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ABSTRACT
Flow and heat transfer in a compressor rotating disc cav-

ity with axial throughflow is investigated using wall-modelled
large-eddy simulations (WMLES). These are compared to mea-
surements from recently published experiments and used to in-
vestigate high Reynolds number effects. The simulations use an
open-source CFD solver with high parallel efficiency and employ
the Boussinesq approximation for centrifugal buoyancy. Kinetic
energy effects (characterised by Eckert number) are accounted
for by scaling the thermal boundary conditions from static tem-
perature to rotary stagnation temperature. The WMLES shows
very encouraging agreement with experiments up to the highest
Reynolds number tested, 𝑅𝑒𝜙 = 3.0 × 106. A further simulation
at 𝑅𝑒𝜙 = 107 extends the investigation to an operating condition
more representative of aero engine high pressure compressors.
The results support the scaling of shroud heat transfer found at
lower 𝑅𝑒𝜙 , but disc heat transfer is higher than expected from a
simple extrapolation of lower 𝑅𝑒𝜙 results. This is associated with
transition to turbulence in the disc Ekman layers and is consis-
tent with the boundary layer Reynolds numbers at this condition.
The introduction of swirl in the axial throughflow, as may occur
at engine conditions, could reduce the boundary layer Reynolds
numbers and delay the transition.
Keywords: Rotating cavity, Compressor discs, Centrifugal
buoyancy, High Reynolds number, Ekman layer transition

NOMENCLATURE
Roman letters
𝑎 Cob inner radius (m)
𝑏 Shroud radius (m)
Bo Buoyancy number, Ro/

√︁
𝛽Δ𝑇𝑟

𝐶𝑝 Specific heat capacity at constant pressure (J kg−1 K−1)
𝑑 Cavity width (m)
𝑑ℎ Axial throughflow hydraulic diameter, 2(𝑎 − 𝑟𝑠) (m)
Ec Eckert number, Ω2𝑏2/𝐶𝑝Δ𝑇

Gr Grashof number, Re2
𝜙𝛽Δ𝑇𝑟

𝐼 Rothalpy, 𝐶𝑝𝑇 + 0.5u2 − 0.5(Ω𝑟)2 (J kg−1)
𝐿 Axial length (m)
𝑁 Mesh node number
Nu𝑏 Shroud Nusselt number,

⟨𝑞𝑏⟩(𝑑/2)/(⟨𝜆𝑐⟩(𝑇𝑟 ,𝑏 − ⟨𝑇𝑟 ,𝑐⟩))
Nu′

𝑏
Shroud Nusselt number defined by inlet temperature,
⟨𝑞𝑏⟩(𝑑/2)/(𝜆0 (𝑇𝑟 ,𝑏 − 𝑇𝑟 ,0))

Nu𝑑 Disc Nusselt number, ⟨𝑞𝑑⟩𝑏/(𝜆𝑑 (𝑇𝑟 ,𝑑 − ⟨𝑇𝑟 ,𝑐⟩))
𝑃 Static pressure (Pa)
Pr Prandtl number, 𝜈/𝛼
Pr𝑡 Turbulent Prandtl number
𝑄 Wall heat transfer (W)
𝑞 Wall heat flux (W m−2)
𝑟 Radius (m)
𝑟𝑠 Shaft radius (m)
𝑟∗ Non-dimensional throughflow radius, (𝑟 − 𝑟𝑠)/(𝑎 − 𝑟𝑠)
𝑅 Fillet radius (m)
Ra Rotational Rayleigh number,

Pr 𝜌2
𝑐Ω

2𝑏(𝑇𝑟 ,𝑏 − 𝑇𝑟 ,𝑐) (𝑑/2)3/(𝜇2
𝑐𝑇𝑟 ,𝑐)

Re𝜙 Rotational Reynolds number, Ω𝑏2/𝜈0
Re𝛿 Boundary layer Reynolds number, 𝑢𝜃,𝑚𝑖𝑑𝛿/𝜈𝑚𝑖𝑑

Ro Rossby number, 𝑊/Ω𝑎

𝑠 Cob width (m)
𝑇 Static temperature (K)
𝑇∗ Non-dimensional static temperature, (𝑇 − 𝑇0)/(𝑇𝑏 − 𝑇0)
𝑇𝑟 Rotary stagnation temperature, 𝐼/𝐶𝑝 (K)
𝑇𝑟

∗ Non-dimensional rotary stagnation temperature,
(𝑇𝑟 − 𝑇𝑟 ,0)/(𝑇𝑟 ,𝑏 − 𝑇𝑟 ,0)

𝑈 Velocity component in absolute frame of reference
(m s−1)

𝑢 Velocity component in relative frame of reference
(m s−1)

𝑢∗ Non-dimensional velocity, 𝑢/(Ω𝑟)
𝑢𝜏 Friction velocity,

√︁
𝜏/𝜌 (m s−1)

𝑊 Bulk velocity at inlet (m s−1)
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𝑋 Non-dimensional estimated core temperature
𝑦+ Non-dimensional wall distance, 𝑢𝜏Δ𝑦/𝜈0

Greek letters
𝛼 Thermal diffusivity, 𝜆/𝜌𝐶𝑝 (m2 s−1)
𝛽 Thermal expansion coefficient, 1/𝑇0
𝛿 Laminar Ekman depth,

√︁
𝜈0/Ω (m)

Δ Laminar Ekman thickness, 𝜋
√︁
𝜈0/Ω (m)

