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Towed Underwater LDV Measurement of the Interaction of a Wire—Type
Stimulator and the Boundary Layer on a Flat Plate
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The present study aims to investigate the interaction of a wire—type turbulence stimulator and the laminar boundary layer on

a flat plate by flow field measurement, For the towing tank tests, a one—dimensional Laser Doppler Velocimetry (LDV) attached

on a two—axis traverse was used to measure the streamwise velocity component of the boundary layer flow in zero pressure

gradient, disturbed by a turbulence stimulator, The wire diameter was 0.5 and 1.0 mm according to the recommended procedures

and guidelines suggested by the International Towing Tank Conference, Turbulence development by the stimulator was identified

by the skin friction coefficient, mean and Root Mean Square (RMS) of the streamwise velocity, The laminar boundary layer with

the absence of the wire—type stimulator was similar to the Blasius solution and previous experimental results, By the stimulator,

the mean and RMS of the streamwise velocity were increased near the wall, showing typical features of the fully developed turbulent

boundary layer. The critical Reynolds number was reduced from 2.7X10° to 1.0X10° by the disturbances caused by the wire,

As the wire diameter and the roughness Reynolds number (Rek) increased, the disturbances by the stimulator increased RMS

of the streamwise velocity than turbulent boundary layer,

Keywords : Turbulence stimulator(4ZEXIZX|), Flat plate boundary layer(ZIh Z7A|Z). Laser Doppler velocimetry(2|0|X =22
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Table 1 Local Reynolds number at the wire position
(Rexwie), and the ship length—-based Froude

number (Fr)
¥ 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7
[m/s]
Rey wire 1.5%x10°]2.0%x10%|2.5X10°| 3.0x10°| 3.5%10°
Fr 0.1843 | 0.2458 | 0.3072 | 0.3687 | 0.4301
(L=3m)
Fr 0.1197 | 0.1596 | 0.1995 | 0.2395 | 0.2794
(L=4m)
Fr 0.0517 | 0.0690 | 0.0862 | 0.1034 | 0.1207
(L=7m)
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Fig. 3 Mean streamwise velocity of the boundary layer on
a flat plate (U=0.4 m/s)
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Table 2 Main parameters of the boundary layer (k=0.5 mm)

U [m/s] Ree |86 [mm]| w/U |u [m/s]| Rex
0.3 1.5x10°| 6.3388 | 0.1285 | 0.0386 | 19.28
0.4 2.0x10°| 5.4895 | 0.1484 | 0.0594 | 29.68
0.5 2.5x10°| 4.9100 | 0.1659 | 0.0830 | 41.48
0.6 3.0x10° | 4.4822 | 0.1816 | 0.1090 | 54.48
0.7 3.5x10°%| 4.4197 | 0.1961 | 0.1373 | 68.64

Table 3 Main parameters of the boundary layer (k=1.0 mm)

U [m/s] Re, |6 [mm]| ud/U |uc [m/s]| Rex
0.3 1.5x10%| 6.3388 | 0.2563 | 0.0769 | 76.89
0.4 2.0x10°%| 5.4895 | 0.2955 | 0.1182 |118.20
0.5 2.5%10%| 4.9100 | 0.3297 | 0.1649 |164.85

0.6 3.0x10° | 4.4822 | 0.3604
0.7 3.5x10°| 4.4197 | 0.3884
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Fig. 4 Profiles of the mean of the steramwise velocity in
the laminar boundary layer (flat plate, U=0.3, 0.4
m/s)
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Fig. 5 Profiles of the RMS of the streamwise velocity in the
laminar boundary layer (flat plate, U=0.3, 0.4 m/s)
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Fig. 10 Profiles of the RMS of streamwise velocity in the
transitional and turbulent boundary layer (flat
plate, U=0.7 m/s)
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Fig. 11 The characteristics of the boundary layer on a flat
plate (L: laminar, T: transition, F: fully developed
turbulent)
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Fig. 13 Profiles of the RMS of streamwise velocity in the
laminar boundary layer (0.5 mm wire, Re=19.29,
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Table 4 The difference of urms and wrms with Spalart
(1988)’s study (1.0 mm wire)

Re= Re= Re,= Re,= Re=

Diff. 2.65%10°%(2.89%10%3.13%10°%(3.37x10°3.61x10°
Unms' | +8.76% |+15.14% | +6.79% | —2.47% | -8.02%
Wims™ | =0.09% | 4.61% | -3.03% | -9.13% | -9.72%
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