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Abstract

The Green's function approach of Giles and Pierce is used to bullét #red drag
basedanalytic adjoint solutionfor the twadimensional incompressible Euler equations
around irrotational base flow$he dragbased adjoint solution turns out to have a very
simple closed form in terms of the flow variables and is smooth throughout the flow
domain, while thédift -basedsolutionis singulamatrear stagnation poingdsharptrailing
edges owing to theKutta condition. This singularity is propagated to Wieole dividing
streamline (comprising theacoming stagnation streamline and whal) upstream of the
rear singulaty (trailing edgeor rear stagnation poipby the sensitivity of the Kutta
condition to changes in ttetagnatiorpressure.

1. Introduction

The aimof this paperis to apply the program developed jh, 2, 3] to the 2D
incompressible adjoint Euler equations. The idea of the method is based upon the
observationthat, with appropriate boundary conditions for the linearized and adjoint
problems, the adjoint variables at a particular point correspond to theofuadofiinterest
(typically, though not exclusively, aerodynamic liftordragy al uat ed wusi ng
function for the same poitjg]. In the analysis i1, 3] for the quasilD and 2DEuler
equations, the approach in each case was to constiimarly independensource

vectors f™”(X) whi ch produced oG%@&&Nd a siniple forntas o n s
solutionsto the equations
LaU™ (X, %)= (%) €% -%)

whereL are the linearized flow equatigng(X - %,) is the Dirac delta functioandd is
the number of flow equations, 3 for qud$®) flow and4 for 2D compressible inviscid
flow, respectively.lf 1™ (X,) is the valie of the linear functionaévaluated with

aU ™ (%,%) andy is the adjoint state associated to the functidriaen, by definition
and provided thaguitableboundary conditionkold,

10 (%) =y T (%) (1)

and hencéhe adjoint variables can be compufiain | ™ (X,) by inverting Eq(1).
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Theabove program allow® gain insight into the nature of the Green's function and
the adjoint solution,making it posiblein particular to locate singularities and
discontinuities in the adjoint variables. Furthermore, givearaericaladjoint solution

and a set ofsourcevectors f™, the corresponding linear functionals” can be

evaliated usig Equation (1), providing means of verifying a number of the adjoint
solution properties.

The adjoint equations were introduced for dasioptimization in the field of
computational aerodynamics by Jamefgjn and tave been since extended to a variety
of applications such as error estimation and mesh adapj@kiand stability analysig/],
among many othergrom the computational viewpoint, adjoint methoda be devised
in two wayg[8], which differ in how the discretized adjoint equations are obtained. In the
continuous approach, one discretizes the adjoint pde, while in the discrete approach the
adjoint equations are obtaindulectly from the discretized flow equatiods important
step in the application of adjoint methods is the development and validation of adjoint
codes. This task is complicated by the lack of benchmark test cases, including exact
solutions, anderification is usually done indirectly by comparing sensitivities with finite
differences, which may lead to erroneous conclus[®hsor (in the case of discrete
adjoint solvers) by crosshecking with the linearized solvgrQ].

From a very early stage and starting with Jamesonos
developments in adjoint methods havaditionally focused on the application of the
method to optimal desidi 1] [12] or goatoriented mesh adaptati¢h3]. Comparatively
less effort has been put on analyzing the properties of the adjoint solutions, with some
notable exceptions starting with the work of Giles and Pigicf] [3] (see alsd14]
[15][16][17] [18]). A few exact solutions to the adjoint equations are known. For-quasi
1D inviscid flows, the Greenbés function ap|]
adjoint solutiong3] [16] in terms of the base flow solution. In inviscid 2D/3D flows, the
entropy variableprovide another exact solution for an output measuring net entropy flux
across boundaried 9] [20]. A closely related solution, corresponding to a nearfield
computation of aerodynamic drag, has been recently discovered by the gRiljors
Finally, an exact solution for the adjoiMavierStokesequations corresponding to
Blasius laminarboundary layehas been derived {22].

In this paper, we presest closedform adjoint solution forthe twadimensional
incompressible Euler equations for irrotational base flovess ed on t he Gr eenodo
apprach.This solution providea cheap adjoint field for design or adaptation purposes
that, perhaps more importantly in ptigal terms, can also serve for verificatiand
debuging ofadjoint solversBut theycanalso serve to disentangle the propertiethe
solutions to theadjoint equations which, despite being linear partial differential
equations, give rise to a rich zoostfuctures comprisingsingularitiesalong stagnation
streamlines stagnation pointand sharp trailing edgd4] [17] [23] [24], andalso to
confirm the existence of an adjoint singularity at solid walls suggested by recent results
[18] tha could explain th@umerical divergenckrst observed irf17].



