
Results andDiscussions

      This chapter presents the results and the discussion of the present study. The

discussion involving the experimental works will includes the comparison with the numerical

simulation. Both ofaerodynamics and thermal behaviors will be included. Firstly, the details

on the inlet flow behavior have been clarified included the blade profile investigation. The

advantage of the CFD simulation enables the prediction of flow structures especially at the

region where could not be obtained by the experimental.

3.1 Blade profile verification

      The blade profile was verified by determined the static pressure loss on blade PS and

blade SS as shown in Figure 38. The loss profile based on the EFD is compared to the CFD

for the validation. The loss pick on the blade SS is parallel to the position of blade throat.

Predicted loss profile almost in good agreement with the EFD except near the blade TE on

blade PS. The difficulty in providing a measurement holes at this small area only allowed a

few data can be taken. Furthermore, complexity of the flow due to the wake profile near the

blade TE also the reason could be considered.
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            Figure 38 Static pressure loss coefficient on blade midspan

3.2 Inletfiowbehavior

      A new wind tunnel has been developed to investigate the effect of the leakage. This

section wi11 discuss on the inlet flow behavior in order to ensure the uniform flow structure is

entering the cascade. Figure 39 illustrates the inlet axial velocity contour for the region from

the endwall towards midspan (presented by normalized-span height, zls) while Figure 40

showing the flow deviation contours (yaw angle). The red vertical dashed-lines in both

figures show the position of the blade LE. The figures also indicate the contours for 2.4

pitches duration where the probe was traversed through 3 blades LE in pitchwise direction.

Due to the unavailability of the device, the closer region measured at endwall side is

approximately, zls=O.02. The presence of the cascade located to downstrearn of the

measurement plane influenced the incoming V. as presented in Figure 39. The lower flow

velocity was obtained at the region close to the blade LE due to the flow turning influenced

by the blockage due to the higher pressure in stagnation region. The higher V.. regions

indicates by yellow located closer to the blade PS at y!p=O - O.3, O.65-1.3 and 1.75-J2.3. In

contrast, the lower V. closer to the blade SS was due to the higher flow deviation as

                                   -57-



illustrates in Figure 39. The ununiformed of the flow in pitchwise direction was captured on

the left side of Figure 40 at region ylp=Ot-O.3 with a slightly higher flow deviation was due to

the closer distance from the sidewall of the test section which influenced to the fiow

disturbance. The normalized axial velocity distributions in pitchwise and spanwise direction

are shown in Figure 41 and Figure 42, respectively. In addition, the inlet velocity was

compared to the profile based on CFD in Figure 42. The thicker boundary layer thickness for

EFD is approximately zls=O.1 (10mm) compared to the CFD which is approximately

Zs-O.03 (3.5mm).
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3.3 Aerodynamics performances at blade downstream

3.3.1 Baseline flow performance (without leakage flow)

      The flow at plane 1.25C,. has been revealed by conducting the 5-holes probe

measurement which enables the three-dimensional flows measuring. The details on the

baseline case need to be firstly discussed thus the flow behavior affected by the leakage flow

injection could be clearly being observed and compared. Figure 43 presents the total pressure

loss coefficients, Cpt with secondary velocity vector plotted, vorticity, < and secondary kinetic

energy coefficient, CsKE in (a), (b) and (c) respectively, for the baseline case obtained by the

EFD. The vertical axis ofthe contour represents the normalized spanwise direction while the

horizontal axis is normalized pitchwise direction. The contour in spanwise direction starting

from endwall, zls=O.02 and ended at blade midspan, z/s=O.5. Noted that the nearest position

ofprobe towards endwall is approximately 2 mm which means z!s==O.02. Figure 43 (a) shows

the losses contributed by the wake profile which occurs along the spanwise direction in the

region of y/p=O.35--O.5. In addition, the contours also characterized by the presence of the

passage vortex represented by the first loss core centralized at y!p=O.48 and zls=O,1. The

second loss core also can be seen close to the endwall at yXp =O.38--O.42 whjch is considered

associated with the interaction between boundary layer, wake profile and the corner vortex.

The g contour plotted at the same plane in Figure 43 (b) explains the cause ofthe loss which

is associated with the passage vortex consists of three g regions. The first region indicates in

red located at y/p =O.4-O.6 and zfs=O.08--O.12 rotating in anti-clockwise direction. The second

g region rotating in clockwise direction located at the bottom side of the first region. The

flow direction due to these g is parallel with the secondary velocity vector plotted in Figure

43 (a). The third g region captured close to the endwall region could be considered as the

corner vortex rotating in anti-clockwise direction. The magnitude of the rotational energy

influenced by the secondary flows describes by CsK-E as presented in Figure 43 (c). The

appearance of CsKE region as captured in the figure is parallel to the position of the passage

vortex which is presented in g contour in Figure 43 (b). Thus the contour explains the energy

produces by the passage vortex for baseline case.
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3.3.2 Leakage flow injection effects

      The effects of the leakage flow from the slot which is located -O.63Cax upstream of

the blade LE has been investigated by four diff'erent in.iection amounts, The leakage tlovv'

amount represented by MFR were ejected approximately O.750/o . I.250/,. 1.75C/o and 2.250/o to

Clescribe the case for lower, intermediate. higher and extremely higher ejection. The same

contours as discussed in previous section are plotted in Figure 44--liigure 47 t'or MFR

==O.750/o, l.250/o, 1.750/o and 2.250/o. respectively. According to those figures. {here are three

signit'icant changes has been recognized compared to Figure 43. (a). Firstly, at a lower MFR

ot" O.750/o presented in Figure 44 (a). the shape of the tlrst Ioss core seems to be slightiy

changed. As shovs,'n in Figure 44 (b), the tlovv' g indicated by the blue region which is rotating

in clockwise direction increased its strength vvrhich might be one ofthe reasons ofthe change.

I'Iovv'ever. the position ofthis core did not show any signitYicant change. Secondl>'. the second

loss core v"'hich is located at y!p=O.4 also slightly increased the region. I'{ovv'ever. the Ll

contour as be shovv'n in Figure 44 (b) did not shovv' any signit'icant change in term of the

magnitude or region compared to the baseline case. The third change is the most significant

effect could be observed vv'hen the leakage tlow being in.iected even tough at lower MFR. The

additional lost core region on the blade 9. S side located at ylp=O.55-O.87 and z/s=O.02-O.05

has been captured. Indeed. the additional loss region vv'as likely occurred close to the endvv'all

side. The secondary tlovv' g.tructure was being atSfected by the leakage tlov,' ejection

consequently contributes the additional loss near the blade dovv'nstream. This has been proved

by the appearance of the nevv'ly vorticity contour near this region with a lovv'er streng)th. see

Figure 44 (b). The discussion above is niainly concentratcs on the eft'e' ct ot' leakage tlow' on

loNver injection case. "l7he eft'ects by the dift'erent aniount of leakage in.iec-tion w'as also been

reN•'ealed.

      I`"igures indicate that the upstream leakage ejcction has a sig,nit'icant intluence on the

secondar>' tlovv' structures across the MFR x'alue. Increased the MFR frem O.750/o to l.2te)9e

did not give afignit-icant effect on the tVirst loss core in term of shape. see Figure 45 (a) but its

position slightly shifted towards midspan. This phenomenon could clearl>' be seen vv'hcn the

MFR continuously be increased to 1.7.5.- O/o and 2.25C/o. see Figure 46 (a) and Figure 47 (a). The

tMirst loss core vv'ere shifted from zls=O.IO to O.13 for MFR=:l.7>"O/) as sho"'n in Figure 46 (a)

and leakage in.iection vv'ith 2.250/6 presents the highest position among others approximately

zls=O.15. see Figure 47 <a). This migiit be considerintg that the leakage tlovv' injection from

-62-



the upstream of the blade LE caused the increase strength of the horse-shoe vortex (HSV)

especially on the pressure-side leg horse-shoe vorte,Å~ (PS-HSV). As a result. the PS-HSV had

a hig,her fluid momentum compared to loxA,rer leakage in.jection or baseline cases to cross the

mainstream flow from the blade PS to neighboring blade SS. Finally it deyeloped as a

passage vortex near blade rl'E. At the corner between blade SS and endwa}1. the passage

vortex is expected to be lifted-off the blade surface vv'ith a higher position in spanvv'ise

direction by the higher fluid momentum thus presenting higher position of the loss core at

blade dovv'nstream compared to a lower MFR injection. [lrhis is parallcl to the suggestion

made by Sharma and Butler [7]. In addition. not only the position. but also the shape of the

loss core seems to be continuously changed. The transforniation of the loss core shape can

clearly observed at higher MFR of l.7SO/o and 2.250/o. "I'his core tends to change especially on

the blade SS vv'here it became oblongated tovv'ards pitchwise direction. For the second loss

core. the region (red core) in Figure 47 (a) for 2.2• 50/6 in.jection became wider ln pitchvL'ise

direction and the region was expanded approximately from y/p=:O.38--O.42 to y/p=O.r,8--O.5)".

