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Nomenclature

Latin characters

Bg number of rotor blades

Bs number of stator vanes

c blade chord length in cascade reference
frame (m)

cqg=c/cos ¢, blade chord length at constant radius (m)

Co speed of sound (ms~1!)

d chordwise non-overlap length (stagger dis-
tance) in the cascade reference frame R, (m)

E[] expected value of the enclosed quantity

Enu duct eigenfunction of the mode (m, )

ey, unit vector in the axial direction of the duct

f frequency (Hz)

g inter-blade distance in the duct azimuthal
direction (m)

Ga(Xg,t|X40,t0) Green’s function tailored to the annular
duct in uniform axial mean flow Uy, for a
source in X, at time tp and a receiver in X, at
time t.

h inter-blade distance normal to the blades in
the cascade reference frame R. (m)

H™(x) Hankel function of kind n of order m

H®(x) Hankel function of kind n of order m derivative

j current index of the blades

Jm(x), Yim(x) Bessel function of first and second kind of
order m

ko =w/co acoustic wavenumber (m~"')

k& m,  axial wavenumber of the duct mode (m,u) in

the duct reference frame (m~1)

kxfd'm”(r) axial wavenumber of the duct mode (m,u) in
the cascade reference frame, R4, before the
rotation of sweep angle (m~1')

K. = (kx,,ky.,k;) current wavenumber vector in the cas-
cade coordinate system R, (m~!)

Kco = (Kxg.Ky.kz,) wavenumber vector of the incident
gust in the cascade coordinate system R.
(m~1)

K; current wavenumber vector in the reference
frame R; (m~1)

(kx.kz,) current axial and radial wavenumber in the
reference frame R; (m™!)

Ko wavenumber vector of the incident gust in the
reference frame R;, =R or S) (m~1')

(Kx,kz,) axial and radial wavenumber of the incident

gust in the reference frame ®; (m~')

integral length scales of turbulence in the

direction 4 and in its normal plane (m)

Ly distance such that S(Fjggd(xcd,r.w;x;d,r’,w)a0
when |r—r| > L, and that the cascade geome-
try and the flow properties can be considered
unchanged over I, = 2L, (m)

I, radial correlation length of the unsteady blade
loading, assimilated to the radial correlation
length of the incident, locally homogeneous
turbulence (m)

Ly width of the wakes

la, It

M=U./cy chordwise Mach number in the cascade
reference frame R,
My, = Uy, /co duct axial Mach number

m azimuthal order of an acoustic duct mode
mg azimuthal order of the incident gust
n unit outward-normal vector

p ¥ (X4,t) acoustic pressure at point Xy, at time t (Pa)

P, pP pressure on suction and pressure side of a
blade respectively (Pa)

Pni;_li(w) pressure amplitude of the duct mode (m,u)

Py mean fluid pressure (Pa)

Q. transformation matrix from duct R; to cascade
reference frame Ry
Q;yp; transformation matrix from duct R; to cascade

reference frame R,
va,,=Q;l},(p’, inverse transformation matrix from R

to R;

q q; =Q;y1(2, ) = (=siny, cos ¥, cos J,cos Y, —
simj;)

r current radius (m)

Re reference frame linked to the rectilinear cas-
cade at a radius r after rotation of the sweep
angle ¢,

Red reference frame linked to the rectilinear cas-
cade at a radius r before rotation of the sweep
angle ¢,

Rd fixed frame of reference linked to the duct

Re() real part

Ry frame of reference linked to the mean flow

Ry duct hub radius (m)

Ri relative frame of reference linked to the annu-
lar blade row rotating at the angular velocity
Q

Ran.i cross-correlation function of the non-dimen-
sional upwash velocity w;

Rr duct tip radius (m)

S distance between two adjacent leading-edges

3 in the cascade reference frame R. (m)

SH (Xeq, T3 Xy, 1", ) cross-spectrum of the unsteady
blade loadings at point M (x,,1) on blade j
and at point M’ (x_;,r’) on blade j* at angular
frequencies w and o’

Spp(®w)  acoustic power spectral density (dB Hz 1)

t time (s)

To mean static fluid temperature (K)

T u(r) = Urms(1)/Ux, (1) local turbulent intensity at radius
r

u(xy,t) fluctuating velocity vector (ms~1!)

U = (Uy,,U:,Uy) mean velocity vector in the reference

frame R; (ms~1)

values of the root mean square (r.m.s.) velocity

components in the direction 4 and in its nor-

mal plane (ms~1)

(U:,0,W,) mean velocity components in the cascade

coordinate system (m s~ !)

circumferentially averaged mean axial velocity

at radius r (ms~1)

Uo=+/U?+W? mean flow speed (with zero angle of
attack) (ms~1)

Uq, Ut

U, (1)
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Uy, mean axial velocity (area-averaged) (ms~1!)
Uy mean tangential velocity (ms~1)
w(Xg4,t) blade upwash velocity in the duct fixed-refer-

ence frame (ms~1)

upwash velocity component of the incident

gust in the frame of reference Ry (m )

Wi(X4r|?) stochastic non-dimensional upwash velocity
(WiRgr|) = Wi(Xg,R)/Wims,i(T))

Wimsi  upwash r.m.s. velocity (ms~1)

X =x/l, quickly varying coordinates to describe the
local homogeneity of the turbulence around a
radius (m)

X =X/Rr slowly varying coordinates to express the slow
variation of the turbulence characteristics and
of the geometry from one strip to a neighbor-
ing one (m)

(Xc,Ye,zc) Cartesian coordinates in the cascade reference
frame R, (origin O.), z. spanwise (m)
(Xcd»YedrZeq) Cartesian coordinates in the cascade refer-
ence frame Ry (origin O.) before rotation of

the sweep angle ¢,, z,4 along the radius (m)

(X4,Y4,2q) Cartesian coordinates in the absolute duct
reference Ry (origin Oy) (m)

(X4,74,04) cylindrical coordinates in the absolute duct
reference Ry (origin Oy) (m)

Wi(Xq)

(x1,y1,z;) Cartesian coordinates in the duct reference
frame rotating with the blade row I, R; (origin
0Oy) (m)

(x1,r1,0;) cylindrical coordinates in the duct reference
frame rotating with the blade row R; (m)

XLE axial coordinate of the leading edge taken to be
0 in r=Ry (m)

YIEL tangential coordinate of the leading edge taken

to be 0 in r=Ry (m)
Greek characters

B =+~1-M? compressibility parameter relative to the
chordwise mean velocity U,

By, compressibility parameter for axial mean flow

Pw compressibility parameter relative to the span-
wise mean velocity W,

Iy squared norm of the duct eigenfunction Ep
(m?)

0ij Kronecker symbol equal to 1 if i=j, else
equal to 0

Apc(Xc,zc,t) unsteady blade loading on the blade 0 at the
radius r in the cascade reference frame R, (Pa)

AIA’C,O(xc,co\f) pressure jump made non-dimensional by
pPoCowo produced by a gust of amplitude wy,
and parameters o, k,, and w, on the rectilinear
cascade defined at radius r

Aﬁcdj(xcd,f,wex) pressure jump at the radius r, on the
blade j, for a chordwise position x4 in R at
the angular frequency of the incident excita-
tion wex (PaHz™1)

) deterministic envelope of the rotor wakes

A direction of symmetry of the axisymmetric
turbulence model

A turbulence integral length scale for an isotropic
turbulence model (l; = = A) (m)

u radial order of an acoustic duct mode

0o mean fluid density (kg m~3)

o inter-blade phase angle (o ==ky,d+ky,h=

—2mmg/By)

acoustic potential (m?s~1)

PSD of the fluctuating upwash velocity divided

by w2, ;» i.e. PSD of w; (m?)

PSD of the fluctuating upwash velocity

(m°s—2)

@Ww(kxc,kzc) two-dimensional spectrum of the non-
dimensional upwash velocity (m?)

¢
djww,i

(wa,i

dww(w) PSD of the non-dimensional upwash
velocity (s)

on sweep angle after stagger and lean angle (rad)

¢ sweep angle in the duct reference frame (rad)

71 stagger angle in the duct reference frame of the

cascade (rad)
y=arctand/h rectilinear-cascade stagger angle (rad)
Tmp eigenvalue of the mode (m,u) (m~1)
v stator lean angle after stagger angle (rad)
v, stator lean angle in the duct reference
frame (rad)
W (0 am* duct  eigenmodes (Wi u(,0q) = Em,

p(iyeme)
Q cascade angular speed (rad s~ 1)
Wex incident angular frequency (rad s~ 1)
w angular frequency (rad s~ ')

wg = Wex—kz,,W modified angular frequency (rad s
Subscripts

b relative to the ingested turbulence interacting
with the rotor or to the background turbulence
interacting with the stator

1 I =R (relative to the rotor) or S (relative to the
stator)

i i= b (relative to the background turbulence) or
w (relative to the rotor-wake turbulence)

w relative to rotor-wake turbulence interacting
with the stator

Superscripts

T matrix transpose

% complex conjugate

+ refers to the radiation upstream and down-

stream of the blade row respectively

Abbreviations

LEE linearized Euler equations
PSD power spectral density
oGV outlet guide vanes

r.m.s. root mean square
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1. Introduction

Turbofan engines with higher bypass ratios ensure improved aircraft performances at lower nominal rotation speed.
Both the exhaust velocities of burnt gases and the corresponding jet noise are reduced and the fan-OGV (outlet guide vane)
stage becomes a major contributor to the total noise. Modern very-high bypass architectures involve lower fan tip speed,
reduced number of blades, selected blade and vane counts, and acoustic liners. This ensures tonal noise reduction and
shifts the tone frequencies to lower values associated with weaker loudness. As a result, the broadband noise contribution
is expected to become relatively more significant and dedicated prediction schemes are a crucial step to be included in the
design cycles, as early and as accurately as possible. More specifically, the present study is dedicated to the prediction of
the broadband noise resulting from the impingement of incident turbulence on a blade row either rotating or stationary.
Numerical simulations of the turbulent compressible three-dimensional flow around the blades or the vanes could in
principle reproduce all sound generation and propagation phenomena accurately, but are still a daunting task for an actual
fan (blade span of the order of 1 m and Reynolds number based on the chord length and mean velocity around 10°) and are
far from being compatible with industrial time constraints. Besides, fan broadband noise prediction requires the whole
power spectral density (PSD) of the acoustic power for frequencies ranging up to 10 kHz. Fast-running analytical models
then appear to be still more appropriate in an industrial context.

Many studies have been performed over the past 40 years to predict the fan broadband noise caused by turbulence
ingestion and wake interactions. Mugridge and Morfey [1], Mani [2], Hanson [3] and Sevik [4], among others, have dealt
with the interaction of an incident turbulence with a rotating blade or a stationary vane. Homicz and George [5] extended
these works to rotating blades at low frequencies and George and Kim [6] and Amiet [7] at high frequencies. Detailed
reviews of the methods and experiments carried out during the seventies on rotor broadband noise were proposed by
Cumpsty [8], Brooks and Schlinker [9] and George and Chou [10]. Most of these works were dedicated to open rotors, in
particular the main rotor of a helicopter, for which the moderate blade number, often smaller than 10, allows using an
isolated-airfoil response function.

Dealing with turbofan engines requires including the in-duct propagation in the prediction methods. Glegg [11], De
Gouville [12] and Joseph and Parry [13] developed broadband noise models for ducted fans using Green'’s function tailored
to the duct, and the unsteady blade loadings as acoustic sources. Glegg [11] dealt with the interaction of the rotor blades
with the boundary layer of the casing and with the interaction of rotor wakes with the OGV. Yet the blades were assumed
to be acoustically compact along the chord. De Gouville [12] resorted to Graham’s similarity rules [14] to account for the
compressibility effects and the non-compactness of the airfoil to determine the turbulence ingestion noise, while Joseph
and Parry [13] used the two-dimensional compressible Amiet’s function to predict the noise due to the interaction of the
casing boundary layer with the rotor blades. These investigations were based on an isolated-airfoil response function.
Nevertheless, current turbofan engines involve higher and higher bypass ratio and chord lengths, and the blade number of
the rotor and the vane number of the stator can easily exceed 20 and 50 respectively (e.g. [15]). As a result, cascade effects
must also be included in the prediction methods. Ventres et al. [16] were the first to propose a fan broadband noise model
for inlet and wake turbulence considering both the duct and the cascade effects. These two aspects are an important
theoretical improvement. An in-duct formulation of the acoustic analogy was applied, using the unsteady blade loading as
input data, but resorting to a two-dimensional cascade response function. The radial variation of the turbulence was then
taken into account by means of a strip theory. More recently Nallasamy and Envia [17] enhanced and coupled this model
to a Reynolds-Averaged Navier-Stokes computation to get the turbulence input data for the acoustic model, showing a
good agreement with measurements.

