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Fig.1.1: Schematic of Transonic Buffet Flowfield.
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Fig.1.2: Flutter regions on the compressor map [I]. I, subsonic/transonic stall flutter; Ia,

system mode instability; II, choke flutter; III, low-incidence supersonic flutter; IV,

high-incidence supersonic flutter; V, supersonic bending stall flutter.
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Fig.1.3: Acceleration of Large-Eddy Simulation.
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DiE & O(1071) o, EREEIUTREIE 2 A3 2 IFEH RN ZR S . MAUTB T S ELITIG DR
MR —nidEac L/U TH 270, AM T IZEREFORE R 7 —L X D BHTRZ W,
Fig.2T &, (REITTIREE 2 B 3 2 IEE F AUC B 1T 5 AR 2 W) BB D R EE T &
5. PHEZ, Wo K DEFTZHMNT (AL oI Xy afh) I, MoK —10
LIS (HIEHR) DR LEFZ L 5.

period

v

>Ak

turbulence timescale

q
>

i time
>

Fig.2.1: Oscillating Turblent Flow with Low Non-dimensional Frequency.



= RICIEE H EMEEREPETR @ Navier-Stokes 72U, X3 (BD) o TRI N 5.

0Q
= =RHS(Q) (2.1)

ZZTQRRERETHY, Hi RHS (Q) IIBIE, ILFUEB X UNNIET 222D TH
L7 DTH 3. Navier-Stokes HFEDFEAMIL, IR 5. IRTFE Q(x, 1)
FHIME RHS (Q(x,t)) ZEMERRE x & R ¢ 1ITRF S 205, AR TR BN &<
TXR x,t wEMLTKRILT 5.

AR TR Q 2, AR Q &, IEEMNELRES Q iy .

Q=Q+Q (2.2)
%7 Q OERARREBEE f,, Q OREFBEE fi v L, XAHBHITIT 2 L RET 5.
fo < i (2.3)

IR (BED) 25 AHKS Q IeonwToXEARER2E T 5. & (23) &b,
fo < fo << fe RBJABEL fo BIFET . fo UNDRERBRIT DAZET T —Z T 4 )b
&2 LZRERICERT 2 &, AR OAPRO a3, £RFERORMMIIEIZD

WTHFARRTH 5. .
_ ¢ Q| _0Q
LQ=Q I [W} - & (2.4
0—27 4 & LA (B) WCEHT 2 8, XA BELNS.
o
22— L[RHS(Q) (2.5)

CZTRDESKRIAS #EHEL,
S = L[RHS(Q)] - RHS(L[Q]) (2.6)

S ¥ RHS(L[Q]) = RHS(Q) 2FIM¥ 3 &, ROAHKS Q cowToXA SRR
HRANCEL e TE B, )
oQ _ RHS(Q) + S (2.7)
ot
R ED) TEQ £ QD RDE—RAY MRS ITEHEINLTWS. UFIIR (20) TER

L7z S ZHETISIHE RS 2.
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—HCEHALT Q 1cowTiE, & (BT) ORI EMRS L SLAETI DT 5 - v
T, ROREH TR (E8) #E -1,

=RHS(Q+Q) - aa_(? (2.8)

Q'
ot

22 N—FZYINFVRE

ANMITIHRRTHOERE 5> TV B A==y 235 ¥ 23k (UF HB) [77] 12 &
51\ (20) OFIREGTIEZ SIS 5.

HB TIRAMKRS Q %, REOREAMFEFHK w 2 VT, BEIED N OF RS
7—) I TERET 5. 7R (22) 0AZE R = RHS(Q) + S 122V Td, Ak
7— ) LI TRIAT 5.

N N
Q — Z leikwt7 R = Z Rkeikwt (29)
k=—N k=—N

% (29) 23 (27) 1 e EHRAT U, ROBERDE 3.

N N
Z (zkak> ethwt — Z (Rk> ethwt (2.10)

R (0) BPEED Lt ICTBWTHILT 2 I 2EZ 5L, RBMIIEHT 522 TRD
2N + 1 RDEEFEAXDPEINS.

ikwQr =Ry (k€ [-N,N)) (2.11)

RS Q BEXOELIR © 7 — ) TR E AR Y b L%

), R

Q" =(Q_n,....Qn), R*=(R_p,...,Ry) (2.12)

DL wzhenEL v, EBOHATTHI N = diag(—N, ..., N) #HWT, R (211) 1K
DEIICELZIENTES.
iwNQ* = R* (2.13)
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HB TIXEBEGES BT 2K (203) %2, %7 —V &8 r w2 2 & T, YEZEMT
DORICREUTHL. 1AM 2r/w % 2N + 1 ICFEREIL 720 t; ZERL, MBI h kX
A LNV ERER.

o
ti = 2N + 1T

(j €N,j €0,2N]) (2.14)
LTDRA LLARVIBITE Q DERIARERY FLE Q b ZhZNEL ZLICT 3.

Q* = (Q(to),Q(tl), el Q(t2N))T (2.15)

Q* v Q" ORI, WlEs 7 — v =2 % £ 3175 BEEEC) 2w TRofkicE
YINTED.
Q* = BQ* (2.16)

X (I8) DBRIE, 2 TOXA AL EIT S R OEZLEARERY Pk R & R*
DN B FIRRICHRILT 5.

R* = (R(to), R(t1), ..., R(tan))” (2.17)
R* = BR* (2.18)

K (I3) O8I, £ 5175 B 2l S ¥, $7-3 (Z08) Vi, XOBICERT
x5.
iwBNQ* = ivBNB™!BQ* = DQ* (2.19)

D =iwBNB™!

L72io TR (E03) A B 2 ofFHS 5 2 & T, imERNS RO 7D
Bohns.
DQ*:R}:(RH&QD*+S* (2.20)

R (0) FEERI R XA ALt 2B 5 Q RHS(Q),S Off, B & LERITSI
D OATHEEENS. X (20) & Q ORI &2 Bz a0 720, BELURRET %
GMRES 72 & DY RIIRFTRIEZ HOW TR 22 TE 5.
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2.3 Harmonic Balanced Large-Eddy Simulation; HB-LES

182 F 1L TH % Harmonic Balanced Large-Eddy Simulation(HB-LES) [I17,TTR] T
1%, X D) 25X ER) 2IXRTHET Q ¢ Q 2f#<. HB-LES 3R (ER) 12t
Q' %3k % LES-stage &, & (220) I2fEW Q %Ko 5 HB-stage, B & i stage DK
EBhr oM ENn5. Figl2 13 HB-LES OF i 2 2R ITKTH 5. LES-stage Tli%, HB
BT 224 5L VELORZTA (BR) OEREES 217V, Q' OREFE % fif
{. LES-stage T, fLIZEF ORI A7 —L & b+ RV O EREBED %217 5.
HB-stage TiZ, HB 12 & b (222) %7z Q 2K %. LES-stage ¥ HB-stage & S 5
rUQ, % BENZIZIFEL A S, RHICHEDEX N 5. HB-stage DfiE Q % stage
ZRDIRLTOEM LR Ro I, R LIz T 5.

LES-stage; resolve Q'

) evaluate
multiple \EI |z.1” source term S
short-time LES LY " -
N o HB-stage; solve Q
: i MR} e ) N
Aj - turbulent t'mescali : convergence calculation of HB
VAN Yo, e
: N W
: )Y //
\ i J | 3 \\ 4
~ 90
4 N 4 4
update Q, o t SN Sty
L time y

Fig.2.2: Schematic of Harmonic Balanced Large-Eddy Simulation.

HB-LES OINHKRICHE T2 Q BEU Q' 13, RE (23) DT, EkD LES 12X 3
Navier-Stokes /523 (A1) fEr 7% 5. Q B3R (Z0) @, Q IR (ER) OWETH D,
HB-stage %* & LES-stage I2 Q, 88—? 2T LT QHhoDHENQ 2, ¥7- LES-stage
75 HB-stage I2S 2T T Q 2o DEEN QITKMEN3.
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2.3.1 LES-stage

LES-stage Ti&, X (B04) TERLLEXA ALV t; TR ZNIIBIT S ELTRED
Q; = Q'(t;) B . FMBINIE (Z3) &0 &4 L LSBT 51E Q(t;) Tl
L, R (220) 1 L 7ehio T Q) OISR 247 5.

20 _ ras (qu) + 1) - 22
= RHS (Q(t)) + Q;(1) — [DQ’| (2.21)

1791 D 138 (E20) THEEL-BDTHD, [DQ*L 1372 AR DQ @ § HHO
BREEKT 5. R (20) ORRIRNZ, Bt = t; ©B1 5 Q, ORSRIZEIEE, I
BERLAOBDELHEL TV LART LN TES,

BREZ t; 1I2DWT D LES T, Kl AT = AT, + AT, 7 ORHET 2175, AT, &
AU BT 2 DO E BN 72 2 T COEMBBTH 2. AT, BELAKE S 0
fliD7zic Q' ; DY > TV 72T XMTHS. AT, 13 Q' ; DREMHR 7 — 1/ f,
IDHHREVEEY T3, AT > 1/f, TH D, TRABHRSD % #E L TW 5720, IUHRE
TiF Q' ITOWTKHKNHRILT 5.

ATanj(t) B AT , B
/0 o dt_/o Q' ;(t)dt =0 (2.22)

232 tHEFHIES OFtHE

AR TR (23) DfREL D, X (EB) FOa— AT 4 VR LIZ7 V3 Y TLFY
ZHW3. LES-stage D% > 7Y > ZFKE AT, OO BFBEIEENZ, 732 7T
r LCHRES 5. ICRBIC BV TR (B222) BRIZ L, $7 AT, 13 Q ORERBIR 7 —
1/f XD TaRw®, AT, ol Q'(t; +t) ORFEMHEBNIHET 5.

LES-stage ®% ¥ 7'V ¥ Z X DWW T O BB %2

1 AT, +AT,
RES(Q() = 57 /A RES(QU ) (2.23)

DEIRHELZLRTS. KXt =t; KOV ToOR (28) ofEH—HE, 8 1L, X
(223) ZHWAUTZENZENRD X S ITFHETZ 5.
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LIRHS(Q(t;))] = RHS(Q(t))
-~ 0Q;  0Q(t)
Ot + ot

~ ? + [DQ*] | (2.24)

J

RHS (L[Q(t,)) = RHS (Q(t,))
~ RHS (Q_’] n Q(tj)) (2.25)

X (223), (E28) 2F e T, XA ALVt =t 1B 2EETBIE So(t;) 1EXX0
£ D IZFHEiF 5.
oqQ;
ot
R (228) FORRFEERIEICOWT, FHRS Q A B2 2 AN TEET 5
Land, Tho o MOZEREIGREZMATHHATE 3. $7-MoFEEREOH LT,
LES TEMIWE T TELITZE 2 R L, #8272 22 R 2 -V T HB OFHWSF I
5%, Dual-Mesh @ & 5 2057k [(0,171] $EZ 60 %.

