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Summary

This report covers the evaluation of an extension of the CLEAN-SC algorithm to measure trailing edge noise. For wind
turbines noise is often a limiting factor in both placement and maximum rotating speed. Hence, the reduction of noise

is of great interest for the sustainable energy sector.

One of the most dominating mechanisms for wind turbines is the airfoil noise originating from the trailing edge. This
noise can be reduced by the use of so called serrations. Multiple experiments have been conducted to confirm the
effective working of serrations. Also in 2014 an experiment on the use of serrations was conducted at the NLR.

It is difficult to obtain qualitative good measurements of trailing edge noise because of the presence of spurious noise
sources. These spurious noise sources often have known locations such as the noise originating from the junctions
between the tested airfoil and the endplates in a wind tunnel caused by the boundary layer and the arising of horse

shoe vortices.

With previously used methods such as the use of microphone array and conventional beamforming it is difficult to
distinguish these noise sources and measure them individually. However, in 2015 an extension of the CLEAN-SC
algorithm was developed which was able to distinguish the noise sources and measure solely the noise originating

from the trailing edge.

This method was tested on a single case. To evaluate the algorithm, the acoustic data from the experiment in 2014 is
now processed using the extended algorithm. The algorithm proved to be effective in the determination of trailing
edge noise. Although the iterative deconvolution based on the empirical point spread function was not able to obtain

robust physical results, the first deconvolution step by linear regression based on theoretical PSF was very effective.

The new algorithm was able to accurately determine trailing edge noise above 1 kHz. In comparison with the
previously used method, the trailing edge noise was lower and more accurate the frequency ranges below 4000 Hz.
This was because the old method overestimated the trailing edge noise in that range due to the spurious corner
sources and the limited resolution. The leading edge sources that were filtered out turned out to be independent of
the use of serrations and the trailing edge noise data showed a good collapse when scaling rules are applied. This
confirmed the validity of the algorithm. The algorithm was then applied on the complete set of cases to get to obtain
new data on the performance of the serrations. According to the new method the best serrations, namely the flexible
serrations, seemed to cause an average noise reduction of 6 dB compared to 4.6 dB according to the previously used
method to measure TE noise.
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Abbreviations

ACRONYM DESCRIPTION

DNW German-Dutch Wind Tunnels

NLR Netherlands Aerospace Centre

TBL-TE Turbulent boundary layer trailing edge

TE Trailing edge

LE Leading edge

(B Conventional Beamforming

KAT Small anechoic wind tunnel

AoA Angle of attack

US-ToP Uncut serrations mounted on the suction side
US-BOT Uncut serrations mounted on the pressure side
FS Flexible serrations

std Standard deviation

PSF Point source function

SM Cross-Spectral matrix

PWL Sound Power Level
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1 Introduction

1.1 Trailing Edge Noise

With aircraft engines getting quieter, the self-noise of airplanes and airfoils is becoming a more important topic. The
damping of airfoil self-noise is also of great significance to the wind turbine industry. Due to laws and regulations, the
noise produced by wind turbines is one of the main issues and restraining factors on the placement of wind turbines.
Likewise, wind turbine noise often restricts the maximum rotational speed. Hence reducing the noise coming from the

blades can be of great contribution to the wind energy industry and thereby to the sustainable energy sector.

Noise produced by wind turbines is mainly produced by the self-noise of airfoils. For the self-noise of airfoils, multiple
mechanisms are responsible. However, at high Reynolds number R.,which is the case for wind turbines, the dominant

mechanism is the so called, turbulent boundary layer trailing edge (TBL-TE) noise.

A promising tool in order to reduce this trailing-edge (TE) noise is to mount serrations on the trailing edge. According

to Howe this will reduce the span wise length producing noise. In another study, Howe predicted that for the use of

saw tooth serrations, noise would reduce according to 10log[1+4h/A?] for the frequencies wh/U >1, where A is the
serrations width, w is the acoustic frequency, h the saw tooth amplitude and U the flow speed. Hence the noise

reduction was claimed to be dependent on the amplitude width ratio of the serrations.

Several experimental studies confirmed that saw tooth serrations indeed cause noise reduction. However, it was also
found that at high frequency range, the noise increases,. Gruber et al , did extensive experiments on an NACA6512
airfoil and stated that the increasing or decreasing of noise was dependent on the so called Strouhal number St5 =

f&/U with f being frequency in Hz and 6 being the boundary layer thickness. Above S;; ~ 1 noise would increase and
below, the noise would decrease. Gruber also mentioned that noise decrease was more dependent on (h/§) than
on(A/h). It should be at least h/§ > 0.5 and reaches a maximum efficiency when h/§ = 2. Gruber tested serrations
in the range of 1 = 1.5 — 12.5 mm and it showed that narrow serrations performed better than wider serrations. This
was also confirmed in other studies,. Braun argued that the serrations should be aligned with the flow angle at the
trailing edge. This should reduce high pitch noise caused by un aligned serrations. In short: long, narrow serrations are

favored and these serrations should be aligned with the flow angle.

1.2 Measurements of Trailing Edge Noise

In wind tunnel experiments, one of the difficulties is to measure pure TE noise due to the presence of spurious noise
sources such as background noise or sources at the junctions between the airfoil and the endplates. For example,
extra spurious noise arises at the leading edge and the trailing edge corners of the airfoil due to the boundary layer

and the arising of horse shoe vortices.

