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Introduction

A scale model of the NASA/Honeywell Engines Quiet High Speed Fan (QHSF) was tested for
operability and performance. During the testing of this 18-in. scale model at the Honeywell Engines
component test facility in Phoenix, Arizona in 1999, flutter was observed over a range of operating
conditions. A 22-in. scale model (shown in fig. 1) was tested in 2000 at the NASA Glenn Research Center
9-by-15 Low Speed Wind Tunnel. Flutter was again observed during testing. This report documents the
aeroelastic calculations done for the 22-in. QHSF scale model using the TURBO code.

TURBO Code

The TURBO code version 4.2 with aeroelastic modifications was used in all the calculations. The
aeroelastic modifications allow (1) the use of steady TURBO solutions as initial guess for TURBO flutter
runs, (2) the use of grid deformations in Cartesian coordinates instead of cylindrical coordinates, and
(3) the calculation of aeroleastic work. The AE-prep preprocessor was used to interpolate the modal
deflections from the ANSYS grid to the CFD grid, propagate the grid deformations from the blade
surfaces to the interior grid points, and to generate the grid displacement data in the form required by the
TURBO code. TURBO uses prescribed harmonic blade vibrations to generate the unsteady flowfield. The
unsteady aerodynamic force distribution on the blade surfaces (including pressure and viscous
contributions) is integrated with the blade deformations to generate a work-per-cycle. This work done on
the blade during a cycle of blade vibration is then converted to an aerodynamic damping to determine
flutter stability.

Steady Calculations

Steady TURBO calculations were done using a 107 by 51 by 39 (axial by radial by tangential) mesh
with 45 chordwise points and 47 spanwise points on each blade surface. Steady calculations were done at
rotational speeds of 15,444, 13,900, and 12,355 rpm (100, 90, and 80 percent of design speed). The
prescribed back pressure values are listed in table I. The resulting operational characteristics are shown in
figure 2(a) (pressure ratio vs. mass flow rate) and figure 2(b) (efficiency vs. mass flow rate). In both these
figures, the calculated mass flow rate is scaled to the equivalent 18-in. scale model and reported in Ibm/s
units—for easy comparison with predicted and measured characteristics from (ref. 1).
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TABLE I.—OPERATING CONDITIONS FOR STEADY TURBO RUNS
Speed rpm Back pressure (psi)

100 percent | 15,444 | 14.7,15.5, 16.0, 16.5, 17.0
90 percent | 13,900 | 13.8, 14.5,15.2, 15.6, 15.7, 15.9, 16.2, 16.4
80 percent | 12,355 | 12.4,13.2, 14.0, 14.8, 15.2, 15.6, 15.7

The variation of pressure ratio with mass flow rate, as calculated using the TURBO code (fig. 2(a)), is
similar in trend to the measurements and to the predictions from the DAWES code (ref. 1). Differences in
the levels are seen at all three speeds. The TURBO results are seen to over-predict the pressure rise at the
80 and 90 percent speeds. The DAWES results, on the other hand, are seen to under-predict the pressure
rise at all three speeds. The reasons for these differences between the measured and calculated values are
not understood at present. The efficiency calculated from the TURBO and DAWES codes (fig. 2(b)) is
very similar in trend, with a peak seen for each speed. The peak efficiency calculated using the TURBO
code is higher by two points, as compared to the DAWES results, for the 80 and 90 percent speeds. At
100 percent speed, the two codes predict nearly the same variation in efficiency, but the TURBO results
are shifted towards higher mass flow rate. The measurements show that both codes under-predict the peak
efficiency, and the measurements at the 80 percent speed do not include the part of the characteristic
where the efficiency increases with decreasing mass flow rate.

The possible reasons for differences between the TURBO and DAWES results include differences in
grid, algorithms, and turbulence model. The possible reasons for the differences between the TURBO
results and measurements include: (1) the blade shape used in all the TURBO calculations was calculated
using the centrifugal and aerodynamic loads at the design speed, (2) all the TURBO calculations were
performed with uniform total conditions prescribed at inlet boundary, and the exit static pressure
prescribed at the hub and calculated at other spanwise locations using radial equilibrium condition, and
(3) a uniform tip-gap (uniform from leading edge to trailing edge) is used in all TURBO calculations.

Aeroelastic Calculations—Effect of Numerical Parameters

Aceroelastic calculations were done with the blade vibration capability of the TURBO code. The grid
used was the same as that used for the steady calculations. All aeroelastic calculations were done for the
Ist vibration mode at a frequency of 350.9 Hz. The mode shape was for a single blade held at the root and
was calculated at the design speed. The relevant numerical parameters listed in table II were varied to
establish appropriate values for all remaining calculations and to provide an estimate of the variability in
the results due to numerical parameters. This numerical study was done for 100 percent speed with a back
pressure of 16 psi, and a phase angle of 32.7°. In all cases, the calculations were done for 16 cycles of
blade vibration using time-shift boundary conditions with a relaxation factor of 0.8.

