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Abstract

:

Pressure pulsations may cause high-amplitude vibrations during the process of a centrifugal pump. The trailing edge shape of the blade has a critical influence on the pump’s pressure fluctuation and hydraulic characterization. In this paper, inspired by the humpback whale flipper, the authors research the impact of applying the sinusoidal tubercles to the blade suction side of the trailing edge. Numerical calculation and experiments are carried out to investigate the impact of the trailing edge shape on the pressure pulsations and performance of a centrifugal pump with low specific speed. Two designed impellers are tested, one is a sinusoidal tubercle trailing edge (STTE) impeller and the other is the original trailing edge (OTE) prototype. The detailed study indicates that the sinusoidal tubercle trailing edge (STTE) reduces pressure pulsation and enhances hydraulic performance. In the volute tongue region, the pressure pulsation amplitudes of STTE at fBPF decrease significantly. The STTE impeller also effectively changes the vortex structure and intensity in the blade trailing edge area. This investigation will be of great benefit to the optimal design of pumps.
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1. Introduction


The centrifugal pump is an important energy conversion and fluid transfer tool and is widely used in various fields, such as the agriculture, industry, urban water supply, aerospace, and fire engines. According to an annual report made by the European Commission, pump systems account for about 22% of the electric energy supply in the world [1]. However, due to the low operating efficiency of pumps, most of the energy is not used efficiently. Therefore, there is an urgent need to improve the energy conversion utilization of pump systems.



In fact, when a centrifugal pump operates under partial-flow conditions, fluid transport is quite disordered. The operation efficiency is very low, especially for a pump with low specific speed. Some unsteady phenomena, such as backflow at the impeller inlet and outlet, the local cavitation, etc., affect the performance and induce large pressure pulsations and noise [2,3,4]. Pressure pulsation may cause high-amplitude vibrations [5,6], which may cause cracks in pump components and shorten the life of the pump. As for the centrifugal pump, many investigations were implemented to explore the performance and pressure pulsations through experiments or numerical simulations [7,8,9]. Fu et al. [10] analyzed the flow phenomena in a low-specific-speed centrifugal pump, and found the cavitation occurs under low flow rate, the inlet low-frequency pressure fluctuations were closely correlated to cavitation phenomena. Pei and Wang [11] studied the pressure fluctuations using statistical analysis. The highest pressure fluctuation intensity occurs at the trailing edge of the pressure side and near the volute tongue, and modifying the geometry of the leading edge in the impeller and the tongue in the volute can reduce the intensity. Jafarzadeh [12] simulated the flow of a low-specific-speed high-speed pump, and highlighted the effect of the number of blades on efficiency and head. Chu and Dong [13,14] found that the unsteady flow pattern and the rotor–stator interaction are two main excitation components of the pressure pulsations and noise. Keller et al. [15] used particle image velocimetry technology to measure the rotor–stator interaction, and found that the vortex sheds from trailing edge and affects the flow field in the volute, their collision generates strong pressure pulsation. Jia [16] explored the pressure distribution in a low-specific-speed centrifugal pump, and found that the asymmetry of pressure distribution is caused by the tongue. It may induce vibration and noise. Heskestad and Olberts [17] explored the effect of different blade trailing edge geometries on pressure pulsation and vibration, and revealed that the vortex intensity and the vortex shedding frequency are regulated by the trailing edge.



Many researchers have investigated the methods to improve the performance and weaken pressure pulsation amplitude in a low-specific-speed centrifugal pump. Gao and Zhang [18] numerically investigated the impeller with five especial blade trailing edge shapes. The final conclusions show that well-designed trailing edges can significantly improve pump efficiency and effectively reduce pressure pulsations. Spence [19] analyzed the effect of the geometric parameters of the impeller and volute on pressure pulsation, and found that increasing gap between the impeller and volute will reduce the pressure pulsation, but the efficiency may decline. Solis [20] used numerical simulation to study the influence of radial gap and splitter blades on pressure pulsation and hydraulic performance. Adding splitter blades can effectively reduce pressure pulsation, and improve performance. Amir [21] designed an original impeller and volute with CFturbo, and carried out Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD) simulation. Then, he modified the design parameters to get new impellers and volutes, and conducted simulation calculation again until the desired results were achieved. Zhu and Chen [22] designed the gap structure blade to suppress cavitation and pressure pulsation induced by cavitation. Khalifa [23] tested cutting the impeller blade outlet to increase the effective clearance with volute, and the results show that it is useful for reducing pressure pulsations. For the pump as a turbine, the position of proper blade trailing edges also produces an effective impact on enhancing the performance and reducing pressure pulsations [24].