The loss region became wider "•'as due to the increase strenLgth ot' the tloxAv' g near this regi'on

as shown by the g contours in Figure 44 (b) -Figure 47 (b). As the MFR being increased. the

strength of the corner vortex has been amplified v,'hich then contributed to the higlier Iosses.

This phenomenon could also influences to the blockage w'hich mis,ht be considered to deflect

the earlier fiovv' direction slightly upvvards. rl'he higher position of tYirg.t loss core at higher

M}]R also might be the result from this phenomenon.

      The third loss core which was only be captured in the leakage ejection cases also

continuously expended the region vv'hen the MFR increases. rl'he third loss region vv'hich is

localized on the biade S. S side expanded almost half ot' the blade pitch for the extremely

higher in.iection in Figure 47 (a). Irurthermore. compared to lower injection case. this loss

core likely to be iit'ted-up to"'ard niidspan as the sanie phenonienon has bcen captured on the

tirst core. .As djscussed prevjously. the nevv']>' generated tloxAv' g at this regTion vv'as being

considered to responsible tbr the additional losfes. Since the strength ot'the g in this region ig.

increased v,ihen the MFR increases, see Figure 45 (b) --- Figurc 47 (b). the wider loss region

v"'as obtaii'ted. Additionall>i. higher strength tlovv' g can easily' penetrtiites into inainstreain thu.g

resultinE)s higher position in spanwise direction. The increased strength of tloxv < near this

region is also clearly be captured by the secondary x'elocity vector piotted which is

centralized at y/p=O.76 and z/s=O.06, see Figure 47 (a). rl"he foi-mation of the vortical
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structure in this region explains a g. ignificant effects influenced by the Ieakage flow vL'here the

strength ot' the pasf age vortex v,'as amplified. Based on Figure 44 (c) -- Figure 47 (c), CsKE

contours are parallel with the above explanation where the increased strength of the passage

vortex also can be seen by the increases of the secondary flow energy. As expected,

MFR=2.250/o provides the highest CsKE magnitude compared to a lower MFR or baseline case.

In this case, higher CsKE consequently increase the passage loss associated by the secondary

flows.

-64-



-s

O.42

O.32

O.22

O.12

O.02
o O.1 O.2 O.3 O.4 O.5

               y!p

             (a)Cpt

O.6 O.7 O.8 O.9

z/s

1

Cpt

-

O.42

O.32

O.22

O.12

O.02
'i

o

, i,t'"':".i'

6.0

5.0

4.0

3.0

2.0

1.0

o.o

tttigilEi

 ,

O.42

'1

z/s

032

O.22

O.12

O.02

O.1 O.2 O.3 O.4 O.5
               ylp

             (b)C

O.6 O.7 O.8 O.9

,N

1

o O.1 '

Figure 44

 O.2 O.3 O.4 O.5 O.6 O.7 O.8 O.9
            ylp

          (c)CsKE

FIow behaviour at Plane 1 .25C.-MFR=O.750/o

1

g

12•o

  1.0

o.o

-1.0

-2.0

10, [1/s]

Csxx

 3.5-
  2.9

10-1

2.3

1.7

1.2

O.6

o.o

-65-



-s

-s

-s

O.42

O.32

O.22

O.12

O.02

O.42

O.32

022

O.12

O.02

O.42

O.32

O.22

O.12

O.02

o O.1 O.2 O.3 O.4 O.5
               y!p

             (a) Cpt

O.6 O.7 O.8 O.9

o O.1 O.2 O.3 O.4 O.5
               y!p

              (b)4

O.6 O.7 O.8 O.9 1

1

   O O.1 02 O.3 O.4 O.5 O.6 O.7 O.8 O.9
                     ylp

                      (C)CsKE

Figure 45 Flow behaviour at Plane 1.25C.-MFR=1.250/o

1

Cpt

! 6.0

5.0

4.0

3.0

2.0

1.0

o.o

g

12•o
1.0

o.o

-1.0

-2.0

lo3 [1/s]

CSKE
  3.5N
  2.9
1

 '1•

10-1

2.3

1.7

1.2

O.6

o.o

-66-



Zs

Zs

z!s

O.42

O.32

O.22

O.12

O.02

O.42

O.32

O.22

O.12

O.02

O.42

O.32

O.22

O.12

O.02

o O.l O.2 O.3 O.4 05
   ylp

 (a) Cpt

O.6 O.7 O.8 O.9

o O.1 02 O.3 O.4 O.5
              ylp

             (b)C

O.6 O.7 O.8 O.9 1

1

o O.1

Figure 46

 O.2 O.3 O.4 O.5 O.6 O.7 O.8 O.9
            y/p

          (C)CsKE

FIow behaviour at Plane 1 .25C. -MFR=1.750/o

1

Cpt

! 6.0

5.0

4.0

3.0

2.0

1.0

o.o

g

12•o

  1.0

o.o

-1.0

-2.0

lo3 [1/s]

Csme

 3.5-
  2.9

10-1

2.3

1.7

12
O.6

o.o

-67-



z/s

z!s

Zs

O.42

O.32

022

O.12

O.02

O.42

O.32

O.22

O.12

O.02

O.42

O.32

O.22

O.12

O.02

o O.1 O.2 O.3 O.4 O.5

   y/p

  (a)Cpt

O.6 O.7 O.8 O.9

o O.1 O.2 O.3 O.4 O.5 O.6 O.7 O.8 O.9
               y/p

              (b)4

1

1

o O.1

Figure 47

 O.2 O.3 O.4 O.5 O.6 O.7 O.8 O.9
            ylp

          (C) CsKE

FIow behaviour at Plane 1.25C. -MFR=2.250/o

1

Cpt

! 6.0

5.0

4.0

3.0

2.0

1.0

o.o

g

12•o

  1.0

o.o

-1.0

-2.0
1ot {1/s]

Csue

 3.5N
  2.9

10-l

2.3

1.7

1.2

O.6

o.o

-68-



Normalized spanwise direction of Cpt/Cp,r.,d) and flow deviation at the same plane are plotted

in Figure 48, by determining the average on pitchwise direction of each data. The graph

illustrates the comparison between the leakage injections with the baseline case presented by

the red line in (a) C,t and (b) yaw angle, a. As be shown in Figure 48 (a), the Cp/Cptrmtdi =1 is

actually belongs to the loss associated by the wake profile and for Cpt/Cpt(m,d) >1 can be

considered as the loss associated by the secondary flows. For the baseline case, the loss

influenced by the secondary flows can be observed from zls=O.02 to z!s=O.3 with the

maximum Cpt/Cpt(.,d) =1.33 located at z/s=O.08. The loss contributed by the secondary flows

in spanwise direction spread slowly from zls=O.3 to z/s=O.4 (indicates by Cp/Cpt(mtd)

>1 )when the leakage flow are applied. The picth-averaged Cpt also presents the increases

trend when the MFR increases. The maximum Cpt/Cpt(.idy is approximately 1.39, l .41, 1.5 and

1.58 for MFR = O.750/o, 1.250/o,1.750/o and 2.250/o respectively. At the same time, as the MFR

increases, the position of the pick slightly shifted toward midspan. This observation is in

good agreement with the Cpt discussion made on Figure 43--Figure 47. The introduction of

the leakage flow at upstream ofthe blade LE is considered to increase the strength ofthe PS-

HSV which finally influenced to the higher fiow blockage in the blade passages. As a result,

a high flow deviation by the higher MFR was obtained as indicated in Figure 48 (b) thus

resulting higher losses.

      The aerodynamics perforrnance of upstream leakage fiows can be summarized by

taking the mass-averaged Cpt for each case as shown in Figure 49. The approximate curve has

been plotted thus the trend of aerodynamics performance can be observed. The contribution

of the MFR towards the Cpt can directly specify from the graph. Measurement indicates the

Cpt is linearly increases as the MFR increases. Based on the trend line obtained, applying the

highest MFR:2.250/o, resulting the Cpt=1.456 which means the loss was increased

approximately 14.20/o. In other words, in order to increase 1O/o ofMFR, the loss is estimated

to be increased about 6.30/o. Another approach also can be used to describe the trend of loss

with substituting the parameters into the linear function by taking the MFR parameter into

account. As a result, Eq. 28 can be used to represent the loss trend for upstream leakage

mJectlon.