To measure TE noise single microphones or a microphone array in a line or in a surface are often used. The latter
technique is known as beamforming and is able to provide a source map on which different noise sources can be
distinguished. However, the resolution of these source maps is limited, especially for low frequencies. Therefore, it is

difficult to filter out spurious noise and accurately measure TE noise source in term of radiated noise per unit length.
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To improve the resolution of source maps, deconvolution methods like DAMAS, CLEAN and CLEAN-SC have been
developed,. Deconvolution methods determine theoretical or empirical contributions of point sources to the source
map or cross-spectral matrix. Those contributions are subtracted from the original map and replaced with clean
representations of sources. Since the locations of the sources are not known, CLEAN and CLEAN-SC search for the
maximum point in a source map, assume that a source is located at that location and ‘clean’ the source from the map.
Then a next maximum is located and the same step is repeated in an iterative process. Detailed theory of

beamforming techniques will be discussed in chapter 2.

The disadvantages of these algorithms are that a source can be placed at some point where no actual source is
located. Especially for TE noise, where the source of interest has the shape of a line, this results into inaccurate
outcomes. In 2015 Tuinstra and Sijtsma developed an extension of the CLEAN-SC algorithm where the source
distribution, based on physical knowledge, is given as input. This makes it possible to solve a system of equations for
all the sources at the same time. After that an extended CLEAN-SC algorithm is used to ‘clean’ the source map. This

algorithm was tested on one specific case and showed good results.

1.3 Objectives

In 2014, an experimental investigation on the use of serrations was conducted by David E. Falerios. In this study a
microphone array was used to research different configurations of serrations. To obtain results the mid span point on
the trailing edge was taken for the sound power level (PWL). This was sufficient to draw conclusions on the

performance of the serrations but further investigation on the acoustic data was left out.

The main goal of this study is to evaluate the extension on the CLEAN-SC algorithm with the use of acoustic data from

Falerios’ experiment. In order to do so, the following research questions will be answered:
- How does the extension of CLEAN-SC perform?

-What is the power level of the spurious noise sources compared to the TE noise?

- Are the spurious sources filtered out properly?

-Can scaling rules from literature be applied to the obtained TE noise spectra?

-What is the difference in Trailing Edge noise estimation compared to the old method?

-Are the conclusions of the previous conducted experiment still valid?

1.4 Outline

The outline of this report is as following. First, the beamforming theory is explained in order to obtain an
understanding of the principles used in this study. In the next chapter the experimental setup is laid out to get a hold
on the experimental research that was conducted before. After that, the results are presented and discussed. In the
last chapter, the conclusion and recommendations are presented. To maintain overview, figures are presented in a
separated chapter. After that the reference list can be found.
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2 Beamforming theory

In this chapter, the beamforming theory will be explained in order to enlarge the understanding of the techniques
used. First the basic principles are explained leading to the most common beamforming method Conventional
Beamforming (CB). This method will be expanded to CLEAN and CLEAN-SC respectively which eventually will lead to
the extension used in this study. The notation and explanation of Sijtsma and Tuinstra will be closely followed. For

more details, one is referred to the literature.

2.1 Conventional beamforming

Consider n microphones which measured noise transformed in complex amplitudes in the frequency domain.

p1(f) (1)
p(f) = | 720
pa(f)
The cross-spectral matrix (CSM) is defined as:
C= L op (2)
=3 pp
Now a steering vector is defined which represents the signal of a unit monopole source:
—e 2mifAte(xp,%)
g, = : (3)
(M- e = D) + 2l — 112
With M begin the Mach vector, 82 = 1 — |M|? and At,(x,, ) being the time delay:
1 2 2
Bte = (<M G = ) + M- Go = ) + Bl = €117) (4)

Here x,, denotes the location of the microphone and & denotes the location of a scan point looked in to. The aim is to
find the complex amplitude of each location by comparing the pressure vector p with the steering vector g this is

done by the minimisation of

= —a 2
J=lp—agll (5)
With solution
g'p
qa=2 (6)
llgll?
or notated as auto power
1 g'Cg
A==la|* = =w'Cw (7)
2 llgll*

with weighting vector:
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w = L
lgll?

The application of these equations will result in a source map which is known as Conventional Beamforming. This
method is a common used technique and was programmed with Matlab. An example of a 2D source map is shown in
Figure 1. As it can be seen a single source returns a peak on the source maps and also some other peaks called side
lobes can be observed. The width of the peak 3 dB below the top defines the resolution and can be estimated with the

following empirical relation.

Resolution = 425L ©
Df

Y and D denote the distance to the source and the diameter of the array respectively and f denotes the frequency.
For a normal array as used in the wind tunnel experiment where the distance and diameter are 0.6 and 0.8 meter, at
2000 and 1000 Hz, the resolution will be 16 and 32 cm respectively. For these low frequencies the resolutions are
quite poor and since the tested airfoil is only 50 cm wide it will become more difficult to distinguish different sources
from each other. Variances on CB such as Minimum Variance, Robust Adaptive Beamforming and Functional
Beamforming can be applied to improve the resolution, but to effectively tell apart the sources of interest and the
spurious sources, deconvolution algorithms such as DAMAS, CLEAN and CLEAN-SC have to be used. DAMAS is not
considered. CLEAN and CLEAN-SC will be discussed in the section below.

2.2 CLEAN

The CLEAN algorithm searches source locations, then subtracts the theoretical contributions of these sources from the
CSM and replaces them with a clean point in an iterative process. Suppose there is a unit source in a scan point §;.