More recently, a large number of researchers have focused attention on the application of bionics [25,26,27]. The humpback is one of them. Despite humpback whales being bulky, they can move flexibly underwater and even jump out of the water. This is due to the fact that some sinusoidal tubercles grow in their pectoral fins. Shi et al. [28] investigated two types of 3D hydrofoil turbine blades, including one original hydrofoil and one hydrofoil with leading-edge tubercles. By comparison, the latter’s hydraulic performance is superior, and the strength of the tip vortex is also significantly reduced. Therefore, inspired by bionics, we designed a new impeller with sinusoidal tubercles on the blade trailing edge. The purpose of this case is to study the effect of the sinusoidal tubercle on the pressure pulsations and the performance of a centrifugal pump with low specific speed, and one original impeller and one new tubercle impeller are investigated by numerical calculation and experiment. The sinusoidal tubercles can divide the vortex shedding from blade trailing edge into several small vortexes. The vortex core region in the pump is reduced, and the rotor–stator interference of the impeller and volute is weakened, so as to reduce the pressure pulsation and energy loss. The pressure signals are captured by monitoring points arranged in the pump. Finally, the effect of the sinusoidal tubercle on pressure pulsations and performance are obtained and analyzed successfully.




2. Test Model Pump and Setup


2.1. Test Model Pump


In this paper, a single-stage test model pump with low specific speed is designed to investigate the performance and pressure pulsations. The specific speed Ns (   N s  = 3.65 ∗ n ∗  Q  /  H  0.75    ) of the model pump is 40.1. Q and H represent the nominal flow rate and nominal head, respectively. n is the speed of rotation of the pump in rpm. The test impeller has five cylindrical blades. The inlet and outlet diameters are 50 mm and 160 mm, respectively. Table 1 lists the essential geometric dimensions and design parameters. The geometry of the test model pump impeller and volute is shown in Figure 1.




2.2. Impeller Blade Trailing Edge


Two impellers are designed and manufactured by 3DP technology. Figure 2 shows the differences between the two trailing edges, including the original trailing edge (OTE) prototype and the new designed sinusoidal tubercle trailing edge (STTE). OTE is the original trailing edge, which is a sharp corner. The vortexes shedding from the OTE are intensive. The STTE only exists on the blade suction surface, the pressure side remains constant. There are also sinusoidal grooves on the suction surface at the blade outlet, and the length of the longitudinal extension is L. Groove depth gradually decreases from A to zero along the blade profile line. As shown in Figure 2, λ is the sinusoidal wavelength, indicating the spacing of sinusoidal tubercle. A is the amplitude of the sinusoid, which is half the height of the sinusoidal tubercle. According to the width of the impeller outlet, the values of λ, A, and L are 2.5 mm, 1 mm, and 10mm, respectively. In the design process, the essential parameters of two impellers are the same.




2.3. Experimental Setup


In order to obtain accurate test model pump data, the experiment was tested in a closed test rig [29], as shown in Figure 3. Pressure gauges with uncertainties of ± 0.2% are installed at the pump inlet and outlet for recording the pressure values. The flow rates of the experimental process are recorded by an electromagnetic flowmeter, the uncertainty is 0.2% class. Various flow rates (0.2–1.6QN) are regulated by valves located at the model pump outlet pipe. The test model pump is driven by a variable frequency motor with a speed of 3000 rpm. The uncertainty of the speed of rotation is 10 rpm. In order to ensure a constant speed during the experiment, a frequency inverter was used. In the experiment, the shaft torque is measured by a torque meter with uncertainties of ±0.5%. Sample signals of monitoring points are recorded by dynamic pressure sensors arranged around the volute.





3. Numerical Investigation


3.1. Numerical Method


Considering the influence of leakage flow on the flow field, the computational domain of the full flow field was used, which has seven components, including, inlet extension, front chamber, impeller, volute, back chamber, outlet extension, and wear ring, as shown in Figure 4. The test STTE impeller is also shown in Figure 4. A pair of interfaces connects each adjacent computational domain. The working fluid is water at 298 K. To avoid a reverse flow appearing in the inlet boundary, the extension length of the inlet pipe is three times that of the impeller inlet diameter in the calculation process.