TABLE IL.—SUMMARY OF NUMERICAL PARAMETERS FOR AEROELASTIC CALCULATIONS

Parameter Values
1. Blade vibration amplitude 4x107,2x107%, 1x107°
2. | Number of time steps per vibration cycle 100, 200, 300

Max. number of Newton sub-iterations at each time step 3,6

Blade Vibration Amplitude

The convergence to periodicity of the unsteady TURBO solutions is shown in figure 3(a) for the three
amplitudes listed previously in table II. The amplitude of vibration was increased and decreased by a
factor of 5 from the base value of 2x107*. The variation of aecrodynamic damping with vibration amplitude
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is shown in figure 3(b). The aerodynamic damping is seen to be independent of the vibration amplitude in
the range of values investigated, implying a linear variation of the unsteady aerodynamics with blade
vibration amplitude. The base amplitude of vibration (2x10~*) was used for subsequent calculations, with
exceptions as noted later.

Number of Time Steps per Vibration Cycle

The convergence to periodicity of the unsteady TURBO solutions is shown in figure 4(a) for three
different time steps. Since the frequency of blade vibration is held fixed, the time step size varies
inversely with the number of time steps per cycle. The number of time steps per cycle was decreased and
increased by 100 from the base value of 200, as listed in table II. The resulting non-dimensional time
steps were 1.7x1072, 8.7x107, and 5.8x10~ with corresponding maximum CFL numbers of 516, 258, and
172. Note that the CFL number is the time step multiplied by the local sonic velocity divided by the local
grid spacing. The variation of aerodynamic damping with number of time steps per cycle is shown in
figure 4(b). The aecrodynamic damping is seen to be nearly the same for the 200 and 300 time steps per
cycle and slightly different for 100 time steps per cycle. In order to keep computational time requirements
at a reasonable level, 100 time steps per cycle were used in all subsequent calculations. However, the
variability in the results due to the selected time step was noted in the evaluation of the results.

Maximum Number of Newton Sub-Iterations

The convergence to periodicity of the unsteady TURBO solutions is shown in figure 5(a) for 3 and
6 maximum Newton sub-iterations during each time step. The variation of aerodynamic damping with
maximum number of Newton sub-iterations is shown in figure 5(b). The aerodynamic damping values
show a small dependence on the Newton sub-iterations. The effect of going from 3 to 6 maximum
Newton sub-iterations is similar to the effect of increasing the number of time steps per cycle from 100 to
200. Also, in both cases, the computational time requirements are nearly doubled. In order to keep
computational time requirements at a reasonable level, 3 maximum Newton sub-iterations were used in
all subsequent calculations. The variability in the results due to the maximum number of Newton sub-
iterations was noted in the evaluation of the results.

As a result of the numerical study, it was established that the variability or possible error in the
aerodynamic damping was approximately 0.1 percent for the base case. This variability was related to the
time step and the maximum number of Newton sub-iterations. With more computational resources
available, it would be recommended that calculations be done with 200 time steps per cycle and
6 maximum Newton sub-iterations. Another source of variability in the aerodynamic damping is the grid
spacing. However, the effect of grid spacing has not been investigated.

Aeroelastic Calculations at 100 Percent Speed—
Effect of Interblade Phase Angle

Aceroelastic calculations were done at 8 (out of a possible 22) values of phase angles. These
calculations were done for 100 percent speed with a back pressure of 16 psi. For all values of phase angle
except 0°, calculations were done for 16 cycles of blade vibration using time-shift boundary conditions
with a relaxation factor of 0.8. For 0° phase angle, periodic boundary conditions were used and the
calculations were stopped after 8 cycles, which resulted in periodic solutions. The convergence to
periodicity of the unsteady TURBO solutions is shown in figure 6(a) for the various phase angles. The
variation of aerodynamic damping with phase angle is shown in figure 6(b). The range in variation of the
aerodynamic damping is significantly larger than the possible error due to a choice of time step and
maximum number of Newton sub-iterations. The phase angles near 0° are seen to result in the lowest
values of aerodynamic damping.
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Aeroelastic Calculations at 90 Percent Speed, 0° Phase Angle—
Effect of Back Pressure

Aceroelastic calculations were performed for 90 percent speed at 6 of the 8 values of back pressure
listed in table I, for 0° inter-blade phase angle. As before, calculations were done for 8 cycles with
periodic boundary conditions. The convergence to periodicity of the unsteady TURBO solutions is shown
in figure 7(a) for various back pressures. For calculations with a back pressure value of 15.9 psi, the
amplitude of blade vibration was 1x10° rather than the base value of 2x10* used with all other back
pressure values. The reason for this difference was that the solution for 15.9 psi back pressure with no
blade vibration had an oscillatory component. Thus, the blade vibration amplitude was increased to
ensure that the effects of blade vibration could be distinguished from the flow unsteadiness from other
sources. The variation of aerodynamic damping with back pressure is shown in figure 7(b). For the 0°
phase angle, the aerodynamic damping is seen to increase with back pressure, and then drop sharply near
the stall line.

