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Abstract

:

The use of film cooling technology is one of the most effective ways to minimize the damage to wall materials caused by the high-temperature environment in a ramjet. Optimization of the design to achieve the highest film cooling efficiency on the hot wall is the focus of current research. Due to the large number of parameters affecting the film cooling efficiency and the interactions between them, an improved orthogonal design-of-experiments method is chosen to investigate the contribution of different parameters. Flat plate film cooling and transverse groove film cooling are simulated numerically. The results indicated that the contribution of each parameter is ranked as hole spacing (S/D) > incidence angle > blowing ratio for flat plate film cooling; hole spacing > transverse groove depth > blowing ratio > incidence angle for transverse groove film cooling. The film cooling efficiency is inversely proportional to the size of the flow field area affected by the vortex ring and directly proportional to the size of the vortex intensity. Transverse groove film cooling forms a more complete film in most cases, which is better than flat plate film cooling. Within the scope of this study, a complete film at S/D > 2.0 cannot be generated on the flat plate, which should not be used in ramjet.
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1. Introduction


The ramjet is a cutting-edge aerospace science and technology for high-speed flight [1,2]. As the flight speed of ramjet engines increases, there are a series of complex problems that need to be studied and solved [3,4,5]. The first requirement is to solve the thermal barrier problem, where excessive thermal stresses can lead to wall cracking. Film cooling technology can be applied to the design of combustion chamber thermal protection for ramjet engines to improve their combustion stability [6,7,8]. In the ramjet, the velocity of the air entering the combustion chamber is required to be subsonic and compatible with the velocity of flame propagation. However, the ramjet generally operates at supersonic flight conditions. Therefore, it is necessary to decelerate and pressurize the air in the inlet channel with a series of shock waves or cross-sectional changes in inner channels [9,10,11].



Film cooling provides thermal protection to the blade metal wall and downstream of the hole by injecting colder air on the outer surface, forming an insulating layer between the hot main flow and also the surface to be cooled, thereby reducing heat transfer to the surface [12,13,14]. Film cooling technology has been widely used in various fields, such as aerospace, and optimizing gas-film cooling systems is mainly focused on in the investigations. The criteria for evaluating a film cooling system are to provide sufficiently good protection while consuming the least amount of coolant. The cooling effect is usually evaluated in studies based on data on the cooling efficiency of the flow field walls.



For the study of film cooling with transverse grooves, a triangular design of the groove at the jet exit was designed by Khalatov et al. [15], and the three corners were chamfered. The permanent increase of the average spatial film cooling efficiency with the increase of the blowing ratio was proved by the numerical calculations. The film cooling performance of transverse groove film cooling and plate film cooling at blowing ratios of 0.5 and 1.0 was investigated by Hou et al. [16] using large eddy simulation. The simulation results showed that the presence of the transverse groove enhanced the spreading momentum of the coolant, which led to a wider transverse diffusion on the wall surface. At the same time, the formation of a counter-rotating vortex pair (CRVP) [17] was suppressed, which reduced its diffusion ability in the normal direction and allowed it to adhere to the wall better, forming a good protective film. Bunker et al. [18] proposed a film hole structure called a cratered film hole, in which a circular hole enters a shallow right circular cup or depression in the surface. Flat plate tests showed an improvement of about 50% over the round hole at blowing ratio (BR) = 1 and a greater increase as the blowing ratio increases. Due to the “blocking” effect of the transverse trough in film cooling applications, it produces good results [19,20,21,22,23] in most operating conditions.



The use of expanding holes to increase the efficiency of air film cooling has been investigated in many studies, including not only numerical simulations [24,25,26] but also experimental studies [27,28,29]. However, air film holes do not exist individually but are manufactured in one row of dozens of holes arranged (or even in two [30,31] or three [32] rows) in the engineering practice. This makes the application of transverse grooves much less difficult to engineer than the application of expanded holes [33], which is an advantage of transverse groove film cooling.



