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A bstract: Computational fluid dynamics (CFD) has become an indispensable tool in the development and
optimization of various machines and devices in the last decade. In most cases, researchers deal with single-phase flows
and internal flows where all externally wetted walls are defined. In some cases, it is also necessary to analyze multiphase
flow and free-surface flow. Using classical numerical methods such as the finite element method (FEM) or the finite
volume method (FVM), the results are highly dependent on the size and quality of the computational grids. Particular
attention should be paid to the conditions at the boundary between the individual phases of the fluid. In most cases, it
is necessary to consider non-stationary conditions and the necessity of using non-stationary numerical methods. All the
above properties of multiphase flows and their consequences in performing numerical analyses lead us to very long
computational times and consequently the use of very powerful computers. Industry often needs results in a relatively
fast time therefore many simplifications need to be considered. Recently a new approach for numerical simulations of
multiphase and free-surface flows based on the Lattice Boltzmann method (LBM) started to be used. The method is
very useful especially for development of small-scale hydraulic turbines, where the expense for development process
is usually very limited. In this paper, some examples of the use of LBM in the calculation of free-surface flows and
compare the results using classical CFD methods have been presented.
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AHAJIN3A HA CTPYEILE HA CJIOBOJAEH MJIA3 KAJ IEJITOHOBA TYPBUHA
CO IPUMEHA HA MPEKHUOT METO/ HA BOJIIIMAH

AncrtpaxkT: BonocrenHara genenuja npecMeTkoBHaTa quHaMuka Ha Gayuau (CFD) nmpepacHa Bo He3aMeH-
JIMBA ajaTKa 3a Pa3Boj M ONTHMU3AIM]jA HA Pa3HU MAIMHU U ypeau. McTpaxkyBaunTe HajIecToO ce 3aHMMaBaat Cco Ipo-
ydyBame Ha eTHO(A3HH CTPyema U CTPyera BO 3aTBOPEHN KaHAIH YHH HAJBOPEIIHH SHIOBHU (TPAHHUIN) BO JOTHD CO
¢yunor ce nepurrpanu. Bo HeKou ciydaun e moTpeOHO Ja ce aHaIM3Hupa MmoBeke(haszHo CTPYEHE H CTPYEHE BO OTBO-
pet kanan. IIpu KOpuCTehe Ha KIIACHYHHUTE HyMEPUUYKH METOAM KaKo IITO € METOAOT Ha KoHeyHH enemenTu (FEM)
WM METOJIOT Ha KoHeyHHu BomyMenu (FVM), pesynraTurte Bo ronema Mepa 3aBHcaT OJ] FOJIEMHHATa M KBAUITUTETOT Ha
HyMepudkara mpexa. [loceOHO BHUMaHue Tpeba na ce oOpHe Ha rpaHunaTa Mery oanennute ¢asu Ha GuyuaoT. Bo
HOBEKETO CIIyyad € HEOMXO/IHO Jia Ce pa3riieaAyBaaT HeCTallMOHAPHH YCIIOBH U Jla Ce TIPUMEHAT HeCTalMOHAPHHU HyMe-
PUYKA METOU. KapaKTepI/ICTI/IKI/ITC Ha noseke(ba?,HMTe CTpyE€Ha U NMOCJIEAUIINUTE Ol HUB IIPU CIIPOBEAYBAKHLETO HA HY -
MEPHYKH aHAJIM3H BOJY KOH MOJONT IIPOLeC Ha MpecMeTKa 1 moTpeba o1 MpUMeHa Ha ITOMOKHY KoMmijyTepu. Co orien
Ha TOa IITO 3a HHAYCTPHjaTa ce MOTPEOHN pe3ynTaTu JOOHEeHH peaTHBHO Op30, ce HaMEeTHYyBa NoTpebara o II0eHOC-
TaByBama. Bo mocienHo BpeMe MovYHyBa Jja ce MPUMEHYBa HOB IIPHCTAII 32 HyMEPHUIKO CUMYJIHpamke Ha TIoBeKke(ha3HI
CTpyema 1 CTPyeHha BO OTBOPEHU KaHAIH, 0a3upaH Ha MpexXHHOT Meto Na bormmanos (LBM). MetonoT e oco6eHO
KOPHCEH 3a pa3Boj Ha XHIpPAyJUYHH TYpOMHH BO Mall XUIPOLCHTPAIH, Kaje OOHMYHO TPOIIOLUTE 3a Pa3BOJHHOT
npolec ce MHOTY orpaHuueHu. Bo 0Boj Tpya ce mpe3eHTHpaHu HEKOW MpuMepu Ha npuMmeHara Ha LBM 3a npecmerka
Ha CTpyeHa BO OTBOPEHHU KaHAJIM, KaKo U Cropenda Ha pe3yNTaTuTe KOPUCTejku Kiacuynu Metoau Ha CFD.

