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This experimental work explores the flow field around a three-dimensional expansion—
compression geometry on a slender cone at Mach 8 using high-frequency pressure
sensors, high-frame-rate schlieren, temperature-sensitive paint, shear-stress measurements
and oil-flow visualizations. The 7° cone geometry has a hyperbolic slice which acts
as an expansion corner and suppresses the disturbances present in the upstream
boundary layer. Downstream of the cone-slice corner, high-frequency boundary-layer
disturbances attenuate in all cases. Under laminar conditions, second-mode instabilities
from the cone diminish and lower-frequency second-mode waves develop on the slice
at a frequency commensurate with the increased boundary layer thickness. For fully
turbulent cases, the boundary layer over the slice shows evidence of a two-layered
nature with a turbulent outer region and a near-wall region with strong attenuation
of high-frequency disturbances and reappearance of lower-frequency instability waves.
When a downstream compression ramp is added to the slice, the expanded boundary
layer shows enhanced susceptibility to separation such that separation is observed at
a 10° deflection, which is smaller than expected for turbulent conditions. For a 30°
ramp, boundary-layer separation occurs further upstream where the heat flux contours
show a decrease in heating that is characteristic of a transitional separation. These
results demonstrate the effect of relaminarization caused by an upstream expansion on
a subsequent shock-wave/boundary-layer interaction.
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1. Introduction

The flow field around a hypersonic body can involve many complex interactions. Flow
deflection towards the free stream, such as that obtained by a compression corner, results
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in shock waves that interact with the upstream boundary layer, amplify disturbances
and may even cause it to separate (Chapman, Kuehn & Larson 1958). However, flow
deflection away from the free stream, such as that by an expansion corner, results in
expansion fans and attenuation of disturbances in the boundary layer (Sternberg 1954).
This amplification or attenuation of disturbances affects the state of the boundary layer.
Predicting this boundary-layer response along with shock-wave/boundary-layer interaction
(SBLI) have been identified as two of the key scientific challenges towards the development
of hypersonic vehicles (Leyva 2017). Detailed studies focusing individually on expansion
and on compression corners have been carried out using two-dimensional canonical
geometries in supersonic and hypersonic flow (Smits & Dussauge 2006). However, as
noted by Dolling (2001), new studies on complex geometries are needed to bridge the
gap between our understanding from canonical studies and the flow physics in real-world
applications. To this end, a non-canonical geometry, as shown in figure 1, is the focus of
the present work. This geometry is inspired by earlier designs used in previous suborbital
(Martellucci & Weinberg 1982; Oberkampf & Aeschliman 1992; Walker & Rodgers
2005) and orbital (Massobrio et al. 2007; Pezzella, Marino & Rufolo 2014) hypersonic
reentry-body studies.

Interaction of a high-speed boundary layer with a two-dimensional compression ramp
is a canonical SBLI geometry that has received considerable attention (Delery 1985;
Knight et al. 2003; Babinsky & Harvey 2011; Clemens & Narayanaswamy 2014; Gaitonde
2015). The flow deflection subjects the upstream boundary layer to an adverse pressure
gradient, and whether this imposed pressure gradient is enough to cause flow separation
or not depends on the state of the boundary layer. The boundary-layer state is dependent
upon a number of key variables such as the shape parameter, laminar sub-layer thickness
and subsonic-layer thickness (Delery 1985). Overall, a laminar boundary layer is highly
susceptible to separation whereas a turbulent boundary layer has increased momentum
in the near-wall region that enables it to withstand a stronger adverse pressure gradient
(Beresh, Clemens & Dolling 2002; Arnal & Delery 2004). The susceptibility to separation
for a boundary layer can be quantified by either the size of the separation zone for a
given pressure gradient (larger for laminar) or by the smallest flow deflection angle, or
the incipient angle, that provides the pressure gradient needed for separation (smaller
for laminar). In addition, when a laminar boundary layer separates, a characteristic
decrease in surface heating is observed, whereas a heating increase occurs for a turbulent
boundary-layer separation (Arnal & Delery 2004).

Due to the importance of the state of the boundary layer in determining the SBLI
characteristics, there have been several studies on interaction between a shock wave and
a boundary layer that is neither laminar nor fully turbulent. Among these, the majority
pertain to either a laminar-to-turbulent transitional boundary layer (Benay et al. 2006;
Sandham et al. 2014; Murphree et al. 2021) or involve imposed modifications that enhance
some scales in an upstream turbulent boundary layer (Hayakawa & Squire 1982; Barter
& Dolling 1995). However, there have been limited SBLI studies with a boundary layer
undergoing a reduction in turbulent fluctuations, such as that obtained downstream of
an expansion corner (Chew 1979). A geometry where this effect becomes important is
a cone-cylinder-flare (axisymmetric two-dimensional tandem expansion—compression).
Several studies have been carried out on this geometry; while the earlier studies were
concerned with characterizing the overall flow field for the different boundary layer states
(Dennis 1957; Schaefer & Ferguson 1962; Gray 1967; Wadhams ef al. 2008), the recent
ones have focused on understanding the transition mechanisms in the laminar separated
shear layer after the expansion (Paredes et al. 2022; Benitez et al. 2023a,b). However,
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Figure 1. Cone-slice-ramp geometry: (a) side view, expansion-only case; (b) iso view,
expansion-compression case with a 10° ramp.

these studies did not systematically investigate the effect of expansion on the upstream
boundary layer and how that affected the subsequent SBLI.

A prominent work that does look into these effects is the extensive experimental
study by Zheltovodov, Shilein & Horstman (1993) on two-dimensional tandem-expansion—
compression (also known as backward-facing ramp) geometries. Turbulent boundary
layers, at a wide range of Reynolds numbers (Re) and at Mach numbers (M) of 2 to 4, were
subjected to backward-facing ramps of angles 8° to 45°. The results showed an increase in
the separation bubble size with increasing M but an opposite trend with increasing Re. The
former was attributed to the suppression of turbulence by the expansion fan whose strength
increases with M, and the latter was attributed to the turbulent recovery that occurs faster
with increasing Re. The study suggested an increase in the ‘fullness’ of the boundary layer
due to acceleration across the expansion corner. One of these cases, at Mach 2.9 with a
25° ramp, was computationally simulated by Fang et al. (2015), who showed that while
the outer part of the expanded boundary layer is accelerated, as was suggested by Chew
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(1979) and Zheltovodov et al. (1993), the inner layer is in fact retarded after the expansion
corner. Recently, Huo ef al. (2022) (Mach 3.4) varied the length of the expansion region
as well as the expansion and compression angles, and showed that the separation region in
front of a compression ramp is larger when an upstream expansion is introduced.

Since the SBLI characteristics are dependent on the upstream boundary-layer state,
it is important to review the studies on high-speed boundary layers interacting with an
expansion corner alone. It is now understood that an expansion corner acts to stabilize
a supersonic boundary layer through the cumulative effects of convex curvature of the
streamlines (Bradshaw 1973; Wang, Wang & Zhao 2017), favourable pressure gradient
(Wang et al. 2020) and bulk dilatation (mean density change). For an incoming laminar
boundary layer, this leads to suppression of instabilities, which, for the high Mach
number and conical geometry considered in this work, are the Mack second-mode waves
(Mack 1984). Recent computational (Chuvakhov et al. 2021) and experimental (Butler
& Laurence 2021) works have shown that as the upstream second-mode waves decay,
frequency-shifted instability waves begin to appear in the thicker boundary layer after the
expansion corner. For turbulent boundary layers, the upstream mass-flow fluctuations can
diminish by a factor of three downstream of an expansion corner (Goldfeld, Nestoulia
& Shiplyuk 2002). Previous studies using theory and velocity measurements (Dussauge
1987; Smith & Smits 1991; Arnette, Samimy & Elliott 1998; Tichenor, Humble &
Bowersox 2013) and computations (Sun, Hu & Sandham 2017; Teramoto, Sanada &
Okamoto 2017; Nicholson et al. 2021) have shown that bulk dilatation, which peaks in the
expansion fan region (Teramoto et al. 2017), is the primary cause of disturbance reduction.
The reduction of turbulent fluctuations in an expanded boundary layer is particularly strong
in the small-scale, high-frequency regime (Dawson, Samimy & Amette 1994; Arnette
et al. 1998). Since such fluctuations are dominant in the near-wall region, structurally,
this suggests a wall-normal gradient in turbulence modification.

In a seminal work, Sternberg (1954) proposed that an expanded boundary layer assumes
a two-layered structure with a near-wall layer that undergoes relaminarization and an
outer layer containing inactive ‘debris’ of large-scale structures from the upstream
boundary layer. This near-wall layer has been visualized in the supersonic regime using
schlieren (Sternberg 1954; Viswanath, Narasimha & Prabhu 1978) and recently using
high-resolution planar laser scattering (Wang, Wang & Zhao 2016). Similar observations
have also been made in the incompressible regime where boundary layers subjected
to strong favourable pressure gradients demonstrate an inner laminar boundary layer
with reduced interaction with the outer turbulent layer and reduced surface skin-friction
coefficient (Narasimha & Sreenivasan 1973; Warnack & Fernolz 1998; Bourassa &
Thomas 2009). Under strong relaminarization effects, near-wall mean velocity profiles
have even been shown to be approximated by Falkner—Skan or Blasius profiles (Warnack
& Fernolz 1998; Goldfeld et al. 2002).

In a review paper, Sreenivasan (1982) defined ‘relaminarization’ as a process rather
than an end state, in which an ‘initially turbulent flow is rendered effectively laminar’. He
further defined ‘laminarescence’ as an intermediate stage in this process where the flow
deviates from fully turbulent behaviour to exhibit properties reminiscent of laminar flow
without being purely laminar. The actual state of the flow within this process depends,
among other things, on the imposed pressure gradient (strength of the expansion) and
the disturbance environment. Following Sreenivasan (1982), the term ‘relaminarization’
has been used in the present work in a comprehensive sense to mean a process whose
intermediate stages manifest as a reduction in near-wall turbulence levels or a regression
to an earlier state of transition. The use of this term does not necessarily mean that the
flow has become strictly laminar.
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The two-layered boundary-layer structure, resulting from the relaminarization effects
due to the expansion, typically recovers to a turbulent boundary layer further downstream.
This recovery process takes longer at a lower Reynolds number (Goldfeld & Lisenkov
1991). Mean pressure recovery to inviscid values occurs over a distance that scales with
the expansion strength that is quantified by a hypersonic similarity parameter K = M,
where o is the corner angle (Stollery & Bates 1974; Lu & Chung 1992). This recovery
typically occurs within a few boundary-layer thicknesses (Dawson et al. 1994). However,
due to slower recovery of turbulent quantities and limited length of the test articles
used in high-speed boundary-layer experiments, the recovery to equilibrium turbulence
is typically not achieved (Goldfeld & Lisenkov 1991; Arnette et al. 1998). For a minor
expansion (Mach 2.7, ~4° corner), Sun et al. (2017) found that that the near-wall velocity
deficit was sustained even after approximately 15 boundary-layer thickness downstream
of the corner, and the turbulent kinetic energy in the outer-layer was lower than that of a
flat-plate boundary layer. A boundary layer encountering a stronger expansion is expected
to recover over an even longer streamwise distance. The two-layered structure of such
relaminarizing boundary layers poses modelling challenges to the typical design tools that
employ equilibrium turbulence models (Rumsey & Spalart 2009; Ranjan & Narasimha
2017; Nicholson et al. 2021).

The state of the boundary layer downstream of an expansion corner determines the
nature of its interaction with a subsequent compression ramp. The expanded boundary
layer has a near-wall velocity deficit that results in enhanced susceptibility to separation
and, consequently, a larger mean separation length. This explains the experimental findings
of Zheltovodov et al. (1993) and Huo ef al. (2022) on tandem expansion—compression
geometries where larger separation regions were observed with stronger upstream
expansions (larger K). As Re increases, the recovery (or the re-transition process) of the
expanded boundary layer is expedited (Goldfeld & Lisenkov 1991), and the separation
length decreases (Zheltovodov et al. 1993; Xie et al. 2022). It should be noted that while
these studies do elucidate many important aspects of the expansion—compression flow
field, these have been restricted to supersonic Mach numbers (Mach 2 to 4). Furthermore,
these two-dimensional studies, including those on the cone-cylinder-flare geometry (Gray
1967), lack the complexities present in three-dimensional geometries (Panaras 1996;
Gaitonde & Adler 2023). For example, the geometry considered in this study (figure 1) has
a three-dimensional expansion corner upstream of a spanwise-finite compression ramp.
These non-axisymmetric geometric features result in spanwise-varying pressure fields and
separation and reattachment fronts (Vogel et al. 2019), and an overarching goal of this
study is to understand how much of our understanding from existing two-dimensional
studies can be transferred to this non-canonical geometry.

