel was started up. So in effect this separation point measure-

ment is really a measurement of reattachment point.

The photographs clearly show an “S” pattern at higher incidences, which indi-
cates three dimensional flow within the tunnel. (Figure 4.11 (h))

The addition of a trip wire over the lower 50% of the span (figure 4.13) clearly
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shows that the laminar separation bubble has been replaced by a turbulent boundary
layer over this section of the span. Note that the upper surface is unaffected by this. This
same phenomena can be seen on a smaller scale in the oil flow photographs without a
trip wire present, where leading edge imperfections/ contamination lead to a localised

turbulent stream of flow. The very presence of the leading edge pressure tapping holes

may cause this effect over the mid span instrumented section.
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Figure 4.13 - Effect of trip wire on leading edge bubble

4.4 ic te

The static characteristics of the NACA 23012B were measured in a number of
tests at Reynolds numbers of 0.8, 1.5 and 2.0 million. A typical set of results is given in
figure 4.14. The static stall angle at 1.5 million is 14.3°, this increases to 15.0° at 2.0
million and decreases to 13.9° at Reynolds number 0.8 million. The lift cure slope is

fairly consistent at 0.088 per degree, being slightly less for the lower reynolds number.
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These small changes with Reynolds number can be attributed to the thickening of the
boundary layer at lower Reynolds numbers, which in turn leads to a loss in lift and ear-

lier separation.
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Figure 4.14 Static characteristics for the NACA 23012B with Reynolds
number variation

A similar set of graphs for both Ct and Cm1/4 are given in figures 4.15 and 4.16.
Note that all results are being presented as Cn, Ct rather than C1,Cd. This is because Cn
is the most accurate coefficient to integrate the pressure distribution for, since it acts
over the largest length (chord). Also the coefficient of drag would be misleading to

present, as it would not take into account the surface skin friction component.

By analysis of the individual pressure distributions around the aerofoil at each
static incidence, a flow separation point can be determined, figure 6.9. This shows good
agreement with the oil flow visualisation tests, thereby validating this method of pres-

sure point analysis which is used extensively in chapter five.
4 il

The oscillatory data is the most commonly measured in the investigation of

dynamic stall, since this is most often the motion type being utilized, e.g helicopter
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rotor. Previous research at Glasgow University has examined this data with regard to the
timing events of the dynamic stall. This dissertation is concerned with just the reattach-
ment part of this process, and is therefore utilizing the ramp down data. However, a full
series of oscillatory tests were performed on the model to allow other researchers to

exploit the data. A typical set of oscillatory results are given in figure 4.17 to indicate

the type and quality of data available.
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Figure 4.17 - Typical Sinusoidal test data for the NACA23012B aerofoil
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4.6 Ramp Up

The ramp up data has been successfully analysed by Niven and Gracey, (1991),
to predict the dynamic separation characteristics of the family of NACA 23012 sections
tested at Glasgow University. One section of this data that has not been previously
looked into in isolation is the “impulsive” loadings. These impulsive loadings are a fun-
damental part of the Beddoes model, and apply equally to the process of separation and

reattachment. Hence the following investigation was performed:

4.7 Impulsive loadings

A series of tests were performed (Table 3.8) to measure the impulsive loadings
on a aerofoil undergoing a short, fast ramp motion. The results from these tests clearly
show the ability to isolate these impulsive loads, and that the test facility is capable of

producing the very fast ramps required to observe this.

Figure 4.18 shows Cn output for a 0-12 degree arc at a pitch rate of 200 degrees/

Normal coefficient for impulsive test over 0—12 degree arc
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Figure 4.18 - Impulsive loading measurement of Cn

sec. The same test performed over an arc of 0-20 degrees is given in figure 4.19. They
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illustrate that, in order to observe the impulsive loadings, you must avoid all the

dynamic stall loadings that are several orders of magnitude higher.

Normal coefficient for impulsive test over 0—-20 degree arc
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Figure 4.19 - Impulsive loadings being masked by dynamic stall
effects

The measurement of Cny,, and Cnp,;, has been carried out over the entire range
of impulsive loading tests, and the non-dimensional timing of these events is in broad
agreement with the results of Aihara, 1984. However, an additional pressure peak was

observed on the fastest ramps, figure 4.20

This additional Cn peak can be attributed to the upper surface trailing two pres-
sure transducers, which show a large suction, see figure 4.21 and 4.22. One possible
cause for this could be that they are measuring acceleration forces. However, plots of
their output against both normal and tangential accelerations do not give good correla-
tion. Additionally, the sensitivity to acceleration is given by the manufacturer as
0.05%FS per g in the tangential (most sensitive) direction. The maximum order of accel-
erations is 4g, which in measured pressure terms is only 20% of this observed suction
peak.
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Figure 4.20 - Impulsive loading measurement showing secondary peak

Also, if acceleration was the cause, one would expect to see equal effects on the
trailing edge lower surface pressure transducers. Another possible cause could be a wind
tunnel interaction, perhaps a reflected pressure wave off the tunnel wall? A simple set of
ramp down tests under similar conditions would greatly help in the investigation of this

observed phenomena.

Another observed difference with Aihara data was the fact that Cnp,,, defined as
the first impulsive peak, tended to be less than the equivalent static Cn for a similar inci-
dence. This could infer that the build up in circulatory lift for these tests is somewhat

slower than that being measured by Aihara.

A full set of these tests results have been analysed by Tom Beddoes of Westland
Helicopters Ltd. His comments are given in appendix C.

4.8 Conclusion

A complete set of dynamic pressure data for an experimental NACA 23012B
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section has been reviewed and found to be of consistent good quality. The data have
been made available on the Glasgow University dynamic stall database for future analy-

sis.

A preliminary investigation into impulsive loadings has been made. A more
detailed experimental investigation is required before these results can be fully under-
stood. In particular it is recommended that a full set of impulsive tests be carried out
with improved transducer layout in the rear section of the model, and that this range of

tests include the ramp down motion type.
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Chapter S

ing the B nami 11 model

Nomenclature

C Chord length of aerofoil

CLa Slope of lift curve

Cn Normal force

Cm  Coefficient of moment about 1/4 chord

Cl Coefficient of lift

Cnv  Coefficient of vortex induced lift

Cnc Circulatory component of Normal force

Cni  Impulsive component of normal force due to step incidence change
Cnq Impulsive component of normal force due to step pitch rate change

=

dence is changed in discrete steps.

Separation point (=x / C)

Freestream velocity

Mach number

Speed of sound

Angle of attack

Effective angle of attack which incorporates Wagners function.
Effective angle of attack which models the boundary layer response.
Exponential decay in impulsive loadings

Exponential delay in separation point movement

Exponential decay in vortex induced lift

Exponential delay in leading edge separation due to pressure lag.
Ratio of chord length to speed of sound (C/a).

Constant used for impulsive loading decay.

KO, K1, K2 Constants to derive coefficient of moment from Cn value

nHAFTEERgR ~ R <7

Subscripts , and (,.;) are used to denote instantaneous values as the inci-

S1, S2, al Constants used to form a function equal to the separation curve

derived from static tests.

71



X(t), Y(t) Functions used to describe the build up in circulatory lift (Wagners
function).

T1, T2 Constants used to reproduce Wagners function.

Al, A2, bl, b2 Constants used to derive a function similar to Wagners function
for build up in circulatory lift with time due to a step change in incidence

Dai  Impulsive incidence change response
Dni  Pressure lag response

Dqi  Impulsive pitch rate change response
Dfi  Boundary layer response

Note: This chapter outlines the equations used to define a working model of the Beddoes
dynamic stall code. The Reader is encouraged to look at the numerous papers pub-
lished by Tom Beddoes on this model to gain a fuller understanding into it deriva-
tion.

3.1 Introduction.

In static test conditions the streamlined flow around a two-dimensional aerofoil
breaks down (stalls) with progressively increasing angle of attack, at a certain point
(asss) called the static stall angle. For an aerofoil undergoing a rapid increase in the angle
of incidence, the position is more complicated. The onset of dynamic stall can be
delayed to an incidence considerably higher than that for static stall, with flow break-
down more severe and more persistent. The occurrence of an initial surge in the lift force
and the strong negative (nose down) pitching moment is followed by a sudden collapse
of first the moment and then the lift. The aerodynamic forces show large hysteresis with
respect to the angle of attack, and under certain circumstances the hysteresis of the
pitching moment can result in a net gain of energy by the aerofoil over the oscillation
cycle. Over the years a number of people have developed models for the process of
dynamic stall. Dr. Galbraith (1981) discusses the current methods of predicting dynamic
stall. One method which uses a predominantly empirical approach is that developed by
Tom Beddoes for modeling the in-flight airloads on helicopter rotor blades. The follow-

ing sections describe Tom Beddoes model for Dynamic Stall.

2 in res of mi 1

For the purposes of modelling, four distinct phases of dynamic stall flow devel-

opment are given below.
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[1] The first and most fundamental of the four phases is that for an appreciable
pitch rate which increases the angle of attack, the normal static values of the lift coeffi-
cient may be exceeded. The increase in the lift coefficient occurs while the changes in
the boundary layer which precede stall are developing. Some flow reversal is observed
in the boundary layer but it has little effect on the external flow and thus the lift and

moment characteristics appear as a continuation of the fully attached flow regime.

[2] The second phase is the development and shedding of a concentrated vortex
from the forward part of the aerofoil or, from behind the recompression shock wave if
appropriate. The subsequent motion of the vortex over the aerofoil’s surface continues
to generate lift, but due to the redistribution of the pressure over the chord the pitching

moment is adversely affected and increases rapidly.

[3] When the vortex progresses beyond the trailing edge the lift and conse-
quently the lift induced pitching moment decay rapidly, to the fully separated condition.

[4] If the pitch angle is reduced to an angle below that required for static stall the

flow will become reattached from the leading edge.

Beddoes has concluded from experimental data that, to a first order, there is a
common time scale for the above events, which is somewhat independent of the aerofoil
geometry, intermediate motion and Mach number. He uses the non-dimensionalised
time parameter 1=t V / C. which is equivalent to the number of chord lengths travelled.
The lift and moment continue to grow after the pitch angle has exceeded that for static
stall for approximately two chord lengths, after which the vortex is shed. As the vortex
progresses towards the trailing edge the lift continues to grow for a further three to four
chord lengths of travel until the vortex passes the trailing edge. With variations in the
forcing parameters such as amplitude, mean pitch angle and frequency of motion, the
above events move around the cycle and produce significant changes in the lift and
moment characteristics. Test results have illustrated the effects of increasing frequency
at near constant pitch amplitudes and mean angle of attack. Vortex shedding is delayed
as the frequency is increased until it occurs after the maximum angle of attack and lift
coefficient have been reached. Finally the frequency is such that it does not allow suffi-
cient time for the processes described above to be completed This upper limit appears to
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be at a reduced frequency of 0.6 and has a time scale of 5 chord lengths of travel.
Another reason for which the above processes fail, is when the minimum angle of attack
is sufficiently great so as to prevent the reattachment of the flow, in this case depending

upon the extent of flow separation, partial re-attachment may occur.