This source induces a CSM given by:

According to the theory the source will contribute to source powers in scan points §;

This expression is known as the Point Spread Function (PSF), which describes the theoretical response of a point
source on the source map. To locate the source, the CLEAN algorithm searches for the maximum peak and determines

the corresponding scaled PSF

—_ *
Amax,j - Wj Gmaxw'

/ (12)
where G4 is the CSM induced by the source in &4
. i1 .
Gs:z)ax = Asizax)gmaxgmax (13)

The CSM is subtracted from the current CSM and results in a degraded CSM which can be written as a single iterative
step:

® = cl-D _ g
Cc Cc G (14)
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The new ‘dirty’ map is formed by:

@ _ AGD_* D)

This step can be repeated until a certain stop criterion is reached, for example.

leesn] = e ”

This is the point where the degraded CSM contains more information than the previous CSM. After this process, a
clean map can be formed by summing the clean beams and the remaining ‘dirty’ map.

1
A ANGERING (17)
4 = z Q" + 4
i=1

Here is Q]@ the replacing clean beam for the PSF

® |2

Q}(l) — Agu_vlc) 10_A|§j_€max (18)

where A is a parameter to determine the width of the beam. Often a safety loop gain is used (0 < ¢ < 1) replacing
equations (14) and (18):

. i i—1 i *(i
€O = ¢V — (pAgrllax)ggr?axgnE;)x (19)
|2

. . gD
0" = pAl D107 e

This above described algorithm can be summarized in the following steps:

1. Obtain a ‘dirty’ source map with CB.

Find the peak location in the map.

Subtract the corresponding PSF from the ‘dirty’ source map.
Repeat step 2 and 3 until a stop criterion is reached.

vk wN

Replace the subtracted PSF’s with the ‘clean beams’ to obtain a clean map.

The CLEAN algorithm can provide clear maps than the conventional methods. However, the assumption is made that
there is uniform source directivity and no loss of coherence in order to use steering vector g to describe the sound
transfer. These assumptions are seldom fulfilled in aero-acoustic measurements. Dealing with this leads to CLEAN-SC
algorithm.

14
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2.3 CLEAN-SC

Instead of using the original PSF function, the CLEAN algorithm based on Spatial Coherence makes use of the fact that
the side lobes in a source plot are coherent with the main lobe. Therefore, use is made of source cross-power. This is

defined as

In the case of CLEAN-SC now another choice is made for the matrix 6. It is demanded that the source cross-powers
of any point §; with the peak location &4, are determined entirely by G®, Therefore,

W;C(i_l)wmax = W;G(i)wmax (21)

This is satisfied when:
CEDWinax = 6OWigy (22)
This does not directly lead to a unique solution for G, but if the induced CSM is written into the form
GO = Aspiu_vlc)(h(i)h*(i) — HD) (23)
where H® contains the diagonal elements of RO h*®_ The solution for (22) is then

(i=1)4,,()
R — ! . (C : W;"ax n H(i)WSz)ax> (24)
(i-1

*(i : i 3 A
(1+ Wonae HOWL )

max

As this is an implicit expression which can be solved iteratively. Furthermore, the iterative CLEAN-SC process operates
analogously to equation (19) .
€O = -0 _ DO p=@ (25)
. . Cole_ s |2
0 = o 107156

This is already a good method to distinguish noise sources from each other. But the method is not very suitable for TE
noise. The goal of analyzing the trailing edge noise measurements in this study is to obtain a line source along the TE
and to distinguish it from the other spurious noise sources. Adapting the algorithm will make it suitable for TE noise.

2.4 Extended CLEAN-SC algorithm for TE noise

In 2015 Tuinstra developed a CLEAN-SC extension which makes use of predefined source locations. Because the

locations of the noise sources are known, it is possible to find the source powers quite accurate.

First, it is assumed that there are m monopole sources of which the location is known. They are representing the line
source at the trailing edge and other known spurious noise sources. If Z is the subset of indices of scan points at
source locations and it is assumed that there are no other significant sources, then the CSM induced by a point source
at f]-,j € Zis
m-1
G=C-3 > 9.giS. 26)
kez\{j}
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Here is S}, the source auto-power of the source at sub-PSF resolution. These source auto-powers can be found by
solving the system of equations based on theoretical PSF:

n
1 P 27
Aj = Ez Wi gk g1 W;Sk (27)
kez
By selecting a set of points j (fit points) an overdetermined system of equations is obtained and can be solved by
means of linear least-squares regression. The system is further restricted by demanding that the source elements at
the trailing edge should be of equal sound power. This results in a first estimate of the source powers which is called

the regression fit. The auto power A]’- on G]’- is derived from CB and then the steering vector h can be derived from

1 '
(1+ w;wa]-)2 J

The PSF then follows from equation (11) and

Summarizing, the extended CLEAN-SC algorithm for TE noise consist of the following steps:

1. Apply CB to the CSM to obtain a source map.

2. Estimate the source auto-powers S; of the line source and other spurious noise sources by solving equation
(27) by means of least square regression.

Select a source location §; from the known sources and determine the reduced CSM G;- from equation (26) .
Determine h and the corresponding matrix G;.

Replace the CSM: € = C — ¢C; and remove the scan point index j from subset Z

o v kAW

Return to step 3, until all line source elements and spurious sources have been removed from the CSM, then
the original CLEAN-SC algorithm can be applied on the remaining CSM.
7. After this the source map can be reconstructed with the source auto-powers.