Δ𝑇 Temperature difference, 𝑇𝑏 − 𝑇0 (K)
Δ𝑇𝑟 Rotary stagnation temperature difference, 𝑇𝑟 ,𝑏 − 𝑇𝑟 ,0 (K)
Δ𝑦 Near wall grid spacing (m)
Δ𝑌 Normal distance to the wall (m)
𝜆 Thermal conductivity (W m−1 K−1)
𝜈 Kinematic viscosity (m2 s−1)
𝜌 Density (kg m−3)
𝜏 Wall shear stress (kg m−1 s−2)
Ω Angular speed (rad s−1)
Superscripts and subscripts
∗ Non-dimensional variable
0 Value at the inlet
𝑎 Value on the bore
𝑏 Value on the shroud
𝑐 Value in the cavity core
𝑑 Value on the disc
mid Value at the mid-axial position
rms Root mean square of the variable
𝑥, 𝑟, 𝜃 Axial, radial, tangential component, respectively
Others
⟨⟩ Average in time and in circumferential direction
· Average in time and on the surface
Acronyms
CFD Computational fluid dynamics
LES Large-eddy simulation
RANS Reynolds-averaged Navier-Stokes
URANS Unsteady RANS
WMLES Wall-modelled LES
WMURANS Wall-modelled URANS

1. INTRODUCTION
High-fidelity numerical modelling of flow and heat transfer

in turbomachinery is challenging, especially under high Reynolds
number conditions. Rotating disc cavity flow, as found in com-
pressor drums, is particularly challenging to model due to its in-
herent unsteady and unstable nature. Wall-modelled large-eddy
simulation (WMLES), as a compromise between computational
accuracy and cost, has been implemented to model this problem
in previous studies [1–5], with very encouraging results. The
WMLES shows consistent results but significant speed-up com-
pared to recently published wall-resolved LES studies [6–8]. Gao
and Chew [4] applied WMLES to a rotating disc cavity at speeds
up to 6000 rpm with a rotational Reynolds number (Re𝜙) up to
2.2 × 106. This is relatively high for laboratory experiments but
well below some engine representative conditions with Re𝜙 of
order 107. Also, although wall models are implemented, the
computational cost is still significant (up to ∼ 106 CPU hours)
[4], which limits its usage in engineering applications. Accurate
and efficient modelling of flow and heat transfer in compressor

disc cavities under high Re𝜙 is still challenging, and the flow
and heat transfer mechanisms under high Re𝜙 have not been fully
explored.

The investigation of flow and heat transfer in a rotating
disc cavity with axial throughflow has been initiated for sev-
eral decades. A review of the research output in this area to 2015
is reported by Owen and Long [9]. In recent years, considerable
advances have been made through numerical and experimental
research. Gao and Chew’s [4] summary of the flow and heat
transfer mechanisms is given in Fig. 1. This was deduced from
studies using WMLES and comparisons with experimental data
from the University of Bath [10, 11] in a combined research
programme. The flow away from the discs is turbulent with, in
this case, a single cyclonic/anticyclonic vortex pair rotating at a
slightly lower speed than the discs. Exchange of flow and en-
ergy between the cavity and the axial throughflow and within the
cavity occurs principally through the radial inflow and outflow
plumes between the vortices. This dominant mixing mechanism
is not directly apparent in circumferential and time averages of
the flow. The Ekman layers on the discs are highly unsteady,
responding to the rotating core flow but remained laminar for the
conditions studied. Mean heat transfer from the discs is domi-
nated by conduction across the boundary layer to the rotating core
flow with uniform mean rothalpy and rotary stagnation tempera-
ture. Shroud heat transfer is dominated by natural convection in
the centrifugal force field.

Sun et al. [2] further examined the heat transfer model in-
dicated in Fig. 1 through comparison with WMLES for an aero
engine disc cavity geometry with Re𝜙 = 5.4 × 105. This is lower
than aero engine representative Reynolds numbers, but Rossby
number (Ro), buoyancy parameter (𝛽Δ𝑇𝑟 ), inlet swirl fraction and
Eckert number (Ec) were chosen to be representative of engine
conditions. An energy balance for the cavity was used to obtain an
effective mass flow exchange rate between the axial throughflow
and the cavity. Heat transfer on both discs and shroud accounts
for the temperature difference between inlet and cavity core. The
model was shown to give a useful basis for engineering calcu-
lations involving correlation and extrapolation of WMLES and
experimental results. Compared to the Bath rig configuration,
WMLES on the engine configuration displayed more vortex pairs
and shroud Nusselt numbers closer to an established correlation
for high Rayleigh number natural convection with Nu𝑏 ∝ Ra1/3.

Broad agreement of the heat transfer model of Fig. 1 with
measurements from the University of Bath [10, 11] is further il-
lustrated in Fig. 2. Each point on the graph corresponds to an
experimental condition for which shroud heat transfer measure-
ments and disc heat transfer deduced from temperature measure-
ments were available. For each experimental operating condi-
tion, a uniform nondimensional core temperature (𝑋), defined in
Eq. (1), was estimated independently from either disc or shroud
heat transfer. The dimensional core temperatures estimated from
disc heat transfer (𝑇𝑟 ,𝑐,𝑑), assuming heat conduction across the
disc laminar Ekman layer, are calculated by Eq. (2). The di-
mensional core temperatures estimated from shroud heat transfer
(𝑇𝑟 ,𝑐,𝑏) assumed Nu𝑏 ∝ Ra1/3. Selecting the constant of pro-
portionality to be 0.61 times the value for the established high
Rayleigh number correlation, as in Eq. (3), gave the results shown
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FIGURE 1: Summary of flow and heat transfer mechanisms (Gao and Chew, 2022) [4].

with a linear best fit giving 𝑋shroud ≈ 𝑋disc. This result will be
discussed further in comparison with present WMLES results.