.3 Linear Dynamic Flow Model.

The classical solution for the time varying aerodynamic loads is that given by
Wagner for incompressible flow. Wagners function may be re-formulated for a indicial
solution (timewise sampled) and allowing for compressibility as;

Cnc(t) = CloaxPc(t) xAa = Claxoe(t)
ae(t) = [1-X()-Y(1)] xAa

X@) = Alxexp(%-;)

Y (1) = A2 xexp('—’)

¥

-1
T1 = [blx(l—Mz) xz_v]
C

T2 = [b2x(1—M2) x%‘,-’]"

where A1=0.165 A2=0.335 b1=0.0455 b2=0.3000 & CLa=0.108

The above formulation may be interpreted as lift deficiencies decaying with
time. For general motion, that is a non-uniform downwash across the chord the instanta-

neous angle of attack is replaced by the value of the downwash at the 75% chord.

5.4 Dynamic Stall.

Beddoes uses a hypothesis of the physical model for his representation of the
separated flow regime, which has been developed from the observation of experimental
data. His early model depends on the static characteristics of the aerofoil which in turn
are dependent upon the aerofoils profile, Reynolds number, Mach number and its sur-

80



face condition. An important feature of the model is the angle of incidence at which the
pitching moment breaks. This angle al, marks the end of the linear region as beyond
this point under static conditions the boundary layer can no longer support the adverse
pressure gradients generated by the increasing lift and the boundary layer is forced to
separate from the surface of the aerofoil. Under dynamic conditions the critical condi-
tions may be delayed so that the boundary layer does not separate and the lift and pitch-
ing moment are able to continue growing. The pitching moment continues to grow until
the dynamic stall vortex is shed from the region of the leading edge after a delay of
approximately two chord lengths of travel. The lift continues to grow until the vortex
passes the trailing edge, after a further time delay at which point it falls off rapidly to the
fully separated value. The basic feature of the Beddoes model for dynamic stall is the
two time delays for the onset of pitching moment and lift divergence. These time delays

are modelled as simple exponential functions.

As the angle of attack reduces below the static stall value al the process of re-
attachment is initiated. The calculation is re-initialised using the separated value for the

lift coefficient as an initial value.

The time delays (T1 and T2) do not appear to be sensitive to pitch rate. and have

a value of 2.0 for the first and 5.5 for the second (from experimental analysis).

3.5 Types of Aerofoil.
For the purpose of modelling dynamic stall, aerofoils can be divided into two

types based on their static stall behaviour, The aerofoil can be described as exhibiting
either leading or trailing edge stall characteristics.

[1] Leading edge stall. This type of aerofoil exhibits a fairly abrupt stall resulting
either from leading edge stall or the rapid progression of trailing edge separation trig-

gered by leading edge re-separation.

[2] Trailing edge stall. Aerofoils which exhibit a gradual stall resulting from
progressive trailing edge separation. Generally thick section aerofoils or ones with a
high camber. (NACAOQO 1 2 is used as an example of a thick section aerofoil.)
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5.6 The Point of Flow S i

A critical problem in modelling the dynamic stall behaviour of an aerofoil is the
determination of the point at which the flow separation process is initiated (the aerofoil
‘stalls‘). Beddoes’ early papers use the break in the static pitching moment as the point
for the initialisation of flow separation. This simple criterion will model the dynamic
behaviour of aerofoils which exhibit leading edge stall quite satisfactorily, however for
aerofoils which exhibit static trailing edge stall the model is inadequate, because the
time scale for trailing edge separation is sufficiently long that its inhibiting effect on the
circulation is delayed and the apparent delay beyond the static stall is much greater than
for an aerofoil which exhibits leading edge stall. To improve the model Beddoes sug-
gests the use of a new criterion for the determination of the initiation of flow separation,
which is applicable to all aerofoil sections at low Mach numbers (Mach <0.3). Beddoes
new criterion involves the calculation of leading edge velocities under dynamic condi-
tions, as the leading edge has been determined as the critical point for flow separation
for an aerofoil when the pitch rate exceeds a small positive value. For practical pur-
poses, a criterion which may be used to denote the onset of leading edge stall is to deter-
mine the lift value associated with the critical angle of attack which invokes the leading
edge pressure criterion. At Mach 0.3 the critical lift coefficient is 1.45. (See Beddoes, “A
generalised model for airfoil unsteady aerodynamic behaviour”, 1986, figure 13.) It may
be concluded that trailing edge separation which occurs on many aerofoils in the static
condition near the stall takes significant time to develop and, when the pitch rate is suffi-
cient, the leading edge region becomes dominant in determining the sequence of

dynamic stall.

5.7 Trailine Edee S i

Trailing edge separation is involved to some degree in almost all examples of
aerofoil stall. Even when the primary source of separation is at the leading edge or at the
shock wave the associated boundary layer disturbance is generally sufficient to promote
some separation at the trailing edge. The associated loss in circulation introduces a non-
linear function in the lift and pitching moment and may delay the onset of the critical

conditions for stall elsewhere on the aerofoil, thus delaying the point of flow separation.
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Kirchhoff formulated a function for lift by defining the point on the aerofoil at which the

flow separates

Cn=Cl = 025xClax (1+JH%xa

This may be interpreted as implying that the ratio of the actual lift to the poten-
tial value for unseparated flow is equal to 0.25 x (1 + f 172)2 and provides a simple means
for determining the lift if the point of flow separation can be determined. To accomplish
this the form of the relationship between f and o is generalised, see below. It is com-
prised of two curves which relates to the fully attached and fully separated conditions

from a break point at f=0.7 for which the corresponding a is denoted by a1.

Beddoes suggests the following functions for the separation point on an

NACAOQQI2 aerofoil at a Mach number of 0.3.

when o> al then

f = 0.04+0.66 xexp( M)
S2
and when a < al
_ _ (a-al))
f=10 0.3xexp(———s1

where al is 15.25 degrees for a mach number of 0.3. (S1 = 3.0 & S2=2.3).

Beddoes also gives the following equations for the pitching moment and drag

coefficient of a NACAQO 1 2 aerofoil.
Cm=Cnx (KO+K1x (1-f) xK2x sin(nxﬁ))

Cc = Claxa?xJf

where K0 =0.0025 K1=-0.135 and K2=0.04

The above formulation for the aerofoil’s static forces provides a compact struc-
ture for the reproduction of their non-linear behaviour. This method also provides a

means for extending the model into the unsteady regime, by ‘controlling’ the point at
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which the flow separates from the aerofoil.

Impulsi in

The impulsive loading comprises the initial loading on the aerofoil in response to
an instantaneous change in incidence or pitch rate, and is generated by a compression
wave on one surface and a rarefaction wave on the opposite surface. Considering the
control point to be at the 3/4 chord, the impulsive loading will be composed of two per-

turbation modes:

[1] Due to the step change of angle of incidence, Aa., at the 3/4 chord represent-

ing a uniform distribution of normal perturbation velocity.
[2] Due to a step change of pitch rate, Aq = ABC / V, about the 3/4 chord.
The CNi and CNq terms represent these impulsive loadings,
The impulsive normal lift force for a step change in incidence, Aa, is given by;

. T1 .
Cni = (4.0xK1 xﬁ) x (Do, —Doun)

where Do, = Ao, /At
Doi, = Dai(, | Ed+ (Do, -Da, )JEd

At
Ed = exP(KLxTL)

KL = 0.75 and TL = C/ a (ratio of chord to sonic velocity).

Similarly, for a step change in pitch rate Aq about the 3/4 chord, the impulsive

normal lift force is given by:

T1 .
Cng = (—Kl X ﬁ) X (an —qun)
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where Dq,, = Aq,, / At and,

Dqtn = Dqi Ed+ (an—Dq(n_1 ) JEd

(n-1) )

The chordwise force is given by:

Cc,, = Clox (onn—Xn—Yn)2

3.9 Time Dependent Pressure Response.

From dynamic tests it has been established that under nominally attached flow
conditions, there is a phase lag of the aerofoil peak pressures with respect to the instanta-
neous normal lift force, implying that under dynamic conditions, critical lift conditions
may be reached at a higher angle of attack. The pressure phase lag is nominally linear
and increases with increasing Mach number (within the range of reduced frequencies
and Mach numbers of interest). This behaviour may be modelled using a first order lag
with a Mach number dependant time constant Tp. (Tp = 1.7 for a Mach number of 0.3)
Thus it is possible to relate the peak pressures to the static relationship. This may be
accomplished by applying a first order lag to the normal force, thus;

CN (s)

CN') = T3Tpy

At any instant of time the instantaneous value of lift may be viewed as a steady
state value minus an exponentially decaying (deficiency) term. For any sample the total

potential normal force is given by;

Cnn = Cm'n+qun
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for the additional pressure lag response we have

Cn' =Cn -Dni
n n n

) JEp

Dni = Dni Ep+ (Cn -
n

n (n-1) Cn(n—l)

-Dt 2V
Ep = exp —ﬁx?

.10 Time Depen ndary Layer

For the dynamic case, in addition to the temporal effects on the aerofoil pressure
distribution, the boundary layer itself is time dependant. The time dependent boundary
layer reversal point flags linearly behind the corresponding static variation with increas-

ing pitch rate. The simplest representation of this behaviour is a first order lag;

_ _f(s)
f(s) = G+173

f(s) represents the response to the pressure distribution and, f’(s) incorporates

the additional boundary layer response

This time lag may be incorporated in the computer model as;

) JEf

Dfi = Dfi(n_ l)Ef+ (Cnn-Cn(n_ 1)

n

Ef = exp(:Tth b ZFV)

Cnfn = Cnn—Dfin

an effective incidence af can be defined as

_ Cnfn
% = Cla

The effective dynamic point of flow reversal (f’) can thus be found from the
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curve for the static case. The dynamic values of Cn and hence of may be computed from

the attached flow algorithm, and hence f* can be found.
li i

To extend the model into the deep stall regime requires the consideration of vor-
tex shedding. As the trailing edge separation progresses local vorticity is shed at the
point of flow separation, and is convected downstream towards the trailing edge. These
vortices are small and do not affect the pressure distribution significantly, However as
the pitch rate increases the effect of the trailing edge separation can be delayed so that
the leading edge becomes critical in determining when the aerofoil “stalls’. If the leading
section of the aerofoil becomes critical then a significant vortex will be shed from the
region of the leading edge, and will be convected downstream over the aerofoils chord
(The dynamic stall vortex). The dynamic stall vortex associated pressure disturbance
will induce large changes in the aerofoils lift and associated forces. At low Mach num-
bers (Mach <0.2) the experimental data shows large non-linear overshoots for the lift
and its associated forces, however above this the behaviour seems linear. The vortex lift
may be modelled assuming the increment in vortex lift is based on the difference
between the instantaneous linear value of the circulatory lift and the corresponding lift
as given by the Kirchhoff approximation that is.