To see how the extended algorithm performs, a simulation of the test setup is analyzed. (The experimental setup will
be explained in the next chapter.) The TE noise is simulated as a line of equally strong point sources (see Figure 2), on
the LE corners, source points of 16 times the strength of the TE are placed and on the TE corners the simulated
sources have 64 and 36 times the strength of the TE. To simulate a real situation, the LE corner sources are given as
sources for the algorithm. The conventional beamforming and clean source maps are given in Figure 3 and 4. As can
be seen, the spurious sources are filtered out effective. A power spectrum is given in Figure 5. Also the regression fit
can be used to find the source powers. Both regression fit and the clean solution show proper results i.e. within 1 dB
off the real source power. Below 1 kHz the algorithm develops difficulties determining the source power. In practice it
will also become clear that the algorithm is no longer able to distinguish the sources. Also, in a simulation no
coherence loss and no disturbance on the CSM due to the end plates will occur.
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3 Experimental Setup

In this section, the setup will be discussed. For more extensive details and motivations, one is referred to the original

report on the experiment.

The measurements were conducted at the NLR’s Small Anechoic Wind Tunnel KAT. The KAT is an open circuit, open
jet wind tunnel, with a nozzle of 0.51 x 0.38 m. Two parallel end plates (0.90 x 0.70 m?) are connected to provide a
semi-open test section. In this section, a DU-96-W-180 airfoil was fixed in a vertical position, spanning between the
two plates. (Figure 6) The room of 5x5x3 m3, surrounding the test section, was completely covered with 0.5 foam
wedges. (Figure 7) This yields more than 99% absorption above 500 Hz.

The acoustic measurements where performed, using an array of 48 microphones located at the suction side of the
airfoil at a distance of 0.6 m from the center of the KAT wind tunnel. Dimensions were 0.6 x 0.8 m? (Figure 8). The scan
surface for noise surfaces had its origin located at mid span in the rotating axis of the airfoil which is 31.3% c from the
leading edge, the scan surface rotates with the airfoil. (Figure 9) The x-axis is in the direction of the airfoil chord line,

the y-axis perpendicular to that and the z-axis is upwards positive in the span wise direction of the airfoil.

Also distinction was made between the geometric AoA and the effective AoA, due to the fact that the measurements
were conducted in an open wind tunnel. (See also Figure 9) The measurements were conducted at different AoA’s but
the AoA’s used in this report are with geometric AoA 0, 10.51 and 14.37, which correspond with effective AoA 0, 6 and
8.2. The latter AoA corresponds with the specific wind turbine section (r/R = 0.9) producing the most noise.

During the measurements flow velocities of 40, 50, 60 and 70 m/s were used. The serrations were mounted on the
entire trailing edge with dimensions: h =15 mm and A = 7.5 mm. There were six different configurations of serrations
made and tested. The first configuration was a clean unserrated edge. The second and third configurations were just
serrations with a fixed angle to align with the flow at AoA = 14.37. One mounted on the suction side (TOP) and one
mounted on the pressure side (BOT). These are the so called uncut serrations since no cut were made in the steel
plate to make it flexible. This was actually done for the fourth and the fifth configurations. A cut section in the plate
was added to make the serrations flexible and thus able to align with the flow. However, in this report these two
serrations will not be mentioned further since they did not perform well because of the disturbance of the flow
caused by the cuts. The sixth configuration was a serration with a flexible joint between the serrations and airfoil also
covering the transition maintaining a smooth flow. Hence it could align with the flow but the disadvantages of the cut

serrations were overcome. (FS)

17

/ COMPANY CONFIDENTIAL




| NLR-TR-2016-504

4 Results and Discussion

In this section the results from the acoustic data processing are presented and discussed. First a survey is conducted
to find optimal approach and successfully obtain TE noise data. This starts with trying to find the optimal source
distribution for a regression fit. Then the microphone weighting will be conducted and to conclude the CLEAN
deconvolution step will be applied.

When the right approach is selected the first result can be analysed. The spurious sources will be studied first.
Secondly, scaling rules will be applied to evaluate the scaling of the measured TE noise. Then the comparison will be
made with old results to see what the differences are. In the end the noise reduction performances of the serrations

will be presented to confirm the conclusions made in the previous conducted experiment.

4.1 Optimizing Method

4.1.1 Regression fit

In the regression fit, i.e. solving equation (27), a possible obtained distribution based on the point spread function is
given. To evaluate the outcome of the regression fit, source maps are generated based on a simulated CSM using the
regression fit source powers. The simulated source map is then compared to the measured source map. The case
chosen to use for the evaluation is a clean TE at 0 AoA with flow velocity 70 m/s. In Figure 10 such a comparison is
illustrated for a specific source distribution and regression fit at 1475 Hz where it was assumed that LE and TE corners
would act as single independent point sources.

However, multiple setups with different source distributions and fit points selected were tested and it was found that
assuming line sources along both the LE and TE corners of independent sources resulted into the best regression fits.
Figure 11 shows such a distribution. This can also be explained when looking to the actual flow. Figure 12 represents a
flow visualization near the end plate. On the end plate a boundary layer is present in the flow. As this boundary layer
encounters the LE, vortices arise and move over the airfoil to the TE. Hence the flow is influenced by the end plate not
only at the single points on the end plate but also on the edge near the end plate.