So(t,) = + [DQ*} —RHS (Q(t) + Q) (2.26)

2.3.3 HB-stage ICE T HEFHIE S DIELE

HB-stage TIEXAMM 7 OIS U T, BIFNCHAETHIES 2B8IET 5. S OEED
HELIHI = ADH 5.

—HEE, METSIE S MY Q OBMTH 370 Th 5. X (Z20) O S XA
Rl LES-stage D FHME Qo = Q(t;) + Q; Q' (t) ITHLTEHRENTVWS. St Qo—H
MWefRo/oicid, X (20) 2R BRICELD S ZIBIEST 20N H 5.

“REE, Q OVFEREZHWTIHMEY % So I, MO O ENEFEN 570 TH 5.
3 (220) T 3 So 13, ORI B LT H AT [Fausl ogiEte s £ 245 (§
& LT LES-stage ® Q' ORRHEREA [0,...,0,—Q’ RMS,Q rvs] ERDBGEDEZS
n3). Matiyw 6 XX, LES-stage FUCIZZB O Z(LTHIH SN 5. HB-stage TIXJEHA
JRIT DA% EHT 5720, S DEIEIZ X DI & EZ2RHT 2 0END 5.
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ARIFFLTIE, S DEIREB DO —RXDE—X ¥ b TH S Z e ZFA L, IRSHELEZ I
HB-stage H® S XA TEIET 5.

S(Q) = $0(Qu) +V (47 -AQ) (2.27)

05 —IHOBIEEE, BRSO Z AQ =Q — Qo oW TOBIEL o T3,

IRIETIE AQ = 0 72270, JEBUREL 6, ZEEMOH 2B TH b, LUIREIZEELL
R AR & PR3N, BEURG I RENC IS R B0z - 235G, LES-stage Df# Sp & XI5
20 %RD By RN TERTZ 5.

So(Qo) =V (@N : Qo) (2.28)

Qo RO ZH S, EMEEMNERTE 254, X (28) oML 5 2fEHIC
HETZ e TES. —HTERTIM2ED Qo i LTiE, R (ER) ZELHORF
WMo iERX 2D, B ZRDZICEREFEPRE L 25, 205G, Witz ET 2
BA% L LT, RANS IZB T 2 LI R OFHANE Z 5 5.

234 NSAZEHAE

HB-LES TiX, HB-stage TH S5 E— FE N, 8L LES-stage D> I 2L —> a ¥
R AT, AT, 25, FIRENRD 287 X X5, £— PN IZEHT 2 AHBL %
RIDITHDREL TI2REDND 5. EETR & Tt O R 8 S B B 2 77 2 o
TWBHEIE, TOMLERE— FEZHMTE 5. RANOMAITHEH T 2 BI21E, -
FEZEZ BB — A0 EZEML, OE— FBIKFHEZRE T 2 0EYD 5.
LES-stage T, #RFIKR] AT, ORICOIHHEDRZEENREL 2 Y, 3> 7V ¥ R AT,
DENCEF DIFHAEREIHA T 2 BN D 5. Eifkimlzd AT, AT, & LTIE, —f&ic
Eb 6 RKDEHDRER R 7 — 1/f ~ 6/U DT ERETIwWEEZONS. 5Z
7= AT,., AT, @Y TH % Z v 1%, LES-stage O _RiAEEHBE 72 ¥ SRR TE 5.

HB-LES O#IHAEICE LT, BHID stage iI2B1F 2 F#KRS Q i RANS % fiv7- HB
DR EFZE LN T 525 2 8T, IRE T stage MZHIIRTZ 5. F724 LES-
stage DWHAE Q'; (0) I EEMSH D, AWFETIE X A L L~ t; OFIME Q';(0) 1,
D LES-stage DRI R T v 7OMHE Q' ;(AT) 2w 3.
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E3E
HB-LES D1REE

AETIZ HB-LES Z%E%E L, RENZRINOMITIC X DGEES 5. 2 2 Tld HB-LES
DETOMITOWT, AT, SLIRAR), HATHIHDIEIZ, ZBRPMEKRD LES O&EEHH
BT =R 5. FMBORGRY S, R & ELIRABI O HE T8, BYN AR
RN TW2 Z ezl 5. MITHRIE, HETERRGICHR BT 5, F v FOVEL
MONRE): Stokes Boundary Layer(LAL~ SBL) &3 5.

3.1 EREH

SBL T, EWEEEA T2 0 T, HAAEIRED w TH B IELK U(t) = Upsin(wt)
TIREIL, SRR LR ECTIRENS 5. AR TR ERELDORARE U & R b —
I AR g = \2v/w EFHWTERINS LA /LB Res, = Y205 = 1790 7%
3 X512 L7 [2,8). WAOIRENE, EHARICHY S 5 EHA QK %

op
L U 1
. owcos(wt) (3.1)

THHRT 228 TER. 22TU I~y N NED0.15 L R2METH 5. AETEE w i
Resy = Upn/2/wr 231790 £ 722 & S BE LT,

FHEBEEUX Salon & [2] W2HEW, FEFRAFM, BEREE /TAES & RV HENC 5085 X
4005 x 2505 DRI ZFOEFIKE L7z, SHHEBEEIEF vy 2 LO¥ 5 TH Y, LHIIEF v
FAHRE o TWS. WAL 2,2 HEK—HETH 2. ERTAIB L FR T ROEER
SMFFAEER Y U, BEEICOWTIZ L2 D B, FEZEEEL LTV 3.
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ARETETIXPCRIGED 72 D12, BN T DY 87 x 255 x 87 D coarse mesh Tat&
ZATOWIURIE 2157214, T ORERZHIHMEY L THE 131 x 255 x 131 @ fine mesh T&f
BaiTo7. BTPIURMEOME %2 FigB1 IR T. AKX wt = 90° TOREN 252 &
HIRICB U B REHEIZIS ) 7, 772y L TED, fine mesh T 7, 2NIFNER LTV 3B
e DMERRTE 5. LIEDEERTIX, fine mesh OIEEZ W3, fine mesh 12815 F
FRAE, 2R IO REIFEE, 90° 12BWT coarse mesh Tl Azt = 38, Azt = 19,
fine mesh TlZ Azt =24, A2T =12 2o T3, KERA N -7 2 HERL MRS 5
72121E, EFRITE, 2O FREFRICOWT Azt < 60, Azt < 20 TH 3 DN
FLWe N TED [119], fine mesh TIIEHELEFELIHEF L Lo TWVWD. FEEHEE
FHIANZOWTIE, MM EEEZRGE ST 2729 Ayt ., =03 2 LTEBD, BTFHERORAR
MLy FEHIZ 1.03 TH 5.

1.50 4 @ ® 87x255x87
131 x 200 x 131
® 131x255x131
1.40 1 % 131x301x 131
® 171x255x171

1.45 4

Tw
J—
(957
n

1.30 1

1.25 1

1.20 4

2 % 10! 3 % 10!
Ax

Fig.3.1: Wall-Shear Stress 7, at Steady Turbulence wt = 90°.

HB-LES 3 EMHEELRO IS A I A TW A AR a — F [[20-124] ZH5RT %
T Y THEREL . AFHETIE LES-stage Tl 3 KITDIEEH @M 217\, HB-stage Tl
1 Xt OEHFEZITo 7.

LES-stage T, ERREIED IIEHERIE 4 MO ZXFEE ADI-SGS ZHWTEBD, K
%A At = 0.00405 /Uy £ 725 X S 3&E Lz, XELAERIE 3 Xt o EA#EME Navier-
Stokes AFEARTH b, DIFEDFHE TIX SGS HZ [FZIZFHM L 72\ Implicit LES Z$#8H L
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7o, BRIE, SEHUEOFHEICIE Kim 50 =&Ex A 6 KKEE 3 > %7 b 2% — 4 [125,1726]
FHOWE. $72a X0 P RF—LICE2T4 ) 7 AHEDRED =D, 7 4 VREK
7 v THIRFRISEHA LTV,

HB-stage T, FHiIE DI 1& MUSCL & T 3 ZUEEZ(L L7z SHUS [129] %, &
HUHOFHIC 1T 2 THEEA LD %, F2IUREEICIE ADI-SGS 1 & 2 IR R ES T %
Fiw/z. R (228) OB, 3> 7Y ¥ ZXE AT, BORRFEE L R 25—
HTH 2 2 HRAOEMFEE AL TWS. AT [2,8) OREEEEEIG I ERETIEEA
JEBED 10 RELFRDE— K23 99% U bz x L F—%2 HHTWE720, HB DE— R
N =10k L7.

HETBHEHOIEIEIC BT 2 REEREREL B, (oW, A DS y HIA—XKIEDAHD
R o%E, KAWL 5.

S,d
Oy

S, \EHETWIE Sy © EHAIESRKS, o LIRS © HEEETH 3. R E2) %
12, Buly) OFHEIEARICHES E475 .

3| foy Sdy — f2yH Sdy|
maz (|52], 55 Jo "' 1521dy)
FTIBUERE T DRRZE R TS T /-2 & DT D EI D, 7R 0 BREZE)T
B, |28 OFHMEE I C LY HBL, KEVWHEMNTWS, /-8
{3 CELIRAS M 2 @ RN RS D 2 D & #tl) % 72, Van-Driest DREBEEEZEH L TH
D, MIRIC1-2-1 A>T Y7 40 GF LD FELEHL TV, SHEOEE T
Ag=126,C =01%2LTWV53.

AR AT, 29> 7V v XM AT, &, —RAZTEREHERE C,(t) PR % #i,
Zh2N AT, = 2/300T, AT, = 1/300T £ &E L.

(3.3)

Bi(y) = GF | (1 — exp(—y*/Ap))

1

() = 3 /V (y<6s)u'(0)u’(t)dv (t € [0, AT)) (3.4)

BEEHE y < 65 CORBUPEITH 3 Cy(t) OWEERE (FigB2) 1%, FIEO E %A
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t/T = 0.007 =~ 2/300 TIEIFMHET 2 L 2RLTWS. £7 1/300T i 250,/Up & &t
JGLTED, SLRMEIEDSICRT 2 DI T RVWKHETSH 5.

