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INTRODUCTION

There are two basic contributions to the total drag of an
airplane [I]: (i) parasite drag, which consists of friction drag,
form drag, and interference drag, and (ii) induced drag (vortex
drag, or drag due to lift), which is caused by lift generation in
finite-span wings and the consequent presence of wing-tip vor-
tices. The two types of drags have close to equal contributions
to the total drag in cruise conditions, while the induced drag
is the dominant source during the take-off, climb and landing
phases of flight [J.

The goal of the present work is to perform a systematic
study of the formation of wing-tip vortices and their interac-
tion with and impact on the surrounding flow in more details.
Of particular interest is the interaction of these vortices with
wall turbulence and the turbulent wake. This is done by con-
sidering two wing geometries, i.e., infinite-span (periodic) and
three-dimensional (wing-tip) wings, at three different angles
of attack: a = 0°, 5°, 10°.

NUMERICAL METHOD

To ensure of the accuracy of the results, we perform high-
resolution large-eddy simulations (LES), where only the small-
est scales (e.g., < 67 in the wake, where 7 is the Kolmogorov
length scale) are accounted for by the subgrid scale (SGS)
model.  Simulations are performed by the high-order in-
compressible Navier—Stokes solver Nek5000 with added
adaptive mesh refinement (AMR) capabilities developed at
KTH [3]. The AMR version adds the capability of handling
non-conforming hexahedral elements with hanging nodes, and
so, adds an h-refinement capability where each element can
be refined individually. Solution continuity at non-conforming
interfaces is ensured by interpolating from the “coarse” side
onto the fine side.

The velocity field is expanded by a polynomial of order
p = 7 on the Gauss—Lobatto—Legendre (GLL) points (N =
p+ 1 =8 GLL points in each direction), while the pressure is
represented on p — 1 Gauss—Legendre (GL) points following
the Py — Py _o formulation [2]. The nonlinear convective term
is overintegrated to avoid (or reduce) aliasing errors. Time
stepping is performed by an implicit third-order backward-
differentiation scheme for the viscous terms and an explicit
third-order extrapolation for the nonlinear terms. A high-
pass-filter relaxation term [7] is added to the right-hand side
of the equations, providing numerical stability and acting as
a SGS dissipation.

Wings are located such that their mid-point along the chord
line coincides with the origin of the coordinate system and
have a no-slip no-penetration boundary condition. Here =z,
y and z denote the streamwise, wall-normal and spanwise
directions, respectively. The computational domain has a
rectangular cross-section in the zy-plane that extends 20c up-
stream, 30c downstream, and 20c in positive and negative y
directions. Different angles of attack are achieved by rotat-
ing the wing along the z axis around its center. This specific
design is to allow for the use of the “outflow-normal” bound-
ary condition [2] on the y-normal boundaries; this allows for
a non-zero y component of velocity. The three-dimensional
(3D) wing domain extends 20c from the wing root (located at
z = 0) in the spanwise direction and has an “outflow-normal”
boundary condition at z = 20c. A symmetry boundary condi-
tion is used at the z = 0 plane. Boundary layers are tripped
on both the suction and pressure sides of the airfoils for all six
cases.

The production grids are generated by iterative refinement
of the initial grids, where at each iteration the elements with
the highest contribution to solution error [6], based on solution
on that grid, are selected for refinement. The error indicator
of Mavriplis [4] is used for this purpose. The convergence pro-
cess is accelerated by some manual input from the user. The
adaptation process is terminated based on the resolution cri-
teria available in the literature [5]. Table summarizes some
information about the production grids used in this work, and
Figurem shows the spectral elements of grid RWT-5 from Ta-
ble[dl

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Some preliminary results are presented in this section.
These results are from the production grids of Table [1] but
have not been averaged for a sufficiently long period of time
yet. Nevertheless, the observed phenomena are not expected
to change for longer integration times.

Figureshows the root-mean-square (rms) velocities in the
streamwise and wall-normal directions near the trailing edge
of the airfoil on a yz-plane. It can be observed that the two
components are non-zero and very close in magnitude to one
another. We also notice that the strong rotation and pressure
gradient imposed by the vortex tends to relaminarize the tur-
bulent boundary layer on the suction side, as seen for instance
at spanwise locations 0.66 < z/c < 0.7. This relaminarization
can also be seen in the instantaneous vortical structures shown



Grid NaLL Ngrid (Axrteam yf: Azr}tean)
P-0 376 x 10 249 x 106 (10.3,0.72,8.7)
P-5 381 x 106 252 x 106 (10.5,0.73,8.5)
P-10 435 x 10 288 x 106 (12,0.8,9)
RWT-0 950 x 106 630 x 106 (10.3,0.7,5.5)
RWT-5 | 1.58 x 109 1.05 x 10° (10.5,0.75,5.7)
RWT-10 | 2.16 x 109  1.43 x 10° (12,0.8,6)
Table 1: Summary of the production grids used in this study

and their near-wall resolution. Ngpj, shows the number of
GLL points, while Ng;jq denotes the number of independent
grid points. Amean = d/p is the average resolution of the
element, where ¢ and p are the element size and polynomial
order. y; shows the distance of the second GLL point to the
wall. Wall resolutions are normalized by the viscous length
0y =v/+/Tw/p. The P-* grids denote periodic cases, whereas
RWT-* stands for rounded wing-tip cases. The number next
to each grid shows the angle of attack, a.

Figure 1: Spectral-element grid for case RWT-5 with 3.1
million spectral elements. The grid is generated using the
h-adaptation capabilities of the AMR version of Nek5000. We
show instantaneous vortical structures represented by Ao =
—100 isosurface colored by streamwise velocity ranging from
(blue) low to (red) high.
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Figure 2: The rms velocities in the streamwise (left) and wall-
normal (right) directions for the RWT-5 grid (Table [1) near
the trailing edge. The black X shows the location of the core of
the wing-tip vortex. The apparent noise is due to insufficient
time averaging.

in Figure

Another interesting observation from Figure@is the larger-
magnitude of velocity fluctuations in the vortex region outside
the core to the top of the wing-tip, as well as the lower
fluctuations closer to the wing-tip surface. A very similar
pattern to these fluctuations is observed in the turbulent ki-
netic energy (TKE) production and dissipation terms shown
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Figure 3: Turbulent kinetic energy (TKE) production (left)
and dissipation (right) at the same location as Figure [2| The
black X shows the location of the core of the wing-tip vortex.
The apparent noise is due to insufficient time averaging.

in Figure where we note a significant production region in
the high-fluctuation area and very small production in the
low-fluctuation regions. This can be most simply explained
by the functional form of the production term, which has
higher values where both the Reynolds stresses (i.e., veloc-
ity fluctuations) and velocity gradients (near the vortex core)
are high. Also notice that the TKE dissipation rate does
not completely match its production in shape or magnitude,
suggesting a highly non-local turbulence with significant trans-
port phenomena.

CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

This work leverages the AMR version of Nek5000 to per-
form several high-resolution large-eddy simulations of the flow
around periodic and 3D NACAQ012 wings to investigates the
impact of wing-tip vortices on the flow.

Preliminary results suggest significant TKE production as a
result of wing-tip formation, as well as a non-local turbulence
characterized by the local imbalance between TKE production
and dissipation.

The final work to be presented in the conference will be
based on longer integration times with converged statistics,
and will also include spectral analysis.
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