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A Study on the Design and Performance Prediction

of Centrifugal Compressor Channel Diffuser

ZNY(M2o 7| AB s, 2HA(MSO i)
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Runstadler{8]%= Channel Diffusers] A%l 7}%
2 I%e vAE AHvUEs  E(Throat)ol A ¢
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9] #olelQ] BlockageZ E¥dE 4 vin Ry
J.Rardina, A Lyrio, S.J Kline, J.H.Ferziger,
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turbulent, incompressible 7FA A AlAbel 2] 34
q%s of 25} o} Potential
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(momentum integral eq.)¥ Entrainment eq.& A}
atdth. 22l A unstalled flow, transitory stall, fully
developed stallsl sl = AEdZo] Ao AFs}
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L.R.Reneau, J.P.Johnston, S.JKline[13]& 2x¢
HFEAe] dedZe] AF AFoM TN 2E
(Stallol deolviA] AV dFAR7 UF 22 &
2 A dFEE FEE QFolrY Kz=AH
(Blockage)2 £3€E 4 vt A48 a8z
Flow Regimes®]l #3% <dFol* No appreciable
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e o933 2ol Fardrh

mass flow measured

A eftective
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—Yroegy. ASHL 0
o=9 /(L) - 55" cot )}

S : perimeter of duct

f* friction coefficient

f (L) : friction coefficient for the short length 8L
‘M : mean mach number
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£ ulxstg e 4%l AYEE Yy ¢F
B2 #AZ(Diverging angle)ol AEF& 7o
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$3=13/2— O;= 7"5 — 0, (11
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a =§“03b“¢3+7’3/2 (13)

. Wedget] #A49 $148 ¢sted @z &F4A
dFA e E774AE 409 FReE Qo 2
® TE Table 18 2t} Fig2d 288 31¢&
e LT

Fig32 o] e vdd 9EY O¥S oS
o op@e] e @d8 dYEUY #¥(Adiabatic
flow with friction)®] w4 o} o]
=g

Table 1 A 788

Vaneless . .
1 Diffuser Stanitz Equation(1952)
o| Semi-Vanele | o i Stanitz Bquation
ss Space
Walz Boundary Layer Method
3| Channel .
+ Empirical Data
4| Channe] Exit| Adiabatic Flow with Friction
A&y G AL
do  dA |, dV _
P + A + v =0 (14)
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i 1— M? (24)
1+_7LLM2
+‘L—‘2‘__7M2M
2 1-M Dy
AT A BAAA
Vi
= s Y\
po—p(l+ 5 M) (25)
by _dp i o

e

olZHE W &ANE fEEE HE2Ne B
=3

b _ _ oM Afax 27

bo 2 Dy

A9 AzzRe G 72, @A77
FolA™ tFA B §52 ALY + A foh
g AsE o8 7hA dyen 33+ gAw
WA Karman-Nikuradse®] 3402 nl@AF& +F
dtedx sl e &£EE FE Ug URAAZL
Adstel & o A& olBASLE FH
oAl A @49t A@NE Al apdue]
T EF oA GRAAZANS HEEs
A-g-8k 3 o,

Karman-Nikuradse®] mt&A¢s 2(28)7 2o
B R

o b {4
% H W
to it K

7147 =10.8+2log 1o ReVA)) (28)

o) Aoz OFA R FF5e AN @
A7t AAS da2n =g dFAe 3A%e 448
£ 4 $2% §&29 4 (Blockage)dl FTL nAE
F A "o 99 dez Fusssr 08,
LIW,=16 & cdfA disle] d5e 428 a9
o] Fig4elth. 4%& 3% ol Runstadler et
al.(1969,1973)e] A H 3 (B-002) v}k okt A

=4 oA YT FREMS G| mHA
%7l e, fF=HAE zelseld AAZS
2t H%e Hriste wyel WashAn,

BA%E 342 The Karman-Based Method of
Walz (1969)9}  Entrainment integral method”}
Fergizer et al.(1982)°] <jste] 7ldg WA A& A}
|3t AAEgon Wazel A4 o] ggsitin
s o] o] WH-S ALE-3t ).