To this end, the geometry shown in figure 1 has been studied in the recent years in
the Sandia Hypersonic Wind Tunnel (HWT) (Pandey et al. 2020, 2021, 2022, 2023;
Saltzman et al. 2023). Although studies on similar geometries have been conducted in
a hypersonic setting before, these have either been restricted to the laminar regime or were
only concerned with characterizing the overall flow field for varying transition locations
(Martellucci & Weinberg 1982; Oberkampf & Aeschliman 1992; Walker & Oberkampf
1992; Tan et al. 2017; Thome et al. 2018; Vogel et al. 2019; McKiernan & Schneider 2021;
Quintanilha & Theofilis 2021; Terceros & Araya 2021; White et al. 2021; Sadagopan et al.
2023; Francis et al. 2024; Nicotra et al. 2024; Sadagopan & Huang 2024). As such, there is
currently limited understanding on the evolution of hypersonic boundary-layer instabilities
and turbulence and their effect in a three-dimensional expansion—compression geometry
that is relevant to real-world applications.
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The current study used several experimental campaigns to carry out characterization
of this three-dimensional geometry in hypersonic flow. The decrease in fluctuations
was quantified for a range of Re conditions on the expansion-only geometry in the
absence of the downstream compression ramp. Once the phenomenon of boundary-layer
relaminarization was established, its effect on the subsequent SBLI was evaluated for
two different compression ramp angles. A remarkable effect of relaminarization is the
enhanced susceptibility to separation that has been demonstrated for a scenario where
separation was not expected for a turbulent boundary layer. Apart from elucidating
this important engineering result, this study helps improve understanding of SBLI
phenomena in such non-canonical geometries by allowing comparisons with the large
body of knowledge obtained from simpler two-dimensional geometries. Furthermore, the
experimental results presented here can be used as a challenging test case for the analytical
and computational tools used in hypersonic vehicle design.

2. Experimental set-up
2.1. Sandia Hypersonic Wind Tunnel and test conditions

The Sandia Hypersonic Wind Tunnel (HWT) is a conventional blowdown-to-vacuum
facility with an interchangeable system of nozzles and heater sections for the selection
of a desired Mach number in the test section (Beresh et al. 2015). In this work, the Mach
8 system was used that has a 355.6 mm diameter axisymmetric test section. The tunnel
employs a bottle farm that stores nitrogen (working fluid) at 689 MPa. A control valve
between the high-pressure storage and the tunnel allows a Py range of 1720-6890 kPa, and
an in-line heater provides a T range of 500-890 K. This provides a Reynolds number (Re)
range from 3.3-20 x 10° m~!. The noise level of the HWT is 3 %—5 %, quantified as the
root mean square (r.m.s.) Pitot pressure between 0 and 50 kHz over the mean Pitot pressure
(Casper et al. 2016).

2.2. Model and sensors

The test model, shown in figure 1, is a 7° half-angle slender cone with a base diameter
of 127 mm. The cone has a hyperbolic cut at an offset of 45.7 mm (72 % of the base
radius) from its axis. The axial length of the resulting horizontal slice is 144.9 mm and, at
its aft-end, the slice has a provision to mount 50.8 mm long and 44.5 mm wide ramps
of different deflection angles. In this work, first a flat plate (0° ramp) was used that
provided a baseline case for evaluating the effect of streamwise expansion on the cone
boundary layer. Ramps of 10° and 30° angle were then used to set up SBLIs of different
strengths and the concomitant flow features. The origin was located at the slice-ramp
corner and at midspan of the ramp with (x, y, z) coordinates pointing in the downstream,
slice-normal and spanwise directions, respectively. In this work, the coordinates have been
non-dimensionalized using the distance of the cone-slice corner from the origin along
the plane of symmetry, i.e. (x,y,z) = (x,y,z)/L, where L = 94.1 mm. This model was
mounted using a sting at the base of the cone, and all testing was done at zero angle of
attack. Slight variations can occur in the angle of attack of the wind tunnel model when
attempting to hold it nominally to zero. The impact of this was studied by deliberately
setting an angle of +/ — 0.2°, from which it was found that the resulting changes in the
peak frequency or the amplitude of the second-mode waves, though detectable, were too
modest to influence the relaminarization effects discussed herein. The effects at turbulent
conditions were negligible. The experiments reported in this paper were conducted over
several different HWT campaigns with compatible measurement/visualization techniques.
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Location (mm) PCB Kulite-XC Schmidt—Boelter Shear stress

—106.6 .
—100.3 .
—88.0 .

o

[ ]

—_— [ )
—49.9 —
—46.85
—43.8 —
—40.75 —
—37.7 —
—34.65 —
-316 —
—28.55 -
—255 —
~118
6.1
24.9
37.9 (0°)
43.7 (30°)

Table 1. Instrumentation locations (distances from origin) on the model with lines demarcating the sensors
on the cone, slice and ramp. Here, e denotes corresponding measurements were made.

Zheltovodov & Knight (2011) note that complex three-dimensional interactions can be
understood by comparison with equivalent two-dimensional flows and as a combination
of canonical interactions. To facilitate such comparisons with two-dimensional studies,
the sensors used in this work have been placed along the plane of symmetry of this
three-dimensional geometry. Two rows of sensor holes, offset on either side of the plane of
symmetry by 3.2 mm, were used. One row has 1.8 mm diameter holes for mounting Kulite
sensors and the other row has 3.8 mm diameter holes for mounting PCB, Schmidt-Boelter
and shear-stress sensors. The holes on the ramp are at the same distance from the origin
irrespective of the ramp angle. The hole locations and the sensors used in the experiments
have been summarized in table 1. The sensors were mounted flush with the model surface
and the sensor cables routed through the sting to the data-acquisition set-up outside the
tunnel. The model base plate had holes that allowed the internal cavity to equilibrate with
the low pressures in the HWT.

The Kulite row had a combination of Kulite XCQ-062-30As or XCE-062-15As for
measuring surface-pressure fluctuations with a 0-30 kHz bandwidth. The sensors have
a vendor-reported uncertainty of 0.1 % of the full-scale output which corresponds to
approximately 100 and 200 Pa for the —15As and —30As, respectively. Precision Filters’
28000 analog signal-conditioning system with a 28144 module was used to provide the
excitation voltage to the sensors and also to low-pass filter (anti-alias) the signals. The
digitization was carried out using an NI-PXI system with NI-6133 modules. The signals
were low-pass filtered at 80 kHz and sampled at 500 kHz. Although these sensors operate
in the absolute mode (no reference pressure needed), determination of the zero-bias
voltage was needed which was facilitated by the pre-run pressures recorded by a Kulite
ETL-79 placed in the test section. The linear sensitivities of the sensors were then used to
calculate the surface pressures during the run.

A thin boundary layer typically found on the small-scale geometries in hypersonic
wind-tunnel experiments is associated with high-frequency pressure fluctuations. In this
work, PCB132B38 sensors that have a frequency bandwidth of 11-1000 kHz have been
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used that allow measurements of high-frequency pressure fluctuations in laminar (Fujii
2006) and turbulent boundary layers (Beresh et al. 2011). These sensors have demonstrated
success in previous HWT experiments on a straight-cone (Casper et al. 2016), and extend
the measurements of the lower-frequency Kulite sensors to capture the second-mode waves
and its higher harmonics. The sensor has an external diameter of 3.175 mm and a rubber
sleeve was used to provide electrical insulation as well as to help isolate it from structural
vibrations; the actual sensing-element diameter is 0.81 mm (Ort & Dosch 2019). The
excitation was provided by a PCB 482A22 signal conditioning system and the anti-alias
low-pass filtering was provided by Precision Filters’ 28612 module. The digitization was
carried out using an NI-PXI system with NI-6396 modules. The signals were low-pass
filtered at 2 MHz and sampled at 5 MHz.

In measurements of high-frequency, small-scale disturbances, spatial averaging effects
due to the finite sensor size can cause unwanted attenuation of fluctuations (Corcos 1963;
Beresh er al. 2011). The attenuation model of Corcos (1963), derived originally for the
incompressible regime, has been shown to correct the PCB data of hypersonic boundary
layers (Huang et al. 2024) using U./U, = 0.8, where U, is the convection velocity of the
pressure fluctuation-inducing eddies and U, is the edge velocity. According to this model,
—3 dB attenuation occurs for w * r/U. = 1, where w = 27f is the circular frequency, r
is the sensor radius and U, is the convection velocity of the pressure fluctuation-inducing
eddies. The estimated —3 dB cutoff for the PCB measurements of the turbulent boundary
layer on the cone is approximately f = 330 kHz. To extend the PCB data up to 500 kHz,
the Corcos correction has been applied to the turbulent dataset. For the laminar and
transitional boundary layers, no correction was necessary since the dominant fluctuations,
due to second-mode instability, exhibit frequencies of approximately 200 kHz or lower on
this geometry.

Schmidt-Boelter gauges (Medtherm Corporation; 8-1-0.25-45-20835EBS) were used
to measure the heat flux on the slice and the ramp. The gauges house a thermopile in
a 2.79 mm diameter cavity with a thermocouple on each of its two ends (Sullivan et al.
2012). The sensor has an external diameter of 3.175 mm and the same mounting procedure
as the PCB was used. The sensor has a reported uncertainty of 3 %. The signals were
low-pass filtered at 1 kHz and were sampled at 20 kHz.

Shear-stress measurements were carried out using novel miniature sensors (AH-125-02)
developed by Ahmic Aerospace, LLC. The sensing element was a floating head that was
connected to the base of the housing through a flexure connected to strain gauges. After
calibration of the strain induced on the flexure, measurement of shear stress on the floating
head can be made (Meritt & Schetz 2016; Meritt et al. 2017). The sensing element and
the external housing are 2.41 mm and 3.175 mm in diameter, respectively. The sensor
can measure shear stress up to 150 Pa with a reported uncertainty of 0.75 Pa at a rate of
approximately 250 Hz. The signals were low-pass filtered at 1 kHz and sampled at 20 kHz.

2.3. High-frame-rate schlieren and focused laser differential interferometry

In addition to the sensor measurements, flow-visualization and off-surface density
fluctuations were captured using schlieren and focused-laser-differential interferometry
(FLDI). Both these techniques were qualitative in nature but provided useful insights into
boundary-layer growth and the relaminarization phenomena.

The high-frame-rate schlieren system incorporated an incoherent pulsed laser (Cavilux
Smart) and a camera (Phantom v2512 or Phantom TMX7510). The laser generated pulses
of 10 ns duration at high repetition rates, either 100 kHz for 10 s or 465 kHz for bursts
of 4 to 5 ms. The z-type schlieren configuration used two 450.8 mm diameter, 2.75 m
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focal length, spherical mirrors for light-collimation and a knife edge oriented horizontally
to resolve vertical gradients in density (Settles 2001). The schlieren system provided a
spanwise-integrated visualization of the boundary layer and SBLI. Two sets of data were
acquired over different wind tunnel entries. The first set used a Phantom v2512 at 100 kHz
with a 640 x 208 pixel area that captured the whole slice-ramp region with a resolution of
2.56 pixels mm~!. The second set used a Phantom TMX7510 at 465 kHz with a 1280 x
64 pixel area to capture the boundary-layer evolution of the expansion-only case with a
resolution of 7.67 pixels mm™".

To measure the high-frequency disturbances in the turbulent boundary layer, a
scanning-FLDI system has been used. A typical FLDI system consists of two sides that
reside across the test section; an FLDI beam pair is generated on the first side and, after
passing through the measurement region and encoding the density gradient information,
is received on the other side (Smeets 1972; Parziale, Shepherd & Hornung 2013). The
focusing aspect of FLDI ensures that the beam pair is only sensitive to a finite region near
the point of focus (Schmidt & Shepherd 2015). The scanning-FLDI used two mirrors on
either side to fold the traditional FLDI set-up, which was then mounted on a horizontal
stage that traversed along the wind-tunnel axis. The scanning-FLDI probe was focused at
the plane of symmetry and scanned the boundary layer 3.5 mm above the slice surface
at 14 mm s~!. A Coherent Verdi laser set at 50 mW output power was used as the
light source. The first side consisted of a 25 mm plano-concave lens (Edmund Optics
47911) that expanded the laser beam, a linear polarizer (ThorLabs LPVISA100) and a
2-arcminute Wollaston prism (United Crystals) that split the beam into a diverging beam
pair. A 200 mm achromat lens (Edmund Optics 88593) followed by a 532-nm mirror
focused the beam pair at the centreplane. A beam profiler measured the resulting beam
diameters to be 0.03 mm with a spacing of 0.1 mm. The optics on the other side were
symmetrical with a photodetector (ThorLabs PDA10A2) replacing the expanding lens to
measure the interference between the beam pair. The photodetector signal was coupled to
the data acquisition system using AC coupling; the signal was low-pass filtered at 2.5 MHz
and digitized at 5 MHz. Further details and pictures can be found from Pandey et al.
(2022).