Cnvn = Cncn x (1 -KNv)

KNv = 025x (1+ .2

At the same time, the total vortex lift Cnv is allowed to decay exponeqtially with
time, but may also be updated by a new increment in lift, that is.

i

Cnvn = Cnyv (n- I)Ev+ (Cnvn ~-Cnv (n

Ev = ex (-—At X 2—V)
P\Tv>™T
When the rate of change in the lift force is low the vortex associated lift will
decay as fast as it is generated, thus in the limit as the rate of change tends to zero the
aerofoil characteristics will revert to the static behaviour. When conditions at the leading

edge become critical and the vortex is shed, abrupt changes will occur in the lift force,
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thus accumulating vortex strength. The rate at which the vortex moves downstream has
been determined by experiment to be 40% of the freestream velocity, and must be
accounted for in the modelling. During the convection of the vortex across the surface of
the aerofoil, vortex lift is accumulated via the above equations, but is terminated when the
vortex passes the trailing edge. The time taken for the vortex to pass the trailing edge is

given in terms of non-dimensional time as 7.0 at a Mach number of 0.3.

During the vortex shedding process, the pressure changes occurring are sufficient
to accelerate the forward progression of the separation point. This may be accomplished
by halving the time constant associated with the boundary layer response thus; the forward
movement of the separation point is accelerated if f < 0.7 or during the vortex shedding,
that is when the vortex time is less than the vortex time limit. Once the vortex passes the
trailing edge the lift associated with it decays more rapidly, and this can be modelled by
halving the vortex lift time constant.

.12 Computer Implementation of the Beddoes Model.

The total linearised unsteady aerodynamic response can be idealised into compo-
nents of circulatory and impulsive loading, which are computed independently. The non-
linear lift characteristic of trailing edge separation is evaluated via the Kirchhoff flow,
thus the variation of lift may be obtained using a potential calculation which neglects sep-
aration (represented by the zero lift value of the lift curve slope) and an independent repre-
sentation of the flow separation point. Using timewise lags the additional aerofoil
temporal pressure modification and the unsteady boundary layer response is accounted
for. The onset of vortex shedding during dynamic stall is denoted by a generalised crite-
rion for the onset of leading edge or shock induced separation, the consequences of which

also modify the trailing edge separation calculation.

This model has been reproduced at Glasgow University with the consent and help
of Tom Beddoes. It has been coded in Fortran 77 and runs on both a VAX11/780 and Sun
SPARCStation. The code comprises roughly 50 subroutines, totalling approximately 5000

lines of code. A typical run takes less than one minute to compute, (for a given motion

type).
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Chapter 6

ANALYSIS OF REATTACHMENT

This chapter considers the reattachment of the flow over the upper surface of an
aerofoil, whilst undergoing a constant negative pitch rate motion, from an incidence well
above the static stall value. Experimental data from a variety of aerofoils tested using the
University of Glasgow facilities, have been recorded. All data were collected at an effec-
tive Mach and Reynolds numbers of 0.11 & 1.5x10° respectively. Various improve-
ments for future work are noted, and the predominant features of the reattachment
process are discussed. Finally a preliminary consideration of the Beddoes predictive
method is presented for reattachment.

[Note: The work presented in this chapter has been published at the European
rotor craft forum, and has subsequently been produced in Vertica. The paper is repro-
duced here in its original form, therefore some of the initial experimental details are in
effect summaries of the earlier chapter of this thesis. The computer coding developed in
this work now forms part of the dynamic stall predictive code used at Glasgow Univer-

sity.]
Notation
a = Incidence (degs)
C= Aerofoil Chord (m)
f = x/c = Non-dimensional Chord
fs = Sampling Frequency (Hz)
r = (omc)/(360U) = Reduced Pitch Rate #
n = Sweep Number
U = Freestream Velocity (m/s)
1 = (At.U)/c = Non-dimensional Time

# (Note: both pitch rate and reduced pitch rate are treated as positive values within this chapter.)
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6.1 INTRODUCTION

For particular flight conditions, the retreating blade of a conventional helicopter
experiences incidences in excess of the profile’s static stall value. These excursions may
become so severe that the blade will dynamically stall. Once full dynamic stall is initi-
ated, there follows an inevitable and well known sequence of aerodynamic phenomena
(Carr et al, 1977). These events are concluded by the return to the fully attached condi-
tions by a process of reattachment.

Reattachment has received only limited consideration, albeit many dynamic stall
models have intuitively proposed mathematical descriptions of it, (Beddoes, 1982,
Leishman and Beddoes,1986, Nash and Scruggs, 1977, Ganwani, 1983, Vezza, 1986,
etc.), and they have met with varying degrees of success (Galbraith, 1985, Beddoes,
1980, McCroskey, 1978). This, perhaps, may be associated with both the complex
nature of reattachment and the available experimental data which, primarily, is for sinu-
soidal motions. As can be imagined, such data are both extensive (to cover an appropri-
ate range), and complicated by the non-linear motion. To alleviate the problems of non-
linear motions, various investigators (ARA, 1983 Jumper and Shreck, 1986, Seto and
Galbraith, 1985, Lorber and Carta, 1987, Ahihara et al, 1985, Robinson and Luttges,
1983) have considered stall development during constant pitch rate (ramp) displace-
ments. The succinctness of the data, and its clarity of content, have been most useful in
aiding our knowledge of the stall process.

It is conceptually easy to perceive that constant negative pitch rate, or ramp
down, will yield an equivalent wealth of information about reattachment phenomena. As
was discovered during the present investigation, however, the practicalities of imple-

Figure 6.1 - “Family” of Aerofoils Tested Under Dynamic Stall Condition.

T

NACA 23012 ~ “generic Aerofoil” NACA 23012A ~ Modified upper surface to
enhance trailing edge separation, incorporating
l a reflex trailing edge.

e

NACA 23012B ~ Thickened, with modified =~ NACA 23012C ~ Modified upper surface
lower surface, to produce section indicative of with increased camber to enhance trailing
inboard rotor sections. edge separation.
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menting this concept require more consideration than the straight forward positive pitch
rate ramp. In particular, each test starts with an obvious tunnel blockage which reduces
to a small value at the low incidence fully attached case. Additionally, at what incidence
does one start a given test, and is averaging of the data permissible?

The data considered in the present work have been taken from the current Uni-
versity of Glasgow Database of acrodynamic phenomena. The main portion of the data
base relates to dynamic stall data covering four aerofoils. Each of the test programs con-
sidered pitching displacements which were not of immediate importance, but would be
of future interest. One such motion was contained in a series of ramp-down tests which
were a simple inverse of ramp-ups.

Table 6.1 - Summary of Dynamic Stall Database of the NACA 23012 Family.

Model Static Sine Ramp Ramp Unsteady | Vawt Other | Total
Up Down Static

NACA 23012 47 550 87 37 0 0 0 721

NACA 23012A 1 85 32 13 34 0 0 165

NACA 23012B 56 282 119 45 89 29 45 665

NACA 23012C| 23 230 77 32 54 0 0 416
TOTAL 127 1147 315 127 177 29 45

grand total = 1967

The aerofoils considered in this chapter form a family of four which has the
NACA 23012 as the generic shape, from which three modifications have been consid-
ered (Figure 6.1). In total, 1967 different test cases have been considered (Table 6.1),
and around one hundred of these were ramp-downs. Data from all the these tests have
been averaged and analysed to assess the manner, and rate, of the reattachment process
together with an initial attempt to predict the time dependent loadings using the Beddoes
model.

The main observations were, that ramp-down experiments are more complicated
than ramp-ups; that leading-edge reattachment is always initiated at an incidence close
to its static stall counterpart, and the subsequent rate of reattachment is significantly
effected by model geometry up until reduced pitch rates of around 0.015, whereafter
reattachment is significantly affected by the time scales of the unsteady turbulent bound-
ary-layer response.

6.2 TEST FACILITY
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Figure 6.2 - Dynamic Stall Test Rig.

The general arrangement of the aerofoil in the wind tunnel is illustrated in Figure
6.2. The models, of chord length 0.55m and span 1.61m, were constructed of a fibre-
glass skin filled with epoxy resin foam and bound to an aluminum spar. Each model was
mounted vertically in the University of Glasgow’s “Handley Page” wind tunnel which is
a low speed (max speed = 57 m/sec) closed - return type with a 1.61 x 2.13m octagonal
working section. The model was pivoted about the quarter chord using a linear hydraulic
actuator and crank mechanism. The input signal to the actuator controller was provided
by a function generator, comprising of a BBC microcomputer and two 12-bit digital to
analogue convertors; one to control the shape of the motion, and the other to set the
desired voltage governing the amplitude or arc length of the motion. A range of different
functions were programmed and tested using this set up (Table 1).

Thirty miniature pressure transducers were installed below the surface of the
centre section of each model. These consisted of both KULITE XCS-093-5 PSI G and
ENTRAN EPIL-080B-5S transducers. All transducers were temperature compensated
and factory calibrated. Whilst these calibrations were accurate, the necessary cabling
and signal conditioning of the transducer output may render a slightly different system
performance. As a consequence of this, the entire measurement system was calibrated
for each model. The method used was to apply a time varying calibrated reference pres-
sure to each of the model’s pressure transducers in turn. Both reference and model trans-
ducer outputs were simultaneously recorded to yield a well defined calibration.

Instantaneous aerofoil incidence was determined by a linear angular potentiome-
ter geared to the model’s tubular support. The dynamic pressure in the wind tunnel
working section was obtained from the difference between the static pressure in the



working section, 1.2m upstream of the leading edge, and the static pressure in the set-
tling chamber, as measured by a FURNESS FC012 electronic micromanometer.

For the ramp-down tests, 256 samples per cycle were recorded at a maximum
sampling frequency of 550.0 Hz. Five cycles of data were recorded using a DEC MINC
11/23 micro-computer system (Galbraith, 1984). The data were then transferred to a
VAX 11/750 for processing, storage and analysis. The subsequent data reduction and
presentation is a standard for all such tests, and a typical output is given in figure 6.3.