2.2D incompressible adjoint Euler equ:

In order to be as setfiontained as possible, and to fix notations,begin by recalling

a few facts regarding the jatht equationsl ne t pbr esent paper, we wi |l
t hencompressi blendc&udcenrsiedqauratliiomesari zati ons a
flow. It is well known that in such case th
or amftumeti on t®atqgaulaey omapMWaceoul d consi de
Lapl ace equation which would | ead to an ad]j
as well [ Wa wilgl. not hfealel.ow ntshiesa dag p pwreo anvd
perturbations to the full incompressible Eu
i ncompressible Adjoint Euler equations, anc
irrotational base fl ow.

We will focus, fordefiniteness, on steady, tvddmensionaljncompressibleinviscid

flow on a domainw with far-field boundaryS® and wall boundar$ (typically an airfoil
profile). The flow is governed by theacompressibléuler equations

R(U)= DEJU) 0

where
ap o arv
_ee 0 = _ =
U=gU g F‘@ Lo
v 2 &+ py

Here, r is the (constant) densjty =(u,Vv) Xqgcosf ,gsin 7 is the velocity p is the
pressurand % y are the Cartesian unit e®rs The adjoint equations are defined with

respect to a functional of the flow variables, or cost function, that we take tolifedhe
drag coefficients

| = fF, (i @) ds (2)

whered =d, =cosa ,sina fordragandd =d,_ X sina,cosa for lift, Uis the angle
of attack that sets the inflow direction at thefiatd boundary ft is the outwarepointing
unit normal vector at the boundaryand C, =¢, "(p -p,) is the nordimensional
pressure coefficientp, is the pressure of the frestream state at the féield ard c, is
anappropriate normalization factor

The sensitivities of the cost functi@®) with respect tdlow perturbationsald can be
efficiently obtained withte adjoint approacfs], whereadjoint variableg/ = (), )",
with /~=( )4, J), are introduced over the entire flow domain, and the cost functsn
reformdated as



- 1-f"RU) V ©)

w

Suppose thatlU obeys the linearized equation

b (U) £
where
& rv o é 13 yE
o 8er\7+ EQ y‘g VX Ev+vy

are the flux Jacobians.h& residuat is zero for shape optimization problems, and can be
different from zero for error analysis applications, for example, in which case it is related
to errors in the solutionrdU obeys thdollowing boundary conditiomt solid walls

NG wonS

w is different from zero when there is an error in the boundary conditions or when there
is a surface deformation’X, in which casew= ¥ a8 [( & )VOH. In the farfield

aU is chosen such that there is no perturbation to the flovirdlel boundary conditions
unless one is specifically considering the effect of perturbations-irefdrpaameters
such as angle of attack

In order to derive the adjoint equatins and boundary conditibesaugmented cost
function (3) is linearized withrespect to perturbatns in the geometrgX andthe flow
solution aU . The resulting expression istegraed by parts to isolate the terms
containingthe perturbationgU . After some rearrangement, tlyiglds[25]:

OfC, (BGl)ds = P A W d JE OF/ -pdsd T pfiE Uds

S w S g

Fd@Cdds +(f G ds (dfjEx ¢ @D (4)
HY T W- R Y H GO

From Eq.(4) it follows that if the adjoint state obeys the followiagdjoint equations and
boundary conditions

AOp o in
By 5 7(d B at's (5)
yTEAd © ats,

thenthe last two lines ifEq. (4) yield the (continuous) adjoitiiased gradient

iy fdW + (§BC, s @¢d fPEL ds ( dF @) C DWW » FHY) (6)
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Eq.(6) lacks the Leibiz term r“g(a’XCB ¥ BF@s, first introduced if26] (see als¢27]),

which is zero analyticallyrinally, when faffield parameters (such as angfeattack are
considered as desigrvariabes, the contribution from the farfield integral

i vy TEOA dUds should also be included Ex. (6).

