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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The purpose of this research was to increase knowledge of the physical 

prGcesses that - govern wind characteristics over ridges and, subsequently, to: 

improve empirical and numerical techniques for wind velocities ovi:;r ridges. 

These objectives were achieved by conducting a wind-tunnel study of the flow .. 

field over triangular-shaped and sinusoidal-shaped ridge models with varying 

upwind and downwind slopes under various thermal stratification conditions. 

A simple technique was developed to predict the veloci ty-amplif ica.tion 

profile above a ridge crest for an arbitrary ridge slope. Largest speedups 

were m~asured for the steepest symmetrical ridge which did not cause flow 

separation. Criteria for flow separation over ridges are provided in this 

report. Effects of turbulence, surface roughness, and thermal stratification 

on spe-edup are generally of secondary importance. However, these effects and 

the slo~es of the ridge are significant in determining whether or not separa-

tion oc.curs. Applicability of the results for ridges with finite width is 

discuss~d. 

The ,, separation phenomenon downwind of a ridge was investigated by 

analyzi~g the effects of upwind and downwind ridge slopes on the longitudinal 

extent of the separation region. It appeared that the downwind slope partic-

ularly. affected the length of this region. 

The ·turbulence structure over ridges was investigated by analyzing the 

longit _di.nal velocity fluctuations. It was found that the directional energy 

distribution of the turbulence above the crest is significantly different from 

that of the upwind turbulence. Changes in power spectra and probability 

density· functions are . relatively small. 

Physical and numerical techniques to simulate flow over ridges were 

critj..cally reviewed. It was shown that similarity requirements for wind-

tunnel modeling techniques were generally met. In some cases similarity could 
not be achieved in a thin surface layer (: 3 percent of the hill length). The 

overall flow, however, was not affected. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report is the first in a series produced as part of the Wind-Tunnel 
Wind Energy Conversion System (WECS) Siting Program. The program was designed 
to study the characteristics of the wind in complex terrain, especially hilly 
terrain, so that installation sites for WECS can be identified . This report 
identifies the topographical features of hills most favorable for siting WECS. 
Specifically it considers the role of hill slope, hill shape, surface rough-
ness, and stratification. Wind-tunnel measurements of the mean wind flow over 
model hills provide data to substantiate an empirical hill crest and speed up 
algorithm. Analysis of turbulence characteristics suggest what simplifica-
tions are permissible in analytic or numerical model procedures. 

1.1 THE OBJECTIVES OF THIS WIND-TUNNEL WECS SITING PROGRAM 

The objectives of this portion of the physical modeling program have been 
1. To study the wind characteristics over hills as influenced by 

a. hill shape, 
b. surface roughness and upwind turbulence, and 
c. thermal st rati fication; 

2. To correlate hillcrest wind conditions with upwind conditions for a 
wide range of hill shapes; and 

3. To identify the dominant physical mechanisms that govern flow 
characteristics over hills and, hence, provide guidance for the 
development or selection of analytic or numerical models for WECS 
siting. 

The information contained in thi s report deals primarily with two-dimensional 
flow (to be interpreted as flow over ridges of infinite width and with a flow 
direction perpendicular to the crest). However many of the findings should 
hold, at least qualitatively, for three-dimensional flow over hills. Rela-
tions between the upwind velocity profiles and velocity profiles at the crest 
have been established by varying hill and flow featu r es. 

Mea~urements have been made of wind speed, turbulence intensity static 
pressure, probability density function, and spectra over a number of trian-
gular and sinusoidal two-dimensional hill shapes. Measurement techniques are 
described in Meroney et al. (1976a,b), Rider and Sandborn (1977a), and in this 
report. Data are tabulated in detail in Meroney et al. (1976b), and Rider and 
Sandborn (1977b) for neutral stratification measurements. A set of measure-
ments investigating the flow field when the downslope hill varies to incipient 



se~aration are discussed and tabulated in this report. A set of measurements 

as·sociated with stratified flow over two-dimensional hills has been compiled 

into Appendix C, Meroney et al. (1978b). Additional measµrement,s over a set . 

of six different hill shapes are described in Rider and Sandborn ( 1977b) . t 

Three-dimensional flow field data are provided in tabulatioµ form by 

Chien et al. (1978). Their interpretation is discussed in Merony et al. · 
(1978b) .. 

A review of physical-mode ing similarity requirements has been placed in 

rep0-rts by Meroney et al. (19763, 1978a, b). This report emphasizes particu-

larly the similarity requirements for flow over a surface ob~tacle in a deep . 

shear lc1yer. 

A ' validation study was performed through a joint effort between Colorado 

State Uftiversity and the University of Canterbury, New Zealand. The results 

of this program have been gathered into Meroney et al., 1978a. 

1.2 ORG4NIZATION OF THIS REPORT 

Th:e. remaining chapters of this report are organized in the following 

manner. In Chapter 2 the physical processes that govern flow over ridges are 

discussed. If the reader is familiar with the literabure concerning flow over 

obs ta ~ es in shear flows, he may prefer to proceed directly to the result 

sections in Chapters 3, 4, and 5. Chapter 3.0 discusses the experimental re-

sult& o:f,. the wind tunnel measurements of mean flow over ridges. The hiH 

shap~·~· andu. flow condition are parameterized to describe the dependency of 

speedup ;.ov,er ,the crest on such variables. Experimental results and additiona-1 

info'I'rna!tdmn are presented to extend the conclusioas of the two-dimensional 

analy~~s ~ to flow over ridges with finite width. An empi-rical prediction 

techni~~e for the velocity profile at hill crest is proposed in Chapter 4.0. 
Turb [1· nee characteristics are considered in Chapter 5. 0. In Chapter 6. 0 

the.re is a recapitulation ·of the major conclusions of this study inclu d.ng 

sugges d.ons about worthwhile areas for further investigation. 

Details of experimental methodology, data analysis techniques, a review 
of the constraints of and characteristics over ridges on mathematical predic-

tion procedures, and tabulated data are summarized in a series of appendices 

at the< end ·of the report. The tabulated data should be particularly helpful 

to those .interested in the construction or validation of analytic or numerical 

WECS siting models. 
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2.0 PHYSICS OF FLOW OVER RIDGES 

The accuracy of analytical or numerical prediction techniques that 
approximate wind flow over hills depends a great deal upon 

1. An understanding of the turbulence structure over the hill and its 
interaction with the mean flow, 

2. An understanding of the mechanism that causes flow separation and 
the development of a wake, and 

3. The sophistication and validity of current mathematical models for 
flow over hills. 

This chapter considers these aspects of flow over a hill. 
The literature on the physics of boundary layer flow over obstacles is 

not generally familiar to most meteorologists or engineers, nor has it been 
consolidated into any single reference. Pertinent material is reviewed in 
this section and is used to support the results of a perturbation analysis of 
changes in total head as wind flows over a hill crest at various lengths from 
the surface. The analysis and review provide a context for evaluation of the 
experimental results discussed in Chapters 3.0, 4.0, and 5.0. The analysis 
also provides a context for review of mathematical prediction procedures for 
hill flows. Appendix E considers the constraints of wind characteristics over 
ridges on various analytic and numerical methodologies. 

The turbulent action on the mean flow is analyzed by considering flow 
over hills as a departure from the flow of an inviscid fluid. Regions are 
distinguished where the effect of turbulence on the mean flow is different. 
The most important flow and hill features affecting flow separation are con-
sidered, and the large, separated flow region which results from the inter-
action between wake and main flow is investigated. 

The analysis is carried out by cons:i dering two-dimensional flow over 
ridges. However, the general approach of the analysis justifies application 
to three-dimensional flow over ridges. Section 4 of Chapter 3 is devoted to 
discussing quantitatively the appl icability of the insights gained to ridges 
with fiJil.ite width and to other three-dimensional effects such as Coriolis 
accelerations and ridges at an angle to the flow. 

2.1 IDENTIFICATION OF FLOW REGIONS 

Flow regions are identified to indicate portions of the flow field where 
the turbulence structure affects the mean flow differently. In flat plate 
boundary layers two regions are usually distinguished, the inner and the outer 

3 



regions. In the inner reg i on the flow is directly affected by the surface 
shear stress; in the outer region the flow closely resembles free turbulence, 
with properties of the turbulence being strongly dependent on conditions far 
upstream. 

Jackson and Hunt (1975) conducted an analytical study on flqw over iow 
hills and also divided the flow field into an inner and outer region. By 
definition, the inertia, pressure, and Reynolds stress gradients in the inner 
region were of the same order of magnitude; whereas in the outer r~gion the 
fluid had effectively inviscid properties. Although the cb~nges in Reynolds 
stresses in the region outs i de the inner region may be ord~rs of magnitudes 

·smaller than the inertia stresses, after extended periods of transport ov~r 
long hills they may cause significant additional total head losses. 

In order to include the long-range effects of the turbulence on the mean 
flow over the hill, three regions rather than two need to be distinguished. 

a) An Inner Region. The inertia, pressure, and Reynolds stress 
gradients in this region are of the same order of magnitude. It may be as-
sumed that the turbulence energy production and dissipation rates are so large 
that t4ey are the only dominant terms in the turbulence kinetic energy equa-
tion; thus 

a u uw ~ = £ 
·a Z 

(2.1) 

Under such conditions structural similarity exists between the Reynolds 
stresses (Townsend, 1962). 

b) A Middle Region. In this region inertia stress gradients are much 
larger than Reynolds stress gradients. But changes in Reynolds stresses are 
sufficiently large to cause substantial additional change in total head. 

The advective terms in the Reynolds transport equations may reach the 
same orders of magnitude or become even larger than the production and dis-
sipation terms. If longitudinal velocity accelerations are sufficiently 
large, boundary-layer approximations may not be applied. As a result, the 
prediction of the turbulence stresses may become very difficult. Moreover, 
Bradshaw (1973a) pointed out that the effect of extra strain rates (additional 
velocity gradients to the simple shear a u/a z) is often an order of magnitude 
larger than expected from the explicit extra terms they introduce into the 
Reynolds-stress transport equations. He indicated that the unexpected effects 
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of extra strain rates could be identified by classifying the flow according to 
the ratio of the extra strain rate to ma in shear, y. A flow is 

strongly distorted if IYI IV 0 • 1 - 10 

a fairly thin shear layer if IYI tv .01 - .1 

a simple shear layer if IYI < .01 

The significanc~ of each of the classes is that in a strongly distorted 
flow, the Reynolds stresses are locally insignificant since pressure gradients 
greatly exceed Reynolds stress gradients; in a fairly thin shear layer 
Reynolds stress gradients may become unexpectedly large; and in a simple shear 
layer the turbulence is not affected by the extra strain rates. 

The rates of extra strain in flow over hills are related to the curvature 
of the streamlines. A convenient way of defining y is by writing the strain 
rates in s-n coordinates (Castro, 1976). Diffe r ent extra rate of strain 
ratios can be defined. First the following ratio will be considered: 

y = 
u 
r (2.2) 

Close to the surface the streamlines approximately follow the curvature of the 
surface. In this region the radius of curvature may be estimated by the hill 
parameters h and L. A typical value of r over the crest is 

r = crest (2.3a) 

and at the foot of the hill 

(2.3b) 

Velocities are approximately of the same order, and the length scale of 
the normal velocity gradient is typically equal to 6. The extra rate of 

I 

strain ratio is then 

Y = 0 [ho 1 foot 212 (2.4a) 
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(2.4b) ' 

Thus these extra strain rates are large for steep, short hills and small for · 
long low hills. The highest values for y exist when flow separation does . 

' not occur (h/L ~ 0.3), and when the hill is deeply embedded in the boundpry · 
layer. Therefore values of I y I of interest are less than 1. Streamline , 
curvature decreases with increasing height. Thus flow close to the. surfac€ 
may be strongly distorted, further away from the surface, the flow may be 
characterized as a fairly thin shear layer. 

The change in streamline curvature with height is directly related to the , 
longitudinal acceleration. The ratio of this extra strain rate to main shear 
is 

au 
as y' = au 
an 

(2.5) 

The orde-r of magnitude of the longitudinal acceleration will be expressed in 
terms of the fractional speedup ratio, defined by 

where 
Thus 

u 
0 

u (z) - u (z) c 0 
~s = ----,--~­- (z) 

u 
0 

is. the upwind velocity, and u c is the velocity at the crest. 

(2 .,6) 

The ·fractional speedup factor ~S in the surface region of steep hills 
is large~~ with respect to h/L. Therefore y' dominates the extra strains for 
steep hdls in the surface region; y [Equation (2. 4)] may dominate in the 
upper part of the middle region . The flow field over a hill should be classi-
fied according to the largest occurring extra rate of strain ratio. Thus the 
middle', region contains usually two flow regimes: a fairly thin shear layer 
and a strongly distorted flow. This concept makes the mean flow prediction 
particularly difficult. 
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In some cases the prediction may be less complex as a result of the 
varying curvature of the streamlines; y is negative at the foot of the hill 
and positive over the crest. The turbulence structure does not immediately 
adjust to the extra strain rate. Therefore y is effectively less. Bradshaw 
(1973b) proposes the following lag equation to calculate the effective value 
of y 

(2. 7) 

where T is a time scale of the stress-bearing eddies: T ~ 1 
au /oz 

0 

In the flow field over a hill, a region exists where y falls in the 
range that defines a fairly thin shear layer. Suppose that in this region 
T ~ o/u . The time it takes a fluid particle to travel from x = - 1/2 L to 

0 

x = 1/2 L is the order of L/u . Suppose further that y is constant 
0 

for - 1/2 L < x < 1/2 L and y = 0 for x < - 1/2 L. Then, at the crest: 
L (2.8) Ye ff = y(l - exp(- 20 )). 

Now for L/o = 1, yeff = 0.4 y. Thus, although curvature is significant over 
this hill, this result shows that extra strain rates do not always affect the 
Reynolds stress significantly. 

It seems reasonable, based on the foregoing arguments to state that for 
short hills (L<o) in the region where 0.01 < y < 0.1 , the stress-bearing 
eddies do not change considerably due to streamline curvature. Consequently, 
Reynolds shear stresses stay approximately constant along streamlines. This 
result will be used in the next section to show that under these conditions 
the flow may be essentially inviscid. 

c) An Outer Region. In this region the flow is essentially a simple 
shear layer. Extra strain rates do not affect the turbulence structure nor 
the mean flow. The region is defined by, 

u/r 
y = ou/on < O.Ol and au/as < 0. 01. 

au/on 

Because the curvature changes continuously along a streamline, a better 
definition of the region would be obtained if the effective value of the extra 
strain rate were applied. 
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if 
The three flow regions are illustrated in Figure 2.1. It is noted that 

h~ < 0.01 and ~~o < 0.01 
L 

the middle region vanishes. In case L < o the middle region does · not 
nece ·Sarily vanish, but its size is reduced, since the effective strain rate 
is u.:ich less than y. 

Classification of the different regions in the flow will be particularly 
valuable to a discussion of closure models frequently used in numerical models 
(see · Appendix E, Section E.l) and to discuss the inviscid character ·!Qf ·t]jie 
flow in the middle region. 

2.2 THE INVISCID CHARACTER OF FLOW OVER RIDGES 

Turbulent flow fields may be approximated as flow with an effectively 
inviscid fluid if work done by friction is small compared to the kinetic 
enet""gy of the flow. In stationary boundary- layer flow which is driven by a 
press~re gradient, the work done by the pressure gradient equals the work done 
by the friction; therefore, total head loss in the streamwise direction is 
equal to the pressure drop of the driving-pressure system. Thus, if the 
pressl\ire drop over a hill is small (short hill), the fluid can be consid.ered 
as effectively inviscid. Over large distances the pressure drop bec:0mes 
significant, and total head losses have to be taken into account. 

·One of the characteristics of inviscid flow is that vorticity stays 
coa~taat along streamlines. This characteristic is not restricted to inviscid 
flows .alone. Along streamlines in boundary layer flow over a flat plate, for 
exa~ie vorticity (mean velocity gradient) stays practically constant over a 
distance in which the boundary layer thickness does not change significantly. 
In terms of total head, this may be interpreted to mean that total head along 
a streamline decreases at the same rate as the pressure that drives the flow. 
Sinoe the synoptic-pressure system of flow over hills is often known, it is 
convenient to analyze a specific case by considering the departure from flow 
with .. constant vorticity along streamlines or, alternatively, to analyze the 
flow by considering the departure from the total head loss as given by the 
driving-pressure gradient. The latter case will be referred to as additional 
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total head loss. An initial analysis of flow over hills is most easily 
car~ied out by considering the additional total head loss, because the working 
equ.ati©ns contain expressions for the Reynolds stress gradients which aTe 

. relatively easy to measure . Analysis of the change of vorticity requires the 
use of the full vorticity equations which contain vorticity-veloci~y correla~ 
tions that are difficult to measure. 