𝑋 =
𝑇𝑟 ,𝑐 − 𝑇𝑟 ,0

𝑇𝑟 ,𝑏 − 𝑇𝑟 ,0
(1)

𝑞𝑑 = 𝜆𝑑

𝑇𝑟 ,𝑑 − 𝑇𝑟 ,𝑐,𝑑

𝜋
√︁
𝜈/Ω

(2)

𝑞𝑏 = 𝜆𝑏
0.61 × 0.15 × 𝑅𝑎1/3 × (𝑇𝑟 ,𝑏 − 𝑇𝑟 ,𝑐,𝑏)

𝑑/2 (3)

FIGURE 2: Estimated nondimensional core temperature from Jack-
son et al.’s [10, 11] shroud and disc heat transfer measurements.

In high pressure axial compressors, rotational Reynolds num-
bers may be of order 107 owing to the high rotational speed and
high pressure. Matching these conditions in laboratory experi-
ments and large-eddy simulations (LES) is challenging. Hence,
although some experiments at Re𝜙 values of around 9× 106 have
been achieved at the University of Sussex [12, 13] and Technische

Universität Dresden [14], the data available is currently limited.
As discussed by Sun et al. [2], experimental and numerical data
at lower Re𝜙 may be scaled to engine conditions, but this in-
creases uncertainties. For example, the scaling of shroud heat
transfer with Rayleigh number is still subject to debate and there
is potential for transition to turbulence in the disc Ekman layers
at high Re𝜙 . The present research extends WMLES to higher
Reynolds numbers than previously considered. This includes
consideration of the mesh requirements, computational cost and
parallel performance, and comparison with the highest speed test
data available from Jackson et al. [10, 11]. Following this, a
simulation at Re𝜙 = 107 explores flow and heat transfer at a more
extreme condition giving new insight.

At high rotational speeds, kinetic energy of the air becomes
significant in enthalpy changes when compared to the change due
to heat transfer. This is characterised by Eckert number (Ec). Un-
til relatively recently this issue received little attention in the open
literature, although there was awareness in industry (that had to
consider high speeds) and in related areas. In their discussion
of axisymmetric CFD modelling, Kilfoil and Chew [15] consid-
ered an “isentropic forced vortex” and assumed instability due to
buoyancy when radial gradients of density were lower than that
for the isentropic vortex. This criterion can be rewritten as the
radial gradient of rotary stagnation temperature being positive.
Jackson et al.’s [11] shroud heat transfer measurements show
evidence of Eckert number effects which are described as com-
pressibility effects. In the elementary model described and tested
against WMLES with a full compressible solver by Sun et al.
[2], Eckert number effects are captured through the use of rotary
stagnation temperature. As will be described below, the present
WMLES solves incompressible flow equations with the Boussi-
nesq approximation for buoyancy and use of rotary stagnation
temperature rather than static temperature. Further validation of
this approach is given through comparison with measurements.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. Details of the
geometry and operating conditions are described in Section 2.
Numerical details, including CFD solver, governing equations,
model and meshes, convergence conditions, computational cost
and parallel performance, are presented in Section 3. Results are
given and discussed in Section 4. Finally, the main conclusions
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TABLE 1: Dimensions for the rotating disc cavity geometry.

Parameter 𝑟𝑠 𝑎 𝑟𝑐 𝑏 𝑑 𝑠 𝐿𝑏𝑜𝑟𝑒 𝐿𝑢𝑝 𝐿𝑑𝑜𝑤𝑛 𝑅𝑏 𝑅𝑐

Dimension [mm] 52 70 109 240 40 26 15.6 136.8 151.2 5 20

TABLE 2: Operating conditions.

No. Case Tag RPM Re𝜙 𝛽ΔT 𝛽ΔTr Ec Ro Bo Gr Method Exp. available

1 0.8kR5B26 800 3.2 × 105 0.26 0.26 0.005 0.5 0.99 2.7 × 1010 WMLES Yes
2 2kR4B26 2000 8.1 × 105 0.26 0.25 0.03 0.4 0.79 1.7 × 1011 WMLES Yes
3 6kR2B18 6000 2.3 × 106 0.18 0.14 0.43 0.2 0.54 7.6 × 1011 WMLES Yes
4 6kR2B26 6000 2.3 × 106 0.26 0.20 0.31 0.2 0.44 1.1 × 1012 WMLES Yes
5 6kR2B26-U 6000 2.3 × 106 0.26 0.20 0.31 0.2 0.44 1.1 × 1012 WMURANS Yes
6 6kR4B18 6000 2.3 × 106 0.18 0.14 0.42 0.4 1.07 7.3 × 1011 WMLES Yes
7 6kR4B24 6000 2.3 × 106 0.24 0.20 0.31 0.4 0.89 1.0 × 1012 WMLES Yes
8 8kR1B24 8000 3.0 × 106 0.24 0.16 0.58 0.1 0.23 1.7 × 1012 WMLES No
9 8kR2B24 8000 3.0 × 106 0.24 0.16 0.58 0.2 0.50 1.5 × 1012 WMLES Yes
10 8kR2B24-U 8000 3.0 × 106 0.24 0.16 0.58 0.2 0.50 1.5 × 1012 WMURANS Yes
11 8kR4B24 8000 3.0 × 106 0.24 0.16 0.58 0.4 1.00 1.5 × 1012 WMLES No
12 Re1E7R4B24 8000 1.0 × 107 0.24 0.16 0.58 0.4 1.00 1.6 × 1013 WMLES No

are summarised in Section 5.

2. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION
2.1 Geometry

The rotating disc cavity model considers the experimental
test rig established at the University of Bath, as shown in Fig. 3.
Only the middle cavity (cav. 2) is open to the bore flow which
enters through a bellmouth inlet and exits through radial holes in
the rotor downstream of the test section to an extraction unit. A
schematic of the present CFD model (corresponding to cav. 2 in
Fig. 3) is shown in Fig. 4, with dimensions listed in Table 1. More
details of the test rig and cavity geometry are given by Luberti et
al. [16].

2.2 Operating Conditions
Operating conditions for the 12 cases simulated are listed

in Table 2. Attention is focused on varying Reynolds numbers
(Re𝜙 = 3.2 × 105 − 1.0 × 107), buoyancy parameters (𝛽Δ𝑇𝑟 =

0.14− 0.26) and Rossby numbers (Ro = 0.1− 0.5). Additionally,
two simulations used wall-modelled unsteady Reynolds-averaged
Navier-Stokes models (WMURANS) rather than WMLES. For
Cases 1 to 11, tags indicate the rotational speed, Rossby number
and buoyancy parameter. For Cases 5 and 10, a letter U follows
the tag indicating WMURANS. For Case 12, the tag indicates
that this has 𝑅𝑒𝜙 = 107. Air properties for calculating non-
dimensional parameters are based on inlet conditions.

The rotational speeds cover the experimental range from 800
rpm to 8000 rpm. The simulation for Case 1, at 800 rpm, is from
a recently published study [1]. For most cases, the operating con-
ditions match experimental conditions. Case 8 is based on Case
9, extending the study to a lower Rossby number by reducing the
inlet velocity. Similarly, Case 11 is based on Case 9, increasing

the inlet velocity to a higher Rossby number. Case 12 extends
Case 11 to a higher Reynolds number by increasing the fluid den-
sity (or reducing the kinematic viscosity in the incompressible
Navier-Stokes momentum equations) to correspond to a higher
pressure experimental condition.

FIGURE 3: Rotating disc cavity test rig established at the University
of Bath [4].

3. NUMERICAL DETAILS
3.1 Solver and Governing Equations

The open-source CFD solver Code_Saturne is used in the
present research. This is a general-purpose CFD solver developed
by Électricité de France (EDF) [17]. It is based on a finite
volume method (FVM) and centred, second-order scheme for
spatial and temporal discretisation. The prospect for large-scale
computations was a strong factor in the choice of Code_Saturne.
The parallel performance was previously reported for a local high
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FIGURE 4: Schematic and dimensions for the present CFD model
[mm].

performance computing (HPC) cluster [1], and is reported below
for simulations on the UK national HPC facility.

The governing equations for conservation of mass, momen-
tum and energy are shown for laminar flow in Eqs. (4), (5) and (6).
These assume a rotating reference frame with reduced pressure
calculated by 𝑃∗ = 𝑃− 𝜌0Ω

2𝑟2/2. The viscosity term is modified
for turbulent flows. The 𝑘 − 𝜔 SST turbulence model is used
for URANS cases. The Smagorinsky subgrid-scale model, with
Smagorinsky constant 𝐶𝑠 = 0.065, is used for WMLES. Lam-
inar viscosity is calculated as a function of temperature using
Sutherland’s law. Thermal conductivity is calculated as a func-
tion of temperature using a quadratic polynomial. Specific heat at
constant pressure (𝐶𝑝) is set to a constant 1005 J kg−1 K−1. The
Prandtl number (Pr) is approximately 0.7 for air, and the turbulent
Prandtl number (Pr𝑡 ) is set to 0.9.

∇ · u = 0 (4)

𝜌0
𝜕u
𝜕𝑡

+ 𝜌0u · ∇u = −∇𝑃∗ + ∇(𝜇∇u)

−2𝜌0𝛀 × u⏞ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ⏟⏟ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ⏞
Coriolis term

+ 𝜌0𝛽
(︁
𝑇0,𝑟 − 𝑇𝑟

)︁
𝛀 × (𝛀 × r)⏞ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ⏟⏟ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ̄ ˉ⏞

Buoyancy generating term

(5)

𝜕𝑇𝑟

𝜕𝑡
+ u · ∇𝑇𝑟 = 𝛼∇2𝑇𝑟 (6)

The simulations follow previous practice [1] with the Boussi-
nesq approximation used to account for buoyancy in the rotating
system. This has given good results in comparison to measure-
ments and full compressible flow simulations in previous work
[1, 18] and is retained here for simplicity of implementation.

All the walls rotate at a constant angular speed Ω, except for
the stationary shaft. Temperatures are specified on the shroud,
discs, cobs and disc bores, shown as red boundaries in Fig. 4,

matching the temperatures measured in the experiments. Other
walls are adiabatic. Uniform axial velocity without swirl or tur-
bulence is specified at the inlet matching the Rossby number in
the experiment. The inlet swirl effect was considered in Ref. [4]
by including the swirl generated by the rig bellmouth. In Ref.
[3], the inlet swirl was set to zero, with little effect on the results.
Considering this, as well as the inlet swirl being low, the inlet
swirl setting in Ref. [3] was adopted here. Pressure and density
correspond to the experimental inlet condition, except for Case
12 in which density is increased to match Re𝜙 = 107.

3.2 Treatment of Kinetic Energy Effects
As discussed in Section 1, under high speed conditions, the

contribution of kinetic energy to enthalpy change is significant
and should not be neglected. Here, the kinetic energy effect is
taken into account by using the rotary stagnation temperature
(𝑇𝑟 ) in the energy equation (6) and in the Boussinesq approx-
imation. Thus the rotating surface temperatures applied in the
simulation are rotary stagnation temperatures calculated from the
measured static temperatures and rotational speed. This has en-
abled efficient calculation for high speed conditions using the
incompressible formulation. The formulation neglects frictional
heating.