3.Usi ng &Grfeemcti ons toicompubéent heobdnt

Thére®nfuncti ovmasapprmpdcech ed owimt Foduti osed o
adj oi AitD gqRwalseir ¢ @alremuitd i enreidnhe 2D E{l],er equa
wher el ifroeuarr 'y i ndependent source vectors re|]
angdt agrmpateisecrnur e pertur baddmmsnistheredpedcudavel v,
for i ncomprpebshnbl masbowput oeess peenathilpwoa Irngg, v or
wekhown el ementary solutions in potential f
perturbati opnnpe asmdosttoh el efa duatliof car nmomass pertu
along the streotmie nien deomwtnisdm emons nblaerm &a&bdbr wou
adjoint singularity along the incoming stag

Suppose now that we have a point perturbation’ (X, %,) that obeys the linearized
equation

D QAU (% %) (%) €x
with the followingwall boundary conditions
ANV (%, %)k 6, x ¢

and farfield boundary conditions such that there is no perturbation to the inflowl§tate.
19(%)=c, ffl B, U (%) d
S

is the value of the linemedfunctional(lift or drag corresponding taU ¥’ (%, %)), then

we can applyegs.(4)-(6) to aU (%, %,) and weget
19(%) =y T (%) £ (%) (7

Considering three l|linearly (@rahbdgprvertddaant GCr ee
obtain the adjoint variables in terms of the linearized cost functions

— . -1
yT(xO):(|(1),|<2>,| (2)) (@a)'f @ |t (3))
Where( fO1F@|f (3)) is a matrix whose columns are the vestéf? .

Following [1], we now define 3 linearly independey@rturbationswhich we take to
be a point source, a point vortex anstagnatiorpressure perturbation at fixed pressure
andlocal flow angle



31. Poi nt sour ce

The first perturbation is a point sourloeated atX, . In free space it reads

A0 =5 pnr,
20 r

8
dp = S (u uvt)ipn ?
p Y

(r= |>? )?O| and e is an arbitrary constant point singularity strength that we introduce for

convenience anthat we will set to 1 in the end) and obeys thddwaing linearized
equations

¢ AdpY o8 & P oW Bl 6
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where the extra term vanishes if the base flow is irrotational. Hence, the source vector is

al
fO= eij
gv

Notice thaty "f® = ¢ y~ 7§ sol® isr el aot etortnuous) adjoinbased
lift/drag gradien{6).

The Greenods functi on atpepinearized functioresdt,i r e s
which are the lift and drag forces exerted by the point souregbody. In the presence
of a body, the above functional form needs to be modified to account for the wall
boundary conditionThis is particularly simple in 2D potential flow usingraplex
functions and the method of imagesd allows us to compute the force on immersed
bodiesusingBlasius theorenfi28]. The simplest problem where the body is a circle is a
standard academic exercise, and more generalisiis can be derived from this with
suitable conformal transformationBhe complex forcen the cylinder turns out to be

w - g, €', wherew, is theinduced velocity at theoint singularityand g, €'* is the

free-steamcomplexvelocity (hereq, =+/u,” 7). An interesting fact is that the same

expression yields the force on a body of arbitrary siagk a result that is known as
Lagal | y 6 KHendehhe torcecexertey the point source on the body is, keeping
only terms linear in the source strength

t
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dDY-i g0 =€du v g€ g+ (9)

Here, DY andiL standfor the linear perturbations wragandlift, respectively, due

to the point sourceeq. (9) thusgivesthelinearizedforce exerted by point source on a

rigid body of arbitrary shape in terms of the undisturbed velocity atdbece u- iv.

This is not the endf the story, thoughPotential flows contain circulation, which can be
freely adjustedch priori. For bodes with sharp trailing edges, the value of the circulation

is fixed by the Kutta condition that asserts that the flow contains the precise amount of
circulation to make the flow smooth at the trailing edge. The introduction of a point source
disturbs thdlow at the trailing edge, so the circulation has to be adjusted accordingly to
preserve the sooth flow at the trailing edgeThe extra circulation contributes an
additional term to Eq(9) that we shall calculate shortlifor blunt bodies, on the other
hand, the circulation is not fixed by any smoothness requirement. However, it turns out
that in order to obtain consistent adjoint solutions a Kutta condifisrio be imposed as

well ensuring no perturbation to the position of the rear stagnation (@@esection

3.2.1).