Cpt= yMFR + Cpto (33)
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Where,

y, loss increase rate (=O.080)

Cpto , baseline mass-averaged loss (= 1.275)
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Figure 49 Trend line for mass-averaged total pressure loss at Plane 1.25Ca.

3.3.3 Predicted flow behaviour at Plane 1.25Ca.

      The performance ot' numerical simulation in predicting the interaction between the

leakage tlovv' and the secondary flow on the endwall has been investigated by three cases.

Firstly. the baseline case vv'as predicted. Then it has been compared with another tvL'o

injection cases; MFR=1.250/o and 2.250/o represent intermediate and extremely higher leakage

in.jection. Figure 50 presents the ("pr contour (a). g"' (b) and ("sA-i,- (c) for baseline case. The

same t'igures are plotted tbr MFR=1.250/e and 2.250/o in Figure 5l and Figure 52. Without any

leakage tlovv' injection. Figure 50 (a) presents the loss contour for baseline case which was

associated by the wake protVile along the spanwise direction in the region ylp=O.3--O.5. The

passage vortex vv'as considered to be responsible to the loss core indicates vv'ith a higher loss

region at y!p=O.43, zls=O.10. As be shown in Figure 4ri (a). this loss core was also be

captured by the experimental. However, in comparison with the EFD. numerical simulation

clearly predicted the existence of the loss core close to the endwall located at region

y/p=O.35-O.5. The limitation of the measurement device to access this region caused the

presence of loss core near this region vv'as not clearly captured. In comparison to the baseline

case. the loss core associated vv'ith the passage vortex can be observed to occur further avv'ay
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from the vv•'all corresponding to the MFR values. At MFR = 1.250/o. sce Figure 5I (a).

additional loss region can be observed to occur on the blade SS. Noted that. this new loss

core was also presented by the experimental as shown in Figure 45 (a). As the MFR increases,

the additional loss region ajso increases as shown by MFR= 2.2• 50/o. see liig,ure .S.2 (a). This

additional loss region was alg.o caused by the tlow vorticity which is clearly captured on the

blade SS. Additionally. in comparison "'ith the measureinent, CFD alfo clearly captured the

presence' ofthe vortical structure Mustrates by the secondary velocity vector is centralized at

ylp=O.75. z!s :O.11 to present the increased strength of the passage vortex in the cascade.

Higher leakage fiew ejectien case causes deformation on the shape of the Ioss core

characterized by the passage vortex. The CFD results show similar trends as the EFD. S.limilar

to the EFD. the position of the loss core predicted by CFD seems to move avv'ay from the

endv,'all as the MFR increases. Although the similar trend can be observed. the CFD results

show a discrepancy in terms ofthe shape and Iocation ofthe }oss core. The discrepancy could

be contributed by the different inlet tlo"f prot'ile used in the CFD N•vhich intluence to the

development of the passage vortex. see Figure 42•. With retgard to the loss region

characterized by the corner vortex v"'hich has been observed earlier. see Figure 51. vv'ider loss

region can be observed at higher MFR indicatin.g. the increase of the corner vortex strength.

The same trend of (isK-i,- is also presented by the CFD vv'here the increases of the secondary

flovLr energy can be observed after the leakag,e in.iection: see Figure 51 (c). Its con{inuously

increase vu'hen the leakas,e tlow changed to MFR=2.250/o. see P'"igure 52 (c). However. CFD

has predicted the higher secondary tlo"' energy compared to EFD close to endwall side which

been observed after the leakage injection. This higher flow energy might be sourced by the

newly generated flow vorticity near this region. Figure 53 summarizes the predicted

aerodynamics performance by determine the mass-averaged Cpt which is compared to EFD.

A similar pattem can be observed between the EFD and CFD. Having the similar trends, the

losses predicted by the CFD increased approximately 14.30/o for MFR= 2.250/o. Thus, it could

be estimated that about 6.40/o of loss increases when injecting a leakage flow by MFR=10/e.

The prediction is very close to the EFD with 6.30/o of loss per MFR. In general, the graph

shows that CFD is over predicted the losses in the range of30/o-50/o in comparison to EFD.

Based on Eq. 33, the loss predicted by CFD can be estimated by Eq. 34.

Cpt- O.085MFR + 1.331 (34)
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3.3.4 Predicted secondary flow structures

      According to the discussion in the previous sections, even though the discrepancy in

terms of position and shape of contours in comparison between CFD and EFD, they almost

presented the similarity on the contour trend. For instant, the presence of the additional loss

region which was due to the increased strength of the passage vortex has been captured in

both studies. Thus, the advantage of the numerical simulation can be taken to predict the

structures of the secondary flows before and after the leakage flow injection. Present section

intended to provide details flow structures on the endwall region predicted by the CFD. The

details will provide further understanding on the interaction between the leakage and the

mainflow. Figure 54--Figure 56 show the vortex core generated at the swirling strength equal

to 760 [s-1] for baseline case, MFR=1.250/o and MFR=2.250/o, respectively. The color ofthe

vortex core is representing the vorticity, g valued within the range of2000 [s-1] and -2000 [s•-

1]. In order to observe the formation of the vortical structures near the blade LE, a streamline

is presented on stagnation plane on each figure where the line color represents the flow
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velocity. Furthermore, the C contour at Plane B which is located at approximately 600/o from

blade PS is also presented in each figure. These two planes enable the observation of the

horse-shoe vortex (HSV) development in the cascade. Note that x!Ca. = O is parallel to the

position ofthe blade LE.

      In the baseline case as shown in Figure 54, CFD has predicted the formation of

pressure side leg horse-shoe vortex (PS-HSV) and suction side leg horse-shoe vortex (SS-

HSV) near the blade leading edge. PS-HSV travels from the blade PS to neighboring blade

SS consequently meet the SS-HSV coming from adjacent blade LE. The presence of the

leading edge corner vortex has also been predicted at both sides ofblade leading edge with a

smaller core compared to HSV. Based on the streamline, the HSV is centralized at x!Cax = -

O.15, zls=O.02 and the higher g core captured on Plane B located at approximately xfCax =

O.35 illustrates the PS-HSV moving towards downstream of the blade passage. A

modification of the existing secondary flow structures occurred when the leakage flow is

injected, see Figure 55. The introduction of the leakage injection upstream of the blade LE

unfortunately induced to the flow blockage just downstream of the slot (slot location, x!Cax =

-O.63). As a result, the strength of the HSV near the blade LE was amplified as indicates by

the increases diameter of the swirling flow in Figure 55. Figure also clearly explained the

increase of HSV strength with the higher swirling energy of the core compared to the

baseline case. This resu}ting in increase of PS-HSV energy which will a}low it to travel

across from blade PS and lifted- off onto adjacent blade SS. At MFR=2.25e/o, g contour on

Plane B in Figure 56 shows that the direction of the PS-HSV slightly shifted towards

upstream. The PS-HSV seems to be merged with the adjacent flow g caused by the separation

flow downstream of the slot. At MFR=1.250/o, a newly generated vortex core can clearly be

observed along the pitchwise direction just downstream of the slot. As shown in Figure 57,

due to the high pressure near the blade stagnation region, ejected leakage flow tends to move

towards centre of the blade passage and accumulated with the opposite flow direction of the

leakage flow that coming from adjacent blade. This phenomenon has influenced to the

formation of new vortex core (accumulated flow vortex, AFV) which then developed along

the blade SS surface. As been shown in previous section, the presence of this vortex core is

predicted to responsible to the additional loss which was generated after the leakage flow

injection. As the MFR increases, the AFV strength is further increases. At MFR=2.250/o, see

Figure 56, ejected leakage flow has much higher momentum to penetrates into the main
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stream; particularly near the stagnation region compared to the lower MFR cases. Higher

blockage consequently influenced to higher strength of the HSV. Noted that the higher

energy of the PS HSV, the eariier the reattachment onto the adjacent blade SS occurs. The

positjon of the PS-HSV shifted again toward upstream compared to the lower injection and

baseline cases as shown in Plane B in each figure. This phenomenon consequently deflected

the direction ofthe LE CV upwards. The explanation parallel to the position of first loss core

which is shifted towards midspan at a higher MFR as shown in Cpt contours in EFD and CFD.