:The Reynolds number for flow over a hill is sufficiently large that 
visc()sity terms in the equations of motion may be neglected. Thus · the equa-
tions of motion for two-dimenstional mean flow are: 

- au - au ~ au2 auw 
u ax + w az = - ax ax az (2. 9) 

and 

(2 .10) 

It is convenient to transform the Cartesian coordinates into von Mises 
coordiDates. In the latter system the independent variables are x and the 
str~am function ~ . The transformation formulae are: 

a a - a 
laxl = laxl w[a~l 

z ~ x 
(2. 11) 

and 
a - a 

lazl = u[ 0~] x x 
(2.12) 

The · x, z, and ~ behind the brackets denote that the derivatives are taken 
when x, z, and ~ respectively are constant. In subsequent equations the 
subscript is omitted. The equations of motion become 

- au ap - ~ 
u ax + ax w a~ = 

- aw - ~ 
u ax + u a~ = 

(2 .13) 

(2.14) 
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The change in total head along a streamline due to the action of Reynolds 
stresses is easily derived . by adding equation (2.13) after multiplication with 
u to equation (2.14) after multiplication with w. Denoting total head by P, 
the decrease in total head over a distance from x to xl is 

0 

xl 2 2 w2) auw + - 2 3uw1 
~ [au - 3(u Af> = f ~u 34J + ~ u(l-~ ) dx, (2.15) ox ox ottJ -

x 
0 

where ~ = u which is the local flow direction and x is an upstream 
0 w 

reference point relatively to the crest of the hill. 

where 

The additional total head loss is then 

xl op 
Af>' = Af> - f oxo dx 

x 
0 

opo 
ox is the driving pressure gradient. 

a flat plate 
Af>' = 0 

(2.16) 

It is noted that for flow over 

An order of magnitude analysis is carried out to determine the maximum 
losses in the middle region as defined in the previous section. This maximum 
value is obtained by making the following approximations: Assume flat plate 
conditions exist upstream from a point defined x = -L where L is the char-
acteristic length of the hill, defined as twice the distance between the crest 
and the point where the hill height is half the height at the crest, and as-
sume changes in Reynolds stress gradients along streamlines occur a distance 
up to AL above the surface, if AL < o and up to o , if AL > o. A de-
pends on the hill shape and is to be determined empirically. The character-
istic change in Reynolds stress wi ll be defined as R , where R may be 
either 

(2.17a) 

or 
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R = 0 [ I uw - uw I ] foot crest (2.17b) 

whichever is larger. The order of magnitude of the terms of equations (2.15) 
and (2.16) for x > -L is then, 

ou2 - 0 [g] ox - L 

- o(u2 - w2) hR 
Ru O~ = 0 ( m) ,_, Lo 

where R is the maximum Reynolds stress in the flow field. m 

u(l-~2) auw -
op 

O[g] 0 if o < AL ox = 
o~ 0 

R 
= O[AL] if o > AL 

The order of magnitude of the maximum additional total head 

_! + 
R 

M' = 0(((1 + Q) g + Q __!!!) (xl + L)] if o > AL A L L L 6 
R 

M' = 0(((1 + ~ + Q) g + Q __!!!) (x1 + L)] if 6 < AL o L L L 6 

loss is then 

(2 .18) 

(2.19) 

The;. effect of the hill on M' is illustrated by applying those 
approximations to experimental data presented by Rider and Sandborn (1977a). 
Horizontal and vertical turbulence intensities were, measured over triangalar 
hill models where h/L = 0.17, 0.25, and 0.33, with L/6 = 0.6, 0.4, and 0.3, 
respectively . Maximum local turbulence intensities were about 20 percent. It 
may be.· expected that for those rather steep and short hills, changes in the 
Rey{)()lds normal stresses along streamlines are less than changes in the 
Reynolds shear stresses. The data show that R based upon Reynolds normal 
stresses is less than 30 percent of R and that A is on the order of 0.5. m 
The maximum additiona l change in total head at the crest is then 

LiP I "' 40/ 
crest "' 10 • 

(2.20) 
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Further away from the surface, M>' decreases since the most significant 
changes in the turbulence structure occur in the lowest regions. 

The result obtained for flow over the triangular hill models should also 
be valid for hills with larger ratios of hill length to boundary-layer thick-
ness, since equation (2.18) in particular is not sensitive to this parameter. 

The inviscid character of flow over a hill is illustrated also by the 
following considerations. For weak turbulence and approximately constant 
Reynolds shear stresses along streamlines , equations (2.13) and (2.14) may be 
simplified to 

(2.21) 

(2.22) 

Eliminating the terms on the right-hand side and presuming that the total head 
along streamlines stays constant yields the following expression: 

The presumption that total head stays constant may be expressed as 

- 2 u 
[~] 

2 tµ=tµ 
1 

- 2 
= [!!__ + p] 

2 tµ=tµ 
1 

Elimination of p from equations (2.23) and (2.24) leads to 

- - - !au 2 
au aw + aw - 2 0 

u a41 - ax a41 -~ 

(2.23) 

(2.24) 

(2.25) 

Equation (2.25) represents another property of inviscid flow, namely that the 
mean vorticity along streamlines stays constant. This justifies the presump-
tion that the total head along streamlines stays constant. 

2.3 FLOW SEPARATION OVER RIDGES 

The occurrence of flow separation over ridges is from the point of view 
of wind power undesirable. The wake mixes momentum across streamlines, 
diminishes longitudinal pressure gradients, and consequently reduces the wind 
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velocity over the top of the hill. Moreover, separation causes reduced 
velocities in the surface region downstream of the wake . 

At present operational models for flow separation over ridges do not 
exist. Some semi-empirical models require empirical information, such as the 
location of the separation point, reattachment point, and base pres~ure. See 
the discussion in Appendix E, Section E.4 of Kiya and Arie (1972) and Bitte 
and Frost (1976). The development of prediction techniques for velocities 
over hilly terrain must rely heavily on experimental data. 

In this section implicatio!ls of theoretical and experimental separation 
concepts are reviewed and appl ied to flow over ridges. A general description 
of phenomena related to separation from the surface is given by Scorer (1978). 
The following discussion is a detailed review of existing insights into 
separation phenomena over ridges. Two separation regions are considered: the 
separation regions upstream and downstream of the ridge. 

The Upstream Separation Region. Upstream separation depends primarily on 
the upstream slope at the base of the hill. In contrast with the downstream 
separation region, the upstream region is never very large. The length is of 
the order of the obstacle hill height. Its effect, however, on the velocity 
field is quite important, because the separation zone in front of a hill 
reduces the favorable pressure gradient that normally provides large speedup 
effects in the lower layers over the crest. 

It was shown in Section 2. 2 that the flow over hills, if no flow 
separation occurs, is approximately inviscid. Indeed, even in the presence of 
separation, the prediction of the occurrence of flow separation may be obtain-
ed by an inviscid theory presented by Fraenkel (1962). Fraenkel shows that 
corner eddies with closed streamlines can be predicted analytically from 
inviscid flow assumptions. The physical interpretation of this phenomenon is 
simply that the flow near the front of the obstacle stagnates to the extent 
that the motion is dominated by the vorticity. Once flow separation occurs, 
the viscous effects (particularly along the separation streamline) invalidate 
to some extent the inviscid flow assumption. 

A ·semi-analytical model, based on Fraenkel' s theory , was presented by 
Kiya and Arie (1972) for flow over a fence deeply embedded in a boundary layer 
(see also Appendix E, Section E. 4). Their model requires empirical input 
parameters to take into account the downstream wake. The flow in the upstream 
separation region, however, is predicted essentially on a theoretical basis. 
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Excellent agreement was found between their theoretical results and 
experimenta l measurements by Good and Joubert (1968). The success is 
undoubtedly due to the fact that the vorticity was sufficiently strong. 

Conditions similar to those discussed above apply to flow over a ridge 
embedded i n t he boundary layer. Hence an inviscid separation model is appro-
priate. The interaction between main flow and a separation eddy becomes 
important if the hill height is much larger than boundary- layer thickness. 
Robertson and Taulbee (1969) conducted an experimental study of turbulent 
boundary- layer flow over a forward-facing normal step. They evaluated the 
effect of ratio between the step height and boundary-layer thickness on the 
extent of the separated flow region. When values of h/o varied from 0.5 to 
2, they f ound that the location of the separation point upstream of the step 
extended to 0 .8h for h/o = 0.5, and to l.5h for h/o = 2. 

An important phenomenon may occur if the flow is stably stratified. The 
cooler heavier air in front of a ridge stagnates. That in turn results in a 
further decrease in temperature. This may lead to a total blocking of the air 
in f r ont of a mountain range. This · phenomenon is the main cause of Fohn 
winds, i n which air descends from an altitude not far from that of a ridge top 
on the upwind side to the surface on the downwind side. Blocking seems to 
occur only if (Scorer, 1978) 

h > 2n 
.Q, 

where .Q, is the Scorer parameter, 

Q = _g_ .!_ ae 
- 2 8 az u 

0 

and 8 i s the potential temperature . 

The Downstream Separation Region. Boundary-layer flow over a flat ground 
plane dr iven by a synoptic-pressure system is in equilibrium and does not 
sepa ra t e since the pressure drop in the streamwise direction is in balance 
with the sur face shear stress. But the force balance in flow over hills is 
di sturbe)l due to the increased surface shear stress over the hill. As a 
result ho rizontal momentum in the lowest layer is transported downward at a 
higher ra t e . Although the momentum along a streamline at the crest is larger 
than up s t ream along the same streamline, the momentum may not be large enough 
to overc ome the adverse over-crest pressure gradient. Consequently the flow 
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tends to separate from the surface, and, depending on the interaction between 
wake and main flow, a large wake may develop. 

The interaction between those two flow regions can be described by 
considering the flow over a hill model initially at rest and then suddenly in 
motion at constant speed. (Batchelor (1967, plate 8) illustrated tqe develop-
ment of the downstream wake in this way by showing a series of pictures of a 
flow visualization of the development of the flow patterns around a house 
model that is pulled in a fluid initially at rest.) In the initial stages 
when no flow separation has developed, the pressure gradient in the surface 
regi on is parallel to the surface. When the flow separates, there is no force 
that prevents the development of an eddy directly after the separation point . 
In later stages, however, a pressure gradient across the separating streamline 
builds up so that futher growth of the eddy is prevented. The equilibrium 
that is established in the flow is mainly determined by the strength of the 
eddy and the pressure gradients across the separation streamline. · The order 
of magnitude of those forces suggests that features like location of separa-
tion point and hill shape may significantly affect the size of the wake. 
Indeed, experimental evidence of the importance of the point of separation was 
given by Huber et al. (1976). They showed that significant increase in the 
dimensions of the wake downstream of a bell-shaped hill model was created by 
tripping the boundary layer at the crest. 

Depending on the shape of the hill, different flow features may dominate 
the separation phenomenon. Several aspects of flow separation may be conven-
iently discussed by considering three different hill types : 

Hills with steep downstream slopes, say h/Ld~ i , where Ld is the 
downstream characteristic hill length. For this category of hills the 
eddy in the separation region is not constrained by the downstream 
slope. Available information on the flow development downstream of the 
separation point from studies with vertical backward-facing steps may 
well be applied. 

- Round-crested hills with downstream slopes t < h/Ld < i . For this 
category, location of the separation point as affected by surface 
roughness affects the velocity field significantly. 

- Sharp-crested hills with downstream slopes t < h/Ld « i For this 
hill type, the separation point is fixed. The effect of the ratio 
h/Ld on the extent of separation region is most marked. 
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Hills with Downstream Slopes, Say 1 
h/Ld > 2 

Once separation occurs, two flow regions can be identified. One includes 
the region around the separation streamline defined as the new shear layer, 
the other, the region downstream of the reattachment point. 

The new shear layer is a free turbulent shear flow similar to the mixing 
of a uniform-freestream and a quiescent-flow r egion; hence turbulent half-jet 
theories are relevant. Some of the first r esearchers who investigated the 
flow in this manner were Korst, Page, and Childs (1954) and Chapman, Kuehn, 
and Larson (1957). Following their methodology, Chang (1966) analyzed the 
velocity distribution in the new shear layer behind a wedge-shaped hill model 
with a frontward-facing vertical slope and backward-facing slope of 1/1. He 
found that the velocity profiles in this layer could be described successfully 
by the half-jet theory except for the region close to the separation point. 

Chang noted that according to half-jet theory the velocity profiles along 
the separation region may be described by 

u 1 = 2 (1 + erf ri)' (2.26) 
u 

0 

where ri is a dimensionless coordinate equal to a z'/x', in which a is a 
simi larity parameter and z' and x' are the coordinates of an intrinsic 
system. The z' coordinate is determined from measurements, whereas the x' 
coordinate is the distance from the crest. Experiments have shown that values 
of a are approximately constant in ideal flow cases such as the half-jet. 
In the se,parated flow region behind a wedge-shaped hill, however, it appears 
that a varies with downstream distance from the crest. This deviation may 
occur because the half-jet theory assumes a uniform incident velocity profile, 
whereas in the present case a nonuniform velocity distribution exists. Fol-
lowing Kirk (1959), Chang showed that a may be modified to a constant value, 
if one displaces the origin in the upstream direction by a distance x 

0 

determined experimentally. Incorporating these considerations into the 
original equation leads to the following expression for the velocity field 
downstream of the wedge-shaped hill: 

u 1 z' = 2 (1 + erf (a x+x ) (2. 27) 
u 0 

0 
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where the curve is a function to be determined experimentally and 
are empirical constants. 

a and x 
0 

Bradshaw and Wong (1972) reviewed a series . of experiments condu.cted by 
other researchers [ (Tillmann ( 1945), Arie and Rouse (1956), Tani et al. 
(1961), Mueller and Robertson (1963), Plate and Lin (1964), and :eetryk and 
Bi:-unrlrett (1967)]. Based on their results Bradshaw and Wong showed that a 
strong dependence exists between the length of the downwind separation region 
and the. configuration of the -surface upstream of the separation point. The 
distance between separation and reattachment point varies from 5 to 20 hill 
heights. The distance is small for simple backward-facing steps and is large 
for bluff surface obstacles such as fences. 

As is well known, the turbulence structure in the new shear layer changes 
signifioantly from upstream conditions. Downstream of the separation region 
the tunbulence in the boundary layer is strongly disturbed over the part of 
the boundary layer that has been exposed to the new shear layer. The thick-
ness depends primarily on the length of the separation region. The longer the 
separation region, the la.rger the disturbance of the turbulence and, conse-
quentl1,. the larger the departure of the velocity from the velocity distribu-
tion in an equilibrium boundary layer. The return of the boundary layer to an 
equilibrium structure occurs only after a long distance downstream of the 
reattachment point. 

Some quantitative information on reestablishment of equilibrium flow is 
presented by Bradshaw and Wong (1972), who further analyzed the data of Petryk 
and Bnund~ett (1967). Values of h/o quoted were in the range of 0 .18 and, 
0.53 whe~e h is the height of a single fence; h as well as o were var~ed 
in Petr-y:k' s experiments. Bradshaw and Wong used the Clauser parameter to 
measu:rre···the departure of the boundary layer from equilibrium. The Clauser 
parameter is defined as: 

G = J
o - 2 2 (u (6) - u (z)) dz/u~ o 0 n 

0 -f (u (o) - u (z)) dz/u...~ o 0 n 

(2.28) 

According to the data of Coles (1962), G is about 6. 8 in an equilibrium 
constant-pressure boundary layer at high Reynolds numbers. Values of G 
downstr.eam of the reattachment point decreased sharply and then increased 
slowly to an equilibrium value. The distance xG where G reaches its 
minimum could be expressed by the empirical relation 
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implying that two length scales are to be considered. This is reasonable, 
since on one hand the disturbance is caused by the length of the separation 
region, h whereas on the other hand, the recovery of the boundary layer 
depends on the scale of the turbulence, say o. The proportionality constant 
in Equation (2 . 29) is equal to 100 for a fence, but is certainly less for any 
hill shape . 

Dependi ng on h/o, the minimum value of G changes, i.e.' for h/o = 
0 .18' G = 5.6 whereas for h/o = 0.53, G = 4.5. mi n min 

Round-Crested Hills with 1/4 < h/Ld < 1 

The for ce balance in the flow over round-crested hills with 1/4 < h/Ld 
< 1 is such t ha t the mean flow field may change significantly due to simple 
surface fe atures. Flow separation over a hill may be caused by a salient 
edge; however , if the hill has no salient features, change in surface rough-. 
ness or s i gnificant increase in surf ace shear stress may affect the location 
of flow sepa r ation and thus the velocity field over the crest. 

A popula r method to predict the separation point of a turbulent boundary 
layer in an adverse pressure gradient was developed by Stratford (1959) and 
Townsend (1962). The basic assumption of the method is that the boundary 
layer can be divided into two distinct and adjacent regions. The flow in t he 
region adjacent to the wall is determined by the local shear stress distribu-
tion and i s otherwise independent of the past history of the flow. But the 
flow i n t he outer region develops nearly independently of the Reynolds stres s , 
imp l ying that the total head stays constant. In addition it is assumed that 
the Reynolds shear stress stays constant in the outer region. 

Unfo rtunately, application of the Stratford-Townsend method to predict 
the po i nt of flow separation over a hill is not possible, since a middle 
region (see Section 2.3) exists which does not possess the characteristics of 
the inner and outer region as given above. In the middle region, the flow is 
local ly ~nviscid, but Reynolds shear stress may change significantly due to 
the strong f low distortion. Only if the Reynolds stresses could be predicted 
i n the lowest layer of the middle region, and if the velocity profile in the 
inner region at the location of the pressure minimum is known, can a similar 
approach t o that of Stratford and Townsend be developed to predict the 
sepa r ati on point. 
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The prediction becomes even more complicated if the surface roughness 
changes upstream over the hill. Qualitatively the effect of changing surface 
roughness on the flow is well understood. For some simple flow cases, analyt-
ical solutions have been obtained (Townsend, 1976). In general an increase in 
surface roughness in the flow direction introduces higher shear s~resses in 
the flow. In turn this causes a larger total head loss in the layer adjacent 
to the surface and consequently an earlier flow separation. A streamwise 
decrease in surface roughness has the opposite effect. It may be rroted that 
the installation of extensive windmill hardware on a hill may itself induce 
earlier flow separation and consequently less speedup of the wind. 

The ef feet of surface roughness on flow separati10n o.ver a ci.rcuJ.1ar 
cylinder was investigated by Giiven, Patel, and Farrell (1976). Although their 
semi-analytical approach may seem not directly applicable to flow over hills, 
the experimental results show the effect of surface roughness. Since their 
apprioach turbulence is weak and of a large-scale, their results may be inter-
preted as being the effect of increased surface roughness over a hill relative 

7 to upstream conditions. Some of their results for a Reynolds number of 10 
are pnesented in the table below. 

z u 
0 

cpb c <l>w ~ d pm uoo 
10-5 -0.62 -2.04 111.5 1. 74 
10-4 -0.80 -1. 91 105.6 1. 71 

where z is the equivalent roughness height, 
0 

d is the cylinder diameter, 
c pb is the base pressure coefficient, 
c is the minimum pressure coefficient, and pm 
$w is the approximate angle of beginning of the wake region measured 

from front stagnation point. 
Upm/U

00 
is the relative velocity increase at the pressure minimum. 