Kiyunu 360poBH: cTpyeme BO OTBOPSHH KaHAIHU; MPECMETKOBHA TUHAMuUKa Ha ¢urynau; [lentoHoBa TypOuHa;
MpexeH MeTox Ha bommvan
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1. INTRODUCTION

In recent decades, CFD has been widely used
in the development phase of various rotating ma-
chines. In the case of compressor and pump, internal
flow analysis is used in most applications where the
geometry is well defined and the boundary condi-
tions at the inlet and outlet and on the walls are
known.

In some cases, it is also necessary to analyze
multiphase flows and free surface flows. Free-sur-
face flows are a particular problem, as the geometry
of the space occupied by the liguid is not initially
defined and changes during the analysis itself. In
methods where a quality computational grids are
needed to solve the system of differential equations,
must be paid special attention to the conditions at
the liquid surface or at the boundary between differ-
ent liquids (e.g. air, water).

Using numerical schemes such as finite differ-
ence method (FDM), finite volume method (FVM),
finite element method (FEM), PDE is converted
into a system of algebraic equations. These equa-
tions are usually solved iteratively until satisfactory
results are obtained. In such cases, different meth-
ods of computational grids adaption are used, where
prescribed changes in flow conditions occur.

Some software packages for CFD have a
built-in so-called method for automatic computa-
tional grid adaption, where special parameters can
be defined that allow optimal implementation of
finer grids in the right locations. The consequences
of using such methods are a large increase in the
number of elements and, consequently, an extension
of the computational times. Such types of flows are
in most cases also non-stationary and it is necessary
to analyze a large number of time steps which fur-
ther result in longer computational times.

As an example of this type of numerical simu-
lations, numerical analysis in Pelton turbines will be
presented. Recently, many scientific papers have
been published on the development of Pelton tur-
bines using the solution of a system of classical Na-
vier-Stokes nonlinear partial differential equations.
A paper [1] presents the analysis of the flow condi-
tions in a bucket of a Pelton turbine. Comparisons
between numerical analyses on a simplified model
and the results of model measurements still show a
large difference between the absolute results, but if
a comparison of relative results is made, the trends
are quite good.

The paper [2] focuses more on the casing de-
sign of Pelton turbines. As well as the differences

between numerical and experimental results. It is
again emphasized that the qualitative results of the
flow form are quite good, while the quantitative
ones still differ. A very detailed analysis of the flow
conditions in the Pelton turbine is presented in the
article [3], where the numerical analyses also con-
sidered the cavitation that can be detected during the
operation of the Pelton turbines. Compared to other
articles, the differences between the numerical and
experimental results were smaller, especially when
cavitation was considered.

In numerical analyses of the flow conditions in
the Pelton turbine using N-S equations, several
comparisons of numerical and experimental results
were performed [4]. Figure 1 presents a comparison
of numerical simulations and model measurements
where comparable computational grids were used,
as in the presented article, and all the input parame-
ters required for numerical analysis are the same.
The results show that under different operating con-
ditions where the flow rates were changed, the dif-
ferences between the measured and numerically cal-
culated efficiencies vary between 3% and 4.5%.
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Fig. 1. Comparison of Pelton turbine efficiency between
model test results and CFD (N-S) analysis

Certainly, these results can be further im-
proved, but they are presented here for later credible
comparison of the results obtained using the N-S
equations and the LBM method

As an alternative, a new efficient method for
the numerical analysis of free-surface flows has re-
cently emerged. The Lattice Boltzmann Method is a
relatively unknown and new method in computa-
tional fluid dynamics applications. It was derived
from lattice gas vending machines and is still under
development. The basic steps of LBM (collision,
current, boundary conditions, macroscopic quanti-
ties) will be presented.

The Lattice Boltzmann method (LBM) with its
simplified kinetic descriptions, emerged as an im-
portant tool for hydrodynamic simulation. In a hete-
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rogeneous computing environment, it is often an
advantage because of its flexibility and better paral-
lel scaling.

Another possible method is based on the sim-
ulation of small particles on a microscopic scale. It
is molecular dynamics. The main equation is Ham-
ilton's equation, where the location and velocity of
each particle by molecular dynamics need to be
identified. But the amount of data would simply be
too large to process.