2.4. Oil-flow visualization and temperature-sensitive paint

To visualize the three-dimensionality of the flow field, oil flow and temperature-sensitive
paint (TSP) were used. Oil-flow visualization provided surface streaklines (which align
with streamlines in steady flow) on the geometry which were useful in verifying flow
symmetry as well as in identifying separation and reattachment locations. A thin coating
of low-viscosity fluorescent liquid (Zyglo ZL-15) was sprayed on the model prior to the
run. Over the course of the run, the streakline pattern settled with a settling time of 1 to 15 s
depending upon the flow conditions. It was illuminated using UV lights and the slice-ramp
region was captured by a LaVision sCMOS camera at a resolution of 15.1 pixels mm™!.
TSP was used to visualize the heating pattern on the model and provide an additional
diagnostic for the extent of the SBLI separation region. The TSP formulation used was
Ru(bpy) in a clearcoat (Liu & Sullivan 2005). The paint was excited with 460 nm
water-cooled lights (ISSI LM2XX-400). Images were acquired with a LaVision sCMOS
camera at a resolution of 6.8 pixels mm™!. A 550 nm high-pass filter was used to remove
the excitation light and capture only the paint emission. The temperature measured by
TSP was converted to heat flux using an in situ scaling method used in previous studies
(Sullivan et al. 2012; Liu et al. 2013; Juliano, Borg & Schneider 2015). A scale factor
was computed by using a linear fit between the heat-flux obtained from a Schmidt—Boelter
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gauge, located on the slice (x = —49.9 mm), and the temperature obtained from TSP near
the gauge. Under the assumption that the paint characteristics are similar and the heating
effects are linear, this scale factor was then applied to the whole TSP image to estimate the
full-field heat flux. Although the accuracy of this scaling method is limited further away
from the gauge location (Juliano et al. 2015), salient differences in the heating patterns of
laminar/transitional and fully turbulent SBLIs are much greater than the estimated errors
in the heat-flux fields.

3. Effect of expansion on the boundary layer

The boundary layer developing on the upstream cone region of the current geometry
undergoes an abrupt expansion as it encounters the slice corner. The effect of this
three-dimensional feature on the mean flow field is first discussed for the expansion-only
geometry, as shown in figure 1(a). The evolution of the boundary-layer disturbances is
then discussed in the context of high-frequency experimental measurements that describe
the relaminarization behaviour on this geometry. A range of Reynolds numbers was used
to examine stabilization across different boundary-layer states.

3.1. Mean flow

The two-dimensional expansion-corner studies, reviewed in § 1, use expansion ramps, such
as were used by Dussauge (1987), or an axisymmetric cone-cylinder geometry, such as
was used by Sternberg (1954), to subject the upstream boundary layer to an expansion. In
contrast, the current cone geometry has a hyperbolic cut that results in a curved expansion
edge and a spanwise finite region of low pressure. The goal of this section is to assess the
effect of this three-dimensional relief on the cone boundary layer and how it compares
with two-dimensional studies.

Figures 2(a) and 2(b) show instantaneous surface oil-flow visualization for a laminar and
a turbulent upstream boundary-layer state, respectively. The two cases show qualitative
similarity except that for the higher Re case, the oil spreads quickly into smooth surface
streaklines presumably due to larger surface shear. A few oil flow streaklines have been
indicated using black dashed curves in panel (b). The streakline on the plane of symmetry
moves straight from the cone onto the slice without any deviation or interruption, verifying
that there is no flow separation due to the 7° expansion. Cone streaklines azimuthally away
from the plane of symmetry appear to follow the expected diverging trajectory on the cone
until they approach the slice where the low pressure on the slice attracts the fluid and
causes spanwise-inward turning of the streaklines. Further downstream on the slice, these
streaklines begin to diverge away from the plane of symmetry suggesting development of
secondary flow. Despite this opposing outward flow, cone streaklines continue to climb
onto the slice even at the end of the model.

As documented by two-dimensional studies, flow expansion leads to thickening of the
boundary layer; for example, Arnette et al. (1998) found that for a Mach 3 free stream,
boundary-layer thickness increased by a factor of 1.5 and 2 across 7° and 14° expansions,
respectively. This expansion of the boundary layer is apparent in figure 3 that shows
ensemble averaged (50k images) schlieren images for a laminar and a turbulent case.
The mean density gradients in the boundary layer appear as increased intensity in the
image. The thickening is strongest across the expansion fan which is visible as a region
of increased schlieren intensity emanating from the cone-slice corner into the free stream.
Expansion fans are regions of increased bulk dilatation and are bounded by Mach waves.
Here, the cone edge Mach number estimated using Taylor—Maccoll equations and a slice
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Figure 2. Oil-flow visualization for (a) a laminar case Re = 4.7 x 10° m~! and (b) a turbulent case Re =
16.2 x 105 m~! on the cone-slice expansion configuration. Black dashed curves in panel (b) track a few
streaklines.
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Figure 3. Mean schlieren visualization. Whites dots trace the extracted boundary layer edge and dashed lines
approximately bound the expansion fan region in the plane of symmetry: (a) Re = 4.7 x 10° m~!; (b) Re =
16.2 x 105 m~1.

Mach number estimated using inviscid two-dimensional Prandtl-Meyer equations have
been used to obtain the two Mach waves shown in the figure (dashed lines). The intensity
gradient in the free stream at the start of the expansion fan corresponds well with the first
Mach wave.

The white dots in figure 3 track the boundary-layer edge educed from the
averaged schlieren images. While the z-type schlieren implemented here provides a
spanwise-integrated side view of the boundary layer development, it can be argued that
the extracted edge represents the boundary layer edge in the plane of symmetry since the
expansion occurs there first. For the laminar case shown in figure 3(a), the r.m.s. schlieren
intensity clearly helps demarcate the edge of the boundary layer. For the turbulent case
shown in figure 3(b), the edge has been defined as the wall-normal location at which the
double-derivative of the schlieren intensity value peaks; this identifies the location where
the schlieren intensity begins to increase sharply. The extracted edge appears to faithfully
capture the growth of the boundary layer in figure 3.
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Figure 4. Normalized mean pressure. (a) Comparison at several Reynolds numbers, Re indicated as
x10® m~!. For clarity, exemplar uncertainty bars are shown for only a few locations. (b) Turbulent case
compared with previous two-dimensional expansion corner studies.

Streamwise pressure gradient is an important parameter that affects the boundary
layer stabilization. To quantify it, the mean (temporally averaged) pressures measured by
the Kulite transducers are shown in figure 4. For a few locations, uncertainty bars are
shown that correspond to the vendor-reported value of 0.1 % of full-scale output. As Re
increases, mean pressure values increase and the relative uncertainty magnitudes decrease.
To normalize the data, estimates of pressure upstream of the expansion corner have been
obtained using the Taylor—-Maccoll equations that provide the cone-edge pressure (Pcg). In
addition, inviscid estimates of pressures downstream of a two-dimensional, 7° expansion
corner have been obtained using the Prandtl-Meyer equations (Ppyy). Figure 4(a) shows
that this allows reasonable collapse of data across several different Reynolds numbers
considered here. Also shown are measurements by Oberkampf et al. (1995) who used a
10° blunt cone geometry with a similar slice-length to cone-length ratio of 30 %, although
the cone length was considerably shorter (264 mm as compared to 517 mm of the current
geometry). The abscissa has been normalized by the length of the full slice (Lyjic.) in the
plane of symmetry from the cone-slice corner to the base of the geometry. The results
show that the upstream pressure on the cone is close to the edge value predicted by the
Taylor—-Maccoll equation but the pressure on the slice (in the plane of symmetry) is not
well represented by the two-dimensional inviscid estimate.

The turbulent case (Re = 16.5 x 10° m~!) is compared with data from turbulent
two-dimensional expansion corner literature in figure 4(b). The streamwise dimension
has been normalized using the upstream boundary layer thickness (8p) and the
hypersonic similarity parameter (K = Myr, where o is the corner angle in radians).
The boundary-layer edge extracted at x = —1 from the mean schlieren image shown
in figure 3(b) was used as &g for the current work. As suggested by Lu & Chung
(1992), data across the two-dimensional studies show reasonable collapse with a pressure
minimum that is within 5 %—10 % of the inviscid estimates achieved in a response length
of 10-20 non-dimensional boundary layer thicknesses. However, the pressure decrease
is not as strong in the current geometry and begins to plateau at approximately 20 %
of the two-dimensional value. This suggests that the three-dimensional relief and the
resulting flow field generate a pressure field on the slice that is different than a canonical
two-dimensional expansion.
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3.2. Boundary layer disturbances

Boundary-layer transition on a sharp-straight-cone geometry of the same length as the
current geometry has been studied in the HWT at Mach 8 by Casper et al. (2016). The
study showed that for Re < 5.5 x 10 m™!, transition does not occur on a 517 mm long,
7° cone, but it moves significantly upstream of where the cone-slice corner is located on
the current geometry (317.3 mm from the nose) for Re > 13.0 x 10° m~'. By varying the
free stream Re, this study looks at the effect of the expansion on laminar, transitional and
turbulent boundary layers.

The effect of Re variation is shown in figure 5 for four representative boundary-layer
states using instantaneous schlieren images. The boundary-layer thickness, obtained from
ensemble-averaged schlieren image, has been annotated using white dots in each image.
At low Re shown in figure 5(a), the boundary layer is laminar and no disturbance is visible
except occasional passage of instability wavepackets; one such packet has been annotated
in the figure using a black arrow. A further increase in Re, as shown in figure 5(b),
increases the prevalence of such instability waves while the boundary layer is still laminar.
Figure 5(c) shows a transitional case where turbulent spots appear in the upstream cone
boundary layer and on the slice and figure 5(d) shows a turbulent case where upstream
boundary layer also appears turbulent.

It should be noted that due to the spanwise-integrated nature of the schlieren, figure 5
presents an amalgamated view of boundary-layer disturbances that may originate at
different azimuths on the cone and then climb onto the slice due to the spanwise flow seen
in figure 2. As such, analysis of turbulent structures on the slice is not possible. However,
based on an understanding from previous studies (Arnette, Samimy & Elliott 1995), it can
be expected that the size of the turbulent structures increases on the slice in accordance
with the boundary-layer thickness. Furthermore, if a near-wall laminarescent layer exists
on the slice, as seen in planar visualizations by Wang et al. (2016), it will be camouflaged
by the spanwise integration. However, the evidence for such near-wall relaminarization is
presented next in the context of sensor measurements in the plane-of-symmetry for the
different boundary-layer states.