EXPER TAL R L

6.3.1 Introduction

The data discussed herein pertain to the NACA 23012 section and its three deriv-
atives. Each ramp-down test was normally initiated from a geometric incidence of
around 36 degrees and terminated in the region of -6 degrees. As will be appreciated,
pure ramps were not achieved due to start-up and slow-down requirements, but, as will
be shown, leading-edge reattachment was always initiated within the linear region of the
motion. The aerofoil angular velocity was progressively increased from 0.75 to 400.0
degs/sec, allowing the reduced pitch rate to be varied between 0.001 and 0.05. At the
highest reduced pitch rate, the aerofoil completed one ramp-down cycle in 0.1s. The
effective freestream velocity was 40.0 m/sec resulting in Reynolds and Mach numbers
of 1.5 million and 0.11 respectively.

Figure 6.3 illustrates a standard output, from which a variety of salient features
may be observed. For example, at this medium pitch rate (100 degs/sec), there is a
marked variation of loading from the equivalent static case, and the detailed time depen-
dent pressure distribution illustrates the causation of this via the evident lag in suction
build up. The effect of increasing pitch rate is to further this variation in loadings, and at
the faster pitch rates the expected leading-edge pressure build-up became non-existent.

6.3.2 Method of Analysis

Of particular interest is the timing of the reattachment process, and this may be
investigated by assuming the following:

* The process develops from the leading to the trailing edge.

» The reattachment location is located at the start of the constant pressure region nor-
mally associated with trailing-edge separation. As can be imagined, the location of
this point is often difficult to discern, but efforts have been made to define a consis-
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tent approach.

This method is illustrated in Figure 6.4, where the reattachment point is rela-

Figure 6.4 - Typical Chordwise Pressure
Distribution.
Cp

Sweep No. 57
Incidence = 14.5 degs.

Reattachment Point

T2 U B3 (8 t

tively easy to observe, and the constant pressure region is well defined. Obtaining the
exact incidence above which fully attached flow cannot be sustained, however, can be
difficult, since the trailing-edge pressure gradient may become small at this condition. A
complementary method of locating the formation of localised protuberances within the
boundary layer, is the inspection of the response of individual pressure-time histories
monitored at various chordwise locations. As shown in the top right graph of Figure 6.3,
the rate at which a particular pressure-time history diverges can often be used to infer
boundary-layer separation and reattachment. Therefore, a heuristic analysis involving
both pressure-time histories and discrete chordwise pressure distributions may be used
to monitor the translation of the reattachment point across the aerofoil’s upper surface.
Having established a consistent method of extracting the relevant aerodynamic data, the
non-dimensional time delay between two particular events, which occurred during a
selected ramp-down test, was calculated from the difference in sweep numbers, associ-
ated with each event, (An), and the sampling frequency in the following manner:

T = (An.U)/(fs.c)

6.3.3 Leading-Edge Reattachment

On inspection of selected ramp-down test cases, it was noticed that, at the initial
high incidence values, there was a distinctive change in pressure-time history at 2.5%
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chord (Figure 6.3) which accompanied the establishment of a small suction peak at the
leading edge of the aerofoil. For some test cases a very small suction peak was discern-
ible at 1% chord, but its size and position remained insensitive to incidence variation. It
is suggested, that this suction peak was due to the flow curvature over the leading edge,
at the initial high incidence values, and therefore its use as the indicator of the onset of
reattachment was inappropriate. Only when the suction at 2.5% chord began to rise, did
the reattachment process appear to move downstream; this finding was consistent over
the entire pitch rate range.

Figure 6.5 - Angle of Reattachment @ 2.5% chord Versus Reduced Pitch Rate.

Incidence, (deg).
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Figure 6.5 presents the variation in leading-edge reattachment incidence with
reduced pitch rate for a selection of aerofoils from the Glasgow University Database. It
is interesting to note, that the initial reattachment incidence is relatively insensitive to
pitch rate. For each aerofoil, the average value of the leading-edge reattachment inci-
dence, obtained from the ramp-down tests, was found to approximately coincide with its
steady-state counterpart. Also illustrated is the similarity between initial reattachment
incidence for the NACA 23012 and its derivatives 'A' and 'C'. During the development
of the 23012A and 23012C profiles, a specified design constraint was, that the leading-
edge geometry was not to be significantly altered from that of the NACA 23012. This
therefore implies, that the initiation of reattachment depends significantly on the lead-
ing-edge geometry, and would explain the differing result obtained for the NACA
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23012B (Figures 6.1 and 6.5).

6.3.4 Speed of Reattachment

Figure 6.6 illustrates the effect of pitch rate on the reattachment characteristics of
the NACA 23012B aerofoil. If the aerofoil was within the linear incidence region of the
ramp, then, for a particular chordal position, the instantaneous non-dimensional reat-
tachment velocity can be estimated in the following manner:

speed of reattachment = (da/dt) x (df/da)

Expressed in this form, the variation in instantaneous reattachment velocity with
chordal position can be easily observed from Figure 6.6 since, for a particular pitch rate,
its value is inversely proportional to the local gradient of the reattachment curve. If, as
was occasionally apparent, the reattachment point moved a large chordal distance within
one sample sweep, the instantaneous reattachment velocity, at intermediate points, could
not be calculated. This was due to the maximum sampling frequency of 550Hz, used
during data acquisition, not being of sufficient magnitude, and therefore, with regard to
this specialised area of interest only, was seen to be a limitation of the existing test facil-

ity.

SR hment Time Del
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Figure 6.7 - Reattachment point at
2.5,50 and 97 % chord over the range of
reduced pitch rates.
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1 Incidence. Reduced Pitch rate.

Figure 6.7illustrates the estimated incidence values for 2.5%, 50% and 97%
attached flow as a function of reduced pitch rate. Also marked on this figure are the
regions of acceleration and deceleration associated with the range of ramp-down tests,
and the cross-over incidence where the dynamic Cn intersects the static Cn curve (Fig-
ure 6.7). It may be noticed that, for reduced pitch rates above 0.028, the incidence at
which fully attached flow is established lies within the deceleration region. However, as
will be shown later, for these values of pitch rate, the reattachment process displays a
reduced dependency on the aerofoil motion, and therefore the non-linear incidence vari-
ation becomes unimportant.

Having defined the points of leading and trailing edge reattachment, a character-
istic time delay associated with the establishment of fully attached flow over the aero-
foil’s upper surface can be calculated. Figure 6.8.illustrates the full reattachment time
delay results associated with the NACA 23012 and 23012B aerofoils. At low pitch rates,
a small difference in time delay occurs, and therefore a weak dependence on aerofoil
geometry is implied. The apparent convergence in time delay at the higher pitch rates
implies that the influence of both aerofoil geometry, and motion, on the reattachment
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Figure 6.8. Non-dimensional time
for full reattachment to occur once
initiated at 2.5% chord.
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process has now become reduced. Unfortunately, the data available for the NACA
23012 did not cover pitch rates greater than 220 degs/s, and therefore, any differences
between the two aerofoils at pitch rates above this value are obscured. What is apparent,
though, is that for values of reduced pitch rate above 0.015, the effect of aerofoil geom-
etry is significantly reduced allowing the full reattachment time delay to approach a
value of 4, equivalent to 25% of the freestream velocity.

6.3.6 Boundary-Layer Response

Associated with the reattachment process there must be a finite length of time
within which the free shear layer develops into an attached boundary layer. Similar to
that of boundary-layer detachment, the process of reattachment may be expected to be
influenced by the external pressure gradient. At low pitch rates, the downstream
advancement of the reattachment point will be influenced by the build-up in upstream
pressure distribution and the associated pressure gradients. Therefore, its movement
may be expected to be dependent on the aerofoil geometry.

At the high pitch rates, the establishment of a pressure distribution upstream of
the reattachment point is retarded by the rapid decrease in incidence, and therefore any
effect of aerofoil geometry will be reduced. If this is the case, why does the change of
phase from fully separated to fully attached flow not occur within one chord length of



Figure 6.9 - Trailing Edge Separation
Movement For Static Tests.
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flow i.e., at an average velocity equal to that of the freestream? Kline et al (1981)
observed that two-dimensional turbulent flow detachment was not a single event, but a
phase change from attached to detached flow. For a turbulent boundary layer, zero wall
shear stress is created by the averaging to zero of strong unsteady motions of opposite
sign, and therefore full detachment occurs over a zone. The same remarks, concerning
zero wall shear, apply qualitatively to reattachment, but Kline noted that the motions at
reattachment were even stronger in the turbulent case, owing to larger fluctuations in the
free shear layers. It is postulated here, that the reattachment process consists of a damp-
ing out of characteristic turbulence structures whose length scale varies from that appro-
priate to a free shear layer to that of an attached boundary layer. Therefore, there will
exist a finite period of time within which the large scale turbulence structures must relax
before boundary-layer reattachment and downstream advancement can occur. Once the
effect of aerofoil geometry has been suppressed, i.e., at high ramp-down pitch rates, the
rate of reattachment is determined by the detailed fluid mechanics of this process.

At present, further data analysis, involving the reattachment characteristics of
other aerofoils, available on the Glasgow University Database, is in progress to either
substantiate or refute the above postulation.

4 LL
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Figure 6.10 - Cn versus Incidence for a
range of pitch rates.
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The present approach in attempting to model the test data has been to code an
existing semi-empirical model (Beddoes, 1982, Leishman and Beddoes, 1986). It is
noted that the Beddoes model is only appropriate down to Mach numbers of about 0.15
(Leishman, 1986), below this, additional nonlinear lift and moment overshoots may
occur. These limitations are partially due to the restricted number of available low Mach
correlations, and it is hoped that the current work will contribute to this area of interest.

The necessary empirical time constants, required for appropriate modelling, have
been extrapolated from the static test data, and those defined by Beddoes, 1984; the
static separation loci was experimentally determined, and an exponential curve fit
applied (Figure 6.9); the angular forcing has been filtered through a five point moving
average.

Figure 6.11 illustrates three examples of the predictive code in modelling Cn. At
the slowest pitch rate good agreement is observed. As the pitch rate increases, however,
the model fails to predict the drop in Cn. This rapid lowering of Cn can be regarded as a
following of a lift curve appropriate to an aerofoil within close proximity of its wake;
experimentally shown to predominate up until the point of three chord lengths of flow
after the initiation of reattachment (Figure 6.10). Modelling this behaviour by using a
Cn/ relationship representative of “aerofoil plus wake”, and allowing a smooth exponen-
tial transition back to the Beddoes model radically improves the overall prediction (Fig-
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ure 6.12). This method requires further investigation, and correlation with sinusoidal
data. It does, however, model a physical flow event which is consistent with the overall

concept of the Beddoes model.