In order to obtain explicit formulae, we will consider an airfoil in the complglane
with a sharp trailinggdge atz = 1. Let us suppose that the airfoil is transformed into a
circle of radiusR and centered ar, in the auxiliary complexz -plane by a conformal
mapping z= F(z) (with F(z)- las| #- =), such that the point,, on the circle is

transformed into the trailing edge of the airfoitatl. The (irrotational) base flow around
the circle can be derived from the complex potential

-ia ia R2 -
F(2) 0,6 2 -, @é Sz
z- gz 2 p

The corresponding potentiat a pointz on the airfoil plane is preciselly (z(z)). In the
unperturbed flow, the circulatio®, around the iccle has to be fed such that the flow
around the iccle has a stgnation point atz,_, i.e.,

te ?

— Aid i R2 IG'O 1 —
W(Zte)—dF/dAkz:é 3 e qé’m ?ptezo g =
R2

G, =2pi0, e (z oF 2 HopR’
Ze™ €
After insertinga point sourceat z_, the potential picks an extra contribution from the
point source and its images with respect to the digdg

o

e e _a R
F.(2) Zprln(z-s)z ?hplnrge 20 F= 0y frgr o

- O: O



where z denotes the complex conjugate of F .(z) induces a noizero velocity at

V4

te?

_ e G 1 e
Ws (Zte) - )

w2 Jz2 pr, R 2 (pn)

te g - -
ZS-ZO

which has to be cancelled with additional circulation
dBo = Z'K e 6)Ws(zte)
This extra circulation produces an extra fatttathas to be added {8)

dD®-i B =irq, @ +e'eu v e Q+d)
20 0, (2 oo ) 2667 (U- iv-q &%) Qe) (10

arz - - o . )
“eq e € Ze 2o godi(y- v - € )+ O(e?)

Notice that the extra term is purely imaginasy, it only affects lift Separating the real
and imaginay parts, settinge=1 and dividing byc, to normalize, we gehefollowing

linearized functionalglue to the point source

19(22) =2 (u(z( Pcos am(Z )sin  q)

: — — , (1
® =1 i pk 4 Ze € " o0 %
|P(2(2) = (U2 Heos au(z( )zin ) =0z 20 2

Notice that the extra contributios independent of the initial circulati@nd blows up at
the trailing edggethus providing a precise mechanism (and an explanation) for the adjoint
singulaity at the trailing edge.

32.Poi nt vortex

The second perturbation is a point vortex. In unbounded spasemply

o __e ap(nn)

2p e Wiinr)
dp? =V )i

0
0

This solution obeys the linearized equation
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where the extra term vanishes if the bi@e is irrotational. Hence, the source vector is

0
\'
= U

f@=p

BB B L

Notice thaty "f® = év y-u ,),sol®approgighes wdreagpr oaches
tdr wadldl valhweniss by haedejdoi nt i giat f(d bf[t].

Once again,nthepresence of a body the above functional form needs to be modified
to account for the wall boundary conditiorhe correct expression can then be used to
conmpute the force exerted by the vortex on a body, whades no significant difficulties
relative to the source case, so we just quote the resultdinElagizedcomplex force,
taking into account the Kutta condition, is

dD(z)'l u(Z) :2 nnl( te ZO)W?zte) i&Ja(u- IV _que_ia) Q a:

wher w,(z,) is the velocity induced by the vortex (and its imagesy atHence, the

properly normalized linearized functionalse to the vorteare (sding e=1)

Iéz)(z):ci(v(z( J)cosa- uz( Ysing

— — (12
I(Z’(z(z))—-—(u(z( J)cosa +v(z( Ysina g)+ 2 ae—g e oy
ugz = é ZS Zte+

Notice thatthe extra term diverges as the vortex approadteewall However, along the
wall |z,- g R

<1

sothat




as required by thadjoint wall b.c.

321.Bl unt Bodi es

For blunt bodies (circle, ellipse) there is no need to impose a Kutta condition, so the
circulation isa priori arbitrary and the above extra terms disgp However, the
resulting forces are not consistent with the adjoint appr@ectve have discussed above,
the force exerted by a point vortex has to approach the wall in a certain fashion so that
the adjointwall b.c.isobeygd and t he Gapgaactiéadto theiwrang lift o n
basedadjoint solution. Itturns out that tabtain a sensible solutiahis necessary to
assume that an adjotnbnsistent linearization requires a Kutta condition such that the
rear stagnation point is not disturbedtbg pointsingularities This requirement results
in the extra forces described above, and the linearized functionals are pr@dsalyd
(12) and leado an analytic adjoint solution that obeys the adjoint equations and boundary
conditions and that agrees with numerical computations (see for example the adjoint
solution for a 6:1 ellipse presented29]).