3.2.1. Laminar regime

The second-mode waves are the dominant instability mechanism of a high-Mach-number
boundary layer on a straight cone (Mack 1984). The rope-like structures in figure 5(b)
are a visual manifestation of these trapped acoustic waves that propagate downstream
while resonating between the peaks in acoustic impedance at the wall and at the sonic line
(Fedorov 2011). The PSD of 1 s of PCB data is shown in figure 6 for Re = 5.9 x 10 m~!.
The sensor on the cone (x < —1) shows the existence of strong second-mode waves at
approximately 200 kHz and its higher harmonics. Narrow peaks in the high-frequency
regime are due to electronic noise. A broadband decrease in pressure fluctuations occurs
on the slice as shown by the sensor located less than 6 mm downstream (at x =
—0.94) of the corner. Further along the slice, pressure fluctuations in the high-frequency
regime (>120 kHz) decrease strongly (annotated by a dotted arrow); at x = —0.53, the
second-mode amplitude is smaller than that on the cone by over two orders of magnitude.
Further downstream, as the overall upstream second-mode energy decreases, a secondary
peak at a frequency lower than the original second-mode peak appears (the two peaks
have been annotated using double solid arrows). At lower frequencies (<100 kHz), the
pressure fluctuations begin to increase on the slice. A small peak is seen to first appear
at x = —0.53 that becomes prominent and moves to lower frequencies in the downstream
direction (annotated by a dashed arrow).
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Figure 5. Instantaneous schlieren visualization. White dots trace the extracted boundary layer edge from the
mean image: (a) Re = 4.7 x 10 m™'; (b) Re = 6.2 x 10° m~!; (¢) Re = 9.8 x 10° m~!; (d) Re = 16.2 x
10° m~1.
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Figure 6. PSD of pressure fluctuations measured by PCBs for Re = 5.9 x 10° m~!. Arrows show evolution
of pressure-fluctuation peaks and are discussed in the text.
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The frequency (f) of second-mode waves observed in experiments scales as f§/U, = K,
where § and U, are the local boundary-layer thickness and edge velocity, respectively, and
K is a constant (Stetson et al. 1983; Marineau et al. 2019). Across an expansion corner,
the edge velocity does not change much; U, was estimated on the cone and the slice using
Taylor—-Maccoll equations and Prandtl-Meyer equations, respectively, and was found to
vary by only 4 %. This implies that the frequency of the second-mode wave is inversely
related to the boundary-layer thickness (Chuvakhov et al. 2021), which is consistent with
the concept of trapped acoustic waves.

Frequency peaks have been identified from the PSD data for the two laminar cases and
are shown in figure 7(a). The uncertainty bars represent the frequency band associated
with a 5 % variation in peak amplitude (on both sides of the peak) to provide a measure
of the uncertainty in peak identification. The high-frequency (180-250 kHz) peaks
corresponding to the upstream second-mode waves have been identified until x = —0.53,
after which the dominant peak shifts to the low-frequency range (50-170 kHz). As seen
in figure 6, these lower frequency peaks decrease in frequency towards the base of the
cone. Using the local boundary-layer thickness (&) from schlieren, peak frequencies were
non-dimensionalized and are presented in figure 7(b). Uncertainty bars were computed by
combining the uncertainty bars in frequency peaks and the uncertainty in boundary-layer
thickness estimation. The local value of f§ has been normalized by the value upstream
on the cone (f8)cone- Just downstream of the corner, the non-dimensional number f§
increases sharply due to rapid expansion of the boundary layer while the peak frequency
corresponding to the attenuating upstream second-mode waves stays constant. However,
further downstream, f§ realigns to the upstream value for both the Reynolds number
cases suggesting that the increase in lower frequency energy is due to lower-frequency
second-mode waves amplified by the thickened boundary layer. For non-dimensional
f8 to correspond to 1 at x = —0.53, the local boundary-layer thickness yields a peak
second-mode frequency estimate of approximately 85 kHz (star symbol in figure 7).
This corresponds well with the lower-amplitude local peak observed in the PSD data at
x = —0.53 in figure 6; at this location, the amplitude of the decaying second-mode waves
from the cone remains larger than the new ones forming on the slice. These behaviours of
the normalized frequency of the new instability wave are consistent with a second-mode
wave developing under the thickened boundary layer.

In addition to the PSDs, a time-domain analysis of the PCB data provides further insight
into the nature of these instability waves. The cross-correlations across two sensors on the
cone and on the slice are shown in figure 8 for 1 s of PCB data. The overall delay between
the two sensors is smaller on the cone due to the close proximity of the sensors. The
maximum and minimum in the correlation coefficients have been marked with red circles
and the temporal gap between the two has been used to compute the dominant frequency.
Figure 8(a) shows the archetypal wavepacket nature of the second-mode waves (Casper,
Beresh & Schneider 2014). The obtained frequency of 195 kHz corresponds well with that
observed in figure 6. On the slice, the periodic nature of the wavepacket is still observed
(figure 8b) although the cross-correlation is not as symmetric, presumably due to the
incipient nature of the second-mode waves as well as larger distance between the sensors.
However, the dominant frequency of 48 kHz compares well with the low-frequency peak
at the last sensor at x = 0.40 and provides further evidence for the instability-wave origin
of this peak.

This emergence of lower-frequency second-mode waves is in agreement with two recent
studies at Mach 6. Chuvakhov et al. (2021) performed linear stability analyses and DNS on
two-dimensional 5° and 10° expansion corners, and demonstrated that after the expansion,
there do not exist any new modes of instability but only the second-mode wave at a
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Figure 7. Frequency peaks in the laminar regime at two Reynolds numbers. (a) Identified peaks.
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Figure 8. Cross-correlation between PCBs for Re = 5.9 x 10°m~!: (@) ¥ = —1.13 and ¥ = —1.06; (b) X =
0.06 and x = 0.40. Red circles identify the maximum and minimum in the cross-correlation used to compute
the frequency.

lower frequency that is commensurate with the thicker boundary layer. Butler & Laurence
(2021) provided experimental verification for this on a 5° cone-cylinder expansion and
observed frequency-shifted, second-mode waves through spectral analysis of the schlieren
visualizations. For the three-dimensional expansion geometry considered here, oil-flow
streaklines in figure 2 confirm that the flow along the plane of symmetry is nominally
straight and does not exhibit any cross-flow. Lack of cross-flow rules out the presence of
travelling cross-flow instability as the source of frequency peaks after the expansion. Based
on these findings, it is concluded that the low-frequency peaks in figure 6 correspond to
the second-mode instabilities that are amplified on the slice at a frequency commensurate
with the expanded boundary-layer thickness. More importantly, the decay of the upstream
strong second-mode waves capable of inducing transition and their replacement by nascent
waves of considerably smaller amplitude points to the transition-delaying ability of the
expansion corner.
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Figure 9. PSD of pressure measured by PCBs: (a) Re = 9.4 x 10 m~1; (b) Re = 10.8 x 10° m~!. Arrows
show evolution of pressure-fluctuation peaks and are discussed in the text.

3.2.2. Transitional regime

As the Reynolds number is increased, transition of the boundary layer progresses further
upstream along the cone. Figure 9 shows PSD of pressure fluctuations captured by the PCB
sensors for two transitional Re cases; figure 5(c) is a representative schlieren image for this
scenario. Comparing the PSD of the sensor at x = —1.13 across figures 9(a) and 9(b)
shows that with increasing Re, the second-mode peak looses prominence and the pressure
fluctuations on the cone become broadband. This is consistent with previous sharp-cone
studies at Mach 8, which showed that boundary-layer transition occurs by first saturation,
and then breakdown, of the second-mode waves (Stetson et al. 1983; Casper et al. 2016).
Narrow peaks in the PSDs are due to electronic noise, and sharp edges at 300 kHz and
higher frequencies are due to sensor resonances (Ort & Dosch 2019).

On the slice, akin to the laminar case (figure 6), the sensor just downstream of the
cone-slice corner shows reduction in pressure fluctuation energy across all frequencies.
The saturated second-mode peak loses its amplitude further as shown using a dotted arrow.
Further downstream (x > —0.5), the flat spectrum gives way to a single dominant broad
spectral peak in the 80-170 kHz range that shifts to lower frequencies like the laminar case.
This has been annotated using a solid arrow in figure 9(b). The right (high-frequency)
shoulder of this peak is associated with a dramatic decrease in the high-frequency
fluctuations with a very steep roll-off that is reminiscent of prominent second-mode peaks
in the laminar regime. The left (low-frequency) shoulder also shows smaller fluctuations
than the broadband PSD of the upstream sensor at x = —0.94. Cross-correlations of the
time series signals confirmed that these broad peaks indeed correspond to second-mode
waves; this is explored in detail in the next subsection for a turbulent boundary layer.

3.2.3. Turbulent regime

Two-dimensional studies in the supersonic regime have suggested that an expanded
turbulent boundary layer shows behaviour of a two-layered boundary layer with a near-wall
laminarescent layer and an outer turbulent layer with structures arriving from the upstream
boundary layer (Sternberg 1954). To quantify if such a behaviour occurs here, the surface
pressure spectrum has been used to understand the contributions from the different
parts of the boundary layer (Bull 1996; Blake 2017). The surface pressure spectrum
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Figure 10. (a) PSD of pressure fluctuations measured by PCBs for Re = 16.5 x 10° m~!. (b) Zoom-in to
show the frequency peaks. Spectra in panel (b) shifted down for clarity by multiplying the PSDs of the sensors
at x = —0.53, —0.13, 0.06, 0.40 by a factor of 1, 0.6, 0.3, 0.1, respectively. Solid arrows in panel (b) point at
peaks obtained from cross-correlation and dashed arrow in panel (b) annotates the leftward shift of the peak.

for a hypersonic turbulent boundary layer has dominant energy near f &~ Uy /é (Duan,
Choudhari & Zhang 2016), which corresponds to approximately 300 kHz for the boundary
layer on the cone. The PCB measurements extend to more than twice this frequency
(800 kHz) and are expected to capture the majority of these fluctuations. However, the
spatial averaging effect due to the finite sensor size of the PCB causes attenuation at high
frequencies. The Corcos correction (Corcos 1963; Huang et al. 2024) described in § 2.2
has been implemented to counter the spatial attenuation effects up to 500 kHz. The same
correction factors have been used across all sensors, on the cone and along the slice, under
the assumption that U./U, does not vary significantly across the expansion.

Figure 10(a) shows the PSD of 1 s of PCB data for a high-Re case. The sensor on the
cone confirms the broadband nature of the upstream turbulent boundary layer; a few sharp
peaks at 300 kHz and higher frequencies are due to sensor resonances and electronic
noise. The rapid expansion downstream of the corner uniformly diminishes fluctuations
across all scales as seen in the spectra at x = —0.94 and downstream. This reduction is
in agreement with the mean pressure decrease shown in figure 4. Further downstream,
the high-frequency fluctuations (>300 kHz) attenuate strongly such that at x = —0.53
(~138p downstream of corner), the fluctuations are 1-2 orders of magnitude smaller. By
x = —0.13 (=246)), a further decrease in high-pressure fluctuations is observed and the
high-frequency roll-off begins at an even lower frequency. In fact, the pressure spectrum
for x > —0.13 in this turbulent case (Re = 16.5 x 10° m~!) has qualitative similarity to
the transitional case (Re = 10.8 x 10°® m™~!) shown in figure 9(b). The spectra show a
broad plateau with a high-frequency roll-off starting at approximately 200 kHz and a small
peak in the 80-130 kHz range with a more gradual roll-off in the low-frequency regime.
A slight shift of the spectral peak and the right shoulder towards lower frequencies can
also be observed akin to the transitional case, corresponding to an expanding boundary
layer. However, unlike figure 9(b), the left (lower-frequency) shoulder makes a recovery
with increasing fluctuation values along the slice suggestive of broadband turbulent
fluctuations.

The frequency-dependence of the decrease in pressure fluctuations is explored in
figure 11 using r.m.s. values obtained by integrating the pressure spectrum in discrete
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Figure 11. (a) R.m.s. of pressure fluctuations measured by PCBs in several frequency bands for
Re = 16.5 x 109 m~!, (b) normalized by mean pressure at corresponding locations.

frequency bands. The r.m.s. pressure in each band (p),,,) has been normalized by the

upstream value on the cone (p),,s one) in figure 11(a) and the results clearly show that
the fluctuations are diminished across all frequencies with particularly strong attenuation
in the high-frequency bands. The uncertainty bands in the figures represent the reported
sensor uncertainty. It should be noted that although the PSD and the absolute r.m.s. values
are dependent on the correction factors used for the Corcos correction, the r.m.s. ratios
presented in figure 11 are not. This is because the comparison between the cone and
the slice sensors have been made across consistent frequency bands that suffer the same
attenuation effects.

The decrease in the r.m.s. ratio (on the slice versus on the cone) is in agreement with
the two-dimensional study at Mach 3 by Dawson et al. (1994), although measurements
in that study were restricted to only 60 kHz. The particularly strong attenuation in
the high-frequency regime points to the quenching of upstream small-scale, near-wall
turbulent fluctuations. To assess if the local fluctuation levels are in fact lower on the
slice, the r.m.s. values have been normalized by the mean pressure in figure 11(b).
Here, P and Py, represent the mean local and cone pressures, respectively. Based
on the integrated measurements from 1-60 kHz, Dawson et al. (1994) concluded that
the fluctuation levels post-expansion do not decrease if normalized by the decreasing
mean pressure. The results in figure 11(b) in the lower-frequency regime (<200 kHz)
are consistent with this claim that show that the normalized fluctuations levels are well
approximated by the pre-expansion values (within uncertainty bounds) by the end of the
slice. However, normalized fluctuations in the high-frequency regime (>200 kHz) are
considerably smaller; fluctuation levels in the 400-500 kHz band are approximately 10 %
of that on the cone. Therefore, the conclusion of Dawson et al. (1994) does not hold for
the higher-frequency fluctuations on this geometry.