6.5. CONCLUSIONS

Figure 6.11 - Correlation of Cn from Figure 6.12 - Correlation of Cn from pre-
predictive method and test data. dictive method with wake modelling inclu-
sion and test data.
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The following conclusions have been inferred from the data presented herein:

7. The initiation of reattachment was insensitive to pitch rate, and occurred at an inci-
dence approximately equal to its steady-state counterpart.

8. The non-dimensional time delay associated with the full reattachment was a strong
function of reduced pitch rate for low to medium values, whilst the higher rates tend-
ed to a constant value of 4.

9. The presence of the wake takes a finite time to diminish, until which it remains a sig-
nificant component in determining the aerodynamic loads
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Chapter 7

» The experimental aerofoil has been designed, built and tested under
dynamic stall conditions.

* The process of reattachment has been investigated on three acrofoil
sections using the ramp down data. This has yielded the following
three conclusions:

* The initiation of reattachment was insensitive to pitch rate, and
occurred at an incidence approximately equal to its steady-state
counterpart. Note that initiation of reattachment was measured at
the 2.5% chord location, however the actual origin of reattachment
is somewhat nearer the leading edge. Therefore, as pitch rate
increases, the angle at which reattachment is recorded at 2.5%
chord will decrease, due to the finite time for the reattachment to
propagate to the 2.5% chord location.

* The non-dimensional time delay associated with the full reattach-
ment was a strong function of reduced pitch rate for low to medium
values, whilst the higher rates tended to a constant value of 4.

* The presence of the wake takes a finite time to diminish, until
which it remains a significant component in determining the aero-
dynamic loads

* Additionally, an enhancement has been made to the Beddoes
dynamic stall model which enables the measured reattachment
loads during reattachment to be modelled accurately.

7.1 Recommendations for future research

* Greater utilisation should be made of industry standard visualisa-
tion software during data analysis.
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A preliminary study should be carried out on the unsteady static
data to see if by recording at high frequencies it may be possible to
correlate adjacent pressure transducer outputs in order to infer
boundary layer effects.

The unaveraged data should be made generally available on the
dynamic stall database.

The Handley Page wind tunnel should be instrumented with pres-
sure transducers within the working section walls to enable greater
understanding of the blockage effects.

The Beddoes model should be applied to all the tested motion types
to verify it’s ability to predict arbitrary motion types.

A least squares multi-variant optimization should be performed on
the Beddoes model across the entire dynamic stall data base to
check the physical non-dimensional time constants inferred from
the data do give the best correlation within the model.
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Memo: To all Dynamic Stall research team.
21st November 1988

Computer Programming
Proposal

Update all DSPLay software on VAX to capability of displaying unaveraged data and
comparison of different data files.
Reasons
» The analysis of unaveraged data is at present very restricted due to lack of available display
software.
¢ The unaveraged data would have a recognized “home” on the main VAX computer even if stor-
age there is periodic.
+ Will give impetus to change over all the raw data files to VAX formatted unaveraged files.
* The analysis of unaveraged data will allow a further answer to the question of whether the av-
eraged/unaveraged data should be used with regard to different areas of research.
+ Comparison of files is frequently required and yet no general programs exist to do this.
Timing
This could be achieved with one week of dedicated work, however the changing over all the raw files to
VAX unaveraged will take longer, but could be ran as a background job.
Proposal
Give all the display programs on the VAX a single command file from which any
DSPLay program can be run.
Reasons
 Simplifies all running, remembering of program names.
Reasons against
* What is the point of this when a software manual would tell potential users far more? The effort
to achieve this would be minimal, and also the advantages. All the programs are dealing with large
quantities of data, not sure how this could be passed around within a command file without using
disc storage, slowing the running considerably. Also who is running this software, and for what
purpose? ‘
Proposal
Write a completely new data display facility on the sun microcomputer. This facility
would include real time simulation display; ability to “cross-hair” extract values from
graphs; have a totally mouse menu driving option; allow for multiple graphs to be dis-
played simultaneously and hence multiple files; would be written with colour options in;
have security password for execution, thus allowing whole network access whilst re-
stricting users; allow reading in files automatically from VAX disc and also use of per-
sonnel data bases of files on tape (4000 files per tape); would run a database management
system (available within C language) to extract and display possible files of interest; al-
low for visual imaging of pressure distributions in an application environment (i.e.
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Reasons

VAWT’s or within Wind Tunnel); could be written with regard to display of blade vortex
interaction data and also formats of future dynamic stall data (e.g. display of hot film da-
ta).

* Sun cluster - take advantage of.

¢ Assuming much more data analysis will be done on the ds database and much of this analysis
involves the inspection of graphical display specific points, cross-hair will greatly speed up. Also
multiple display of graphs at once will speed up analysis.

« Excellent quality output via the laser printer when required, but also less hard copy output will
be required as the analysis will be more easily achieved at the terminal with multiple windows.

* Graphical display of extracted data immediately as data is extracted.

* Output can go straight into FRAME for production of reports, as both work with Postscript.

* With the ever increasing amounts of data the problem of data analysis becomes more difficult
by the shear numbers of files that must be considered, the speed, selection and multiple display
with help greatly reduce this, and secondly the problem of problem of physical storage that main-
tains easy access for use could be overcome by having many mini databases on sun archival tapes
that are far easier to deal with that are VAX tapes. (However the optical disc may alter this once
again, but if it’s on the network... the network is the computer).

Future Analysis of Dynamic Stall Data

Beddoes Model
“An optimisation of an existing empirical dynamic stall model for low Mach/Reynolds number test

case.”

Take the existing Beddoes code on the VAX, use NAG routines to optimise the time
constants for the comparison with our test data for each model, motion type and Reynolds
number. Also validate addition of wake modelling as used in reattachment paper, perhaps
use the f ratio test (null hypothesis, that a given parameter is zero within the model) to
validate all the many variable constants used within the model at various times.

Dynamic stall testing
“A comparison of the dynamic stalling of a family of modified NACA 23012 aerofoils.”

Quantify all the aerodynamic constants for the properties of each section under both
static and dynamic stall conditions (separation point movement, Wilby constants etc.).
Directly compare identical motion runs for each profile, perhaps some motion runs will
differ more that others, quantify this difference and plot against the variation of motion
type (mean angle, amplitude, frequency...), examine and quantify the differences be-
tween the sections in geometric terms look at the work of McCroskey on the eight sec-
tions.

VAWT’s
“An optimal symmetrical section for the VAWT at Carnarthem bay.”

Based upon 4 digit section tests, discuss the advantages of stall regulation; maximum
Ct generation; lessening of cyclic Cn loading; structural advantages of thicker sections.
Plot these as functions of the thickness, hence by giving each of the variables a weighting
an optimal thickness in the NACA 4 digit sections can be extrapolated. Perhaps discuss
the possible benefits of cambered sections in conclusion.

h ible internal

Data Acquisition
“An enhanced data acquisition system for the analysis of unsteady aerodynamics.”

Discuss previous system. Limitations discovered hence specification for new system.
Hardware solution and software solution. Hot wire implementation, cost, etc.

Data Presentation
“An advanced experimental data display facility on the Sun microcomputer.”
“A software manual for the VAX based dynamic stall presentation programs.”

David Herring.
(Research Assistant).
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Appendix B - Letter confirming Shock Stall testing had
been successfully completed at RAE Farnborough

Procurement Executive Minisiry of Defence

Royal Aircraft Establishment
Farnborough Hants GU14 6TD

Telex 858134 Telephone 0252 {Aldershot) 24461 ext 5126

Materials & Structures Department, X32 Building

Dr R A McD Galbraith

Dept of Aeronautics & Fluid Mechanics Your reference
The University
GLASGOW

Gl2 8QQ

Our reference

Date
24 October 1986

Dear ﬁ.old.‘a,

Reference David Herring's letter of 2 September 1986, I have now completed some
check calculations using our Viscous Garabedian & Korn program for steady

flow. Results ere included for inviscid flow on the aerofoils denoted 211T
and 211T Mod 2 by David Herring, at a Mach Number of 0.6 and zero incidences.
Further results are given for 211T Mod 2 in inviscid flow at a Mach number of
0.3 and incidences of 4, 6 ,680. Finally a viscous calculation is mage for

a Reynolds Numter of 1.5 x 10  at a Mach Number of 0.3 and incidence 8.

Basically tr2 calculations show that the lower surface peak has been controlled
8o tha™ shc. < waves are unlikely to arise at 0.6 Mach Number for zero incidences
and 1:w C, . Also that up to 8° and 0.3 Mach number, there is no indication of
premature .ody layer separation, if the assumption of transition at 0.05¢

is correc:.

The inviscid calculations indicate that some further smoothing of the ordinates
is desirable around the "join" at x/¢ = 0.25 and also around the leading edge.
The former should be quite straightforward, but the latter may require some care.

On the question of the vortex interaction studies, I have followed this up and
an extension for 12 months should be going through the normal contracts procedures.

pef. Qo

Best wishes.

A JONES
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f‘ g [/{l w tl ~.. ' .
es tlal .d lic Opte s Limited
" Yeovll, Somerset, England, BA20 zv: i

Telephono Yeovil (Code 0935) 75222 Telex 46277 WHLYEQ G

4P Hetwmwd
'&0'\' Dv-ueﬁowttﬁ

J TSP UWR B IVINN Ll 12 Mavy 1988

Dear David. -
Thanks for the package of data you sent on the 14th of

April, You are to be congratulated on the results you have
obtained. I am sure there has been a lot of work to resolve the
limitations of the hardware, not to mention the bugs which always
appear. The results will prove most valuable in substantiating
the theoretical/empirical model of the impulsive lift component.
Taogether with Tassus®™ BEVI experiment the data will provide an
increased level of confidence for our predictive rotor loads
capability.

With regard to your queries:
Concerning the spikes in the TE pressures, FRoddy presumably has
passed on my suggestion that they may be related to interference
with the starting vortex. This could turn into a topic in its own
right and you should take Roddy’s advice as to what extent you
should pursue it within the conte:t of your Degree. My feeling is
that it is a secondarry issue and may be strongly influenced by:
1.Reynolds Number and Mach Number.
2.The phasing of the cessation of motion or time scale of the
rammn.
2. The natural frequency of the apparatus.

In addition it seems that the phenomenon is suppressed by
the dynamic stall LE vortex under appropriate conditions; i.e.
the high angle cases.