However, experimental results (e.g. [18]) show clear evidence of the strong spanwise variation of the turbulence in
the rotor wakes developing upstream of the OGV, which may hinder the above two-dimensional decomposition of
the impinging turbulence on stator vanes. Another approach then consists in including the spanwise variations of the
turbulence by means of a three-dimensional rectilinear-cascade model: incident gusts are three-dimensional but the
cascade is still considered rectilinear. Hanson [19] and Hanson and Horan [20] proposed a model for the interaction of a
homogeneous or radially inhomogeneous incident turbulence with a rectilinear flat-plate cascade resorting to Glegg’s
cascade model [21]. Hanson then extended it to swept and leaned cascades [22] and to the broadband noise of a complete
fan stage [23]. Glegg [24] and Glegg and Walker [25] accounted for the duct wall in the unwrapped configuration giving
the exact solution to this approximate problem by means of a cosine functions basis. Evers and Peake [26] finally extended
the method of Hanson and Horan [20] to include blade geometry effects. These predictions agreed quite well with the
available experimental results despite the crucial assumption of rectilinear cascade [20]. Cheong et al. [27] again using a
rectilinear-cascade model based on Smith’s two-dimensional theory [28], pointed out a critical frequency, below which
cascade effects are important, and only a part of the turbulent wavenumbers contribute to the resulting noise. Above that
frequency, cascade effects can be neglected and the whole incident turbulence contributes. Jurdic et al. [29] predicted the
rotor/stator interaction noise with this model using RANS data as inputs. Hanson’s model and similar ones can be declined
in a strip theory to take the radial variation of the geometry of an actual annular cascade into account. Yet, it directly
applies to the radiated field and associated acoustic power, and does not rely on the unsteady blade loading as in the
previous methods. As a result, the propagation in an annular duct cannot be accounted for.

Finally a significant improvement in fan broadband noise predictions has been recently achieved through three-
dimensional unsteady linearized-Euler (LEE) simulations, fully accounting for the actual blade geometry. For instance,
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Atassi and Vinogradov [30,31] and Atassi and Logue [32] proposed a very accurate fan broadband interaction noise method
based on a previously developed model [33]. This approach noticeably accounts for the three-dimensional effects of the
actual geometry, swirling mean flow and three-dimensional turbulence excitation and points out the importance of these
parameters [33].

The present paper describes an analytical model of the broadband noise produced by turbulence in a rotor-stator
arrangement. Both the interaction of ingested turbulence with the rotor blades and the rotor-wake impingement on
downstream stator vanes are addressed. The model is a strip-theory application [34] based of a previously published
formulation of the unsteady blade loading for a rectilinear cascade [35] and of the subsequent developments by the
authors [34]. More precisely, Glegg's analytical formulation [21] has first been extended to provide closed-form
expressions of the acoustic field valid inside the inter-blade channels, and of the unsteady-blade loading [35]. A
wavenumber correction has also been proposed to include some of the three-dimensionality inherent to the annular
configuration into the unwrapped description of a cascade strip in Cartesian coordinates [34]. This makes the unsteady
blade loading calculated on each strip an equivalent dipole source distribution in an acoustic analogy formulation inside an
annular duct. Preliminary broadband noise prediction issues have been addressed by Posson and Roger [36] and Posson
et al. [37] to assess the effect of simplifying assumptions and the role of specific corrections to account for the main three-
dimensional effects. The model was compared with the reference three-dimensional LEE computation of Atassi et al. [33]
and with Logue and Atassi’s updated version of the linear cascade model of Atassi and Hamad [38]. Posson and Roger [39]
also carried out a dedicated experiment involving a turbulence grid upstream of a stationary cascade mounted at the exit
section of an open-jet anechoic wind-tunnel. The model was found in a rather good agreement with the experiment in an
extended low and middle frequency range. Further validations in configurations closer to a real engine were however
recognized as necessary. The final version of the broadband noise model is described in detail in Section 2. The predictions
are then compared, in Section 3, with the experimental data of the 22-in source diagnostic test (SDT) fan rig of the NASA
Glenn Research Center [40-46]. Both numerical assessment and experimental validation are achieved.

2. Fan broadband noise model

Although three-dimensional features, such as swirl and non-uniform mean flow, induce significant aerodynamic effects
(e.g. [47,48,33]), Atassi and Vinogradov showed that a simplified two-dimensional cascade model is adequate for
predicting the fan broadband acoustic response at high frequencies [30,31]. Moreover, both Glegg’s analytical formulation
[24] and Hanson’s model [20,22], based on a three-dimensional rectilinear-cascade response [21], were found successful in
predicting the fan broadband noise caused by the interaction of an incident turbulence with an isolated blade row. For
instance, Hanson and Horan [20] showed the ability of the model implemented in the code BFANS (e.g. Morin [49,50]) to
be a design tool for rather realistic fans. Yet, some additional three-dimensional effects and further accuracy could be
expected from coupling the cascade near-field information, such as the unsteady blade loading, with an acoustic analogy
stated in an annular duct. This possible improvement motivated the present model developments that directly resort to
the unsteady blade loading provided by the cascade response model. For a better geometrical representation, the annular
duct is split into several strips. Each radial strip and its blade row part are unwrapped and assimilated to a rectilinear
cascade having the local geometrical parameters embedded in a turbulent stream. The three-dimensional rectilinear-
cascade response provides the unsteady blade loading distributed on the strip. This distribution is used as an equivalent
dipole source in the acoustic analogy as an alternative to directly computing the radiated field. The turbulence is assumed
to be locally homogeneous (assumption H1) and frozen (assumption H2) so that Taylor’s hypothesis is introduced. The
swirling mean flow effects on the sound propagation and on the distortion of the incident perturbations are ignored. The
model can be considered as an extension of Ventres et al. [16] in the sense that it resorts to an acoustic analogy in an
annular duct with uniform mean flow, as proposed by Goldstein [51] in circular duct, and to a cascade response function to
compute the unsteady blade loading. Nevertheless, two important differences must be highlighted. Firstly, a three-
dimensional response function is used in each strip instead of a two-dimensional one. Even if the radial variations of the
geometry and of the mean flow features and turbulence are treated as parametric variations, the local three-
dimensionality of the turbulence is introduced in the response function. Secondly, the formulation is written in cylindrical
coordinates to reckon with the annular geometry and its effect on turbulence. Several developments in [16,17,22,51] are
reproduced here in a unified way to stress the different assumptions used in the model and to emphasize the main
differences and additions of the present work.

Until Sections 2.2 and 2.3 the developments apply indifferently to a rotor or a stator, the term blade will then be used
indifferently for both a rotor blade and a stator vane. Section 2.2 will then focus on rotor blades and Section 2.3 on stator
vanes. Several coordinate systems must be defined: R4 (O4,(X4,Y4,24)) a fixed reference frame attached to the duct with
associated cylindrical coordinates (x4,74,04), R (O1,(x1,y1,21)) a relative reference frame fixed to the annular blade row
rotating at the speed ; with associated cylindrical coordinates (x;,11,0)), Req (Ocds(XcarYedsZca)) and Re (Oc,(Xc,Ye,2c)) two
reference frames fixed to the rectilinear cascade at a particular radius r respectively before and after rotation of the sweep
angle ¢,. The four coordinate systems are represented on a sketch of the annular duct with the blade row in Fig. 1(a), and
the main geometrical parameters are defined in Fig. 1(b). The rotation matrices between the different reference frames,
previously defined by Hanson [22], are reminded in Appendix A.1 with additional sketches in Fig. C1.
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(b) .

Fig. 1. Sketches of (a) the frames of reference used in the present model and (b) the geometrical parameters. Case of zero lean angle n]/,.

To better account for the different scales of the problem and in particular those of turbulence, two non-dimensional
variables are defined: the quickly varying coordinates X = x/l, which will be used to describe the local homogeneity and
possible isotropy or axisymmetry of the turbulence around a radius, and the slowly varying coordinates X = x/Rr, with in
particular 7 =r/Rr, which will be used to express the slow variation of turbulence characteristics and the geometry from
one strip to a neighboring one. For instance, the cascade geometry, the turbulence intensity 7, and integral length scales
((Ig,1y) or A), and the shape of the rotor wakes vary along the span but are assumed constant around a particular radius r
inside a radial interval characterizing the fluctuations. Atassi and Vinogradov [30] dealt with the more general case where
fluctuating velocities slowly vary in all directions due to swirling mean flow distortion effects.

2.1. Power spectral density of the acoustic power

Let us consider a fluid with mean density p,, static pressure Py, and temperature T corresponding to a speed of sound
co, moving at a mean velocity U= (Uy,,U;,Uy) inside an annular duct of inner and outer radii Ry and Ry respectively. The
sound produced by the impingement of turbulence on a blade row in the duct is characterized by the PSD of the acoustic
power Spp(w) at the angular frequency . The PSD can be expressed as a function of the acoustic pressure and velocity, as
given for instance by Goldstein [51] for harmonic sources, or can be re-written as a function of the time-Fourier transform
of the acoustic potential,

D(xq,00) = lim Dr(xg,0) (1a)

with

1 ! iot
P10t = 5z [ boxan e, (1)

) (2)

where n is the unit outward-normal vector of the elementary surface dS, U the mean velocity vector and the operator E
denotes the expected value of the enclosed quantity. E is introduced since turbulence is treated as a random process. The
radial component of the mean flow speed U; is assumed to be zero (assumption H3). This hypothesis is very often valid in
axial-flow turbomachines, since the fan design generally satisfies the radial equilibrium. The azimuthal component U, can
also be neglected upstream of the fan rotor and downstream of the OGV, but its contribution is significant in-between. The
azimuthal component must then be accounted for both in the distortion of the incident disturbance and in the sound
propagation (e.g. [52-54,33]). In the present model, the properties of the incident turbulence are assumed to be known
sufficiently close to the blade row of interest in order that their distortion by the mean flow can be neglected. Then the
actual velocity triangle is used to convect the turbulent velocity field which is assumed frozen (assumption H2). The
unsteady blade loading is calculated with the three-dimensional rectilinear-cascade model developed by Posson et al.
[35,34]. The relative or total mean flow component Uy is derived from the actual axial and azimuthal mean flow
components, assuming zero angle of attack. The unsteady blade loading is then seen as an equivalent distribution of dipole
sources in an acoustic analogy. In contrast, the acoustic field prediction assumes a uniform axial mean flow of Mach
number My, = Uy, /co, which yields an analytical normal basis of eigenmodes. The acoustic potential can then be expanded
on the eigenmodes of a rigid annular duct with uniform mean flow ‘I’m,ﬂ(h@d)e”‘xﬁ-"’“’“’ =Em,#(%)e'kxi"'ﬂxd“”10“, with

Emu() = AmiJmLm, 1) + B Y (fm, u1)- (3)

in the form

Spp() = —po lim T Re (E { /‘S —iwq'JT(xd,w){Vd)(xd,w)— %(U : VtDT(xd,w)—iwd)T(xd,w))} nds
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The azimuthal and radial orders of the mode (m,u) are the number of azimuthal nodes and the number of radial nodes
respectively. The norm of the eigenmode is noted /T'm,, and the eigenvalue of Ep, ;, is .- The acoustic potentials in the
upstream (+ ) and downstream (-) directions are then expressed as

D (X0,0) =3 Dk (@) By () eMamatimla, (4a)
meZpueN
with the modal amplitudes
[0)
B (o= — ) (4b)

ipol—kys.muUx, 1’

where P M(w) is the pressure amplitude of the duct mode (m,u). The acoustic powers S5 are obtained by replacing @ by
its expressions (4a) and S by two duct sections upstream and downstream of the blade row, of unit outward-normal vector
n* = ¥ (1,0,0) respectively, in Eq. (2). The acoustic PSD is finally written as the sum of the acoustic powers of all cut-on
duct modes:

Sph (@)= ZZRe( e | llm E [P H(w)|2]>. (5a)
meZueN
limy_ o(n/T) E[| P #(w)\z] is the expected value of the power density of the duct mode (m,u) and
r Kk Lk
Fn%u = e Gn%uv Gr%y = m7H02v kO = gy
T Polo ' |ko—K& muMx, o
—koMy, F Km,

Krzn,u = k%_ﬂ)%dXIzn,u‘ kx; mu = 2 Xdz e ’ .Bxd = ]_M)%dv (5b)

Py,

where the superscript * stands for the complex conjugate.