The PSD and the r.m.s. results show that the effect of the expansion in turbulence
suppression is particularly strong in the high-frequency regime. This spectral region
is associated with near-wall fluctuations (Bull 1996; Blake 2017) and, as such, this
result provides credibility to the two-layered structure hypothesis (Sternberg 1954) of an
expanded boundary layer. If a laminarescent layer does indeed exist underneath an outer
turbulent layer, instability waves could be prevalent there. Evidence for this is provided by
the cross-correlation of the PCB sensor data in figure 12. The boundary layer on the cone
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Figure 12. Cross-correlation between PCBs for Re = 16.5 x 10 m™ (@)x=—1.13andx = —1.06; (b) x =
—0.53 and x = —0.13; (¢) x = 0.06 and x = —0.40. Red circles identify the maximum and minimum in the

cross-correlation used to compute the frequency.

is turbulent (as seen in the PSD above) and consequently, the cross-correlation of the two
cone sensors in figure 12(a) exhibits only a single peak without any periodicity. However,
the sensors on the slice show a clear return to the wavepacket-type correlation, similar to
figure 8, where the inherent periodicity of the instability waves is evident. The estimated
frequency of 114 kHz from figure 12(b) corresponds to the small peak observed in the PSD
for the sensor at x = —0.13. Similarly, the cross-correlation of figure 12(c) provides an
estimated frequency of 100 kHz. Both these peaks have been identified in figure 10(b) that
provides a zoomed-in look at these peaks. For clarity, the spectra of downstream sensors
in figure 10(b) has been progressively shifted down in amplitude by multiplying the PSDs
of the sensors at x = —0.53, —0.13, 0.06, 0.40 by a factor of 1, 0.6, 0.3, 0.1, respectively.
The shift of the peak to lower frequencies is apparent (annotated using a dashed arrow).
Similar behaviour of wavepacket-type cross-correlations with low-frequency shifting of
spectra was also observed for the transitional cases. This is consistent with the thickening
of the boundary layer.

In addition to the quantitative surface-pressure measurements discussed above,
high-frame-rate schlieren and FLDI provide two additional qualitative approaches to
probe the fluctuations in the expanded boundary layer. Schlieren data were acquired at
465 kHz and provide a global, albeit spanwise-integrated, picture of the boundary-layer
fluctuations. Figure 13 shows the band-pass filtered intensity fluctuation data in two
frequency bands: figure 13(a) shows the 120-130 kHz band and figure 13(b) shows the
220-230 kHz band. These bands were selected based on the findings from the PCB
measurements and the Nyquist limit of the schlieren visualization. Data have been

normalized by the fluctuations in a small window of 1.5 mm? (black rectangle) within
the upstream boundary layer. Also shown are the boundary-layer thickness (dotted curve)
and the expansion fan (bounded by dashed lines) obtained from the ensemble-averaged
schlieren images. A significant attenuation occurs at the first Mach wave and continuing
reduction further downstream. This is in agreement with the computational work of
Teramoto et al. (2017) on a two-dimensional expansion corner that showed that reduction
in upstream fluctuations occurs dominantly in the expansion-fan region. By x =0,
the fluctuations become significantly smaller and further downstream (x > 0.2), slight
recovery of fluctuations is observed in both the bands; however, this could be affected
by the spanwise integration. Comparing the two frequency bands, it is apparent that
the attenuation is stronger in the higher frequency band which is in agreement with the
surface-pressure results discussed above.
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Figure 13. Schlieren PSD normalized by intensity fluctuations in the upstream boundary layer computed
within the annotated rectangle: (a) 120-130 kHz; (b) 220-230 kHz. Here, Re = 16.0 x 10 m~—!. White dots
and white dashed lines mark the boundary-layer edge and the expansion fan region. Red dashed line in panel
(b) shows the FLDI scan location.

The density fluctuation visualizations obtained from schlieren can be extended to higher
frequencies using FLDI. Unlike conventional schlieren, the focusing aspect of FLDI
reduces spanwise integration of fluctuations. This spanwise-sensitive region is frequency
dependent such that higher frequencies in the flow are integrated over a smaller region,
thus making FLDI suitable for high-frequency measurements (Schmidt & Shepherd 2015;
Lawson et al. 2020). In this work, a scanning-FLDI technique, as described in § 2.3, was
implemented.

The FLDI probe was scanned horizontally along the surface of the slice at a wall-normal
distance of 3.5 mm; the scanning location is shown in figure 13(b) using a red dashed line.
The scan started upstream of the cone-slice corner where the probe was located farther
away from the boundary layer and only measured the free stream fluctuations. As the
probe moved horizontally along the slice and entered the thickening boundary layer along
the slice, the measurements were progressively made deeper within the boundary layer.
Figure 14(a) presents the short-term Fourier transform (STFT) contour of the FLDI scan.
A region of increased activity especially at high frequencies is seen around x = —0.85
that becomes progressively smaller (annotated by a white dashed arrow). PSDs were
extracted at a few streamwise locations in figure 14(a) and are presented in figure 14(b);
the same colours have been used in both the plots. At x = —1.06 (black curve), the probe
measured the free stream and thus recorded lower fluctuations. In contrast, the fluctuations
were much stronger at x = —0.85 as the probe entered the boundary layer (orange
curve). Further along the slice, as the probe measured deeper within the boundary layer,
fluctuations should be biased towards higher frequencies; however, the opposite has been
observed here, i.e. density fluctuations decreased along the slice with stronger attenuation
at higher frequencies. This is in agreement with the schlieren and surface-pressure results
discussed previously.

Although mean density measurements were not available to normalize the fluctuation
levels obtained from schlieren and FLDI, both the techniques do provide qualitative
evidence of decreasing fluctuation levels especially in the high-frequency regime. In
conjunction with the quantitative surface-pressure data, which also showed strong
attenuation of high-frequency fluctuations, these results suggest rapid quenching of
small-scale, near-wall turbulence.
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Figure 14. Scanning FLDI spectra: (a) STFT contour at y = 3.5 mm; (b) PSD computed using 2 mm thick
sections at indicated locations. Re = 16.5 x 106 m~!.

3.2.4. Shear-stress reduction

Surface shear stress arises due to the action of near-wall velocity gradients on the no-slip
wall. As compared with a laminar case, increased mixing in turbulent boundary layers
enhances near-wall momentum. This leads to a fuller velocity profile that is associated with
stronger gradients near the wall and thus larger shear stress values (White & Majdalani
2022). As such, surface shear stress is an important quantity of interest that can be
evaluated to investigate the boundary-layer characteristics on the cone-slice geometry.
In this study, direct shear-stress measurements were made at four locations, one in the
upstream cone section and three along the slice (see table 1) to quantify the reduction in
shear stress in the expanded boundary layer.

A compilation of measurements across 47 HWT runs at a range of Re is presented
in figure 15. Markers show the individual measurements and the curves show a logistic
function fit to the shear stress variation with Re at each location. Shaded regions
correspond to the 90 % confidence intervals for the fits. Shear stress estimates using
laminar (Chapman & Rubesin 1949) and turbulent (van Driest 1956) correlations have
been computed at the upstream sensor location for the various runs; these are shown
using dashed and dotted curves, respectively. The measurements on the cone (at x =
—1.07) serve as an indicator of the incoming boundary-layer state. For small Re, shear
stress is closely approximated by the laminar correlation but it begins to rise sharply
for Re > 7 x 10° m~! indicating the start of boundary-layer transition. The range of
transitional Re aligns well with the previous results from schlieren (figure 5) and
surface-pressure measurements (figure 9). For Re > 12 x 10 m~', shear stress appears
to be well approximated by the turbulent correlation. A previous DNS (Huang et al. 2024)
at Re = 13.4 x 10° m~! for the HWT Mach 8 conditions showed that the van Driest (1956)
correlation compares favourably with the computations.

The sensors on the slice show progressively decreasing shear-stress values across
all Re. For the laminar cases (Re <6 x 10° m~!), the values decrease from the
laminar-correlation value of approximately 12—15 Pa on the cone to near-zero values by
the end of the slice (x = 0.26). This shear-stress decrease is due to the expansion effects
that reduce the free stream density and increase the momentum thickness of the boundary
layer. As the Re increases, boundary-layer transition manifests as increased shear stress
on the cone. Since the stabilizing effect of the expansion attenuates the amplitude of the
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Figure 15. Distribution of mean shear-stress measurements on the cone and slice across Re. Markers show
individual measurements and solid lines show fitted logistic function fit and shaded regions are the respective
90 % confidence intervals for the fits. Laminar (dotted line) and turbulent (dashed line) correlations for a straight
cone are also shown for comparison.

instability waves, a decrease in shear stress occurs as the flow becomes transitional as well.
This trend continues across the transitional and turbulent Re cases where boundary-layer
relaminarization leads to a stronger drop in shear-stress magnitude.

For the nine high-Re runs (Re > 14.0 x 100 m), shear-stress data have been
non-dimensionalized using the cone-edge conditions and presented as skin-friction
coefficient, ¢y = 1,/ (% Pe Ug), in figure 16. The uncertainty bars show the variations across
these runs. Here, t,, is the measured shear stress, and p, and U, are the approximated
shock-layer (cone boundary-layer edge) density and velocity from Taylor—Maccoll
equations (Taylor & Maccoll 1933). Although the slice free stream conditions are different
(lower density), the cone-edge conditions have been used to normalize the measurements
at all locations for consistency. Straight-cone laminar (Chapman & Rubesin 1949) and
turbulent (van Driest 1956) correlations over the streamwise region of interest have been
provided for comparison; the shaded region captures the variations in the correlation
values for the different run conditions.

The cone skin-friction coefficient value in figure 16 is in agreement with the turbulent
correlation. Downstream on the slice, ¢y progressively decreases to values that correspond
to a laminar boundary layer developing on a straight cone. These results are consistent
with figure 15 where the dimensional shear-stress values on the cone and the slice were
also similar to the straight cone turbulent- (approximately 70 Pa) and laminar-correlation
values (approximately 15-20 Pa), respectively. This result showcases the strong reduction
in turbulent skin friction due to the expansion; while a part of this reduction is due to the
thickening of the boundary layer as also observed in the laminar cases, the predominant
reduction is due to the near-wall relaminarization effects.

Recent two-dimensional computational studies at Mach 2-3 (Sun et al. 2017; Tong et al.
2022) have shown that, unlike the accelerated outer layer, the velocity deficit near the wall
decreases in an expanded boundary layer. The reduced shear-stress values observed on the
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Figure 16. Skin friction coefficient for turbulent cases, Re > 14 x 10® m~!
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, compared with straight-cone

slice suggest that the same is true for the boundary layer here. The attenuation of near-wall
fluctuation levels along with the presence of instability waves points to the presence of a
laminarescent near-wall layer, where reduced mixing leads to a less-full velocity profile
and a lower shear-stress value (Sun et al. 2017). The high-Re, turbulent conditions that
exhibit the relaminarization phenomena can be compared with the criterion provided by
Narasimha & Viswanath (1975) for observing apparent relaminarization effects. As in the
present work, Narasimha & Viswanath (1975) understand relaminarized flows to include
low levels of residual turbulence rather than a flow that has become strictly laminar.
A compilation of early two-dimensional studies at Mach <3 resulted in the criterion
(Ap > 70t,,), where Ap represents pressure drop across the expansion corner and t,, is
the shear stress in the turbulent boundary layer upstream of the expansion. For lack of
a better alternative, this criterion has also been tested for data at higher Mach number
boundary layers where its applicability has been challenged (Goldfeld er al. 2002; Nguyen
et al. 2013). The current study at Mach 8 also arrives at a similar conclusion; using a
nominal shock-layer pressure of 1550 Pa for Ap and a measured value of 70 Pa for 7,
yields Ap/tw ~ 22. This value is considerably lower than the criterion suggested by
Narasimha & Viswanath (1975) suggesting that this threshold might be too conservative
for observing relaminarization effects in hypersonic boundary layers.