The ef :fect of a change in <l>w of 6° causes a 2 percent change in maximum 
velocity over the cylinder. Although this is not a significant effect over 
cylinders, for hills the effect of surface roughness on the location of separ-
ation point may be much larger because the hill slope at the downstream side 
decreases in the flow direction. 
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An interesting illustration of the effects of upwind turbulence (e.g., 
due to large upwind surface roughness) is offered in an investigation by 
Halitsky (1965 ). He noticed that in boundary-layer flow over a ridge 
(h/6 = 3, h/Lu : ~ , h/Lu : ~) downwind flow separation occurred for upwind 
frees tream turbulence intensities of 1 percent, whereas for large upwind 
turbulence intensities of 15 percent periodic collapse of the wake occurred. 

For smooth surfaces, the Reynolds number also influences flow separation. 
Flow separation is essentially due to viscous effects; thus the separation 
point will depend on the Reynolds number. Model results may require correc-
tion for the effective Reynolds number variation between field and laboratory. 

Other than the material previously reviewed, little further material 
speaks to separation over shapes with salient corners or crests. 

Hills with a Salient Edge and with Slopes, Say i < h/Ld < i 
The strength of the eddy in the separation region, of course, has an 

important effect on the size of the wake. If the downstream slope is small, 
then the eddy stays small causing a weak interaction between wake and main-
flow. Quantitative information about the important effect of hill slopes on 
wake size and velocity speedup over the hill is not available in the litera-
ture. In Chapter 3 data is presented that systematically shows the effect of 
hill slope on the size of the separation region. 

2.4 SUMMARY 

The following summary of the most important conclusions made in this 
chapter serves as a review of present understanding of flow over an isolated 
ridge and provides a basis for the experimental program discussed in the 
following chapters. 

1. Three regions in the flow are distinguished 
a. An Inner Region. In this region Reynolds shear stress 

gradients are of the same order of magnitude as pressure or 
inertial gradients. Production and dissipation rates of turbu-
lence are the dominant terms in the turbulence kinetic energy 
equations. The large mean velocity gradients are character-
istic of this region. 

b. A Middle Region. In this region Reynolds stress gradients are 
locally insignificant but may cause substantial 
total head downwind of the first flow disturbance . 
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in total head may be large since extra rates of strain affect 

Reynolds shear stresses, often one order of magnitude larger 

than expected. Nevertheless, for relatively short hills 

(L < o) with large extra strain ratios, changes in Reynolds 

stresses are small since it takes time for the streps-bearing 

eddies to adjust to the mean flow conditions. An order of 

magnitude analysis and experimental data show that for such 

flow cases total head changes over the crest are usually less 

than 4 percent. Generally, the order of magnitude analysis 

indicates that· the flow field upwind of the ridge crest can be 

predicted accurately by assuming the fluid to be inviscid. 

c. An Outer Region. Extra strain rates are small and do not 

affect the turbulence nor the total head losses. 

2. The upwind separation region is small compared with the downwind 

separation region because interaction between upwind wake and main 

flow is impeded by the presence of the ridge. For sufficiently 

large vorticity in the approach flow (in other words, for a suf-

ficiently small ratio h/ o), the upwind separation region is not 

affected by the interaction between wake and main flow. Otherwise 

interaction takes place and, with the present understanding of such 

flow cases, empiricism has to enter analytical-prediction proce-

dures. No quantitative information is available on the amount of 

vorticity required to avoid interaction. 

3. A large wake resulting from main-flow wake interaction affects the 

mean flow over a hill and downwind of a hill dramatically. The new 

·shear layer causes the boundary layer downwind of the reattachment 

point to be in strong nonequilibrium. Up to distances of the order 

of 100.Jii6 the Clauser parameter decreases, after which a return to 
equilibrium flow conditions ~akes place. Therefore prediction of 

the flow field over a group of ridges is extremely complex. The 

occurrence of flow separation over downwind ridges may be strongly 

affected. 

4. Existing prediction techniques of flow separation over ridges are 

not adequate. There exists some experimental evidence that changes 

in surface roughness affect the occurrence of flow separation over 

steep ridges (h/L ::: . 3) significantly. Qualitatively, the effects 
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of surface roughness are understood, i.e., an increase in upwind 
surface roughness causes earlier flow separation whereas a decrease 
in upwind roughness causes a later flow separation. 

5. The length of the downwind separation region is reduced by shallower 
downwind slopes since the eddy development in this region is impeded 
by the presence of an elevated surface in the separation region. 
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3.0 MEAN FLOW OVER RIDGES . 

The following three chapters discuss laboratory data measurements made 
under this program and describes quantitatively the effects of ridge shape, 
turbulence and surface roughness, and moderate stable stratificat~on on the 
mean flow over ridges. Data are utilized to prepare an empirical wind speed 
prediction relation in Chapter 4.0. Changes in the turbulence structure over 
the ridge as a result of the distortion by the mean flow are interpreted using 
rapid distortio~ principles in Chapter 5.0. A brief review on the limitations 
of the physical modeling techniques employed is provided in Appendix F. Flow 
conditions and hill shapes have been characterized by simple nondimensional 
param~ters defined in that Appendix. 

Section 3.1 evaluates the influence of ridge shape on wind speedup over 
hill crests. The important role of separation on speedup is identified and a 
criterion for flow separation is provided. The data are used to validate the · 
inviscid approach identified in Section 2.2. 

Section 3.2 examines the influence of turbulence and surface roughness on 
wind speed over hills. An inviscid numerical program described in Appendix E, 
Section 3. 3 was used to extend the results beyond those measured in the 
laboratory. The influence of turbulence on wind profiles was suggested by the 
analy1is in Chapter 2.0 to be significant only in an inner and middle region 
near the surface. Comparison of model data against a recent field study 
revealed the unexpected influence of relaminarization on the inner regions 
during model measurements. 

Section 3.3 considers the influence of stable stratification on the mean 
velo~ity profile, the character of the hill crest turbulence, and the extent 
of s~paration. Mild stratification appears to result in rather modest pertur-
bat:ions. 

Section 3.4 examines the validity of the assumption of two-dimensionality 
when dealing with real finite-length ridges. A finite hill length reduces 
hil l crest and speedup, modifies the separation region, and results in lateral 
wind field variations. Nevertheless for the cases considered perturbations 
were modest. 
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3.1 EFFECT OF RIDGE SHAPE ON VELOCITY PROFILES 

The ridge shape is characterized by 3 parameters, namely h/Lu' h/Ld and 
h/o. I n addi t ion to these three parameters, the presence of sal i ent features 
on a r idge i s considered in this section. 

The effect of ridge shape on wind flow will be consider ed separately in 
terms of upwind and downwind s l opes, the he i ght of the hill with respect t o 
the atmospheric boundary layer, and the detailed hill profile . 

Upwind and Downwind Slopes. The highest ridge in hilly t er rain is not 
necessarily t he site where the largest speedup of the wi nd occurs . At r idge 
crests where f l ow separation is present the wind speedup i s less t han at ridge 
crests that avoid flow separation . Hence, speedup depends also on the upwind 
and downwind s lopes . 

Figures 3 . 1 to 3 . 9 show the dramatic changes in mean velocity, static 
pressure and l ongitudinal turbulence intensity that accompany flow separation. 
In these figures and subsequet plots the distance from t he crest to the base 
is 2.5 times t he height of the hill (except for Figures 3 . 7 and 3. 9 where i t 
is 5 times the height of the hill). Similar, but enlarged, contour plots of 
mean velocit i es and static pressures are presented in Appendix D. 

Flow separation occurs for h/L = 1/2 and 1/3; however, no flow 
separation occurs for h/L = 1/ 4. Static pressure perturbations for the 
ridges wi th h/L = 1/2, 1/3 and 1/20 penetrate deep into the boundary layer, 
causing slightly higher velocities in t he upper region of the boundary layer . 
Note that t he contour lines of the static pressure distribution at the down-
wind side of t he crest for h/L = 1/2 and 1/3 approximately follow the 
streaml i ne s . This phenomenon is typical for flow separation over ridges. It 
shows clearly t hat pressure gradients across streamlines may be much larger 
than the gradients in the streamwise direction. Therefore, mathematical 
models i n which the op/oz term in the equations of motion has been 
neglected, such as the model of Frost et al., 1977 (see Appendix E, Section 
E.4) do not represent the fl ow accurately. 

Mea surement s over various ridge models were performed for two different 
' f rees tream velocities to identify any Reynolds numbe r fl ow dependence . 

Figures 3.1 , 3.3, 3.5, 3 . 7, and 3 . 9 show contour plots fo r uoo = 9 . 14 m/sec. 
Figures 3 .2 , 3 . 3, 3.4, and 3 .6 show cont our plots for uoo = 15.24 m/sec . No 
signi ficant changes in the flow field occur for different wind velocities. 
Figure s 3 .10 to 3.13 are contour plots over two round-crested hi lls (half-sine 
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FIGURE 3.7. Contours of Flow Characteristics Over a Triangular Ridge, 
h/L = 1/6. Test Case 7 
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FIGURE 3.8. Contours of Flow Characteristics Over a Triangular Ridge, 
h/L = 1/6. Test Case 8 
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FIGURE 3.9. Contours of Flow Characteristics Over a Triangular Ridge, 
h/L = 1/20. Test Case 9 
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FIGURE 3.10. Contours of Flow Characteristics Over a Sinusoidal Ridge, 
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shaped) for U
00 

= 9.14 m/s and U
00 

= 15.24 m/s. 
by h/Lb are 1/3 and 1/ 4; those defined by h/L 

The average slopes defined 
are 1/ 4 and 3/16. Flow 

separation does not occur in any of these cases. No Reynolds number effects 
are noticeable. The mean flow fields closely resemble the flow field over the 
triangular hill 
1/3. Apparently 
than Lb. 

h/L = 1/ 4, but do not resemble the triangular hill h/L = 
the definition of L characterizes the hill length better 

Flow separation that may occur upwind of a hill is different from flow 
separation that may occur downwind. The eddy in the downwind separation 
region interacts strongly with the main flow, producing an extended wake in· 
the downwind direction. For steep downwind slopes the separation region may 
extend to a distance of 10 to 20 times the obstacle height. The interaction 
between eddy and main flow at the upwind side is constrained by the presence 
of the hill. The upwind separation region, ·which depends slightly on the 
parameter h/6, does not extend further than two hill heights upwind. Flow 
separation occurs if h/L > 1/2. u 

High velocities over the crest result in large static pressure gradients 
across streamlines just above the separated flow region. These large pressure 
gradients result in earlier reattachment of the separating streamline. 
Indeed, Figure 3.14 suggests the separated flow region for h/L = 1/2 u 
extended beyond a distance of x = 9h, but that the flow reattached at x = 9h 
for h/L = 1/ 4 and 1/ 6. Figures 3. 15 and 3. 16 display similar trends. u 

The extent of the downstream separation region depends on the strength of 
the eddy just downwind of the separation point, which in turn are dependent on 
both upstream and downstream hill slopes. Figure 3. 14 shows vertical mean 
velocity profiles over the crest and downwind of the crest for three different 
ridge shapes. In all cases there is a backward-facing step. The upwind slope 
varies: h/L = 1/2, 1/4, and 1/6. Speedup is largest for h/L = 1/4, and is u u 
slightly less for h/L = 1/6. The speedup is smallest for h/L = 1/2. For u u 
relatively gentle downwind slopes only weak eddies can develop. This causes 
early reattachment of the separating streamline. The effect of h/Ld on the 
mean velocity field is illustrated in Figure 3. 17 by superimposing vertical 
velocity profiles at different locations downwind of the hills. For all cases 
h/Lu = 1/2; the downwind slopes were h/Ld = 1/0, 1/3, 1/4, and 1/6. The 
boundary layer recovers faster for the smaller values of h/Ld. A signifi-
cantly larger speedup over the hill crest occurs for h/Ld = 1/6. Similar 
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effects may be noticed in Figure 3. 18 where vertical velocity profiles are 
presented at the crest and downwind of hills with h/Lu = 1/4, h/Ld = 1/0, 1/2, 
an 1/3. 

A given hill may cause quite different crest profiles depending on the 
approach direction (see Figure 3 .19). Although a "jet" effect occ4rs for the 
case h/Lu = 1/3, h/Ld = 1/4, the velocity distributions indicate that a 
separation cavity has developed downwind of the crest. 

All data measured in the current series of measurements to study the 
effect of upwind and downwind slopes ~ere for h/o = 0.1. A wider range of 
conditions was not examined because Huber et al. (1976) found that the 
separation phenomenon is not affected by the upstream velocity distribution or 
boundary layer depth. He observed essentially identical downwind sepa ration 
regions for approach velocity profiles, where h/o = 0.2 and 0. 5. Since the 
occurrence of flow separation then depends primarily on h/Ld and h/Lu' a 
generally applicable separation criterion for flow over ridges may be derived 
from the wind-tunnel data obtained over the triangular ri ges. Figure 3. 20 

sugges ts an emp i rical envelope determined between h/L and h/Ld that 
ll 

gove rns the occur r ence of flow separation. 

Height of the Ridge. It is also desirable to know t he effect of hill 
height to shear layer depth on wind speed when separation does not occur. 
Jackson and Hunt (1 975) define a speedup parameter c · lled a fra tional. speedup 
ratio: 

ucrest( z u (z) 
~s = ~~-o~-c rest u (z) 

0 

where u is the upstream velocity distributon, u t is the velo ci ty o cres 
profile above the crest, and z is the distance from the surface. By non-
dimensionalizing the speedup parameter with the upstream profile, they 
anticipated that the fractional speedup ratio would not depend strongly on the 
approach velocity distribution. This would imply that th fra ctional speedup 
does not depend strongly on h/o. 

In Chapter 2 and Appendix E it was concluded that m an crest velocities 
could be predicted accurately with an inviscid flow model. An i nv iscid model 
was constructed by Derickson and Merony (1977) and compared with the 
labor atory data discussed i n Sections 3.1 and 3 . 2. The numerical and 
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laboratory and fields were essentially identical. Numerical calculation, 
using the inviscid flow model as described in Appendix E, Section E. 3, can 
thus give accurate velocity distributions over the crest of a bell-shaped hill 
with constant h/L and varying h/ o. The hill shape and upwind velocity 
distribution are defined by Equations (E.20) and (E.21), respectiyely. The 
parameters considered to predict the influence of the height of the ridge were 
combined in numerical calculation runs 1, 3, 5, and 14 (see Table E.l). Given 
a hill slope, h/L = 0.2, the values of h/o used are 0.012, 0.04, 0.4, and 
4.0. The surface roughness imposed in each case is approximately the same; 
hence its perturbation effect on the fractional speedup is assumed to be 
negligible. Upwind approach velocity profiles and cor:r::espo,nding ~ractio.nal 

speedup ratio profiles are given in Figures 3.21 and 3.22. 
The calculations suggest that the fracitonal speedup ratios decrease with 

increasing h/o. Changes seem to be most significant close to the surface. 
For ~/o < 1 and z/h < 1, fractional speedup ratio ~S is approximately 30 
percent larger than the uniform velocity profile case (h/o >> 1). For 
z/h > 1 differences approach zero. 

Hetailed Hill Shape. The effect of detailed hill shape for a given h/L 
on the velocity field was investigated by comp~ring velocity fields over 
symmetric triangular hill models with those measured over sinusoidal-shaped 
hill models (Figures 3.5, 3.6, 3.10 and 3.11). Almost identical velocity 
fields were measured. Rider and Sandborn (1977b) in a separate series of 
tests associated with this test program considered a number of alternate hill 
shapes with the same height and with the same distance from crest to the base 
of the hill (Lb). The models include full si.ne.-wave, half sine-wave, 
tria~gular, trapezoidal, and box-shaped hills. Speedup effects over the crest 
of the different hill models varied substantially. For a triangular hill the 
fractional speedup factor at a height h above the crest was 0.35; for the 
box-shaped hill this factor was 0. 15. This shows again that Lb does not 
char~cterize the hill length accurately. The hill length L varied by a 
factor 2; moreover, separation regions exist upwind and downwind of the box-
shaped hill. 

3.2 EFFECTS OF TURBULENCE AND SURFACE ROUGHNESS ON VELOCITY PROFILES 

The upwind surface roughness induces different approach velocity 
profiles. The approximate effects of such profile changes on the fractional 
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speedup were examined uti lizing the inviscid flow model described in Appendix 
E, Section E.3 as well as perfo rming laboratory experiments. The experimental 
measurements are interpreted i n terms of the inner and middle regions 
previously identi f i ed in Chapte r 2.0. 

The hill shape and upwind velocity distributions are defined, again by 
Equations (E.20) and (E . 21), respectively, The cases considered are listed in 
Table E .1 as runs 1 to 9. The upwind velocity distributions are given in 
Figure 3. 23 and fractional speedup ration profiles are presented in Figure 
3. 24. Most values of z / 6 were too small to represent realistic surface 

0 

conditions. Nevertheless, the calculations do show some interesting trends. 
There is only a slight decrease in ~S as the surface roughness decreases. 
This change is most significant for small values of h/ 6. ·The latter seems 
reasonable, because for small values of h/6, velocities do change signifi-
cantly with roughness over a surface layer with a thickness of the order of 
the hill height. 