The acoustic analogy in an annular duct with uniform mean flow provides an expression for the noise due to the
interaction of a row of B; blades or vanes (I stands either for the rotor I=R or the stator [=S) with an incident gust, as given
by Posson et al. [34] and, by extension, with an incident turbulence as detailed by Ventres et al. [16]. The problem only
involves time-stationary processes. The acoustic pressure p * (X4,t) at point X; and time t is determined by the unsteady
force per unit area f(x4,to) on the blade/vane surfaces (U;co,p,_1 J(to)) and Green'’s function tailored to the annular duct in
uniform axial mean flow G;(Xg4,t|Xg0,t0) [51]:

Xq0,t0)

0G4(Xg,
prown= [ o o LXa0r10) g, 1) g o (6)

Only the dipole-like sources are considered in Eq. (6); monopoles and quadrupoles are ignored. Since the viscous forces are
neglected, the net force on a surface reduces to the pressure force f =pn where n is the surface outward-normal unit
vector and p the pressure on the surface. Moreover the blades are assumed to be flat plates, and the normal vectors nf and
nj’?, on the suction and pressure sides of the blade j respectively, are opposite: nj:—nj’?znj. The elementary force
f(X40.t0) dS; across the blade j on the elementary surface dS; reduces to

f(X40,t0) dSj = [P*(Xqo,t0)—DPP (Xao,t0)] dS; mj = —AP(X0,to) dS; n;, (7)

where AP is the pressure jump. S; is the surface of the blade j which spins at angular frequency ;. A change from the
reference frame R, to the reference frame rotating with the blades R; is introduced to evaluate the unsteady loading on a
blade. By definition, the azimuthal coordinates are related by 040 = 0j0 + to. In the frame of reference R;, the surface S;; of
the blade j is stationary. The integrals in Eq. (6) can then be inverted, and the following property is used:

T
_I!Im ef(@-m@to AP(X[(),[()) dtg = 2nAP (X9, (0—mQy), (8)
— 00 7T
where AP (X0, ex) is the Fourier transform of AP(Xjo,to) in time. The pressure can be Fourier transformed and expanded on
the duct modes. The expression of the complex amplitude of the pressure of the duct mode (m,u) is then equal to

73,%“(0)) :/ Aﬁ(xlo,w—mQ,)

Use  2iKmud 0y, - Vi, [Ef, (ro)e ™0 im0 dS;(xp). 9)
)i m,ps m,p

The contribution of the duct mode of azimuthal order m to the pressure at frequency w is produced by the interaction of
the cascade with the gust at frequency w;,;, = w—mg&,. The rotating blade row thus induces a frequency scattering in
addition to the modal scattering. Since all blades are identical, evenly spaced and labelled by ascending numbers along y,,
like in Fig. 2, the coordinates of point M; of the blade j corresponding to point My(Xj0,70,0i0) of the blade O are
Mi;(X10,70,010—27j/B). The unit vector ng; normal to the blade 0, defined as u, ;s =uy in the cascade reference frame R,
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Fig. 2. Sketch of the rotor and the stator in an unwrapped view at radius r, including the mean velocity triangles and the coordinate systems: (a) incident
turbulence impinging on a rotor; (b) rotor wakes and background turbulence impinging on a stator.
and the gradient vector Vp,, are defined in the duct reference frame R; in Cartesian coordinates to yield

No; = Wy cq); = (Wy,c); = Qipy,1oUy,c = Qyy0.1(2, ) =4,

0 0 0
Vi = (ﬁ "03910'%) (10)

These developments generalize those of Ventres et al. [16] to any blade row. The sweep ¢, and lean n/V/, angles can now be
non-zero and vary radially. The definitions of the geometry and of the successive changes of reference frames match
Hanson’s developments and conventions [22]. The transformation matrices Q4 and Qj,,, are detailed in Appendix A.1.
The complex amplitude of the duct mode (m,p) finally reads

1 Rr . ca™ Bi=1 ~ . ik ) ikt .
P,,{”(w) = 72’%“],'"“ '/RH 5;%#("-60) '/0 ];) 6“2”"’/3’APCdJ(xCd,r,a)m)e Tk mue(F)Xa @I (/1Y 11 ()= Ky X1 () dxq dr, (11a)
where
. . et . dEq (™ m
+ _ oyt + _ mu +
Snty(r'w) = L ®Emp(®), L ()= {—l%,l Epu(Hdr + (qz,l T _q1,lkx-:—,mu>:| ’ (11b)

xg; and y g are leading-edge distances defined in Eq. (A.4) of Appendix A.1, and kxfd'm#(f) = Qmmkvamu—Qm,,um/r is the
axial wavenumber of the duct mode (m,u) in the cascade frame of reference R4 before the rotation of sweep angle [22].
Aﬁch(xcd,f,coex) is the pressure jump at the radius r, on the blade j, for a chordwise position x4 in the cascade frame of
reference R at the angular frequency of the incident excitation wex. Unlike the harmonic gust, considered by Posson et al.
[34] in the Third Computational Aeroacoustic benchmark [55], the unsteady flow excitation is here a turbulent flow. The
only random parameter in Eq. (11a) is actually the unsteady blade loading, leading to the term Sgggd(xcd,r,w; X, T',) in the
expected value of the spectrum of the duct modes in Eq. (12a).The latter is the cross-spectrum of the unsteady blade
loadings at point M (x4,7) on blade j and at point M’ (x_;,1’) on blade j’ at angular frequencies w and o’ defined in Eq. (12b).

A radial length L, is now assumed to exist beyond which the cross-correlation of the unsteady blade loading goes to
zero (H4). The cascade geometry and the flow properties are also considered unchanged over an extent I/, = 2L,. This is the
second part of assumption H4. The radial correlation length [ is taken in practice as the radial correlation length of the
incident, locally isotropic or axisymmetric homogeneous turbulence. Under this assumption, the expected value of the
spectrum of the duct mode (m,u) is written as

2 . y
‘Rr  pr+L ) peal’y . Ny
om 2 1 T ; o ¢ E0 i g P )
lim = E[Pm (@)1= | 57—7— / / St St (' w)* @ Ry (MXed =Ky mu (Mg
Tooo T WM ‘ 2 | Kmy ‘qu Re L, m,u m,u o 0

B,—1 B—1
i(—j")2nm/B, (i .
) 3N UTETMBGI (Xed, T Om: X, T, Om) dXeq dXy
=0/ =0

sc@ 1M/ T Wi () + ik my Xie, () 7 @10/ DY (D) =K my X a1 (12a)
where

jojr / / 3 T ) D / / /
St edXeas\Om: Xeq, T, 02pn) = M = E{APcq j(Xea, T, Om)APcq j(Xc T 071 (12b)
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The distribution of the unsteady loading must be computed at all points on the blade. From the formulation (12a), it is
useful to scan each radius r and then to scan every chordwise position at constant radius, that is to say to scan x4 in the
cascade frame of reference before sweep R, as proposed by Posson [34]. Assumption H4 and the following developments
related to I lead to an important difference with the approach of Ventres et al. [16] or Nallasamy and Envia [17], who
assume that the radial integral length scale is very small compared to the duct radius. Consequently, in their approach the
difference of radii is neglected in all terms except in the radial correlation function.

Two different noise mechanisms are now investigated. The interaction of an incident turbulence with a rotor, sketched
in Fig. 2(a) is first presented in Section 2.2 . The interaction of turbulent rotor wakes and background turbulence with a
stator, sketched in Fig. 2(b) is then discussed in Section 2.3.

2.2. Interaction of ingested turbulence with the rotor

2.2.1. Statistical properties of the turbulence

Since the incident disturbance on the rotor corresponds to ingested turbulence, its properties are considered in the
stationary frame of reference R4. From Taylor’s hypothesis H2, the turbulence is simply convected by the mean flow, so
that the upwash velocity is written as

Uu(Xg,t) - N = Wp(Xg,t) = W(Xg—tUy, (F)ex,), (13)

where W, (X,) is the upwash component of the incident gust in the frame of reference Ry attached to the axial mean flow
upstream of the rotor. The assumption of locally homogeneous turbulence allows writing

Wh(Xg) = Wims p (NW,(Xg|T), (14)

where W), is a stochastic variable in the interval [—1,1]. The amplitude w5}, and the integral length scales (Ig,l;) or A
involved in W, only depend on the slowly varying coordinate 7. The turbulence itself is nearly isotropic or axisymmetric in
the vicinity of the radius r. A Liepmann or an axisymmetric-turbulence model is then assumed to describe the spectrum of
the non-dimensional velocity Wj(X4,7). The former only depends on the turbulence intensity w;nys; and the integral length
scale A; (see Appendix C.1). In the chosen formulation detailed in Section 2.5 and Appendix C.2, the latter is expressed as a
function of the turbulence intensity w,nys; and the longitudinal and transverse integral length scales (I, ;,1; ;). Besides, w;,
and w,, are periodic functions of the azimuthal angle because the turbulence is analyzed in a duct. Since the turbulence
interacts with the rotor, the cross-spectrum of the upwash velocity must be given in the cascade frame of reference of the
rotor R, (or Rqy) in which the unsteady blade loading is expressed. To do so, the intermediate frame of reference Rz must
be introduced. In this reference frame, the Fourier transform yields

ng(kxk ’kZRO'w) = ﬁ//ég / Wb(Xd,t)eithrikXRXRiimg{}RiiszOr d@d dr dxg dw. (15)
J =T

The variables being stochastic, the expected value of the turbulent inflow wavenumber frequency spectrum, Sww, must
be introduced. It is defined as

Sww= >3 Swin® (16a)
mgeZmyeZ
with
Sww® = < Wi, (R Kz, YW (Ki K 00)*>
1 1 1 1
= — W (Xg, D)Wy (X}, t')*
2ny / w 21) //[—n,n]z 2ny // w (21) / o WK OW (K B

xel @10t dr de e TG dxg dig x e 1Ml dgg doy e % dr dr, (16b)

Introduce now the quantities:
Y=k Xg—MgOr—KzoT, Y =k Xg—MgOp—Kzo 1, (17a)

and the distance £ between the two points Xq—tUy, (7)ex, and x,—t'Uy,(i")e,. In the absolute frame of reference R, &, reads
& =Xy —Ux, (I)ex,t' =Xg+ Uy, (Nex,t = (r'=1,05—04.X—Xg—Uy, (It + Uy, (N0) = (&1, &) (17b)
The phase term in the complex exponential of Eq. (16b) follows as
Y=Y+ 0t—'t = [ky =k JxXa—(Mg—my)04—(kzyy — K =k Ex+MG &g+ K &+ [0+ K, Uy, (1) +mg Qg]E

—[@' 4k, Ux, (") + M Qg1 . (18)

Further neglecting the differences between the mean velocities Uy, and the turbulence intensities w,y;; at radii # and #/,
which is valid whenever |r—r'| <!, from assumption H4, Eq. (16b) becomes
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Smg'm,g _ 1 " . [ ik —Kig IXa @—i(mg—my)0y @ =ikepg —Ki )7
Ww 5 /], )
2n)° M 2 —rap ) R

x 0(w 4k Uy, (") + Mg Qr)S(' — 0+ (Mg —mg)E2r)

X Wims b () (W (Rg—tUx, (1)@, YW (Ry—t Uy, (1), 1))

x e WS imyCo ko & dep dE, dOy dEy dr d&,. (19)
In addition, the assumption of local homogeneous turbulence (H1) yields
{Wp(Rg—tUx, (F)ex, FIWp(Xy—t Uy, (FMex,,7)* > = Runp(&,F), (20)

where R}, is the cross-correlation function of the upwash velocity which slowly varies with the radius seen as a mere
parameter. By definition:

RanolAx.) = [ /R B (K, P I, (21)

where @}, is the PSD of the fluctuating upwash velocity divided by Wrms,b(f’)z- i.e. the PSD of w,. Then the integrations
over Xg, 04, and r are equal to the product of two Dirac delta functions and a Kronecker term: d(ky, —k; ), (k}, —Kz,) and
(5;,1g'mg. The triple integrals over the vector & must be calculated in Cartesian coordinates to be consistent with the three-
dimensional spectrum @,. The difference between the radii is neglected in the coordinates y,=—rf0; and y;, thus
yi—y; =~ —r&y. The integrations then read

z .
Rnn,b(ivr) —iky &y +imyéy+iky & o 1 / mg .,
/R [ ettt i di e = L (K= Ky ). (22)
Finally, the upwash expected value of the ingested turbulence associated with modes myg, my, SW g , is written as
Mg,y Wims b(f‘)2 > ’ h 7 N4 /
St = — O(@ +mg Qr—kxy, Ux, (1)0(0' =) Py, 1y (Ko, 1)Ky ) —Kixeg )0, m, OKG g —Kzo)s (23)

where
m
KRO = (kXRO y— Tg ,I{zm)

with ky,, = —kx,. This result also supposes that A is small compared with the radial variation of the excitation, i.e. that the
two radii can be taken equal in the amplitude terms. The three-dimensional spectrum of the upwash velocity of the locally
homogeneous turbulence ®,,,, will be modelled in Section 2.5.