33.Changd aignpateisssrur e at fixed p

For the final perturbation we choose, in analogy With a perturbationto the
stagnatiorpressurep, = p 4 ¢ (where g =u®* +7) at fixed values of the pressure
and the local flowangle 7 . As stagnatiorpressure is convected along streamlines, we
expect the solution to be concentrated along the streaddimestream othe insertion
point X,. Using curvilinear streamline coordinates in wh&is the distance along the

streamline downstream of the insertion point amlthe coordinate perpendicular to the
streamline, the perturbatas, in a first approximation,

. . a0 o
eH(s) == 5 (3= By H 3 (a (13
QcHB 5 89(\/ 0

whereH (s) is the Heaviside step function an@h) is theDirac delta functionHowever,

as explained ifi1], this is not the full form of the solutioihis fact can be understood
most simply by noting thgil3) does not obgthelinearized flow equationsn fact,

o

DAU

R P:
?1:

)

T oo

H(S)d(rD u = gaO H 3 ¢h
¢ 5 H

where & is the unit vector in the flow direction and

fo - €8F é? %u

To proceed fuher, we need to expre® in streamline coordinate®Vhile for smooth
functionsD {8 =wt w #, when delta functions are present one needs to proceed



more carefully. To this eneve follow[30] and define coordinatess along the streamline
and3s» thatparameterizes the lines orthogonabioThe 3r coordinates areelated to the

streamlinecoordnatesas ds= hdx, and dn= h dx,, whereh =|| g/ xl are the scale

factors In terms of(x,, X, the divergence operator is

TIPSR SR
iy o o IO (B &

where W is an arbitrary vector ande=h* %/ x. are the local curvilinear unit basis
vectors(&! sin earlier notation)Finally, we need to consider the Heaviside and Dirac

delta functions. Sincgdgly= b Ik, § x, we have

axt &) (8 =(9 ()/dh
and
H(s)ad(n* H( § (a)kh.

Hence,

D GOSH(9a()) =2 (H 3 (d) £)

hh,
1 9, HX) €, x1 pu
—d A+ L X2l ” T 0 =
A A T

A= %) 19 4H(9 €0 1

Using (u,Vv) =(qcosf ,gsin £, the last term on the righhand sidecan be further
expanded as

Hio-fo u EZFf(Z) £

S
where
al o G
(0=eF O 1@ ze B
e F

are the source vectors for the point source and vortex, respeckieglye, we can write
the ful solution as
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eH(s) th= ae“— 5

T _(x) ndsuq 2(X(9)dUP (% KA 9)

+ﬁj5i? (9 dJ?(%X X 9) i
0
whereaU®, adU® are thepoint source and poimortexGr e e n 6 s appuopriate i o n s

for the problem at hand (i.e., respecting the wall boundary conditidfesan checkhat
Eq.(14) obeys

D (AUO(x %) £9(% €x % 3% (& Y

3 5 e 5 9
as expected\otice thatgeuﬂ 8 -1 sothat pq? = sglg‘e“ﬂ 8 u r=Jm where
¢cHhb & M gdcH® 5 g

m is the linearized mass flux perturbati@md thus the firsintegral on the righhand
side of(14) is actually the integralerivedin [1]. The seconthtegralalso has an analog
in the compressible case, so the solution shovi]iis apparentlyincomplete.

For pressurdased functionals, the first term {14) does not contribute to the
linearized functional, which canegh be writteras

19(%) = s () (X P *ﬂazz ()3 Pk (19

Again, the first integral on the RHS (5) is equivalent to the corresponding integral in
[1], where it was used targuethatthere is a potential divergence along the incoming
stagnation streamlin&Vhether this sigularity is actually present or not depends on the
cost function and th8ow conditions Numerical tests showhat lift -adjoint solutions
seem to have these singularities evein@ompressible and irrotationédw, while drag
adjoint solutions only shothem in certain transonic cade9].

We can nowsubstitute(11) and(12) into (15) to compute the linearized functional
corresponding to thetagnatiorpressure point perturbatigh4). For drag, ve get

1
D= ———@F V)2
° qzq,cn( )

while for lift the result is
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1P(%,) = 7 (usina vcosa) 2 s . afuex) @ (x
)

© 2 )
i OO 470 1
20
where

(l)(z):_iézte' £ _tez'_o ZGQ.XIE(YO- Y) +X)(Y 'X) 3( X 0\}

2D 2 2D g2+ (X- X 4Y- V)

and

(2)(2): Ze~ 6 +_tez_o_Z:
z2(- ¢ z29- ¢
X X)X %) B (Y W (% 9 (v
(X- %) +(Y -Y)

(XandY are the Cartesian coordinates on the circle plare X +Y).