      To obtain the full understandjng on the vortex propagations, the vortex core generated

near the blade trailing edge are also presented in Figure 58-Figure 60. Again, the g contour at

Plane 1.25Cax is also shown in order to directly recognize the sources of the g from the

vortex core. Further downstream ofthe blade leading edge, it can be observed that PS-HSV

was deflected by the SS-HSV before attaching onto the adjacent blade SS surface, see Figure

58. This SS-HSV is actually coming from adjacent blade suction, losing its swirling energy

when travels away from the blade leading edge. In contrast, the strength of the LE-CV

increases near the blade throat and developed in the same direction with the PS-HSV to

become a large passage vortex at blade downstream plane.

      The first Cpt core which was presented in Figure 43 (a) and Fig. 50(a) are considered

to be associated with this particular vortex core. Figure 58 also shows the origin of the

counter vortex (CV) located just downstream of the blade throat. The CV rotating in anti-

clockwise direction was also captured by the g contour shown in Figure 50 (b) - Figure 52 (b).

Figure 59 and Figure 60 also clearly indicate the development ofthe AFV near the blade TE.

Thus, the newly generated vortex core, AFV at upstream seems to be responsible to the

additional losses. Since the g contours based on CFD is showing almost similar trend with the

EFD, the predicted vortex core could explain the sources of the flow vorticity as shown in

bottom side of Figure 58-JFigure 60. Figure 61 shows the birdview of the flow streamline in

comparison between baseline and injection cases.
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3.4 Effect ofthe secondary air behaviour on Cpt contours

3.4.1 CFD modelling
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Figure 62 CFD modelling to predict the effect of secondary air profile on Cpt

    The discrepancy in terms of shape and position of the loss contours between CFD and

EFD shown in previous section especially for the leakage injection cases were considered due

to the different secondary inlet profile. In CFD, the translational periodicity was applied on

the interface between the pitch thus the uniform flow distribution were predicted along the

slot exit. However, the secondary flow behaviour cannot be revealed in real situation due to

the difficulty of measurement device to access in a very limited area inside the plenum

chamber. Furthermore, it is very difficult to obtain a uniform flow distribution inside the

plenum chamber. Thus, the mass flow rate, ni2 has been applied on the secondary inlet

boundary condition based on the experimental condition which was measured by laminar

flow meter. From Figure 18, a secondary air coming from the laminar flow meter was split

into two inlet pipes before entering the plenum chamber. In order to predict the flow with

almost the same condition to the real situation, a new CFD model including the plenum

chamber with two inlets (a and b) was also generated as shown in Figure 62. Plenum
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chamber extended for 4 pitches parallel to the slot length. Gridgen was applied to generate

the mesh with 12.4 million elements with fu11y structured multi blocks. By considering the

time and cost required, approximately 1.5 million ofmesh element were generated for each

blade pitch. The same grid topology was applied on each blade pitch thus the bias causes by

the grid itself can be avoided. This model enables the studies on the secondary air behaviour

on the Cpt contours. The same turbulence model used in previous flow prediction, SST was

adopted. From Figure 62, the total mass flow rate at cascade downstream can be represented

as

mbout = mboo + mb2 (35)

Since the secondary air inJet was spJit

represented as

mto two plpes (inlet a and inlet b), here nt2 can be

ri12 = im2a + mb2b (36)

Thus,

mboui = ntoo + mb2a + mb2b (37)

In order to investigate the

MFR=2.250/o was predicted

predicted in this study.

effect of the flow

with several cases

 inside the plenum chamber,

by different M2. and in2b. Five

fixed

cases

m2 at

 were

Case 1

. . 1.m2. = m2b = iM2

Case 2

. 2.M2a =gM2 M2h
  1.
=-Ml  3-
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Case 3

. 3.M2a =ima2 . 1.M2b =-M7     4-

Case 4

. 1.m2. = iMco . 2.
M2b =5Mco

Case 5

. 1.m2. = iMco . 3.M2b =ZMoo

The same mass flow rate was applied to th2. and in2b in Case 1, M2. > in2b in Case 2 and

Case 3 while M2. < in2b in Case 4 and Case 5. These all cases were applied into two

secondary inlets and the different flow behaviour inside plenum chamber were expected.

Since the measurement grid of the total pressure was located at downstream of the Blade 3,

see Figure 22, thus the same position ofthe Cpt contour will be observed to see the changes of

the flow behaviour by each cases.

3,4.2 Results and discussjon

      Predicted flow streamline inside the plenum chamber by different mass flow rate from

inlet a (M2.) and inlet b (M2b) at fixed nt2 is presented in Figure 63. There are three

different colours of streamline; blue represents the main flow, yellow represents a leakage

flow coming from iniet a while red represents a leakage flow coming from inlet b. All cases

illustrate that the leakage flow from both inlets were deflected by the plenum chamber wall

whichjust located close to the air inlet. Thus they tend to move towards side and bottom wall

and finally penetrated into the mainstream. This phenomenon influenced to the high

turbulence flow inside the chamber. It clearly shows that the flow inside the plenum chamber

is ununiformed before entering the mainstream through the slot. Furthemiore, the flow

stru'cturcs i' nside the chamber is si' gnificant!y dpvpendc" on the an-ount of flow from inlet 2 2nd
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inlet b. Case l in Figure 63 (a) presents that the penetration of the flow toward each other

from both inlet almost the same since the same mass fiow was applied. For the Case 2 and

Case 3 where M2. > 71n2b, see Figure 63 (b) and (c), the fiow inside the chamber is highly

influenced by the yellow streamline (m'2.) and consequently changed the flow structure. On

the other hand, Case 3 and Case 4 for M2. <in2b, see Figure 63 (d) and (e), the flow is

highly influenced by red streamline (th2b) instead of yellow. Figure 64 (a)--(d) presents the

endwall streamline which illustrates the direction of the leakage flow coming from the

plenum chamber based on Case 1--Case 5, respectively. The concentration of flow

observation will be made on the flow structures between Blade 3 and Blade 4 where its

parallel to the position of the traverse grid at blade downstream. As being discussed in

previous section, the leakage flow coming from the slot tends to move towards center ofthe

blade passage due to the high pressure close the blade stagnation region. Then it accumulated

with the opposite flow direction coming from adjacent blade stagnation region to generate a

newly vortex core, AFV (as shown in Figure 56). The shape and posjtion of the Cpt contours

presented in previous section for the leakage injection cases are considered to highly

infiuenced by the formation of AFV.

      As shown by Case 1 in Figure 64 (a), AFV is actually generated by the accumulation

of flow coming from inlet a and inlet b (illustrates by the arrow a and b). However, red

streamline coming from inlet b mostly infiuences the AFV. In Case 2 when m' 2.was

increased, see Figure 64 (b), red streamline seems to be reduced and its almost the same with

the yellow streamline coming from inlet a to generate AFV. However, when the m' 2.

continuously increases as Case 3 in Figure 64 (c), AFV mostly influenced by the yellow

streamline. In contrast, AFV was mostly generated by the red streamline when m' 2b being

increases and yellow streamline was eliminated at this region, see Figure 64 (d) and (e). The

changes of flow phenomenon presented by Case 1-Case 5 is considered at least to change the

characterjstic of the AFV consequently effected to the shape and position of the Cp, contours

at blade downstream. Cpt contours downstream ofBlade 3 for Case 1-Case 5 are presented in

Figure 65 (a)-(e). The range ofcontours are the same with the Cpt contours shown in Figure

47 (a) and Figure 52 (a) thus direct comparison can be made towards EFD and the periodicity

applied CFD modelling. Periodicity applied CFD model was presented in Figure 35 and

Figure 36 in Chapter 2. The first loss core in Figure 65 slightly changed among the cases.

Even though this core was actually associated by the PS-HSV and also LE-CV, the change of
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the AFV characteristics is predicted to give some effect on the development of PS-HSV since

it was deflected by the AFV near the blade SS (as shown in Figure 56). As a result, slightly

different shape of first core was presented by each cases. Furthermore, the different flow

structure inside the chamber gives a significant change on the third loss core. The different

leakage fiuid momentum from both sides (a and b) is considered might be changed the

direction and strength of the AFV which thus resulting different Cpt contour at downstream.

In comparison with the EFD in Figure 47 (a), Case 3 illustrates almost the similar shape of

third core among the cases. Additionally, the shape is also significantly different in

comparison with periodicity model (earlier model) in Figure 52 (a). However, it is difficult to

investigate the actual condition by the measurement in order to have a similar condition in

CFD simulation due to the accessibility ofthe measurement device in such region.