2.2.2. Expected value of the unsteady blade loadings

The incident turbulent flow must be expressed in the rotor frame of reference Ry and finally in the local cascade frame
of reference R. for the sake of applying the cascade response function. Using the Fourier coefficients Wi, (Kxg, Kz, @)
introduced in the previous section, the fluctuating upwash velocity is expanded as

Wi(Xe,£) = / 3 / Wing (ks o) iroTe K508 e, dlk deo, (24)
mgeZ

where exp(ik,,r) stands for the phase shift due to the radial position in the three-dimensional blade row. The wavenumber
vector in the cascade frame of reference K. is related to the wavenumber vector in the rotor frame of reference Ky by
Kc=Q - Kg = Q - (kMg /T,—kz,)T. The incident wavenumber vector is Kep = (Ky,,Ky,,kz,) = —Kc and the associated inter-
blade phase angle is ¢ = —2nmg/Bg. Then, the incident disturbance on the blade in the cascade frame of reference is
expanded as

Wh(Xe,t) = — / > //ng(kam,kZRO,a))eikZRoreino"‘f’i“’t dkyy, dky, doo. (25)

mgeZ

The associated unsteady response on the reference blade 0 at radius r is expressed as

Ape(Xe,Ze,t) = —po(F)co(F) / > //wmg(—kx,m,kzko,w)eikz.aofAﬁc,o(xc,w\f)eikzcqu—iwf dky,, dky,, do, (26)

mgeZ

where AIA’C‘O(XC,U)V) is the pressure jump made non-dimensional by p,cowy produced by a gust of amplitude wy, inter-
blade phase angle g, radial wavenumber k;, and angular frequency w, on the rectilinear cascade having the local geometry
of the blade row. From Eq. (12a), the Fourier transform of the unsteady blade loading Ap¢(X.4,7,t), Aﬁcd'j(xcd,f,w), must be
computed for each radius at every chordwise position at constant radius, x4, in the cascade frame of reference before
sweep R4. Posson et al. [34] showed that

AP g j(Xcq, T, @) ~ AP j(Xca€OS @, |i)eikecosTNPXet, (27a)
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with
AP (X, | ) = AP o(xc, | F)el. (27b)
As a result, the Fourier transform reads

AP 4 j(Xeas T, ) = —PoCo Z // ng(—kxkovkzm,w)e”‘zkorAIA’ao(xcdcos Pr(),m|F)elo ek sinewa di, dky,. (28)
mgeZ?
Eqgs. (12b), (23) and (28) yield the cross-spectrum of the unsteady blade loadings:
S\\2
Sgg/c)d(xcd'ryw;xéd,r/’w/) _ (pQCOWrms:b(r)) Z /e—ikZRDAre—iZn((i—j’)/BR)mg « (pwwyb(KRO’Tu)eikzco[sinqaR(f)xm—singoR(f’)x’cd]
' rUXd(r) myeZ

x8(' —0)AP¢ o(XeqCOS Qr(P)| Mg, Kz, 0,7)

xAIA)C_o(x/Cdcos Qr(") | Mg, Kz, 0,7 Yk, (29a)

where Aﬁcvo(xcdcos Qr(")| Mg, kz,0,1) = Aﬁcvo(xcdcos @g(1),0|F) to refer to the incident gust azimuthal order mg and to the
radial wavenumber k,, and Ar=r—r’. The axial wavenumber ky,, of wavenumber vector in the duct frame of reference
Kgo, defined in Eq. (23), is set equal to

_ W+mgQg
kxgo = 7de(f) . (29b)
The wavenumber in the cascade frame of reference is Ko =Q - Kgg with in particular:
10} m .
Kz = Qa1R 77— — —= [Qs2,r—tan7z Q31,1+ Qa3,RKzgo (30)
U@ 1

from Eq. (A.13) in Appendix A.2.1.

2.2.3. Power spectral density of the acoustic power
Eq. (29a) of the cross-spectrum of the unsteady blade loadings combined with Eq. (12a) finally gives the expected value
of the spectrum of the duct mode (m,u):

BrpoCo 2R Wrms,b(f)zs%y(fvw) e + s N % " N
2"{ |F A rUX (f") /L Sn;ﬁu(r—’_Arvw) Z Zarn,mg +kBg / djWW,b(I(ROvr)
mu [ mp H d ~L

. T 2
Thm TE[PW,H(Q))\ 1= (
—00 mgeZkeZ

xle,m, (7,0, Mg, Ko Ve, (F + AF,00, Mg, Kz Y¥e TR0 AT dley

Xe*i(m/(HAr))}/LE‘R(f+Af)+i’<,('*‘?_ml,XLE‘d(f+Af) dAr x ei(m/r))’LE‘R(f)*ikx,i.muxw.d(f) dr, (31a)
with
: “0 5 : il SR K (e
Iem,u(F,0,Mg Kz ) = A AP 0(Xc4C0S Qi) | Mg, Kz, 0, 1) 0 ca dxy. (31b)

The summation over k with the Kronecker symbol results from the double summation over the blade indices j and j'. This
leads to the condition m—mg =0 (mod B) corresponding to Tyler and Sofrin’s condition [56]. This formulation neglects the
difference of radii r and r’ in the amplitude of the gust Wy, in the factor p,co, and in the wavenumber along yg (—mg/r
and —my/r) in the three-dimensional spectrum. But the radii are kept different in the duct functions, in the calculation of
the cascade response function and in the phase terms. A further simplification is introduced now to avoid the numerical
integration in Ar which is both time consuming and error-prone. Eq. (31a) is simplified by assuming that the radial
distance Ar =r'—r on which the blade loads are correlated is small compared to the duct height Rr—Ry. The difference of
radii is retained only in the phase terms and neglected in the amplitude terms, as proposed by Glegg and Jochault [57]. The
eigenfunction Ey,, can be expressed as a linear combination of two Hankel functions of first and second kinds as

Em (1) = .l Hy i, 1)+ Din il S Qi u1)- (32)

If a Taylor expansion of the Hankel functions is made around r, and the variation of Cniw in Ar is neglected, the duct

function Sz, takes the approximate form

, ot ks, Ay ek 5 ik
S, ) F = Lo (NG HY* Gl D) Y+ L H()Dfy HP* (1) € A (33a)

with

N (1y p 2y *
.)Cm,yHm (Xm,;cr) =i </{m,;le (Xm,,ur)> i (33]3)

d
k, ——i—(In H(U ) 7)) =-—1
Za1 dT( ( m (/(m,lt ) H;rll)(}fm,,ur) Hg)(Xm,ur)

In addition, the variations of the cascade response function AIA’C,o with the radius in the interval Ar are also neglected. This
is valid if the cascade geometry can be assumed unchanged over the radial correlation length I, (assumption H4). But, the
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variation is kept in the phase term 7:
P, )= (kzcosin(pR(f')—kxfd'm#(f))xcd—(kzcosin(pR(f’)—k;fd'mM(i'/))x’cd
o A= DY R+ X )+ YR K 1.4 (), (34)
It can be simplified from assumption H4 as

m tany g(i)

Y1) = (kz o SINPR(D) =K E 1y P Kea—Xgg) + | —Kzgo— +k my tan @p(h)| Ar. (35)
Introducing the wavenumbers:
L. m y
Ki=-k, +kE,, tan ¢p— 7 tan Vg
+ » M 7
Ky = ks, +I<X;'mu tan Pr—7 tan g, (36)

the PSD of the amplitude of the duct mode (m,u) is expressed as

n 2 BRPOCQ : Ry Wrms,b(f)zsrrizy(fvw) ok N
PE (@) = / L 1) S O, i, [ a1

2 ‘ Kmy ‘ Iy H 1Ux, () mgeZkeZ
(Gl HY Gl DINEGE K )+ Dy HE (DI K)] 1P (70,1 Ky |y, I, (37a)

where

+L
Int(iK;) = / ellki—kepJAT AT = 2L, sinc([Ki—kgyILr). (37b)
—L-

The PSD of the acoustic power is finally given by Eq. (5a). The accuracy of the simplification will be investigated as a
function of the frequency and the duct mode orders in Section 3.2.4.

2.3. Impingement of wake and background turbulence on OGV

2.3.1. Statistical properties of the turbulence
Since the incident disturbance on the stator corresponds to the turbulence downstream of the rotor, its properties are
introduced in the rotor rotating frame of reference Rg. The upwash velocity then reads

U(Xg,t) - e = W(Xg,t) = W(Xg—tUy,€y,), (38)

instead of Eq. (13).

As proposed by Nallasamy and Envia [17], the turbulence is split into the sum of a background component (subscript b)
and a component from the turbulent rotor wakes (subscript w) which is assimilated to a random term multiplied by a
deterministic envelope 3 though possibly controversial this choice is made for a more relevant comparison of the present
results with the reference. The assumption of locally homogeneous turbulence allows writing

W(XR,b) = Wp(Xg,t) + Wi (Xg, 1) = Wp(Xg—tUx, (F)€x,) + Wi (Xg—tUx, (Mex,) (39a)

with
Wb(xR) = Wrms,b(f)wb(XR|f) and WW(XR) = Wrms,w(f_)‘g(xR . nR)WW(Xle)- (39b)
Again, the symbols above the coordinates are only to remind that the amplitudes w,n; and integral length scales (I, ;,1;;) or
A; of the turbulence (i=b or w) vary with the reference radius r but that the turbulence itself is nearly isotropic or
homogeneous and axisymmetric in the vicinity of this radius. Then a Liepmann or an axisymmetric turbulence model is
involved to describe the spectrum of the non-dimensional velocities W;(Xg,7"), i=b or w. The envelope 9 is taken to be a

periodic series of Gaussian profiles as proposed by Nallasamy and Envia [17], each one corresponding to the wake
downstream of a particular blade:

S(Xr.yR) =Y _ exp (_n P’R—XR tan(XR(f»))_ng(f.)} 2>

jez Lw
Xg - MR(F)—jgg(F)cos (XR)} 2
= 9(Xp - = E — . 40
(Xg - NR) 2 exp( n{ 05 (/p)Lw (40)

gr() =2mr/Bg is the pitchwise distance between two successive rotor blades in the duct section and L,, the width of the
wakes. This has been shown to be a very good approximation for broadband noise predictions [58]. The distribution being
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[gr cos yr(P)]-periodic, it can be expanded in Fourier series:

(ke - () = S (i) B8 DR/ 1€05 14t (41a)
neZ
with
i) = (e (41b)

As previously, w and w are periodic functions of the azimuthal angle.
In addition, since the turbulence interacts with the stator, the cross-spectrum of the upwash velocity must be given in
the stator frame of reference Rs which leads to the Fourier transform:

ng (ka kaS[) ,w) =

s
W(Xg, t)el®t +ikgXs—imgOs—ikem q0c dr dxs dt. 42
(27T)4~//A@3-—n (Xg,t) s S (42)

Again, the expected value of the turbulent inflow wavenumber frequency spectrum can be expressed as

=3 s (43a)

mgeZmyeZ

with

Mg

SWW = Wi, (Kag, Kzg YW, (R K 0> (43b)

This expected value of the turbulent inflow wavenumber frequency spectrum of modes mg and my is the sum of the three
terms corresponding to the background turbulence Svjw the wake turbulence Sv\fw‘fv contrlbutlons and the background/
wake cross-correlation Swgv\;" tw- The latter is set equal to zero by assuming that the background turbulence and the
turbulence in the wakes are not correlated. After some algebra, and a change from the rotating frame of reference fixed to
the rotor Ry to a stationary frame of reference attached to the diffracting stator cascade Rs — in a rather similar way as
above — the upwash expected value of the background turbulence Sy, is written as

m A
SWgW b= <Wb mg (kX5kaSD .w)wb m, (kxs szO,CU )* >

~\2
= Wansb M) 50 Uy, (1) 4 mgUp /1)3(00 — )3y —h

r Xso

)bmg my b(klso zso)(pww b(KSOv I’) (44)
where &, ;, is the PSD of wj, and
m
KSO = (kxsn»—Tgyszn) (45)

with ky, = —kx,. This result is the analogue of Eq. (23) in the rotating case. It also supposes that the radial integral length
scale is small compared with the radial variation of the excitation, i.e. that the two radii can be taken equal in the
amplitude terms. In a same way, the cross-correlation of wake turbulence Sw“w a,, can be derived as
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r ’ r #ro

.f) S(Kk,, —kzg)

(n1—ny)Bg
r

%0 <kx5,3 —k; Kxso — tanXRU)) 5mg.m,;,*("1 —n)Bg (46)

2.3.2. Power spectral density of the acoustic power
The PSD of the amplitude of the duct mode (m, ) is as in Section 2.2. It can be approximated by the expression

2
B RrSx (F.0) 5 (o . .
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< (G HY* IV K1)+ Dy HE* (1, DINEEK))]
1A o (F,0,Mg Kz |* dzg, d, (47a)
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where Int(7,K;) is defined in Eq. (37b),

_ w_k)'so U@(T) _mg
Kso = <W, Tvklso (47]))

and

W+nyBr2g mg—mBR
Uy, (T) r

Kso(ny) = ( tanxs(f),—mg%w,kzm), (47¢)

similarly to Eq. (37a) in the case of the rotor in Section 2.2. The PSD of the acoustic power is finally given by Eq. (5a).