Different lengths and fit points have been examined The first set of fit points are a vertical line along the TE, 3
horizontal lines: at z=-0.25, at z = 0 and z = 0.25 m and 2 vertical lines on the LE corners (Figure 13). The other set of
fit points tested were all the points within a rectangle around the airfoil. To make proper judgement on the similarity
of the simulated source map and the measured source map, a single evaluation point in the source map was chosen to
represent the power level of the trailing edge. This point was chosen to be on the trailing edge 4 cm below the mid
span point to be located in between the two corner sources. (Figure 14)

Of the wide range of setups, some showed no significant difference. The significant results are given in Table 1. The ID
for the clean setup is a number to keep track of the different setups. The last column shows the difference between
the PWL of the evaluation point in the real source map and the simulated source map. The best regression fit seems to
follow from a line of independent point sources on the LE corner source with length 6-8 cm. The regression fits from
best setups, ID 65, 66, 67, 68, 69 and 70, were also simulated on other frequencies. Source maps of the simulated
regression fits for these six setups are shown in Figure 15, 16 and 17. The deviation of the evaluation points can be

18
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found in Table 2. It is clear that these setups of source distributions have accurate fits. The source maps of the
simulation are similar to the real source maps with the exception for some noise coming from other source as tunnel

background noise, which is successfully ignored in the fit.

The regression fit can be used to calculate a value for the trailing edge noise. Noise spectra for the TE noise from
setups 65, 66, 67 68, 69, 70 and 28 (which is the first discussed setup with the assumption of single points sources on
the corners) are given in Figure 18 and the difference with configuration 65 is displayed in Figure 19. It is observed
that the different setups in processing the data do not heavily change the TE noise estimations above 1000 Hz. The
setup where single point corner sources are assumed, differs the most but also that estimation is quite close to the
others. Hence it can be concluded that the making of a regression fit is a robust method, which already comes quite

close to the real source distribution.

To make a choice which setup will be used in the rest of the process, not only the deviations from Table 2 have been
studied but also the source maps are compared. Based on the numbers of a single point and the visual data the choice

is made to use setup 65 for the rest of the research.

ID Clean Setup Leading Edge Corner (cm) elifg) (Ii:?)e s “ PWL (dB) Difference (dB)
43 3 3

Lines 50.577 0.499
44 4 3 Lines 50.536 0.458
47 3 3 Rectangle 50.636 0.558
48 4 3 Rectangle 50.548 0.47
51 2 3 Lines 50.609 0.531
52 2 3 Rectangle 50.718 0.64
53 1 3 Lines 50.633 0.555
54 1 3 Rectangle 50.783 0.705
61 5 4 Lines 50.477 0.399
62 5 4 Rectangle 50.444 0.366
65 6 4 Lines 50.446 0368
66 6 4 Rectangle 50.369 0.291
67 7 4 Lines 50439 0361
68 7 4 Rectangle 50.365 0.287
69 8 4 Lines 50.411 0333
70 8 4 Rectangle 50.368 0.29
7 9 4 Lines 47.072 3.006
72 9 4 Rectangle 43476 6.602
73 10 4 Lines 41.867 8.211
74 10 4 Rectangle 4354 6.538

Table 1- Power levels of evaluation point from the setups tested
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ID Clean Setup 1000 Hz 1475H2 | 2500Hz | Average
65

0.025 0.368 0.116 0.170
66 0.063 0.291 0.117 0.157
67 0.208 0.361 0.117 0.229
68 0.252 0.287 0.118 0.219
69 0.387 0333 0.119 0.280
70 0.435 0.29 0.12 0.282

Table 2 - Difference of evaluation point power levels between real source map and simulated regression fit source map

4.1.2 Microphone setup

When looking at the placement of the microphones, (see Figure 20) some of the microphones are placed above and
below the end plates of the test section. As a consequence, these microphones may not be able to measure the noise
in the corners properly. Since corrections for microphone density and aperture are applied, the microphones at the
outer circle are weighted more than the inner microphones. This could cause disturbance in the results when the
outer microphones do not obtain good signals but are weighted more. However, adapting the weighting factors will
decrease the resolution for beamforming which could decrease the quality of the results.

Regression fits have been obtained from the test case using different weighting factors for the microphones. In the
first case the normal weighting factors are used which are used to correct for microphone density putting more
weight on the outer circle of microphones. In the second case all microphones are equally weighted and in the third

case the weighting factors from the first case are inverted putting more weight on the inner microphones.

Figure 21 shows the real source map and the simulated source maps obtained from the regression fits for the
different microphone configurations. The simulations have a similar resolution since the simulation uses the same
settings for every input. The case were equally weighted microphones are used, results in almost the same source
map as the case were normally weighted microphones are used. The case where the weighting factors are inverted

results in a different source map. The spurious noise sources are estimated higher especially for 2500 kHz.

Putting more weight on the inner microphones seems to deteriorate the results. Therefore, the normally used

weighting will be used for further processing.
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4.1.3 CLEAN step

When the regression fit works optimal the CLEAN step (see section 2.4) can be applied to refine the results. Figure 22
shows the clean source map obtained from the test case. The result is not in the form as expected like the simulations
showing a clean representation of the TE noise. Instead, all the noise seems to switch halves and at some points a
strong unrealistic high point source is displayed. Multiple cases and setups show similar results which is not usable to
evaluate TE noise.

Figure 23 displays the output obtained from the test case. The regression fit shows in de middle a perfect equally
distributed line of sources at the TE as was imposed. However, the clean output has divided the sources into higher
and lower values. Even NaN outputs are given which probably means that the sound power is negative. This is not
physical but to compensate for this negative power, some other sources have rather high power levels. This is what
likely causes the high level points in the source maps.