Another possibility involves excitation of the chordwise
bending mode, in which case the timescale is uniqgue.

% All of these reservations are open to question and may be
putpto the test. There is, no doubt, a natural time scale for the
TE vortex formation which is related to the Strouhal freqguency.
In the AHS publication co-authered with Gordaon Leishman we showed
a simulation of secondary vortex shedding which may be related. 1
enclose a paper which may be aof interest and refer you to a paper
in the Dec 87 issue of the Journal of Aircraft by Ericsson,
although I find it difficult to form a coherent picture of his \
viork.

With regard to presentation etc. 1 have examined most of the
data only superficially due to lack of time. The following items,
however, are apparent. In the catalogue of tests the airfoils are
identified by number but there does not seem to be a means of
relating to the airfoil description. The summary of the piston
theary tests is very useful but the timescale presentation makes
it difficult to compare features of different runs. I suggest you
use a scale of t.V/r and a maximum of 20,40,60 or whatever,
depending on the rate, for a constant overall length of scale.
Coinpared with the individual plots of Cn, the plots i1n the
summary appear to incorporate some zero drift:; likewise the
moment data seems to have some zero shift. On the subject of

moment data I woinlld aooreciate havinan some hetter nlote of Cm vs
t.V/c like the Cn ones. The data you sent is preliminary sa no

doubt you would have sorted out these problems anyway.

1 enclose the results of some comparisons with theory, the
model used incorporates the subroutine for the BVI evaluations
and the rotor loads acoustic program and does not include dynamic
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stall which is only of secondary interest in this aspect of the
problem. You may, however, find it worthwhile to compare the
dynamic stall behaviour with that obtained at higher RN. In the
absence of the static data I have assumed a lift curve =lope of
2m , zero Cm, and an aerodynamic centre at the quarter chord.
Runs 24851,71 and 81 have been concentrated on as most

ppropriate to demornstrate the picston theory terms, a velocity of

5.8 ft/sec and & chard of 1.7& ft were deduced from the
‘warameteres included in the data.

Studying the time histories, it appeared possible to
simul ate the drive system using two first order lags and & spring
mass damper combination. The advantage of this approach is that
both the displacemenrnt and rate are smooth functions. After some
effort the first two runs were simulated fairly successfully but
the third proved iapozzible without further complication. The
alternative wasz to digitise the forcing time history and tolerate
the somewhat ncisy derivative, which may not be unrepresentative
anyway. The difference=s in the resulting Cn and Cm are of
interezt too. Fias 1 and 2 show the theoretical results for run
861 using the system equations, T and 4 relate to 871 and S and &
to run 8381. Far the latter, a spurious perturbation is &apparent
in the 1ift and moment, whereas the error in the forcing doesz not
appear very great but 1s obviously gquite significant.

Using the digitised forcing, the comparisons are repeated in
figs.7 to 12 and finally caompared with the test values of Cn in
figs 13 to 15. The brealdown of the impulsive and circulatory
components is shown in fig.l4. It is apparent that, apart from

the influenre af the startinn vartey nr whatever. thza testes
sIoewacanitiale fLhE LiFUr BLICAL mOoel very well and even subtle

differences in the forcing time history for the first two runs
show up in the comparicon. Allowing for the apperent drift in the
experimental mement data the Cm’s also appear well modelled which
is important because the moment is particularly sensitive to the
impulsive loading. >

It would certainly be of interest to establish whether, for
ghe fgll scxle rotor application, we would be justified in .
ignoring the additional perturbation demonstrated by your tect.
Some indication might be obtained by shaping the termination of
the ramp and repeating &t higher RM with duplicated non
dimensional forcing. It would also be interexzting to see whether
the pheromenon can be induced during harmonic forcing by suitable
choice of amplitude and reduced frequency.

In answer to your query about the lift behaviour during run
24451 1 have included & simulation of this cace ¢ fiq5.17.ié and
19). It ie apparent that the behaviouwr is explainable in ferms of
ghe forcing time history. In fig. 18 the asymptotic value of lift
is too high, net surpricing in view of the test RN. sc the
consequence of a 20% reduction in Cly iz shown in ¥ic.19 which
duplicates the zero effeet of the forcing time histo?y.

In conclusion, 1 would like to reiterate my appreciatiocn of
your efforts and offer my encouragement for the completian of

your research project.
Youqé>zi:ferelys
T.S. Beddoes
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Appendix D - Complete set of tables for experimental tests performed on the
NACA 23012B

Flow visualisation test tests at 1.5 million Reynolds Number.,

Upper Surface Photographed Angles of Attack

-10.0 -8.3 -8.0 -5.8 -3.5
-2.6 -1.6 0.6 23 2.7
438 6.5 9.9 11.2 11.7
133 13.8 149 16.0 16.8
17.0 17.8 180 20.4 21.8
239 259 2717 29.6 31.8
34.1 36.6 39.9

Upper surface with trip wire - Angles of attack

-2.0 23 30 74 1.7

12.6

Lower surface - Angle of attack

9.2 49 09 55 10.1
144 194 242
Static tests
R Start Angle End angle Reynolds
un No.

(deg). (deg). No.

801 S 2% 1.56
811 -5 25 1.51
821 -5 25 1.53
921 -5 30 1.49
93t -5 24 1.50
932 -5 20 1.49
1181 -5 30 1.49
1411 -5 25 0.81
1421 -5 25 1.01
1431 5 25 1.51
1801 5 25 147
1811 .5 25 149
2911 -5 25 1.52
2921 -5 2% 1.93
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Static tests

Start Angle | End angle Reynolds
Run No.

(deg). (deg). No.

3341 -5 30 1.49
3351 -5 34 1.48
3363 -5 34 149
3371 -10 29 1.48
3381 26 4 1.49
3391 10 20 148
3743 -5 34 1.48
3991 -5 34 151
4271 -5 34 1.47
4281 -5 34 1.70
4291 -5 34 193
4301 -10 3 1.50
4302 -5 34 1.51
5211 -5 34 145
5221 -5 34 145
5231 5 -14 143
5241 5 17 146
5251 5 -16 1.46
5261 -17 34 147
5271 0 -16 147
5281 -5 34 1.89
5282 -5 34 1.86
5361 -5 34 1.45
5371 25 28 1.46
7001 -20 17 1.42
7011 18 -19 1.42
7021 -20 17 141
105381 -5 34 145
105391 25 28 1.44
105421 -5 34 1.44
105431 -5 34 1.46
105441 -5 34 1.45
105451 2 32 145
105461 5 -16 144
105791 -5 34 146
105801 5 -16 1.46
105811 -5 34 1.46
105821 5 -16 145
105831 -5 34 1.49
105841 5 -16 148
105941 0 40 1.50
105951 5 -16 1.51
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Oscillatory tests

Run No. Mean Angle | Amplitude FReduced Reynolds

requency No.
10831 4 10 0010 1.48
10841 6 10 0.010 147
10851 8 10 0010 1.47
10861 10 10 0.010 147
10871 10 10 0.010 147
10872 10 10 0.010 1.49
10881 4 10 0.025 1.48
10891 6 10 0.025 1.48
10901 8 10 0.025 1.47
10911 10 10 0.025 147
10912 10 10 0.024 1.49
10941 4 10 0.052 1.47
10951 6 10 0.052 1.46
10961 8 10 0.052 146
10971 10 10 0.052 1.46
10972 10 10 0.051 1.48
10981 4 10 0.076 1.50
10991 6 10 0.076 1.50
11001 8 10 0.076 1.50
11011 10 10 0.075 1.50
11012 10 10 0.076 1.50
11021 4 10 0.101 149
11031 6 10 0.101 149
11041 8 10 0.101 1.49
11051 10 10 0.101 1.49
11052 10 10 0.101 1.49
11061 4 10 0.126 1.50
11071 6 10 0.126 149
11081 8 10 0.126 149
11091 10 10 0.126 1.49
11092 10 10 0.132 1.68
11101 4 10 0.151 1.50
1111 6 10 0.151 1.50
11121 8 10 0.151 150
11131 10 10 0.151 1.50
11132 10 10 0.152 1.49
11141 4 10 0.177 1.50
11151 6 10 0.177 1.49
11161 8 10 0.177 1.49
1171 10 10 0.177 1.49
11172 10 10 0.177 1.50
11191 4 10 0.203 1.50
11201 6 10 0.203 1.49
11211 8 10 0.202 1.49
11221 10 10 0.202 1.49
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Oscillatory tests

Run No. Mean Angle | Amplitude Reduced Reynolds

Frequency No.
11222 10 10 0.202 1.50
11231 15 10 0.010 1.49
11241 20 10 0.010 149
11251 15 10 0.024 148
11261 20 10 0.0 148
11271 15 10 0.051 147
11281 20 10 0.051 147
11291 15 10 0.076 1.49
11301 20 10 0.076 1.49
11311 15 10 0.101 1.49
11321 20 10 0.101 149
11331 15 10 0.126 1.50
11341 20 10 0.126 1.49
11351 15 10 0.152 1.49
11361 20 10 0.152 1.49
11361 20 10 0.152 1.49
11381 20 10 0.177 1.50
11391 15 10 0.202 1.50
11392 15 10 0.203 145
11401 20 10 0.202 149
11402 20 10 0.203 145
11441 10 4 0010 1.49
11451 10 6 0.010 148
11461 10 8 0.010 148
11471 10 12 0.010 148
11481 10 4 0.025 1.50
11491 10 6 0.025 1.49
11501 10 8 0.025 1.49
11511 10 12 0.025 1.49
11521 10 4 0.051 1.49
11531 10 6 0.050 1.48
11541 10 8 0.050 148
11551 10 12 0.050 148
11561 10 4 0.076 1.49
11571 10 6 0.076 1.48
11581 10 8 0.076 1.48
11591 10 12 0.076 1.48
11601 10 4 0.101 1.49
11611 10 6 0.101 1.48
11621 10 8 0.101 1.48
11631 10 12 0.101 1.48
11641 10 4 0.126 1.50
11651 10 6 0.126 1.49
11661 10 8 0.126 1.49
11671 10 12 0.126 1.49
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Oscillatory tests

Run No. Mean Angle | Amplitude FReduced Reynolds

requency No.
11681 10 4 0.152 1.49
11691 10 6 0.151 1.49
11701 10 8 0.151 149
u7 10 12 0.151 149
11721 10 4 0.177 1.49
11731 10 6 0.177 1.49
11741 10 8 0.177 1.49
11751 10 12 0.177 149
11761 10 4 0.203 149
11762 10 4 0.205 1.44
1771 10 6 0.203 149
1772 10 6 0.205 144
11781 10 8 0.203 149
11782 10 8 0.205 144
11791 10 12 0.203 1.49
11792 10 12 0.205 1.44
11821 5 8 0.010 1.48
11831 6 8 0.010 147
11841 7 8 0.010 1.47
11851 8 8 0.010 1.47
11861 9 8 0.010 1.46
11871 10 8 0.010 146
11881 1 8 0.010 1.46
11891 12 8 0.010 146
11901 13 8 0.010 145
11911 14 8 0.010 145
11921 15 8 0.010 145
11931 16 8 0.010 145
11941 5 8 0.025 1.48
11951 6 8 0.025 1.48
11961 7 8 0.025 147
11971 8 8 0.025 147
11981 9 8 0.025 147
11991 10 8 0.025 147
12001 1 8 0.025 147
12011 12 8 0.025 147
12021 13 8 0.025 147
12031 14 8 0.025 147
12041 15 8 0.025 147
12051 16 8 0.025 1.47
12061 5 8 0.051 1.47
12071 6 8 0.051 147
12081 7 8 0.051 147
12091 8 8 0.051 147
12101 9 8 0.051 1.47
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Oscillatory tests

Run No. | Mean Angle | Amplitude Reduced Reynolds

Frequency No.