4. Expansion-compression geometry

The results discussed in the previous section established the strong effect played by the
expansion corner in altering the state of the boundary layer. The reduced fluctuation levels
and shear-stress values suggest near-wall relaminarization that increases the separation
susceptibility of the expanded boundary layer or changes the characteristics when
separation does occur. This effect has been demonstrated through use of spanwise-finite
compression ramps of 10°, as shown in figure 1(b), or 30°, which were placed at the aft-end
of the slice to create the expansion-compression geometry. All measurements presented in
this section were made at high Re with an upstream turbulent boundary layer.
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Figure 17. Heat flux coefficient contours from TSP. 10° ramp, Re = 15.6 x 10 m—1.

4.1. 10° compression ramp

The addition of a 10° ramp on the aft-end of the slice introduces flow deflection that sets
up an SBLI. Whether flow separation occurs upstream of the ramp depends on the state
of the boundary layer and the magnitude of the adverse pressure gradient imposed by the
ramp. Previous work at Mach 5 on this geometry has shown that a 10° ramp does not cause
boundary-layer separation for an incoming turbulent boundary layer (Pandey et al. 2021).
A similar pressure gradient at Mach 8 is not expected to induce separation either.

Figures 17 and 18 show the heat-flux coefficient field and oil-flow visualization acquired
at Mach 8 with the 10° ramp at high Re. Heat flux, obtained from the TSP measurements,
was normalized using the edge conditions (¢ = gw/(cppeUe(Toe — Ty))) to produce
the heat-flux coefficient field. Here, c, is the heat-capacity at constant pressure, p., U,
and Ty, are the calculated shock-layer density, velocity and total temperature, respectively,
and T,, is the model wall temperature approximated as 300 K. A black rectangle on the
ramp is used to mask the geometry that was painted with pressure-sensitive paint (PSP).
The TSP image shows a decrease in heat flux on the slice due to the expansion and the
relaminarization effects on the incoming cone boundary layer. On the ramp, instead of
uniform heat-flux map as expected for an attached SBLI, a gradient exists following the
compression corner. Such a heating pattern is a characteristic of turbulent reattachment
where the separated shear layer reattaches upstream of the peak heating location (Arnal
& Delery 2004). This suggests that flow separation occurs with the 10° ramp with a
reattachment just downstream of the slice-ramp corner. This is confirmed by the oil-flow
visualization image shown in figure 18. The surface streaklines on the slice form a thin
impenetrable line in front of the ramp; this region is magnified in figure 18(b). This pooling
of oil is due to the recirculation formed near the corner as a result of boundary-layer
separation. The distance between the slice-ramp corner (dashed line) and the separation
line (dotted line) is approximately 3.5 mm. This separation of the boundary layer over the
slice at Mach 8 is in contrast to the absence of separation at Mach 5 on the same geometry
(Pandey et al. 2021).

Susceptibility to separation for a boundary layer can be quantified by the incipient
pressure (pin.) and the corresponding incipient angle of separation (6;,.), which are the
smallest pressure and deflection angle needed to induce flow-separation, respectively. For
hypersonic turbulent boundary layers, the correlation by Holden (1977), (4.1), provides a
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Figure 18. Oil-flow visualization, 10° ramp, Re = 16.8 x 10° m~!: (a) full view; (b) magnified near the
ramp.

good estimate for two-dimensional flows over a large range of Mach numbers:

Pinc

P1
Here, p1, My, cf, are the pressure, Mach number and skin-friction coefficient prior to
separation, and the constant K; = 62.3 was obtained from figure 41 of Holden (1977).
For a laminar boundary layer, the free-interaction theory of Chapman et al. (1958)
provides pressure estimates post-separation, which has been used by researchers to obtain
a correlation for pj,.. These take on the form of (4.2), where y is the ratio for specific
heats and other quantities are the same as (4.1). Several values have been reported for the
constant K> and here, K, = 1.85 has been adopted from Katzer (1989),

=1+ KiMicy,. (4.1)

4.2)

Table 2 provides the calculated pj,./p1 ratios and the corresponding 0;,. for the
boundary layer over the slice from (4.1) and (4.2). In the equations, an estimated Mach
number from Prandtl-Meyer equations has been used along with ¢; measured at x =
—0.13. If the boundary layer on the slice is assumed to be turbulent, (4.1) provides 6, =
22°; whereas a laminar assumption, through (4.2), provides 6;,. = 4°. The experimental
results presented in this section demonstrated that the boundary layer separates upstream
of the ramp with 6,4, = 10°. Since Oy4mp < Oinc for a turbulent boundary layer and
Oramp > Oinc for a laminar boundary layer, it is concluded that the separation observed
in figure 18 is a result of near-wall relaminarization effects that otherwise would not have
occurred with the 10° ramp under high-Re conditions.

4.2. 30° compression ramp

Replacing the 10° ramp with a 30° ramp imposes a stronger pressure rise on the boundary
layer over the slice that leads to a larger separation. Oil-flow visualization in figure 19
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Ratio of incipient pressure of separation

Boundary-layer state Incipient angle of separation (6;p.)

Pinc
to upstream pressure
p1

Turbulent (4.1) 18 22°
Laminar (4.2) 2 4°

Table 2. Incipient separation.

-1.0 0.5 0 0.5
X

Figure 19. Oil-flow visualization, 30° ramp, Re = 14.1 x 106 m~1.

shows a large separation region with a slightly curved separation front due to the
three-dimensional nature of the flow field. In agreement with the 10° case, this separation
region is considerably larger than that obtained at Mach 5 at an equivalent Re (Pandey
et al. 2020).

The heat-flux coefficient field, obtained from TSP, is shown in figure 20 for the 30° ramp
case. A portion of the ramp was painted with PSP and has been masked in this figure using
a black rectangle. Similar to the 10° case, lower heat flux values are observed across the
cone-slice corner due to reduction in fluctuations in the expanded boundary layer. Further
downstream near separation, a stronger reduction in heat flux is observed. The heat-flux
coefficient values along the centreline of the model have been extracted for two high-Re
cases and are presented in figure 21 after normalizing by the upstream value on the cone
(averaged from x = —1.2 to —1.1). The plot is zoomed into the slice region upstream of
the ramp to clearly show the decrease in heating observed in figure 20. Also shown is
the separation location obtained from oil-flow visualization as a grey shaded region; the
finite thickness corresponds to the thickness of the pooled oil at separation. The close
correspondence of the heating decline and the separation location is evident.

SBLI studies on two-dimensional compression ramps have shown that in addition to
the scale of separation, the state of the boundary layer also determines the heat-flux
characteristics at separation. While a turbulent separation occurs with a local increase
in heat-flux, the opposite is true for laminar or transitional cases (Arnal & Delery 2004).
The heating decrease, instead of an increase, near separation, as observed in figure 21, is

985 A25-27


https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.275

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.275 Published online by Cambridge University Press

A. Pandey, K.M. Casper and S.J. Beresh

x 1000

C
hrsp

Figure 20. Heat transfer coefficient contours from TSP, 30° ramp, Re = 12.8 x 10° m~!. Dashed line is the
plane of symmetry where values in figure 21 were extracted.
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Figure 21. Normalized heat transfer coefficient along the plane of symmetry for two Re cases, 30° ramp. Re
values are in x 10 m~!. Dashed line shows the cone-slice corner and grey shaded area is the separation location
obtained from oil-flow visualization.

not the expected footprint of a turbulent boundary layer and provides yet another evidence
for the relaminarization phenomena.

5. Conclusion

A three-dimensional expansion corner upstream of a compression ramp is a common
geometric feature used in hypersonic vehicle designs. However, the flow field and,
specifically, the effect of the expansion on the downstream SBLI have been insufficiently
understood in complex designs. This work conducted an experimental study at Mach
8 on a non-canonical cone-slice-ramp geometry to bridge the gap between existing
two-dimensional studies and more applied vehicle designs. Unlike two-dimensional
expansion-corner studies, the slice on the cone generates a mean pressure that differs
considerably from the inviscid Prandtl-Meyer estimates. Based on oil-flow visualizations
that showed signs of secondary flow on the slice, the incomplete pressure reduction has
been attributed to the three-dimensional effects of the cone-slice geometry.
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The free stream Re conditions of the HWT allowed varying the upstream cone
boundary-layer state prior to its encounter with the slice. For low Re, the boundary
layer remained laminar until the end of the model. Second-mode instabilities prevalent
in the upstream cone boundary layer were attenuated after their encounter with the
expansion-corner and new instability waves at a frequency commensurate with the
expanded boundary layer thickness were observed on the slice.

For the higher Re cases, as the upstream boundary layer became first transitional
and then turbulent, the high-frequency boundary-layer disturbances were severely
attenuated, as was demonstrated by surface-pressure sensors, schlieren and FLDI. The
enhanced suppression of high-frequency fluctuations, which are associated with the
near-wall, small-scale turbulence, was in agreement with previous two-dimensional
expansion-corner literature that has suggested a two-layered structure post expansion, with
a near-wall laminarescent region and an outer turbulent layer. For an upstream turbulent
boundary layer on the cone, cross-correlation of the surface-pressure data on the slice
showed the presence of instability wavepackets providing further proof of a laminarescent
layer near the wall in the expanded boundary layer. As in the laminar case, the frequency
associated with these waves decreased as the boundary layer thickened along the slice.
Using high-frequency surface-pressure measurements, it was shown that not just the
absolute fluctuation levels, but also the fluctuations normalized by local mean pressure
were reduced in the expanded boundary layer. Direct measurements of surface shear stress
further demonstrated that the skin friction on the slice was reduced to values that were
well approximated by laminar correlations for a straight cone. Following Narasimha &
Viswanath (1975) and Sreenivasan (1982), the term relaminarization has been used in
this work to describe these results from different measurement techniques that suggest a
near-wall laminarescent region capable of harbouring instabilities and exhibiting reduced
fluctuation levels and wall shear stress.

The near-wall relaminarization creates a velocity deficit near the wall that enhances
the separation susceptibility of the expanded boundary layer. This was demonstrated
by introducing a 10° compression ramp at the aft-end of the slice; for this deflection
angle, separation was not expected for a turbulent boundary layer. However, both oil-flow
visualizations on the slice and heat-flux coefficient contours on the ramp (obtained from
temperature-sensitive paint) showed clear signs of a separated SBLI, emphasizing that
the boundary layer on the slice cannot be considered as turbulent any longer. Therefore,
relaminarization effects on this non-canonical geometry must be considered to understand
and predict a shock-wave/boundary-layer interaction associated with the compression
ramp.

Acknowledgements. Over the course of this study, Sandia National Laboratories personnel, R. Bhakta,
M. DeZetter, R. Spillers, C. Downing, T. Grasser, J. Henfling, A. Saltzman, M. Soehnel and S. Spitzer, helped
with model preparation, HWT testing and data acquisition. Authors benefited from computational comparisons
provided by A. Jirasek (USAFA), and D. Huang and A. Sadagopan (Penn State). We also thank R. Meritt and
N. Molinaro of Ahmic Aerospace, LLC for the development and support in the use of the shear stress sensors.

Funding. Sandia National Laboratories is a multi-mission laboratory managed and operated by National
Technology and Engineering Solutions of Sandia, LLC., a wholly owned subsidiary of Honeywell International,
Inc., for the U.S. Department of Energy’s National Nuclear Security Administration under contract
DE-NA0003525. The views expressed in the article do not necessarily represent the views of the U.S.
Department of Energy or the United States Government. Initial funding for this work was provided by AFOSR
under MIPR FAFGA06229G001 under the oversight of Dr I. Leyva.

Declaration of interests. The authors report no conflict of interest.

985 A25-29


https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.275

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.275 Published online by Cambridge University Press

A. Pandey, K.M. Casper and S.J. Beresh

Author ORCIDs.
Anshuman Pandey https://orcid.org/0009-0007-2902-9949;

Katya M. Casper https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1405-5240.

REFERENCES

ARNAL, D. & DELERY, J. 2004 Laminar-turbulent transition and shock wave/boundary layer interaction. In
RTO-EN-AVT-116 in Critical Technologies for Hypersonic Vehicle Development, pp. 1-46. NATO Research
and Technology Organization.

ARNETTE, S.A., SAMIMY, M. & ELLIOTT, G.S. 1995 Structure of supersonic turbulent boundary layer after
expansion regions. AIAA J. 33 (3), 430-438.

ARNETTE, S.A., SAMIMY, M. & ELLIOTT, G.S. 1998 The effects of expansion on the turbulence structure
of compressible boundary layers. J. Fluid Mech. 367, 67-105.

BABINSKY, H. & HARVEY, J.K. 2011 Shock Wave-Boundary-Layer Interactions, 1st edn. Cambridge
University Press.