In addition to the design of the film holes, the parameters within the flow field also have a significant effect on the film cooling efficiency. The vortex chamber model with film holes was established by Fan et al. [34] to investigate the effect of film holes on vortex cooling at the leading edge of a gas turbine blade. The conclusion that the mainstream velocity, the average pressure coefficient, and the global average Nusselt number will decrease as the mass flow of film holes increases was proved. When the density ratio (DR) increases, the value of pressure inside film holes gradually becomes the same as the value of pressure at the bottom. When BR increases, the velocity of the mainstream decreases, and the overall streamline deflects more obliquely downward in the vortex chamber. The effect of film cooling of dilated holes on a flat plate using large eddy simulation at two different free Mach numbers was studied by Oliver et al. [35]. The results showed that the Mach number effect had a substantial effect on the cooling efficiency of dilated holes compared to cylindrical holes.



From the above, we can assume that there are various parameters affecting the film cooling efficiency. The parameters are influenced by each other. Orthogonal experimental design is a widely used multi-parameterial experimental method [36]. The key to this method is making an orthogonal design table based on the reasonable and representative levels of the investigated parameters. It has been successfully applied to many fields and saves a large amount of time in acquiring the optimum level group. In the research on the cooling and aging rate of the battery, the effect of four parameters on the cooling effect of a certain type of liquid-cooled battery thermal management model was analyzed using an orthogonal experiment method by E et al. [37]. Seven principal parameters of capacity fading in lithium-ion cells are systematically examined using the orthogonal design of experiments by Su et al. [38]. In the research of the biochemical field, an orthogonal experimental design approach combined with quantitative analysis of small-angle X-ray scattering patterns was applied by Ji et al. [39] to optimize the synthesis of bioactive glasses with highly ordered mesoporous structures. In the Optimization method for green SrAl2O4 [40], the synthesis conditions were optimized by orthogonal experiments to obtain the best technical parameters. It also has efficient applications in the field of numerical simulation, using the orthogonal experimental design approach in order to reduce the simulation effort in the fire incident reconstruction simulation proposed by Yang et al. [41].



Flat plate film cooling and transverse groove film cooling are numerically simulated in this paper using a modified orthogonal test method. Firstly, the physical model of the computational domain is established, and the method’s accuracy is verified. Then, 16 groups of cases were designed for each of the two film cooling structures using the orthogonal method. The cooling film for each case and the area-averaged film cooling efficiency are analyzed. The optimal level of each factor through the modified orthogonal experimental method is used as the parameter setting for simulation to obtain the optim-case. Finally, the flow field structure is analyzed for the optim-case and the case with the highest and lowest efficiency among the 16 groups of cases.




2. Physical Model and Calculation Method


The flow field model used in the simulation and the method used in the numerical calculation process are shown in this section. Finally, the correctness of the method is verified.



2.1. Flow Field Domain and Grid


Figure 1 shows the physical model of the computational domain. The axial, normal, and spreading (X × Y × Z) dimensions of the main flow channel are 45 D × 8 D × 3 D, and the axial, normal, and spreading (X × Y × Z) dimensions of the compressor are 10 D × 5 D × 3 D. The ramjet only works effectively once the vehicle reaches a certain flight speed, and the compressor is added to the model to provide a steady stream of continuous coolant to the main flow channel. The origin of the coordinates is set at the center of the intersection line between the exit of the transverse channel and the wall in the exit direction. Also, to reduce the influence of the outlet environment on the fluid near the gas film orifice, the distance between the orifice and the transverse mainstream inlet along the X direction is set to 9 D.



The schematic diagrams of the film aperture and transverse groove models are shown in Figure 2. The details of film hole and transverse groove are film hole length L/D = 3.0, film hole incidence angle α = 30°, transverse groove depth H/D = 0.75, transverse groove width W/D = 1.0, and film hole spacing S/D = 3.0, respectively.



The gird structure diagram is shown in Figure 3 and Figure 4, using both tetrahedral mesh and structural mesh. Since the focus of this study is the cooling film on the wall surface. The structural mesh is chosen to be used in two places: the bottom surface of the main flow channel, i.e., the wall surface where the cooling film is mainly generated, and the upper wall surface of the compressor.