10.01

0.000 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.010
t/T

Fig.3.2: Time History of Volume-Averaged 1-point 2-time Velocity Correlations in the Near-

wall Region y < ds at Steady Turbulence wt = 90°.

B D LES-stage TW&, FHIK D Q LA IEGEE a(y) 1ISh L, MIHEE R TE5 2 7.

(y) = to(y)sin(wt) (3.5)

Z 2T ug(y) &, F v 1 VHROEEDFIED Uy TH 2 EFEIRDFITHEETDH
. EBEERICBIT 2, Fy2rL¥EES H EBEEEE o, KO VA 2 LB
Re, = = ~ 3400 TH 5. BRI OB L MhOHEER 1, A E LI O P E

THZ, ZANVF -3 R 2EORECE I ZHMIUL L 7=, %7 Istage H DELHEZE)
Q &, 2XA LLVTHIB LT, EHEIRICBT 2 HELFH ZHHMEL LTERZ TV 5.
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3.2 R

Fig.B3 1%, Q OUHBEIETH 2. #ithd HB-stage = ¥ OJEHRS Q @ £ F 5 ES)
BRTOENEEZRL TWAS. L2 /L 24I1E coarse mesh T 5 stage DL —HiikA L
fine mesh TIZZ D% 3 stage MUANZ E SITEMITHR o TS, stage 8 LIED AQ/p &
BRIV ZHEED 01% U RTHD, QUIEIEELTWS L HITE 3.

101

Lo[AQ)

10714 T T T i T T " T y
12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
stage

Fig.3.3: Convergence of Periodic Components Q, green line; coarse mesh, red line; fine

mesh.

321 JEHEARkS

Fig.B2 &, it 30° B E= o, BT EFT AHEE OBEREE S MDMTH 5. HEL
PR IR AOEE Uy & BERERE 65 T, 22 0BT L TV 3. HB-LES(H#R) &
S 572, Jensen H DEFRKER (N HI) &, Salon &5 DIEF C4 &2 HWHEKD LES
RI(REX Y > aff) ZEATTB Y b LTWS. O kL, XAl ut = log(yT)/k+ A
ZERLTWVS. AV VER K =041 THH, Ald Salon & 2] Ditik%FiZ, 90° A
RTiX 6, 120° L ETIE 5 ¥ LTW3. HB-LES OfERIZIZE A Y OMMHET, - 1€
KD LES  RO—HMBHE SN S, M#EEYH & HE BB IS, T TD 60° ~ 150° T,
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HB-LES, 528, #E3kD LES OME DR IIWT WAl —F L T\, T IUIAIENT
T, BEA ECHZELLELMBEREIER I N TS 2 ZRLTWVW5.

1.01¢° 1.0190°
0.5- EEEEEEESN EEEEEEEBEBN 0'5-
1.0' ]_50 10_ 1050

.—-—-ri‘i'l—l-nllllllli

0‘5- “ll.llllllllllllll 0.5_

4
3
e
b

I
I
I
1
1
T
4
I
I
U
i
I
I
d

1.0' 300 10_ 1200 ]

0.51
1.0- 450 "R R RN 10- 1350
0,5'W—.-1-R11lllllllng
1.0+ 60° A ] 1.0 150°
0.51 (7 N N ——

1.09-75° i —= | ] 6
0.51 0.51
T I ! . I_I_LIT-_-_;_-_-—._:._._._*___'_1_ —
0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0
/s y/ds

Fig.3.4: Normalized Streamwise Mean Velocity Profiles u/Uy, blue lines; HB-LES, dashed
orange lines; conventional LES(C4) [2], black cross; experimental data [3], green

dashed lines; logarithmic law ™ = log(y™)/k + A.
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Fig.B3 1%, #EXTTRERBIMIG ST 7, /pUoV 20w D, 1 D OREEETH 5. 2ikr
LUC, BEMBIWTIE 3 EE B L OERD LES OFER L ERBIICR S —HR L TW5. BEMHE]
WiIH 1 DR AMES & CRA & 72 2 00H 80° 139ERD LES ¥ B —H L TE Y, ELRIES
WK EBEMIEIANDEELHHETETWSE Z A yh 5. £/ HB-LES T, 30°,210°
(T OBRIC X 2 BERIMTG 1 OIFEIE R A D] 2 EETETVS. Cho ORI
HB-LES 2SELRSREAEOR M EFHTETCVWA I ZRL TV,

Tw/ U0V 20w

0.0

0 90 180 270 360
Phaseldeg.]

Fig.3.5: Evolution of Normalized Wall-Shear Stress 7,,/pUov2vw over 1 Period, blue line;
HB-LES, dashed orange line; conventional LES(C4) [7], black cross; experimental
data [3].

322 AEREH

FigBB 3 y = 0.0858g TOBEH/K P EH O XA RELHONHTH 2. y =
0.08585 1ZAIHH 90° B WT yt = 7 L R 2 METH 3. RHOMFELD, 192.9° ~
347.1° IKHE S N X4 AL U OWTIREERKIEL, 12.9° ~ 167.1° L LTF R v
FLTWB.

15° fHE TEFAMITHU S R b ) — 7538141, 30° i Tz hbssifbx s, 30° XL
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BECIEA MY — 271320/ DS RELTMEEAN S 5. /DS RELTIMEELZ 90° LT
ARSI 72D, 135° (HEETHEET 5. I ED ¥ ZEREIZITE D, &K
/N R LTRSS X HR T 5.

HB-LES TH 541k 2 s OELRIE D %8N, fEk0 LES Tl X h7z%8) 2] ¢
—E L THD, HB-LES OFEAET Q ¥ Q oA THMNEYICRICKmE L
ZRLTW5. BEREEOELTAEIE I, ST ZOE & NV 7 BE OJGE OB KL S h
% [2,030]. HiEOIIM AL ER, X (220) G —HOIFEHTRE I N . BRED
PUL 2 I DI, R (Z20) ANEEHD 9 TRAND. TS OHEOEEEZIIT
LES-stage T Q' 23%ZE L, ELME BRI N 5. GLIAE Q' OFfE, HAETHWIE S
ZELTQIIRMENS.

Fig B2 1, fiiAH 30°,90°, 150° 1281} 2 RITELRMRE 7 TH 5. HB-LES 1ZHEKkD
LES E 2FAHNICRS —HLTED, ¥R TEERE D RVW—ED RN 5. ZhED
REETIE, BEEHEOATRAETOEIRME D K< BNA TS 22025, 30°
WBWTHE DELREDIE TRV OIE, BHEELROGBREIREERICL2bDEEZIONS.
HERTTIRENE D E <, HHALAOEEH R W Hino & DFEER [130] T, 150° 225 30° T
VRrms DB EZHET 23N TEY, KFETHHEEE RoTWVS.

Fig BR X EXOtELR = V¥ — K O, 1 B OREBRETH 5.

K" = V(1]02 /v (u'2 +u? w’2> dv (3.6)
HB-LES (39l & #R1E, 3 X 90° £ h b hPIEBENTRAMELZ IS RICDOWT, 16K
D LES ¥ R —HLTH D, BEEFEOELIME DR E L < 1T 2 LMD « HoED
HTETWAZRRLTWS.
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Fig.3.6: Contour Plots of Fluctuating Streamwise Velocity u’ with Respect to Plane-
Averaged throughout a Half-Cycle at y = 0.0850s. contour range is
—5[m/s](blue) < u' < 5[m/s](red).
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Fig.3.7: Normalized Turbulent Intencities, blue lines; HB-LES, dashed orange lines; con-

3.2.3 MHEFHIE

ventional LES(C4) [2], black cross; experimental data [3].
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Fig.3.8: Evolution of Turbulent Kinetic Energy K:* over 1 Period, blue line; HB-LES,
dashed orange line; conventional LES(C4) [7].

THIETZ 2HETHBHORANG S %, UIHEICNZ /b0 LRoTWVS. y IEFH
PN X B8 S FOVIEL 2R THRET, AHEOFEEEE X O FEETIE 0.1 2
BTH5 I, EHRD LES IT& D 5hoTna. BIE LMHE THIEIZ 2B coiE
DI & X DHFPICINE > TWB. =7 TIRIXIE S) DEFTH D, BIEHED
BEICREHSOEZ 7L, WHEEDRAL LTHIEL TVWB 22390 5.

FETISIE ERTIGEB R R D ORME [, Sdy/Uo® 13, JEHEMEED T v 2 VELTIC
BOWTELA ZAXIEN < /v > 7%, Figgan ik, ExofblLzv 4 2 v XIEHho
BEMI TR E T A9 T & %. HB-LES OfFRICOWTE, HETBHOMIHE [ Sdy /Uy?
¥, LES-stage DELAZEH Q' 2o BEHFMG L =L A 2 A XIEH < u/'v' > /Uy OS5 %
Jay bLTW2. 7 [ Sdy /U 1 ZIFIFEMTHEBR L KD LES ORIICINE > T
D, METHEHZERETHTETWAZernhrsd. ¥ fy Sdy /Uy 73 LES-stage
OQ DHFMiiLizL A/ ARIESTE BLE =BT 22 p 5, HETBEOKERVTFH
& LES TR ZZELME X B TE 2D 52 5.

M EofgoBf%E 6, HB-LES TIEYI LT T, METFEBIRICKMI N TnE 2k
DR T E 5. LES-stage THIZIT ORI LELIRME 2 HHTE 220, Q' OfistE
TH5 S EHERLRDLZENTER. 2HZ Q ¥ Q DHETH, Q ITHYNICK
MEXNARTH 5. 7z HB-stage TELIRIARIC & D B 2 BT O IFRIE 12 288 %
THITE /=D, LES-stage T S BEEEICKDON/2DEEZ 5.
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Fig.3.9: Normalized Mutual Interaction Term Sds/Up? at wt = 90° for HB-stage 9. Right
side is a close-up view near the wall. solid blue lines; initial values Spds/ Uo2, dotted

blue lines; (So+|S’|)ds/Uo?, red line; modified values (So+V (ﬂtv : AQ))(SS/UOQ.
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Fig.3.10: Normalized Reynolds Stress Profiles < u'v' > /Uy, solid blue lines; fy Sdy/Uo?,
dotted blue lines; < u'v' > /Uy? directly evaluated from Q’, dashed orange lines;

conventional LES [P], black cross; experimental data [3].
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ARETIX, N#a— FOHRICE D HB-LES 2525 U 7-. £7-88% L7 HB-LES I &
D, A b= RABZRZE I VA IVZED Res, = 1790 O Stokes Boundary Layer O
fgetir 2 5206 L 7=. HB-LES T1§ 6 WAy, BLIRAZN O ROt &, B X CMHAET
B, FERPLMKD LES OEE#R T — X L EBNICRVW—REZ/R L. FBEORE
TORHRRELTNGE, B X CELIRBRSRIC X 2 AR D OIFE ¥ 82 B TETED,
HB-LES ® 72 X B Xa— FiIZBWT, @R CHE TR X 3
DR TE 1.
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EA4E
NACA0012 DEY F T

RETIE, ERRRVLTiAAO HB-LES Q@ AlRet 2 E S 5. T TIEIMETHT—

IR EE D i e LT, REXGCRBIETY v 57> 2733 NACA0012 & H oiih o
fEAT 24T S .