More recently, CFX software has been widely used in the study of fluid simulation, which has greatly improved work efficiency [30,31,32,33,34,35]. The ANSYS CFX-18.0 is performed in the numerical simulation. Reasonable boundary conditions are conducive to convergence. The inlet boundary condition is set as uniform velocity, which is obtained by various flow rates and inlet pipe areas. Constant static pressure p = 1.013 × 105 Pa is set as the outlet boundary condition. All solid walls are set as no-slip walls, and the roughness is neglected. The turbulent intensity of 5% is set in the inlet boundary. The high-resolution scheme is selected for the advection scheme, and the second order is used for the turbulence numeric. In the steady-state simulation process, the impeller is a rotating computational domain, and the others are stationary domains. The interface models between rotating–stationary and stationary–stationary domains are selected frozen-rotor and general connection, respectively. The shear stress transport (SST) k-ω model is applied to solve the turbulent flow and obtain the head and efficiency of the test pump, which has been used in many studies with reliable accuracy [36,37,38]. For transient simulation, the transient rotor–stator interface model is used for the rotating–stationary interface. The transient scheme option selects the second order backward Euler for transient simulation. The time step size determines the acquisition and post-processing of pressure signals [39]. Therefore, the setting of the time step requires an adequate response resolution to the turbulence pulsation. Finally, 240 steps are calculated in one revolution, and the time step is Δt = 8.3 × 10−5 s, corresponding to impeller rotation 1.5 degrees, as suggested by Li et al. [40]. The root mean square (RMS) is set to 1 × 10−5 to converge the result.



During the transient-state simulation, we choose the detached-eddy simulation (DES) model based on the SST k-ω model to capture the unsteady transient pressure signals in the exit region of the impeller. Compared with the large eddy simulation (LES), DES uses Reynolds Averaged Navier-Stokes (RANS) on the near wall and LES in the turbulent core. DES model can not only accurately capture the flows closed to the wall [41,42], but also save the computing resource. In the transient-state simulation, to obtain a quick convergence result, the results obtained from the steady-state simulation are set as the incipient flow condition of transient DES model. To obtain the steady operation results, we simulated the transient state for 15 revolutions, the last five revolutions data are only retained for analysis of pressure fluctuations.




3.2. Computational Mesh


Mesh has a very significant impact on the accuracy of calculations in numerical simulation [43,44]. To ensure computational accuracy and computational efficiency, the entire computational domains adopt the structured hexahedral mesh generated by ANSYS-ICEM software. It is well known that the near-wall grid distribution directly affects calculation results [45]. Therefore, a boundary layer is generated near the wall to refine the mesh to meet the y+ requirements of the turbulence model, especially on the impeller blade wall and the volute tongue wall, as shown in Figure 5. After grid independence check [46,47,48], the total number of computational domains grids is determined to be 9.94 million. The average y+ value of the impeller is about 4.1. Detailed components of the grid distribution are displayed in Table 2.




3.3. Monitoring Points Arrangement


To get fluctuating pressure signals in the volute flow channel and the tongue region, 26 monitoring points are placed at the tongue region and the middle cross-section of the volute passage. However, in order to capture exhaustive pressure signals in the rotor–stator interaction region, five monitoring points T1–T5 are set near the tongue. And the angle is only 6 degrees between adjacent points. Detailed location distributions are shown in Figure 6.





4. Results and Analysis


4.1. Performance Analysis of Two Test Pumps


Figure 7 shows the comparison of the numerical and tested head performance curve (φ-ψ) of the OTE pump to verify the accuracy of the calculation. The numerical results in Figure 7 are obtained by steady-state calculation using the SST k-ω model. The flow rates are tested from 0.2φN to 1.6φN. Due to the uncertainties of the pressure gauges, the experimental error was 0.2%. The amplitude of the error bar represents the difference of the OTE model pump between the simulated value and the experimental value under different operating conditions. In general, the trends are well consistent. At the nominal flow rate, the experimental and calculated head coefficient difference is 2.15%. Under the condition of large flow rates, the head coefficients of numerical simulation and the experiment are almost identical. The maximum calculation difference is less than 3%. The difference may be mainly due to the grid resolution and leakage problems. Meanwhile, the spectrum analysis of pressure is carried out and compared between the numerical simulation and experiment of the OTE pump. The experiment and CFD simulation are implemented at the nominal flow rate QN, and rotating speed of 3000 r/min. The CFD fluctuating pressure signals are obtained by transient simulation, and recorded by monitoring points set in the volute. The DES model is applied in the transient-state simulation. The pressure values from the last five revolutions are used for the Fast Fourier transform to get Figure 8. The number of pressure signals used for analysis is 1200. Obviously, the blade passing frequency (fBPF) and other harmonic frequencies can be clearly detected and distinguished. The theoretical blade passing frequency (fBPF) is 250 Hz. The calculated blade passing frequency (fBPF) is 249.02 Hz, the difference is 0.39%. The experimental blade passing frequency (fBPF) is 249.50 Hz, the difference is 0.2%. The cause for these difference is that the model pump has a certain degree of deviation during operation due to the influence of the motor, voltage, etc. It is believed that the current calculation model and method are reliable to obtain precise simulation results.



