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Statistical Sensitivity Study of Mistuning Effect on Transonic Fan Flutter
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ABSTRACT

This paper presents a detailed investigation of the effect of mistuning on transonic fan flutter, which is conducted as
part of comprehensive efforts to find reasons for the mismatch in the flutter boundary in our past numerical prediction.
The flutter boundary of a full-annulus fan assembly with different mistuning levels is statistically evaluated based on
eigenvalue analysis and Monte-Carlo simulation. Nominal levels of mistuning due to manufacturing tolerance have
little effect to the flutter boundary because the decline in aerodynamic damping is very steep. Therefore, the accuracy
associated with the computational fluid dynamics is likely to have caused the mismatch in the flutter boundary.
Detailed observations of modal properties show that the mode shape in flutter modes can be highly deviated from pure

traveling wave mode, even if the level of mistuning is nominal. For largely mistuned cases, highly-localized, single-

blade dominant modes appear due to the escape from aerodynamic coupling.

Key words : Fan, Aeroelasticity, Stall flutter, Mistuning, Monte-Carlo simulation

1. EC®IC

MRy Y77 VEIRICELARET T v ¥ —Id,

BHWHBEARETH BT — VLW, EFihEz IR
FTAHREMNLREIRHHRE LTSN TV S, JFICEEE
[R5 LT O M E R 2 2E U5 b o, FSAEFEIEAY
= T O R EEEISIZIR D 9 & O ISAEAE LIEEhRR
WCHRE LR T Wiew, EETROFUFER, 42 Wil
THIREZMLT L EDPEETH L0,
CNETEHESIL, AR EERNTIZIEDS 7 Ty
y— RN R - BGEL, BE®ET7 7 VICELST
vy —BROTFHERATELT, 7595 -2k
U HEHofA T, Fllshz7 9y 5 =B
B R e RN~ LS, — i CAREKT I v &=
A U e W I3 O R B O E ) T b BT Tl 7
T I —PEL, COEDFERZHLMIZL, HED
X OF MRS 2R T 5 7200121%, 220y - EERUT ol

JEfRsAt 20164F 8 H30H
AT 20174E12720H
* 1 WK LRI R ZE 7 i L
T113-8656 SCHIXA7-3-1
* 2 IHI

PO R RESLETH S,

7T v ¥ —=SERAOEER 2210 - BEEEER
BBPFAEL, I E THE SN TE RN 28I %
BT L 208D, ROXHICFLDOLNS,
(LhRITCH 53 5 B O B 5 A ERE T ALY
(2FFIALT - HITF 27 b NOFER )
(QEIEHE— MK GFdE - 2T Y EBOEE)®
(4)FEHEE ORI IFE DL 5 D Z 0w
ADOBWIIFEDIEL D EIEIAFa—o v 7L
N, EEFROIXSD E RO FHHIEKN L TE
Ub, BERE2ELELTSy & —F— FIIHLTIZ,
FITHERZ W UALEE 2005 25080 528,
DOREIZIZSDED/INY — U RBREIKE L, IREE
WA AT B, LA L, CEFDZ Witk - Hixk
FEFDT T 7 =M TIEZOREEZED L ENT
o, FIREEEOFESLE RS,
WEERSNTRER - RTI O E £ 2 DR, REHIRAE
T 2ENEFNC LT, (DNTFARMENT BT HELEE TV
REMEEBOMENEbINS, FD2D, BEFHTI X
Fa—Z Vv FOKEERERNICHMA Z &1L, Bk - AT
B OISO ZHROMIEN SO0, TWARBHTIZH

Download service for the GTSJ member of ID , via 18.97.9.175, 2026/06/12.



50 BERI7oDI77y2—BRFAUCEIZIXF1—Z 0 THROBANBEERNT BAH X2 —E L FREHE

(b) 1F mode shape

(a) Full-annulus view (80% speed)

Fig.1 CEFSI fan

Table 1 Specifications of CEFSI fan rotor

Number of blades 18
Aspect ratio 16
Relative Mach number at tip 14
Blade material Ti-6Al-4V
Range of flutter region and 80%N, 82.5%N
structural mode shape (1IF mode)
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Fig. 2 Mismatch of flutter boundary on low shaft speeds
in our past numerical prediction ”
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Table 2 Standard deviation of blade-alone frequency in past
studies (1F mode)

Author Model STDEV [%]
17 047 (all)
May UHBR Fan 0.17 (clean)
Beirow ® HPC blisk (1st stage) 0.13
Schnell % Counter-rotating fan 0.25

Table 3 Test cases for frequency mistuning

No. STDEV [%] Assumed situation
1 & =0.2% Nominal level
2 & =0.5% Nominal level
3 e =1.0% Large mistuning
4 £ =15% Very large mistuning

Table 4 Test cases for mass mistuning

No. STDEV [%] Assumed situation
1 e n=15% Nominal level
2 & u=30% Large deviation
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(b) Change in averaged minimum damping rate

Fig. 3 Effects of mass and frequency mistuning on the statistics of damping rate in the flutter mode (80%N, OP: C)
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Fig. 4 Change in averaged minimum damping rate due to frequency mistuning on each rotational speed
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Fig. 5 Flutter boundary obtained from averaged
minimum damping rate
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(14 modes from the lowest damping, real part, only aeroelastic modes for Im( A )>0 are shown)
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Fig. 8 Typical aeroelastic modeshape of the flutter mode
(80%N, OP: C, € =05%),
Solid bars: fan No. 57, thin lines: other 20 fans
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Fig. 9 Typical aeroelastic modeshape of the flutter mode
(80%N, OP: C, £ =15%) ,
solid bars: fan No. 720, thin lines: other 20 fans
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Fig. 10 Typical aeroelastic modeshape of the single-blade
dominant mode (80%N, OP: C, ¢ =15%) ,
solid bars: fan No. 720, thin lines: other 20 fans
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