3.3 Model and Mesh
All simulations used a full 360◦ CFD model. The mesh

details and computational cost for selected cases are listed in
Table 3. Mesh resolution is only dependent on Re𝜙 and the
meshing criteria adopted. Except for two cases with “Relaxed”
criteria, the applied criteria followed those of previous studies
[1–5], with Δ𝑥+ < 15, Δ𝑟+ < 40, Δ(𝑟𝜃)+ < 30. The baseline
near wall grid spacing is set as the laminar Ekman depth (𝛿).
The time step is set so that the disc travels one grid cell in the
circumferential direction per time step, thus the rotational Courant
number is equal to one.

A mesh sensitivity test was conducted for Case 7 which has
a moderate rotational speed. The “Relaxed” mesh resolution is
reduced from “Standard” with resolution by a factor of 1.5 in all
three directions. Mean heat transfer on the shroud and the two
discs for the “Standard” and “Relaxed” meshes are compared in
Table 4. Disc heat transfer is more sensitive to the mesh resolution
than the shroud, but the difference is still less than 1.66%. Further
checks on balance errors, flow structures and quantities show little
difference between these two meshes. This indicates the previous
mesh guidelines for WMLES could be relaxed for high Re𝜙 . The
mesh node number is reduced by a factor of ∼ 3 and the cost is
reduced by a factor of∼ 5, due to the combination of relaxed mesh
and time step. In the following discussions, the Re𝜙 = 2.3 × 106

cases are based on the “Standard” mesh. But the “Relaxed” mesh
criteria are used for the highest Re𝜙 case (Case 12, Re𝜙 = 107).

The mean wall Yplus values (⟨𝑦+⟩) on shroud and discs for
Case 12 (Re𝜙 = 107) are shown in Fig. 5. Although the near
wall grid spacing is relaxed to 1.5 × 𝛿, the mean wall Yplus is
still reasonably small. Over most of the walls, the mesh extends
into the viscous sublayer in which the effect of wall function is
largely nullified. On the discs, a region with relatively high and
fluctuating mean wall Yplus occurs, as highlighted in grey. This
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TABLE 3: Mesh details and computational cost.

No. 𝑅𝑒𝜙 Criteria Δ𝑥+ Δ𝑟+ Δ(𝑟𝜃)+ Δ𝑦/𝛿 𝑁𝑥 𝑁𝑟 𝑁𝜃 𝑁𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 Revolutions Cost (CPU hour)

1 3.2 × 105 Standard < 15 < 40 < 30 1 25 99 400 ∼ 2.27 × 106 100+100 1194
2 8.1 × 105 Standard < 15 < 40 < 30 1 72 178 600 ∼ 8.92 × 106 100+100 12012

3-7 2.3 × 106 Standard < 15 < 40 < 30 1 84 291 800 ∼ 2.25 × 107 100+100 48426
7 2.3 × 106 Relaxed < 25 < 60 < 45 1.5 60 199 540 ∼ 7.28 × 106 100+100 9947

8-11 3.0 × 106 Standard < 15 < 40 < 30 1 109 226 1104 ∼ 4.18 × 107 100+100 121501
12 1.0 × 107 Relaxed < 25 < 60 < 45 1.5 156 782 1600 ∼ 2.27 × 108 50+50 567457

TABLE 4: Mesh sensitivity test for case 7 (6kR4B24).

Mesh Shroud 𝑞 Upstream Disc 𝑞 Downstream Disc 𝑞

Unit [W m−2] [W m−2] [W m−2]

Standard 3841.21 491.02 541.71
Relaxed 3832.80 482.87 532.90

Diff. -0.22% -1.66% -1.63%

region includes the cobs and the sharp corner between each disc
and cob.

FIGURE 5: Mean wall Yplus profiles for Case 12 (Reφ = 107) with
disc cob and sharp corner regions highlighted in grey.

3.4 Convergence
As listed in Table 3, for all the cases except Case 12

(Re𝜙 = 107), simulations were run for 100 revolutions to reach a
statistically steady state, then another 100 revolutions to collect
mean statistics. Following checks at lower Re𝜙 conditions, these
simulation times were halved for Case 12 (Re𝜙 = 107).

Convergence was examined prior to post-processing. In ad-
dition to the widely used criteria, which check equation residuals
and variable fluctuations at representative monitor points, fur-
ther checks were conducted by examining the overall balances of
mass flow, angular momentum and energy. Mass flow, angular
momentum and energy balance errors are calculated, from the
mean values of the last 100 or 50 revolutions after convergence.
The balance errors are in percentage of the inlet mass flow rate,
angular moment on all the walls and total heat transfer on all the
diabatic walls, respectively. The balance errors for representative
high speed conditions are listed in Table 5.

TABLE 5: Balance errors for convergence.

No. Case Tag Mass Flow Angular Momentum Energy

7 6kR4B24 0.03% 2.29% -1.25%
11 8kR4B24 0.01% 0.32% -1.44%
12 Re1E7R4B24 0.00% -3.20% 1.90%

Compared to previous studies [1–4] at relatively low speed
conditions, the balances indicate very good convergence. This
may be associated with the finer mesh and smaller time step
used at high Reynolds numbers. Although fewer revolutions
were simulated for Case 12 (Re𝜙 = 107), the balance errors are
similar. Further checks on the real-time mean shroud heat transfer
showed the variation with time to be less than 1% when collecting
statistics after 20 revolutions.