Aeroelastic Calculations at 90 Percent Speed—
Effect of Interblade Phase Angle

Aeroelastic calculations were done for 90 percent speed, and back pressure values of 15.7, 15.9, and
16.4 psi. Selected phase angles near 0° were analyzed. The convergence to periodicity of the unsteady
TURBO solutions is shown in figure 8(a) to (c) for back pressure values of 15.7, 15.9, and 16.4 psi,
respectively. The variation of aerodynamic damping with phase angle is shown in figure 8(d). The phase
angle of 0° is seen to result in the lowest values of aerodynamic damping for back pressure values of
15.7 and 15.9 psi. But, for a back pressure value of 16.4 psi, the lowest values of aerodynamic damping
are seen to occur at 32.7° phase angle. In figure 8(d), the results of two other calculations are shown.
These calculations were both done using 200 time steps per vibration cycle, in contrast to the 100 time
steps per cycle used in all other calculations. In one of these calculations, the vibration frequency value of
315.9 Hz was used as opposed to 350.9 Hz used in all other calculations. The smaller value corresponds
to the calculated blade natural frequency for 90 percent speed, whereas the larger value is that for
100 percent speed.

Aeroelastic Calculations at 90 Percent Speed, 32.7° Phase Angle—
Effect of Back Pressure

Aeroelastic calculations were done for 90 percent speed at 7 of the 8 values of back pressure listed in
table I, for 32.7° phase angle. Calculations were done for 16 cycles with time-shift boundary conditions.
The variation of aerodynamic damping with back pressure is shown in figure 9. For the 32.7° phase angle,
with increasing back pressure, the acrodynamic damping is seen to increase gradually and then drop off
sharply, indicating that at 32.7° phase angle points near the stall line are less stable. The distribution of
work-per-cycle on the blade surfaces is shown in figure 10 for 90 percent speed, 16.4 psi back pressure,
and 32.7° phase angle. The only significant unstable region is located on the outboard portion of the
suction surface in the vicinity of the shock. The leading edge region on the pressure surface near the tip of
the forward-swept blade is a stable region.

Summary and Concluding Remarks

Aeroelastic calculations were done for the Quiet High Speed Fan (QHSF) using the blade vibration
capability of the TURBO code. Calculations were done at 100 percent speed to quantify the effect of
numerical parameters on the aerodynamic damping predictions. Blade vibration amplitude, number of
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time steps per cycle (time step), and maximum number of Newton sub-iterations at each time step were
varied independently. This numerical study allowed the selection of appropriate values of these
parameters, and also allowed an assessment of the variability in the calculated aerodynamic damping.
Each of the three parameters was seen to introduce no more than 0.1 percent variation in the aerodynamic
damping (percent critical damping).

Calculations were also done at 90 percent of design speed. The predicted trends in aerodynamic
damping correspond to those observed during testing. During testing, flutter was observed near the stall
line at part-speed conditions; the flutter was in the first natural mode with a 2 nodal diameter forward
travelling wave. The TURBO calculations at 90 percent speed showed that for the first mode, near the
stall line, the phase angle with the lowest aerodynamic damping was 32.7° which corresponds to a 2 nodal
diameter forward travelling wave. At this value of phase angle, the TURBO calculations showed a sharp
decrease in aerodynamic damping as the back pressure was increased to approach the stall line. However,
the TURBO code did not calculate negative aerodynamic damping at any of the conditions for which
calculations were done. The lowest value of aerodynamic damping calculated was 0.12 percent.

The following calculations may lead to an improved understanding of the variability in the results
obtained from the TURBO code: (1) calculations using a finer grid rather than the current grid which has
45 chordwise points and 47 spanwise points on each blade surface, (2) calculations using the actual blade
shape at part-speed conditions rather than the blade shape from the design speed, (3) calculations using an
inlet profile as opposed to the uniform total conditions currently prescribed, (4) calculations using the
actual tip-gap (non-uniform from leading edge to trailing edge) rather than the constant gap currently
used, (5) calculations using the mode shape for part-speed rather than that from the design speed,

(6) calculations using mode shapes from cyclic symmetry calculations on the blade-disk system rather
than blade-alone mode shapes.

References
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Figure 1.—22-in. scale model of Quiet High Speed Fan (QHSF).
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