Apparently the deconvolution steps do not properly remove the source contribution. Therefore, is it possible that a
source point is underestimated or ignored which result into low, zero or even negative values. When that happens
probably the next source is overestimated to compensate. This process gives invalid results which cannot be used for
the evaluation of TE noise. One possible solution might be basing the deconvolution solely on the CSM instead of the
auto powers. This could overcome the errors introduced by the PSF. However, this is outside the scope of this
research and will not be investigated further.

Though the result obtained with deconvolution is not usable, the source distribution based on the regression fit seems
to be accurate. Therefore, the results from the regression fit will now be used only to evaluate TE noise and the other

sources.
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4.2 Source Decomposition

The source distribution concerns not only the TE but also all the other spurious sources. Therefore, the source
strengths of the spurious sources are also known. It was assumed that there are in total four significant spurious noise
sources: the LE upper corner source, the LE lower corner source, the TE upper corner source and the TE lower corner
source. Figure 24 displays the spectra of all the sources.

The two LE corner sources do follow a similar trend. For the rest it is harder to find a trends but it is clearly visible that
the noise originating from spurious sources is of considerable power level. Figure 25, 26, 27 and 28 show that the
noise coming from spurious sources is even larger than the TE noise in the lower frequency domain below 4000 Hz for
different cases. This means that the algorithm can be of significant value for the TE measurements in the lower

frequency domain.

One way to evaluate whether the spurious noise sources are filtered out is to study the behavior. For example, noise
originating from the LE should be independent of the configuration mounted on the TE. Figure 29 and 30 show the LE
noise from the upper and lower corner. The sound powers for different configurations are approximately of similar
strength and are almost overlapping with the exception of some difference in the high frequency range. This proves
that indeed the LE corner sources are independent form TE noise. From this, it can be concluded that the LE corner
sources are filtered out properly and do not influence the TE noise estimation. Providing similar conclusions for the TE
corners is more difficult because these sources are influenced by the serrations mounted on the TE. However, the
correct behavior of the LE sources, plus the accuracy of the regression fit, is already an indication of a well performing
algorithm.

4.3 Scaling

To compare results, scaling rules can be applied. For the case of comparing TE noise for different velocities an often
used scaling rule is :

PW Lporm = PWLn1/3 - lOglO(U56*)

(30)
for the sound power and
fé
Ster = —— (31
]
for the frequency. With PW Ly, is meant the third octave band power level normalized on bandwidth:
PWL1/3(f) 32)

PWln3(f) = ()

6" is the so called displacement thickness which is a measure for the boundary layer thickness. This number can be
obtained from experiments and Xfoil simulations of the previous experiment. Figure 31 displays the TE noise
calculated from a BPM model of a NACA 0012 airfoil. The graphs display the TE noise originating from the suction side
and the pressure side. Table 3 provides the displacement thickness for both the NACA 0012 and DU-96-W-180 for the
suction and the pressure side. Because the NACA 0012 airfoil is symmetric, the displacement thickness and the noise
levels are equal for 0 AoA. But at a higher AoA, the displacement is thicker on the suction side than on the pressure
side. From the figures, it can be seen that at higher AoA the noise peaks shift from each other and that the noise
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originating from the suction side becomes the dominant. A thicker displacement results in higher noise level at lower

frequency.

I T T R S
Ssnaca (cm) 0.6442 1.646 3.409
Sspy  (am) 14 24 33
Spnaca (an) 0.6442 0.390 0.339
8oy (am) 0.60 0.34 0.27

Table 3 - Displacement thickness for BPM of NACA 0012 and for Xfoil simulation of DU-96-W-180 at 70 m/s

The same behaviour for the displacement thickness can be observed for the DU-96-W-180 airfoil and because the
airfoil is not symmetric, the difference is even larger. Hence of the DU-96-W-180 airfoil can be said that for positive
AoA, the dominant part of the TE noise is originating from the suction side. For this reason, the displacement thickness

of the suction side is used for scaling.

Figure 32 and 33 display the velocity scaled noise levels for different cases. Third order polynomial fits have been used
to represent a trend in the data. The noise levels do not collapse entirely. The noise levels for the higher velocity seem
to be consequently too low or too much shifted to the left. Table 4 shows the total decibel level for the velocity scaled
data from different cases. The sixth column shows the standard deviation for the different velocities. For most cases
the deviation is within 1 dB which is quite good for a scaling. This gives rise to the idea that the scaling on power level

is correct but the scaling on frequency should be chosen different.

R L N E-A R I

Clean 0 AoA -11.193 -10.354 -9.5253 -9.1167 0.92108
Clean 10.51 AoA -10.8 -10.249 -9.439%4 -8.7545 0.89901
Clean 14.37 AoA -11.064 -10.634 -9.6501 -1.972 1.3729
US-TOP 0 AoA -11.305 -1.221 -10.952 nv.t. 0.18459
US-TOP 10.51 AoA -13.274 -13.009 -12.798 nv.t. 0.23869
US-TOP 14.37 AoA -14.732 -14.438 -14.066 14791 0.33208
FS 0 AoA -16.229 -16.368 -16.072 -15.561 0.35231
FS10.51 AoA -15.881 -16.07 -16.739 -16.203 0.36844
FS14.37 AoA -16.841 -17.541 -17.347 -17.042 0.31174
US-BOT 0 AoA -8.6124 -8.0458 -1.723 -7.6927 0.42697
US-BOT 10.51 AoA -11.486 -11.539 -11.531 -11.727 0.10684
US-BOT 14.37 AoA -13.871 -13.828 -14.339 -15.359 0.711%

Table 4 — Total power level for the velocity scaled data (U®

Brooks mentioned that there is a relation between peak location and velocity:

Styeqr = 0.02M~06 ~ =06 )

Data from other sources also support this idea that noise spectra shift according to the above relation. This means
that the frequency should be scaled according to:
Sts=  fo

~—— (34)
Stpeak U0'4

23

/ COMPANY CONFIDENTIAL




| NLR-TR-2016-504

Figure 34 and 35 show the power level plots with the upper mentioned scaling used. These power levels already show
a better data collapse. Another empirical based scaling rule is to scale the power level with U*®. Plots of these scaled
power levels are given in Figure 36 and 37. This type of scaling shows better data collapse than Brooks scaling. When
looking at Table 5, the deviation of the total scaled power deviates also only within 1 dB. Hence scaling on U*5 is also

a good scaling rule.