Such simulation of real problems is not feasi-
ble. It is known that in one cubic decimetre of air is
approximately 10?2 molecules. Such method can be
avoided because it is not necessary to know the po-
sition of each particle. Only total effect of the result-
ant [5], such as wind, is significant.

LBM bridges the gap between the macro- and
micro-scale. The method considers the behaviour of
a group of particles as a single group particle [5].
The basis of LBM is a microscopic model comple-
mented by mesoscopic kinetic equations. The basic
idea of LBM is to build simplified kinetic models
that incorporate the basic physics of microscopic
processes so that the macroscopic average proper-
ties take into account the necessary macroscopic
equations [6].

The reason why simplified kinetic models can
be used is that the macroscopic dynamics of a fluid
is the result of the common behaviour of many mi-
croscopic particles in the system. The property of
particle aggregation is represented by the distribu-
tion function. LBM is becoming increasingly popu-
lar in the field of CFD because LBM is addressed
locally. It has a high degree of parallelization, mak-
ing it ideal for parallel computing on multiple pro-
Ccessor supercomputers.

LBM has its roots in lattice gas automata
(LGA), a kinetic model with a discrete lattice and a
discrete time. Starting with LGA on a hexagonal lat-
tice, Frish, Hasslacher, and Pomeau first obtained
the correct Navier-Stokes equations [7]. This model
is known as the HLC model. As already stated, lat-
tice gas automata are constructed as simple particle
dynamics in the discretization of space and time. As
a result, all particle velocities are also separated
where particles can move around, but only inside
network nodes.

The basic difference between the system of
Navier-Stokes equations and LBM is shown in the
following two equations:

Navier-Stokes equation:
p(Ou/ot + (u-Mu) = -Vp+uViu. (1)
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Lattice Boltzmann equation:
a 1
Stevf=—1(f-f). @

Comparison between Navier-Stokes (N-S)
equation and Lattice Boltzmann (L-B) equation
shows that N-S equation is second order and L-B
equation is a first-order partial differential equation,
where f is distribution function, f 52 is equilibrium
distribution function, t is the rate of relaxation to-
wards local equilibrium and e is velocity [8].

In our case the calculation can be done with

two different lattice models D3Q19 and D3Q27,
which is presented in the Figure 2.
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Fig. 2. Lattice models

Given the fact that not much research on this
topic is presented in the literature, it is certainly use-
ful to determine the effects of certain parameters on
the quality of the results.

LBM accuracy testing was performed by cal-
culating the jet force hitting the vertical wall and
compared with the theoretical calculation of the jet
force. Figure 3 shows a good match of the results.
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Fig. 3 Comparison of jet force calculation

2. COMPARISON OF N-S EQUATAION AND
LATTICE BOLTZMANN METHOD

When Navier-Stokes equations are used for
flow analysis, special attention should be paid to the
quality of computational grids. Due to the use of
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wall functions or using the Low Reynolds method,
appropriately sized elements near the walls and
gradual enlargement of elements that are further
away from the wall are required. This requirement
is controlled using a non-dimensional parameter y*,
which is known to be between about 1 and 50, de-
pending on the used numerical method.

Since at least two different phases need to be
analyzed for free-surface flows, another important
consideration in computational grids is the bounda-
ries between the different phases. Water and air are
mainly used. A dense computational grid is also re-
quired at the boundary between the phases to accu-
rately determine the shape of the free surface. Since
the location of the free surface of the liquid is gen-
erally unknown before the calculation, an automatic
method of adjusting the computational grids may be
used in some software packages.

Furthermore, it is necessary to have a quality
mesh in places where the liquid detaches from the
wall if the jet comes out of the nozzle, because oth-
erwise it can be obtained a very distorted shape of
the jet, which affects the quality of further results.
Sometimes there are also problems with defining
determination of the elements along the walls in
connection with the automatic adaptation of the
grids.

In most cases, the size of the computational
grid which is done in a few steps, is larger by a fac-
tor two or more at the end, after all the automatic
adaptations have been done. For oversized finite
computational grids, certain restrictions on increas-
ing the number of elements in individual densifica-
tion steps can be applied.

For free-surface flow analysis using LBM, it is
not necessary to divide the computational domain
into elements in order to calculate the flow condi-
tions, but it is only necessary to determine the size
of the individual particle under consideration. A
very small size means that the number of particles
that interact with each other is higher in a given
computational domain and accordingly, the number
of computational operations increases and finally
the computational times may be longer.