During the analysis of pressure spectra, the pressure value is dimensionless and expressed as Cp.


   C p  =   2  (  p −  p ¯   )    ρ  u 2 2     



(1)




where p and    p ¯      represent the pressure sample values at each time step and time-average pressure, respectively. u2 is the circumferential speed at the impeller exit, ρ is the fluid density.



The performance of pumps are implemented under different flow rates from 0.2φN to 1.6φN. The CFD calculated results are obtained by steady-state simulation with the SST k-ω model. Figure 9 shows the head coefficient and efficiency curves of two blade trailing edge (BTE) profiles model pumps. The amplitude of the error bar represents the performance difference between the two model pumps under different operating conditions. For all relevant flow rates, the STTE profile pump is observed to have a better head hydraulic performance. Under the small flow conditions, there is little difference in the head performance, and the efficiency is almost constant. The difference in the head coefficient and efficiency between the two model pumps with the OTE and STTE profiles is about 2.3% and 0.93% at the nominal flow rate, respectively. The increase of the head and efficiency is due to the gentler flow of fluid from the STTE trailing edge. A typical wake-jet structure exists in the outlet area of the impeller, which causes the main energy loss of the centrifugal pump [49]. By modifying the trailing edge shape, the structure and frequency of the shedding vortex at the impeller exit are changed, and the development of the wake-jet structure is suppressed. It reduces the energy loss of the pump.




4.2. Pressure Pulsations for the Two Pumps


The pressure values are dimensionless to represent the pressure distribution in the pump cavity of the two models. The average pressure coefficient is expressed as       C p  ¯   .


    C p  ¯  =  1 N    ∑   i = 1  N     p i    0.5 ρ  u 2    2     



(2)




where pi represents the pressure sample values at each time step, N represents the total number. We choose the pressure values of the last five revolutions to calculate. The value of N is 1200.



Figure 10 shows the pressure distribution of two model pumps in the volute at the nominal flow rate QN. No. Centrifugal pumps with two trailing edge profiles have a very similar variation in the circumferential pressure of the volute. However, the STTE profile has a smaller value at each monitoring point. The pressure value gradually increases from No.1, and the maximum value occurs at the region of the volute outlet. The maximum value of pressure is on monitoring point T2 and the minimum value of pressure is on monitoring point T3. This is because the shedding vortex on the blade hits the volute tongue and causes large pressure fluctuations [50,51,52,53].



To clearly explain how the STTE profile affects unsteady pulsations, the DES model is used in a transient-state simulation to capture the fluctuating pressure signals and the flow patterns. Figure 11 reveals the comparison of two impellers time domain pressure signals at the monitoring point T2 at the nominal flow rate coefficient φN. The pressure fluctuation curve of the three periods is shown in Figure 11. As observed, periodic pressure fluctuations are evident, and five distinct peak and valley values occur alternately in a cycle. It depends on the number of blades in the impeller. At the same time, the STTE profile has lower pressure signals than the OTE profile. Obviously, the model pump with the STTE profile has better pressure stability. It is worth noting that the STTE profile does have a more positive effect on the pressure pulsations.