The effect of surf ace roughness was investigated experimentally by 
considering the Cases 5 and 14 as listed in Appendix A, Table A.l. In both 
cases the slopes are 1/4 but surface roughness has changed from z /6 = 1.2 x 

0 
10-4 (Case 5) to z Jo = 1.6 x 10-3 (Case 14), representing terrain types 

0 
varying from crops to rural woods. The fractional speedup ratio profiles at 
the crest are provided in Figure 3.25. The profiles show the same trend as 
suggested by the inviscid profiles given in Figure 3.24; however, for these 
larger, more realistic surface roughnesses the changes are much larger. 

The Inner Region. As a result of the large longitudinal pressure 
gradients developed in the wind-tunnel study, a realistic inner region did not 
develop. This section identifies the discrepancy through a comparison with 
recent field data. An examination of the phenomenon reveals that the loss of 
an inner region may be associated with an relaminarization process previously 
identified by aerodynamicists. 

Bradley (1978) conducted a field study to measure the wind 
characteristics over a ridge with a shape similar to those tested in the 
Meteorological Wind Tunnel but with a larger ratio of hill height to boundary-
layer thickness. The ridge height was 170 m, the upwind ridge length (L ) u 
was 550 m, and the downwind length somewhat longer, Ld = 600 m. The hill was 
covered with trees; surface roughness and the displacement thickness were 
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estimated at 1.0 m and at 7.0 m respectively (typical tree height was 10.0 m). 
The boundary- layer thickness was estima.ted at 600 to 800 m.. Al though the 
ridge was not strictly two-dimensional, it presented a broad face of uniform 
slope. Data were recorded during periods in which the mean wind direction was 
within 15° of the normal of the ridge. Bradley obtained wind data ,at various 
heights up to 100 m above the crest under neutral conditions. Vertical 
velocities were measured, and ~treamline inclinations determined at the top of 
the ridge. The results indicate that a separation region exists downwind of 
the crest. 

Bradley's measurements have been compared to several laboratory· cases via 
fractional speedup ratio profiles in Figure 3. 26. Close to the . surface the 
field data is quite different from the laboratory data. Bradley suggests that 
an inner region should exist up to a height (h-d) o~ 28 m, which corresponds 
to a value of 0.17 on the vertical axis of Figure 3.26. This would imply that 
in this region 

u au: = 0 [a-uw]. ox oz 
Bradley measured Reynolds shear stresses at the crest. Values of the shear 
stress at 9 m were 2.6 times as large as the upwin-0 ~hear stress, but at 25 m 
wer.e about the same as upwind values. The upwind shear velocity was 0. 52 
m/sec. Hence 

a-uw N 2 --az- .04 m/sec . 

Mean velocities were approximately 6 m/ sec so that longitudinal velocity 
acce1el!ations should be on the order of 1/136 sec-l Typical measured 
accelerations were on the order of 4/550 sec- 1 , which does suggest that ;the 
inner region extends to about a distance of 28 m. 

However, in the wind-tunnel experiments no inner layer was observed for 
the steeper hills. If we assume that the hill length is the governing length 
scale, the inner-layer thickness over the steeper hill models should have been 
on the order of 0.8 cm. Local destruction of this layer at the sharp-crested 
triangular hills is unlikely since the fractional speedup ratio profiles over 
the crest of the sinusoidal hill models are similar. Only for the triangular 
hill with h/L = 1/20 is an inner layer of 0.2h apparent (see Figure 3.26). 
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The discrepancy between the field and wind-tunnel data is disconcerting. 
It may be explained by boundary-layer relaminarization: A turbulent boundary 
layer reverts towards a laminar state when it undergoes a rapid acceleration 
through a strongly favorable pressure gradient. The effect is most 
significant in the surface layer where eddies are sufficiently, small to 
dissipate after being stretched by the longitudinal strain. The result is 
that above a smooth surface a thickening of the viscous sublayer reduces 
surface shear stresses. Although relaminarization effects have not been 
investigated over rough surfaces, it can be argued intuitively that the 
increased dissipation rate impedes an increase in Reynolds stresses over a 
rough surface. 

Several investigators have sought to explore the relaminarization process 
in detail. Kline et al. (1967) and Badri Narayanan and Ramjee (1968) founcl 
that a critical value of the nondimensional pressure gradient for relaminar-
ization was 

where dp/dx was the longitudinal pressure gradient which was constant across 
the boundary layers. 

Blackwelder and Kovasznay (1972) conducted an experimental study to 
investigate the turbulence structure of a boundary layer in a strongly 
favorable pressure gradient. Typical values of R were also on the ordex of 

-6 p 
4 x 10 . They measured Reynolds shear stresses close to the surface but 
above the viscous sublayer and showed that the shear stresses remained 
constant along streamlines. Similar results were reported by Rider and 
Sandborn (1977a). They presented Reynolds shear stress distributions over the 
crest of ridges (Cases la, Sa and 7a). 

It is appropriate to consider the laboratory study of flow over ri4ges in 
regard to the parameter suggested by Kline et al. (196 7) because pressure 
gradients across the boundary layer are not constant in flow over low ridges, 
R has been redefined by the following expression: p 

R = p 
\) 

u 3 
CX> 

Pcrest (3.1) 
L 
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It should be pointed out that the velocity scale is evaluated at a height 
above the crest; therefore, the critical value of 
(3.1) is likely to be less than 4 x 10-6 . 

R p according to Equation 

Values of R calculated for the different wind-tunnel flow cases are 
p -6 R 3.7 x 10 (Case 5) for h/L = 1/4, 

p -6 
R = 1.9 x 10 (Case 14) for h/L = 1/4, 

p -6 
R = 2.2 x 10 (Case 3) for h/L = 1/3, and 

p -7 
R = 3.1 x 10 (Case 9) for h/L = 1/20. p 

These values of R suggest that the flow in the inner region may revert to a p 
laminar state for the wind-tunnel study, except for the 1/20 ridge . 
Longitudinal pressure gradients in the field study of Bradley (1978) are less 
by a factor of 3000, so that no reversion was likely to take place. 

It was shown in Section 2.2 that for constant shear stress along 
streamlines and for weak turbulence the flow is effectively inviscid. This 
theoretical result, combined with the experimental evidence that the shear 
stresses remain constant, explains the large speedups close to the surface in 
the flows over the steeper hills when the inner region decays. 

An indication of the thickness of the inner layer may be obtained by 
applying Jackson and Hunt's (1975) formula [Appendix E, Equation (E.12)]. In 
terms of z and L the inner-layer thickness is 

0 

Q = 0.067 z O.l 1°·9 
0 

Computed values of Q for Cases 5, 14, 3, 9, and Bradley (1978) are 0.6 cm, 
0.8 cm, 0.5 cm, 2.6 cm, and 19.6 m. respectivley. The "measured" value of Q 

is 0.5 cm for Case 9 and 28 m for Bradley's case. Although these are limited 
data to validate Equation (E.12), it seems that Jackson and Hunt's expression 
for Q is not unrealistic. 

No research has been conducted to stu<ly the effect of a stable thermal 
stratification on boundary-layer relaminarization in a wind-tunnel modeling. 
Stable stratification may accelerate the relaminarization because velocities 
in the wind tunnel are usually much less than under neutral test conditions. 

In ,summary, it may be concluded that for large pressure gradients in the 
wind-tunnel study, a realistic inner region does not always develop. Further 
research is required to validate or modify Equation (E.12), and to investigate 
the constraint the relaminarization phenomenon places on wind-tunnel 
simulation. 
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The Middle Region . Above the inner region the interaction between 
perturbations of the turbulence and the mean flow are locally insignificant. 
The effects of the interaction become significant for an air parcel when 
nonequilibrium* flow conditions persist long enough. The following paragraphs 
consider whether turbulence signifi~antly influences mean velocity over the 
middle region for the cases examined. 

In Section 2.2 an order of magnitude analysis was presented to estimate 
the total head losses caused by the distortion of the turbulence. The 
additional total head losses .at the crest can be expressed [Equations (2 .18) 
and (2.19)] as follows: 

LiP' = 0 [R + ~ + Q R ] if Q < _!!.__ crest A 6 m 6 AL (3.2) 
u 

RL 
LiP' = 0 [R + u + Q R ] if Q > _!!.__ crest --0- 6 m 6 AL (3.3) 

u 

where R is the maximum characteristic change in any of the Reynolds stresses 
along a streamline between a point upstream and a point at the crest, and 
where R is the maximum Reynolds stress ex is ting in the flow field. (An m 
adequate estimate for R is the square of lithe longitudinal turbulence m 
intensity close to the surface.) 

.To evaluate LiP' for a particular hill shape, detailed information of 
the He:~rnolds stresses over the hill is required. Rider and Sandborn (I977a) 
pres.ent data on the longitudinal and vertical turbulence intensities and 
Reynolds shear stresses over ridges (Cases la, Sa and 7a). Their data show 
the following: 1) 6 > AL ; 2) the longitudinal turbulence intensity increases u 
toward ,_ the base of the ridge, then decreases over the crest; 3) the vertical 
turbul~nce intensity shows a decrease at the base of the ridge and increases 
over hhe crest; and 4) changes in Reynolds shear stresses are small. Based on 
this information, R should be evaluated by considering only longitudinal 
Reynolds normal stresses, and LiP' should be calculated from Equation (3.2). 

Contour plots of longitudinal turbulence intensities with the streamline 
pattern superimposed for triangular hill models h/o = 0.1, h/L = 1/2, 1/4, 
1/6, and 1/20 are provided as Figures 3.27 to 3.30. (These models are similar 

'i'•Equilibrium flow conditions are defined here as equal momentum transfer to 
and from a particular streamline. 
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to those considered by Rider and Sandborn.) The figures show that the 
decrease in R between the base and the crest along streamlines close to the 
surf ace is 33 percent of R m for the 1/2-hill, 47 percent for the 1/4-hill, 
42 percent for the 1/6-hill, and· 27 percent for the 1/20-hill. The parameter 
A varies between 0.3 and 1.0. R m = 0.6 percent of u (o) 2 . Resulting 

0 

changes in additional total head are then at most two times R . Increases in m 
dynamic head may be as large as 300 percent ; even for the 1/20-hill the 
increase in dynamic head is 100 percent. Supposing that the change of 
additional total head causes an equal change in dynamic head, it may be 
concluded that the effect of turbulence on the mean flow at the crest is not 
significant at least for h/o < h/AL . The effects of turbulence may be u 
expected to be somewhat larger for hills with h/o > h/AL (long hills). u 

An increased surface roughness will further increase the additional total 
head losses. If z /6 = 1.6 x 10-3 , then R = 63 percent of R , and o m 
R = 0.1 percent of u (o) 2 (see Figure 3.31). However, since R and R m o m 
do not change by orders of magnitude, it may be concluded that the inviscid 
flow theory will predict the mean flow field outside the inner region 
accurately upwind of the crest even for a large surface roughness . 

Downwind of the crest, turbulence production increases, and turbulence 
intensities in this region exceed upwind intensities. As a result, additional 
total head changes become larger. The relative effect of the turbulence 
perturbations on the dynamic head increases downwind of the crest, since the 
dynamic head returns to values approximately equal to upwind values. 

The effects of turbulence downwind of the crest are illustrated by 
considering flow over a symmetric hill. According to inviscid flow theory, 
the velocity and static pressure fields over a symmetric hill are also 
symmetric. Therefore, the measured degree of flow symmetry indicates the 
effects of turbulence on the mean flow. 

Contour plots of mean velocity and static pressure over symmetric hill 
models are presented in Figures 3.1 to 3.13 and in Appendix D. Excluding the 
first four cases for which flow separation occurs, slightly asymmetric contour 
plots lllflY be observed. At the downwind base of the hills, velocities are 
smaller than they are at the upwind base, and the positive static pressures 
downwind are smaller than they are upwind. The static pressure plots indicate 
that the downwind static pressures return very slowly to upwind values. Some 
of the apparent static pressure variation may be caused by the turbulence, 
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FIGURE 3.31. Contours of Longitudinal Turbulence Intensity Over Triangular 
Hill h/L = 1/4, with Superimposed Streamlines. Contour 
Interval ~u'/u (6) = .0060. Test Case 14 
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since static pressures were not corrected for the relatively large turbulence 
intensities downwind. For example, for the 1/6-hill (Case 8) downwind 
turbulence intensities are O.lu (6). The resulting errors may be as large 

0 
as 10 percent of the static pressure variation at the base over a surface 
layer of thickness h. 

The downwind mean flow is strongly affected by the upwind turbulence 
intensities. This is demonstrated in contour plots of mean velocities for 
1/ 4-hills with different surface roughness conditions (Figure 3. 32). 
Asymmetry is more significant for the rough flow case. The ratios of the 
upwind to the downwind maximum turbulence intensities are 1.33 for the rough 
surface case, and 1.11 for the smooth surface case. One concludes that wind 
fields downwind of a hillcrest are not governed by an inviscid physics; 
nonetheless, in the absence of separation the inviscid numerical model may 
give quite adequate results. 

3.3 EFFECTS OF THERMAL STRATIFICATON ON VELOCITY PROFILES 

A stably stratified boundary layer was simulated to study its effect on 
the velocity field over ridges. Triangular ridges with h/L = 1/4, 1/6 and 
h/6 = 0.1 were used. The freestream approach velocity was varied from 2.8 to .-.... ____ _ 
8.9 m/sec with a corresponding variation in Richardson number, as defined by 

Ri = & ilT h 
T ilU2 

z 
from 0.004 to 0.021. Details of the measurements of the mean and turbulent ---velocities and temperatures are given in Meroney et al. (1978b, Appendix C). 

The effect of stable thermal stratification on the fractional speedup 
ratio above the crest is shown in Figures 3.33a and b for the 1/4-hill and the 
1/6-hill, respectively. There is some evidence that the experimental ilS 
increases slightly as the stratification becomes more stable. However, it is 
probable the effect is caused by changes in approach profile shape with 
stability. Similar effects were found for different approach profiles under 
neutral thermal flow conditions. Calculations by Derickson and Meroney (1977) 
suggest that ilS will normally decrease slightly with stability for a given 
approach profile . 

It is likely a wider range of experimental stability conditions must be 
considered to resolve this discrepancy. Since stable stratification also 
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influences the approach wind profile it will be difficult to separate the 
influence of profile and buoying in the laboratory. 

The effect of stably stratified flow on the turbulence is to further 
reduce the longitudinal velocity component over that originally observed in 
the neutral flow case for the same ridge shapes. The temperature fluctuation 
behaves as a passive scalar quantity and does not change as it is convected 
over the ridge (see Meroney et al. (1978b, Appendix C). 

The effect of stratified flow on the extent of a separation region is 
significant, although speedup over the crest is not strongly affected. 
Measurements of mean velocities downwind of a triangular hill with h/L = 1/4 u 
and h/Ld = 1/0 (an escarpment) show that the downwind separation region is 
much longer under stable conditions than under neutral conditions (Figure 
3.34). The temperature in the separation region is low as a result of the low 
wind velocities in this region; therefore, the heavier air in the separation 
region resists reattachment of the separation streamline. 

3.4 EFFECT OF FINITE RIDGE WIDTH ON VELOCITY PROFILES 

In the previous sections, ridges with infinite width were considered. 
Additional experiments were conducted over ridges with limited lateral extent 
to study the effects of finite width. The ridge shapes were identical to 
those employed in the two-dimensional ridge study, namely: h/Lu = 1/4, h/Ld = 
1/3, and h/Lu = 1/ 4, h/Ld = 1/0. Total ridge widths (2b) were 9h and 18h. 
Sets of velocity profiles at the crest of these ridges are displayed in 
Figures 3.35 to 3.38. The deviation from the two-dimensional velocity 
profiles at the crest is indicated by the solid curve at each measuring 
station. In all four cases, the velocities at the center of the ridge are 
less than for the two-dimensional case, especially if a large separated flow 
region exists downwind. At the extreme ends, the velocities are about equal 
for the case h/Lu = 1/4, h/Ld = 1/0. The large speedups at the ends of the 
ridge crest for h/Lu = 1/4 and h/Ld = 1/3 apparently result from a reduced 
separated flow region at the sides of the downwind slope. 

Th~se data confirm the calculated conclusions of Hunt (1978) who reported 
amplification factors over the top of an ellipsoid based on a potential flow 
model. Hunt's results suggest that for b/Lb > 5 the amplifications are 
essentially constant regardless of the slopes, and that for b/Lb < 5, changes 
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in the amplification factor become increasingly less as 
e.g., the parameter, A increases from 1.055 to 1.062, as 
1 to oo, for h/Lb = 0.1. 

h/Lb decreases; 
b/Lb varies from 

Speedups over a finite-width ridge in a stable stratified boundary layer 
are significantly less than those over the same ridge under neutral 
conditions. Figure 3.39 shows a set of velocity profiles at different 
locations at the crest. The ridge shape is identical to that of Figure 3.35 
(h/Lu = 1/4, h/Ld = 1/0). Particularly at the ends of the crest the speedup 
is much less. This is caused by the tendency of the air to go around the 
ridge rather than over it. Relatively large speedup effects are obtained 
above the center of the crest. 
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4.0 A PREDICTION TECHNIQUE FOR THE VELOCITY PROFILE AT A RIDGE CREST 

Analysis of the measured data indicates that wind speedups at hill crest 
is a complicated nonlinear function of approach profile, upwind hill slope, 
and downwind hill slope. Neither linearized perturbation analysis nor primi-
tive equation numeral models are currently capable of predicting speedup ef-
fects over a wide range of these parameters . In this chapter an emperical 
model has been prepared to perform the prediction task of hill crest wind 
speed prediction. In section 4.1 the empirical model is developed and adjust-
able constants specified. In section 4. 2 the model is tested against the 
independent field data of Bradley (1978). Probable error bands are specified 
based on the scatter of comparisons against the laboratory measurements. 
Section 4.3 recommends a step-by-step procedure for the use of this new model. 
Two example cases are produced. 