2.4. Definition of the length scale L,

An important input to the model is the radial correlation length of the unsteady blade loading I, = 2L,, which is almost
neither measured nor computed. Even though the recent measurements by Envia [40] seem to show that the unsteady
blade loading is likely correlated over a longer distance than the incident velocity, I is usually assimilated to the radial
correlation length of the incident, locally isotropic or axisymmetric homogeneous turbulence, as usually done for the
broadband noise due to the interaction of an incident turbulence with an isolated airfoil [59]. I is then defined as the radial
correlation length relating the two-dimensional spectrum of the upwash velocity By (kxo oKz, ) in (kK ) = (/Up,0) to the
PSD of the upwash velocity ®@w(w), by the relation

~ w U, .
Dyw (U—0'0> = ?Olr(w)wa(w)- (48)
given by Hinze [60] and used by Amiet [59], where Uy is the mean flow velocity. The two-dimensional spectrum is
obtained by integration of the three-dimensional spectrum @y, over the wavenumber along the normal of the blade kj,.

2.5. Turbulence models

The three-dimensional spectrum of the upwash velocity of the locally homogeneous turbulence @, and the radial
correlation length I, of the upstream turbulence are the properties of the upstream turbulence needed as input data. The
inlet turbulence is assumed locally isotropic and homogeneous according to Liepmann’s model [61] or a Gaussian model
(see Appendix C.1). Von Karman’'s model [60] could have been used instead but is not presented here for conciseness.
When not mentioned Liepmann’s model is used. The isotropy of turbulence is typical of well-controlled wind-tunnel
experiments and fan test rigs. In contrast, the turbulence in the annulus of a turbomachinery is hardly isotropic as outlined
by Kerschen and Gliebe [62]. For instance, the eddies of ingested turbulence are often elongated in the axial direction
upstream of the rotor in static test conditions [63]. In the present study, to assess the effect of anisotropy, locally
homogeneous and axisymmetric turbulence is also investigated. It should be closer to the actual turbulence in a turbofan
duct in particular for a rotor in static condition (mostly for the rotor ingestion noise but also for the stator interaction
noise). In normal flight condition, the ingested turbulence is mostly isotropic; however possible anisotropy may be
observed in the turbulent rotor wakes. It will also allow studying the importance of an accurate definition of the
turbulence impinging a blade row on the broadband noise prediction. The physically consistent model developed by
Kerschen and Gliebe [62] is considered. It is based on the earlier works by Batchelor [64] and Chandrasekhar [65,66].
Kerschen and Gliebe [62] reviewed the first analyses of anisotropic turbulence, from Hanson’s model of discrete eddies
with random properties [63] to Mani [67] and Mani and Bekofske [68]'s work resorting to the description of turbulence
in a contraction stream by Ribner and Tucker [69]. This rapid distortion theory [69,70] could have been used here as
was done by Atassi and Logue [71]. However, as outlined by Kerschen and Gliebe [62] a too large ratio of velocities u;/uq
(e.g. from Eqs. (34) and (35) of [69], u;/uq =4.9 for I, =54 and I, = A/+/5) is induced for a realistic value of the ratio of the
axial and transverse length scales I,/I;. The expressions of the three-dimensional spectrum @, and the correlation length
I, for the axisymmetric model of Kerschen and Gliebe are derived in Appendix C.2.

2.6. Correction in the vicinity of the cut-on frequencies

A correction of the model has been introduced in the vicinity of the duct modes cut-on frequencies as proposed by
Posson and Roger [39] to avoid unrealistic peak response. The peaks are found because of the non-coincidence of the cut-
on frequencies of the annular duct modes and the cut-on frequencies of the rectilinear cascade obtained when unwrapping
an annular strip. Posson and Roger [39] enforced the coincidence by choosing a particular gust spanwise-wavenumber k,,
when the azimuthal order of the gust mg = m (mod B;) and the angular frequency w is close to the cut-on frequency of the
duct mode of azimuthal order m. They showed a substantial reduction of most of these unrealistic peaks in the rather low-
frequency experiment performed on a stator annular cascade briefly described in the next section.
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2.7. Annular effect: correction of the unsteady blade loading formulation

The unsteady blade loading for a rectilinear-cascade model was derived by Posson et al. [35] based on Glegg’s model
[21]. To evaluate the accuracy of the strip-theory approach, the category 4 of the Third Computational Aeroacoustic
benchmark [72] has been investigated [73,34]. Narrow and moderate annular cascades are excited by a mean rotor-wake
harmonic. The unsteady blade loading produced by the rectilinear-cascade model [34], the unsteady pressure field in the
blade passage [73] and the radiated acoustic duct modes [34] (produced by applying the acoustic analogy in an annular
duct with the unsteady blade loading as equivalent dipole sources) were compared with the results of more accurate
three-dimensional numerical methods. Some discrepancies were only found in the prediction of the unsteady blade
loading and consequently on the acoustic field for annulus with a small hub-to-tip ratio. A comparison of the dispersion
relation in an annular duct and a rectilinear configuration highlighted the presence of additional terms in the annular case,
caused by annular effects. A correction of the rectilinear-cascade model and hence of the unsteady blade loading was then
detailed [34]. The results suggested that this correction is necessary to get closer to the underlying physics of the annular-
space wave equation, but still remain significantly different from the three-dimensional results. Better results should be
expected in the present broadband case. The correction which mainly consists in introducing a corrected radial
wavenumber is then introduced in the current model and its effect on the results will be discussed in the next validation
section.

2.8. Concluding remarks: summary of the model

As outlined at the beginning of the section, the model can be considered as an extension of Ventres et al. [16] as it uses
an acoustic analogy in an annular duct with uniform mean flow, and a cascade response function to compute the unsteady
blade loading. Nevertheless, three important differences have been highlighted.

Firstly, the unsteady blade response used in each strip is a three-dimensional response which accounts for three-
dimensional incident gusts and which can deal with a more general blade row involving both non-zero sweep and lean
angles. Indeed, even if the radial variations of the geometry and of the mean flow features and turbulence are treated as
parametric variations, the local three-dimensionality of the turbulence is introduced in the unsteady blade response
function. Moreover, the effect of the first subcritical gusts is introduced.

Secondly, considering the three-dimensional turbulence spectra permits to introduce a non-zero radial correlation
length [, and as a result, the cross-correlation of the unsteady blade loading for two close but not identical radial positions.
Indeed, former works of Ventres et al. [16] or Nallasamy and Envia [17] assume that the radial integral length scale is very
small compared to the duct radius and then neglect the difference of radii in all terms except in the turbulence correlation
function which ends in exhibiting the radial integral length scale as a multiplicative factor of the solution.

Thirdly, the formulation has been written in cylindrical coordinates to reckon with the annular geometry and its effect
on turbulence, instead of using Cartesian coordinates.

Finally, several turbulence models are investigated. The main interest of this last point is to quantify the effect of the
turbulence model on the broadband noise prediction (Section 3.4).

3. Fan-OGV broadband noise predictions
3.1. Experimental data and preliminary assessment

In order to assess the model, Posson and Roger [39] proposed a dedicated experiment in a subsonic anechoic wind-
tunnel facility. The experimental set-up has been designed to isolate the noise due to the interaction of an incident
turbulent flow with a stationary annular cascade of vanes as much as possible. The cascade has 49 or 98 vanes of 25 mm
chord length, a tip radius of 230 mm, and a hub-to-tip ratio of 0.65. The mean velocity ranges from 50 m/s to 100 m/s.
A turbulence-generating grid is inserted upstream to ensure a turbulent intensity of about 5.5 percent. As a result, the test
case corresponds to a low-frequency turbomachinery problem with relatively few cut-on duct modes. The resulting
broadband noise was predicted with the model described in Section 2.2 for the noise produced by a background turbulence
impinging on a blade row. Despite spurious numerical peaks, the predictions were found to differ by less than 2 dB from
the experimental data and reproduced the proper trend between the two annular cascades. Yet this was still far from a
realistic fan configuration involving more modes and a rotor/stator stage. For a more convincing validation, the model
must be assessed also in the case of rotor wakes interacting with stator vanes. This is achieved here with the experimental
results of the 22-in source diagnostic test (SDT) fan rig of NASA Glenn’s 9 x 15 low-speed wind tunnel [40-46,15]. The SDT
experiments were performed on a fan stage composed of 22 rotor blades and three different OGV: the baseline OGV with
54 radial vanes, the low-count OGV with 26 radial vanes and the low-noise OGV with 26 swept vanes. Three flight
conditions were investigated : approach, cut-back and fly-over. Both the flow field and the acoustic field were measured.
The comparison is performed for the two radial OGV in the approach configuration, for which the main characteristics are
summarized in Table 1 [17,42,74]. The duct dimensions lead to about 2600 and 4600 cut-on modes at 30 and 40 kHz
respectively. For the numerical assessment of the present broadband noise model, the baseline configuration only is used,
in Sections 3.2 and 3.3. The low-count configuration is then used to assess the effect of the incident turbulence in Section
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Table 1

Main geometrical and aerodynamic parameters of the studied SDT cases.
Bg Ru/Ru Rr (m) Qg (rads™") To (K) po (kgm™?)
22 0.5 0.28 817.65 288 1.248
oGV Bs ¢ (m) 7(Ry) (deg) %(Rm) (deg) %(Rr) (deg)
Baseline 54 0.04 35.9 29.8 33.1
Low-count 26 0.082 335 29.7 33.1
oGv Uy, (Ry) (ms™1) Uy, (R) (ms™") Uy, (Rr) (ms™1) Up(Ry) (ms™1) Up(Rm) (ms™1) Up(Rr) (ms™1)
Baseline 105.9 1111 71.1 102.2 75.9 80.0
Low-count 1071 115.8 66.6 101.6 75.0 71.4
oGV A(Ry) (m) A(Rm) (m) A(Rr) (m) Lw(Ry) (m) Lw(Rm) (m) Lw(Rr) (m)
Baseline 0.0046 0.0058 0.013 0.036 0.049 0.088
Low-count 0.0054 0.0061 0.014 0.020 0.026 0.040
oGV urms,b(RH) (m 571) ”rms,b(Rm) (m 571) urms,b(RT) (m 57') urms.w(RH) (m 571) urms,w(Rm) (m 571) urmS.W(RT) (m 571)
Baseline 4.62 2.90 9.13 0.15 4.86 0.97
Low-count 4.22 2.72 10.55 0.44 5.11 0.50

3.4. Both configurations are considered in the final validation of the model in Section 3.5. Moreover, the model is also
compared with the predictions of Nallasamy and Envia [17] in this final section. It is important to highlight that the
acoustic power predicted by the model assumes an infinite duct whereas experimental acoustic power is computed from
measurements outside of the duct. The reflexion at the duct end and the diffraction by the shear layers notably can modify
the overall power as well as the frequency content. Besides the presence of the rotor in the experiment introduces a
shielding effect, a coupling between the blade rows and a swirling mean flow in between the rotor and the stator. All these
aspects may considerably modify the response. Finally, the experimental measurements and the blade row manufacturing
process can introduce additional uncertainties in the experimental results. All these differences and uncertainties will have
to be kept in mind when assessing the model. For instance an exact agreement in level will not mean a perfect prediction
by the model but rather a very good agreement.

Besides, before any comparison, it is necessary to verify that the domain of validity of the cascade model contains the
studied frequency range. The low-frequency limit of the model is specified by the numerical truncation of the infinite
matrix system coupling the leading edges and trailing edges in the rectilinear-cascade model, since Glegg’s cascade
response function [21] gives the exact solution for an infinitely thin flat-plate cascade of finite length. However, using
Richardson’s procedure together with 100 terms in the matrix gives well converged results. The good accuracy well below
the low-frequency limit of a two-steps Schwarzschild procedure has already been outlined in the limit case of a reduced
cascade effect [35], with an agreement for k; = wc/(2U.) > 2 in the incompressible case. Compressibility effects and
cascade effects may modify this limit, in the present configuration. However, the model has been shown in a good
agreement with experimental data in the case of an isolated stator impinged by a turbulent flow [39] for k; > 0.6 (600 Hz
in [39]). The low-frequency range [1,2] kHz (k; € [1,2]) will then have to be considered more carefully.