Walz®l ZAZANEH S SF97t g 4=
4 GFRAAFALN AEE & JdEE ALEHAYC
Walze FZFARFDS FPRAFEW)E AHE8)
o g ¢ g FEsidn.

7= peUee ) (29)
Mo
=0
=B, (30)
oo—e_ TA 7‘2
F, dU,

+ U. Z=F, (Momentum) (32)

az
dx
%/ + l;i d;x]e W='I;—4(Mechanical—energy) (33)

@(x) = Taw(x) — Te(x) . (34)
a~0.03894( W—1.515)"7 (35)
b =1+0.8L5 L MAAW-O)2-W) (55
(turbulent flow)

oa | pUb\"*
CAn =22 ( - ) 37
F,=2.268+1.268H— Ma’ (3R)
Fy= 1.268—% (39)

_ _6
Fy=1-H+0.8(r—DMal (1-3) ()
(turbulent flow)
eUgB 0.168

F4=%[23<PT) —aW] 1
H=% 21 41.48Q~W)+104@~ W)™ (@)

140.587(y— DMa*(1—0.750) 177

'9=[ 1+0.44MaX1 — 6)(7— 1) “3)

Y Heold n® viscosity-temperature exponent®
F719 A$ 9 0670tk HE a0 B W=1515
A AR Yot} Z9k W) z71gkel FoiAA
Hel HEo] A2 AME + U

24 45 A58

OFANRAME Y Furt Asich A
26 7} 4 olstel e AAFAL I HAW, 20
7} 4° 7} 9o Ferzigerd 933 Walze] Wy =
%= AASEAS W AFA(displacement thickness)
7 IR ARG oA AEF JEFuldl %
w7k 38 dlelgn @ 5 Ao %3} Walk
o W3} Ferzigere Wieol 2% Fxd Y+
7 e Afdde & 92X g g AL 9uis
o AA 94EEH7IY dFAGME 20 7t 6~10°
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9] kol ol AlEHDZ g9 F Whie wE HA
32 E3hA doh

2719 F2HA7 002 oA HEANS T3
o nfFAAFE FHAAIL o] W WATAE OF
Aol WHNA AAF F CFA R £5E8
g ® ul@ASFE WESA Allstd FHAIE
ug wtEgtoz olAAFYd £2E FHAAA
tFAe Aeg Adsid, Agdez AFgEd
ghol Addro %7 WA Yged oA ojxx
A3 wAFAN AARY 2A ANH7] o
gt AZEY. aguv G BolAe # AsEA
A%l dEHAG e & 5 dAv a2l AdEdsn
Walzel 9|3 Aito] Ferzigerol 9% d¥rc A
7t FU ATEnE, Walzel 9§ Aol tFA e
Al e o L deldtn ZEAE = A
a2Ey 20 7 90 & W OFANMNE A B
78t E(throat)el A9 #2347 0022 2
FolA e wiAIEAZ UE 34 Ad=EEz 99 2
2 Mo R AFdEE ¥ 47 itk

aHgA tFAY AFdEg A O gL
7H4E ALYt & dFA Uiy 48 089 i
7HA] £42 BF5E Aot
@ ulEol 9% &4 (diffuser wall friction loss)
@ &7 Yol oF £4 (exit kinetic energy
loss)
® #Z# A (Blockage)oll 23 &4 (Blockage loss)
@ £z g Aduired 33d {3 9%
&4 (velocity non-uniformity loss)

oA ohe] o £43 EFFU AgF &4
2 YoM Wyloz 3 4 ). F O FA WY
T2 12 ANE F8FH Fo AAZANE B35
otZAF Ce)E T8 o]RLR A 1342 A
£ Y3t nldo] o EHFG EFFFY 2F
£4¢ F3Y. Fig222 Dawes(1995)9] ojg ajd
yie F5A% Z2H2 Adure Exs {59
Ag BHAFEH AL £z g Hadur
9] 33 fFEo A% &Hdrde £ ZAAES
42 4 dA.