The y+ value of the boundary layer is about 1 to meet the requirement of the enhanced wall function, which can simulate the flow heat transfer process more accurately. The other areas in the flow field are divided using the tetrahedral mesh method. Due to the complexity of the flow near the gas film hole and the exit of the transverse groove, the locations near the gas film hole and near the boundary of the transverse groove are locally encrypted.




2.2. Governing Equation and Turbulence Model


In this study, the fluid in the flow field in the film cooling channel is treated as an incompressible fluid, and its control equations are simplified to the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations. In addition, mass, momentum, and energy are conserved and assumed. The Realizable k-ε model is chosen for the turbulence model with reference to the numerical simulations performed by Zhang et al. [42]. The volume of fluid (VOF) model is chosen to simulate two different gas incidences due to the different densities of the mainstream and the coolant. The interface between multiple mutually incompatible fluids can be obtained by the VOF model, which is more adapted to the present conditions.




2.3. Parameter Definition


The blowing ratio is the key thermal parameter affecting the performance of film cooling, which is defined as Equation (1):


  B R =      ρ c   u c     /     ρ m   u m       



(1)




where ρ is the fluid density, u is the fluid velocity, and the subscripts “c” and “m” indicate the coolant and the mainstream.



For the density ratio is defined as Equation (2):


  D R =    ρ c   /   ρ m     



(2)




where ρc is the density of the coolant, and ρm is the density of the mainstream, respectively.



Cooling efficiency is one of the important indicators to evaluate the performance of film cooling, and its calculation formula is as Equation (3):


  η =      T m  −  T p     /     T m  −  T c       



(3)




where Tm is the mainstream temperature, Tc is the coolant temperature, and Tp is the wall temperature.



In addition, the Average Film Cooling Efficiency (AFCE) is the average along the Z-direction, which is obtained by Equation (4).


  A F C  E  x = k   =     ∑  i = 1  n    η  z = i , x = k      / n   



(4)







The area-averaged film cooling efficiency is also defined as the average cooling efficiency over the entire wall, which can be used directly to measure the cooling performance and is calculated as Equation (5).


   η ¯  =     ∑  i = 1  n   A F C  E  x = i      / n   



(5)








2.4. Boundary Condition


The numerical simulations refer to the study of Zhang et al. [42] for the boundary condition settings, as shown in Table 1. The BR is calculated based on the main flow velocity and the average velocity at the hole entrance and is between 0.5 and 2.0. The boundary of the whole model is the adiabatic wall boundary under non-slip conditions. The outlet is a pressure outlet of 1 atmosphere. The sidewall surface of the main flow channel is set as a periodic boundary condition, which is due to the fact that in practical engineering situations, the gas film holes are often present in multiple side-by-side rows. A pressure-based solver is used, using the steady calculation method, and the residual level is set to less than 10−3 for all calculated cases.




2.5. Accuracy Verification


The numerical results of the average film cooling efficiency in this study are compared with Lu et al. [28] and Zhang et al. [42] to verify the accuracy of the method. The details of Zhang’s parameter settings are shown in Table 2, and it can be observed that the parameter settings in this study are the same as theirs. Figure 5 shows the results of the three numerical simulations when BR = 1.0, and the results show that the three fitted curves are in good agreement. Therefore, the physical model and calculation method used in this study is proved to be accurate for the next study.




2.6. Modified Orthogonal Design of Experiments Method


A comprehensive study of the effect of four levels of four different parameters on the film cooling efficiency using the controlled variable method requires 44 = 256 experiments, which is a huge workload to complete [43]. Therefore, this study employs a modified orthogonal experimental design method to select two typical film cooling structures for investigation: flat plate film cooling and transverse groove film cooling. The selection process is outlined in the following procedure. This method can help us to select representative cases to lower the number of test cases.



	
Controllable influence parameters, as well as output characteristic values, are determined;



	
The table of levels of the parameters and the orthogonal table of the parameter design are determined;



	
By numerical simulation, the average film cooling efficiency is calculated for each operating condition;



	
The average   η ¯   of each level of each parameter is analyzed, denoted as Kij.