12111 10 8 0.051 147
12121 11 8 0.051 147
12131 12 8 0.051 147
12141 13 8 0.051 147
12151 14 8 0.051 147
12161 15 8 0.051 147
12171 16 8 0.051 1.47
12181 5 8 0.076 1.48
12191 6 8 0.076 1.48
12201 7 8 0.076 1.48
12211 8 8 0.076 1.48
12221 9 8 0.076 1.48
12223 10 10 0.203 145
12231 10 8 0.076 1.48
12241 1 8 0.076 1.48
12251 12 8 0.076 147
12261 13 8 0.076 1.47
12271 14 8 0.076 147
12281 15 8 0.076 1.47
12291 16 8 0.076 147
12301 5 8 0.102 147
12311 6 8 0.102 1.47
12321 7 8 0.102 1.47
12331 8 8 0.102 147
12341 9 8 0.102 147
. 12351 10 8 0.102 147
12361 1 8 0.102 147
12371 12 8 0.102 147
12381 13 8 0.102 147
12391 14 8 0.102 1.47
12401 15 8 0.102 147
12411 16 8 0.102 147
12431 8 0.127 1.48
12441 7 8 0.127 1.48
12451 8 8 0.127 1.48
12461 9 8 0.127 1.48
12471 10 8 0.127 1.48
12481 1 8 0.128 148
12491 12 8 0.128 1.48
12501 13 8 0.128 1.48
12511 14 8 0.128 1.48
12521 15 8 0.128 147
12531 16 8 0.128 147
12541 5 8 0.153 1.49
12551 6 8 0.152 1.48
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Oscillatory tests

Run No. Mean Angle | Amplitude FReduced Reynolds

requency No.
12561 8 0.152 1.48
12571 8 0.152 1.48
12581 8 0.152 1.48
12591 10 8 0.152 1.48
12601 1 8 0.153 1.49
12611 12 8 0.152 148
12621 13 8 0.152 1.48
12631 14 8 0.152 148
12641 15 8 0.152 1.48
12651 16 8 0.152 1.48
12661 5 8 0.178 1.49
12671 6 8 0.178 1.48
12681 7 8 0.178 1.48
12691 8 8 0.178 148
12701 9 8 0.178 148
12711 10 8 0.178 1.48
12721 1 8 0.178 1.49
12731 12 8 0.178 1.48
12741 13 8 0.178 1.48
12751 14 8 0.178 1.48
12761 15 8 0.178 1.48
12771 16 8 0.178 1.48
12782 5 8 - 0.202 1.46
12792 6 8 0.202 1.46
12801 7 8 0.204 1.48
12802 7 8 0.202 1.46
12812 8 8 0.202 1.46
12822 9 8 0.202 1.46
12832 10 8 0.202 1.46
12842 11 8 0.202 1.46
12852 12 8 0.202 1.46
12862 13 8 0.202 1.46
12872 14 8 0.202 1.46
12882 15 8 0.202 1.46
12891 15 8 0.203 1.49
12892 16 8 0.202 1.46
13751 0 2 0.042 1.50
13752 0 2 0.041 1.50
13761 4 2 0.042 1.49
13762 4 2 0.041 1.49
13771 4 4 0.042 149
13772 4 4 0.041 1.49
13781 0 4 0.042 1.49
13782 0 4 0.041 149
13791 0 2 0.105 1.49
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Oscillatory tests

Run No. Mean Angle | Amplitude FReduced Reynolds

requency No.
13792 0 2 0.104 1.49
13801 4 2 0.104 1.48
13802 4 2 0.104 1.48
13811 4 4 0.104 1.48
13812 4 4 0.104 1.48
13821 0 4 0.104 1.48
13822 0 4 0.104 1.48
13831 0 2 0210 1.47
13832 0 2 0.208 149
13841 4 2 0.210 147
13842 4 2 0.208 1.49
13851 4 4 0210 147
13852 4 4 0.208 1.49
13861 0 4 0210 147
13862 0 4 0.208 1.49
13871 0 2 0313 1.49
13872 0 2 0317 1.46
13881 4 2 0312 1.48
13882 4 2 0317 1.46
13891 4 4 0312 1.48
13892 4 4 0317 1.46
13901 0 4 0312 1.48
13902 0 4 0317 1.46
13911 0 2 0414 1.49
13912 0 2 0413 1.50
13921 4 2 0.414 1.49
13922 4 2 0.412 1.50
13931 4 4 0.414 1.49
13932 4 4 0.412 1.50
13941 0 4 0.414 1.49
13942 0 4 0412 1.49
13951 0 2 0.517 1.50
13952 0 2 0.927 1.50
13961 4 2 0.516 1.49
13962 4 2 0.926 1.50
13971 4 4 0.516 1.49
13972 4 4 0.926 1.50
13981 0 4 0.516 1.49
13982 0 4 0926 1.50
14001 0 8 0.010 1.49
14011 20 8 0.010 1.49
14021 25 8 0.010 1.49
14031 0 8 0.026 1.46
14041 20 8 0.025 1.46
14051 25 8 0.025 145
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Oscillatory tests

Run No. Mean Angle | Amplitude Reduced Reynolds

Frequency No.
14061 0 8 0.051 146
14071 20 8 0.051 1.46
14081 25 8 0.051 1.46
14091 0 8 0.076 1.46
14101 20 8 0.076 1.46
14111 25 8 0.076 1.46
14121 0 8 0.102 1.46
14131 20 8 0.102 145
14141 25 8 0.102 145
14151 0 8 0.127 1.46
14161 20 8 0.127 1.46
14171 25 8 0.127 1.46
14181 0 8 0.153 145
14191 20 8 0.153 145
14201 25 8 0.153 145
14211 0 8 0.178 1.46
14221 20 8 0.178 145
14231 25 8 0.178 145
14241 0 8 0.203 146
14251 20 8 0.203 1.46
14261 25 8 0.203 1.46
15961 5 8 0.150 099
15971 6 8 0.150 0.99
15981 7 8 0.150 0.99
15991 8 8 0.150 099
16001 9 8 0.150 099
16011 10 8 0.150 099
16031 12 8 0.149 1.00
16041 13 8 0.149 1.00
16051 14 8 0.149 1.00
16061 15 8 0.149 1.00
16071 16 8 0.149 1.00
115571 5 8 0.104 1.44
115581 6 8 0.103 1.43
115591 7 8 0.103 143
115601 8 8 0.103 1.43
115611 9 8 0.103 143
115621 10 8 0.104 1.43
115631 1 8 0.104 143
115641 12 8 0.104 143
115651 13 8 0.104 143
115661 14 8 0.104 143
115671 15 8 0.104 1.43
115681 16 8 0.104 143
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Ramp Up tests

Run N Arc Pitch rate Reduced Reynolds
un No-. (deg). (deg/sec). pitch rate No.
23001 41 0.7 0.0001 1.50
23011 41 15 0.0002 149
23021 41 3.0 0.0003 1.49
23031 41 44 0.0005 1.49
23041 41 6.0 0.0007 147
23051 41 75 0.0009 147
23061 41 14.8 0.0017 1.46
23071 41 292 0.0034 1.46
23081 41 44.7 0.0053 1.46
23091 41 58.7 0.0069 1.46
23101 41 74.3 0.0087 1.46
23111 41 915 0.0107 1.46
23121 41 100.6 00117 1.48
23131 41 114.3 0.0133 1.47
23141 41 1278 0.0149 1.47
23151 41 143.8 0.0166 1.50
23161 41 157.7 0.0181 1.49
23171 41 173.1 0.0199 1.49
23181 41 185.9 0.0215 1.49
23191 41 197.6 0.0229 1.48
23201 41 211.8 0.0245 1.48
23211 41 2239 0.0259 1.48
23221 41 2402 0.0276 1.50
23231 41 253.1 0.0291 1.50
23241 41 2635 0.0303 1.50
23251 41 280.7 0.0322 1.50
23261 41 286.5 0.0332 149
23271 41 299.4 0.0347 1.49
23281 41 3176 0.0368 149
23291 41 328.1 0.0380 148
23301 41 3330 0.0385 1.50
23311 41 366.5 0.0423 1.49
23321 41 3977 0.0459 1.49
23331 41 4235 0.0489 1.49
24311 4 58.1 0.0067 1.49
24321 4 1126 0.0130 1.49
24331 4 1452 0.0167 149
24411 8 478 0.0055 1.45
24421 8 108.2 0.0125 144
24431 8 1938 0.0224 144
24441 8 2102 0.0243 144
24451 8 2129 0.0246 144
24511 12 51.8 0.0060 1.46
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Ramp Up tests

Arc Pitch rate Reduced Reynolds
Run No. .