3.5 Computational Cost and Parallel Performance
In Fig. 6, parallel performance on the national HPC facility

ARCHER2 is shown, for Case 12 (Re𝜙 = 107) with ∼ 2.27× 108

mesh nodes. The recommended distribution of 20k to 80k mesh
nodes per CPU core [19] is highlighted as a grey zone. Starting
with 2560 CPU cores (AMD EPYCTM 7742, 2.25 GHz) as a
baseline, increasing to 5120, 6400 and 7680 CPU cores give
speedup ratios 99.8%, 95.8% and 93.7%, respectively. This
confirms excellent parallel performance and shows improvements
compared to the local HPC cluster [1].

FIGURE 6: Parallel performance on the national HPC facility for
Case 12 (Reφ = 107) with ∼ 2.27 × 108 mesh nodes.

The computational cost in CPU hours for WMLES varies
with Reynolds number. These are listed in Table 3 and shown in
Fig. 7. The scaling 𝑁 ∝ Re9/4

𝜙
is an estimate of the increase of

mesh size with Reynolds number for direct numerical simulation
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(DNS), and is included for reference. Considering the necessity
of a smaller time step for a finer mesh, the cost of DNS would
increase at a greater rate. The costs achieved confirm the potential
for exploiting WMLES in engineering applications, and Fig. 7
may be used to estimate the computational cost. The turnaround
time for the Re𝜙 = 107 case was ∼ 74 hours (∼ 3 days) using
7680 CPU cores.

FIGURE 7: Scaling of computational cost with Reynolds number.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
4.1 Comparison with Previous Data

Mean shroud heat transfer is compared with experimental
data [10, 11], and previous WMLES data [4] where available,
in Table 6. In the experiments, shroud heat transfer is measured
by two RdF 27160-C-L-A01 thermopile heat flux gauges, each
individually calibrated for steady-state measurements between
0.5 and 8kW/m2 and gauge temperatures up to 110◦C [11]. The
Nusselt number here (Nu′

𝑏
) is defined using the rotary stagnation

temperature difference between shroud and inlet. At low speed
conditions (Cases 1 and 2), previous work has suggested that
WMLES may underpredict turbulence levels in some areas [1, 4].
This may account for some differences with measurements and
previous WMLES in these cases. As previously discussed for
Case 1 [1], the present WMLES are closer to experiments than
results from a full compressible solver [4].

At moderate speed, with Rossby number 0.2 (Cases 3 and
4), the agreement with experiment is very good, with differences
below 3%. The unsteady RANS (Case 5, highlighted in red),
which used the same mesh and time step as the WMLES, gave
larger differences with the experiment of around 10%. This is
consistent with the advantage of WMLES over URANS found in
previous studies [1, 20, 21].

At moderate speed, with Rossby number 0.4 (Cases 6 and
7), WMLES gives shroud heat transfers significantly lower than
the experiments. However, results for the present and previous
WMLES for Case 7 are close. Jackson et al. [22] measured
peaks in cavity unsteady pressure amplitude at Ro = 0.5 with
amplitudes reducing for Ro < 0.4. Previous compressible flow
WMLES diverged due to flow reversal at the inlet and outlet
for Ro < 0.4 using the present solution domain. Extending
and contracting the inlet and outlet boundaries allowed solutions
to be obtained [3]. The inlet and outlet conditions used in the
present solver appear less prone to divergence but may limit flow
unsteadiness.

Case 9, highlighted in blue, extends the validation to the
highest speed of 8000 rpm considered in the experiments, and
selects the highest flow rate at this speed, corresponding to Ro =
0.2. The WMLES shows very good agreement with the exper-
iment, with a difference of 1.2%. For this operating condition,
unsteady RANS (Case 10, highlighted in red) shows a strong
under-prediction of ∼ 18%.

TABLE 6: Comparison of shroud mean Nusslet number with refer-
ence data.

No. Case Tag Exp. WMLES[4] Diff. Present Diff.

1 0.8kR5B26 11.61 8.82 -24.0% 12.63 8.8%
2 2kR4B26 25.98 22.32 -14.1% 28.20 8.6%
3 6kR2B18 36.49 [-] [-] 37.07 1.6%
4 6kR2B26 48.66 [-] [-] 50.09 3.0%
5 6kR2B26-U 48.66 [-] [-] 43.92 -9.7%
6 6kR4B18 50.95 [-] [-] 39.99 -21.5%
7 6kR4B24 55.06 47.85 -13.10% 46.53 -15.5%
9 8kR2B24 53.13 [-] [-] 52.48 -1.2%
10 8kR2B24-U 53.13 [-] [-] 43.61 -17.9%

Mean convective heat fluxes on upstream and downstream
discs are compared with the experimental data in Fig. 8, for ex-
perimental cases at the highest rotational speed and buoyancy pa-
rameter. In the experiments [11], the disc temperatures were mea-
sured from a radial distribution of 28 K-type thermocouples on
both upstream and downstream discs. At high radii (𝑟/𝑏 > 0.6),
the temperatures on the upstream and downstream discs mainly
agreed within the experimental uncertainties. Time-averaged disc
temperatures were used in a Bayesian model, to provide an ex-
perimentally derived continuous radial variation. The Bayesian
model, in conjunction with the circular-fin equation model, was
used to determine the variation of heat flux with radius. The ra-
diative heat flux was subtracted from the total heat flux to get the
convective heat flux, as shown with the black curves in Fig. 8. In
the experimental reference [11], the 95% confidence interval in-
dicates the uncertainty of the convective heat flux within ∼ ±4%
of the maximum convective heat flux for 𝑟/𝑏 between 0.5 and
0.9. The uncertainty rises near the disc cob and shroud.