a5 YA E4E5 & F2H0 2§ &4
£x9] nlgde] % &4 T wyezr Fi
. &, PW.HRunstadler, R.CDean (1969)%}
P.W.Runstadler, F.X.Dolan(1973)= Ad& Es}d
TEF Wedge tFA e H%g T8¥th Figse
A9Z2R F F 7MAE BAFEY adns 359
AEAT vhEe] 9% SAF E2FEg g &
Ag  2EFd A% Aol(4C,H)E HF=H4H
(Blockage)oll. 93t &3 4xo njFYo] 23 &
Holgty Aztd & AT 8oz

C,= C, ({riction, kinetic energy) —4C,

{ C,( friction,kinetic energy): vl o &£47%
2750 A £48 nF YHIEAS

4AC, = ARATE EYE ¢ & 3ow, 4C,
E 998 Aol tsy A5 5 U= AEHE
T £ duE dFA R qHIHEAFE &
4 QA Hth Wedge tFAY Hes 2R F
Fulelel YFohseEM), 9F  #2 93 (Blockage,
B), Divergence angle(28), 97 %% 4](Aspect
ratio, AS; )l thste] 248 H4Z2 3 S UL
9 g2 Fargrh

AC,= (C1+C2M+ CgB)X(29)+C4+ CsM (44)
+ CeB+ Crlog o AS))

( C;=0.0029, C,=0.0089, C3=0.148, C,=—0.078,
Cs=10.093, Cs=0.75,C;=0.82 )

Fig6e Solrel ZFHu7t 10 Ao diste] &
ol 4C, md-g A3l uRt P z7de] o
FAY e A& F AFae 248 Uil
agelth, M=0.2,06,10, B=002,0080.12, 28 =6~1
2" Q1 Ao diste] 63719 tFA st Cp
o] F@#e At 001101tk A AR AS7} 0.25¢)
Aol thaled $19] 4C, 2d& AHgEtd Tuw
g7 2719 dFAY HAEg A3 F L4934
9 2&4& uehgo] M=0206,10, B=0.020.080.12,
26 =8~13" A Ago} diste] 54X BT
7F 00350103, AS7t 5090 gl diste] €9
4C, 28-S AMEste] O3t Yan 219 oFA
9 HFE %3 F A€y oAE veof
M=0.2, 06, 1.0, B=0.02, 008, 0.12, 260 =6~10" ¢l
Agol tiste] 4579 HE st 0.02401
ol AFNA AS=1 Aol 247 00112 7H
ZkEd, AS=59 AS=0259 A9 H4A dH¢S
719 dFAAME AL AMEHA gE golth thA
A A DM AT NME AS=1ZH Y Frol 7% #
o] AFE-EB AS7}F 1014 Wol ¢ 0259 5olA 9 &
AE 00259 0.024% zgkemz AAe PA¢E7]
AN AMEHE AS=1ZH AN E 237 A 001¢]
g Aoz s Awd Zaade Ag4ds
s} o}F AYeA Ase dEdvdzn & & A
Fig.7& AS=1.0, M=06, L/W,=16 , B=0.02%1 A%
of &t 4C, Edg AMgse A% g A% 3
3 A¥zte waolth, FFd ZF YAsE A
RnejFr). Fig. 8& AS=10, M=10, L/W =16,
B=0.02%1 Al wistd 4C, 2d& ALg3sld A%
£ &% g3 AFaTe vno|t Hore vlst

- 168 -



Tt 13 o] 2 golME AFeA Hedg5E s
3 Ao

A (Wedge) -89 Ao o] AdME oj= A
= AYrst HU ol A Wedge UFAE AT d)
E HAA 2F(Ry)IENEH Wedge tdFAY 47
( Ry 7t2 & Vaneless HlFA et 7483 Staniz
o wAAo R Aig FYsYGTh 2zl Wedge
g% YFETE B(Throat, R OMAS Axe
Vanelesst] ¥ 2 ¢ 22 $A o2 AXS 5%
I ohgt Vaneol 98l f2w3o] isteE A
OFA W JFelA GAkztel % &4 J—Eiﬁ}
Aok 2@ B9 #= 34 (Blockage) &
3 Mae] ZFMREE FspA HAZA M 4??}
vl Al % A (Displacement Thickness) 228 AAsY
T},