	
The extreme difference of each parameter, denoted as Rj, is calculated by Equation (6). The contribution rate CRj is calculated by Equation (7);



	
The optimal combination is determined (noted as optim-case): the three parameters determined by the three Kj,max is selected to form the optim-case.







    R j  =  K  j  ,   max    -  K  j  ,   min      



(6)






   C  R j  =    R j   /    ∑  j = 1  m    R j        



(7)







3. Results and Discussion


3.1. Design of Numerical Simulation Parameter


3.1.1. Flat Plate Film Cooling


A modified orthogonal design of the experiment’s method is used to design the experiments for flat plate film cooling. The film cooling efficiency under the influence of three parameters, namely BR, α, and S/D, is analyzed. The experimental design process is as follows:




	
BR, α, and S/D were identified as controllable influencing parameters with output characteristic values of   η ¯  ;



	
Table 3 was identified as the level table of each parameter, and Table 4 was identified as the orthogonal table for the experimental parameter design;



	
The   η ¯   for each case was calculated by numerical simulation according to the parameter design table;



	
The K value for each level of each parameter, the R-value for each parameter, and the CRj were calculated separately;



	
The optimal combination is determined (optim-case).








The principle of the design of the simulation scheme using orthogonal tables is that each level of each factor is combined only once with any one level of another remaining factor in a group of 16 cases. For example, there are four combinations of BR = 0.5 selected in the 16 sets of cases, and the α and S/D parameters selected in these four cases must correspond to the levels of four different α and S/D. The number of numerical calculations can be reduced by using the modified orthogonal experimental method. Table 4 shows the L16 orthogonal table and the calculated results.



The value of K is the average of the calculated results for each parameter at each level. That is, Kij is the average of the   η ¯   of all four cases that take the parameter in row i and column j of the level table. For example, K32 of flat plate film cooling simulation is the average of the   η ¯   of case3, case7, case11, and case15, i.e., the four cases with α = 45° among the 16 cases. Due to the design principle of the orthogonal table, the 12 Kij exactly correspond to the parameters in Table 3 one by one. Therefore, we can predict the trend of the factor at the four levels by the trend of the Kij value in the same column. For example, the trend of BR can be predicted by K11, K12, K13, and K14.



The extreme difference of each parameter, denoted as Rj, is calculated by Equation (6). where Kj,max represents the maximum value of K1j, K2j, K3j, and K4j. Similarly, Kj,min represents the minimum value of K1j, K2j, K3j, and K4j. R indicates the difference between the maximum and minimum values, and the degree of influence of each parameter on the results can be judged according to the value of R.



Comparing the   η ¯   of 16 cases, case16 is the best, and case10 is the worst. Case16 is 21.68 times better than case10 from Table 4. The CR magnitudes of the three parameters calculated from Equation (7) are ranked as S/D > α > BR. From the values of the contributions, it can be concluded that there is the greatest influence on the cooling efficiency of the flat plate film for S/D, and BR and α have a smaller influence.



Figure 6 shows the trend of K for the three parameters. The results show that the K decreases with increasing BR as well as S/D. When α > 30°, the K increases with the increase of α. According to the selection principle of the parameters of the optim-case, the values of each parameter of the optim-case are BR = 0.5, α = 60°, and S/D = 1.5 in the study range of this study.




3.1.2. Transverse Groove Film Cooling


In the simulation of film cooling with transverse slots, there are four parameters that affect its cooling efficiency, namely BR, α, S/D, and H/D. The simulation scheme design process is basically the same as that of flat plate film cooling in Section 3.1.1.



Table 5 was identified as the level table of each parameter, and Table 6 was identified as the orthogonal table for the experimental parameter design.



Table 6 shows the results of the L16 orthogonal table and calculations. Case14 has the best   η ¯  , and case10 has the worst   η ¯  . Case14 is 8.5 times better than case10. By comparing R with CR, it is concluded that there is a stronger influence on film cooling efficiency with transverse grooves for hole spacing and transverse groove depth and blowing ratio and incidence angle have a weaker influence on film cooling efficiency.