AT TR IOTEHARN Z I S 72912, HB-LES I Ok E1T5. — s B
BTWHDRAEGIETH 5. SBL L B4 ARAN ERTHENIC oM E2RO70, v—
PRRATZ 4 VRICHAT 2B PITREIAAN Y FHEOAE T2, “RBRHEETBHEDE
ECHW 2 BER RO EAIETH 2. Z X TER (28) ol £ 2
SELUREEREL DG EEHMEIC 72 5. RETIIEHANREURERE DO EAEL LT,
Spalart-Allmaras € 7 /v [[31] OELFRGEFRECT LG RE 2 RE T 5.

LES-stage THAT#HZ KM U 7 ELMZ BT 5 2 L I3RTE TR 2o TWa
B, T TRIR LA THWIH, 3 XCMHAETBEIERZ M SN 2 FARTICERE
MT3. F3FEHEEERENFEZIERD LES & RS 5. RIHBROMHETFHBIEAD
EIZOWTHR D &, HET B OB RNERN 1 DTG F RO W TR
T35 T, ZRTIHER L7 HB-LES OEMAME e EfEE2HE T 5.

4.1 FEEH

KIFEMFTIIE v 5> 279 % NACA0012 i b ofiinz#k 5. WA a = 1°sin(wt)
TIREI L, ERITTIRBIBUL bk = we/2Us = 0.1 (S; ~ 0.03) TH 3. FEif~ v ~NEUE
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My =015 THDY, ERICHT L4 /7 LZENE Re = 2 x 10° TH 5. AENTTLELLE
D=, HERD LES 12 & D 2.5 EHD O SERE T & SEHE L 7-.

FHEMEE FigdD 2R3, FHT RSV HMIME 0.1c 1I2DWTE, Moreau 5 ® Re =
1.5 x 10° OEHERICOVWTO, EEEB L LES [132] iIc kX 2MHBERICHET 2|A& %
HICHRA L7z, C BT O FREIE 829 x 213 x 87 TH 5. HFIRIIHEAIEH T
AZmaz ~ 5 x 1073¢, Aypmin ~ 7 x 107%, Az ~ 1 x 107 3¢ TH D, Re = 10° TIX
maz(Ayt,,;,) F 05 BEL XT3 [33). AETERHVE a = 0° DEHTRD LES
2B B IR % , Fig R . FRICIEAKS T (fine mesh) ¥ Oy LT, 2
IRV ITTARGRE Az ~ 1.5 x 1073¢ DWEEF (coarse mesh), Lin 512 &k % LES [4,134],
B XU Sagrado HIC X2 FEEMR B vy FLTWS. KIEFD C, IR THE
BiEe B—HLTED, £ 2/c~ 0.9 TOERBICL2FEN0MIE @] PEHETETYL
%728, FHZ A S F AN DWW TEHETIEE X K ARG D70 L HIlT U 7. BE5SAT
(& Farfield, fJ358E, B, B X0 C BRI TO 1 XIMH L 9%, 2 Z2hAMH LT
W3,

Wik

10C

20C

®o.1c

Fig.4.1: Computational Domain of Pitching NACA0012 Airfoil.

LES-stage, HB-stage THW =Bz & MRS OBERULF4E, 3 HoD SBL O
fERT & R TH 5. HB-stage DE— FEIZOWTIX, BEOVY v F 72§ % RANS *
MW/ HB @& — FIGRZFLIC [8R,0135], AGHHETIE N =2 Z28HA L. 5 ROX A AL
MBI B R A AL~V 1 2 BIEIZ o = 0°(1),0.951°(1), 0.588°(1), —0.588°(].
), —0.951°(1) TH 3.
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—1.0

0.91

Fig.4.2: Pressure Coefficients C}, on Upper Surface, solid blue line; fine mesh, dotted blue
line; coarse mesh, dashed orange line; LES by Lin et al. [d], black cross; experi-

mental data [5].

CRICARAANDILRICH 72 D, R (E26) OFEHRIEIE, > 7V v KB AT,
MOREE &, RV D ADZEREE R Lz, HATBHEHOEBEICZOWT, R
(2=27) DRELIURETERREL B 1%, Spalart-Allmaras €7V [131] OELTRAGERE TRE T 3.
EFLTHWS LA 2 VREGHRIE, FEES Q ZFHLTWS.

Fig B3 1%, fE3K D LES 12 X 2 ERREET OFERN SEIE LTz, BRI CL dAx2
MVTH B, HiEDHDIWMHE ©y F ¥ 7 OREROMICIZ 2 HITEEDRZ D 2H 5
7%, LES-stage % > 7"V ¥ ZIKH AT, 32 6 DRER 7 —vodfiffe LT 1/15T
L7 1/15T &, HABEZ oy 225 HED 5N 2R KDOEH ORI R 77— 6y /Uso
DELZ20E5TH 5. FREMEERIE AT, = 1/10T & L7-. Fig.hd X LES-stage 2,
a=0°1) KCBIZRELHOBBMEOERETH 3. BEOMEZ, 28V HHAEE w D
Ll JVADETREED 5% L7282 LTW3. LES-stage D#HIZIZ BN B 1S
DEIH, ¢ = 01T UBEE—ETH D, FIHEOHEMIIZRL Ko T2 LIl TX 5.

HB-LES O MR PIEICIE, HBIC X 2 E@IREHEOICRE L Wiz, EistHE Tl
IR MR ED 2720, a— RAAB L CREEGMOMBGEL LR L8 TFL, —THEE
D Roe AF¥F —LZHWTW3S. ¥ Istage HOELREE) Q' 1, a = 0° DEHELIICE
JREEEYIAELE LTH52TW5.
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Fig.4.3: Power Spectrum of Lift Coefficient C, orange line; pitching frequency, green dotted
line; cut-off frequency 1/ATs, red dashed line; frequency of vortex shedding.
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Fig.4.4: Time History of Transition Point during LES-stage 2 for Time-Level 1.

42 HER

Fig.Z5 1% HB-LES OIUHRBIETH b, #ilfild stage £, #tfid HB-stage T D A
DERAFEHROLNE L2 / VA TH 5. BILREITHFHED L, stage 4 DIFT/HX
{TmoTW5b. stage 3 DIBDZELEIIANVZIEED 0.1% BETH D, stage 3 THEZUN
WL TWBEHrTx5.
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Fig.4.5: Convergence of Periodic Components Q.

421 ZTEHEZRE

Fig BB, 072 1%, INHRRICB I 2B R C, BROTINRE Cy D 2TV ¥ 20—
T»%. HB-LES DR TIEIN—TDRIZFZRTD a=0°(1) K=MZ2MNITT05.
D7Dz, 2 A DHERD LES OffiHR%Z 7my F L TW5. 1EKRD LES DD ¥
ZEX, MEDOH T —=12HES.

%3 C IZ2W\WT, HB-LES 13IZEETOWATHERD LES OIRNMEICINE > TV 5.
F2H0EKD LES L RBOKKEFE D O 27V & 2%, MitHREES k; = 0.144 LR D
EIOTIREET C, e 27V Y ADKKEEIE D & 72 %, Motta 6 DTl [136] £ &E LT
W3, Og iIZ2WTIE, HB-LES 3K D LES @ 1.5T7 Y L —HLTW3. fitk
® LES 78 1.5T LTl 0° IOV TIIENE 2> TW3 Z 2 » 5, HB-LES TV
2y ML TNV AS RO P E LN ER 5.
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Fig.4.6: Lift Hysteresis, blue lines; HB-LES, lines with color change from yellow to orange;

conventional LES.
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Fig.4.7: Drag Hysteresis, legends are the same as those of Fig.A 4.
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422 MEFSEANDILRORE

Fig. AR, B9 3, HB-stage 3 ICH T 2 HATHIHD YA Sy, 3 X OHATHIHEEER
AS =V (BY-AQ) BRL TS, TITRLA /LRGN L JTEAF LI LT, S
DERAMEEER T %, B BEF O FITH> THED LEZ ey FLTW5.
BN BT % 7R3 72912 LES-stage 3 I8} % L[Q] DEFEE OFEERE, ZHD R
r— VR DIERE Q (AT) DAY HABEDOESREF VT WS, Sy OFESD
B, SIMEN T OB MEBE L TVS. ELEHO RS — )L TOME WS X235
FETRNWZ 2o, ZEEEDRITH W I BITBm HTWRVWEE R 5. BIEE AS
\%, HB-stage 1 TIEBIHIE & RIMN TR Z <, stage 3 D Sy D 30% BEDEZFFD. —
J5T stage 31THBIF 2 ASIF, So L HART /MW, ZD7® RANS € 7L DELKS
MREE WS E TS, IR CREAETHIESEFNEBIEZ RN LR TE 5.

0.1
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—0.050 | 0.1
—0.075 '
0.95 1.00 1.05 1.10

Fig.4.8: Normalized Turbulent Stress fn Szdn/Uoo2 and Contour Lines of Normalized
Streamwise Velocity L[u]/Us and Spanwise w/Us. Contour range is -0.1 (blue)
< fn S.dn/Us? < 0.1(red). Gray contour lines are drawn every 0.1 of L[u]/Us.

Green and orange contour lines represent +0.05w/Ux.
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Fig.4.9: Correction of Mutual Interaction Term fn ASxaln/Uoo2 and Contour Lines of
Normalized Streamwise Velocity L[u]/Us. Contour range is -0.03 (blue) <
fn S.dn/Us? < 0.03(red). Contour lines are drawn every 0.1 of L{u]/Us.