Concluding, both scaling on U® and U*® give good data collapses. This is proof for good quality of the results. The
scaling on the frequency range could be optimized to obtain a better collapse. However, the peak relation from Brooks
already gives a good data collapse on the results which confirms the statement that the results are valid.

R A o I (I B

Clean 0 AcA -1.9674 -1.4635 -1.0305 -1.1064 0.42759
(lean 10.51 AoA -1.5749 -1.3578 -0.94454 -0.7442 0.37882
Clean 14.37 AoA -1.839 -1.7432 -1.1552 0.038269 0.86337
US-TOP 0 AcA -2.0798 -2.3304 -2.457 nv.t. 0.19199
US-TOP 10.51 AoA -4.049 -4.1187 -4.3033 nv.t 0.1314
US-TOP 14.37 AoA -5.5067 -5.547 -5.571 -6.7808 0.62019
FS 0 AoA -7.0031 -1.4771 -71.5772 -7.5506 0.26931
FS10.51 AoA -6.6555 -7.1789 -8.2443 -8.1924 0.78127
FS14.37 AoA -7.6155 -8.6502 -8.8526 -9.032 0.63417
US-BOT 0 AoA 0.61313 0.845 0.77187 0.31765 0.23382
US-BOT 10.51 AoA -2.2609 -2.6479 -3.0357 -3.7169 0.62098
US-BOT 14.37 AoA -4.6453 -4.9372 -5.8444 -7.3488 1.2157

Table 5 - Total power level for the velocity scaled data (U**)

4.4 Comparison with old results

It is of interest what the difference in results are compared to the earlier way used to measure. In the previous
conducted experiment, the middle point of the conventional source map was taken to evaluate the TE noise.
Especially at low frequencies this point is heavily influenced by the spurious noise sources which are of considerable
strength and the lack of resolution causing multiple sources to have a heavier overlap at low frequencies. Therefore,
the TE noise is probably overestimated for lower frequencies. For higher frequencies the trend should be somewhat

similar.

To compare spectral shapes, the old spectra are off-set to match the new spectra at 6300 Hz. Figure 38 gives a plot of
the TE noise obtained from old and new methods. In the lower frequencies the noise is much lower for the new
method than for the old method. This is probably because of the overestimation in the old method. Hence the new
method is better in determining TE noise spectra. Because of the lower power levels in the low frequency range it is
now possible to recognize a peak in the data.

According to literature the frequency of the peak is inversely proportional to the displacement thickness. Therefore,
this peak should shift to lower frequency for higher AoA. When looking at Table 3, one can see that the displacement
thickness on the suction side doubles in size going from effective AoA 0 to 8.2 (14.37 geometric). This would mean
that the peak frequency gets twice as small. Looking at Figure 38, this seems not to be entirely followed up due to
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some high pitch noise for AoA 10.51 but for AoA 14.37 and AoA 0, two peaks can be recognized at 2000 Hz and 4000
Hz.

It seems that on lower frequencies the sound power level goes up again. Figure 39 shows the same new spectra but
for a wider frequency range. The sound power level shows indeed higher values at frequency ranges below 1000 Hz. It
is unsure what causes this noise. It could be another peak in TE noise since noise is radiated from both suction side
and pressure side, but the frequencies are quite low and there does not seem to be a frequency shifting which is
expected for TE noise. It is also possible that this is background noise but if that is the case, the algorithm should not
be recognizing this as TE noise. In Tuinstra’s paper , the results below 1000 Hz also became less accurate so the raising
in noise levels is probably due to the inaccuracy of the algorithm (see also Figure 5). At lower frequencies TE noise is
expected to be lower but the spurious noise sources stay of similar strength. As it gets harder to distinguish different
noise sources at lower frequencies the algorithm might address higher values to the TE noise. Hence results below
1000 Hz should be neglected.

In short, compared to the old results, the extended CLEAN-SC algorithm results in probably more accurate lower
power levels in the lower frequency range. Because of this it is possible to recognize peaks in the spectra. However,
below 1000 Hz, the power level is quite high and it is probably causes by the inaccuracy of the algorithm. This should
be investigated further.

4.5 Use of Serrations

Now that the extended CLEAN-SC algorithm is successfully applied, the results for different serrations could be
revisited.

Figure 40 and 41 show the spectra for different serrations compared and Figure 42 and 43 show the noise reduction
obtained compared to a clean TE.

From the plots is concluded that the flexible serrations perform best at all AoA. Especially in the high frequency range
the FS result in a large noise reduction. The US-TOP and US-BOT serrations only perform well at high AoA because they
were designed to align with the flow at high AoA. At that point the US-TOP serrations have slight better performance.