The four parameters ranked the magnitude of CR on   η ¯  : S/D > H/D > BR > α. This is different from the ranking of the contribution of flat plate film cooling. There is the least effect on the film cooling efficiency for the incidence angle. The presence of the transverse groove has a “blocking” effect on the injected coolant, so the effect of the incidence angle is weakened. Summarizing the above studies, it is concluded that the structural parameters of the transverse groove contribute much more to the cooling efficiency of the gas film than the coolant-related parameters.



Figure 7 represents the trend of K for different parameters. The results show that the K values decrease with increasing hole spacing and increase with increasing transverse groove depth. According to the selection principle of the parameters of the optim-case, the values of each parameter of the optim-case are taken as BR = 2.0, α = 45°, S/D = 1.5, and H/D = 1.0 within the research range of this study.





3.2. Flat Plate Film Cooling


3.2.1. Display of Film Cooling Efficiency Results


Figure 8 shows the film cooling efficiency contour of the XY section with Z/D = 0 for 16 cases, which can be divided into two categories. If the area of the wall with a cooling efficiency greater than 0.2 is 70% or more, it is in the first category; otherwise, it is classified in the second category.



The first category is case1, case2, case6, case11, case12, case15, and case16, a more complete film on the cooling wall surface is generated among all of which basically. The common point of the first category is that the hole spacing S/D = 1.5 or S/D = 2.0. the second category is case3, case4, case5, case7, case8, case9, case10, case13, case14. This group of cases only appears as a striped film on the wall surface and does not completely cover the wall surface. The common point is that, except for case5, the hole spacing is S/D = 3.0 or S/D = 4.0. Therefore, it can be found that there is the most intuitive effect on the cooling of the flat film for the hole spacing. When designing the ramjet, the film hole spacing should be less than 2.0 to prevent breakage due to overheating on the wall.




3.2.2. Flow Field Structure Analysis


The flow field cases of optim-case are derived by numerical simulation, and the flow field structures of these three special cases (optim-case, case16, and case10) are compared to analyze the cooling mechanism of flat plate film cooling. From Table 7, it can be seen that the magnitude of   η ¯   for the three cases is ranked as case16 > optim-case > case10. Thus, the optim-case that takes each parameter individually to the optimal level yields is not necessarily the case with the highest   η ¯  . It is further proved that the parameters affect each other.



Figure 9, Figure 10 and Figure 11 show the streamline diagrams, the vorticity diagrams, and the turbulent kinetic energy diagram of the YZ section with X/D = 3 and X/D = 5 for the three special cases of flat plate film cooling. From Figure 9, it can be seen that a CRVP is generated in all three cases, but the flow field affected by the vortex rings is not the same, and the largest affected area appears in the flow field of case10.



From Figure 10 and Figure 11, we find that case10 produces a much larger CRVP than the remaining two cases. And case10 has the worst cooling efficiency, which indicates that CRVP is the most important factor affecting the film cooling efficiency. Comparing the vorticity and turbulent kinetic energy of case16 and optim-case, most of the regions affected by CRVP in both are below Y/D = 1, so they have better efficiency.



The center region of Z/D = 0 in case16 is hardly affected by the vortex ring, and the region of Y/D = 0 is less affected by the vortex ring as the flow field develops. Compared to the optim-case, case16 has a greater ability to diffuse the air film over the entire wall. We predict a reason why the   η ¯   of case16 is greater than that of the optim-case.



Analyzing the contour of the YZ section for X/D = 3 and X/D = 5, we found that both the vortex volume and the turbulent kinetic energy are gradually smaller with the X direction. Since the X-direction is the main flow direction of the flow field, this means that the turbulent kinetic energy of the flow field is gradually dissipated as the flow field develops. Therefore, it can be concluded that as the flow field develops, the effect of CRVP is gradually weakened, and the cooling film is more likely to diffuse laterally in the region where X/D is larger.