(deg). (deg/sec). pitch rate No.
24521 12 940 0.0108 145
24531 12 195.8 0.0226 145
24541 12 259.6 0.0299 1.45
24551 12 271.5 0.0313 145
24561 12 276.0 0.0319 145
24571 12 274.5 0.0317 145
24581 12 2925 0.0338 145
24591 12 299.0 0.0345 145
24601 12 304.4 0.0351 1.45
24611 20 49.4 0.0057 1.48
24621 20 97.9 00113 1.48
24631 20 219.8 0.0253 1.48
24641 20 301.6 0.0346 148
24651 20 327.0 0.0375 1.48
24661 20 344.9 0.0398 1.47
24671 20 350.5 0.0405 1.47
24681 20 3740 0.0431 147
24691 20 364.0 0.0420 147
24701 20 3729 0.0430 1.47
24711 30 495 0.0057 147
24721 30 100.2 0.0115 147
24731 30 200.4 0.0229 1.46
24741 30 325.3 0.0372 146
24751 30 3759 0.0430 1.46
24761 30 395.6 0.0458 145
24771 30 422.5 0.0489 145
24781 30 430.6 0.0498 145
24791 30 4436 0.0513 145
24801 30 455.5 0.0527 144
24861 12 2865 . 0.1232 0.40
24871 20 361.7 0.1556 0.40
24881 30 447.5 0.1925 0.40
24891 4 147.4 0.0635 0.40
24901 8 2379 0.1024 0.40
24911 4 154.1 0.0430 0.62
24921 8 241.5 0.0675 0.62
24931 12 290.1 0.0810 0.62
24941 20 3716 0.1055 0.62
24951 30 4422 0.1235 0.62
24961 4 158.6 0.0396 0.69
24971 ) 2326 0.0580 0.69
24981 12 281.1 0.0701 0.69
24991 20 3572 0.0891 0.69
25001 30 4386 0.1094 0.69
25011 4 120.6 0.0245 0.85
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Ramp Up tests

Arc Pitch rate Reduced Reynolds
Run No. .

(deg). (deg/sec). pitch rate No.
25021 8 245.1 0.0498 085
25031 12 288.3 0.0586 0.85
25041 20 368.6 0.0749 0.85
25051 30 439.6 0.0894 0.85
25061 4 131.8 0.0237 0.96
25071 8 254.1 0.0458 096
25081 12 2919 0.0526 096
25091 20 364.8 0.0657 0.96
25101 30 4485 0.0808 0.96
25111 4 107.2 0.0156 1.19
25121 8 246.0 0.0358 119
25131 12 290.1 0.0422 1.19
25141 20 370.7 0.0540 1.19
25151 30 452.5 0.0659 119
25161 4 137.6 0.0180 1.32
25171 8 2326 0.0304 1.32
25181 12 293.6 0.0384 131
25191 20 3712 0.0486 131
25201 30 4525 0.0592 131
26081 41 495 0.0086 098
26091 41 98.9 0.0172 098
26101 41 1983 0.0345 098
26111 41 287.5 0.0501 098
26121 41 366.5 0.0638 0.98
26131 41 4210 0.0743 098
125691 41 49.6 0.0057 145
125701 41 98.9 00112 1.44
125711 41 198.6 0.0226 144
125721 41 2914 0.0331 144
125731 41 367.1 0.0417 144

Ramp down tests
Arc Pitch rate Reduced Reynolds
Run No. .

(deg). (deg/sec). pitch rate No.
33401 41 07 ~0001 1.49
33411 41 -1.5 -.0002 1.50
33421 41 29 -0003 147
33431 41 44 -.0005 148
33441 41 6.0 -0007 148
33451 41 72 -.0008 148
33461 41 -15.0 -0017 148
33471 41 -29.1 -0034 148
33481 41 439 -0051 1.48
33491 41 -58.4 -0068 148
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Ramp down tests

Arc Pitch rate Reduced Reynolds
Run No. .
(deg). (deg/sec). pitch rate No.
33501 41 -71.0 -.0082 1.47
33511 41 -85.8 -.0099 1.47
33521 41 -94.7 -0110 1.47
33531 41 -107.0 -0124 147
33541 41 -120.7 -0140 147
33551 41 -135.6 -0157 147
33561 41 -148.7 -0172 1.47
33571 41 -159.5 -0184 1.47
33581 41 -1724 -0200 147
33591 41 -181.5 -0210 1.47
33601 41 -195.2 -0226 147
33611 41 -205.7 -0238 1.47
33621 41 2177 -0253 1.46
33631 41 -226.1 -.0262 146
33641 41 -2438 -0283 1.46
33651 41 -255.3 -0296 1.46
33661 41 -262.7 -0305 1.46
33671 41 -273.8 -0318 1.46
33681 41 -288.1 -0334 1.46
33691 41 -302.7 -0351 1.46
33701 41 -302.7 -.0353 1.46
33711 41 -347.7 -.0405 145
33721 41 -384.7 -.0448 145
33731 41 412.1 -0479 145
36141 41 482 -.0083 1.00
36151 41 -95.4 -0164 1.00
36161 41 -182.8 -0314 1.00
36171 41 -263.9 -0453 1.00
36181 41 -357.7 -0614 1.00
36191 41 41538 -0714 1.00
135741 41 434 -0055 145
135751 41 94,7 -0107 1.45
135761 41 -1794 -0202 145
135771 41 -265.8 -.0300 145
135781 41 -351.1 -.0396 145
Unsteady static tests
Run No. Angle Sampling Reynolds
Frequency. | No. (10-6)

40011 -10 250.0 1.49

40021 -8 250.0 149

40031 -8 250.0 1.49
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Unsteady static tests

Run No. Angle Sampling Reynolds
Frequency. | No. (10-6)
40041 s 250.0 1.48
40051 3 250.0 1.48
40061 2 250.0 1.48
40071 2 250.0 1.48
40081 -1 250.0 1.48
40091 0 250.0 1.48
40101 2 250.0 1.48
40111 2 250.0 1.48
40121 3 250.0 1.48
40131 4 250.0 1.48
40141 6 250.0 1.48
40151 7 250.0 148
40161 9 250.0 1.48
40171 11 250.0 1.49
40181 11 250.0 1.49
40191 12 250.0 1.49
40201 13 250.0 1.49
40211 13 250.0 1.49
40221 14 250.0 1.48
40231 16 250.0 1.48
40241 16 250.0 1.48
40251 17 250.0 1.48
40261 17 250.0 1.48
40271 18 250.0 1.48
40281 20 250.0 1.48
40291 21 250.0 1.48
40301 23 250.0 1.48
40311 25 250.0 1.48
40321 27 250.0 1.48
40331 29 250.0 1.48
40341 31 250.0 1.48
40351 34 250.0 1.48
40361 36 250.0 1.48
40371 38 250.0 1.49
40501 0 100.0 148
40511 2 100.0 147
40521 4 100.0 147
40531 6 100.0 147
40541 8 100.0 147
40551 10 100.0 147
40561 12 100.0 147
40571 13 100.0 147
40581 14 100.0 1.46
40591 15 100.0 1.46
40601 16 100.0 1.46
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Unsteady static tests

Run No. Angle Sampling Reynolds
Frequency. | No. (10-6)
40611 18 100.0 1.46
40621 20 100.0 1.46
40631 24 100.0 1.46
40641 30 100.0 1.46
40651 0 500.0 149
40671 4 500.0 1.49
40681 6 500.0 1.49
40691 8 500.0 1.48
40701 10 500.0 148
40711 12 500.0 1.48
40721 13 500.0 1.48
40731 14 500.0 1.48
40741 15 500.0 1.48
40751 16 500.0 1.48
40761 18 500.0 1.48
40771 20 500.0 1.48
40781 2 500.0 148
40791 30 500.0 1.48
45341 26 50.0 1.45
45351 26 50.0 1.45
145401 26 50.0 1.44
145411 26 50.0 1.44
145471 -5 500.0 1.46
145481 0 500.0 1.45
145491 5 500.0 145
145501 10 500.0 1.45
145511 15 500.0 145
145521 19 500.0 1.42
145531 25 500.0 142
145541 28 500.0 1.42
145551 30 500.0 142
145561 35 500.0 1.42
145851 -5 500.0 1.48
145861 0 500.0 147
145871 5 500.0 1.47
145881 10 500.0 1.48
145891 14 500.0 1.47
145901 20 500.0 1.47
145911 25 500.0 147
145921 30 500.0 147
145931 35 500.0 147
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VAWT tests

Mean angle | Amplitude Reduced Reynolds
Run No. .
(deg). (deg). pitch rate No.
56701 0 5 0.051 1.44
56711 0 9 0.051 1.43
56721 0 12 0.051 1.43
56731 0 13 0.051 1.43
56741 0 17 0.051 1.43
56751 0 2 0.051 1.43
56761 0 5 0.040 1.44
56771 0 0.040 1.44
56781 0 12 0.040 1.44
56791 0 13 0.040 1.44
56801 0 17 0.040 143
56811 0 22 0.040 143
56821 0 5 0.061 1.43
56831 0 0.061 1.43
56841 0 12 0.061 1.43
56851 0 13 0.061 1.43
56861 0 17 0.061 143
56881 0 5 0.051 1.49
56891 0 0.051 1.48
56901 0 12 0.050 1.48
56911 0 13 0.050 1.48
56921 0 17 0.050 1.48
56931 0 2 0.050 1.48
56941 -6 13 0.051 1.49
56951 4 13 0.051 1.49
56961 -2 13 0.051 1.49
56971 2 13 0.051 1.49
56981 4 13 0.051 1.49
56991 6 13 0.051 1.49
Ramp wave
Mean angle Reduced Reynolds
Run No.

(deg). frequency No.

65291 15 0.037 147

65301 15 0.037 147

65311 15 0.037 147

65321 15 0.037 147

65331 15 0.037 1.47

66261 15 0.069 145

66271 15 0.052 1.44

66281 15 0.026 144

66291 15 0.020 144
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Ramp wave

Mean angle Reduced Reynolds
Run No.

(deg). frequency No.
66301 15 0.016 144
66311 10 0.089 1.44
66321 10 0.069 1.44
66331 10 0.030 144
66341 10 0.022 1.44
66351 10 0.017 1.44
66361 5 0.150 1.44
66371 5 0.09%6 1.44
66381 5 0.034 1.44
66391 5 0.024 1.44
66401 5 0.019 1.44
66411 20 0.052 1.44
66421 20 0.041 1.43
66431 20 0.023 143
66441 20 0.018 143
66451 20 0.015 143
66461 15 0.006 1.44
66471 15 0.024 144
66481 0 0.052 1.43
66491 15 0.061 143
66501 15 0.067 1.43
66511 10 0.009 145
66521 10 0.032 1.44
66531 10 0.062 1.64
66541 10 0.067 1.44
66551 10 0.071 1.44
66561 5 0.103 1.44
66571 5 0.037 143
66581 5 0.025 143
66591 5 0.023 1.43
66601 5 0.022 143
66611 20 0.353 143
66621 20 0.087 1.42
66631 20 0.037 1.42
66641 20 0.030 1.42
66651 20 0.027 1.42

Random incid

ence variation

Run No. Reynolds
No.
76201 1.46
76211 145
76221 145
76231 145
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Random incidence variation

Reynolds
Run No. y
No.
76241 1.45
76251 1.45
141
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