423 HEMNEDOREEIRS

FigET0 X, o = 0° KBI 2 HABRE X B X UORIROEERIBIEO N TH 5. K
A FETREE Use @ 10% BREOEBHZMHES 729, T I TIIEREES - #ERBERIE
u/Uso = 0.9 L2 BB SFE L. /¢ < 1.0 TR, HHAEES LTHE FROM%E
FAWTW3., 708D LES IZ2W T ¢ = 2T Otk 1/157 OXMETh, i - 2o
FHIAPEEE%R 7 a vy L TWwa. HB-LES & LES ORERESFEONG T, x/c ~ 1.02 1
B2 EERIEEOIEE R A RSN 3. Z4ud HB-LES TLENIC X 2 IRAEE X
DEMEFHRTETVWSE I ERLTVS.

Fig 0 13, BBAHIC B 2 ERAFEEOSE RS HTH 5. 1EKD LES 12D
WTE, Uy b A ZUIRED 15T 56 25T BT %, X4 L L)L t; OFiE
[t; —1/15T,t; + 1/15T) DK « 2RV FGAPFEEZ 7y P LTWS. WTEAD X A A
LAULT S, HEHEREE S LMRo v — 7 #, F7-%IR0=ME RO W T, HB-LES
3R D LES ORR g e Bh—B L T 5.
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Fig.4.10: Distribution of Normalized Boundary Layer and Wake Thickness §/c at a = 0°,
blue line; HB-LES, dashed orange line; time-averaged values from 27 — 1/15T to
2T + 1/15T of conventional LES.

HESAOIEEFIECBE LT, BREE X O ERIEO Ll EOR B2 (%, Fig a1
WWRT . BB ys 1 u/Us =09 ERZEKD y TH 2. ARTIEFET0 60L&
Ays = ys — Us ZERBDORKEN Ayrp TEITUEL LD DE vy PLTWS. ERKD
LES iIZ2W Tt =T 256 2T OBFRHEZ K#R T, 720118 1/15T O DR FE %
Xy yaffcr/ay hLTW3. x/c=1.0,1.05 D¥H 5IBWVWTD, HB-LES I35k
LES I2BF 2 BRIRHEDZE DHEFICINE > TW 3. £/ Ays 230 K/ B/ 7 2 (i
WKOWTFERE S e R —B L TV 5. BBROENMIIHT 2 MHENLEFERTE T
%Z 5, HB-LES THABE L URIROIEEFEEEZ TFHTETWE Z L0 h 5.

DUE X b HB-LES T, &I B T 2 AR 2 SEHECTHITE TV EX
5. EFHCRGEAFIET 2 RIROIEEFEO BB, MEFHNEYN AR ICK
XA TWE I ZRLTWVWS. INHRBICBWTHETHBEMNEFBIEZAS, HETH
HY FS D HICEF DR 7 — V2RO inRoninwZ e kL2 2 ¢, HAET
VBIHD TN\ DYLRDHYNCHERE L T2 52 5.
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Fig.4.11: Streamwise Mean Velocity Profiles near Trailing Edge, blue lines; HB-LES, orange

lines; time-averaged values from t; — 1/15T to t; + 1/15T of conventional LES.
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Fig.4.12: Variation of Normalized y-Coordinate of Boundary Layer or Wake Edge
Ays/Ayrg on the Upper Surface, blue line; HB-LES, orange lines; conventional
LES(dotted; instantaneous, dashed; time-averaged values from t¢; — 1/15T to
t; +1/15T), black line; y-coordinate of trailing-edge.
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RETIE, EEWZTALCHS 2 HB-LES 0@l REM o f# % H AN, KEXTIRE)
BTty F 7355 NACAO0L2 Dt 25 L 7z. AfEHrTid, METHWHEDO R — X

7 4 & LTS 8 2080 RO ADZEREE 2RI Uz, £ 725 O
RANS €7V OELTR R TRE T % 2 & T, HB-LES % UMLK L 7=

RIFHTTIF DN IR e 7V > 2%, #ERD LES @ 1.5 FHLIE & RN
(—H L7 HETHHEZENES XOCRRNTRD S2RIMTH D, &4 stage T

FBESNTWIRWI L 2R L. HATHBOREIRWERMNIEIZE T, FiRX
2B BHEE S HiE LES QBRI Ru—H%2 R L. $-EEEHRET 2%
DIFEFEEE RS BHTETE Y, HETHIHED ZXITTADILIRAIHEINHEREL TW5 2
EHERTE 72,

AT Tl LES THEERREHESEE - 18 FZ2HWTWw5. %7 LES-stage 4% > 7'
> 7N, SBL & FRRICIRAKDEBH DR R 7 — LD 20 f5FEETH D, X D —H7
R, AT OASIR X D ZRIeo A RO RIS LT, R R 7 — v D BED R
SN BRD, R REES N L — FA 77 HB-LES S TE 3 L iffxh 3. £/
Iy b A TNV A SRS % 7 4 X 2B B3 EREEICHHIET % % %, HB-LES
DEHEOEMEEZR 5.
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FHE
BEENT TV R

AETIEHB-LESODFEYRA L —>are LT, BEENT v O % ERS
5. BEEANT = v TR, EREIRENCH S RIBEEFUE O B Z#ARNIGICK E 1
BrEz22EZ260TED [6], LES &2 FHlo&EEHELLIHAFIATHS.

RN TLE, N7 = v b OEBPIRENCH 5 FIBES FE o J8 £ 8%, HB-LES THE1E
FICTHICTE 2 2 e 2md. 3 RIEIES X OLETHREOEFFIREPLIER L DER
M7z BIc & D, N7 = v F OERKIRE % HB-LES OGS & LTTFRITETWVS
Z e RERT 5. RITHEBFIRENN 3 2 #EE - HNE, BLXEENEFHOMHICELRZ
4T, HEHETE OIFEHE I OWTHRT 5.

5.1 EBEEZH

AFEHTTILE, OATISA HIA D DEEHEANT = v 2 5. OAT1I5A HEJE D OEFH R
TBWT, v v "\ Belfio~y FTIZEDOZENRFHICG T2 o20EBICOEINS.
A HE A AE N TE B B B AL B DY R R T A E§ 2 1HIE: regular shock motion &, K
O A HE N E H B BRI B 2 B AT T~ E T 5 #HI: inverse shock motion T
»%. Nitzsche 512X 28, X7z v FOHFRICBWTHAR Re = 3 x 10, M, =
0.73,a = 3.5° D&M [6-10] & inverse shock motion IZJ& L, regular shock motion &
DEFR I D DT HPIANK E W [137].

AT TIRFERRICEER & D DT 2ITHAPKRE L, OB DI WETREJE TR T
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E2%R LT, Re=10% M, = 0.73, 0 = 4° DRENR L Utz EHREIRENFE S 5k
S5 O AR ENE, AT CTH MR REFARDO X =X LTHEL S EEZDHNS.
Inverse shock motion T3, BB /55 THIC X 2 RBEDEERIIL )T ORAIGZITR L
TR SN THED 137, $EFNEDORMTANT = v  OEERITEA B L A 7
WV ZFTHR S ARIFE LW Z e A T % 10, 138).

STHMEEE Fighbl o B TH O, MFEEBMLETO CHle YhiEr LikiEik
572D HHZHAGDETWS. BT REIIEM LT 1247 X 179 x 119 TH D, T
MEIZEEEHT AZmae ~ 1.2 X 1073¢, AYmin ~ 5 % 1072, Az ~ 4 x 1074 TH 3.

30C

Fig.5.1: Computational Domain of Transonic Buffet of OAT15A.

LES-stage T DOBIIEDFEM 12 1%, Weighted Compact Nonlinear Scheme [39-14T]
12 K B IERIEMIRIC 7T G L L 72 SHUS 2 HWz. 2 ofthoftstae13, LES-stage,
HB-stage 312 NACA0012 D v F > Dt L [AETH 5.

LES-stage TWEEENZ bV v ¥ 7 & LT, Shyy 5 ® Counter-flow force-based
method [127] (HEXEl) #BA L7, HENMER T 2 HIB O Litmid, BOuikkME
Dx/c=007THD, FHEBOEL &S, BIXIRENOME 2R ITHREUTZLENR
a=0.05¢,b=0.02¢,D. =3 x 10 TH 3.

BEHEANT =2y b HB T, 1 ROIFEFHER T OMHEE N =1 OFtETIRIEICR T
5 ENTWVWS 86,89, 00]. F7-EREAEOHHNE, EER [138] XD 1 XROIELKTIE
PITEZ DRI NTWE. ZThBER, KT TIEHB DE—FRIEIN=12L
7o, FJEBAE w 133 (138 24402, EIOTIRENEDY S, = 0.065 72 2fETH A TW5.
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LES-stage OfEMRH B X OV > 7Y ¥ FIEIEHIIC AT, = ATy, = 1/10T & L 7.
Fig 52 [3EHBIHTH D z/c = 0.4 1B %5 LES-stage BIOBEE R Cr BETH D, ¥
HIEORED 1/10T TIEFEL L2 e PR TE 3. £/ AT, = 1/10T 3HRAEE
X5~ 0.05¢ IR, 300/Uy &2 5ETH Y, BHORM AT — & DHIZEWTHIE
NACA0012 Offtr L FIREE L 72 o T\ 5.

0.0101
—— Time-Level 1

0.0081 —— Time-Level 2
—— Time-Level 3
0.006 1
D\ 0.004 1
0.002 1
0.000 1
—0.002
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20

t)T

Fig.5.2: Time History of Friction Coefficient Cy at x/c = 0.4 during LES-stage 1.

a = 4° + 0.5%sin(wt) TE v F 273 2% OATI5A EHJE D 0Nzt 3 % Spalart-
Allmaras €7 V% AWz HB Of#NT 2 555 L, INHEZ &R D stage D & FARK 7 #1#A(E
YL £l a=4° 12053 10FTT ® LES %ML, REMEOELREZE KD % 1stage
HoOELMZE Q' t LTER%.
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5.2 ¥R

Fig.63 13 HB-LES OIHBRETH H, MElld stage £, #tihiZ HB-stage T AL
DERGTAEFEOENE L2 VA THS. ZtElL stage 5 FTT—HI/NE L LoT
B, HEGSIZIZPERL TWS eI CE 5. £/ Fighd 3, stage 2 D 1 F#ADH
MR8 C JBIETH . KRR TIEREDH 7 — N—=I1ZHEW, stage Z L ITHRDOENEL 5
X5 7my FLTED, (iMHD stage 3 LIRIFIZAE L IR o TWVWB Z DB 0H 5.