3.3. Transverse Groove Film Cooling


3.3.1. Display of Film Cooling Efficiency Results


Figure 12 shows the XZ plane film cooling efficiency contours for 16 cases. The overall analysis of the 16 cases can be divided into three categories. The first category is the 10 cases with a protective film formed on the whole wall surface, including case1, case2, case5, case7, case8, case11, case12, case13, case14, and case16. The film cooling efficiency is uniform in the downstream region of X, which reaches 0.2 and above. The best ductility of Case14 in the X and Z direction can be clearly observed.



The second type is the three cases with a “strip-like film” on the wall, including case3, case4, and case6. This “strip-like film” is characterized by high efficiency in the middle and low efficiency on both sides along the Z-direction, similar to the strip-like film. Case4 is the most typical case. The third type of cases formed striped gas film, including case9, case10, and case15. In the center line of the Z-direction, a strip-shaped film is generated, while the sides are basically not covered by the film. Its film cooling efficiency is lower than other cases, and the degree of protection for the wall is poor, and it can only produce protection for the central region.



Comparing the second and third types of cases, the following conclusions can be obtained. As BR is small, the cooling jet can still extend in the Z-direction, and a film with low cooling efficiency will be formed on both sides. While BR is larger, the ductility of the cooling jet in the Z-direction is weakened, and there will still be a large momentum in the normal direction. This leads to the fact that only the central area on the wall is covered, while the sides are largely unprotected. Comparing the film-cooling efficiency contours of the two structures, it can be found that the film-cooling structure with transverse grooves outperforms the flat film-cooling structure in most cases.




3.3.2. Flow Field Structure Analysis


This section analyzes the cooling mechanism of film cooling with transverse grooves by comparing the flow field structures of three special cases (optim-case, case14, case10). Firstly, the flow field of the optim-case is obtained through numerical simulation, and the cooling mechanism of film cooling with transverse grooves is analyzed by comparing three special cases. It can be seen from Table 8 that the cooling efficiency of the three cases is ranked as optim-case > case14 > case10. Here, the optim-case is obtained by taking the optimal level of each parameter separately. This is the case with the optimal cooling efficiency, which is different from the conclusion obtained in Section 3.2.2. The optim-case that takes each parameter individually to the optimal level yields is not the case with the highest   η ¯   in Section 3.2.2.



Figure 13, Figure 14 and Figure 15 show the streamline diagrams, the vorticity diagrams, and the turbulent kinetic energy diagram of the YZ section with X/D = 3 and X/D = 5. Firstly, it is obvious that the CRVP is generated in case10, which causes the coolant in case10 to be “sucked” in the central area, while the walls on both sides are basically uncovered. Because of the presence of CRVP, the film cooling efficiency is the lowest. On the contrary, the vorticity and turbulent kinetic energy of both the optim-case and case14 are more uniformly distributed in the Z-direction, and the flow lines are basically uniformly distributed along the opposite direction of the Y-direction. The cooling jets are better adsorbed on the wall surface, resulting in higher cooling efficiency.



Further comparison of the vorticity diagrams and turbulent kinetic energy diagram of case14 and optim-case shows that there is a greater range of action in the Y-direction for the vorticity in case14. This indicates that the normal momentum of the cooling jet in case14 is greater and is more likely to break away from the wall compared to the optim-case. Such is the reason why the   η ¯   of the optim-case is slightly higher than that of case14.






4. Conclusions


Flat plates and air film cooling with transverse slots are tentatively attempted in ramjet. Due to the low velocity setting of the mainstream, it may provide a reference for the design of the preburner chamber in ramjet. By using an improved orthogonal experimental design approach, the numerical simulation process is optimized and the number of computational cases is reduced. The following conclusions are drawn.