4. Anal ytic adjoint solutions

We can now compute the analytic adjoint solutions as

a 0 q? '(_Jj 2 -q%u -q%v
V¥ =010 v 2ru g 091219 § g% gt
- 2y O
& -u 2q°v 0 -g u v
Fordrag we get
.0 aq-q°
z/z 8 :—%u cosa -u (16)
o ¢

¥, °% &, sin a- v

which is exactly the analytic drag adjoint solution found [#1]. Notice that no
assumption has been made about lift of the base flow solution. Hence, tHiso-
dimensionalsolution should be valid for liftingnd nonlifting flows dike, contrary to
what was claimed if21], where the validity of the solution was restricted to-hiimg
flows based on fafield behaviourIn 2D, incompressible flow past a lifting airfoil is still
irrotational. The only difference between a lifting and a-liting flow is in the order of
the subleading terms as ©

G
~
O
Q

V=V, +O1/r*) (non {ifting)
v=v, 4OL/r) (lifting)

Adjoint b.c.at the outer boundagdemand
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for perturbationsaU respecting the fafield state For incompressible flow, we have

ygragAnd{J=rg;G°( wbin  aveds ) @/
Or

where G, is the circulation of the base flowp if du, & tend to zero at the fdield
(which is a reasonable assumptiomteerwisethe freestream statevould be perturbej
then the above term is at lea€(l/r*) and the farfield integral vanishes, thus
guaranteeing thay .. is also a valid solution for lifting flowsThe discrepancies
observedn [21] can then be attributed tbedependence of the numerical solutiontbe
distance from the body to the faeld (20 chordengths for the meshes usad21]).

On the other hat forlift we have

é. e
&, © o 2% -q" X 0
" 6 _q ®sina u o Vv @
¥, §=—e X= O Z(ar @) (17
@ (0] Cn& qu q q
3
] >cosd L uw Y (1)_1(1 +2) g
¢ G q° q°

where
X = s G(XS) OCEY 2 ffr JCEL CkH a9

It can be checked (with a long compiiga that can be conveniently alleviated wéth
symbolic manipulation software) that the above solution obeys the adjoint equations, for
which one needs to use the following identities

b P@ = (3
K Y@ = M3
which follows from the holomorphicity of “(z) 4 ®(2), as well as

e i 2 2 - 2.
VOBXgRAR®Y 4 -/@ W) +5 a4 SV @D @)

andthe incompressibility and irrotationality of the base fldwkewise, (17) also obeys
the wall boundary conditions,



G @=c,(ny,+n ) =
(- sina,cosa)® o ¢ nED gk @) %( 1 +‘2’) G +u) n=
(- sina ,cos a)ik

sincevCE 6 andl+ @ =0 atthe wall.

41. Behawv ivof

The streamline integral e¢l8) has asingularbehavioumear thepart of thedividing
streamlinaupstream of the trailing edge or rear stagnationtgtiius comprisinghewall
andtheincomingstagnation streamlinel\long the stagnation streamline upstream of the
body, the integral is not defined, as the streamline splits up in two at the stagnation point,
while alongthewall the integral diverge$-or a circle for examplethe integrablongthe
wall is

X(%,) ~ r"a% dgcos (gl 2)cot gst

where X, = (Rcosg, Rsin g), which divergesas ¢~° atthe rear stagnation poitd = 0).

Away from thedividing streamihe, the integral grows unbounded as the corresponding
streamline approaches the dividing streamline. In order to investigate the character of the
divergence, we consider a simplified setup involving flow past a wedge adrgliz / 2
(Figurel).