In the old study averages were taken over all cases with a frequency range of 1250-8000 Hz. The FS performed the
best with an average reduction of 4.6 dB with a best performing case with average reduction of 8.5 dB. The second
best serrations, US-TOP had an average reduction of 2.6 dB and a best case of 5.4 dB. The third best serrations, US-
BOT resulted in an average reduction of 1 dB over all cases.

According to the new results FS is still the best type of serrations with an average reduction over all cases of 5.1 dB
over 1250 — 8000 Hz and even 5.6 dB over 1000-10000 Hz. However, the wider range is not comparable to the old
case. A best case was found to reduce noise with 8 dB in the short range. The US-TOP configuration showed an
average reduction of 2.4 dB and the US-BOT an average of 1.4 dB.

The conclusions drawn from the new algorithm are similar to the conclusions from the previous method. Still, the
determined performance in noise reduction seems to be slight better. This could be because of the lower noise levels

in TE noise obtained from the lower frequencies, emphasizing the more relevant higher frequencies.
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5 Conclusions and Recommendations

The goal of this research was to evaluate an extension of the CLEAN-SC algorithm, applied to TE noise. The Algorithm
consisted of two steps. The first deconvolution step by linear regression based on theoretical PSF and a second
iterative deconvolution based on empirical PSF. It was found that the first step yields robust results. The second step
can provide non-physical results and was found less robust.

The spurious corner sources exhibit high levels, often exceeding that of the TE sound power.

Scaling rules were applied on the TE noise data which resulted in a good data collapse, which confirmed that the
obtained TE noise results behave as expected according to literature.

The algorithm was able to separate the noise from other sources for frequencies above 1 kHz. Below this value the
resolving power was not sufficient.

The conclusions on the use of serrations for the experiment have been confirmed by the results coming from the new
algorithm. The serrations show an even better performance. The best type of serrations namely the flexible serrations,
cause an average noise reduction of 5.1 dB compared to 4.6 dB according to the old method.
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Figure 2 - Simulated source points (left) and fit points used for regression fit (right)
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Figure 5 - Power spectrum of the simulated TE noise

Figure 6 - DU-96-W-180 Airfoil, spanned between the end plates on the rotating balance, which sets different AoA
automatically. The 0.38 x 0.51 m nozzle is shown behind the airfoil.
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Figure 7 - Anechoic room with 0.5 m foam wedges
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Figure 8 - Microphone array on the suction side of the airfoil (0.6 m from the tunnel axis)
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Figure 10 - Assumed source points (a), fit points (b), measured source map (c) and simulated source map (d) at 1475 Hz
of case with clean configuration 0 AoA and 70 m/s
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Figure 12- Visualization of the flow near the end plate
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Figure 15 - Source maps of real case (a) and simulated regression fits from setup 65 t/m 70 (b t/m g) respectively at
1000 Hz
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Figure 16 - Source maps of real case (a) and simulated regression fits from setup 65 t/m 70 (b t/m g) respectively at
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Figure 17 - Source maps of real case (a) and simulated regression fits from setup 65 t/m 70 (b t/m g) respectively at
2500 Hz
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Figure 18 — Narrowband noise spectra of TE noise calculated from regression fit for setups 28, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69 and 70
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Figure 19 - Difference in narrowband noise spectra of TE noise calculated from regression fit for setups 28, 66, 67, 68
,69 and 70 compared with 65
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Figure 21 - Source map of real case (a) and simulated regression fits obtained with normal weighting (b), equalized
weighting (c), inversed weighting (d) for 1475 Hz and similar for 2500 Hz (e, f, g and h)
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Figure 23 - Trailing Edge source power distribution output for the test case at 1325 Hz for both regression and clean
deconvolution step
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Figure 24 — Third octave noise spectra from the different noise sources for a clean configuration at 0.0 AoA and velocity
70 m/s
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Figure 25 — Third octave noise spectra from TE and summed spurious noise sources for a clean configuration at 0.0 AoA
and velocity 70 m/s
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Figure 26 - Third octave noise spectra from TE and summed spurious noise sources for a clean configuration at 14.37
A0A and velocity 70 m/s
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Figure 27 - Third octave noise spectra from TE and spurious noise sources for a clean configuration at 0.0 AoA and
velocity 40 m/s
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Figure 28 - Third octave noise spectra from TE and spurious noise sources for a configuration with FS at 0.0 AoA and
velocity 70 m/s
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Figure 29 — Third octave noise spectra of the upper LE corner noise source at 0.0 AoA and velocity 70 m/s
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Figure 30 - Third octave noise spectra of the lower LE corner noise source at 0.0 AoA and velocity 70 m/s
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Figure 31 - TE noise spectra originated from pressure and suction side for a simulated NACA 0012 profile
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Figure 32 — Velocity scaled noise levels for different cases (part 1)
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Figure 34 - Velocity scaled noise levels for different cases (part 1)
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Figure 35 - Velocity scaled noise levels for different cases (part 2)
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Figure 36 - Velocity scaled noise levels for different cases (part 1)
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Figure 37 - Velocity scaled noise levels for different cases (part 2)
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Figure 38 — Noise spectra of new obtained data compared with old obtained data for a Clean TE and velocity 70 m/s
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Figure 39 - Noise spectra for clean TE at 70 m/s and different AoA
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Figure 40 - Noise Spectra for different configurations compared (part 1)
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Figure 41 - Noise Spectra for different configurations compared (part 2)
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Figure 42 - Noise reduction for different serrations compared to clean TE (part 1)
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Figure 43 - Noise reduction for different serrations compared to clean (part 2)
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