	
By comparing the K, R, and CR of each parameter, it is concluded that in flat plate film cooling, the magnitude of the contribution of three parameters to the efficiency of flat plate film cooling is ranked as S/D > α > BR. At transverse groove film cooling, the magnitude of the contribution of four parameters to the efficiency of gas film cooling is ranked as S/D > H/D > BR > α;



	
When flat plate film cooling is adopted, and the wall hole spacing is S/D > 2.0, a strip of film will be formed on the wall, which will cause the metal wall surface to overheat. When using transverse groove film cooling for larger S/D, the cooling jet can still expand in the Z-direction when the BR is small, and a less efficient film is formed on both sides. When the BR is large, both sides of the wall are basically unprotected;



	
Comparing the film cooling efficiency contours of the two structures, it can be found that a more complete film in most cases in the transverse groove film cooling is generated, which is better than the flat plate film cooling;



	
By analyzing and comparing the Streamline diagrams and Vorticity diagrams of the YZ cross-section, it can be obtained that CRVP is the most important factor affecting the film cooling efficiency. Without CRVP, in the case where the influence range of the vortex in the normal direction is larger, the cooling flow will be more likely to break away from the wall, resulting in a lower film cooling efficiency.
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Nomenclature




	AFCE
	Average Film Cooling Efficiency



	BR
	Blowing ratio



	CR
	Contribution rate



	CRVP
	Counter-rotating vortex pair



	D
	Hole diameter



	DR
	Density ratio



	FCE
	Film Cooling efficiency



	H/D
	Transverse groove depth



	K
	The average   η ¯   of each level of each parameter



	L/D
	Film hole length



	R
	The extreme difference of each parameter



	S/D
	Film hole spacing



	T
	Temperature



	u
	Flow velocity



	VOF
	Volume of Fluid



	W/D
	Transverse groove width



	X
	Positive direction of flow



	Y
	Normal flow direction



	Z
	Lateral flow direction



	α
	Angle of incidence



	  ρ  
	Fluid density



	   η ¯   
	The area-averaged film cooling efficiency
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the physical model in the computing domain. 
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Figure 2. Model diagram of film hole and transverse groove. 
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Figure 3. Front view of the mesh model. 
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Figure 4. Encrypted grid diagram of transverse grooves. 
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Figure 5. Algorithm accuracy verification results [28,42]. 
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Figure 6. Variation trend of K under three different parameters. 
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Figure 7. Variation trend of K under four different parameters. 
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Figure 8. Contours of flat plate film cooling efficiency. 
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Figure 9. Streamline diagram of YZ section with X/D = 3 and X/D = 5 for flat plate film cooling. 
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Figure 10. Vorticity diagram of YZ section with X/D = 3 and X/D = 5 for flat plate film cooling. 
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Figure 11. Turbulent kinetic energy diagram of YZ section with X/D = 3 and X/D = 5 for flat plate film cooling. 
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Figure 12. Contours of film cooling efficiency with transverse grooves. 
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Figure 13. Streamline diagram of YZ section with X/D = 3 and X/D = 5 for transverse groove film cooling. 
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Figure 14. Vorticity diagram of YZ section with X/D = 3 and X/D = 5 for transverse groove film cooling. 






Figure 14. Vorticity diagram of YZ section with X/D = 3 and X/D = 5 for transverse groove film cooling.



[image: Aerospace 11 00067 g014]







[image: Aerospace 11 00067 g015a][image: Aerospace 11 00067 g015b] 





Figure 15. Turbulent Kinetic Energy of YZ section with X/D = 3 and X/D = 5 for transverse groove film cooling. 
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Table 1. Boundary condition setting of calculation domain.
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	Boundary Conditions
	
	Parameter





	Mainstream inlet temperature
	Tm
	321 K



	Mainstream inlet velocity
	Um
	13.8 m/s



	Density ratio
	DR
	1.08



	Coolant inlet temperature
	Tc
	296 K










 





Table 2. Parameter setting.
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	Zhang [42]
	This Study





	BR
	1.0
	1.0



	H/D
	0.75
	0.75



	S/D
	3
	3



	Tm
	321 K
	321 K



	Um
	13.8 m/s
	13.8 m/s



	Tc
	296 K
	296 K










 





Table 3. Simulation parameter level of flat plate film cooling.
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	BR
	α
	S/D





	1
	0.5
	15
	1.5



	2
	1.0
	30
	2



	3
	1.5
	45
	3



	4
	2.0
	60
	4










 





Table 4. Orthogonal table of flat plate film cooling simulation.