BARTER, J.W. & DOLLING, D.S. 1995 Reduction of fluctuating pressure loads in shock/boundary-layer
interactions using vortex generators. AIAA J. 33 (10), 1842-1849.

BENAY, R., CHANETZ, B., MANGIN, B., VANDOMME, L. & PERRAUD, J. 2006 Shock wave/transitional
boundary-layer interactions in hypersonic flow. AIAA J. 44 (6), 1243-1254.

BENITEZ, E.K., BORG, M.P., PAREDES, P., SCHNEIDER, S.P. & JEWELL, J.S. 2023a Measurements of an
axisymmetric hypersonic shear-layer instability on a cone-cylinder-flare in quiet flow. Phys. Rev. Fluids 8,
083903.

BENITEZ, E.K., BORG, M.P., SCHOLTEN, A., PAREDES, P., MCDANIEL, Z. & JEWELL, J.S. 2023b
Instability and transition onset downstream of a laminar separation bubble at Mach 6. J. Fluid Mech. 969,
All.

BERESH, S.J., CASPER, K.M., WAGNER, J.L., HENFLING, J.F., SPILLERS, R.W. & PRUETT, B.O.M. 2015
Modernization of Sandia’s hypersonic wind tunnel. AIAA Paper 2015-1338.

BERESH, S.J., CLEMENS, N.T. & DOLLING, D.S. 2002 Relationship between upstream turbulent
boundary-layer velocity fluctuations and separation shock unsteadiness. AIAA J. 40 (12), 2412-2422.

BERESH, S.J., HENFLING, J.F., SPILLERS, R.W. & PRUETT, B.O.M. 2011 Fluctuating wall pressures
measured beneath a supersonic turbulent boundary layer. Phys. Fluids 23, 075110.

BLAKE, W.K. 2017 Mechanics of Flow-Induced Sound and Vibration, vol. 2. Academic.

BoURASSA, C. & THOMAS, F.O. 2009 An experimental investigation of a highly accelerated turbulent
boundary layer. J. Fluid Mech. 634, 359-404.

BRADSHAW, P. 1973 Effects of streamline curvature on turbulence. AGARD-AG-169. Advisory Group for
Aerospace Research & Development, NATO.

BuLL, M.K. 1996 Wall-pressure fluctuations beneath turbulent boundary layers: some reflections on forty
years of research. J. Sound Vib. 190 (3), 299-315.

BUTLER, C.S. & LAURENCE, S.J. 2021 Interaction of second-mode wave packets with an axisymmetric
expansion corner. Exp. Fluids 62, 140.

CASPER, K.M., BERESH, S.J., HENFLING, J.F., SPILLERS, R.W., PRUETT, B.O.M. & SCHNEIDER, S.P.
2016 Hypersonic wind-tunnel measurements of boundary-layer transition on a slender cone. AIAA J. 54
(4), 1250-1263.

CASPER, K.M., BERESH, S.J. & SCHNEIDER, S.P. 2014 Pressure fluctuations beneath instability wavepackets
and turbulent spots in a hypersonic boundary layer. J. Fluid Mech. 756, 1058—1091.

CHAPMAN, D.R., KUEHN, D.M. & LARSON, H.K. 1958 Investigation of separated flows in supersonic and
subsonic streams with emphasis on the effect of transition. NACA-TR-1356, pp. 419-460.

CHAPMAN, D.R. & RUBESIN, M.W. 1949 Temperature and velocity profiles in the compressible laminar
boundary layer with arbitrary distribution of surface temperature. J. Aeronaut. Sci. 16 (9), 547-565.

CHEW, Y.T. 1979 Shockwave and boundary layer interaction in the presence of an expansion corner. Aeronaut.
0. 30 (3), 506-527.

CHUVAKHOV, P.V., EGOROV, 1. V., ILYUKHIN, I.M., OBRAZ, A.O. & FEDOROV, A.V. 2021 Boundary-layer
instabilities in supersonic expansion corner flows. AIAA J. 59 (9), 3398-3405.

CLEMENS, N.T. & NARAYANASWAMY, V. 2014 Low-frequency unsteadiness of shock wave/turbulent
boundary layer interactions. Annu. Rev. Fluid Mech. 46 (1), 469-492.

CORCOS, G.M. 1963 Resolution of pressure in turbulence. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 35 (2), 192—-199.

DAWSON, J.A., SAMIMY, M. & AMETTE, S.A. 1994 Effects of expansions on a supersonic boundary layer:
surface pressure measurements. AIAA J. 32 (11), 2169-2177.

985 A25-30


https://orcid.org/0009-0007-2902-9949
https://orcid.org/0009-0007-2902-9949
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1405-5240
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1405-5240
https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.275

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.275 Published online by Cambridge University Press

Relaminarization effects in hypersonic flow

DELERY, J.M. 1985 Shock wave/turbulent boundary layer interaction and its control. Prog. Aerosp. Sci. 22
(4), 209-280.

DENNIS, D.H. 1957 The effects of boundary-layer separation over bodies of revolution with conical tail flares.
NACA RM A57130, pp. 1-35.

DOLLING, D.S. 2001 Fifty years of shock-wave/boundary-layer interaction research: what next? AIAA J. 39
(8), 1517-1531.

VAN DRIEST, E.R. 1956 The problem of aerodynamic heating. Aeronaut. Engng Rev. 15 (10), 26-41.

DuaN, L., CHOUDHARI, M.M. & ZHANG, C. 2016 Pressure fluctuations induced by a hypersonic turbulent
boundary layer. J. Fluid Mech. 804, 578-607.

DUSSAUGE, J.P. 1987 The rapid expansion of a supersonic turbulent flow: role of bulk dilatation. J. Fluid
Mech. 174, 81-112.

FANG, J., YAO, Y., ZHELTOVODOV, A.A., L1, Z. & LU, L. 2015 Direct numerical simulation of supersonic
turbulent flows around a tandem expansion-compression corner. Phys. Fluids 27, 125104.

FEDOROV, A. 2011 Transition and stability of high-speed boundary layers. Annu. Rev. Fluid Mech. 43 (1),
79-95.

FRANCIS, A.A., DYLEWICZ, K., KLOTHAKIS, A., THEOFILIS, V. & JEWELL, J.S. 2024 Instability
measurements on a cone-slice-flap in Mach-6 quiet flow. AIAA Paper 2024-0500.

Fuit, K. 2006 Experiment of the two-dimensional roughness effect on hypersonic boundary-layer transition.
J. Spacecr. Rockets 43 (4), 731-738.

GAITONDE, D.V. 2015 Progress in shock wave/boundary layer interactions. Prog. Aerosp. Sci. 72, 80-99.

GAITONDE, D.V. & ADLER, M.C. 2023 Dynamics of three-dimensional shock-wave/boundary-layer
interactions. Annu. Rev. Fluid Mech. 55 (1), 291-321.

GOLDFELD, M.A. & LISENKOV, I.G. 1991 Effect of Reynolds number on boundary layer development behind
an expansion fan. Fluid Dyn. 26 (5), 670-676.

GOLDFELD, M.A., NESTOULIA, R.V. & SHIPLYUK, A.N. 2002 Relaminarization of a turbulent boundary
layer with a Mach number 4. J. Appl. Mech. Tech. Phys. 43 (1), 76-82.

GRAY, J.D. 1967 Investigation of the effect of flare and ramp angle on the upstream influence of laminar
and transitional reattaching flows from Mach 3 to 7. AEDC-TR-66-190. Arnold Engineering Development
Center, Tennessee, USA.

HAYAKAWA, K. & SQUIRE, L.C. 1982 The effect of the upstream boundary-layer state on the shock
interaction at a compression corner. J. Fluid Mech. 122, 369-394.

HOLDEN, M. 1977 Shock wave-turbulent boundary layer interaction in hypersonic flow. AIAA Paper
1977-0045.

HUANG, J., DUAN, L., CASPER, K.M., WAGNILD, R.M. & BITTER, N.P. 2024 Transducer resolution effect
on pressure fluctuations beneath hypersonic turbulent boundary layers. AIAA J. 62 (3), 882—-895.

Huo, J., Y1, S., ZHENG, W., NIU, H., LU, X. & GANG, D. 2022 Experimental investigation of expansion
effect on shock wave boundary layer interaction near a compression ramp. Chin. J. Aeronaut. 35 (12),
89-101.

JuLiaNO, T.J., BORG, M.P. & SCHNEIDER, S.P. 2015 Quiet tunnel measurements of HIFiRE-5
boundary-layer transition. AIAA J. 53 (4), 832-846.

KATZER, E. 1989 On the lengthscales of laminar shock/boundary-layer interaction. J. Fluid Mech. 206,
477-496.

KNIGHT, D., YAN, H., PANARAS, A.G. & ZHELTOVODOV, A. 2003 Advances in CFD prediction of shock
wave turbulent boundary layer interactions. Prog. Aerosp. Sci. 39 (2-3), 121-184.

LAWSON, J.M., NEET, M.C., GROSSMAN, [.J. & AUSTIN, J.M. 2020 Static and dynamic characterization
of a focused laser differential interferometer. Exp. Fluids 61, 187.

LEYVA, I.A. 2017 The relentless pursuit of hypersonic flight. Phys. Today 70 (11), 30-36.

Liu, T. & SULLIVAN, J.P. 2005 Pressure and Temperature Sensitive Paints. Springer.

Liu, T., WARD, C.A.C., RUBAL, J., SULLIVAN, J.P. & SCHNEIDER, S.P. 2013 Heat-flux measurements
with temperature-sensitive paint in a Mach-6 quiet tunnel. J. Spacecr. Rockets 50 (2), 282-293.

Lu, F.K. & CHUNG, K.M. 1992 Downstream influence scaling of turbulent flow past expansion corners. ATAA
J. 30 (12), 2976-2997.

MACK, L.M. 1984 Boundary layer linear stability theory. AGARD Report No. 709 (3), 1-150.

MARINEAU, E.C., GROSSIR, G., WAGNER, A., LEINEMANN, M., RADESPIEL, R., TANNO, H.,
CHYNOWETH, B.C., SCHNEIDER, S.P., WAGNILD, R.M. & CASPER, K.M. 2019 Analysis of
second-mode amplitudes on sharp cones in hypersonic wind tunnels. J. Spacecr. Rockets 56 (2), 307-318.

MARTELLUCCI, A. & WEINBERG, S. 1982 MAT program test summary report. Biconic body with slice/flap.
BMO-TR-82-28. Air Force Ballistic Missile Office, California, USA.

985 A25-31


https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.275

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.275 Published online by Cambridge University Press

A. Pandey, K.M. Casper and S.J. Beresh

MASSOBRIO, F., VIOTTO, R., SERPICO, M., SANSONE, A., CAPORICCI, M. & MUYLAERT, J.M. 2007
EXPERT: an atmospheric re-entry test-bed. Acta Astronaut. 60 (12), 974-985.

MCKIERNAN, G.R. & SCHNEIDER, S.P. 2021 Instability and transition on a cone with a slice and ramp at
Mach 6. AIAA Paper 2021-0249.

MERITT, R.J. & SCHETZ, J.A. 2016 Skin friction sensor development, validation, and application for
high-speed, high-enthalpy flow conditions. J. Propul. Power 32 (4), 821-833.

MERITT, R.J., SCHETZ, J.A., MARINEAU, E.C., LEWIS, D.R. & DANIEL, D.T. 2017 Direct skin friction
measurements at Mach 10 in a hypervelocity wind tunnel. J. Spacecr. Rockets 54 (4), 871-882.

MURPHREE, Z.R., CoMBS, C.S., YU, W.M., DOLLING, D.S. & CLEMENS, N.T. 2021 Physics of unsteady
cylinder-induced shock-wave/transitional boundary-layer interactions. J. Fluid Mech. 918, A39.

NARASIMHA, R. & SREENIVASAN, K.R. 1973 Relaminarization in highly accelerated turbulent boundary
layers. J. Fluid Mech. 61 (3), 417-447.

NARASIMHA, R. & VISWANATH, P.R. 1975 Reverse transition at an expansion corner in supersonic flow.
AIAA J. 13 (5), 693-695.

NGUYEN, T., BEHR, M., REINARTZ, B., HOHN, O. & GULHAN, A. 2013 Effects of sidewall compression
and relaminarization in a scramjet inlet. J. Propul. Power 29 (3), 628—638.