For a better analysis of the effect of the blade BTE shapes on pressure fluctuation, the collected fluctuating pressure signals in the tongue region are converted into a spectrum using fast Fourier transform (FFT). The pressure values of the last five revolutions at the nominal flow rate are selected. The violent rotor–stator interaction occurs in the tongue area. We select five monitoring points (T1–T5) in the tongue area for frequency domain analysis. As can be seen from Figure 12, the primary excitation frequency is fBPF and its harmonic frequency 2fBPF and 3fBPF. The peak at fBPF always governs spectra analysis. Meanwhile, pressure coefficient amplitudes of T3, T4, and T5 are much higher than points T1 and T2, which indicates that the rotor–stator interaction is more intense in this region. This results from the small radial clearance between impeller and volute. The points T1 and T2 are far away from the volute tongue, so the rotor–stator interaction is less intense, which results in smaller pressure amplitudes. By comparing the pressure pulsation amplitudes between the two model pumps, the Cp of STTE at points T1–T5 are reduced by varying degrees at fBPF and its harmonic frequencies. In the low-frequency zone below fBPF, the model pump with the OTE shape has several more complex frequencies compared with STTE shape at the volute area. There are some more complicated flow structures in the OTE model pump, such as flow separation. Table 3 lists the contrast of the pressure coefficient Cp at blade passing frequency between two pumps.




4.3. Flow Structures of Two Model Pumps


The internal flow field of the model pumps is analyzed to reveal the reasons for the pressure pulsation amplitude reduction at the nominal rate. In Figure 13, the vorticity contours of two model pumps at 50% span are shown. There are high vorticity areas at the inlet and outlet of the blade. One is associated with flow separation and the flow strike at the inlet region. The other one is produced by the wake-jet structure and shedding vortex. The rotor–stator interaction is very intense due to the hitting of the vortex shedding from the blade trailing edge with the volute tongue. Through comparing the vorticity contours of two BTE shapes, the vorticity of STTE is obviously more diminished than OTE in the blade inlet region. The shedding vortex is also weakened in the blade outlet region.



Figure 14 shows the partially enlarged view of vorticity contours at the blade trailing edge. The high vorticity area of the STTE impeller is shortened and the vorticity magnitude is also decreased. To further understand the internal flow pattern in the impeller, velocity streamlines are presented in Figure 15. It can be clearly distinguished that the STTE profile makes the flow field more uniform. For the OTE shape, flow field is quite disordered, and some vortices even occur on the pressure side of the blade. The STTE shape decreases flow separation in the blade inlet region and the middle flow channels.



In order to understand the mechanism of the STTE trailing edge improving the pump performance and pressure pulsation, and better identify the shedding vortex pattern at the impeller outlet, the vortex core distribution in the blade trailing edge (BTE) area is presented in Figure 16. As shown in Figure 16. Comparing the two model pumps, it is found that the structure of shedding vortex changed greatly in the impeller BTE region. The large intact vortexes shedding from the blade trailing edge are divided into several small vortexes by the STTE profile. The total vortex core region of the STTE model pump is significantly smaller than OTE model pump. The interaction of small vortexes with the volute is also weaker than with large vortexes. It is acceptable to control vortex shedding by modifying the trailing edge profile, which is very important for pressure stability.





5. Conclusions


In this paper, a five-blade centrifugal pump is tested and calculated to explore the effect of two BTE shapes on pressure fluctuation and performance. Time domains and frequency domains of the pressure pulsations are analyzed. Some relevant conclusions are drawn.



The impeller with the STTE profile shows better performance. The head and efficiency are increased by 2.3% and 0.93% at the nominal flow rate, respectively.



The model pump with the STTE shape has lower pressure pulsation amplitudes than the OTE shape at various monitoring points. The peak at fBPF always governs the pressure spectra. By comparison of two BTE profiles, the STTE profile makes the pressure pulsation amplitudes at fBPF reduces by varying degrees.



The vortex core distributions in the BTE region at the nominal flow rate show that the STTE shape divides the large vortex shedding from the BTE into several small vortices, which reduces the rotor–stator interaction. The internal flow of the STTE model pump becomes uniform. So, the pressure pulsation of the STTE pump is decreased. The impeller with STTE would provide a new design method to reduce pressure pulsation and improve the performance of pump.



Because this case only studied two models with specific design parameters, which may not be optimal designs, there may be little effect on efficiency. Different design parameters will be studied to find the optimal design in the future. The analysis in this paper is based on the application of STTE in a low-specific-speed centrifugal pump with low efficiency, and the conclusions might only be applicable to such a pump. The conclusions should be verified when applied to other pumps.
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Nomenclature




	D1
	Impeller entrance diameter [mm]



	D2
	Impeller exit diameter [mm]



	D3
	volute base circle diameter [mm]



	Q
	Nominal flow rate [m3/h]



	H
	Nominal head [m]



	B1
	Impeller inlet width [mm]



	B2
	peller exit width [mm]



	N
	Nominal rotating speed [rpm]



	Z
	Impeller blades number



	Cp
	Pressure coefficient [= (pi-  p ¯  )/(0.5 ρ  u22)]



	u2
	circumferential speed at the impeller exit    [  =  π ∗   D 2  ∗ n / 60  ]   .