WMLES and WMURANS data are averaged in time and in
the circumferential direction. WMLES and experimental data
are in good agreement over the discs for 𝑟/𝑏 < 0.9. Higher disc
heat flux is shown than the experimental data at high radii close
to the shroud. This was also noted in previous WMLES [1, 4],
and could be related to uncertainty in deducing heat flux from
the disc radial temperature gradients in this region. WMURANS
gives significantly larger differences with the experimental data,
which extends the previous evidence under low Reynolds number
conditions.

WMLES and WMURANS data are compared with mea-
sured bore flow temperatures for the same condition in Fig. 9.
Temperature profiles are shown radially from the shaft to the
upstream and downstream disc bores. The error bars indicate un-
certainty of ± 1K in flow temperature measurements. WMLES
shows very encouraging agreement with measurements, consid-
ering the possibility of sensitivity to boundary conditions. Again,
WMURANS shows significant departures.
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FIGURE 8: Mean convective heat flux [W m−2] on discs for Cases
9 (WMLES) and 10 (WMURANS). The left sub-figure shows the up-
streamstream disc; the right sub-figure shows the downstream
disc.

FIGURE 9: Bore flow temperature for Cases 9 (WMLES) and 10
(WMURANS).

FIGURE 10: Shroud mean Nusselt number for all WMLES cases,
comparing with recently published numerical data and experimen-
tal correlations.

4.2 Mean Shroud and Disc Heat Transfer

Shroud mean Nusselt numbers (Nu𝑏) are plotted in Fig. 10.
Here the rotary stagnation temperature difference between the
shroud and core is used in defining Nu𝑏 and Ra. The core tem-
perature in the present results is the average of mean 𝑇𝑟 over
𝑥/𝑑 = 0.25 to 0.75 at 𝑟/𝑏 = 0.9. For comparison, previous WM-
LES for the same test rig [1, 3, 4] and WMLES for an engine
disc cavity geometry [2] are also plotted. The dotted and dashed
lines are adaptations of established low and high Rayleigh num-
ber experimental correlations for gravitational convection. The
solid line is 0.61 times the value for the high Rayleigh number
correlation. This was found to produce a reasonable fit of exper-
imental data to an elementary model as described in Section 1
Fig. 2. Note that core temperatures were not measured in the
experiments, so direct comparisons of Nu𝑏 with experiments are
not possible.

The results for the present test rig show scaling of Nu𝑏 with
Ra close to that for the high Ra correlation (Nu ∝ Ra1/3), and the
values are consistent with the interpretation of the experimental
measurements (Nu = 0.61 × 0.15 × Ra1/3), given in Fig. 2. At
relatively low Ra, the present data is higher than earlier results
from Gao and Chew [4], but agrees well with those from Sun
et al. [3]. Data for the engine geometry and operating conditions
are consistently higher than those for the test rig, and closer
to the standard high Ra correlation. Differences between the
engine and test rig may come from one or a combination of
differences in cavity geometry, inlet swirl, Rossby number and
surface temperature distributions.

Disc mean Nusselt numbers (𝑁𝑢𝑑), defined using the ro-
tary stagnation temperature difference between disc mean and
core, are plotted in Fig. 11. Values assuming Ekman layer
conduction are calculated by substituting ⟨𝑞𝑑⟩ by ⟨𝑞EL⟩ =

⟨𝜆𝑑 (𝑇𝑟 ,𝑑 − ⟨𝑇𝑟 ,𝑐⟩)⟩/Δ in the definition of 𝑁𝑢𝑑 , giving the curve
with Nu ∝ Re1/2

𝜙
. For all cases, the mean heat transfer on the

downstream disc is slightly higher than that on the upstream disc.
This is mainly related to the heat transfer enhancement by im-
pingement on the downstream disc cob. For the lowest Rossby
number case (Case 8, Ro=0.1), in which the impingement is ex-
pected to be the weakest, mean heat transfer on the upstream disc
has the smallest difference from that on the downstream disc.

Previous work has shown correspondence of measurements
and WMLES disc heat transfer with the estimate from Ekman
layer conduction. However, the WMLES may under-predict tur-
bulence and disc heat transfer at low Reynolds number conditions
[4]. This may explain the relatively low Nu𝑑 for Re𝜙 = 3.2× 105

in Fig. 11. Results for Re𝜙 = 8.1 × 105 − 3.0 × 106 show better
agreement with Ekman layer conduction, although there is sig-
nificant variation with operating conditions. This, and the shroud
mean heat transfer in Fig. 10, are consistent with the scatter found
in the analysis of the experimental results in Fig. 2. At the highest
Reynolds number (107), the WMLES clearly gives higher disc
heat transfer than the Ekman layer conduction estimate. This
operating condition, which is well beyond the experimental test
matrix, is further examined below.
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FIGURE 11: Disc mean Nusselt number (Nud = ⟨qd ⟩b/(λd (Tr ,d −

⟨Tr ,c ⟩))) for all WMLES cases.

4.3 Reynolds Number Effects
Figure 12 shows the mean heat transfer distribution on the

upstream disc for Cases 7, 11 and 12. Profiles on the downstream
disc show similar trends. WMLES results are compared with
estimates from Ekman layer conduction using mean core temper-
atures from the simulations. A progressive departure from the
Ekman layer conduction estimate is seen as Re𝜙 increases. As
expected from Fig. 11, for Re𝜙 = 107, the WMLES disc heat
transfer is well above the estimate. The departure is greatest at
lower radii on the disc. Note that for matching experimental con-
ditions, the two higher Re𝜙 cases have a different disc temperature
distribution from the Re𝜙 = 2.3×106 case. This could contribute
to the observed trends, but is not considered to be the primary
cause.

FIGURE 12: Mean convective heat flux [W m−2] on the upstream
disc for Cases 7, 11 and 12 (Ro = 0.4).