(a) Case 1

.p   3-
  (b) Case 2
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(c) Case 3

M2b 5M2

   (d) Case 4

(e) Case 5

Figure 63 Plenum chamber flow streamline for each case
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3,5 Thermalperformances

3.5,1 Experimental based performances

      The potential of the leakage tlov,' injection to protect the c"Lndwall surfaces has been

revealed by conducting liquid crystal for surface temperature measurement. Based on the

temperature data. non-dimensional temperature which is represented by film cooling

etfec'Ltiiv'cness. n is used to describe the c"ooling performance of leakage fiovL'. 'l'he blue

contour illustrates the lovv'er rl ve'hile the red one illustrates the higher n. Figure 66 (a) --F'igure

69 (a) indicate the n contourg. ibr MFR=O.75"/o. I.250/o, 1.750/o and 2.250/o. respectively. In

order to have details information about the thermal pertbrmance. the heat trang. fer coefficient.

17 and the RGB propagatioR illustrated by the liquid crystal are also included in each t'igure.

Figures illustrate the coiiitoi.ir t'rom the position oi" the leakage slot (x/C,,= -O.6r,) till

downstream of the blade TE tbr txAv'o pitches (y/p = O---2). View of the tvvro blades also

included and that is the actual camera angle during measurement. Noted that the axis shovv'ing

by the gridlines is only referring to the endv"'all surfaces and invalid tbr the blade tip region.

This is because the camera was slis,htly inclined in order to capture the iiiost important region

in the measurement. AdovL'er in.jection ot' O.750/o. see Figure 66 (a). the unprotected region in

pitch"ise direction is otr)served from ylp=O.2--0.8 and y/p==l.4---l.9. This is because the

leakage flovv' vv'as unable to be injected near the stagnation region due to the higher pressure.

This intluenced them to be injected into the mainstream at the lovv'est pressure region loca- ted

betvv"een the tvv'o blades at approximately y/p=O.8---1.3. Since the leakage tlovL' only be

penetrated near this region. high level of n contours was obtained. Howexier. when the

leakage flow increased to l.250/o. see Fis,ure 67. the protection region became wider not only

in pitchv"'ise direction bul also in axial direction. I.Inlikely the case i'or O.75"/o. the leakaLge

tlovv' providcE's a protection la)y'et' along the cascade pi{ch even though at a lo"er level n.

Upstreani of the blade I.1'i. Ieakage flow provided thc protection layer t'roni x/C,,=-O.63 to

>c/C,,=-O.43 which approximately 350/o of the endwall surfaces towards bladc l.E. rl]his might

be considered that the leakag,e fiovv' had enough momentum to bc penetrated into the higher

pressure mainstream especiall>' close to the stagnation region. At y/p=O.8---1.2. the contour

also seems to expand from xfC,,,:=:-O.03 to x!Ca,=O.57 and the contour shape at this re.oion are

highly infiuenced by the secondary flovv' behavior. They likely intluenced by the- fiovL' xN'hich

is moving tovv'ards hlade SSS.l. Further increases the MFR to 1.750/o, see Figure 68. the vv'ider n
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contour is presented. Approx• imatel.y 500/o of the endvvJall surfaces on upstream region are

protected. However. at region y/p=O.8-1.2. no fignificant chanLge on the protection Iayer can

be observed in axial direction except in pitchvv'ise direction. As expected. MFR=2.250/o. see

Figure 69, presented the greatest cooling performance coi'npared to other cascs where

approximately 900/o of protection layer is provided on the endwall surt'aces close to the blade

I.E. The penetration of the leakage tlovv' further dovv'nstream of the blade approximately

x/Cax==O.7 also can be ob. served at y/p=O.6-- 1 .2. However, overall n contours illustrate the low

rl region just downstream ot" the leakage slot especially at higher MFR. As discussed in

previous section. the nomial injcction of the leakage flow towards mainstream direction

infiuenced to blockage which introduced to the separation flov"'. As a result. the leakage tlovv•'

could not stay closer to the endvL'a}} resulting lovv'er n at this rei)ion. Figure 70 presents the

laterally aiv'eraged n starting fi-om the slot position. ,x/Ca,=-O.63 and ended at blade [l]E,

x/C,,=1.0. Most ot' the cases show that the n pick are Iocated at approximately:!C,,=-O.4.

rl]his is mis,ht be the position "'here the leakage floxAv' reattached to the endw'all surt'ace after

the tlow separation phenomenon which is occurred .ius{ downstream of the siot. The

reattachment point of the leakage tlovv' on the endwall surface downstream of the slot is

closer to the slot position due to the weaker fiovv' separation by the rvCFR=O.750/o. This was

explains 1/)y the position of the pick of each cases ii'i Figure 70. rl'he reduce trend ot' coo}ing

performance is presented tovL'ards blade dov,'nstream. 'Fhe leakage tlow mixed out with

secondary fiov"' which finall.v prevented most ofthe leakage tlovv' to stay closer to thc endvv'all

surface. rl"his is considered as the main reason of the reduce trend as indicated in the Figure

70. Due to the higher penetration ofthe leakage tlow into the mainstream at higher MFR. the

protection region is higher conipared to lo"•'er cases 'm axial direction. The cooling

perforinance indicates in FiL/Itire 70 is l)arallel "•'ith tl'ie n contours presented in Figurc 66 (a)

-}i"ig,urc 69 (a) "'here the higher pertbrinance of n sho"'ed by liigher MFR. rl"he cooling

pert'orinance is suniniarized b.v deterniined thc niass-avet'aged ofn as .ghoxvn in Figure 71.

rl'he pert'ormance can be increa.sed b>' increag.ing the amount of the leakagc tlo"'.

MFR=2.250/o illustrates the highest pertbrmance among the cases. i- 1 scems to be linearly

increa- sed as the MFR increases vv'hich approximately 6.70/o for ever>' 1O/6 ofM}TR. 'l"hus. the

relationship betvv'een n' and MFR can be represented b.v Eq. 38.

n-- O.067MFR (38)
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3.5.2 Predictedthermalperformances

      The performance ofthe numerical simulation to predict the thermal behaviour under

the influenced of the leakage flow has been investigated. As the same turbulence model

applied in the aerodynamic prediction, SST was also being applied in this investigation.

Figure 72-Figure 75 illustrate the predicted film cooling effectiveness (a) and the heat

transfer coefficient (b) for MFR=O.750/o, l.250/o, 1.750/o and 2.250/o, respectively. The region

illustrates in the figure is the same which were presented in Figure 66-Figure 69 in order to

enable the direct comparison between experimental and the prediction. At MFR=O.750/o

indicates in Figure 72 (a), the higher n is obtained at the region between y/p=O.8-Jl.4. Even

though it is about 200/o wider compared to the measured q, see Figure 66 (a), the prediction

presents a similar behaviour of performance indicated by the measurement. CFD also

predicted that the leakage flow tends to be penetrated near this region due to the higher

pressure close to the stagnation region. As a result, the lower o is presented near the

stagnation region with approximately O.15-O.25 (light blue region). Noted that this protection

layer was not be captured by the measurement at the same injection case. The difficulties to

obtain almost the same leakage flow profile inside the plenum chamber and the heat loss

during the measurement are considered as main reasons. Furthermore, the smaller range of

the liquid crystal used to capture the endwall temperature changes also one ofthe reason. As

the MFR increases, the n contour became wider in both axial and pitchwise direction. If the

lower rp indicates with light blue region is neglected, the similar contour is predicted at

MFR==1.25e/o where it increased to x/C,.=-O.43 and this can be observed along the slot in

pitchwise direction. When the MFR increases, the increase trend of rp can continuously

observed in Figure 74 (a) and Figure 75 (a). However, unlikely the contour obtained by the

measurement, no significant changes ofthe o contour (tail shape contour) showing at region

x!C..=-O.03 towards downstream except the light blue layer. But this tail shape contour exist

at the region between x!C,,=O.57--O.67 in both measurement and prediction expect the

MFR=O.750/o. The heat transfer coefficient parallels to the rp contour where they also

increases as the MFR increases. The dark blue region illustrates the h with almost close to O

were captures along y/p=1.0. Noted that this is the region where the leakage flow was

accumulated and the formation ofthe AFV also occurred at this region. The dark blue region

also can be seen along the pitchwise direction. This region shifted slightly downstream as the

MFR increases. This might be due to the high strength of the separation flow at higher MFR.
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At higher MFR of 1.750/o and 2.250/o, see Figure 74 (b) and Figure 75 (b), the apparent of the

dark blue region became more significant at x/C,.=-O.43 and MFR=2.250/o illustrates the

widest. This is the second separation flow exists between the separation flow vortex and the

HSV near the blade LE. Separation flow prevented the leakage flow to stay closer to the

endwall surfaces thus low h was obtained. The thermal performance between CFD and EFD

is compared based on the mass-averaged n as shown in Figure 76. The red approximate line

indicates the linear increase trend is also obtained by the prediction. The relationship between

the ij and the MFR is describes in Eq. 39.

      n-- O.127MFR (39)
Based on Eq. 38 and Eq. 39, the predicted increase rate of o is higher about half of the

measurement where the ij increase approximately 12.70/o for every 10/o of MFR. As being

explained, due to the different leakage profiIe, heat loss and the smaller range temperature

measurement were the main reasons. In CFD, the adiabatic wall condition was applied to the

plenum and endwall surfaces thus the heat loss could be considered as O.
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3.6 Flow behaviour effects on thermal performances

      Figure 77 shows the effect ofthe secondary flow structures on endwall o distribution

in (a) and blade SS surface (b) at MFR=1.250/o with the endwall streamline superimposed.