	Ns
	Specific speed



	ρ
	Fluid density [kg/m3]



	     C p  ¯    
	Mean pressure coefficient



	φ
	Flow coefficient [Q/(u2R22)]



	ψ
	Head coefficient [Hg/u22]



	η
	Efficiency [%]



	pi
	Monitoring point pressure value [Hg/u22]



	BTE
	blade trailing edge



	STTE
	sinusoidal tubercle trailing edge



	β1
	Blade inlet angle [°]



	β2
	Blade outlet angle [°]



	φN
	Nominal flow rate coefficient



	ψN
	Nominal head coefficient
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Figure 1. The geometry of the test model pump impeller and volute. 
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Figure 2. Differences between two trailing edges: (a) original trailing edge (OTE), (b) sinusoidal tubercle trailing edge (STTE), (c) blade outlet section 
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Figure 3. Closed test platform and model pump. 
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Figure 4. Computational domain and the test STTE impeller. 
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Figure 5. Structured hexahedral mesh of the impeller and volute. 
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Figure 6. Location of monitoring points. 
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Figure 7. Numerical and experimental results comparison of the OTE model pump. 
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Figure 8. Comparison of experimental and numerical pressure spectra of OTE pump at the nominal flow rate at monitoring point16 and T2. 
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Figure 9. Numerical calculation results comparison of two model pumps (steady-state, SST k-ω). 
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Figure 10. Pressure distribution of two model pumps at the nominal flow rate coefficient φN. 
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Figure 11. Time-domain pressure pulsations at point T2 at the nominal flow rate coefficient φN. 
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Figure 12. Frequency-domain pressure pulsations at points T1–T5 at the nominal flow rate coefficient φN. 
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Figure 13. Vorticity distributions on the blade-to-blade surface at 0.5 span. 
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Figure 14. Partially enlarged view of vorticity contours at 0.5 span. 






Figure 14. Partially enlarged view of vorticity contours at 0.5 span.



[image: Processes 07 00625 g014]







[image: Processes 07 00625 g015 550] 





Figure 15. Velocity streamline distributions at 0.5 span. 
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Figure 16. Vortex core distributions in the blade trailing edge (BTE) region at the nominal flow rate. 
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Table 1. Geometric dimensions and design parameters.
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	Main Parameters
	Signs
	Values





	Nominal rotating speed (rpm)
	n
	3000



	Nominal flow rate (m3/h)
	QN
	10



	Nominal head (m)
	H
	35



	Specific speed
	Ns
	40.1



	Impeller blades number
	Z
	5



	Impeller inlet diameter (mm)
	D1
	50



	Impeller exit diameter (mm)
	D2
	160



	Impeller exit width (mm)
	B2
	10



	Impeller inlet width (mm)
	B1
	19



	volute base circle diameter(mm)
	D3
	165



	volute exit diameter (mm)
	D4
	40



	Blade inlet angle
	β1
	23



	Blade outlet angle
	β2
	23



	Nominal flow rate coefficient
	φN
	0.017



	Nominal head coefficient
	ψN
	0.622



	Roughness in impeller passage(μm)
	Ra1
	0.4



	Roughness in volute(μm)
	Ra2
	1.6



	Inlet Reynolds number
	Re
	70396
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Table 2. Detailed components of the grid distribution.
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	Components
	Impeller
	Volute
	Back Chamber
	Front Chamber
	Inlet Extension
	Outlet Extension





	Number
	7,636,570
	932,106
	391,136
	390,150
	365,792
	228,096
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Table 3. Comparison of Cp at blade passing frequency.
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	Monitoring Points
	Cp of OTE Profile
	Cp of STTE Profile
	Reduction (%)





	T1
	0.0316
	0.028
	10.4



	T2
	0.0281
	0.0266
	5.3



	T3
	0.081
	0.0745
	8.2



	T4
	0.0577
	0.0558
	3.3



	T5
	0.065
	0.0623
	5.5
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