The modified Ekman layer conduction curve for Re𝜙 = 107

in Fig. 12 applies a correction from turbulent Ekman layer theory
[23]. The laminar value is calculated using a local core temper-
ature and multiplied by the ratio of circumferential wall shear
in turbulent and laminar Ekman layers. For the boundary layer
Reynolds numbers (Re𝛿) above 180, the multiplying factor is
(Re𝛿/180)0.6. The modification brings the theoretical prediction
much closer to the WMLES at lower radii. Further discussion of
transition and calculation of Re𝛿 is given below.

There is also evidence of changes in the cavity mean rotary
stagnation temperature (⟨𝑇𝑟 ⟩) distribution at higher Re𝜙 . Fig-
ure 13 shows mean rotary stagnation temperature and its fluc-
tuation at cavity mid-axial position, covering the full range of
Re𝜙 . The values are first time-averaged at the local position, then
circumferential-averaged. The ⟨𝑇∗

𝑟 ⟩ profiles for the two higher
Re𝜙 cases show a stronger variation from 𝑟/𝑏 around 0.3 to 0.6
than the other three cases. The form of the fluctuation distribu-
tion in the disc cob region is also different for these two higher
Re𝜙 cases. The reduced uniformity in core mean rotary stagna-
tion temperature may be associated with stronger disc cooling at
lower radii and subtle changes in the unsteady flows.

FIGURE 13: Profiles of mean rotary stagnation temperature and its
fluctuation at mid-axial position for Cases 1, 2, 7, 11 and 12.

Further details for the two higher Re𝜙 cases are given by the
instantaneous disc heat flux in Fig. 14 and the instantaneous disc
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wall Yplus in Fig. 15. Wall Yplus shows similar trends between
upstream and downstream discs, so only those on the upstream
disc are shown. The heat flux contours reflect the expected flow
structure, with high heat transfer indicating the path of a cold
radial outflow plume. For Re𝜙 = 107, the wall Yplus values at
lower radii are considerably higher than those for the laminar
Ekman layer flows at lower Re𝜙 . Spiral structures are apparent in
the wall Yplus contours. Similar structures have been observed
in WMLES for a rotating cavity with radial outflow, as was used
as a test case for heat transfer prediction in validating the present
computational code [1].

(a) Reφ = 3.0 × 106 (Case 11).

(b) Reφ = 107 (Case 12).

FIGURE 14: Instantaneous wall heat flux [W m−2] on upstream disc
(left) and downstream disc (right).

Laminar-turbulent transition in rotating disc boundary lay-
ers has been considered analytically by Lingwood [24]. For a
core flow rotating as a forced vortex at a speed below that of
the disc, stabilty theory predicts transition above critical values
of the boundary layer Reynolds number. These critical values
range from 198 for linear Ekman layers to 507 for a free disc. For
comparison with these values, contours of instantaneous bound-
ary layer Reynolds numbers (Re𝛿) based on Ekman depth and the
relative swirl velocity at the cavity mid-axial position are shown
in Fig. 16. The values confirm that turbulent disc boundary layers
are expected at lower radii. The higher boundary layer Reynolds
numbers in these regions are associated with slip of the core flow
relative to the rotating disc. In the present cases, no inlet swirl is
imposed in the throughflow, which is consistent with the experi-
mental condition but may be different at engine conditions. With
inlet swirl, the transition to turbulence is likely to be delayed.

5. CONCLUSION
This research focuses on flow and heat transfer in a com-

pressor rotating disc cavity with axial throughflow, with high

FIGURE 15: Instantaneous wall Yplus on upstream disc for Reφ =

3.0 × 106 (Case 11, left) and Reφ = 107 (Case 12, right).

FIGURE 16: Instantaneous boundary layer Reynolds number (Reδ )
at mid-axial position for Reφ = 3.0 × 106 (Case 11, left) and Reφ =

107 (Case 12, right).

rotational speeds (up to 8000 rpm) and high Reynolds numbers
(up to Re𝜙 = 107). The main conclusions and contributions are
summarised as follows.

1) Validation of wall-modelled large-eddy simulations (WM-
LES) for compressor disc heat transfer modelling has been
extended to the highest Reynolds number for which experi-
mental data is available (Re𝜙 = 3.0 × 106). The validity of
the Boussinesq approximation and the kinetic energy treat-
ment with rotary stagnation temperature are also confirmed,
although these simplifications were adopted here for conve-
nience and are not essential.

2) Based on mesh sensitivity tests, modified meshing criteria
for high Reynolds number simulations have been proposed.
Combined with the excellent parallel performance of the
open-source code on the national high-performance com-
puting facility, this has allowed a simulation at Re𝜙 = 107 to
be conducted with a turnaround time of about 3 days with
7680 CPU cores.

3) The present results show consistency with other recent stud-
ies and confirm the general flow structures and expected
scaling of shroud heat transfer. In the present study, at
higher Reynolds numbers, the extent of the isothermal core
is reduced, and the heat transfer on discs is increased con-
siderably at low radii. This is associated with the transition
to turbulence in the Ekman layers, as is consistent with the
higher boundary layer Reynolds numbers at this condition.
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The transition is expected to be affected by inlet swirl, which
may be of particular interest in engine operating conditions.

4) WMLES is recommended for exploring aero engine operat-
ing conditions in support of lower order thermal modelling
and design in industry, as has been shown here to be feasible.
Further investigations on high Reynolds number conditions
are needed to confirm and extend the present findings. Ex-
act prediction of Ekman layer transition to turbulence is not
expected with WMLES, so more fundamental studies of this
are recommended.
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