Cooling layer provided by the leakage flow seems to be highly influenced by the secondary

flows structures. The presence of the PS-HSV and SS-HSV near the blade leading edge

leaves the area unprotected. These vortex prevented the leakage flow to go through this area

which finally mixed out with the main stream moving towards adjacent blade SS. The

contour shows that higher q was observed at the region where the leakage flow was

accumulated. Furthermore, the cross flow and the development of the passage vortex (PV)

from blade PS to neighbouring blade SS provide a wider cooling coverage on the endwall

region near the blade SS instead of blade PS. The merging of PS-HSV and LE-CV to

generate a larger PV along the blade SS surface enable the coolant to provide a lower o trail

as shown on the right figure. The details ofn on the blade SS surface explain in Figure 78 (a)

and Figure 78 (b) for MFR=1.25 and MFR=2.250/o, respectively. 4 contour at Plane B which

were presented in Figure 55 and Figure 56 also shown on the right figure. As shown in Figure

78, the o strikes on the blade SS illustrates the reattachment position of PS-HSV which was

coming from adjacent blade PS. The higher MFR cases with high fluid momentum enable to

cross the mainstream with higher flow deviation thus could reached the neighbouring blade

SS earlier. Furthermore, the wider o in spanwise direction (ZH > ZL) explains that higher

MFR injection lifted off blade surface in higher posjtion due to the higher CsKE.
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Figure 77
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3.7 Overall performances

      Based on the discussion in previous sections, it is clearly explain that the leakage flow

has a high potential to provide the protection layer on the endwall surfaces. However, the

changed of the existing flow structures caused by leakage injection resulting the increases of

the Cpt. This cannot be neglected since a significant change of Cpt contours were captured in

both EFD and CFD. The relationship between the Cpt and q is presented in Figure 79. The

approximated lines are also drawn and compared between EFD and CFD. Both EFD and

CFD illustrate that the Cpt and q are proportional to the MFR where the higher the MFR, the

wider the protection layer and the loss continuously increases. The relationship between Cpt

and n can be represented in Eq. 40 and Eq. 41 for EFD and CFD, respectively.

EFD: C.t = 1.21 n-+ 1.271 (40)

CFD: Cpt = O.68 n-+ 1.331 (41)
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Slot Modifications Effect by Prediction

      This chapter provides details on the extended studies in order to improve current aero-

thermal performance as discussed in Chapter 3. The modification of slots is expected to

improve their performance. The numerical investigation on the slot configuration focuses on

the slot orientation and its position from the blade LE. The leakage flow with various

injection angles, P are compared to the baseline configuration with 90O injection. For the slot

position studies, the slot with various position, l from the blade LE were compared to the

baseline slot position which is located at -O.63C,. upstream from blade LE. This chapter

provides the prediction results to show their effect on current aero-thermal perforrnance. This

investigation aims the improvement of the aero-thermal performance which could be

considered in actual gas turbine application.

4.1 CFDmodeling

      Based on the good agreement that have been achieved between the EFD and CFD for

baseline configuration as presented in Chapter 3, the present section intended to predict the

performance ofleakage flow injection with a different slot configuration. The modification of

the slot in term of slot orientation and position were considered could provide some

modification on the existing performance. In order to obtain a direct comparison with the

predicted baseline configuration, the same mesh and grid topology was applied to the

mainstream and the blade domain. The only change that was made is the slot configuration.

The injection angle, P=900 and position, l =x/C..=-O.63 which was presented in the previous

chapter is considered as the baseline slot configuration. As shown in Figure 80, the slot were

oriented to three different injection angles, B=600, 450and 300. However, in order to see their
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effect only by the injection angle, all cases were fixed at slot position, l =-O.63 where it is the

same position with the baseline slot configuration. Since the slot was inclined, the slot width,

db = 4 [mm] is actually become shallower with dp == 4.Sin(P) [mm]. The endwall thickness

was fixed at O.24Ca. for all cases. The effect by the slot position was predicted by another

three slot positions. Since l =-O.63 is considered as baseline slot position, the slot was firstly

shifted to l =-O.90 where it was move away from the blade LE. Due to the limitation of the

slot distance in the real gas turbine, the slot was also move closer to the blade LE with two

cases ofl =-O.36 and -O.10. The thermal and aerodynamics performance by the slot

modification will discuss in the next section.
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Figure 81 Mass averaged Cptby the effect of P at l--O.63

Five cases of MFR, O.750/o, 1.250/o, 1.450/o, 1.750/o and 2.250/o have been predicted for each

configuration. Mass averaged Cpt was determined and plotted in Figure 81 to present the slot

performance in comparison to baseline configuration indicated by the red line. Regardless the

B, injecting a leakage flow up to MFR=1.250/o is predicted to increase the loss. However, not

the case for the higher MFR of 1.750/o and 2.250/o where the loss started to reduce slowly for

P= 600cases. Continuously shallower the 6 to 450 and 30e, the loss indicates the decrease

trend as the MFR being increased. The Cpt not only lower than the baseline case but also in

comparison with the Iower MFR showing by the same slot configuration particularly at
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MFR=2.250/o. According to the trend shown in Figure 81, the shallower the injection angle,

the Cpt will starts to reduce at Iower level ofMFR. Figure 82 and Figure 83 present the Cpt

contours for MFR=1.250/o and 2.250/o, respectively in comparison with different P. At

MFR=1.250/o, the shape of first loss core significantly changed at P =600 (Figure 82 (a) ) and

Cptseems became wider at the bottom side ofthe core. In the contrary, the third core slightly

reduced and the region exists closer to the endwall side. Further reduce the P to 45e and 300

as shown in Figure 82 (b) and (c), both loss cores reduced especially at P =300, the third core

is very weak. At MFR==2.250/o, a very interesting results is shown in Figure 83 because it's

contradicting with Cpt contour shown by the baseline case (Figure 52 (a) ) when the MFR

being increases. Especially for P =30e, see Figure 83 (c), the loss drastically reduced where

the second and third loss cores mostly eliminated by leakage flow injection. These explain

that the strength ofthe TE-CV and AFV became weaken and the influences of these vortexes

to loss almost cannot be seen. The reduce strength ofthe PS-HSV also being explained by the

deformation of the first loss core in the same figure. This phenomenon is parallel to the loss

distribution shown in Figure 82.