Fig9, Figl0, Fig.l12 3 ¥ AH(Dy) llem,

3 d4 74233 rpmel A% A" tate] AS,-l
olm YF A IMF A7 12, 20, 280Q A9
YFAe I E(Cps)S ZOl(L/IWPs 847
(Divergence Angle)dll sl 28 A A xeluh
Fox and Kline®] Possible Stall Line(1962) Fox %
Kline®] =&l & A9 Datag ¢olr 298 a9
otk ¢t EL L/W7 A AFE AAE Ags
GERATh agxe 342 (Divergence Angle, 26 )
of ez Fatzie] AdeE: ol A
b kel UR Ad de oA g8 24
e 49S Jeld, o] @42 Runstadler, Dean,
Dolan, Kline g-° QM E dZo] YW #Aoly
Faziol WE AXW HF2 ulEs dF &4o
AA7 dioletm Qi

Table 2 Geometry and specification of three
designed diffuser

.| Case ® | Case ® | Case ®
LW, 14 835 14
AS, 1 0.765 121
260 ¢ ) 76 l 7
ZD | 25 | 19 29

Aee Zzode dddsd Mg 5 99 )
Al skl 37449 ORAE Adss] Ashel
Table2e] A} 7HAE 374709 OFEAS AA Y
. 37h4 Y OEAE BolAe ASh GgozR
AR A7} Ry/Ry ~204, By/By=1)olA o
FAe Wols, $4%, LIWh oag AAEQ

ASY oW grie] & FopAE dialel &l
7} SAGAG Bz ASF 39 9ile S r,%
ol thalel W7y SropAA HH AedE

gie] 7 wn AS7F & uFAsE q;a:qy_o
e Aoz UERTh (49 Case @HFAE AS,

7b o 121RY am gl 33709 A " Wire
Cuttingo.2 7F¥38te 7 71]7} gdAFE 2978 7AA
o] 718 ¢ floid EAFE 2972 Foln
ASE 1212 ¢FA HA)

Table 3 Geometry of H.Krain's wedge diffuser(1980)

RJR,| 11 AR F3Y dFA FF
Al

RyRy | 1905 | A 279 Zutrgn]

AS, | 16 Throat aspect ratio

L/W; | 1146 | Length to width ratio

20 7.54° Divergence angle

ZD 27 HFA gis

ALy Zzadg AFE7] 98t HKrainl15]

}QJr tfAel diste] A4 viasiy

TdEe &

71 SlaiE A 3=
%TO}"F ged ST f%d AHE ¢
F7F gtk agaz F8=Z2 a9 Concepts. ETL
Abe]l COMPALS AM8-3te] sldxe] 27278 o
Z3t3 ol AL Jdd T2 OFAY JTE
Aoz /g5t OFAY HedES F3sd.
AN AedESd77] Figlesh 2o 4A%
A AeedEd ol Hdund Ao IAFge B
ol AdE Wy 9|4 AE(Off Design point)
AME MFolFe] 715stA gt ndA ol A
A E59 273¢ A NHAE £ PoIM nld
74]7‘“1]’\14 "5‘ dzol AFL Fo AAg AEd
HFE d2 2 ojEAd. A" izt Age
Zate Ago] IIHY AL T MLy ==
a28E b8 BFE 4 e Aotk Figl3e A%
d FHA dFAe etk dRAY AEe F
g29s ARS8l Wire-cutting®h8 o] o8t} 7}
THATE

s 33
B3k}
As

o

3. 4ol Ri134aE A& ddol MHdAet M
sof

At

31 ME
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of FolMe FAFHAE o F7iAMA F7I7t op
AA7IAQA A9 AdoiFA) i MdASG e
A Zo) P AFE stk AAZ|AE Y E ALE
e d¥dsrley Bek A€ Process
Compressoroll A AF&HE 9], 7|4 A4 Ay
o] suz AA QPG G gel RolAY
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Table 4 Property of air and refrigerant R134a
at the atmospheric temperature