4.1 EMPIRICAL MODEL FOR HILL CREST VELOCITY AMPLIFICATION 

It is common practice to approximate boundary-layer velocity profiles by 
a power law distribution. This approach has been very successful particularly 
over flat terrain. In the present study the crest profile has been approxi-
mated by a power law formula to obtain a simple relation between upwind condi-
tions and ridge shape on the one hand and crest profile on the other hand. 
This implies that certain crest-profile features, such as local maximum velo-
cities ("jets"), cannot be reproduced, but that the large features of the 
profile will be predicted. 

The factorial increase in velocity is defined by an amplification factor 

A(z ) = 
u (z) c 
u (z) 

0 

Substitution of the power law expressions into this equation give 
ex -ex 

A(z) = A(z ) (-2 -) c 0 

ref z f re 

(4.1) 

(4.2) 

where Ci and Ci are the power law exponents of the velocity profiles at 
0 c 

the crest and upwind, respectively, and z f is the reference height where re 
velocities are known . 
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By defining variables, s and a , as 
2 ref a = - h-

z s = h and 

and by selecting a value, s , such that 

A(sh) = 1 

the .following expression is derived from equation (4.1): 
Ci -Ci 

A(ah) = (~) 0 c 
a 

(4.3a,4.3b) 

(4.4) 

(4.5) 

· Let a= l; then it appears from test cases selected from Table A.l that 
Ci -a and A 1 are highly correlated (see Figure 4.1). The relation between 

0 c 
A(h) i and Ci -a as defined by equation (4.5) is displayed for s = 7 and 

0 c 
s =· 10. Almost all data fall in this s-value range, implying that speedups 
are practically zero for heights larger than 7h. Selecting s = 8.5 yields an 
expFession for A(z) which only depends on the difference in power law expo-
nents, Ci -a namely c 0 ' 

Ci -Ci 
A(z) = (8~5h) c o (4.6) 

If ,the amplification faotor would be known at ii the reference height, the 
exponent, Ci , can be calculated from equation (4.5), namely 

c 
Ci = Ci log A(ah) 

c 0 1 8.5 og a 
\ (4. 7) 

.An alternative expression for A(z) may be-1.obtained by the following 
relation between Ci -a and A(h) {see Figure 4.1): 

0 c 
a -a = A(h) - 1 · (4.8) 

0 c 2.3 

Substitution of equation (4.8) into equation (4.2) gives 

1 - A(h) 
A(z) = A(ah) C!h) 2 ·3 

where A(h) can be calculated iteratively from the expression 

A(h) = 1 + ~ log (A(h) ) 
log a A(ah) 
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The power law profile approach may also be applied to establish a 
criterion for the height at which the streamlines are approximately horizon-
tal. For numerical calculations, such a criterion may be of practical value 
for the specificiation of the height of the top boundary condition. Stipulat-
ing that at a height th , the streamlines are not affected by the topography 
(streamlines are horizontal), the following expression is obtained after 
integrating the upwind and crest power law profiles: 

a +1 a 
c = (t-l)(t-1) c 

a +1 t t 
0 

Since t>>l and a < 0.25, the factor t may be approximated ~y c 

t 
l+a ,..., 0 

a -a 
0 c 

(4.11) 

(4.12) 

Expression ( 4. 12) suggests that for large differences between a and 
0 

a c (large speedup) t is relatively small. Hence, low hills require a rela-
tively much larger spatial domain during numerical calculations than steep 
hills with the same height (provided no flow separation occurs). 

It has been shown that the speedup over a hill can be characterized by a 
sing1e ~arameter, namely the amplification factor at a selected height, pre-
ferably above the inner region. By relating this amplification factor to the 
three m~s~ important characteristics, namely a h/L and h/Ld , it is 

0 u 
possi:b1e to predict the amplification distribution from the upwind velocity 
distribution (a ) and ridge characteristics. 

0 

Tile dependency be~ween a 
0 

of va}ues of h/Lu and h/Ld. 
between a and A. 

0 

and A is given iR ~igure 4.2 for two sets 
These data suggest the following relation 

('4 .. 13) 

where a and a ' are two different upwind power law exponents. For more 
0 0 

gentle hills, however, the effect of a on A decreases. Note that for 
0 

flat terrain A(a1) = A(a
0
'). 

The relations between A(h) and different combinations of h/L and u 
h/Ld for a

0 
= 0.13 are given in Figures 4.3 and 4.4. Measured amplifica-

tion factors for a 1 0.13 were corrected usin'g equation (4.13). Since 
0 
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there is considerable scatter in the data, the curves given in Figure 4.3 and 
4.4 were selected on the basis of the available data and an understanding of 
the effects of flow separation on the mean flow over the hill. 

In this section a methodology has been developed to predict the mean 
velocity distribution above a ridge crest. The prediction techniquq has been 
applied to an example problem in the following section. 

4.2 MODEL COMPARISON AGAINST FIELD DATA 

The amplification factors calculated from Bradley's (1978) velocity 
measurements were compared with predicted amplifications using equations (4.6) 
and (4.7), and, alternatively, using equations (4.9) and (4.10). A 
~epresentative upwind velocity distribution was obtained for Bradley's case by 
extrapolating the velocity data upwards from 25 m by assuming a logarithmic 
velocity profile. A power law exponent was then estimated by fitting the 
power law formula over a layer between 10 m and 100 m. It was found that 
a = 0. 26, which is in good agreement with Counihan' s estimate of 0. 24 for 

0 
flat terrain with a roughness length z = 1 m. Values of a and A(z) 

0 c 
have been calculated for various reference heights. Results are presented in 
Tables 4.1 and 4.2. The amplification distributiomwas also calculated using 
equations (4.9) and (4.10). Results for various ~eference heights are given 
in Tab'.le 4.3. 

A comparison between predicted and measured amplification factors 
indicates that equation (4.6) leads to an average error of about 15 percent. 
Better results were obtained with equation (4.9), particularly for reference 
heights above the inner region. The errors in pred~at,ed amplification factors 
are less than 10 percent. For reference heights above the inner region, 
errors are less than 5 percent. When equation (4.9) was applied to the wind-
tunnel data, average errors in the predicted A-values deviated less than 5 
percent from the measured amplification factor. 

4.3 EXAMPLE CALCULATIONS 

In Section 4 .1 of this report empirical expressions were developed to 
pred±ct mean velocities above a ridge crest. The following paragraphs suggest 
a rate methodlogy to follow when estimating wind speed over hill crests. 

84 



TABLE 4.1. Field Data of Bradley (1978) and Calculation of A(ah) and 
a c 

u u z 0 c 
(m) (m/s) (m/s) A(ah) a a c 

9 2.84 5.45 1. 92 0.055 0.13 

17 3.70 7.16 1. 94 0.104 0.11 

28 4.36 8.13 1.86 0.172 0 . 10 

40 4.82 7.93 1.64 0.245 0 . 12 

55 5.25 8.29 1.58 0.337 0.12 

70 5.57 8.50 1.52 0.429 0.12 

89 5.89 8.66 1.47 0.546 0.12 
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TABLE 4.2. Comparison of Measured and Calculated Amplification Factors, A, 
Using Equation (4.6) 

Field Data Calculated A Using Equation (4.6) 
z 

(m) A(z) a = 0.13 a = 0.11 a = 0.10 ar!= 0.12 c c c 

9 1. 92 1. 92 1. 74 1.57 1.83 

17 1. 94 1. 77 1.62 1.55 1. 70 

28 1.86 1.66 1.54 1. 48 1.60 

40 1.64 1.59 1.48 1.43 1.53 

55 1.58 1.52 1.43 1.38 1.47 

70 1.52 1.47 1.39 1.35 1.43 

89 1.47 1.43 1.35 1. 32 1.39 

86 



TABLE 4.3. Comparison of Measured and Calculated Amplification Factors, A, 
Using Equation (4 .9) 

Field Data Calculated A Using Equation (4.9) 
z ah 

(m) A(z) 9 m 17 m 28 m 40 m 55 m 50 m 89 m 

9 1. 92 1. 92 2.14 2.25 2.04 2.07 2.06 2.07 

17 1. 94 1. 76 1. 94 2.02 1.86 1.88 1.87 1.88 

28 1.86 1.65 1. 79 1.86 1. 73 1. 75 1. 74 1. 75 

40 1.64 1.57 1. 70 1. 75 1.64 1.66 1.65 1.66 

55 1.58 1.51 1. 61 1.66 1.57 1.58 1.58 1.58 

70 1.52 1.47 1.55 1.60 1.51 1.52 1.52 1.52 

89 1.47 1.42 1.50 1.53 1.46 1.47 1.47 1.47 
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Prediction Procedures 

a) Available data: ridge shape, upwind surface roughness, and upwind 
topography. 
1) Determine characteristic ridge lengths Lu and Ld. 
2) Determine the upwind power law exponent Cl 

0 
For a uniform and homogeneous upwind surface roughness, a good 

estimate of the power law exponent may be obtained from Counihan 
(1975). He proposed the following relation between surface rough-
ness z and Cl : 

0 0 

(4.14) 

The following values of 
types: 

z 
0 

are typical for different terrain ; 

snow and short grass 
crops 
rural 
rural and woods 
woods 

0.1 cm 
5 cm 

20 cm 
50 cm 

100 cm 
Alternatively, a may be obtained by matching the power law 

0 
velocity distribution to the atmospheric velocity distribution for 
stable conditions, given by 

(4.15) 

where L is the Monin-Obukhov length parameter. The power law mo 
exponent (1 as a function of height is then 

0 

A 

Cl = 
0 

z 
1 + 1 

mo 
ln ~ + ~ ~ z L o mo 

representative value of z 

1 + h 0. 1 L 
(1 

mo = 
0 ln 0. 7h + 0.7 ~ !!____ 

z L 
0 mo 

is z = 0.7h, so that 

(4.16) 

(4.17) 

If upwind topography is close to the ridge, it creates high turbu-
lence levels; hence, one has to increase Cl to say a = 0 . 3. 

0 0 
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b) 

Generally this correction must be applied if the upwind topography 
has steep downwind slopes h/Ld < 1/ 4 and if the distance to an 
upwind hill is less than 15 times the height of the upwind hill. 
3) Determine the power law exponent correction factor from 

A(a ) 
f - 0 = = A(a =0.13) 

0 

1.28 
l.lS+a 

0 

4) Estimate A ( h · a = 0 . 13) fo r 
' 0 

and 4.4, and multiply this value with 

(4.18) 

from Figures 4. 3 

5) Calculate the amplification distribution using the following 
expression 

A(z) = A(h) (~) 

1-A(h) 
2.3 

6) Determine the velocity profile from 

u (z) 
__ c __ = A(z) (-z-) 
- ( ) 2 ref uo 2 ref 

a 
0 

(4.19) 

(4.20) 

Available data: 
topography, and 

ridge shape, upwind surface roughness, and upwind 
U-(z f) and U-(z f). o re c re 

1) 

2) 

Determine a as indicated under a, point 2. 
0 

Calculate 

A(z f) = re 
~(2ref) 

uo( 2 ref) 
(4.21) 

The reference height, zref , should be preferably above the inner 

region: ( > 0.067 z O.l 1°·9). 2 ref o 
3) Calculate the amplification distribution 

A(z) = A(zref)Cf---) 
ref 

where A(h) follows from 

1-A(h) 
2.3 
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A(h) 
z = 1 + 2.3 ( href) log ( A(h) ) 

log A(z f) re 
(4.23) 

Examples 
a) The following data is available: 

Lu = 550 m; Ld = 600 m; h = 163 m; 
uniform surface roughness, woods; no upwind hills. 
(Bradley, 1978). 

According to Figures 4. 3 and 4. 4 A (h; ex = 0. 13) = 1. 20. From 
0 

equation (4.14) it follows that ex = 0.24 (z = 1 m). The A 
0 0 

correction factor i s then 1.09, so that 

A(h) = A(h; ex = 0.13) f = 1.31. 
0 

Thus the velocity distribution at the crest is 

u (z) 0.24 
_c __ = 1. 31 (-z-) 

2 ref 

b) The following data is available: 
Lu = 550 m; Ld = 600 m; h = 163 m; uniform surface roughness, 
woods; no upwind hills; u (17 m) = 3.70 m/sec; u (17 m) = 

0 c 
7.16 m/sec. 

The amplification factor at z = 17 m is 

A(h) = 1. 36, 

so that (equation (4.22)) 

-0.16 
A(z) = 1.94 (~ 7 ) 

The velocity distribution at the crest is then 

u (z) -0.16 
_c _ _ = 1.94 (~7) 
uo( 2 ref) 

0.24 
(-z-) 

2 ref 

The velocity distribution is expressed in terms of 
zref to indicate that any height may be selected. 
may select the annual mean velocity at 10 m. 
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5 .0 TURBULENCE CHARACTERISTICS OVER TWO DIMENSIONAL RIDGES 

The i mp licat ions of ridge presence on boundary layer turbulence structure 

is di s cus s ed in Section 5.1 in terms of rapid distortion theory. Section 5.2 
revea ls t ha t the terrain influence of turbulent energy distribution over 

nar r ow eddy scales is small for inseparated flow fields. 

5.1 DIRECTIONAL DISTRIBUTION OF TURBULENT ENERGY OVER RIDGES 

The turbulence structure over a ridge is distorted by the additional 

stra i ns induced by the ridge. In the inner region the turbulence interacts 

strongly with t he mean flow, whereas in the middle region the turbulence-main 

flow interacti on is weak. The inner and middle regions will be considered 

separately t o discern this difference. 

The Inne r Region. Section 3.2 indicated that the Reynolds stresses in a 

thin layer adj a cent to the hill-model surface did not always accurately 

simul ate fi eld conditions. Nevertheless, it is possible to approximate the 

shear stress dis tribution at the crest by making a number of assumptions, 

namely: 1) equation (E. 12) provides a realistic value for the inner-layer 

thickness, 2) t he Reynolds shear stress at the outer edge of the inner layer 

is constant and equal to its unwind value, 3) the decrease of shear stress 

with height is linear, and 4) the longitudinal inertial stress gradient at a 

height Q is of the same order of magnitude as the vertical shear stress 

grad i ent. The shear stress distribution above the crest may then be expressed 

as 

2 u 
uw(z ) = Q-z ;', L LiS(Q) + u=-m u (Q) 0 

0 

0 < z < Q (5. 1) 

Turbulence shea r stresses measured by Bradley (1978) above the crest of a 

prot otype r idge correspond closely to those predicted from equation (5. 1). 

Bradley also r eported measurements of the three components of the turbulence , 
intensity in t he inner region. His data suggest that all turbulence compo-

nents above t he crest are approximately 50 percent larger than at comparable 

heights upwind . 

The Middl e Region. In the middle region the turbulence is affected by 

the his t ory of t he airparcels. Particularly, if the eddy-decay time-scale is 
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less than the time it takes an airparcel to travel over a distnace L , 
history or rapid distortion effects dominate turbulence production and 
dissipation effects. In Section 2.1 it was shown that this is generally the 
case if L < o. 

Figures 3. ld, 3.5d, 3. 7d, 3.9d and 3.27 to 3.31 show contour; plots of 
longitudinal turbulence intensities. In all cases a slight increase exists 
along streamlines toward the upwind base and a decrease exists· towards the 
crest. Rider and Sandborn (1977a) reported measurements of vertical turbu-
lence intensities for almost id~ntical flow cases. Their data show that the 
relative vertical component of turbulence increases at hill crest. 

For all flow cases considered herein L < o. Therefore th·e turbulence is 
"rapidly distorted" by the mean flow. An increase in vertical turbulence 
intensity and a decrease in longitudinal turbulence intensity were predicted 
around a circular cylinder by a Rapid Distortion Theory (Hunt, 1973) .. Hunt's 
approa.ch flow was irrotational; whereas the approach boundary layer in the 
wind tunnel is rotational. Apparently the mean vorticity of the boundary-
layer flow is, at least qualitatively, not different from irrotational distor-
tion. Even in the surface region, where the vorticity is relatively large and 
the eddy-decay time-scale relatively short, a continuous decrease of 
longitudinal turbulence towards the crest is noticeable (except for the 
1/20 hill). For L > o the effects of turbulence production, dissipation and 
diffusion become more significant. These effects reduce the degree of 
anis-O'tropy of the turbulence. 

5.2 TURBULENT SPECTRAL DISTRIBUTION OVER RIDGES 

1-he turbulence eddy structure was investigated by measuring the frequency 
distribution of the longitudinal fluctuating velocity component. Power spec-
tra of the velocity signal were generated at several locations along stream-
lines over the 1/4-ridge (Ca:se 5). The locations are indicated in Figure 5.1. 
The speatra are reproduced in Figures 5.2 and 5.3. (After normalization, the 
spectra were shifted in the vertical for ease of comparison.) The differences 
between the spectra are not large. The only systematic deviation noted was 
irregularity of spectra along the streamline going through the points 1, 2, 
and 3. 
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FIGURE 5 .1. Locations in the. Flow over Triangular Hill, h/L 1/4, where Velocity Time Signals were Taken 
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Probability density functions of the longitudinal velocity fluctuations 
were generated for the points O, a, b, 1, 2, and 3 (Figure 5.1). The density 
functions as displayed in Figures 5.4 and 5.5 show clearly the effects of in-
crease and decrease of turbulence intensities along streamlines. The shape, 
however, remains essentially the same, except for point 3. Sk~wness and 
flatness factors of the probability density function are provided in Table 
5.1. The skewness factor decreases at the upwind base of the ridge and then 
increases over the ridge to values approximately equal to those upwind. The 
initial sharp decrease is caused by changes in minimum peak velocities and not 
by those in maximum peak velocities. The flatness factor at the crest is 
about 3 and less at the upwind and downwind base. This indicates that the 
extreme velocity fluctuations in these regions are relatively small. 