      The details flow structures by each P in the blade passage are shown in Figure

84-Figure 86 for MFR=2.250/o since a very interesting result has been shown by the case. All

B cases captured the presence the PS-HSV but the secondary flow seems to be modified by

this slot configurations. The modification of the secondary flow structures is predicted to

improve the blade passage by the less strength of the vortex core shown in each figure. In

comparison with the baseline slot configuration at similar MFR, see Figure 56, the changes of

B to a shallower angles seem to reduce the strength of the HSV indicated by the flow

streamline at stagnation plane. At MFR=2.250/o, the Ieakage flow has enough momentum and

can easily be penetrated into the mainstream includes the blade stagnation region. By normal

injection, the penetration of the leakage flow influenced to the flow blockage and high flow

separation occurred at downstream ofthe slot. However, the less flow blockage at this region

was predicted by shallower injection consequently reduce the strength of HSV. The smaller

diameter ofvortical structure might explain the reduce strength ofHSV. By P =30e as shown

in Figure 86, the occurrences ofthe flow separation almost cannot be seen and the HSV with

a small diameter shifted closer to the blade LE wall. The development of PS-HSV has been

observed by the e plotted on Plane B. In comparison with baseline slot configuration ( Plane

B e in Figure 56), PS-HSV seems to slightly shifted towards downstream by B =600and
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closer to blade PS by P =450 and P =300, see Plane B in Figure 84-Figure 86. Noted that this

phenomenon is contradicting with usual case where the PS-HSV is expected to cross the

mainstream before lifted-off neighboring blade SS. Additionally, in comparison with the

baseline case with no leakage flow injection, see Figure 54, the existing flow structures is

actually being improved without PS-HSV crossing the mainstream thus less flow deviation

occurs. This is due to the weaker PS-HSV with a low fluid momentum unable to cross the

mainstream and it highly influenced by the higher momentum of leakage flow. This means

that the formation of passage vortex near the blade SS occurs without the presence of PS-

HSV and this might be the reason ofthe lower Cptcontour obtained by this case.

      The most significant change on the secondary flows is the strength of the AFV

reduced by P =45Oand the formation of such vortex almost cannot be observed by P =300. The

endwall flow streamline illustrates in Figure 87 explains the forrnation ofAFV by P =600 and

the elimination of the AFV by shallower injection angle at B =30e. In usual case, the leakage

flow tends to migrate toward blade center due to the high pressure region near the blade

stagnation. However, as explained above, inclined slot toward this region could provide

enough fluid momentum thus they can easily be penetrated and reached the blade PS wall

before being deflected particularly by B =30e, see Figure 87 (c). Deflected leakage flow

Ieaves a significant flow behavior indicated by the vortex core on the blade PS defined by

DFV. The presence ofDFV also can be observed in Plane B indicated by negative Crotating

in clock wise direction. At B =300, DFV seems to be appeared till the blade midspan.

      The vortex core propagation near the blade TE by each P are presented in Figure

88-Figure 90. The 4 contour at Plane 1.25C.. is also illustrates in the same figures. By B

=600, the infiuenced ofthe AFV which contributed to the third loss core (see Figure 83 (a) )

is clearly shown by the negative C region in Figure 88 (a). However, the 4 is slightly lower

in comparison with baseline slot configuration (see Figure 60) resulting lower iosses. By P

=: 450 and P =30e shown in Figure 89 and 90, the first loss core is predicted to be associated by

the LE-CV alone without the combination with the PS-HSV. This illustrated by the lower ag

region parallel to the position of first loss core shown in Figure 83 (b) and (c). The reduced

strength and elimination ofthe AFV by P =45e and P =300, respectively is considered as the

major change which contributed to the reduce loss where the appearance ofthe AFV in the 4

contour almost cannot be seen.
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Figure 87

(a) Endwall streamline by P=60e
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(a) Vortex core
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(a) Vortex core
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4e2.2 Thermalperformances
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Figure 91 Thermal performance by different B at l=-O.63

    Thermal performance ofthe slot based on P is presented in Figure 91 by determine mass-

averaged n in comparison with the baseline slot configuration indicated by red line. By P==

60e, there are no significant improvement ofo till the MFR was been raised up to 1.750/o. At

MFR=2.250/o, the leakage flow by P= 600increased the cooling performance approximately

700/o relatively to baseline slot configuration. A positive performance trend is predicted when

the B was inclined to 450 and 300. A significant improvement can be observed even though at

lower MFR of O.750/o especially approximately 900/o of performance increased by P= 30e. At

extremely higher injection by MFR=2.250/o, slot with P= 300 seems to reach maximum line

where the cooling performance is predicted almost the same with B= 45e at n- =O.85. This

means the cooling performance increases more than 1000/o in comparison with the baseline.

Since the avetage has been determined based on fixed endwall area which is starting from

xlCax ==-O.63 and ended at xlC.=1.15 in axial direction, the cooling performance downstream
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of fixed area was not counted. Noted that the starting point is actually the position ofthe slot,

l =-O.63. This might be the reason why injection by P= 30eis almost the same with 6= 450 as

shown in Figure 91.

      Figure 92 and Figure 93 present the rp contour based on the different P for

MFR=1.250/o and MFR=2.250/o, respectively. The same figure which were presented by

Figure 73(a) and 75(a) to illustrates 2 pitches ofendwall starting from x/C. = -O.63 and ended

at x!Ca.=1.15. Noted that the mass-averaged rp presented in Figure 91 was determined based

on this area. At MFR=1.250/e, no significant increase ofthe protection layer provided by B=

600 and B== 45e in comparison with baseline injection except the increased level of the ij. The

leakage injection at this MFR still unable to eliminate or reduce the strength of the PS-HSV

which preventing the leakage flow to protect the endwall close to the blade PS region.

However, the leakage flow could stay closer to the endwall side due to the less flow

separation in comparison wlth the normal injection case thus resulting higher level ofn. By

6= 30e, see Figure 92 (c), the level ofo further increases and the protection layer has spread

towards blade LE and also slightly closer towards blade PS region. This might be due to the

reduced strength of the HSV or PS-HSV, As shown in Figure 84-Figure 86, further increases

the MFR to 2.250/o were predicted to significantly modified the secondary flow structures

generated by baseline slot configuration at same MFR. The reduced strength of PS-HSV by

B= 600 at MFR=2.250/o influenced the leakage flow to further expand the q as shown in

Figure 92 (c). Since the strength ofPS-HSV has been drasticaHy reduced by B= 45eand B=

300, the leakage flow can easily reached the blade PS region and whole endwall surfaces was

been protected. The higher penetration of leakage flow towards the blade PS by B= 300

compared to B= 450(see Figure 87) provides slightly higher level of q near this region as

shown in Figure 93 (c). Furthermore, higher penetration tow'ards blade PS by B= 30e

influenced the leakage flow to stayed closer to the blade PS surface and leave wider

protectjon layer strjke as shown jn Fjgure 94. This is also a very interesting thermal

performance shown by such slot configuration where this region usually unprotected by

normal injection. This caused the endwall region close to the adjacent blade SS obtained

lower level of q indicated by a green region since the leakage flow tend to move along the

blade PS.
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4.3 Leakage flow performance influenced by the slot

B=goo

4.3.1 Aerodynamicsperformances
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   Move the slot away from the blade leading edge had illustrated the increased ofcooling

performance where the coolant could stay closer to endwall surface thus provided better

surface protection [25]. Present study intended to predict the performance of leakage flow

injection with a different l from blade LE. I were translated to -O.90, -O.36 and -O.10. Three

cases of MFR (1.250/o, 1.750/o and 2.250/o) were predicted at each slot position. Figure 95
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presents the loss trend by determined the mass averaged of Cpt. The red vertical line

illustrates the position ofthe baseline slot located at l== -O.63. Regardless the l, MFR of2.250/o

is always provides the highest loss among the cases. However, aslmoved away from the

blade LE, the predictjon shows that the loss is linearly reduced. This phenomenon also

follows by another two cases of MFR=1.750/o and 1.250/o where the lowest losses were

obtained at l= -O.90. This means that l= -O.10 presents the highest loss among the case. The

injection ofleakage flow closer to the blade LE might be induced to the higher flow blockage

which then amplifies the strength of HSV. As a result, the higher loss caused by the

secondary flow structures was obtained. Figure 96 presents the Cpt contour based on

MFR=1.250/o in comparison ofdifferent l. When the slot moved closer to the blade LE at l= -

O.36, the first and third loss cores seem to be increased. Further closer at l= -O.10, see Figure

96 (c), the third core merged with the first loss core resulting wider loss which associated by

the PS-HSV. In contrary, in comparison with the baseline slot configuration, see Figure 51

(a), a significant change cannot be seen on the first and third loss cores except the level of Cpt

slightly reduced.

      The details of the secondary flow structure exist in the blade passage are explain by

predicted vortex core as shown in Figure 97-Figure 99 for MFR=1.250/o by the effect of l. At

the same swirling strength level, the strength ofthe PS-HSV is predicted to be reduced when

the slot moved away from the blade LE at l= -O.90 as been shown in Figure 97. In

comparison with the baseline slot position, the vortical structures showing by the flow

streamline at stagnation plane slightly weaken due to the less flow separation. The leakage

fiow can easily be penetrated into the mainstream since the slot is far enough from the higher

pressure region. As a result, the leakage flow could stayed closer to the endwall surfaces .