3.2. Numerical assessment of the model

The numerical evaluations of the integral over R and series involved in the model require truncations. The truncation
criteria and their effects are studied in Section 3.2.1 for the integration in spanwise wavenumber and in Section 3.2.2 for
the series in azimuthal order of the incident perturbation m.

3.2.1. Convergence of the numerical integration in the spanwise wavenumber

Results below are obtained for mg € [—Nm,,Nm, ] with Ny, = 200. The integration on the radial wavenumber k,;, over R
and then the spanwise wavenumber k,, over R is performed numerically by integrating over a particular range
[Kzeg.min 1 Kzeomae - 1t 18 first possible to determine the maximal and minimal values of the spanwise wavenumber such that
at least one cascade radiation mode propagates outside, namely the cascade is cut-on for this gust. These values are
defined by

wEX

B+Mco (49)

kch,max.crit. = Teazx(kzcacrit (k) =
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and

—Wex
(B—My)co’

where k is a cascade diffraction order, and k., ., (k) is the spanwise wavenumber for which the cascade mode k goes from
cut-on to cut-off. The cut-on condition of the mode k for k,,, reads

22 2 2 2
7[[5‘”527(Mh)]k30 +2My, | |o—2mk+ a)e;Md I\;Iidi Ojex Kz o + aiex 712 o—-2mk+ a)e;Md =0, (50)
Bse o Bco | sz Beo) T Big S B

Co

where d, h, s, M, f, s, and f,, are defined in Appendix B. The two bounds of Eq. (49b) correspond to the bounds of the ellipse
outlined by Hanson [22] [22, Fig. 10] in the rectilinear model. However, the problem is posed in a different way here.
Indeed, the sound radiated on a particular duct mode m by an incident gust of azimuthal order my is computed from the
unsteady blade loading produced by this gust. The loading contains a summation over all the cascade radiated modes, and
not only the mode of order k = (m—my)/V. In particular, it is interesting to investigate to what extent the subcritical gusts,
namely the gusts for which no cascade radiated mode k is propagating, contribute to the overall broadband noise. Firstly, a
computation is done by limiting the integration to [Kz ... i +Kzeo maxere » N@Med run (I), depicted with symbols &> in Fig. 3(b).
Then, three computations are performed with extended bounds [k, ... ... =AKz.Kz i +AKzeol, With Akz x ¢ =7, 10 and
20 corresponding to the runs (II)-(IV) in symbols [, o and x respectively. These simulations account for the first
subcritical gusts. Three other runs are performed by imposing the cut-on criteria and requiring that the wavenumber range
[Kzeo min+Kzeomax] 18 At least [-87/(Rr—Ry),87/(Rr—Ry)] and to be at most [—15,15] for run (V) or [-30,30] for run (VI). The
minimal criterion of 87/(Rr—Ry) was previously used by Posson et al.[34,36,37] to introduce the first subcritical gusts at
low frequencies while avoiding to increase the range at higher frequencies where many gusts are supercritical and where
subcritical gusts are expected to have little effect. This is verified here. The value 87/(Rr—Ry) corresponds to a cosine mode
with eight nodes which has been observed to be sufficient by Atassi and Vinogradov [30] in another benchmark (noted
ng =4 there). This value corresponds to k,,c~ 7.15 here for the NASA baseline OGV. Finally, the run (VII) accounts for all
the gusts with k., c € [-60,60]. Fig. 3(a) illustrates the truncation criteria of the integral used in runs (I), (I) and (VI).

The first series of runs (I-IV) shows the important role of the subcritical gusts at low to moderate frequencies up to
6.5 kHz i.e. koRr ~ 30, zones (1) in Fig. 3. Indeed at 1 kHz (koRr ~ 5), they increase the level by 5.3 dB. However, they have
negligible effect at high frequencies (zones (2)). This is quite similar to what Moreau et al. found on plane airfoils [75] and
later on by Roger on an annular airfoil ring [76]. In addition, the convergence in subcritical gusts is already obtained for
Ak,,c =7 at all frequencies since it perfectly agrees with run (VII). Runs (V) and (VI) are in perfect agreement below
19 kHz, whereas the run (V) underestimates the prediction above (zones (3)), because several gusts of spanwise
wavenumber bigger than k, ,c=15 are cut-on as shown in Fig. 3. At low to moderate frequencies, in range (1), the
criterion k.. =8m/(Rr—Ry) is sufficient since the runs (V-VI) coincide with runs (II-IV,VII). At very low frequencies
(1 kHz), the bounds of runs (V-VI) are almost equivalent to those of run (II) since there are very few supercritical gusts. At
higher frequencies in zone (1), however, the criterion k., = Max(87/(Rr—Rp),kz ... ) 1S finer, with fewer subcritical

kzcl),min crit. — [Inizn(kzco crit. (k)) = (49b)
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Fig. 3. NASA baseline OGV: experiment [46] (—), and present model with different bounds of the integral over the radial wavenumber k,: run (I) (>),
run (II) (&), run (1) (o), run (IV) ( x ), run (V) (= = =), run (VI) ( ), run (VII) (- --): (a) integral boundary k.. c at mid-radius; (b) upstream narrow-
band power spectra.
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Fig. 4. NASA baseline OGV: experiment (e.g. [46]) (—), and present formulation with the cut-on criteria and |k, c| < 30 (—), with discrete value of k,:
kz, =nm/(Rr—Ry) with n an integer ensuring the cut-on criteria and |k, c| <30 (- - -): (a) upstream and (b) downstream narrow-band power spectra.

gusts, than the one of runs (II-IV) but it applies again. At the highest frequencies, in area (2), runs (VI) is in perfect
agreement with the first series of runs and with run (VII). The subcritical gusts can then be neglected.

The radial variation of the incident turbulent field could have been written as a Fourier series instead of the present
continuous Fourier transform by invoking the no-flow boundary conditions at hub and tip radii as proposed by Atassi and
Vinogradov [30] in their analysis by linearized Euler equations [33]. This is questionable for turbulent velocities when the
integral length scale is much smaller than the duct height. Turbulence at mid-height is not likely affected by the duct
walls. However, such a formulation has the advantage of saving computational time by a factor (Rr—Rp)/(ndkz,). The use
of the Fourier series is found to capture the correct overall spectrum shape in Fig. 4. But it exhibits many additional peaks
at intermediate frequencies between 3 and 9 kHz, which are not predicted by the continuous formulation. The peaks
originate from the selection of particular wavenumbers, which emphasize resonances. From now on a continuous Fourier
transform is therefore applied and the run (VI) is used as a compromise between accuracy and computational time.

3.2.2. Convergence of the series in azimuthal order of the incident perturbation mg

As already mentioned by several authors (e.g. [32]) the number of contributing modes to the overall sound power
significantly increases with the frequency. The number of Fourier components of the turbulence velocity that must be
considered also rises. The truncation of the series in azimuthal order of the incident perturbation my; must then be
investigated. The sum over the azimuthal order mg of the incident gusts is calculated by summing over the relative
integers k such that m = mg+kBs. In practice, the minimal and maximal allowed values of m, are imposed equal to —Np,
and Np, (Nm, =100, 200, 300 and 400 in Fig. 6). Then the effective limits of k are imposed by the number of values of k
between [(m—Nm,)/Bs] and [(m+Np,)/Bs]. The summation over k thus over m, reduces to a maximum of [2Ny, /Bs]
values, i.e. 8 for my =200 and Bs = 54 (baseline OGV).

In addition, the rectilinear cascade defined in each strip provides two cut-on conditions, for cascade radiated mode
orders: Kmincascade aNd Kmax cascade Which are the extreme integers between the two roots of the equation

0=w,= S]—Z[Ucd(0'727'ck)+seco (6—27k)? + (Kz,,5)?]. (51)

These conditions are merely the translation of the previous ones on k,_, in terms of k at fixed k,_,. They are analogous to the
conditions outlined by Hanson [22] in terms of ¢ and k,, for k=0 but derived here in terms of mg and k. Finally the values
of k associated with cut-on modes radiated by the cascade modes are limited in a parallelogram-like region as shown in
Fig. 5 for k,,, = 0. Fig. 6 shows the effect of the bounds of the summation on the acoustic power spectra. Below 9.6 kHz
(koRr =50), all results collapse. The convergence in my is already obtained. Above this value, the results start to differ. The
additional term tends to increase the response at high frequencies. Indeed, the number of modes radiated by the cascade
increases with frequency. The orders of the radiated modes of the cascade equal the orders k, and the azimuthal order of
the associated duct mode is m = mg + kBs [35]. Finally, the truncation is fixed to N, = 200 in the following investigation, as
the numerical convergence of the integrals and series have then been reached. The origin of the peaks observed at low
frequencies in the model, seen in Fig. 6 for instance, whereas the experimental spectrum is really smooth, is
investigated next.

3.2.3. Resonances and spurious peaks at low frequencies

Posson and Roger [39] proposed to introduce a correction in the vicinity of the cut-on frequencies to avoid unrealistic
peaks at these frequencies as briefly introduced in Section 2.6. This correction has already been applied to the above
results. The effect of the correction is illustrated in Fig. 7(a). At low frequencies, it reduces the overall level by up to 10 dB,
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Fig. 6. Upstream narrow-band power spectra of the NASA baseline OGV: experiment [46] (—), present formulation with original blade loading, Ny, =200
( )» Ning =100 ( )» Ning =300 (— > —) and N, =400 (+).

the basis of the peaks becoming closer to the experimental results, whereas it has a negligible effect at higher frequencies
where peaks are less pronounced.

However many numerical peaks remain at low frequencies. As exhibited by the different sampling of the curve in
frequencies in Fig. 7(b), the low-frequency spectrum is highly contaminated by spurious peaks caused by the numerical
sensitivity of the code to the low density of modes. This issue is not omitted. However to make the comparison easier, the
curves obtained with 30 points over the frequency range 1-30 kHz (black dashed line in Fig. 7(b)) are used in the following
sections except in Section 3.3.

3.2.4. Accuracy of the simplifications and assumptions in the acoustic power

The expression of the PSD of the acoustic power produced by a row of either rotor blades or stator vanes (Egs. (5a), (37a),
(47a)) relies on the simplification made in Sections 2.2.3 and 2.3.2 based on the existence and properties of the length L. The
accuracy of the simplification must be assessed as a function of frequency and duct mode order. Indeed, it is valid if half the
radial correlation length L;, plotted in Fig. 8, is smaller than the radial scale of the variation of the duct mode E . The
correlation length exhibits a hump at intermediate frequencies as shown in Fig. 8. At 25 percent of span, the hump covers a
range of koRy from 4 to 13 (i.e. between 0.78 and 2.52 kHz) whereas it is much wider near the tip.
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Fig. 8. NASA baseline OGV: variation of the half radial correlation length L, with frequency at 5 radii along the span (from 10 percent to 90 percent of
span) for isotropic Liepmann’s model.