In summary it may be concluded that the directional redistribution of the 
turbulence kinetic energy along a streamline is the most significant phenome-
non. The frequency distributions and probability density function of the 
velocity fluctuations change only slightly. 
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TABLE 5 .1. Statistical Characteristics of Longitudinal Velocity 
Fluctuations (Case 5) 

Point Turbulence Skewness Flatness 
(Figure 5.44) Intensity Factor Factor 

0 0.080 0.33 3.15 

a 0.079 0.26 3.09 

b 0.058 0.30 3.12 

1 0.074 0.18 2.80 

2 0.058 0.23 2.95 

3 0.096 0.27 2. 74 
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6.0 CONCLUSIONS 

In this chapter final conclusions are drawn concerning the implications 
of this experimental program for WECS-siting procedures. The conclusions 
listed here are general rather than specific, which reflects the c9mplicated 
and nonlinear behavior of the phenomena studied. Many specific sub-
conclusions which will be valuable to meteorologists, engineers, and numerical 
specialists are contained within the subsections of Chapters 3.0, 4.0 and 5.0. 

Some of the remarks includ~d below may seem obvious or trivial; however, 
the reader should recall that due to the lack of data many perturbations 
proposed have been only conjecture until now. Indeed, the most· recent review 
on flow over topography prepared by the World Meteorological Organization 
(Davidson, 1964) was unable to conclude with any assurance whether speedup or 
speeddown was most likely to occur over ridges. The conclusions are grouped 
in three sections to reflect the objectives of this study as listed in Section 
1.1. 

6.1 WIND CHARACTERISTICS OVER RIDGES 

Wind characteristics over ridges are affected to some degree by ridge 
shape, surface roughness and upwind turbulence, and thermal stratification. 
Specifically this study reveals: 

1. The occurrence of flow separation at the downwind side of a ridge 
depends on both upwind and downwind slopes and is independent of the 
ratio of ridge height to boundary-layer thickness. Flow separation 
is delayed if upwind surface roughness is . larger over the ridge, or 
if turbulence levels in the approach wind are high due to upwind 
topography. Flow separation may occur for more gentle slopes if the 
upwind surface roughness is less than that over the ridge or if the 
flow has a stable · stratification. 

2. The downwind separation region is in general large as a result of a 
strong interaction between the main flow and the separated flow 
region. Crest velocities are reduced significantly. Static pres-
sure gradients above the separated region are largest across stream-
lines. If no flow separation occurs the static pressure gradients 
are largest parallel to the streamlines. 
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3. The downwind separated flow region may extend to a distance of 15 h 
from the crest. For relatively gentle slopes the separation region 
is shorter. The downwind flow remains in nonequilibrium after 
reattachment. Return to equilibrium flow conditions depends on the 
length of the separation region; it is on the order of 100 h for 
steep downwind slopes. 

4. Upwind flow separation depends primarily on the upwind slope. 
Separation will occur for h/L < 1/2. The separated flow region u 
upwind is generally much smaller than the separated region downwind 
because the interaction between wake and main flow is impeded by the 
presence of the ridge. The interaction may vanish for sufficiently 
large vorticity. 

5. The effect of the turbulence on the mean flow is very small, except 
for the inner region. In the inner region Reynolds shear stress 
gradients are the same order of magnitude as pressure gradients. A 
realistic estimate for the inner-layer thickness could be obtained 
from 

Q = 0.067 z O.l L0 ·9 
0 

(Jackson and Hunt, 1975). 

However, it is recommended that further research be conducted to 
validate this expression (see also point 1 in Section 6. 3). The 
turbulence above the inner region, downwind of the crest affects the 
mean flow most significantly. An estimate for total head losses re-
sulting from nonequilibrium flow conditions over a hill may be ob-
tained from equations (2.18) and (2.19). 

6. The turbulence structure changes along streamlines in the flow field 
over hills. In the inner region, where turbulence length scales are 
small, the turbulence dissipation and production rates are the domi-
nant terms in the turbulence kinetic energy equation. Consequently, 
the turbulence intensities and shear stresses increase towards the 
crest. In the middle region for L < o the turbulence character-
istics at the crest behave as those predicted for turbulence under-
going a contraction. The longitudinal turbulence intensity reduces 
in magnitude towards the crest, while the vertical turbulence inten-
sity increases. For L > o distortion effects are still important; 
in addition turbulence production, dissipation, and diffusion affect 
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the turbulence structure. In general, turbulence characteristics in 
the middle region, other than turbulence intensities, do not deviate 
significantly from upwind conditions. 

6.2 FUNCTIONAL DEPENDENCY BETWEEN UPWIND AND RIDGE-CREST MEAN VELOGITIES 

A simple relation has been obtained for upwind and ridge-crest mean 
velocities by systematically varying the pertinent ridge and flow character-
istics (see Section 5. 4 and Appendix E). The method incorporates the most 
important parameters which affect the wind velocity amplification at a ridge 
crest. The following conclusions may be drawn with respect to speedup: 

1. Largest speedups occur over ridges which just avoid flow separation 
and which are symmetrically shaped (See Figures 3.20, 4.3 and 4.4). 

2. Amplification (not necessarily speedup) is largest for large upwind 
power law exponents. 

3. Measurements and theory suggest that mild stable or unstable 
stratification decrease or increase wind velocities slightly at hill 
crests, respectively, for equivalent approach velocity profiles. 
This, of course, assumes no elevated ·inversion of "lid" that lies 
directly above a hill crest. When airflow is constrained to move 
between a ridge and an elevated inversion then exactly opposite wind 
effects are likely. 

4. Speedup over round-crested and sharp-crested ridges are essentially 
equal for ridges with the same parameters, h/Lu and h/Ld. If 

flow separation occurs speedups may be larger over round-crested 
ridges because of later flow separation. 

5. Speedups over ridges of finite width (b = 9 h and 18 h) are 
approximately the same as those over infinite-width ridges. Under 
neutral flow conditions, wind velocities are slightly larger at the 
ends of the crest and slightly less at the center. Under stable 
flow conditions speedups are larger in the center and significantly 
less at the ends of the ridge. Potential flow calculations (Hunt, 
1978) suggest that for b/L > 5 the amplifications are essentially 
constant irrespective of the slopes and for . b/L < 5 changes in the 
amplification factor become increasingly less as h/L decreases. 
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6.3 PHYS ICAL AND NUMERICAL MODELING 

Physical modeling requirements of the turbulent approach flow were met as 
speci f ied in Appendix F. As a result dynamics and kinematics in the middle 
region r eplicated the atmosphere accurately. It appeared, ~owever, that 
phys ical similarity in the inner region could not be met under certain 
condi t i ons. 

Based on a categorization of flow regimes criteria for the applicability 
of simple closure models were developed. In Appendix E a comparison was made 
between ma thematical models to investigate the effects of the turbulence 
closur e equations on the surface shear stress . In addition mathematical 
model ing techniques of flow over ridges including flow separation were 
discussed. 

In this section conclusions are drawn that summarize the most significant 
limitations of specific modeling techniques. 

1. The flow in the inner region over ridge models may be affected by 
boundary- layer relaminarization if pressure gradients are suffi-
ciently large. It appears that in the present wind-tunnel study the 
pressure gradients over the steeper ridges were such that this 
phenomenon affected the thickness of the inner region. Further 
research is required to investigate the constraint the relaminariza-
t ion phenomenon places on wind-tunnel simulation. 

2. Realistic representation of the turbulence effects on the mean flow 
in the middle region by simple closure models, i.e., mixing length 
model, modified mixing length model taking into account streamline-
curvature effects (Bradshaw, 1969), and the turbulence kinetic 
energy model, is rather limited. In Appendix E, Section E. 1 the 
conditions are summarized under which the closure assumptions may be 
applied. 

3. A comparison between surface shear stress distributions over 
bell-shaped hills computed by different mathematical models showed 
considerable discrepancies. No clear correspondence existed between 

' numerical nonlinear models. Research is required to establish 
criteria for the proper discretization of the mathematical model in 

. the surface region. 
4 . Linear models may be applied to flow over low hills. Results of 

J ackson and Hunt (1975) suggest that linear models may be applied to 
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hills with h/L < 0.01. However, Jackson and Hunt found also agree-

ment between theory and experiments for hills with slopes too steep 

for the theory to be strictly valid. 

5. Existing mathematical models of flow over surface obstacles that 

include flow separation require a substantial amount of, empirical 

information and are difficult to apply to other than very simple 

surface obstacle shapes. 
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APPENDIX A EXPERIMENTAL PROGRAM AND INSTRUMENTATION 

A.O INTRODUCTION 

Laboratory simulation permits the systematic evaluation of the influence 
of simple combinations of approach flow wind characteristics and of topo-
graphical features on the resultant flow field over model topography. In this 
Appendix the test condi tions, the methods used to make measurements, and the 
techniques employed in converting raw measurements to meaningful physical 
quantities are discussed. Attention is drawn to the limitations in the tech-
niques in order to prevent misinterpretations or misunderstandings of the 
results. 

A number of reports have been prepared under this research program 
(Meroney et al., I976a, I976b, Rider and Sandborn, 1977a, I977b, and Meroney 
et al., I978a, 1978b). A large portion of the data was obtained in the flow 
field over two-dimensional ridges. In this Appendix such information is con-
solidated by reviewing test conditions, measuring techniques, etc. 

A.I THE WIND-TUNNEL FACILITY 

The experiments were performed in the Meteorological Wind Tunnel (MWT) 
located in the F~uid Dynamics and Diffusion Laboratory at Colorado State 
University. A plan view of the wind tunnel is shown in Figure A. I. The 
tunnel is a closed-circuit facility driven by a 250 hp variable-pitch, 
variable-speed propeller. The test section is nominally 2 m square and 27 m 
long· fed through a 9:1 contraction ratio. The test-seqtion walls diverge O.OI 
m/m and the roof is adjustable to maintain a zero pressure gradient along the 
test section. The mean velocity can be adjusted continuously from 0. 3 to 
37 m/sec. The wind speed in the test section does not deviate from that set 
by the speed controller by more than one percent. The tunnel is equipped with 
a heating and cooling system to simulate thermally stratified boundary layers. 
The floor is cooled by circulating brine through coils insulated in the floor. 
Thermocouples imbedded in the floor were used to maintain a uniform prese-
lected temperature. The freestream temperature was controlled by a heat 
exchanger in the return-flow leg of the tunnel. Under neutral flow conditions 
the heat exchanger was used to maintain the air temperature at a constant 
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level (± r C). All tests reported in this report used a neutral or stable 
boundary-layer stratification. The facility is described in detail by Plate 
and Cermak (1963). 

At the entrance to the wind-tunnel test section a 0.038 m high saw-tooth 
boundary-layer trip was installed to insure prompt formation and g,rowth of a 
turbulent boundary layer. The boundary-layer thickness increases with dis-
tance from the entrance. Over the smooth plate the thickness of the boundary 
layer increases in proportion to x0 ·48 (Zoric 1969). 

A.2 TEST CONDITIONS 

A series of 15 hill models were constructed for tests in the 
meteorological wind-tunnel: 

symmetric triangular hill models with a width of 1.83 m, a height of 
5.08 m, and slopes (h/Lb) of 1/2, 1/3, 1/4, 1/6, and 1/20; 
symmetric sinusoidal hill models with a width of 1. 83 m, a height of 
5.08 cm, and slopes (h/Lb) of 1/3 and 1/4; 
triangular hill models with a width of 1.83 m, a height of 5.08 cm, 
one vertical face, and one slope (h/Lb) of 1/2, 1/3, 1/4, and 1/6; 
triangular hill models with a width of 0.90 m, a height of 5.08 cm, 
one vertical face, and one slope (h/Lb) of 1/3 and 1/4; 
triangular hill models with a width of 0.45 m, a height of 5.8 cm, one 
vertical face, and one slope (h/Lb) of 1/3 and 1/4. 

The symmetric models were constructed by placing a 0.32 cm thick 
Plexiglas skin over 9 support ribs. The models were equipped with static 
pressu_re holes and preston tubes. The asymmetric models were constructed in a 
similar manner, but the material was wood and masonite, 0.32 cm thick. 

The experiments were carried out in three phases. In each phase, 
somewhat different experimental procedures were applied as suggested by dif-
fering ~ccuracy or resolution requirements (see next section). Upwind condi-
tions fur Phase I were different from Phase II and III. 

Upward Conditions, Phase I. The hills were mounted in the wind tunnel 
with a false floor upstream. The false floor was placed 5. 60 m directly 
downwind of the initial boundary layer trip and was 10.75 min length, (Figure 
A. 2a). The false floor consisted of three sections: an approach ramp, a 
plywood testing base, and a trailing ramp behind the hill. The horizontal 
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length of approach ramp was 1.3 m. The plywood testing base was that section 
of false floor positioned adjacent to and flush with the approach ramp. 
Plywood, 1. 91 cm thick, was used to maintain a horizontal surface on which 
designated models could be placed. The testing based covered 8 .55 m in 
length. The trailing ramp was the final section of false flopr located1 
furthest downstream. The ramp was positioned flush with and sloping downward· 
from the testing base. This final section of false floor wa·s 0. 90 m in 
length. The approach and trailing ramp formed an angle of about 1° with the 
horizontal. The center of the model was set 14.0 m from the entrance (Figure 
A.2b). During Phase I freestream wind velocities were set at 9.1 m/sec and 
15. 2 m/ sec. For a detailed description of the upwind flow characteristics, 
the reader is referred to Section A.6. 

Upwind Conditions Phase II and III. The models were mounted directly on 
the aluminum floor of the wind tunnel. During stratified flow measurements, 
cooling plates were installed beginning at 1.83 m from the saw-tooth fence and 
ending at 11. 93 m. The surface of the cooling plates was varigated as a 
result of cooling channels. The coolant channel ribs were 0. 16 m in height 
and were spaced both normally and parallel to the flow. The center of the 
models was set at 18.6 m from the entrance. 

For one of the runs in Phase II, a uniformally rough surface was obtained 
by glueing graded rock particles, having an average diameter of 0.25 cm spaced 
approX':llmately 1.0 cm on center, to 1.91 cm plywood support boards. The par-
ticle size and distributicm was designed by the method of Gartshore and 
de Croos (1976) to produce a z Jo ~ 1.5 x 10-4 . Roughness was also applied 

0 
to th.e hill utilizing double-sided sticky tape. TID.e roughness extended 7. 2 m 
upwind of the hill crest and 2.4 m downwind of the crest. On the upwind side 
of the rough boards, an approach ramp was installed flush with the board. 

During all tests (Phases I, II and III) the wind tunnel ceiling was kept . 
horizontal, including the section in which the hill models were installed. No 
measurable changes in static pressure gradients along the ceiling were observ-
ed before or after installation of the hills. 

An overview of all test conditions is presented in Table A. l. For 
detailed information on upwind flow characteristics, the reader is referred to 
Section A.4. 
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TABLE A. 1. Identification of Test Cases Including Locations of Tabulated Data 

Case Shape 7) h/Ld h/6 Ph•se 

tr 

la tr 

tr 

-tr 

tr 

tr 

Sa tr 

tr 

tr 

7a tr 

tr 

tr 

10 

11 

1/2 

1/2 

1/2 

1/3 

1/3 

1/4 

1/4 

1/4 

1/6 

1/6 

1/6 

l/2 

1/2 

1/2 

1/3 

1/3 

1/4 

1/4 

1/4 

1/6 

1/6 

l/6 

l/20 

1/41) 

1/4 1) 

.09 

.II 

. II 

. 11 

.II 

.09 

.II 

.II 

. 09 

. II 

.11 

. 09 

. 11 

. II 

12 3/lo2) 3/162) . II 

13 3/ 162) 3/162 ) .II 

14 

SI 

S2 

SJ 

S4 

SS 

II 

Ill 

IV 

VI 

VII 

VI [I 

IX 

XI 

XII 

XI II 

XIV 

XV! 

X'\'l I 

).'\' [JI 

XIX 

xx 

tr 

tr 

tr 

tr 

tr 

t.r 

tr 

t r 

t r 

t r 

tr 

tr 

tr 

tr 

tr 

tr 

tr 

tr 

tr3 ) 

4) 
tr 

tr) ) 

4) 
tr 

tr 

tr 

tr1) 

t r 4 ) 

1/4 

1/4 

1/4 

1/4 

1/6 

1/6 

1/3 

1/4 

1/2 

1/4 

1/2 

1/6 

1/2 

1/3 

1/2 

1/3 

1/4 

1/6 

1/4 

1/4 

1/4 

1/4 

1/4 

1/4 

l/ 4 

1/4 

1/4 

l/ 4 

1/4 

1/4 

1/6 

1/6 

1/4 

1/3 

1/4 

1/2 

1/6 

1/2 

1/3 

1/2 

l/O 

1/0 

1/0 

1/0 

1/0 

1/0 

1/3 

1/3 

1/0 

1/0 

1/0 

1/0 

. 09 

.09 

. 09 

.09 

. 09 

.09 

.09 

. 09 

. 09 

.09 

.09 

.09 

. 09 

.09 

.09 

.09 

. 09 

. 09 

. 09 

. 09 

.09 

. 09 

. 09 

.09 

.09 

.09 

I) Equiv.11.·nt to h/f.0 = 1/ 3 
2) E'1uiv .1i••nt to h/[.h = 1/4 
J} Hidgr ""·1th fini.tl' 1.,;1\tth 2b = 45l:m 
4) Ridge with finite wiJth 2b = 90«m 

~,.!.>~'.'l!:· '-Y··~·-~!·:·' -~!!. ' 
I . Hr r nrwy ••t •l. (l')Jhh) 
2. ,\pw·11d1i< B of Lh1 s 11·port 

II 

II 

II 

II 

II 

II 

II 

II 

II 

II 

Ill 

II! 

l II 

111 

Ill 

Ill 

I II 

III 

Ill 

Ill 

II I 

I 11 

II I 

!II 

[I I 

I II 

!I I 

I ll 

III 

Ill 

9.1 

9. l 

15.2 

9 . 1 

15.2 

9. 1 

9 . 1 

15.2 

9.1 

9.1 

15 . 2 

9. l 

9.1 

15 . 2 

9. l 

15 . 2 

9 . I 

9 .0 

6.0 

J.0 

6 . 0 

3.0 

9 . l 

9 . 1 

9 .1 

9 . I 

9 . 1 

9 . 1 

9 .) 