/2

Figure 1. Streamlines for potential flow past a weadengleU

The asymptotic form of theomplex potential fothis casds z%*, wherek=2 +/ 4,
so thatstreamfunctiorreads, in polar coordinateg =r?*sin(2g/k ), from which it
follows that theminimum distane from a particular streamline to the trailing edge is
r... ~¥'*, while the distance from a given point on the streamline to the dividing

streamline isd ~ y . Likewise,the flow speed behaves gs O( 1 so g O(r*°?),

and likewisepf ©O(r'). Finally, z ~ 2* and, thus, ® =O(r'*) and @ =0O(r’¥),
So integrating along a streamljne



which depends on the trailing edge wedge arfgléotice that the exponent is always
negative for0<t¢ ¢ ;. Hence, hebehaviourof the integral is as follows:

2t/ pl

~r 275 as X, approaches thesar singularity tfailing edgeor

1. X(%,) diverges ag’* ~r, 2
rear stagnation pointThis singular behavio had been already anticipated1], but no
concrete predictions for the exponehthe singularity were madA. 1/rmin Singularity at
the rear stagnation point was predidrefP9] for blunt bodiesn potential flowusing the
form of the streamline integral derived [if], while the actual value for & case is

X~r2,
2. As X, approaches the dividing streamlinpstream of theear singularity, X(X,)

. _5 .
diverges asr” ¥ ~d* 5?2

o ~1/d"' #¥? whered is the distace from %, to the dividing
streamline (incoming stagnation streamline or walbtice that the singularity exponent
is not universal since it depends on the trailing edge ahgndreduces to the invegs

squareroot behaviar predicted if1] for cusped trailing edges

3. As X, approaches the rear stagnation streandmenstreanof the rear singularity
X(X%,) does not divergéhe minimum distance from the streamline to the trailing edge is
now |%, - %.|, whichis always greater than zgrout rather behaves agx,) ~ d, where

dis the distance fronx, to the dividing stramline

The results of this asymptotic analysis are confirmed by actual computations (see
sectionb). This suggests that the origin of the divergence along the dividing streamline is
the singularity at the trailing edge/reaagation point. This can be put on a firmer basis
by noting thatas it will be shown later omhile the integral does get a small contribution
from the leading edge region, it is very approximately constant upstream of the rear
singularity and vanishinglsmall downstream. Likewise, the integral behaves in exactly
the same fashiomt both theincoming stagnation streamline and the walith an
exponenthatdepends on the local geometry around the rear singularity.

The divergences oK (and @ and ®) are propagated to the Hfiased adjoint
variableg(17). However, two linear combinains of the adjoint variables,

W=y, ¥ (00,),) (g= @ -usina wcosa)lc, (19
1D =y, -w,=(-vsina ucosa+q, I ?))/c,
which yield the stonedeeaktephoti pnetrdtsaorulyaciein tamv or t
respe¢tlijvwelmain finite except at thteherail.|
adj oi nt v & h(eatibuous)sadjanbaisesl gradier(s) precisely though 1,
which protects the gradient from diverging with mesh refinement (a fact that is well
established numerically, see e[l7] [27] [31] [32]). Likewise, IPappr oaches
qEC'byz,ys)as the point approaches the wall and

boundcangi,t iwdhn ch i s thus respected by the an



me s h r e f[ ilo7Eimakyn the divergence along the dividing streamline is
encapsulateahto a third (linearly independent) combination

1@ =y +2uy,+2v ¥ £0,0°X- 2usina + & ©s /¢,

which yieldsthel | ne preirz ed bat doea twnitthest agmnati on pr
perturbation.

't is Iimportant to point out, however, t he
i nto protected d@md uvurpgroOotUscttdeae tdervmsli ng st
arbitrary and based on our chdilde lonf fpaocitnt
turns out that any | inear combinati on

a,+by, €y

which correspondso a point perturbation with source vectdr=(a,b,c)", obeying
-ag’+bu 4o/ @, does not contain the streamlineintegral and i s thus prot e

the dividing streamline singularity. Conversely, Hagq®+bu +w Q then the
corresponding perturbation is singular along the dividing streamline. One such example
is f =(0,u,v)", whichis relatedto the drag Eulerlef33], a Greenods functi

incompressible Euler equans linearized around a uniform flowhich cariesone unit
of drag.

5. Sample solutions

In order to illustrate the results presented above, we present now the results of direct
evaluation of the adjoint analytical solutions in two cab&mt body (a cirle) andan
airfoil with asharpnon-cuspedrailing edge

51.Circl e

As explained above, obtaining meaningful adjoint solifum bodies without sharp
trailing edges such as the circle requires a Kutta condition to guarantee that the
perturbations preserntbe location of the rear stagnation point. As a consequence of this
fact, the solution$16) and(17) are applicable here, resultingtime analytic dragbased
adjoint solution showm Figure2



x/R

Figure 2. Analytic dragbased adjoint solutioat thewall for incompressible, inviscid flowast
acircle with G, =0.