1.24
5
_ 1.1
10% _ 3
<§ S)
=6 x 10!
4 % 10!
3 x 10!
0.91 : :
i : : : : 0 1/3 2/3 1
stage t/T
Fig.5.3: Convergence of Periodic Fig.5.4: Time History of Lift Coefficient C,
Components Q. over 1 Period, line color darkens as

stage progresses.

5.2.1 [FEHFHEENTHRE

Figha ¥, ENREOI B X OCENEHRETH 5. REICIHEDD, L1 /L
2 Re = 3 x 10%, M o = 3.5° 1CBW %, Eh [10] B LOEREHHE 69 OFFR
780y FLTWS. EHFREC, I2WT, X7 xzy POAELRWY My, = 0.715 TD
WMLES [6] ¥ #7 D, HB-LES & z/c = 0.5 25 0.6 DX THE L2 RAEEZE L,
Zhang 5 ® WMLES [ iEWnfieRoTWb. FRENEHBRE p' iy K2WT
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b, E—2 Offild WMLES & EEOMOfETH b, HB-LES TEBEIREIN4 LTV
e hb. BEEIEAFIBICOWT, a=4° Db ETLA JIVAED 2.7 x 108 225
1.5 x 108 IZ RD3B35E, £72 Re =3 x 105 @ & THlIfH 3.5° 205 4.0° 12 LD B5E,
zhziz/c=0.025 BETO®KET 2 Z e EBRTHE I TV 138,043,044, AR
ATETHEREFOMIEE, COLOMEFARED /¢~ 0.05 % TH 5.

z/c > 0.6 DFEBICHBWT, HB-LES O p/ 5y & WMLES &, 72 C, 11X THEER
EBRVW—EHERLTWS. DDES [R] 83X U ZDES [9] T Cp, 2MEL p'ryrg BDRZFWVD
X, RS ORI @A L TW 2D e IRTW3 6. %5 DENDHORE
RWFHIZ, HB-LES &R OB OB ORRE O E*HHTETWS Z 2 2R L
TW3.

—1.54 X exp, Jacquin et al. (2009)
----- DDES, Grossi et al. (2014)
—-— ZDES, Deck (2005)

WMLES, Fukushima et al. (2018)

—1.04]

I WMLES (M., = 0.715), Fukushima et al. (2018)
—0 5: -== WMLES, Zhang et al. (2021)

8
00

0.5

1.0+

0.0
(a) Time-Averaged Pressure Coefficient (b) Wall Pressure Fluctuation

Fig.5.5: Time-Averaged Pressure Coefficient C), and Wall Pressure Fluctuation \/p’=p’ /Poos
blue line; HB-LES, dashed orange line; WMLES [6], dotted orange line; WMLES
of non-buffet condition [6], dashed magenta line; WMLES [7], dotted green line;
Delayed-DES [8], dashdot green line; Zonal-DES [d], black cross; experimental
data [I0].
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Fig.58, b0 13 FH3HE S K HEZTREZ D, REi» 5 OEES DA TH 5. x/c=
0.6 ZEHLIERBEMOBIMETH D, z/c = 0.8 IZERIE T OHEE - FHAE 0L
C2HERTH 5. HENM EHmEtic, K LT A7y FOEL ZEMHTD
WMLES [6] WA it oTW0Wd. N7 zy bBELRWEEL B D, HESHIE
HEEC XD R oA ZALTWS. ZEIEERY -7 OEL B, $LEHDOLE
WZ2OWT, WMLES 2 EEICEL L TW5. £2FHC x/c = 0.8 T, y/c < 0.01
THMABICE D RBRBAEIHTHNZDETFHTETHS.

T ® 35, HB-LES TE LN A S KOEHRER, BHENT = v b O
BY LTEBMICR YRR RLTWS. ZOZ LB EHEANT 2 v b OERIIRE)
WXt 2%, HB-LES TRMM S L LTTFHITCETW3 e EX oS, $RC
ARGATTUX, BRI ORIBE - FEBRORNE RS FHITETWELE 25,

0.05 0.08
0.04 1

0.06 1
0.031

2 2 0.041
>

0.021

0.021
0.011
0.00 L—=——"—— - 0.00 — - -

0.0 0.5 1.0 0.0 0.5 1.0

(a) HB-LES; z/c = 0.6, others; z/c = 0.55 (b) HB-LES; z/c = 0.8, others; z/c = 0.75

Fig.5.6: Streamwise Mean Velocity Profiles /U on the suction surface, solid blue lines;
HB-LES, dashed orange lines; WMLES [6], dotted orange line; WMLES of non-
buffet condition [B], dotted green lines; Delayed-DES [R], dashdot green lines;
Zonal-DES [4].
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0.05 1= 0.08
0.071
0.04 1
0.06 1
0.03- 0.051
2 < 0.04
SN >
0.021 0.031
0.02 1
0.01 1
0.01
0.00 — - . 0.00 N |
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6
urMS/Uso urms/Uso
(a) HB-LES; xz/c = 0.6, others; z/c = 0.55 (b) HB-LES; z/c = 0.8, others; z/c = 0.75

Fig.5.7: Streamwise Velocity Fluctuations urams/Us on the suction surface, legends are

the same as those of Fig.b®.

522 N7 zxv hrREHERE

Fig5b® &, 1 FMAOBERE N E, A~ v L, BLXUAEHEOEERROBREEL 7
By bLAbDOTHS. EHREEAEIZEKTEFEn = 0.16c L TREYRIRKR L 725 51
ThHY, FHARTY N Mypar 1En = 0.16c ETORKETH 5. HEEME L &K
~ v NBUE, B RD XA ALV TEHII L 22 #h 2T ey S LTED, iitHzE R
T2 1 RDIELETT 4 v 74 Y7 LEREFI VTV, ETHRKY v O E
B DR L 1/4T §98h 3 2o wT, WMLES [6] 2928k [145] TOEM & —%
LT3, k7-EBOTHERAR OEHRIZER D S OHEE, 3 Xk CERIKZREAERD
gD 5 OFEICOWTSH, WMLES [6) TRON-EHEHETE TV

Fighd, B0, XA ALRNVZBIHRELTHS. £33 ¢ =018 2HERK
ERDOHEE, ¢ =2/3T 1CBTF 2% z/c = 0.7 FIEOHMNEICOWVWT, Fighs & O —HEHHE
RTEZ. TRANED, t =055 1/3T ZHhF TOHBERDILK, t = 1/3T TRDY
t =2/3T CHIET 2 HRHD%EF) [6,00]) %, HB-LES THEHTETWS I B9 h 5.

Fig hiIn 3% X 4 L LW BIT2ENGETH D, HIFE - BB S HRER S OFE
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HZENZOWT, WMLES [6] & @M — T 2 288 H R T & 5. HRIEHAE L #
HERAER T % t = 1/37 T, HEHEARED S BFCHr I TOENDERT 5. FHE
DBIE LS T % t = 2/3T Tl&, lEBE%TOENHEREL TV 5.

PUE &b HB-LES CHEREIRENCHE S HERIERE O 21, H5RE O HEE - FF 5,
WMLES [6] 525 0] TOBH e FROIEF THETETWS Z e rhd. F-E%
BRI D ¥ — 27 DA, B X ORI - FAEAE T 20OV TSH WMLES (6] &
—HIT 506, AR CTEHEHEREOIEFEELZRHEHATETWIEERS. A
RO ERMN R - AOE T, BEFRANT = v MBI 2 EHREIRE & HEO H
% HIHE S o FIAZ S %, HB-LES THREHEICTHITE - 51 5.

_ ﬂ"{marr
1.35 1.36 1.37 1.38 1.39 1.40

0.0 ' '

0.2 0.01

0.41
&~
= :

0.6

o
0.81 0.0

Fig.5.8: Time History of Shock Position at n/c = 0.16, Maximum Mach Number M,,qz,
Friction Coefficient Cy = 27,/ pUso? over 1 period, dashed green line; shock posi-
tion, dotted red line; Myaqz, contour range is 0.0 (blue) < Cf < 0.02 (red). white

areas are Cy < 0 indicating separation region.
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y/c
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0.0
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—0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4
z/c

(a) u/Uss at t =0T.
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-0.2
—0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 14
zfc
(b) u/Ux at t =0.33T.
15
-0.2

—0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4

z/c

(¢) u/Uso at t =0.67T.

Fig.5.9: Normalized Streamwise Velocity Field. Contour range is -0.2 (blue) < u/Us < 1.5

(red). Contour lines are drawn every 0.1 at normalized velocity.
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1.5

02
0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 10 L1
z/c
(a) p/po at t =0T
15
02
0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 L1
zfc
15
02

0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 10 L1

(€) p/poc at t = 0.67T.

Fig.5.10: Close-up view of Fig.b™ of the area behind the shock-wave. Contour range and

contour lines are the same as those of Fig.5d.
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(a) p/poc at t = 0T.
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Fig.5.11: Normalized Pressure Field, contour range is 0.8(blue) < p/p < 1.05(red). con-

tour lines are drawn every 0.1 at normalized velocity.
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53 FIL®

AFETIE HB-LES DFEY AL —>are LT, OATISA BIZBIF 2 BEFHEAN
7y FOBNEFERL 7. HB-LES T§ &M - A 3B X 02858 1308 & HE N
7 xzy bORNGE UTERINCEZYS RO M 2R L, FICHEE - FAEBICBY 2ENB
K OHEDIL, BEFEHE L ERINICEBW—RER L7, ERIRENC A S 550
DZA, HE5UE DHEE - FAHE 1, HB-LES T3 WMLES % T Ol » RO NEF T
ATTBD, FERIEOMEOZCHBER ORI S FIME T2 BB TE

RIFFTICE D, BEFHEANAT 29 PDORXH =X LK LEE » 2 HEE5E 5 E o FEHZE
#%, HB-LES TEEHEICTHTE 2 Z L AT & %2, HB-LES T, &% ORE) &
HEDH 2 HNDOEHDAE AR S & L TEEMITE 2720, N7 2 v s OFHIFkL
ELTORMMEREIRENS.
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BO6E
EE

6.1 FEME

HB-LES T, FHEREDIZE A XX LES-stage 285 5. 5 E— FE N B—H1T
HIZ, HB I3 —RICERREBE D E X 0 @3RICNOEIE o s Lt ShTnwd 7).
¥ 7z HB-stage TIIELIMAE Z R T 2 WED TR W2, LES-stage & D fRRE DRV 1%
TR0, KL L LT T ETE 3. AIFROWT DM S, HB-stage DFtHLRF
% LES-stage ® 1/10 LI R TH 5.