9. 1 

9 . I 

9. l 

9. I 

9. I 

9 . I 

9 . 1 

9 . l 

3 . 0 

6 . 0 

3.0 

G.O 

Tabulated Data 

Hi 

.004 

. 008 

.021 

. 008 

. 021 

1.2 x 10-4 

1.2 x 10-4 

7.S x 10-s 

1.2 x 10-4 

7.S x 10- 5 

1.2 x 10- 4 

1.2 x 10- 4 

7 . 5 x 10-5 

1.2 x 10-4 

1.2 x 10-4 

7.S x 10- 5 

!. 2 x 10- 4 

1.2 x 10- 4 

7.5 x 10-5 

1.2 x 10- 4 

7.5 x 10 - 4 

1.6 x 10-J 

l.2 x 10-4 

1.2 x 10- 4 

!. 2 x 10-4 

1.2 x 10- 4 

1.2 x 10 - 4 

1.2 x 10- 4 

1.2 x 104 

1.2 x 10-4 

l.2 x 10- 4 

1.2 x 10- 4 

1.2 x 10-4 

I. 2 x 10- 4 

1.2 x 10- 4 

1.2 x 10- 4 

l.2 x 10- 4 

l.2 x 10- 4 

.0 15 1.2 x 10- 4 

.O il l.2 x l0-4 

.015 1 . 2 x 10- 4 

. OJI 1.2 x 10- 4 

u._.Ju( !Oh) 

. 027 

. 034 

.034 

.034 

. 034 

. 027 

. 034 

. 034 

.027 

.034 

. 034 

. 027 

. 034 

. 034 

0 . 34 

.034 

.048 

. 027 

. 027 

. 027 

.027 

.027 

. 027 

. 027 

. 027 

.027 

.027 

.027 

. 027 

.027 

.027 

.027 

. 027 

I l 

I I 

I l 

1 I 

1 1 

I 1 

l l 3 

1 1 

I I 

1 1 

1 1 

I I 

I I 

I I 

2 2 

2 2 

2 2 

2 2 

2 2 

2 2 

2 2 

2 2 

2 2 

2 2 

2 2 

2 2 

2 2 

5) Spe.:tra and µrouabihty density funrtions 
.1n• µresented in Figun•s 5. l-5.5 of this report 

6) Numhcr' ref er t o report' I isled below 

n.a. 

n.a . 

7) tr: triangular, sn: s1n11s o idal, n . a. : not applicable 

). HiilPr S.1111 lhorn (l'Jli) (posi.tt,.vr x:-tlircction pornl:; in upwind ,flrcf' t i.on) 
'•· ~lc r.:rn~y l't al. (l'lo'~h) , Appendi x C (pos1l1ve x-dir<'clion points in upwi nd d irection) 
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A.3 MEASURING PROCEDURES 

.All measurements in the flow field over the hill models were carried out 
over a grid of points determined by vertical surveys (z-direction) at particu-
lar longitudinal points (x-direction) along the center of the tunnel. The MWT 
carri~ge can be positioned at any desired point in the x-direction. 'A control 
unit outside the tunnel monitors the vertical movement of the probe support 
and probes through the boundary layers. 'This actuator system provided a 
constant voltage change for a particular change in height. The probe support 
was attached to the carriage by a 1.00 m extension bar. The length of this 
bar ~as sufficiently long that the flow distortion due to carriage was negli-
gible at the measuring location (Figure A.3a). 

In the tes·ts, a stop rod attached tightly to the probe support . made 
contact with the floor prior to the other instruments. The ·.purpose of the 
stop rod was to protect the probes from being driven into the floor and to 
accurately determine the vertical distance between the surface and the probes. 
During Phase I an electric indicator triggered when the stop rod contacted the 
floor. During Phases II and III a 0.00254 cm dial indicator was employed to 
determTne more ' accurately the z-locations of the probes within 0.5 cm of the 
wall. A schematic of the probe support is given in~igure A.3b. 

The freestream velocity was monitored throughout the tests wi~h a 
pitot-sratic probe affixed to the ceiling upstream of the hill locations. 

?llhe instrumentation .employed during Phases I, II and III is listed in 
Tabl~ ... 2. 

Mean Velocity Measurements. During Phase I, .. .me.an velocity measurements 
above ... he hills were made with commerical probes. ·· Dynamic pressures were 
measured from the pressure differential between the total-head hole of a :ldel _ 
probe 0.16 cm in diameter and the static holes of a pitot-static tube 0.18 an 
in diameter. The kiel probe is insensitive to flow angles over a range .of at 
least ± 40 degrees. For the range of velocities measured in the present study 
the kiel probes agreed with the total pressure measured by the laboratory 
standard probe. In the r._egion near the hill surface where relatively large 
flow angles were encountered the pitot-static probe was pointed in the 
direction of the flow. However, due to uncertainty about the precise flow 
direction, misalingment of the probe has occurre.d. Errors in mean velocity 
caused by misalingment may have been as large as 4 percent of the local mean 
velocity. 
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TABLE A.2. Instrumentation 

PHASE I 

A. PROBES 

Free stream: 

Total and static pr~ssure: pitot-static tube (United Sensor, T'ype 
PAC) 

Flow Field over Hills: 

Total pressure: kiei probe (United Sensor, Type KB) 

Static pressure: static holes of a pitot-s·tat±c tube (United 
Sensor, Type PBA) 

Velocity signal: single hot-wire probe and X-wire probe (both 
non-commerical): wires 80 percent platinum and 20 percent iridium, 
1.2 x 10-3 cm in diameter, length: 0.16 cm. 

B. Surface Static Pressure Gauges 

Static taps on models; sharp edged, 0. 064 cm in diameter ., drilled 
perpendicular to the model 

Static pressure probes on the wind-tunne flogr; brass tubing 0. 079 
cm i. d. and 0 .139 cm o. d. (end of tubes closed and small he.les 
drilled in a circle around circumference) 

C. Tr:ansducers and Anemometers 

Pressure transduces (MKS Baratron Pressure Meters, Type 77) 

Constant temperature anemometers (TSI, Model 1051-2) 

D. Readout and Time Averaging Instruments 

Pressure meter outputs: 
outputs averaged by 10 
voltmeters 

digital 
seconds 

voltmeters 
averaging 

(TSI, Model 1076); 
circuits of digital 

Anemometer outputs (d.c. and a.c.): digital voltmeters (TSI, Model 
1076); outputs averaged by 10 seconds averaging circuits of digital 
voltmeters; X-wire anemometer outputs (a.c.): outputs multiplied by 
an analog multiplier (non-commercial) 

E. Calibration Pressure Transducer 

Water manometer (Dwyer, Microtector) 
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TABLE A.2. (Continued) 

PHASE II 

A. Probes 

Freestream: 

Total and static pressure; pitot-static tube (United Sensor, Type 
PAC) 

Flow Field over Hills, Neutrally Thermal Stratification: 
• 

Total pressure: kiel probe (United Sensor, Type KB) 

Static pressure: disk probe (non-commercial); disk diameter 0.62 cm 

Mean temperature: thermistor (YSI) 

Temperature signal: hot-wire probe (non -commercial): wire 90 

percent platinum and 10 percent rhodium, wire diameter 5 x 10-5 cm 

Velocity-temperature signal: 
80 percent platinum and 20 
diameter, length: 0.16 cm 

B. Transducers and Anemometers 

hot-wire probe (non-commercial); wire 
percent irridum, 1.2 x 1 ~ 3 ·cm in 

Pressures transducers (MKS Baratron Pressure Meters, Type 77) 

Constant temperature anemometers (TSI Model 1051-2) 

Temperature transducer (YSI, Model 42 SC) 

C. Readouts and Time Averaging Instruments 

Pressure meter outputs: integrating digital voltmeters (DYMEC, 
Model 2401C); outputs integrated over 60 seconds 

Anemometers outputs (d.c. and rms): digital voltmeters (TSI, Model 
1076); outputs averaged by a 10 second averaging circuit 

Temperature outputs read from needle position 

D. Sp&ctra and Probability Density Functions 

Correlation and probability density function (Honeywell, Model SAl 
43A) 

Spectra (Honeywell, Model SAI 470) 

E. Calibration of Pressure Transducers 

Water manometer (Dwyer, Microtector) 
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TABLE A.2. (Continued) 

PHASE III 

A. Probes 

Freestream: 

Total and static pressure: I 
pitot-static tube, (United Sensor, Type 

PAC) 

Flow Field over Hills, Neutrally Thermal Stratification: 

Total pressure: kie · probe (United Sensor, Type KB) ,· 

- Static pressure: 
0.62 cm 

disk probe (non-commercial): disk diameter 

Velocity signal: hot-wire probe (non-commercial): wire 80 percent 
platinum and 20 percent iridium, 1.2 x 10-3 cm in diameter, length : 
0.16 cm 

Flpw Field over Hills, Stably Thermal Stratification: 

Total pressure: kiel probe (United Sensor, Type KB) 

Static pressure: 
0.62 cm 

disk probe (non-commercial): 

Mean temperature: thermistor (YSI) 

Velocity signal: hot-film probe (TSI-10) 

disk diameter 

B. Tr~nsducers and Anemom~ters 

Pressure transducers (MKS Baratron Pressure Meters, Type 7) 

Constant temperature anemometer (TSI, Mod~ 1•• '1051-2) 

• Temperature transducer (YSI, Model 42SC) 
' . • 

C. R~a;douts and Time Averaging Instruments 

Pressure meter outputs: minicomputer (HP 1000); outputs digitized 
and integrated over 10 seconds 

Anemometer outputs: minicomputer (HP 1000); outputs digitized, 
converted to velocities and integrated over 10 seconds to calculate 
mean velocities and rms of the velocity fluctuations 

Temperature outputs: output read from needle position 

D. Calibration of Pressure Transducers 

Water manometer (Dwyer, Microtector 
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During Phases II and III the pitot-static probe was replaced by a disk 
type probe to reduce errors in flow direction. The disk probe is similar to 
the Elliott rotating probe used for atmospheric static pressure measurements. 
The disk is positioned vertically and parallel to the flow direction. Holes 
are drilled through the center of the disk. The pressure at the holes is 
somewhat larger than the static pressure in the absence of the probe due to 
speed up effects. It was found that dynamic pressures using the kiel-disk 
system could be calculated from 

P - ( ) ~ c dyn - ppitot - pdisk n disk (A.1) 

where Cdisk is a constant to be determined experimentally . For the range of 
velocities measured in this study, Cdisk was approximately 0. 9 and was 
evaluated daily by calibration against a standard pitot-static probe in the 
freestream . 

Another error in the dynamic pressure measurements was caused by the 
effects of turbulence. In the measurements over the surface with rock parti-
cles and downwind of the crest, this error could be significant, because the 
turbulence intensity here was of the order of 20 to 30 percent of the local 
mean velocity. Thus the maximum error in the mean velocity is estimated to be 
of the order of three percent. Typical systematic errors were approximately 
one to two percent. Random errors were reduced by time averaging circuits of 
10 seconds during Phase I, of 60 during Phase II, and 10 seconds of Phase III. 

Some data is presented which was obtained in the separated wake of the 
hill using the apparatus and techniques just described. This data is pre-
sented only for completeness and for the useful qualitative view it presents 
of the flow. The values given are not accurate. 

Static Pressure Measurements. Static pressure measurements were taken on 
the surf ace of the symmetr ic hill models and on the floor of the tunnel during 
Phases I and II. Each of the models tested contained a set of pressure holes 
dist ributed over the centerline of the hill. On the floor of the tunnel just 
upwind of the hills static probes were constructed from 0.079 o.d. and 0.139 
o.d. brass tubing. Detailed specification of the surface pressure sensors is , 
given by Rider and Sandborn (1977a). 

Static pressures in the flow over the hill were measured along with the 
velocity measurements. During Phase I readings of pressure differentials be-
tween the static holes of a pitot-static tube and the surface static pressure 
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holes at the same x- location were monitored. After the vertical traverses 
were completed, the pressure differentials between the surface static pressure 
and the freestream static pressure were measured. The static pressures, 
pstat , in the flow field over the hill were obtained simply by subtraction, 
namely 

Pstat = Pp.t. - Psurf + P~urf - Pref (A. 2) 

This procedure was followed to eliminate some of the spatial stati <!: 
pressure variation. However, it turned out that errors in the static pressure 
measurements were still quite large because of dirt in the surface static 
pressure holes. Another source of error was the misalignment Qf the pitot-
static probe. Errors were sometimes as large as 10 percent of the freestream 
dynamic pressure. 

During Phases II and III, static pressure readings were obtained hf 
monitoring the difference between the static pressure at the static pressure 
holes of the freestream pitot-static probe and the static pressure at the disk 
probe . Static pressure was calculated using the following expression: 

(A.3) 

Systematic errors were caused by the effect of turbtd!ence and are of the order 
of tw0 percent. 

Turbulence Intensity Measurements. During Phase I constant temperature 
hot wire anemometers were employed to measure longitudinal and vertical 
velocity fluctuations. The cross wire used was not of the usual X-wire type, 
but had one wire normal and one wire yawed to the flow. The yawed wire is 
sensitive to two turbulent velocities, u, w plus the correlation between the 
components, uw. A detailed discussion of the experimental p~o~edure as well 
as ·the evafuation of the hot-wire output is given by Rider and Sandborn 
(1977a). 

During Phases II and III, longitudinal turbulence intensities were 
measured using constant temperature anenometers. The hot wires (Phase II) and 
hot film (Phase III) were calibrated daily by placing them in the freestream 
of the wind tunnel. The flow velocity was measured directly with a pitot-
static probe. 
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Calibration data were fit to a variable exponent form of King's Law: 

-2 -m e = A + B u (A.4) 

using a least square fitting program. From this equation it can be shown that 
the local turbulence intensity is given by 

u' 2e e' = (A.S) 
u m (e2-A) 

On many days of testing, the hot wire or hot film was calibrated several 
times per day. This was done to reduce the errors due to drifting of the 
anemometer system and also to obtain an indication of the system accuracy and 
repeatibil ity. Repeatibility in longitudinal turbulence intensities was of 
the order of one percent and was never observed greater than three percent. 

Some data is presented which was obtained in the downwind wake of the 
hill model. The values given are not accurate because of the low mean velo-
cities and relatively high velocity fluctuations. The data should be used 
only to determine trends along the new shear layer. 

Probability Density and Spectra Measurements. The longitudinal velocity 
signal was recorded over a symmetric triangular hill h/Lb = 1/ 4 , with an 
aerodynamically smooth surface. Upwind surface was flat and aerodynamically 
smooth. The distance between boundary layer trip and the center of the hill 
model was 14.0 m. The turbulence signal was obtained with a commercial hot-
film anenometer system. The unit was operated without linearization or 
filtering. According to manufacturer's specifications the film had a 
frequency response up to 16 KH . This was more than adequate in these z 
measurements as the maximum frequency of interest was of the order of 300 H . z 

Measurements of power spectra and probability density functions were made 
with a commerical digital data acquisition system. Probability density func-
tions (p.d.f.) and spectra were computed after multiplying the a.c. signal by 
a factor 10. The system produces a 400 point p. d. f. analysis. The sample 
rate wa$ 2000 sps and the sampling time was 33 seconds. Before the p.d.f. was 
generated, it was insured that the amplitude of signal would lie within 
selected bounds. 

Power spectra were generated by a Fourier analysis of a 400 point 
autocorrelation function (a.c.f.). The a.c. f. was determined simultaneously 
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at 400 incremental lag points. The sampling rate was 1000 sps. Hence the 
maximum time lag was 0. 4 seconds. Point averagiag was applied over 327 
cycles. The power spectrum was computed by a Fourier analysis ·of the averaged 
a.c.f. Although theoretical constraints dictate that from 40Q available data 
points only one half as many independent frequency points can be obt~ined, the 
system incorporates an interpolation scheme which· provides a 1000 point inter-
polated output. In actual frequency, the maximum value is 500 H (Nyquist z 
frequency) . 

The computed p.d.f. and a.r.f. were available as hard copy plots in less 
than a minute after the signal was recorded. The method has the advantage 
that repeatability of the functions could be checked while the tests were 
conducted. 

A.4 DATA REPORTING 

In this section a review is given of all data of flow characteristics 
over two-dimensional ridges obtained in the Meteorological Wind Tunnel. The 
purpose is to make access to the data easier. The identification of the data 
location is organized according to the three phases of the measuring program. 
In Table A.1, the report location of all available data is tabulated. There 
is some inconsistency in the choice of the two-dimen<Sional coordinate system. 
The standard coordinate system is such that the origin of the x-axis is locat-
ed at the crest with its positive side pointed in the downwind direction. The 
z-axis is pointed upwards with its origin at the base of the upwind flat sur-
face. Deviant coordinate systems, etc., are indicated in the table. 