R (J/keK) 287 81.491
o Chkgl m®) 1.203 469
C, (J/kgK) 717.1 720
C, (J/keK) 1004 815.7
Y 14 1133

¢ (Pa-s) 172 108.4
C (m/s) 331.2 154.1

AdrFAe A HFdEe AAME LA
E AHT uie} gol AldRBeMe A% doler}
g4asin, F7|9] ZA$ol: PW. Runstadler <
R.C.Dean(1969), P.W Runstadler ¢ F.X.Dolan(1973)
ol Bad dddolelr}l QoA olE 2A=Z A
AEdZe] 7tsstA gk oy, Wy A A7
ol Aee o BgF AgEI Qlon A o
2l 7HA9 A7 adan AL vz g 0
Heol U& & Yool disie] o|H AAXBE 3
Hie e Erssidaz 2@ 4 I8 Reld.
of FolMe] AFE old EAE vlgoz ANFsA
HAY €48 AdRdre g e 93
ZZ0] wE AFAE7 vtdEE 4AAE os
TAZ AEUFAE AT F de Rold o B
AXME olfd AEAEE a2l AL dFERZ @
=

AARE AHedER S JAME ddM dE3

719 A9k ol BEE AN FEUAHY

% AAZRAAE olgste] AL YT(R)9
F2AHst AIRES 334 5o o9 4wy
& AHERT) o8 AHME TableSs 2& ¥ 77

9l 7}l Wasirh Tabledd ¥ 71A H3& AMS
sl AR Wele] gtz gelA AEd F
718 A% 2& ¥goz HNedEgs FIPF F
At 7oy Wulel BAXE UFEREIATAE
(NIST)ell A gg W] E4X Z2a9d
refpropS AHg-8te] AAbstgict.

Table 5 Assumption for real gas channel
performance

Walz(1969)¢] 7 AlZ4g 2 ]
Ag AgA= AHEE = o
AduRel 339 {5 9T &4+
ATF(Eel A F 29 H(Blockage)ol
g &H4ude Fr)o Fol AHEFh

A A7

32 3o 4983 44

olg71Ae] Aol AT wAA Apolof: THE

L9 Aol Jydr

) 4
z—j = (—v;) B p]= pu} (45)
T =
. (%) 46)
T. r—1
7 =(z_2) n
A7leA ¥y & FAERN A% (Isentropic

exponent)#t ¥}, E.Wiederuh[201E A A 7] A o) A 2]
FAERY AFE 29 H4P& Fid A A=
ettt 498 A2yAozRy

Tds= (T, DT +(-52) dp—vap (48
BhY _ o dv
(55),=2-T(3%), 49
ds=( oA
kTP . [ v

7 dT=(5F) 50
(T, D)=y T. )+ dc)( T, p) (51)

(45l A F33 e e Wyl dojd A
o] st SIAERZY A <(Isentropic exponent)
£ AYshd, 458 oEe g

a ., dv _

2(52)2 HE
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A(53)0l) A (—g%) = Jgudoz tFy] Yo

2 o3 2ol wawHT

S\ _ CLT,0) (&
( é‘v)s Cu(T,v)( 51’)7

adug, R geo] A 4 gk

__v(opy CT.p)

w==5{%) (T 0 )
YA 25, 2= v A AAE dvEA A

olg = ot

(34)

o
»T " = const. (56)
2(56)& ] Eahd

dp g _Tr iT—=0

b =7, (57
B sd
(T, )= : 1 E» (58)
Cp(TJJ) ( aT);,
opR7A 2
To7 ™! = const, (59)
2 RE
—{a—_U (0D
7’Tv"'1+ C,,(T, L’)( 8T),, (60)

ol Bt} 2R 7y, vr. vn 8 BAES HEDH
2.