Figure 4 shows the distribution of the water ve-
locity along the centre of the jet with respect to dif-
ferent elementary particle sizes in the calculation
using LBM. Due to the interaction with the wall the
size of the particles affects the thickness of the jet
and consequently the flow conditions coming out of
the nozzle. The larger are particles, the thinner is jet
coming out of the nozzle. As a result, the average
speed shown in the figure increases, representing

approximately 4% of the speed difference in this
case. Since the particle size also affects the length
of the computational time, this must be considered
when choosing the particle size. In the case shown
in Figure 4, the computational times for the smallest
particles are more than three times longer than for
the largest ones.
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Fig. 4. Velocity distribution as a function of particle size

It is necessary to determine the appropriate
size so that it does not affect the shape of the water
jet too much and the calculation times are still ac-
ceptable.

2. NUMERICAL OPTIMIZATION
OF JET DEFLECTOR

Pelton turbines are designed for operation
where a large height difference in water drop and
relatively small flows are exploited. For various rea-
sons, it is often necessary to shut down the turbine
quickly.

In such cases, a so-called water hammer can
occur in the pipeline, the consequences of which can
be catastrophic. To prevent these unpleasant phe-
nomena, Pelton turbines use a jet deflector (Figure
5), which can redirect the jet of water past the runner
in the case of a rapid shutdown of the turbine.

Fig. 5. Basic geometry of nozzle, jet deflector
and computational domain
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The conclusions of the research present a com-
parison of the results obtained by solving N-S equa-
tions (Equation 1) using element-based finite vol-
ume method, which involves discretising the spatial
domain using a mesh [9] and Lattice Boltzmann
method [10] in the development process of the opti-
mal shape of the jet deflector, so that the forces and
torques when stopping the turbine, despite the high-
water velocities, are minimal.

The development of the jet deflector [11] was
started with the initial geometry shown in Figure 7.
This figure presents the shape of the jet for both cal-
culations. The figure on the top shows the result of
using N-S equations and the LBM on the bottom. In
the continuation of the research, different forms of
deflectors were analyzed. Only some examples of
numerical analyses will be presented in the article.

Fig. 6. Water jet shape for both methods:
Navier-Stokes (top), Lattice Boltzmann (bottom)
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Fig. 7. Pressure distribution for initial geometry of deflector

It was necessary to pay attention to the quality
of the jet calculation during development, because
the pressure distribution over the surface of the de-
flector was the main result used to determine the
forces and torques.
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Figure 8 shows the pressure distribution over
the deflector surface for both methods of numerical
analysis. As can already be seen in Figure 6, using
the N-S equations, the water jet is fairly smooth
compared to the result obtained with LBM.

The same can be observed in Figure 8, but the
comparison generally gives a good match of the re-
sults, presented in the form of a graph in Figure 7.

Fig.. 8. Pressure distribution for initial geometry of deflector:
Navier-Stokes (top), Lattice Boltzmann (bottom)

Figure 9 shows a comparison of the pressure
distribution also for the case of a flat deflector
where the results are similar to those of the basic
geometry. The first conclusion of the comparison
between two different methods for free surface flow
analysis is the fact that with a simpler method,
where pre-processing is simpler and complete nu-
merical analysis is much faster, comparable and
useful results can be obtained.

Fig. 9. Pressure distribution for flat deflector:
Navier-Stokes (top), Lattice Boltzmann (bottom)
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The final optimal shape of the deflector is a
combination of straight and curved, so that part of
the jet deflects not only downwards but also on both
sides left and right. This makes it possible to reduce
a certain component of the force responsible for the
magnitude of the torque.

A comparison of pressure distribution in the
middle cross section of the deflector is presented in
Figure 10. In all cases the calculated pressure with
LBM is slightly lower than pressure obtained using
N-S equations. The main reason is the inaccurate
calculation of the flow conditions near the walls
which is at the moment one of the disadvantages of
LBM.
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Fig. 10. Pressure distribution for final optimized geometry

These results are partially improved by choos-
ing different particle size. As presented in the intro-
ductory part of the article, no significant improve-
ments are obtained.

The actual pressure distribution for the final

geometry over the deflector surface is shown in Fig-
ure 11.

Fig. 11. Pressure distribution for final optimized geometry:
Navier-Stokes (top), Lattice Boltzmann (bottom)

The deflector optimization performed with
both presented methods shows significant improve-
ment in terms of force and torque reduction, as
shown in Table 1, where the final torque is reduced
around 30% compared to the initial one.

Table 1

Comparison of improvements for force and torque
between Navier-Stokes and LBM (%)

Numerical model AFR AMp
Navier - Stokes 10.9 28.2
LBM 11.6 30.4

In the case of using the LBM method, the im-
provements are slightly higher in percentage, which
is due to the difference in the results of the pressure
distribution over the deflector surface. However, the
differences between the two methods are not large,
because in LBM calculations, smaller pressure val-
ues are obtained in all cases.

3. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS
OF THE FLOW IN PELTON RUNNER

The flow conditions in the Pelton turbine are
quite complex. The flow is turbulent and non-sta-
tionary, a large number of time steps need to be con-
sidered in the analysis. Since the flow is also two-
phase with a free surface, there is also an issue with
the preparation of computational grids. Especially
on a non-predefined boundary between the phases —
water and air. Due to all the above phenomena, nu-
merical analysis of the flow in the Pelton turbine
runner is a very time-consuming simulation.

Sometimes very accurate results in the initial
stage of development are not so significant, so a fast
calculation method that allows qualitatively good
results is very welcome. The LBM method, pre-
sented in the first part of the article in the develop-
ment of a jet deflector in a Pelton turbine, proved to
be a good substitute for solving the system of N-S
equations for free-surface flows.

The paper also presents the results of numeri-
cal analysis of the flow in a Pelton turbine runner.

As a test case, a given geometry of the PT run-
ner and the results of calculations using N-S equa-
tions has been used, which were also previously ver-
ified by model measurements. The calculations
were performed on the case of one blade which is
rotated by a few degrees according to the jet, and for
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the part of the runner with four blades. All calcula-
tions were performed at the same boundary condi-
tions in terms of inlet speed.

A comparison of the reflected water jet shows
that the two methods yield qualitatively very similar
results (Figure 12). The computational times in the
case of N-S method are approximately 5 times
longer.

Fig. 12. Water jet shape for the flow in Pelton turbine runner:
Navier-Stokes (top), Lattice Boltzmann (bottom)

There is also a difference in the complexity of
the preparation of the calculation (pre-processing),
since with LBM it is not necessary to generate com-
plex computational grids in the space around the
runner blades. With the LBM method, it is only nec-
essary to define the geometry of the runner and the
area where the water (fluid) is located.

The biggest difference is due to the calculation
of the flow in the nozzle, because the LBM method
does not allow such an accurate calculation of the
flow conditions along the wall.

A comparison was also made to distribute the
pressure over the surface of the bucket and Figure
13 shows that the results match quite well. If the cal-
culation considers the flow in the whole nozzle, then
in the free jet the LBM method gives a slightly
lower jet velocity than in solving the N-S equations.
However, it is possible to consider the calculation
domain without the whole nozzle but for a quality
result the right particle size must also be taken into
account.
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Fig. 13. Pressure distribution inside the bucket of Pelton
runner: Navier-Stokes (left), Lattice Boltzmann (right)

In some cases, a slight touch of the water jet
may also be obtained on the outside of the driver
blades and Figure 14 shows the pressure distribution
for both methods also on the outside of the runner.

Fig. 14. Pressure distribution outside the bucket:
Navier-Stokes (top), Lattice Boltzmann (bottom)

4. CONCLUSIONS

In numerical simulations of flow conditions in
hydraulic machines, problems arise when it is nec-
essary to analyze multiple phase flows and free sur-
face flows. In most cases, such numerical simula-
tions require quality preparation of geometries,
computational grids and all the necessary parame-
ters for calculation. It takes quite extensive duration
for the entire pre-processing and at the same time it
is known that due to the flow conditions, the com-
putational times are also very long.

In industry, it is usually necessary to obtain the
results of various analyses relatively quickly, de-
spite the fact that the quality of the results may also
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be partially degraded due to the speed of numerical
simulations.

The paper presents the Lattice Boltzmann
method, where the preparation time is shorter as it
IS not necessary to generate computational grids,
and at the same time the computational times are
shorter compared to the methods where N-S equa-
tions are solved.

A comparative analysis of both methods (N-S
and LBM) on the examples of calculating the Pelton
turbine deflector and calculating the flow conditions
in the Pelton turbine runner showed that if the qual-
itative results are considered, it can be argued that
they are quite good. In some cases, the quantitative
results show a large difference, which can be greater
than 15 % compared to the N-S equations. In most
cases, the differences range from 5 % to 10 % which
could be considered as still acceptable results for the
rapid preliminary analyses that are often needed in
industrial research.

In particular, it can be emphasized that model
measurements cannot be afforded in development
process for small hydro power plants, nor is it al-
ways possible to perform expensive and time-con-
suming numerical analyses.

Therefore, the presented LBM is even more
suitable for analyses of Pelton turbines and all other
applications where free surface flows must be ana-
lyzed.

It cannot be argued that LBM is equivalent to
methods using N-S equations, but with further de-
velopment, comparatively better results can be ex-
pected in the future.
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