However, as shown in Figure 100 (a), the leakage flow tends to move towards center of the

blade passage further downstream ofthe slot to generate AFV.

      In case for l= -O.36 as shown in Figure 98, the injection near the high pressure region

seems preventing the leakage flow to be reattached on the endwall surfaces thus high fiow

separation occurred just downstream of the slot. A very complicated flow structures has been

predicted by the leakage injection at this slot position. To move the slot further downstream

at l= -O. 1O where the slot is actually located parallel to the higher pressure region at blade LE.

Thus, the leakage injection with MFR=1.250/o is predicted did not has enough momentum to

be penetrated into the stagnation region as being shown by flow stream}ine at stagnation in
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Figure 99. The Ieakage flow is totally prevented to be penetrated into the higher pressure

region thus it tends to swirl inside the slot just upstream of slot exit. They tended to be

penetrated near the blade center where the pressure is lower. The formation of the AFV by l=

-O.36 and l= -O.1O cases are also observed in Figure 98 and Figure 99. The secondary flow

structures near the blade TE are presented in Figure 101-Figure 103 with the 4 contour

plotted on Plane 1.25C... There are almost similar flow structure has been shown by the case

at l= -O.90 and l= -O.36. However the differeRt phenomenon has been shown by l=-O.1O, the

PS-HSV seems to be deflected by the AFV and develop along the passage before be attached

on the adjacent blade SS near TE. This is a different phenomenon whefe in usual case the

reattachment ofPS-HSV occurs near the blade throat.
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(a) Endwall streamline by 1=- O.90

(b) Endwall streamline by 1=- O.36

(c) Endwall streamline by 1=- O.36

Figure 1OO Predicted flow streamline on end wall region by slot position, leffect
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(a) Vortex core
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(a) Vortex core
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(a) Vortex core
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4.3.2 Thermalperformances

      Figure 104 presents the performance of q at MFR = 1.250/o by each slot position, l

which is illustrated by the black horizontal line. The change on o contour can clearly be

observed. At l=-O.36, rp shows slightly lower performance compared to -O.63 where the yellow

regions indicates the higher q slightly reduced. Different phenomenon shown by the case of

l=-O.10 where the red region indicates ahigher level ofn became wider near the blade SS.

However, the region near to the blade LE almost not be protected by the leakage flow due to

the higher blockage caused by the higher pressure in stagnation region. This phenomenon has

been shown in Figure 99 where the leakage flow tend to swirl inside the slot instead ofthe

endwall surface resulting unprotected area near this region. This means the leakage flow

tends to migrate towards passage center and might be the reason for the higher level ofn is

observed. In contrast, the level ofo clearly increased for the case of, l= -O.90 in comparison

with the baseline case. Since the slot located far away from the blade LE compared to other

cases, the widest protection region was obtained and the red region which indicates higher n

also increases. Moved the slot away from the blade LE allows the coolant to be laterally

penetrated and provided much better protection layer. Regardless the position of slot, the

region close to the blade PS is remains unprotected even the slot was moved closer. Noted

that the higher level of rp is presented at the same region where the AFV is generated.
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4,4 Laterally averaged ij by slot modification

      The laterally averaged film cooling effectiveness are plotted in Figure 105 by the

effect of the slot orientation (6 =90e 600, 450and 300) while Figure 106 illustrates the effects

of slot position (l=-O.90, -O.63, -O.36 and -O.10). By the effect of 3, laterally averaged n

significantly increase by the shallower angle. It relatively increases approximately 300/o when

P is changed to 60ein comparison with normal injection followed by another 20e/o for P=450.

However, the differences seem to be reduced at further downstream ofthe passage especially

just downstream of blade throat at x/C,,--O.6 where for 6 =900, 600and 450 are almost the

same level. Different performance by P =300 where it always higher than others along the

passage. At xlC,.=O.6, the performance slightly raised for the whole cases might be due to the

vortex core which was mixed out with the leakage flow was deflected towards endwall

surface by the LE-CV near the blade throat thus higher n is obtained.

      Since the positions ofslot are differing in Figure 106, the starting point ofthe curve is

different. If the comparison is made starting from xlC.. =-O.30, the performance illustrated by

the case of l=-O.9, -O.63 and -O.36 are almost the same where op is approximately O.5.

Positioned the slot further away from this point continuously increased the performance as

shown by the case of l=-O.90 and -O.63. By l=-O.10, relatively higher performance has been

shown compared to others. The leakage flow coming from this slot location could provide

higher temperature different compared with others which were already mixed out with the

mainstream. The mixed out fiow would have relatively lower temperature than the leakage

flow. Based on the thermal perfomiance show by whole cases, to change the slot inLiection

angle is considered as the most effective way to improve the cooling compared to the slot

position. Furthermore, there are very limited space between the combustor and high-pressure

turbine endwall if the position of slot is considered
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Conclusions

The potential of leakage flows through a baseline slot configuration (900 injection at l= -

O.63) to work as a cooling in order to protect the endwall surfaces in high pressure turbine

cascade has been investigated. The measurement by 5-holes Pitot tube enables the

clarification of three-dimensional flow behavior with the Cpt and 4 contours plotted. As for

the thermal investigation, the TLC layer coating on the endwall surfaces allowed the

detecting oftemperature different and the transient method was applied to determine h and ny.

The capability of numerical simulation was also investigated by the validation with the

experimental results. Authors also have taken the advantage of numerical simulation to

predict the effects on aero-thermal performance by changing the slot configuration in terms

ofpositions and orientations. Based on the results obtained, the following conclusions can be

drawn:

 e

e

Both EFD and CFD represent almost similar trend ofperformance and enable authors

to take advantage of numerical simulation to accurately predict the interaction of

ejected leakage flow with the main stream, Leakage flow has significantly affected the

secondary flow fields. Based on tested MFR, this loss region expanded approximately

400/o-500/o ofarea. MFR=2.250/o was contributed to the highest loss among others. The

newly generated vortical structures have been captured by the CFD with a higher

swjrling strength travel along the blade SS, which consequently contributed to the

additional losses

The loss core which was indicated in the baseline case was also affected by the Ieakage

injection. Injecting the leakage fiow from the blade upstream was predicted to amplify

the strength of PS HSV so that it lifted-off adjacent blade SS with slightly higher

position resulting higher loss core position in spanwise direction The mass-averaged
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   total pressure loss was proportional to the MFR and the graph piotted enable the

   authors to estimate the loss providing with another case of MFR. CFD over predicted

   the loss approximately 30/o to 50/o compared to the measurement.

e The discrepancy between CFD and EFD in terms of shape and positjon of the loss core

   was predicted associated by the flow behavior inside the plenum chamber. It was

   predicted to provide a significant effect of the formation of AFV on the endwall which

   consequently presented a difference loss contour.

e Film cooling effectiveness increases as to MFR, at the rate of at least 500/o ofthe region

   for every O.50/o increase of MFR. Area averaged film cooling effectiveness increases

   approximately 70/o whereas CFD predicted about 120/o for 10/o increase of MFR. This

   was due to the smaller temperature measurement range and the heat loss phenomenon

   during the temperature measurement. The thermal performance on the endwall region

   was also highly influenced the secondary flows behavior in providing the cooling

   protection area. SST turbulence model captured the presence of flow separation caused

   a lower HTC region on endwall surface which was also captured by the experimental

   especially for the MFR = 1.750/o case.

e The injection ofleakage flow at higher MFR of2.250/o through the inclined slot angle

   was predicted to reduce the strength of the secondary flow vortices near endwall. As a

                                           o   result, at fixed MFR=2.250/o, injection with B=30 contributed the lowest averaged loss

   among cases. The performance of Ieakage flow through a shallow injection angle not

   only reduce the loss, but also was predicted to provide the wider cooling layer with

   higher n on the endwall surfaces. Blade PS and SS near the endwall corner were also

                                      oo   protected by the slot configuration of P=30 and 45

e Positioned the slot at l=-O.90 could provide a better cooling performance with a less

   secondary loss effects. At MFR=1 .250/o. the loss was predicted to reduce approximately

   1.00/o after changing the position of slot from l=-O.63 to -O.90. However, it was

   increased approximately 2.00/o and 4.00/o after shifted the slot closer towards blade LE

   at l=-O.36 and l=-O.10, respectively. Predicted film cooling effectiveness also indicates

   a positive trend ofcontour at l=-O.90. The wider protection area has been provided after

   moved the slot away from blade LE.

e The prediction presented that to change the slot orientation was the most effective way

   in order to increase both aero and thermal performance ofin high-pressure turbine.
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