NICHOLSON, G.L., HUANG, J., DUAN, L., CHOUDHARI, M.M. & BOWERSOX, R.D.W. 2021 Simulation
and modeling of hypersonic turbulent boundary layers subject to favorable pressure gradients due to
streamline curvature. AIAA Paper 2021-1672.

NICOTRA, E., Moy, C.J., RITCHIE, D., ZHOU, T., BANE, S.P. & JEWELL, J.S. 2024 Plasma perturbations
on an Oberkampf geometry in quiet Mach 6 flow. AIAA Paper 2024-1519.

OBERKAMPF, W.L., AESCHLIMAN, D.P., HENFLING, J.F. & LARSON, D.E. 1995 Surface pressure
measurements for CFD code validation in hypersonic flow. AIAA Paper 1995-2273.

OBERKAMPF, W.L. & AESCHLIMAN, D.P. 1992 Joint computational/experimental aerodynamics research on
a hypersonic vehicle. Part 1: experimental results. AIAA J. 30 (8), 2000-2009.

ORT, D.J. & DoscH, J.J. 2019 Influence of mounting on the accuracy of piezoelectric pressure measurements
for hypersonic boundary layer transition. AIAA Paper 2019-2292.

PANARAS, A.G. 1996 Review of the physics of swept-shock/boundary layer interactions. Prog. Aerosp. Sci.
32 (2), 173-244.

PANDEY, A., CASPER, K.M., GUILDENBECHER, D.R., BERESH, S.J., BHAKTA, R., DEZETTER, M.E. &
SPILLERS, R. 2022 Instability measurements in hypersonic flow on a three-dimensional cone-slice-ramp
geometry. AIAA Paper 2022-1578.

PANDEY, A., CASPER, K.M., SOEHNEL, M., SPILLERS, R., BHAKTA, R. & BERESH, S.J. 2021 Hypersonic
fluid-structure interaction on the control surface of a slender cone. AIAA Paper 2021-0909.

PANDEY, A., CASPER, K.M., SPILLERS, R., SOEHNEL, M. & SPITZER, S. 2020 Hypersonic shock
wave—boundary-layer interaction on the control surface of a slender cone. AIAA Paper 2020-0815.

PANDEY, A., JIRASEK, A., SALTZMAN, A.J., CASPER, K.M., BERESH, S.J., BHAKTA, R., DENK, B.,
DE ZETTER, M. & SPILLERS, R. 2023 Relaminarization effects on a three-dimensional cone-slice-ramp
geometry at Mach 8. AIAA Paper 2023-0269.

PAREDES, P., SCHOLTEN, A., CHOUDHARI, M.M., L1, F., BENITEZ, E.K. & JEWELL, J.S. 2022
Boundary-layer instabilities over a cone—cylinder—flare model at Mach 6. AIAA J. 60 (10), 5652-5661.
PARZIALE, N.J., SHEPHERD, J.E. & HORNUNG, H.G. 2013 Differential interferometric measurement of

instability in a hypervelocity boundary layer. AIAA J. 51 (3), 750-753.

PEZZELLA, G., MARINO, G. & RUFOLO, G.C. 2014 Aerodynamic database development of the ESA
intermediate experimental vehicle. Acta Astronaut. 94 (1), 57-72.

QUINTANILHA, H. & THEOFILIS, V. 2021 Steady laminar solutions of hypersonic flow over Oberkampf bodies
at cruise. ATAA Paper 2021-0632.

RANJAN, R. & NARASIMHA, R. 2017 An assessment of the two-layer quasi-laminar theory of relaminarization
through recent high-Re accelerated turbulent boundary layer experiments. Trans. ASME J. Fluids Engng
139 (11), 111205.

RUMSEY, C.L. & SPALART, P.R. 2009 Turbulence model behavior in low Reynolds number regions of
aerodynamic flowfields. AIAA J. 47 (4), 982-993.

SADAGOPAN, A. & HUANG, D. 2024 Reduced-order modeling for fluid-thermal-structural interaction of
cone-slice-ramp in high-speed flows. AIAA Paper 2024-1050.

SADAGOPAN, A., HUANG, D., JIRASEK, A., SEIDEL, J., PANDEY, A. & CASPER, K.M. 2023 Hypersonic
fluid—thermal-structural interaction of cone—slice—ramp: computations with experimental validation. AIAA
J. 61 (11), 4752-4771.

985 A25-32


https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.275

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.275 Published online by Cambridge University Press

Relaminarization effects in hypersonic flow

SALTZMAN, A.J., PANDEY, A., BERESH, S.J., CASPER, K.M., BHAKTA, R., DENK, B., DE ZETTER, M.
& SPILLERS, R. 2023 CO2-enhanced filtered Rayleigh scattering for study of a hypersonic cone-slice-ramp
geometry. AIAA Paper 2023-1371.

SANDHAM, N.D., SCHULEIN, E., WAGNER, A., WILLEMS, S. & STEELANT, J. 2014 Transitional
shock-wave/boundary-layer interactions in hypersonic flow. J. Fluid Mech. 752, 349-382.

SCHAEFER, J.W. & FERGUSON, H. 1962 Investigation of separation and associated heat transfer and pressure
distribution on cone-cylinder-flare configurations at Mach five. Am. Rocket Soc. J. 32 (5), 762-770.

ScHMIDT, B.E. & SHEPHERD, J.E. 2015 Analysis of focused laser differential interferometry. Appl. Opt. 54
(28), 8459.

SETTLES, G.S. 2001 Schlieren and Shadowgraph Techniques: Visualizing Phenomena in Transparent Media,
1st edn. Springer.

SMEETS, G. 1972 Laser interferometer for high sensitivity measurements on transient phase objects. /EEE
Trans. Aerosp. Elect. Syst. (), —.

SMITH, D.R. & SMITS, A.J. 1991 The rapid expansion of a turbulent boundary layer in a supersonic flow.
Theor. Comput. Fluid Dyn. 2 (5-6), 319-328.

SMITS, A.J. & DUSSAUGE, J.P. 2006 Turbulent Shear Layers in Supersonic Flow, 2nd edn. Springer.

SREENIVASAN, K.R. 1982 Laminarescent, relaminarizing and retransitional flows. Acta Mechanica 44 (5),
1-48.

STERNBERG, J. 1954 The transition from a turbulent to laminar boundary layer. Ballistic Research Lab.,
Aberdeen, Report No. 906, pp. 1-104.

STETSON, K., THOMPSON, E., DONALDSON, J. & SILER, L. 1983 Laminar boundary layer stability
experiments on a cone at Mach 8. Part 1 — sharp cone. AIAA Paper 1983-1761.

STOLLERY, J.L. & BATES, L. 1974 Turbulent hypersonic viscous interaction. J. Fluid Mech. 63 (1), 145-156.

SULLIVAN, J.P., et al. 2012 Quantitative global heat transfer in a Mach-6 quiet tunnel. NASA/CR-2012-217331.
NASA.

SUN, M.-B., HU, Z. & SANDHAM, N.D. 2017 Recovery of a supersonic turbulent boundary layer after an
expansion corner. Phys. Fluids 29, 076103.

TAN, J., Tu, J., SuN, X., Liu, F.,, MENG, L. & YANG, P. 2017 Numerical study of hypersonic
shock-wave/laminar boundary-layer interactions of a typical lifting vehicle. AIAA Paper 2017-2280.

TAYLOR, G.I. & MACCOLL, J.W. 1933 The air pressure on a cone moving at high speeds.—II. Proc. R. Soc.
Lond. A 139 (838), 298-311.

TERAMOTO, S., SANADA, H. & OKAMOTO, K. 2017 Dilatation effect in relaminarization of an accelerating
supersonic turbulent boundary layer. AIAA J. 55 (4), 1469-1474.

TERCEROS, M.J. & ARAYA, D.B. 2021 Influence of boundary layer transition on the aerodynamics of a sliced
cone with ramp at Mach 6. AIAA Paper 2021-1852.

THOME, J., REINERT, J.D., DWIVEDI, A. & CANDLER, G.V. 2018 Computational study of high speed flow
on a sliced cone-flap geometry. AIAA Paper 2018-3397.

TICHENOR, N.R., HUMBLE, R.A. & BOWERSOX, R.D.W. 2013 Response of a hypersonic turbulent boundary
layer to favourable pressure gradients. J. Fluid Mech. 722, 187-213.

TONG, F., DONG, S., DUAN, J., YUAN, X. & L1, X. 2022 Effect of expansion on the wall heat flux in a
supersonic turbulent boundary layer. Phys. Fluids 34, 105109.

VISWANATH, P.R., NARASIMHA, R. & PRABHU, A. 1978 Visualization of relaminarizing flows. J. Indian
Inst. Sci. 60 (3), 159-165.

VOGEL, E.A., CODER, J.G., CHYNOWETH, B.C. & SCHNEIDER, S.P. 2019 Experimental and computational
results of a cone-slice-ramp geometry at Mach 6. AIAA Paper 2019-3593.

WADHAMS, T.P., MUNDY, E., MACLEAN, M.G. & HOLDEN, M.S. 2008 Ground test studies of the
HIFiRE-1 transition experiment part 1: experimental results. J. Spacecr. Rockets 45 (6), 1134-1148.

WALKER, M. & OBERKAMPF, W. 1992 Joint computational experimental aerodynamics research on a
hypersonic vehicle. II — computational results. AIAA J. 30 (8), 2010-2016.

WALKER, S.H. & RODGERS, F. 2005 Falcon hypersonic technology overview. AIAA Paper 2005-3253.

WANG, Q.C., WANG, Z.G. & ZHAO, Y.X. 2016 Structural responses of the supersonic turbulent boundary
layer to expansions. Appl. Phys. Lett. 109, 124104.

WANG, Q.C., WANG, Z.G. & ZHAO0, Y.X. 2017 The impact of streamwise convex curvature on the supersonic
turbulent boundary layer. Phys. Fluids 29, 116106.

WANG, X., WANG, Z., SUN, M., WANG, Q. & HU, Z. 2020 Effects of favorable pressure gradient on
turbulence structures and statistics of a flat-plate supersonic turbulent boundary layer. Phys. Fluids 32,
025107.

985 A25-33


https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.275

https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.275 Published online by Cambridge University Press

A. Pandey, K.M. Casper and S.J. Beresh

WARNACK, D. & FERNOLZ, H.H. 1998 The effects of a favourable pressure gradient and of the Reynolds
number on an incompressible axisymmetric turbulent boundary layer. Part 2. The boundary layer with
relaminarization. J. Fluid Mech. 359, 357-381.

WHITE, F.M. & MAJDALANI, J. 2022 Viscous Fluid Flow, 4th edn. McGraw-Hill.

WHITE, L.M., WEST, T.K., RHODE, M.N., RIEKEN, E.F., ERB, A.J., LAMPENFIELD, J.J. & RODRIGUEZ,
D.A. 2021 CFD validation study of a hypersonic cone-slice-flap configuration. AIAA Paper 2021-1074.
XIE, Z., XIAO, Z., WANG, G. & YANG, Y. 2022 Direct numerical simulation of the effects of Reynolds

number in Mach 2.9 flows over an expansion-compression corner. Phys. Fluids 34, 125129.

ZHELTOVODOV, A.A. & KNIGHT, D.D. 2011 Ideal-gas shock wave-turbulent boundary-layer interactions
in supersonic flows and their modeling: three-dimensional interactions. In Shock Wave-Boundary-Layer
Interactions (ed. H. Babinsky & J.K. Harvey), pp. 202-258. Cambridge Aerospace Series, Cambridge
University Press.

ZHELTOVODOV, A.A., SHILEIN, E.KH. & HORSTMAN, C.C. 1993 Development of separation in the region
where a shock interacts with a turbulent boundary layer perturbed by rarefaction waves. J. Appl. Mech.
Tech. Phys. 34 (3), 346-354.

985 A25-34


https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2024.275

	1 Introduction
	2 Experimental set-up
	2.1 Sandia Hypersonic Wind Tunnel and test conditions
	2.2 Model and sensors
	2.3 High-frame-rate schlieren and focused laser differential interferometry
	2.4 Oil-flow visualization and temperature-sensitive paint

	3 Effect of expansion on the boundary layer
	3.1 Mean flow
	3.2 Boundary layer disturbances
	3.2.1 Laminar regime
	3.2.2 Transitional regime
	3.2.3 Turbulent regime
	3.2.4 Shear-stress reduction


	4 Expansion-compression geometry
	4.1 10 compression ramp
	4.2 30 compression ramp

	5 Conclusion
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage false
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