Vo™ 7'1Tu_1 (61)
7,»1)
€& HAZIAlY deuAEE p=ZRT 2

RHT o 2602 mdL
a_(8p\ _
a —( 3p) = 750 ZRT (62)

52 4En wAHe #AolmzE L&£ANS
Ak 7, B AHE AT Figld® Ri3dagE &%
283.15K, &9 3355kPaclA] &% 32245K, ¢¥
1047kPa7tA] 229} 48 S HAyPHo g FrA 74
58 ANT ool 7, & AN E W] &0l
NIST®| Azet A9 A3 YAFE RoFy,
2 olF7IAY wdn C,/C,, BE FAE=ZY
Ao 9T AL AR A ARFYL oA
< AEF ol AMdANA HlS Fo39m & F
e =8

ez WYgH A, d2xst FE9 BAES
Azt R AL, ol 71 e 34 W-&E(Total tempera-
ture)9} W2 %(Static temperature)?] BAE F7)9)
BFAE e T Az gl xddY.

S
=T3¢ (63)
T,=T (1+J1211—M2 64)

&7t Ge wAdEAU AeE 4637 2ol K
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gFAolx R R ddg® Yol gz, XM
ghol W3 ojuizl WErh o

g=0,w,=0,g(z;—2.)=0 (66)
o] Hmz

hﬁ%‘ V?=he+12- W 67
olth oW &%, ¢ £x VE 71d K49 &
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ol @ We LE Y FIW Woh anw
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294 5 9vh
W TY=HD+L V* (69)
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A (Total pressure)® g Static pressure)d] &
Ax ola7|Ae Aol a7 o] x@dH

P,= p+% oV? (70)
I
Po=P(1+"Z‘2:1“M2) 1)
£27F @e HghEAdUd FAee (70 2ol B

HAHY AEHY BEe 4‘1‘(71)°1 A&t
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33 AuiAN R FsA5AH
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AHEE A AdAA Y nldtge AupdAF e 4
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HolA Azlshd 4717 o] Fr}

dA 2 Afdx
au _ &~y Mg,
M g M —1— (1+rﬂM2)(r D7

o1+ 25 2 agt)y

(71

Age £AYAHAL y, & AHgdod " A
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=
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oz¥E AW £44% FEaE A7 B
.
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(Channel diffuser, Wedge diffuser, Vane-island
diffuser)®] AA AedFel B d7+E A
o, ol2XH t}deo AES AUT

(1) Adolxel &4 npdel 4% &4, &7 F
ol 213 &4 JF(E)Y APl oF 4,
Ao wFYT AANFY 3792 /54 4% &
A9 W) AAE BFsden, gFE)e F2HH
o % &4, £xo uFgd Aduire 334 &
Fol oa £4(4C,)e B FANeR Urh
AT,

AC,= (Ci+ CoM+C3B)x(20) + Cy+ C:M

+ CeB+ Crlog x,(AS))
( C;=0.0029, C;=10.0089, C;=10.148, C,=—10.078,
C5=0.093, C;=0.75, C;=0.82 )

Aol A el gdfEANY AAFAN 283 9
of AME £HAG AL AdoFAde HE5E
A A& = AN

(2) o] =&old Ad WHE AHLIHE DAV A
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@ 97 shetsst dFFLdae zadH IrE
A FAZ &= A7 F718 FFRAR st 4
$HT 2 4HIES RYEY, oA WuE &
FHAR e Fgde dolxasrt AxdM ¥4
o] sl EAF7E F7E FEFAZ T AR o}
A 7] wjgolch

(3) EME ASRAR e T 4y Add
FA9 ohekd oiEgo fEHAHS JFEdd o
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experimental result. This is because blockage loss
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Fig.19 R134a channel diffuser performance map.
AS=1, M=0.6, B=0.02
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Fig.20 R134a channel diffuser performance map.
AS=1, M=0.6, B=0.08

5 ‘ 10 15 20
LENGTHMWIDTH RATIO - L/W,

R134a channel diffuser performance map.
AS=1, M=0.6, B=0.12

Fig.21



Fig.22 (Instantaneous-averaged) velocity vectors in
the midspan slice a quarter of a blade-passing
time period apart (W.N.Dawes, 1995)
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