HB-LES 2@ CPU KX, LES-stage DI AR O HFHEiT = 5. IRICE
T stage BlE M 2522, 8RO LES IC X 2HR Mc F7 O R & L L 72K
CPU KDt no 1&, XA THED 2 2 e TE 5.

M x AT x (2N +1)
N Mch

¥ - EEOFHEFFH TR % &, HB-LES T (63) X h @Wah® 2 H 3 5. LES-stage
ERA ALV L TE D, BROEEZHE L LIV TEIHEDRIEET H
5. XA LLAOVED ED CPU a7 3R TE 2546, 16RO LES I X 23tH L OFtHE
BRI L nr &, BA TR (B2) £ ChILET 3.

_MXAT
- Mo xT

KRG TEM L 72 3 7 — ZADEMTICOWT, I (BD), (B2) THHT 251 8%, BX O
RIS 251 H % TableBD ICF & ® 5. KD LES OfsY I 2 L—3 a VIR, {7

nc (6.1)

nr (6.2)
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M EE R % a3 2 56 QMBI R fEY LT, McT = 15T £ LTW3 [2,6]. Tablebl
& D, HB-LES OftBEME oM L n, %, BLZ S, TREL SN 2090 5. R (B2)
ERD XS IEHTE 3.

nr = (AT/(5/U)) x M/Mc x (6/L) x Sy (6.3)

ZITHRBEAERHMEORS LY, SLIREFORKDZEMARA T —LTH 5. KHKT
EMEL 7z 3 7 — 2D T, AT ~50(5/U) TRL, ¥72 M =5 RETH 7. EBEW
REETIEE A /L ~01THrZerikEr 28, npr~ S £7i2%. ZHUI HB-LES ©
SRR EFDORHERA r — L OATRESD Z L ZEKLTWS, $enr &S, & 6/L
WL, LA 2 VXD EWNIEE §/LIFNS R 270, —RICHERD LES OFEMiH
W72, S DMEL LA 2 AV ZBHBEWERIZY, HB-LES TR ERMRE EIHON 5.

Table 6.1: Computational Efficiencies and Computational Conditions.

RS | &4 AL~V S; §/L | AT/(6/U) | ne N
SBL 21 0.0055 | 0.0294 75 0.1 | 0.005
YyFro 5 0.0312 | 0.1 51 0.167 | 0.033
N7 xzy b 3 0.065 0.05 60 0.2 0.067

6.2 HB-LES O&FA

3HENS 5 BB CHERIN, X7 1a ) Xaroiffchi s HB-LES O KT
X, RESRD=riLT25.

1. FRDEEYE

HB-LES T, B2 7 — L OARSE (23) 205 28R D, #IEERER & 2 BELTN
WL TH LES OEEETOTHNARETH 2. ZHAEELRMTETH 2 HETHIES
%, LES-stage TOREFEFIHDOHRD &, FIGHREOAZFH L CAHE T 2RETH 5.
SBL TR ER 24 S BLIME R E 2 BE RS FHITE, £/ NACA0012 DY v F
JeEBERANT 2y MZBWTE, HEEEREOIEEHE MR HHTE .
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2. BRERHEOHEIX MER

A TR 728 D, HB-LES 133t BERHEZ 1R D LES @ S, SIREICEM T 5. 2
—HRICHEFR D LES OEfELREE: S, DIERWHRIZY, KERMRA EXESNZ %
BERLTW3.

HB-LES Do &E#h#(kid, LES IR 6 3 & sEt ARk s, HATBOHEB XU
HB-stage I& LES-stage DFFHGIEICHKIF LR\, DES 2 WMLES &R %2 HAT %
Z £ T, Wall-Resolved LES ZH\W 2 580 6t AR %2 X HICHEETE 5.

¥7- HB-LES I&, 7—& 1/O O a2 X Mgt EEROHIH T X 5. PEHED LES-stage
TR Q;=0THH, XA AL~V t; TORMABZHENT VDL AERTIEHNTES,
A Z W TICE XA L L LI BIT B ELRBIRLELIRME B 2T 2 729,
+EHA ) D BRI & B RIAE T 2 BT, X 512 LES-stage T, XA AL~V D
¥ 12 DES % URANS 7z &' 8272 2 BRI FiE %z, X 7-@Y3NH2 HOIUI R 51
TRV 2N TE 2. BRAZOTNADIKEIZS U TFEREFZHVDTIT 2 LT,
ATREBEEEZHIRT X 3.

3. BUIBEDBET

HB OEFITH 2 BN X%, HB-LES IZBWT bR XN 5. HB-stage T
RIEPEE Z DEFAWR AT DA RHET 270, 7 FN ) 4 ZHOEROBHRITBWT S,
JAIMZE B D D 2 EE O AZREE LTS5 Z DT E 5. $7158 0N EIEIREE
ZRETY Iy A NI Ao IREBORE 72 5. &% HB-LES 3R HAETH % 7=
O, itBEOR THENESTHY, HIMLBAIRETH 5.

6.3 FAICHITZIER

6.3.1 IEMEEDERE

LES-stage OFRFRFE AT, 1%, ¥IHHEOFZE D2 22 FTORMTH D, RIEFHN
PUMEICKRFES 5. AT, ORI, BORESLIRMEOH bz b7 53RN D 5.
Fig. 51 1 3 D SBL Of#NTIZHEWT, I#& stage T AT, 277D 1/300T & L72%;
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BD, BRI D 150° 2B 5 L4 / VXG55 TH 5. SBL OEGERICIE, LA /LR
JENTH UBERED AL — T2 AP 27> a VDK TH S & XN TWS [130]. N—
2 MEIHBPIR WK R 7 — V2B T %728 [146-149], AT, = 1/300T DfEHTCldiiih
MARFEDIREEZ Y > 7V U IRRICEATLEW, LA AV XIR 2 BRI L - & &
Zbid.

%72 4D NACA012 DY v F > 7T AT, = 1/30T & L7356, IRLAD - 72
(Fig.52). NACA0012 D ¥ v F > 7T, LES-stage DHIHHICTR W ETRAREDFE L 7z
»Hr (Figs3 (b), (c)), RAWCHEERILL, FEIREICES ((d)). A#H Tl LES-stage
BHCTRADS ENCEERRRE IS A b 7 W e D, AT, DSARE LSRR EE I > 7Y
JLUTLEW, BRE L7z EZ N 5.

6.3.2 HMEFFHIEDIEIEDKEEE

HB-stage THEURRETZ V255, 24 AL~ t; ORBERS Q; 3 XA HEw
fie <. X (B32) 1 DQj WZED, BEA LLRLTELTWS.
0Q;
or
RN (B2) ORI S, 2RI L T 2B RETH 570, ZEOKRMR 7 — 125D
JERALIED, AW ICHZET 2 rlReED D 5. ZEIORE R r — L 2RO B~ LE
PRAUAAET 5 &, BEOUNRT 7 1o L 22 ~ RHS(Q)) > DQ, ¥ & D, Wals%
b5 2. X (220) 5345 _THIE, NLEITHT I8 L TEBMALEDFEEZ IS L
HB-stage T DY % =8 5 HEHEZ HD.
JETRALEDFEE L, HIHHD stage TORARITOREZRZENIC K 25E L, Sy DFiat
B o ERBEICE 225505 5. BEFICRICBWTHEL S 3720, Hifk stage
THMHATHHEOEBIEINETH S.

= RHS(Q)) + S, — DQ (6.4)
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< uv > /U02

Fig.6.1: Comparison of Normalized Reynolds Stress Profiles at Different Relaxation Times,

solid blue line; HB-LES AT, = 2/3007, dotted blue line; HB-LES AT, = 1/300T,
black cross; experimental data [3].

" &/’\‘\._.
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10° 4 . . !
1 2 3

stage

Fig.6.2: Comparison of Convergence History of HB-LES at Different Relaxation Times,
blue line(Case 1); AT, = 1/30T, orange line(Case 2); AT, = 1/10T.
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Fig.6.3: Instantaneous Streamwise Velocity Fields during LES-stage 2 for time-level 1. Con-
tour range is -0.2 (blue) < u/Usx < 1.2 (red).
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6.4 HB-LES OEBNS

T T TIRSATIIFE T 72, A0 EIC BT 2 KR RRIEXTIRBIE 2 63 2 IFEH
Az >WT, HB-LES OFHOEE 2R 5.

6.41 BEERNT7TIvE

HB-LES OFHICE D, BEEANAT7 29 DX =X LD X 572 2 HREB X OVHERED
HIff T % %. HB-LES TIXEAMZB L HEDOH 2 LHDARRE LTHRZZENTES
7o, FEJIKEOEEBT O RS [150] B NHOE DAL [161], HEkc Xk 2FEI1EH [6)
DT 4= KNy ZL—TOMUPIAFTE 3. FLBHATOEREHRHMETED S,
shock-foot OELIEIIE ORIEE - FAE B %, EREINCGHERRTE 2D D 5.

FNT 2y MEROTFHIAD, HB-LES O SN 2. FHEK T RLETO
N7z v PEEOHIM A E 72, HB-LES ZHW/Z 5 X b Y v 7 2 X T 4 3AfhE
£#EZ 5N 5. Petrocchi & Barakos &, HB ZFHH W T 8T X MY v ZREEZITL, N
Z7xy MEREHET 27 VTVXLZRRL TS [00]. OATI5A IR LTIENT = v
FMERERL FHITETWS2Y, NACA0012 TiX 0.78 L EDE~ v "NBTANT7 = v b
DET BMANEEBR I DELHE SN TS, NACA0012 I2B1F 3 FHKEE D HIZ,
SST-PANS OELfEEFMCER T 2 ¢ XN TH D, HB-LES 28H T3 22 T, @< v
HTOTFHRENKET 2 AREMD D 5.

6.4.2 EHRIRER

HB-LES % JEEMIRAUCHEIR 3 % & & T, i 81 2 B JE D ¥4 O BR O {2,
25 NCERICB T 2 RERMFOTFHOGEEIIFENS. BINFSHRICBWTEHEEL S
N3 LSB L BB OMEETBOMMED 720, ST TIEIMA IR O —# 7% LES 2
WZiThh T3 [33,84,40]. Chevyshev ZIHFNZAH L7z HB D5k [13-115] DEA
&b, @R LES Ik 2 PRIZEIRITE 2 b HifFE 5.

