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Improvement of CFD Accuracy with Bayesian Estimation Method
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CFD ( Computational Fluid Dynamics ) is an essential tool for modern jet engine design, and accuracy improvement is also
imperative for aerodynamic design. In this study, turbulence model tuning was carried out with Bayesian estimation comparing
CFD results and experimental data. Validation calculations were carried out on cascade flow problems to clarify whether
aerodynamic performance and internal flow predictions can be improved.

1. ##

CFD (& 20 TP IC 28U HAfr B S 25 A, 4Tl
Vv NLYUVEEHNIG TR R L wEdio—Do &
o TWAh, O TUIWHET IV L EHEREE I ORTTAA
JELTWA Z & CrERNTRIDREES 57225, fTfEldEtE
PRI EIZ X 1) LES ( Large Eddy Simulation ) (') %
RANS ( Reynolds Averaged Navier-Stokes ) & @D /N A 7
)y Bk GO X B ERBERTS R 3Nb L)1k o
TETW5,

LES % LES-RANS /A 7)) v FEEIE@EIfE) 2 &
TEWHEZELY, HHTL5HEEEIWATHY, &
FHIE ) I =B TFRISHRDPHF O N WREDH 5.
D7z, A RANS A%5%ET CFD TlEWE 7212 E
TTH A, WEOETIESD. FIEETIV ) 2T
% Z TR ERETH 5 HIFHIS TV 503, £ { OFfiIE
ETIVD 0 LA EERT 5 2 EWEETH 5.
¥ 72, RANS T L T 2 WHE 7V O E I L)
I 2 FASOBEE R RICRO SN TEB Y, EROR
FIPEBOBHIZR THEYNZFHT E T 5 LITF V.

Z 2T, AWEITIE, R%ETH O RANS CFD ICH WAL
T TR L TRl R & Fel 2 RHEE % 8 L C
Fa—=r 7§52 LT, ERELERATER TG T

il

48

5. FTIESRICEYIO 3 —F =AU T A F =
7% FEhE L CTREOZLERGRER 1T . ZOFEEHw
T, LW CTH L LBEREIPREICE L CF 2 —
ST RITH ZET, SEERMUIE L TR LT
& D WEEERAT .

2. B F &

2.1 NAZXHEEE

RBESTI, THIREE D &0 TEBIRER N e
DO—FETdH 5 MAP ( Maximum a Posteriori ) € ) %
W5, MAP gL, 3R - 2R —%, b L Ik
FEATRE R A IEORER d & LT, b ZO&MGEmz$/3
TA=F Ly N QEKDS.

P osterior (01d ) oc Pieiingoa (d] 0) P prior (0)

Z 2T Pooerior \FFROMERGATT, SHNIIT A—F
Ty FOKEDR LS L2 RS GMERD. £72, P
W37 A =5ty MIOWTORFMOMRITH S, £
LCERBED% C Py WIE L IFER, 3BT —
FRR LW LB, $H5H37 A5+ ML AT
DFENS L S 2 £ TH 5.

TR RE EREE N 5 72012135 < OFFFTASLE S 72
DIRENTH D720, BURETNVERE /T A—F £y

IHI B Vol.64 No.1 (2024 )



NorLT, #HTA CFD BRI A 0sr—
NETV MR L CGRHEA 2 RS 5. ARIGELRE T
VDINFG A=Ky bDF2—= 7 ThH)INT A=
LIRS ND 720Z IS + Ak ) & Hw7z,

[(x8)=2, a(x)yi(d)

ZZTf(x&) 3P asr— METVH LTS LT
FER a 3ZHERD + AFORIKT, T A=F Ly b
O 2T 27 x TEHE SN FHlE L 22D 5
B, F7, w \IERKEE ST x-Sy bDT Y
oty 7)) v T ETH L. RFFEOFLVIHIIESE L
Mk (6) #2725 & 720,

22 CFD

2.2.1 CFD YJUA

ARGESTUE, IR 72 RE 7 5 R L ~OL O
WETEHBRESNTBY, FESL (o Tnd %
ZEL, BENIZERFEEANFEMZEIERZERE (JAXA)
ABA%E L7z CED Y Vv/8 UPACS ) & v 72, UPACS &
FEREIE % ZE L 7B EER— 2V WNTH Y, % { OIFFTIC
SOBEEEN TS, WHER VL TERSN, i
(I TlED 5 DLEEDE Roe A ¥ — 2 % HIV TR
WAE L C\wb, MUSCL WiFIZ L ) BiticB L Tl
BR=IROZEREEE %, REMEEICE L Tl 0Eic &
ZROZERREE R AT A, RelHR SRR A & #
L 7258w AT % 925 L, Matrix Free Gauss-Seidel %%
W

2.2.2 ERETIV

Vv NIV Y VHERRIUIE LA VAR TH S
72T DEREDWIEE 7 B, SN LEMED S  FHEH
T MK\ Spalart Allmaras ( SA ) E7 )V & Fl\ 7z,

dpd  Opd oY
V; ~ A
L"‘ P ‘l :pcblsv_pcwlfw(d)

0 ox;
P 0 Eh o0 2
A ) )
+ 2 |(0+0) T | | | e
p axj {( )axjj Cbz(axjj (3)
A 3 )
v, = Vfy, fv1=ﬁ,){=f ......... (4)
X +c, ()]
~ 'D Z
S—s+- Y fo fam1e X S
+K2d2fv2 f2 1+va1 ( )

v cp  l4cpy
r=a—, Cu= (7)
Sk*d K o

e =0.1355, ¢, =0.622, ¢,, =03, ¢,3=2.0,
e, =71, 0=2/3, k=041,
CCTp IHE, v B HMOGHE, x, (ZHEFEME, S
BOTHREEZEREL, v v, dETNEN5TERE
ELCEPREE, BEHAEZ R AL O SA ET VDMK
ey, e cup s, 0, KERRELTRA XHE
EErHWCFa—= v 7 EfTo 7

3. & MW &

3.1 FERAER

RF 2=V FRERREET H720, BEIZFAYD
RWTH Aachen University |2 TN S L7 B H HIEAREY
FEEROKER ) A HWT, ERER T EME LT %
To7-kR a2 Ry, 81 RUSEAREY| OB % 7R
T RORZET L _RTTHAFESEFETH Y, HOOE L
ZOLETFoREFHIRSGE L TFERZIT-72. LA /LA
¥ 106, A0~y 3 07 &L, EBHFEII VY
DEFNENFEHTORBRE 2> Twd, ALNLER
0.135 MPa, AIl4&iid 320 K TH D, ALIELITHEE L
3% Lo T A, 32%HT— FETHT 5 fLE b =512
TRITTADOFHAZ Ef L T A, AR 54.5°
DEMED L D% ZNLIEDT 2 — = > FEEICHEE L7z
3.2 CFD f&th

CFD f##T 3 — FIXAEiaE L 72 JAXA I2 TR Sz
UPACS % NERIIFIZEE L7z b D& FIH L7z

BRI OWTIE, ALNIEE, 2, mihvs, &l
TR R EE L, LR DA ERE T — & 126 U725
52 72 GLETHEMEICRI L Qi@ ikt o 0.1 ol
[BICIREECOTA T G- 72 #&T1550E 700 B THY,

e
';/
—
—

——
XL >

TR iR
B1R HEESROERRG]

Fig. 1 Schematic of linear cascade for validation case
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