Another issue originates from the use of the Hankel functions in Eq. (32) instead of the Bessel functions in Eq. (3). Indeed, the
Bessel function of second kind 1+ Ym(y,, ,1) goes to infinity when increasing the azimuthal order m of a duct mode with low
radial order g, in particular when p=0. But the coefficient Bmu=—(}(tmu R0)/Y i RO Amu = U, R/
Y12 (Xm, . Ru)Am, . approaches zero with a steeper decay. Numerically, the second definition at the hub is preferred to ensure
the convergence of the product Bm,yYm(%m,,") and finally of the function Em,,. The imaginary part of the Hankel functions is
defined from the Bessel function of the second kind. In Egs. (37a) and (47a), the products of the two Hankel functions with
different sine cardinal functions (reminded below in Eq. (53)) may induce numerical errors. It is then required to verify the
proper convergence of the formulation. For this, the expression

L .
E = Emu(n) / Enn u(r+ Are )% dAr, (52)
L

with Ky =k ,,, tan ¢p—m tan J/ &/T (=0 for radial vanes), is evaluated numerically and plotted in black curves in Fig. 9, for the
baseline OGYV, for a radial wavenumber kZRO ¢s =0 or 20, and several frequencies and duct mode orders (m,u). The analytical
approximation:

2L (G, H* (1, uT)SINC ((Kp—kz, =K, )Lr)+Dj, #Hﬁﬁ)*(xm' WNSINC((Kp =Kz Kz )L, (53)

W1
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obtained in Sections 2.2.3 and 2.3.2, is plotted for comparison as symbols. The solution obtained when neglecting the difference
of radii in the eigenfunction E;, ;,:

2Ly |Ep ()| sinc((Kp —kzy, + Kz, Lr) (54)

is represented in grey and called real-part approximation later on for conciseness, simply because it results in a real number.
The plots of the quantity = at koRr = 11.7 (2.27 kHz) in Fig. 9(a), (b), (d) and (e) show a very good agreement in all cases
between the numerical evaluation of the exact integral and the approximated analytical formulation. The difference of
radii in the eigenfunction can be neglected (real-part approximation, dashed line) for a two-dimensional incident gust
(kz, = 0). For three-dimensional gusts, it is still able to predict the real part of the formulation (Fig. 9(d)), with however
small discrepancies (Fig. 9(e)). Nevertheless, the imaginary part is now important and it cannot be predicted with the real-
part approximation (Fig. 9(d) and (e)). This justifies accounting for the spanwise variation of the eigenfunction as done in
the proposed analytical approximation. When increasing the frequencies to koRr =26.7 (5.17 kHz) (Fig. 9(c) and (f)), the
conclusions are almost the same. The prediction from the analytical simplification is again very good, whereas the
discrepancies of the real-part approximation are larger. At high frequencies (koRr = 137.7 and f=26.68 kHz), modes of high
radial orders become cut-on (e.g. (m,u) =(28,23) in Fig. 9(g)). The radial scale of these duct modes can be rather small
compared to the duct height. However, at these frequencies the radial correlation length I, = 2L, also decreases, and finally
goes to zero (Fig. 8). The assumption is still valid as shown for koRr = 137.7 (f=26.68 kHz) in Fig. 9(g) whereas the real-part
approximation predicts very low levels. Some discrepancies are observed for modes with small radial orders p and high
azimuthal orders m for the high spanwise wavenumber (k;,c=20) as in Fig. 9(h) for (m,u)=(140,0). However, for
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r (m) 7 (m) r (m)
Fig. 9. Comparison of the real (— and symbols +) and imaginary (- - - and symbols x ) parts of the expression =. Numerical evaluation (black),

simplification of Sections 2.2.3 and 2.3.2 (symbols) and assumption Em,(r+Ar) ~ Em (1) (grey): (a, b) koRr = 11.7, kg, ¢s = 0 for (a) (m,u) = (11,0) and (b)
(m,n)=(1,2); (d, e) koRr =11.7, kZR0 ¢cs =20 for (d) (m,u)=(11,0) and (e) (m,u)=(1,2); (c,f) koRr =26.7 for (m,u)=(10,4) with (c) szn ¢s =0 and (f)
kzﬁn cs = 20; (g-i) koRr =137.7 and (g) kZRD ¢s =20 for (m,u) = (28,23), (h) szo cs =20 for (m,u) = (140,0) and (i) kZRD cs =10 for (m,u) = (140,0).
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moderately high values of k;,c (e.g. 10), no discrepancies are observed as shown in Fig. 9(i).Finally, the simplification
proposed in Sections 2.2.3 and 2.3.2 performs well for the studied configurations.

3.3. Alternative formulations

The formulation of the present model (Egs. (37a) and (47a)) referred to as (F1) later on, is now further simplified. Two
high-frequency approximations are introduced as proposed by Posson and Roger [36]. Firstly when koL, > 1, Int(,K7)/(27)
can be assimilated to a Dirac delta function: Int(f,K7) ~ (27)d(K;—k,, ). Inserting this approximation in Egs. (37a) and (47a)
leads to the formulation referred to as (F2).

A final modified version resulting from the formulation (F2), labelled (F3) is proposed on the basis of the following
observations. First, the wavenumbers K; are complex and some numerical difficulties might appear, even if theoretically
the formulation (F1) is valid if L, can be defined and then the formulation (F2) should apply at high frequencies. Secondly,
the rectilinear-cascade model does not produce scattering in radial wavenumbers, as pointed out in [34], and the cut-on
frequencies of the cascade modes do not coincide with the cut-on frequencies of the annular duct modes [36]. A third
formulation is then proposed, as suggested by Glegg [57] for the trailing-edge noise of blades in an annular duct, in order
to tune the radial wavenumber k;,, and thus k,,, to ensure the coincidence of the wave equations and then of the cut-on
frequencies. For each duct mode (m,u), only the incident gusts with the tuned radial wavenumber contribute to the
radiated field of that mode. Yet, this method artificially attributes a large contribution of this particular wavenumber near
the cut-on frequencies of a duct mode. In fact, all wavenumbers of the incident turbulence contribute to the acoustic
radiation of the duct mode (m, ) and other wavenumbers cannot a priori be neglected. The new formulation must then be
assessed, notably against the formulation (F2). Besides, this spanwise wavenumber defined for each duct mode (im,u)
corresponds to the one used in the correction in the vicinity of the cut-on frequencies (Sections 2.6 and 3.2.3) but it is used
here for all frequencies and duct modes.

The results obtained with these two formulations are plotted in Fig. 10. In the upstream direction (Fig. 10(a)), the
approximated formulations (F2) and (F3) are in good agreement with formulation (F1) above 4 kHz, the formulation (F3)
giving even better results at the highest frequencies. (F3) is then relevant to tune the radial wavenumber of the gusts to
ensure the coincidence of the cut-on frequencies of the cascade modes and of the duct modes. Downstream, the two
formulations (F2) and (F3) predict the overall level of the experiment and the proper spectrum shape above 4 kHz well,
whereas formulation (F1) underestimates the response. This suggests that this underestimate is introduced by the
expression =. However, at highest frequencies, the spectrum obtained with formulations (F2) and (F3) drops more slowly
than those of the experiment and the formulation (F1), leading to an overestimate of about 4 dB at 30 kHz. Above all, at
low frequencies, formulations (F2) and (F3) overestimate the spectrum level by up to 10-15 dB (at 1 kHz for instance),
which was expected since formulations (F2) and (F3) rely on a high-frequency assumption. Finally, the corresponding
strong reduction of computational time with these formulations with a moderate lack of accuracy could justify their use
for parametric studies in industrial context.

3.4. Effect of the turbulence model

Liepmann’s isotropic model has been used in the aforementioned predictions. Let us note that the provided data
[17,42,74] for the turbulence integral length scale assumes the equality of the integral length scales Ay(r) = A/(r) of the
background and wake turbulence. Turbulence properties (umsi A; or (lgil;;)) define both the three-dimensional
turbulence spectrum @, and the length I.. The former is in factor of the cascade response and the duct mode terms

(a) (b)
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Fig. 10. NASA baseline OGV: experiment [46] (—), present formulation (F1) ( ), simplified formulations (F3) (——), and (F2) (- - -): (a) upstream

and (b) downstream narrow-band power spectra.
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inside the integrals. It modulates the amplitudes of the gusts with different wavenumbers. The latter is involved inside and
outside the sine cardinal function. It is then crucial to evaluate the effect of the turbulence model on the predicted results.
First the Liepmann and the Gaussian models for isotropic turbulence are compared in Fig. 11 for the low-count OGV and
are also compared with the results of Atassi and Logue [32] obtained with the LEE solver [33]. Here the corrected unsteady
blade loading presented in [34] and summarized in Section 2.7 has been used for all predictions. As with the LEE solver, the
use of a Gaussian spectrum produces a very steep decrease above 12 kHz. In addition, the low-frequency levels are
underestimated by about 6-7 dB with the present model and of a similar amount (8 dB) with the LEE solver compared to
the results with Liepmann’s model. Furthermore, the model and the LEE simulation behave similarly for both turbulence
models and compare favorably with the SDT cases, for which the turbulence can be considered as isotropic. Indeed, the
SDT fan rig data were acquired in an ambient tunnel Mach number of 0.1 [46] which must have greatly mitigated eddies
stretching during their ingestion and should be sufficient to achieve acoustic flight effect [77]. A preliminary study of the
effect of turbulence anisotropy is illustrated in Fig. 12 with the axisymmetric model of Kerschen and Gliebe, for which
Dyw(ke) and I, are derived in Appendix C.2. Two different sets of parameters have been tested. The longitudinal I,; and
transverse I;; integral length scales have been defined with respect to the turbulence intensity formerly used in the
isotropic turbulence case A;. Firstly, the transverse length scale has been reduced to I; = A4/2, while the axial length scale I,
is kept equal to A and ug = Uy = Wips. Secondly, the axial length scale I, has been increased to [, = 24, while the transverse
length scale [; is kept equal to A and u, = u; = Wrys. The reduction of I, only produces an unrealistic noise reduction (16 dB
here) and a slight shift of the hump to lower frequencies, whereas the increase of I, only produces a large but smaller decay
at low frequencies (8 dB) and a stronger decay above 5.8 kHz. Thus, the shape of the spectrum is more distorted than with
the reduction of I;. The model is then highly sensitive to the parameters of the anisotropic model. The use of an anisotropic
turbulence model is then conditioned by a proper characterization of the turbulence from experimental measurements.
When this information is not available, a simpler isotropic model is more robust for noise prediction and parametric
studies.
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Fig. 11. NASA low-count OGV: experiment [46] (—), Atassi et al. [33] (from [32]) (— @ —), present formulation with corrected unsteady blade loading

(———). Isotropic Liepmann’s model (black), and Gaussian’s model (grey): (a) upstream and (b) downstream narrow-band power spectra.
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Fig. 13. NASA baseline OGV: experiment (e.g. [46]) (—), Nallasamy and Envia [17] (©), present formulation with original blade loading ( ), and
modified blade loading ( ): (a) upstream and (b) downstream narrow-band power spectra.
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Fig. 14. NASA low-count OGV: experiment (e.g. [46]) (—), Nallasamy and Envia [17] (0), present formulation with original blade loading (— < —), and
modified blade loading ( ): (a) upstream and (b) downstream narrow-band power spectra.

3.5. Final validation

Finally, the effect of the correction proposed in [34] and briefly reminded in Section 2.7 is reported in Figs. 13 and 14 for
the baseline and low-count SDT test cases respectively. The correction reduces the predicted level in both configurations,
with a more pronounced effect upstream of the fan (Figs. 13(a), and 14(a)) than downstream (Figs. 13(b) and 14(b)). More
precisely, in the baseline configuration and upstream (Fig. 13), the correction reduces the overestimation at intermediate
frequencies (2.5dB at 5.1 kHz). At low and high frequencies, the levels remain almost unchanged. The corrected
formulation then predicts the upstream acoustic power accurately whereas the downstream acoustic power remains
underestimated by 3-5 dB at 5.1 kHz. The behavior is very similar in the low-count OGV case (Fig. 14), for which the
correction significantly improves the prediction over the whole frequency range. The upstream acoustic power is again in
very good agreement with the experiment. The downstream acoustic power is underestimated by 3 dB. The present model
compares better with the experiment than the model developed by Nallasamy and Envia in all four cases, except at mid-
frequency in the downstream direction for the baseline case. At high frequencies, this is mainly attributed to the choice of
Liepmann’s model. At other frequencies, the corrected three-dimensional response recently developed by Posson et al.
[34,35] is the main reason. At low frequencies, the contribution of the subcritical gusts accounted for in the present model
is also significant.