% 7- HB-LES i X 2 2AWOMHT, V I v b4 ZAREOFRAE SEHEICT
T & 2AREMEAYH 5. HB-LES 12 & b (253l © & AU, B - B 5B
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% 2nd-LEV MEOIIZOWT, LES OEHEMETOFEMMAIREL 12 5. RB2FE DR
217 9 B2, dynamic stall vortex O =RITHEIIHTT 2K R 77— L D73 B DR ZE DGR
BERVETH 5. WABAEICE, dynamic stall vortex IZ A8 HAIICa— FEEED
AT = NEROEHPET S Z A, Visbal HIC X DIEHEINTED B3], 2OX5RE
FIEWK R — L2 HOuREED 5 3 .

HB-LES O EFT 2. I8 2 3HEEROAIEZ, BIRFSE N LRHICHIRINTSH 2 L E X
5N 5. Rl DAL EIZ URANS TRRERS FHTE 2 e S TE D [152-154],
F 7Bl AR AR PRI IE, &R A L LAV TR B B I MR e LA 2 H
WHZENTES.

6.43 BEE/BEREETS YR

B35 72 6 DA M DTENT 7 VIR EDEIN T Z v ZITH L TE, BEHEHEANT = v b
LRBRIZ, X H =X L DR ERE - SEER THAO HB-LES OiFH»RAEN .
F B THEHET 510% 72> T, He 5@ Dual-Mesh [70,71] £ OFfHIC & D, ik
BOBEREMFOEEEEZEE LA OMKa X METE 208D H 5. Dual-Mesh & 1€
T 2 ZEEDEITIZ R 553, ERINZRAVGNO L OFEN R ) 7 — & TR
XNBETHEMEYRD D, BHELIET HB-LES i TE 2 Ex 61 5.

HB-LES %7 7 v 213 2EH EORRE LT, £X4 ALV TRR 8T %
HFATE 279, BIRHE L FRICEOBE 25 T Lo s EMIh 5. KA
HRTH2 77 v ZIZBWTE, BT OLEEZE R L iR /s AT O EBAOF
P RKEnweiffains.

FOEEE R OEIICONWT, 77 v X ORI R 7 — A EEOZ S HITE,TRAL,
R TN EE L 2D HB-LES OEHICIZX SR FENPDETH 5.
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6.5 FLH

RIEITOTIRENE 2 A3 2 IEEFRADO FHIFEE LT, HB-LES 3R E K RO %2
3%, —HHETHOEEETH 2. HB-LES TIEFFE R 7 — VO BED KL T 2R D,
HIEERER 2 S LELIRIRAUCH LT, LES OEHEETOFHINRETH 2. —mBIES
BIETROFE X MR TH 2. GHERMIIRKOELREB ORI R 7 — L O AT
L, EROEREFHED S, 5 CHMEINS. FHEEEERHCTICERLNCET %
LI CELTGET & 2 3T = 5 720, Bt A0 OBRRSS 2 BRIRE S 2 B T8
XBIERA LLRLD LES-stage & L ICERFEENT FIERHE 72U D BRI 5N 5729,
MRINCHABRZHITE 5. R HRRUHOMHE X TH 5. HB-stage TEAHK
B 20EHFERTDAERRET 2720, ¥ 7F L) 4 ZDOBEWEHRICB TR, E
ZECAHE OB 2 LB OAEMRE L TR 2D TE L. ERNKFIETH S0, §1E
ORTHIEPES 7D, BIEREERETY Iy b A IV A- BB ELN 5.

JRNZE 57 B C O EEEREITN U, FESAMIE T OTEH IR C %, HB-LES oMM
mWEEZLND.
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EBTE

i o &

el
y

7.1 FEEE

RHFFECIE, BIEXTTIREIE 2 5 2 IEE B LR O BEHY I 2L —va U F
i£& LT, Harmonic Balanced Large-Eddy Simulation: HB-LES % Bi¥ L 7-. HB-LES
RN OFHEFIETH S HB %#, LES ICHBICEALZDDTH 5. KFIETI,
iz FA R & IR AR 2 BLIR AN TRt L, CHh o DA — A JRECE 5 2
EZRET 5. HB-LES 3ELRAEE % =5 8% 7% LES T3 % LES-stage &, JEHIR
7% HB TEMFBITKAE ST 2 HB-stage 2> LRSI N 5. ELIREZEN D & B AR N\ D FF
HBRMAETHIHEE L TEFR SN, LES THRE L ZFORM PR 2HWTHEINS.
LES-stage ¥ HB-stage 1%, LES-stage > 5 HB-stage IZM AT #IH%Z, £7- HB-stage 2»
5 LES-stage ICEIR %2 222 TE LR S, KA REN 5. HB-LES DI
W BT 2 B ¢ BLIREENE, R R 7 — L D BEDRE DFET, fERD LES 12 &
% Navier-Stokes TER DML 72 5.

AR TIENE T — R 2LRT % Z & T, HB-LES #52 U7. B¥ L7 HB-LES I,
F v FOVELTROMRE): Stokes Boundary Layer Df#HTIC & D MEEX 7=, EY 7 T
AT ERRIC RS, KRS L ELREFO NI REREICTHTES Z s,
HB-LES OB 72 1F Y AR T % /2.

Stokes Boundary Layer, NACA0012 DY v F > 7 BEHANT7 = v b D=7 — XDfE
o &, ARIEXTTIRENE 2 B 3 2 FEFERNO FHIFE L LT, HB-LES VK Z =1 D
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RiieBS 52 ennirol. ~KHEZRTHOEENETH 2. HB-LES TIZKHR 7 —1
DITEEDRILS B IR D, HIEERLER 2 & CELRRAUI LTS, LES O #EETOFHIA
ARETH 5. —RBIEELEHEDORE 2 X MR TH 5. HB-LES Ot AR EIIELIRE
DR RA T =N DAKIF L, ERDEEEFIREDOZA b e — B XTHEESNS.
F N VSIS RN B T 2 AL R ELIRRGET B 27T & 2 720, A
W7 DR 2 BRIRE S 2 ED TR0, S I ORRZI Z & i SR i k5
WrEUIDEZ o270, MRIICHERRZEHNTE 5. —RHRIRUHOE X T
&% . HB-stage THAJWPEL & 2 DEHBEN T DA ZFAET 2720, 7 F N/ 4 XD
BWHRICBENTD, FAEFEHEO D 2 ZHDOAZMRE LTHRLZIEHNTES. £
PCRFRTH 270, stEOKR THIENESZ 75D, BEIREZETY Ty b¥ A4 711
Ao RN 5.

22T L0 B Oiiuc g, (REJOUREE 2 H § 2 FERILIMNAZ S FET 5.
izt Loy Y ottt - BEEILO®I1, IFEEILIRRNDE 57225 X 1 =
R LRI TN O @ EADE N T 5. HB-LES B&EE#EH»OEMRL THITFEL
LT, EFMETOLRWERZHRTE, AHEOEWFELZEE R 5.
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7.2 HRRFCRE

AEREMN

6 ETRLA XD, BAKHO AR 25X 5. £/ HB BADFHELE
HIFFGR S LTV 55 []1,82], HB-stage & LES-stage @ R1EIZE LU THFNIIRIZ[A 2
DHEMITENI TR, FHCEEICHD 701213, T 5R2FEIC X 25 ELZEMICT S
MO BALDRD 5N D .

=RTRARN

HB-stage & LES-stage (&, = XJu/EBATRILUCH L T HILERZ K AHTZ 5. HATH
HOFHRIZBW T, 28V TTRO—RREPRE R WGE, P0G 2 B
HDEZTRPPEEEZ SIS, B e LT Dual-Mesh OFfH, £& 4 AL DH > 7
NEBEMR E T o5,

BER/NT v MERO—RIL

BEHEANT 2y MIEREITH D, XFEBEEIZRNOEMFCKET 2720, — i1t
121& HB-LES OARHNE AN DILIRDNEE Y 72 5. HB OARENEBEIAN DILIRIFBEICZ <
RERSINTHY [I2,013], 26 %2HMH T % 2 & T HB-LES OHRAFIREE EZ 51 5.

A TIEZHB T1RDE— FDAK->TED, FEA LLNILTHEBRIZEZ 5N T
W3 b DD, EEEOmEER TR DQ @A L TW AR H 5. E— K
BN =3 EOfERTS 22T, HREAKPEITORUGICOVWT XD SEERT
RI2SATRE L HifF X L2 [RY, 01
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App-Table 1: Coefficients for Optimized Sixth-Order Tridiagonal Compact Scheme on In-

terior Nodes

arof o+ 1 +arafs =

5
1
a1 f's + flatanafls = — > aafs
7 ]:0

o} 0.4085892691182515
B 0

a 1.568098211519709

b 0.2716571074522698
¢ | —0.02257678073547548

1 4
Az, > arf
j=0

(A.8)

(A.9)

LRD R ER LSS SIEC 2, 4, 6 JHEETH 5. X (BT) 55 (B) DFREIZD
WTH (A6) L ABICREL SN DL LT, £0OENEGZ 5N5.

App-Table 2: Coefficients for Optimized Sixth-Order Tridiagonal Compact Scheme on

Near-Boundary Nodes

i=0, 2nd-order

i=1, 4th-order

i=2, 6th-order

ag,1 2.701510934904742 a1,0 0.1532048781838751 a2 0.2234544771621557
1,2 0.7237110491082636 a2 3 0.5530910456756884
ao,0 —2.673444389108146 ai,o —0.5088675754573845 az,0 —0.013127263621621
ao,1 1.468066764967325 ai —0.7029878533366753 a2 —0.6038029221734134
ao,2 1.382688702485047 ai,2 1.040385365448375 az,2 —0.4395154246847092
aop,3 | —0.1773110783442254 | a1,3 0.1867472036506759 az,3 0.96090920472974
a1,4 | —0.01527714030499072 | a2, 0.1010303485585628
az2,5 | —0.005493942808558833
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App-Table 3: Coefficients for 8th-Order Compact Filter on Interior Nodes
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App-Table 4:

Coefficients for 8th-Order Compact Filter on Near-Boundary Nodes
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App-Fig.1: Filtering Effect Variation with « for 8th-Order Filter
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{9k E. Counter-flow force-based method
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App-Fig.3: Schematic of Counter-Flow Force-Based Method.
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