To obtainthe analytic liftbased adjoint solutignhe streamline integiaX has to be
evaluaed at each point of the domain, which requiresoprdetermination of the
streamline passinghrough that point. Streamline tracing is carried outty direct
numerical integration of the equatiaix/ dt= ¥ with a fourthorder RungeKutta

method (see e.¢34]). Crosschecking has been performed with a simple Mathematica

notebook that takes advantage of the known analytic form of the streafuoliti@s case
Acontour avapl wHdjgdienf tsol uti on obtFagurened i n |
3, w lirigureel showsthe adjoint solutioralong three vertical lines crossing the

stagnation streamline upstream and downstream the circle and impinging the wall as
indicated inFigure 3. It is clearfrom both figureghat he solutionis singular along the

dividing streamline upstream of the rear stagnation point (the circle wall and the incoming
stagnation streamlingbut not across the nestagnation streamline
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Figure 3. Contour map of the first component of the analytic liftbased adjoint solution for
incompressible, inviscid flow pastcrcle of radiusR=0.27E.
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Figure 4. Analytic ajoint solution along vertical lines crossing the stagnation streamline
upstream and downstream the circle and impinging the wall as indicdtagiie 3.

The® singularities are caused by the streamline integrain section4 we argued
thatthe streamline integral behaves ¥s- rnzﬂ'n% ~rmff_% in terms of the distance of the
streamline to the reatagnation point/trailing edg8&incek = 1 for the circle, we expect
that X ~r % at the rear stagnation point and~d ** at the wall and the incoming
stagnation streamline, which is confirmedFigure5, Figure6 andFigure7. Figure5

plots the value of the integral along a vertical line crossing tbenming stagnation
streamlineas indicated inFigure 3. This value is fitted against the distance to the
incoming stagnation streamline, yielding~ d**’, which is closeto the theoretical
predicton andto the valueX ~ d **®obtained at the walF{gure6), but also against the
minimum distance of the streamline to tlear stagnation point ., yielding X ~r.2°,
which is close tdhe theoreticalalue and to thealue of the exponent obtained for the
rear stagnation poinfF{gure7). Finally, the integral vanishes lineark~ d across th
rear stagnation streamlinBigure8), which isnotsingular.
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Figure 5. Value of the streamline integral computed with the analytic solution along a vertical
line atx = 0.475 crosgg the stagnation streamline upstream of the caslendicated irFigure
3.
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Figure 6. Value of the streamline integral computed with the analytic solution along the vertical
line x = 0impinging the circle walbs indicated irrigure 3.
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Figure 7. Value of the streamline integral computed with the analytic solution along two lines
approaching the rear stagnation pointrwdifferent inclinationss indicated irfrigure 3.
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Figure 8. Value of the streamline integral computed with the analytic solution along a vertical
line atx = 0.47 crossing the stagnatistneamline downstream of the ciras indicated ifrigure
3.

We haveargwed abovethat the behavior at the wall and stagnation streamline is
essentially governed by the singularity exponent atéhesingularig, which is thus the
primary singularity. The results Figure5, Figure6 do support this idea, which is further
illustrated withFigure9 andFigure10. Figure9( | ef t ) shows the value
streamlines shown on the right plot. It can be clearly seen that the integpatas
approximatelycorstant upstream of the trailing edge region and negligible downstream,
and that the upstream value grows as the streamline approaches the dividing streamline
(the downstream value, on the other hand, approaches zero), as expigntez10,
which focuses on the outermost streamlinEigtire9, plots the runningvalueof al ong



the streamlingas well asl = - @ @ 2g9€ f(@u @), which isthe integrand irp.

It is clear that the main contribution to the integral comes from the region near the rear
stagnation point, with a negligible contribution from the leading edgjene
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Figure 9. Left: running value ofX(X,) along the streamlines indicated on the right plot. The
forward and rear stagnation points are located=at .27 and x=0.275, respectively.

Figure 10. Runningvalueof X(X) and I, = - @i* @, 1, 2 #F@p @)#g®and | =1, +,
along theoutermosstreamlineof Figure9. The etension of the circle is indicated for reference
purposes.

Finally, Figure11 plotsthe value of the lineaed functionalsl® andI1®® (1 Pon t he

circle wall. These quantiti e(exceptdNwhicm f i ni t ¢
diverges at the trailing edge), as expected.