4. Concluding remarks

An analytical model for predicting the broadband noise produced by the interaction of ingested turbulence with the
rotor blades of a fan and the rotor-wake impingement on outlet guide vanes has been described in detail. The model
resorts to a strip-theory approach and an unsteady blade-loading rectilinear-cascade response [35] extending Glegg’s
analytical formulation [21]. The model has been extensively compared with experimental results of the 22-in source
diagnostic test (SDT) fan rig of the NASA Glenn Research Center, which is a very realistic turbomachinery configuration
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involving the rotor-stator interaction-noise mechanism. Possible simplifications of the model have been thoroughly
assessed in order to reduce the computation time. Indeed the analytical formulations involve integrals and sums. The
truncation of the integral over the spanwise wavenumbers of the incident turbulent gusts has been investigated. The
subcritical gusts are shown to be necessary at low frequencies to capture the correct level, whereas the supercritical gusts
underestimate the radiation by 5 dB. A convergence in subcritical gusts is also proved. In the NASA baseline case, it is
ensured by accounting for the subcritical gusts with non-dimensional spanwise wavenumbers apart by less than 7 from
the spanwise-wavenumbers range of supercritical gusts. At higher frequencies subcritical gusts have negligible effects as
previously shown on airfoils [75,76]. The effect of turbulence modelling has also been studied. Turbulence in the SDT cases
is almost homogeneous and isotropic in some radial layers. The prediction with Liepmann’s model gives the best results.
The Gaussian isotropic spectrum leads to a too strong decay at the highest frequencies and an underestimate of 6-7 dB at
low frequencies, which is consistent with Atassi and Logue’s results [32]. The expressions of the turbulence properties
required by the model for Kerschen and Gliebe’s axisymmetric turbulence model have also been derived. A first result with
a reduction by a factor 2 of the transverse length scale I; of a half shows a strong noise level reduction of about 14 dB, for
instance. The present preliminary results underline the strong effect of turbulence modelling. Finally, the correction of the
unsteady blade loading proposed in a previous work by the authors [34] has been shown to provide a better prediction of
the upstream acoustic power. However the present model still underestimates the downstream acoustic power by 2-5 dB.
Finally, two further approximations have been proposed from the original model at high frequencies. These formulations
are in rather good agreement with the experiment above 4 kHz. Their faster computational time makes them useful for
parametric studies in an industrial context.
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Appendix A. Reference frames, coordinate transformation and geometrical parameters

A.1. Reference frames, coordinate transformation

The coordinates X|,, X|,, X| 4, X|. in the different frames of reference Ry, R;, R4, Rc respectively are linked by
Xp X4 0
Xj=(y|={ya]|-| -rt]| (A1)
r r 0
Xed X1—XLE,1(T)
X[g=| Y | =Qyyso| Yi=y1es() |, (A2)
Zed 0
Xc X —Xig (1)
X[.=|Ye | =Qp 19X e =Qyppue | Vi=ViesM) |, (A3)
Zc 0

where xi,(r) and yig,(r) are the positions of the leading-edge of the blade 0 at the radius r along ey, and e,,. They are
defined by the relation (A.4) and they introduce phase shifts because of the sweep ¢, and the lean y; of the blades:

{ Xg, () = (r—Rp)sing, (A4)

Yiei(r) = (r=Rppsing,.
The transformation matrices Q;,,; and Q;,,,; defined by Egs. (A.5) and (A.6) are rotation matrices that rotate the frames of
reference linked to the duct axis to the frames of reference linked to the cascade axis around a particular radius. The first

matrix is a rotation of the stagger angle j7, followed by a rotation of the lean angle (after stagger) ;. The second matrix
corresponds to the same transformation followed by a rotation of the sweep angle (after stagger and lean angles) ¢;:

cos j; sin 0

Q= —sin j,cos y; cos y;cosy; —siny; |, (A.5)
—sin j;siny; cos j,;siny; cosy,
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COS ); €os ¢ +sin 7; siny; sin ¢; sin j; cos ¢;—cos y; sin y; sin ¢; —cos y; sin @,
Qvol= —sin j; cos COS j; COS Y, —sin ¥, , (A.6)
cos j; sin ¢;—sin 7, siny; cos ¢; sin 7, sin ¢;+cos },; sin y; cos ¢,  cos Y, cos ¢,

and
Qj{://(p,l = Q(p,IQZLp,I = Q@,IQL[/,IQ—Z,I (A7)
with
cosp; 0 —sing,
Q,, = 0 1 0 . (A.8)
singp, 0 cos ¢
The matrix of the inverse transformation Qjny; = Q?Tt;w.l is equal to
€OS ); €OS (@, +sin y; siny; sin g, —sin j; cosy; cos j; sin ¢;—sin j,; sin y; sin ¢,
Qinyy = | SIn % COs ¢—cos 7 siny;sin @,  cos 7, cosy; sin j; sin ¢;+cos 7, siny; cos ¢; |. (A.9)
—Cos Y, sin @, —siny, COS ¥, €OS ¢

The lean and sweep angles y;, ¢, are related to the lean angle looking from the front of the duct 1]/, and the sweep angle
looking from the side ¢, as detailed by [22] and reminded here:

tan i, = cos j, tamj/,—sin ¥, tan¢,, (A10)
tan ¢, = cos y,(sin j; tany, +cos ¥, tang)). ’
Finally the stagger angle of the rectilinear-cascade model y; is defined by
tan y = Qo1 (A11)

Quypiz’

An additional reference frame %, whose X-axis is along 4 and the Z-axis is radial, is introduced in Appendix C.2 to deal
with axisymmetric turbulence. The transformation matrix from this reference frame to the cascade reference frame R, Q,,
is

cos A}, cos (¢, +sin Az, sin, sin @; sin Ay, cos ¢,—cos Ay, sin iy, sin ¢, —cos i, sin @,
Q= —sin Aj, cos ¥, cos Aj, cos vy, —sin , (A.12a)
cos Ay, sin ¢,;—sin Ay, sin/, cos @, sin A}, sin @,+cos Ay, sin/; cos ¢,  cos ,; cos @,
with
{ tan y; = cos ANZ, tany;—sin A,{, tang,, (A.12b)
tan ¢; = cos Y (sin Ay, tan y;+cos Ay; tan ¢).

It simply differs from Q; by replacing the stagger angle y; by Ay,.
A.2. Relationship between velocities

The triangle of velocities and the cascade angles impose the following relationships between the mean velocity
components.

A.2.1. Relationship between velocities in the rotor case

tan ZR:%- U0: de\, y
Ux, COS 7
U =Up cos @i, W =Uj sin @y . (A13)
A.2.2. Relationship between velocities in the stator case
Uy,

Up = cos 75" Up=Uy, tan x5

Uc=Up cos g5, W =Up sin ¢y,

Qpr = Uy, (tan ys—tan jg), Uy, =Uy, tan 7. (A14)
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Appendix B. Cascade parameters

g is the inter-blade distance, that is to say the distance between two leading edges in a section of the duct. Several
parameters of the rectilinear-cascade model are introduced in the equations. They have been originally defined by [21] and
recalled by [35]. They are given here for the sake of completeness:

d=Qyp128, h=Qyypng, s=Vd>*+h?

M=Ucjcy, B =1-M?, s,=\/d>+h2

My =Wc/co, Bo=1-M2, (B.1)

d and h are the stagger distance and the inter-blade distance normal to the blade in the cascade frame of reference R.. M is
the Mach number along the blade in the chordwise direction:

Mh =M,4S, Se = PriS (B.2)

Appendix C. Turbulence models
C.1. Isotropic turbulence model

Liepmann’s model can be used to model a locally isotropic homogeneous turbulence. In Cartesian coordinates, the
turbulence spectrum @, = @, in the cascade frame of reference R, divided by the turbulence intensity is defined as
i 24° ki +k2
(leep — Xe Zc 1
W) = S s (1)
with k =kZ +k2 +kZ, and the radial correlation length I, is given by

3nA (K A)?

20/ 14Ky 1H30A7

A Gaussian isotropic model can also be used [32]. The turbulence longitudinal correlation coefficient is assumed to be:
f(x) = exp(—mx2/(44%)), leading to the three-dimensional energy spectrum E(kA)=4u2 ksA° exp(—(ksA)?/m)/73. The
turbulence spectrum @, and the radial correlation length I, can then be derived:

A° (KxA)* A

4 §+(KXA)2 ’

I, = IHeP () = (C.2)

cD‘(,‘.vauss (kc) —

o e*(ks/i)l/n[k)z(c_._kgc]‘ l(riauss(w): (C.3)

C.2. Axisymmetric turbulence model

Following Kerschen and Gliebe’s work [62], the dimensional three-dimensional cross-spectrum of the i and j
components of the turbulence velocity is defined by

(pij(k) = [kz (SjJ_l<j’<j].7'-+ [(kz —(k . l)z)éiJ—kikj—kz)»iij +k- l()»,‘kj + /Aujkj)]g, (C4)
where

Fo _ 2ug Ial?

Fe 2u P
T A+BRRtRR2}P T w2

2 g (C5)

, G=BF and B=

and 4 is the unit vector in the direction of the symmetry. The wavenumber is k, in the direction of symmetry and k,, and ki,
in the transverse directions with k; = |/k?,+kZ%. us and u, are the root mean square values of the fluctuating velocities in
the direction of the axis of symmetry and in the transverse direction respectively. l; and I; are similarly the integral length
scales of the turbulence in the direction of the axis of symmetry and in transverse direction. The only constraint is that
up I

245>
2=
uﬂ la

(C.6)

Using the relation between the turbulence energy spectrum E(k) and the three-dimensional turbulence spectrum

1 =z
E(k) = i///[R ; @i (k)s(Ilkll—k) dk (C.7)
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Yed To = Ted

T = Zo

Fig. C1. Definition of the rotation angles of the cascade with the successive frames of references: (a) cascade sweep angle ¢, looking from the side view
(fixed 60;); (b) cascade lean angle 1]/, looking from the front view (fixed x;); (c) cascade stagger angle 7, looking from an unwrapped cascade view at
constant radius r; (d) cascade lean angle ; after rotation of stagger angle y;; (e) cascade sweep angle ¢, after rotation of stagger angle 7, and lean angle
1]/,. @ x/}, and %, are the angles given by the aerodynamic design of the row.

(see for instance [78, p. 219]), and the formulae (C.17), it can be verified that the three-dimensional turbulence spectrum of
Kerschen and Gliebe satisfies as required:
E(k) = 3[u? +2u?]. (C.8)

As suggested by Hanson [22], the turbulence symmetry axis A is assumed to be aligned with the flow in stationary
coordinates. Namely, for a rotor impinged by ingested turbulence A = e,, and for a stator A = ey, where ey, is obtained by
rotating ey, of the stagger angle 7 around the rotational axis e, = e, (Fig. C1(c)). Let us define the reference frame R; of
associated Cartesian coordinates (X;,y;,Z;), whose X;-axis is along A and the Z;-axis is radial. The transformation matrix from
this reference frame to the cascade reference frame R, Q, is given in Eq. (A.12a) in Appendix A.1. It is obtained from the
transformation matrix Q; (between R; and R.) simply by replacing the stagger angle , by Ay, with Ay, = (A.ex, > = fz in
the rotor case and A}, =75 =0 in the stator case. As a result, the direction of the axis of symmetry is

A=(1,0,0) . =(Q11,021,.Q31)|.. (C9)
The wavenumbers kg, k;, and k., then become

ka = Qllkxcg +Q21 kycn + Q31 kzcgy
kiy = Q12K +Q22ky, +Q 32Kz

kiz = Q13kxeo +Q 23Ky +Q 133k (C.10)

as given by Hanson.

Since the interesting direction for the current problem is the upwash direction y,, the spectrum is given in the cascade
frame of reference R. as a function of the cascade wavenumber k.. After some algebra and factorization, the three-
dimensional spectrum of the axisymmetric turbulence reads

Dyw(Ke) = [K2 +K2 +B(Q31ke —Q11kz )1 1F. (C11)
When the radial correlation length [, is calculated, the expressions
B (K, 0) = /R Do (Ksoky,, 0) iy, (€12)
with Ky = w/Us (Us = Uy, for the rotor and Us = Uy for the stator), and
B () = / / A{ Bun(k)3(@—ky Up) dke (C13)

are not derived from Eq. (C.11) to avoid cumbersome integrand expressions, since, for instance, ky, is found in kg, k;, and
k.. Instead, the following relations are used:

~2 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~2 ~ ~ ~2
Dyw = Q21 P11+2Q21Q22P12+2Q21Q23P13+Q 3 P22 +2Q22Q 23 P23 +Q 53 P33, (C.14)
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and by linearity of the integral operators:

B oK, 0) = Q51 B11(K,0) +2Q 210 52 B12(Ks,0) +2Q 21 Q 53 B13(Ke,0) +Q 5, P22 (Ko, 0) 420 520 5383 (K, 0) +Q 53 B33(Ks, 0),
(C.15)
and
Duw(w) = Q; D11(0)+2Q21 Q2P 12(w)+2Q21Q 23 P13(w) + ng ®22(0)+202Q23P23(w) + Q; d33(w), (C.16)

where @, 51-]-(Kx,0) and @,-j(w) are expressed in the reference frame R. 51-]-(Kx,0) and @,-j(w) are derived for each (i, j). The
integrals are computed using the formula [79, Eq.3.241 (4)]:

H 2
o 1 v I'(=)T'(n+1-=
ut~ldu 1 (2) M vo<® <ny1. (C17)
0 (p+qUV)ﬂ+1 \)pﬂ+l q F(n+1) v
This leads to
~ Fo . ~2 =~ 5
B (K, 0) = %[(Qﬁ1 +0Q53(1+B)D+3(Kel)?(1-Q5,)] (C.18)
t
and
Dym() = 4—5 isz 2(K22)+(1+B)D-Q5,2(K22) +(B-1)D)], (C.19)
stt

with D= 1+K?I2. Finally, using Egs. (48), (C.18) and (C.19), the radial correlation length is equal to

le 3(Kd)? + Q5 [D—3(KeltY2]+Q 551+ BID

I = L
2DV 14 4 BID 4+ 2(Kule)*—Q 51 [(B—1)D + 2(Kile)?]

(C.20)

In the case of the stator with zero lean and sweep 0, = Q23 =0, in addition if u =u, and I = l,, the spectrum and the
radial correlation length yield the previous expressions given by Liepmann’s isotropic model.
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