Table 4. Orthogonal table of flat plate film cooling simulation.












	
	BR
	α
	S/D
	    η ¯    





	case1
	0.5
	15
	1.5
	0.2469927



	case2
	0.5
	30
	2
	0.1904861



	case3
	0.5
	45
	3
	0.1358421



	case4
	0.5
	60
	4
	0.1043346



	case5
	1.0
	15
	2
	0.1672836



	case6
	1.0
	30
	1.5
	0.2941980



	case7
	1.0
	45
	4
	0.0433108



	case8
	1.0
	60
	3
	0.1199711



	case9
	1.5
	15
	3
	0.0877685



	case10
	1.5
	30
	4
	0.0157799



	case11
	1.5
	45
	1.5
	0.3111021



	case12
	1.5
	60
	2
	0.1921019



	case13
	2.0
	15
	4
	0.0764805



	case14
	2.0
	30
	3
	0.0210804



	case15
	2.0
	45
	2
	0.1297517



	case16
	2.0
	60
	1.5
	0.3421512



	K1
	0.1694139
	0.1446313
	0.2986111
	



	K2
	0.1561909
	0.1303861
	0.1699058
	



	K3
	0.1516881
	0.1550017
	0.0911655
	



	K4
	0.142366
	0.1896397
	0.0599765
	



	R
	0.0270479
	0.0592536
	0.2386346
	



	CR
	0.0832407
	0.1823546
	0.7344047
	










 





Table 5. Simulation parameter level of film cooling with a transverse groove.
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	BR
	α
	S/D
	H/D





	1
	0.5
	15
	1.5
	0.25



	2
	1.0
	30
	2
	0.5



	3
	1.5
	45
	3
	0.75



	4
	2.0
	60
	4
	1.0










 





Table 6. Orthogonal table of film cooling simulation with transverse groove.
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	BR
	α
	S/D
	H/D
	    η ¯    





	case1
	0.5
	15
	1.5
	0.25
	0.2405908



	case2
	0.5
	30
	2
	0.5
	0.2300447



	case3
	0.5
	45
	3
	0.75
	0.2156554



	case4
	0.5
	60
	4
	1.0
	0.1959852



	case5
	1.0
	30
	3
	1.0
	0.2570157



	case6
	1.0
	15
	4
	0.75
	0.1447769



	case7
	1.0
	60
	1.5
	0.5
	0.3247846



	case8
	1.0
	45
	2
	0.25
	0.2755169



	case9
	1.5
	45
	4
	0.5
	0.0834556



	case10
	1.5
	60
	3
	0.25
	0.0515732



	case11
	1.5
	15
	2
	1.0
	0.3176071



	case12
	1.5
	30
	1.5
	0.75
	0.3435283



	case13
	2.0
	60
	2
	0.75
	0.2861350



	case14
	2.0
	45
	1.5
	1.0
	0.4383596



	case15
	2.0
	30
	4
	0.25
	0.0565686



	case16
	2.0
	15
	3
	0.5
	0.2332421



	K1
	0.220569025
	0.231601245
	0.3368158
	0.1560624
	



	K2
	0.250523525
	0.221789325
	0.2773259
	0.2178818
	



	K3
	0.19904105
	0.253246875
	0.1893716
	0.2475239
	



	K4
	0.253576325
	0.2146195
	0.1201966
	0.3022419
	



	R
	0.054535275
	0.038627375
	0.2166193
	0.1461795
	



	CR
	0.119605013
	0.084716318
	0.475082488
	0.320596182
	










 





Table 7. Comparison of area average film cooling efficiency for flat plate film cooling.
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	Optim-Case
	Case16
	Case10





	   η ¯   
	0.2104689
	0.3421512
	0.0157799










 





Table 8. Comparison of area average film cooling efficiency for transverse groove film cooling.
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	Optim-Case
	Case14
	Case10





	   η ¯   
	0.4747241
	0.4383596
	0.05157319
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