A.5 DA~A REDUCTION 

The reduction of data obtained during Phases I and II was directed toward 
mapping the complete pressure, velocity and turbulence fields above the hills 
in the form of contour plots by employing the computer. The procedure in-
cludes data smoothing techniques reducing random errors associated with the 
original data. In the generation of contour plots, the original data is 
checked for internal consistency. In some cases it was necessary to exclude 
certain data points and in a few cases vertical data profiles. As a result 
the accuracy of the contour plots is at least as high as the original data. 
An unusual feature of the contour plotting route is that the two-dimensional 
domain over the hill may be specified arbitrarily. 
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All available data points are included, even if they fall outside the 
boundaries of the contour plot domain. Space increments fix and /1z are 
equal in both x and z direction, but fix may be different from /1z. The con-
tour plots presented in this report have been generated by 50 increments in x-
and z-direction. The generation of such contour plots is described in detail 
in Appendix C. 
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APPENDIX B 

TABULATED EXPERIMENTAL DATA OF FLOW OVER TRIANGULAR RIDGES 
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TABLE B. l. Locator Table: Identification of Tables for Test Condition in 
Phase III 

Case h/L h/Ld b u(10h) Ri Table Upwin,d u (cm) (m/sec) number condition 
(See Table 1) 

I 1/3 1/4 180~) 9.0 0.0 B.3a A 

II 1/4 1/3 180. 9.0 0.0 B.3b A 

III 1/2 1/4 180. 9.0 0.0 B.3c A 

IV 1/4 1/2 180. 9.0 0.0 B.3d A 

v 1/2 1/6 180. 9.0 0.0 B.3e A 

VI 1/6 1/2 180. 9.0 0.0 B.3f A 

VII 1/2 1/3 180. 9.0 0.0 B.3g A 

VIII 1/3 1/2 180. 9.0 0.0 B.3h A 

IX 1/2 1/0 180. 9.0 0.0 B.3i A 

x 1/3 1/0 180. 9.0 0.0 B .. 3j A 

XI 1/4 1/0 180. 9.0 O."O B.3k A 

XII 1/6 1/0 180. 9.0 0.0 B.31 A 

XIII 1/4 1/0 45. 9.0 0.0 B.3m A 

XIV 1/4 1/0 90. 9.0 0.0 B.3n A 

xv 1/4 1/3 45. 9.0 0.0 B.3e A 

XVI 1/4 1/3 90. 9.0 0.0 B.3p A 

XVII 1/4 1/0 180. 3.0 0.07 B.3q c 
XVIII 1/4 1/0 180. 6.0 0.0012 B.3r B 

XIX 1/4 1/0 45. 3.0 0.07 B.3s c 
xx 1/4 1/0 45. 6.0 0.0012 B.3t B 

1) b = 180, this hill width represents the two-dimensional flow case. 
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TABLE B.2. Upwind Conditions in Phase III 

CASE A CASE B CASE c 
******* .. ******* ************************* ********************** *** 

z u L u l T u 
----------·---- ------------------------- -----------------~-------.Ju 4.41 .30 1.2 • tj l .31 12.5 2.4~ 

.u. 4 .• 85 ebO 15.5 l .13 • -n !~.v 2. -, u 
l. 2c; ~.14 l.Jt:i 15.~ 1.18 1.2J 1ti.0 2.97 
l.9c ~.4o 2. u4 16.~ 1. '+ 7 l. 94 ~u.o 3.lo 
2.H6 ~.6~ J.uo i ·1. 5 ld4 2. / l cl.\) 3.34 
4 .4(: ':J. n l 4 .!6 19.o l.!:>8 4. l! cl.~ 3.52 
~. H'1 b.15 ':J.~3 t:! 0. u l. H~ S.93 C!J.o 3.69 
tj. 29 t>. JY b. l 3 21. 5 1.79 beO~ t!.'+. u 3.60 

lu.41 o.6Y lu.JO 22.s 2.03 10.20 c4.':J 3.9t:i 
13.~/ I. u .3 13.bl 2:;.5 1. '1t> 13. 19 i:!~. u 3.49 
l "l . 46 7 .11 l {. j9 24.5 2.Vb l7. 3 7 c5.~ 4.31 
21. U.! (. 4., i l. u5 ts.u 2 •. H cU.'1b co.5 4.6t 
21:1. Jt+ f.92 24.b4 25.? ~.48 ~4.51 ~6.5 4.81 
35.65 t.I. i:'.b 2ti.c.O 25.5 2.49 it:i.14 c (. u 4.74 
42. 73 b.4Y :;:,. jl.} 'i:.':J. 7 2. -14 3':J. 3t c (. u 5.ub 
4Y • l j b.64 '+c.':J4 2o.U 2. b 1 42.SJ i {. ':J 5.21 
56. YU b.b4 49.13 26.3 2.88 49.7U 2b.O 5.39 

56.YO ~o.5 t:! .b!:) ':Jo. 89 cb.U :,.21 

T T l:.i"t-!-_HA I UHE l N Ut.GH!::.t.~ CELCIUS 
u L l.11~ u 1 I U l>l 111 ~ L Vt.LUClfY IN M/SEC 
L rE!liti I fltHJV!::. Ul-'w!NU Sur<FACE-Lt:Vt.L !N CM 
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TABLE B.3a. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/3, 
Downwind Slope 1/4, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 9. · m/sec, Neutral Thermal Stratification 

A: u.uu x= 1u.uu 
L lJ U~tw1S L u UHMS p 

--·-----------~------------- -----------------------------------
~. 3~ (. '+ u .06 c.o4 l.U9 • / 4 - • l c 
b. 6 u f • l I • I U j. ::><:! c.UJ • tl 1 ... l j 
/,]j I • l l • -, u 4,c3 3.J4 • I f ... l '+ 
tl. 3.., ( • l tl .o'I ,~ .o9 beUU 1. ~ ( -.13 
9.4a (. 4 u • b <..; tl. cb l.2~ 1.uo ... 11 

13 .13 (. 4 7 ebU 9.o9 1.34 • 7 l .. • l U 
lt>.7b I • '.:J '+ .~~ l:j,j4 7.~1 .ou ... u11 
2 u. 4 o (.bi. • ':Jtl H>.9o l.b':J • '.:Jd ... u 7 
24. u I I. 7 tJ .~9 2u.o~ l • 7 l • ':J <..; -.uo 
c. (. bd b. lJ tl • ':Jtl ~4.19 I. Ho • ':Jb .. • U':J 
]l.j4 tl. c ( .~4 t!. I • 4 I 7. n / .':Jj -.u'+ 
3':J. 0 u l j • '+ i::: • '.:JJ 31. :ill t;. l.., .~4 - • ()':J 
J u. oi.; tl. -11 .44 3~.l~ I. H l • ~:d .. • U'+ 
4c . 3c d. ( 3 .J7 ::i~. 1 ~ (j. ~':J .49 .. • U<+ 
4'.:J .. I.J r.. b. '1'7 • ~ l 4C..jb tl. ':J 1 . j., -.UJ 
49.~t~ (j. •:) j .j4 49.o9 ('j. b3 ot!.d .. • Ut:'. 
~b. I.JU tj • 'i I • 4 l ':Jb. 90 /j. btl .u9 -.o~ 

X= 2u.uo X= 4':J. uu 
L u LH-< MS p L u Ul-i MS p 

----------------------------------- ~----------------------------------• 3 U • vi : • 0 l - • u-, .JU l • '1t!. .1. 14 -.u1 
• 7 4 l • ll I • 0 l - • ()lj • ':J 7 1.d~ .l. 14 -.u1 
~ :i • t;o • ti'+ - • o ., •'Jc 2.02 .1.d -.1u 

l. b'1 1 • / l) • ( 0 - • Utl 1. 0 .j 2.~4 1 . J~ ... l u 
(:'. ,. 4 c: c. ::,::, • tlO -.u9 c • :.HJ ~.~1 1.~u -.i 1 
j' 8t.~ '+. 211 l . Vo -.09 3.bl 4. ~9 1 • ti l -.03 
b. "I "1 ti.oc 2.' 1 0 - ol u. 6. I U ~ .--J ( l. ';i 3 .. • UJ 
c., • ., l ., • cc. 1 • l J -.ub 9. °:)J t> • U4 l • ( c. -.OJ 

13. 32 (. ~!::l - btl - •Ob 13.! ~ l.lJ 1.uJ -.o~ -
l b ,. '-Ji::: (. b 1 • ~u -.01 lo.I~ 7. ':Ju .tio -,Uj 
2l:J· .. !:>6 ( • tj 3 • ~tl -.Ob cu.~~ ., • 1 b • b4 -.OJ 
241i1 c:'.i::: ( • '1 tl • !:> ' -.u'.:J l'.J. 93 7. 9J .oJ -.OJ 
2 I, t! '1 t;. c. u .~4 -.u3 ~I.~ l ti. l i:S .ou - • 0(:! 
3~. 13 tl. ( '1 .~1 -.Ob 34,bl /j. 7 4 .!:>3 - • oc. 
4~- . Jb U.93 • ,j ~ ... u 7 41.!::l8 9.U4 .J9 -.Oi:'. 
41.J 6C 'J. l t::: • 14 -.01 49.uS 9.21 .c:.:i -.oc. 
5o, <;u '1. u 9 • t!.5 -.uo '..76 • i:::O 11.Jl • i:;'.4 -.u1 

u l(J(ljGl lUUll\jAL Vt.L~CITY IN M/SE.C 
Ul-<t-r.S H 1-I'::> u r LONG. vt:LUCI IYFLUCT. IN M/SEC 
·P ~ 1 r. I 1 C >-'t-<t S~likt. ~ lN Nl/UM2 
x lJ (J ttl 'O' !i''j U Ul ~1 A l'ICt. t-"HUM CH£~T !N CM 
L t-' !: l \J,.., T At.1UVt: U..,\llllNO SuH~ACE-Lt.VE.L .ll'-J CM 
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• 
TABLE B.3b. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/4, 

Downwind Slope 1/3, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 9. m/sec, Neutral Thermal Stratification 

*~******~v*9*************************************************************** 

A: u. (J l) X= 1. ::,u 
L u U~MS p 2 u UHM~ p 

----~---~---------- ------ ---------- -----------------------------------
~ . i::t: 0. 1 <, .b~ -.U/ 
:, • tlj o.3o . 06 -.u7 c.. ( 4 • 31:' . ~::, - • l (: 
b. s .. b.71 .75 -.u7 j.b • 7 c. • :::>.:::'. - • l c. 
1 •::l e b. t; l • -, l -.01 J.::i:i • 0 lJ • b.C -.11 
d. lj u 7 • .1 l • b<.J -.01 ::; • "1d .27 • -, ':J - • l 3 

1 u . 78 7.12 .o3 -.06 4.41 i.4c l. :iu -.1c. 
13.31 1.21 • tJ6 -.05 4.d4 ~.6u l.bO - • 1 £'. 
u.ub 1.49 .t.>5 -.us ':J. t:'.6 4.2u l • ~ti - • l c. 
20.03 7. bl • o I -.u5 o.ul 6. 4' l. v6 -.11 
2 7. i ! ( b. llcl . o2 -.04 S. o ·1 ~.6~ l • 11 -.le 
3:>. 2!;, b . ::i 0 . ~s - • t.:3 6. '+ 1 o.d'+ . /::, - • l u 
4 l: . b'1 b . "/ 4 .43 -.u3 8.1 <1 7.28 .12 -.10 
4C,.. -::i<; ti . 93 . (:6 -.03 1U.b7 I. 4o .63 -.09 
50 . C,0 tj . '15 • C.3 -.02 l3. J l -, .54 • Qt) -.01 

lb.bb 7.oJ • 11 -.06 
t:'.U . ::,H 1. bt; .oo -.Ob 
C.7. bb b. 1 '7 .o~ -.04 
35. i::'9 8.ou .::,3 -.U4 
'+ l:'.. '+ b b . 7o .4j -.OJ 
49.t>3 b. 9:, .33 -.03 
~b. C,.l) 9 • U'+ .c.~ -.03 

). = l ::i. {Ju X= 4~.ou 

l u Ul·W.S p l u UHMS p 

----------------------------------- -----------------------------------. cu • ll 0 • l) J - • 11 • i:'. 0 1 • l u l.U7 - • i.) l 
l . ~= • ~I l) • ll 0 - • 11 .:,8 l.44 l. (!4 ... Oc 
3 . 34 . JS • u 0 - .. 12 1 • c. ') l. tj3 l. ~~ ... u~ 
'+. 3 l: l. CJ l ~. :J2 - • i. (: 2 • .:::S 2. lb l..o5 -.o~ 
'+. 0 7 c .ti-1 2.c6 - • 1 (! 3 • .31 2.9(! 1.72 - • ()4 
':; . 3 1 3 . c.7 4.36 -.13 4.d3 3. 9!::j l. 7 l - • (J:, 
j. H" 4.jJ 4. '71 -.lJ ':J. '? 7 4.dU 1.4.3 -.04 
/' . l .3 o . '::>3 t>.16 -.12 7.v9 S.44 l.42 -.04 
b. 4'+ :, • ~u o.c2 -.12 8.:,7 ti.Ob l. 16 -.04 
~ . o~ l. ,j l 7 . "t:'.4 - • i 0 9.90 t>.54 .1:!9 - • 0'+ 

11. oo 7 . 4<.J -, • ~ 0 - • U<i 13. '+tl 7. 0 .., • . , 0 - • ()3 
13.5'+ -, 9 b !,J 7 . 71 -.Ob l 7. '+6 1. 4lJ .oY -.04 
17.2~ 7 . ?4 -, . . ? 

t • I '- - • () 7 21. c. 7 7.t>4 .10 -.04 
2 u . P. l r . 1;c 7.b6 -.0 6 c.e. u6 ~. uo .o~ -.u3 
27 .9"1 d . 21 d.cl - • u5 35.~7 ts.:>~ .~6 -.03 
.3:, • .:' l d . ::-tl 8.bl -.04 42.69 0.80 .47 -.03 
4 2 . 7 '-; ' ' b .~6 -.03 :,0.20 9.U3 • ~c. -.03 
4 '1 . 7 0 i"J . S I c,. 'J' - • t; ~= 5b.9l 9.u~ .J3 -.u2 
56. c;lJ C) . ':t c:; 9. u .. , -.u2 

u L Ul\G I I lJulNAL Vt.LllClrY lN M/SEC 
U1-1t-S ~I-'. ':> Ui-' LUl\G. Vt:LUC!TYFLUCT. I" M/SE.C 
p STrd IC t-'K~SSui-<t.S IN Nl/l)Mc 
x CUnl\W ll', lJ lJ 1 '.::i T Ai~ Ct. F1-<0tw1 CkEST IN CM 
2 rt.I ~rd ht:1UVt. Ul"'w lr• U SUHFACE-LE.VE.l l 1~ CM 

132 



TABLE B. 3c. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/2, 
Downwind Slope 1/4, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 9. m/sec, Neutral Thermal Stratification 

o~~*YO~vo~oo~****•~oooooo•o~***********************oooooooooooooooooooooooo 

'I-= u.uu X= l 0. u \) 
2 u UKMS ~ l u UHM5 p 

----------------------------------- -----------------------------------
~. ::;r: o.JJ • I l - • vY 2.u4 l • l tj .b~ - • l ~ 
~. 611 b.3~ • otl -.u~ 3.c:b • 0 u • I ':J -.1..; 
b .ll b. c:I; • o\.I - • 0 t! :3. a2 • !j 1 • ( c - • l ~ 
u. "f,f! o.4U • o':J - • U I 4.U3 .o~ • t>b - • l '+ 
7.53 o.':J.3 • 7 l -.u7 b.J.9 4.:H l • I ':J - • l 4 
tl. 24 o.37 .b2 -.Ob 8.)4 ., • l 4 -~~ -.1~ 

~. 6f:! b. oU .b7 -.oo .!U.46 7.) u .ou -.10 
11. 15 6.o3 .63 -.us lJ.,j/ ., • 44 • !:)-''+ - • O'il 
LJ.2t b. '10 • ':J4 - • U!:> lb. '13 7.51 .~6 -.01 
lb. d 13 I. l l • ':J8 -.U4 ~4 • U'.I I• 86 .4b - • U':J 
2 u. 4 i/ 1.36 • '=' 1 - • (J 4 JI.co tl.2b .4~ -.u4 
24. (J (:: l.o4 .49 - • 03 38.46 b • .,; .I. .JI - .03 
31 • .20 baU4 .47 -.uJ 45.oo b.bU .JI -.uJ 
3d.3b t1.3S .43 - • lJ;: ~2. td b. ij':J ~jb -.u~ 

4':J. SY tj. 7 ':J .:;~ -.u3 ~b.43 b.~u .J7 -.oc: 
52.76 d. '/4 .j4 - • u~ 
5o.32 b.69 • 38 -.u1 

x~ 2 \). 0 0 X= 4':J •OU 
z u URMS p z u UHMS p 

----~------------------------------ -----------------------------------• J .t; ~ [: u • 7 0 - • 11 • :s u .6~ .bb -.01 
l • l :: • :>l .b9 - • l (: • tl4 c. :,:J • '7 u - • O!:> 
l. de: l. 06 • 7 ':J -.12 l.20 l • ':J (! • trn -.o3 
2.61 .n ,74 ... .12 l • "r. 2.3V l. !l -.04 
J .J_ .9H • ?'6 -.13 'C. -, 2 3.U2 .1 • C::;:: -.u~ 

4. '711 J.u2 l. d · .... 13 4. (J6 3.61 l.J9 -.Ob 
b.2t:: '+. 14 l • ·14 - • 13 . 7.ul 5.22 l.b4 -.oo 
7. bt. ~-~~ l • o.2 -.13 9. ti~ 6.2tj l.~l -.Ob 
9. 77 7. 16 .70 -.11 13.41 1.uu • 11 -.o~ 

13.32 -, • 45 .58 -.09 1 7. us b.84 .~3 -.01 
lo.98 1.06 • :, l -.08 co.ao 7.88 .~2 - • O!:> 
2 ... l '+ l. t'.JCJ .48 -.ue 2 ~ .19 t1,U4 • 49 -.o~ 
31.3~ 0. i:'.d • '+ l -. . · 2 -1, HI 0 • .:id .45 -.uo 
3o. Su b.$9 • 2ti - , Ut; J4.~ts 8.77 .J4 -.05 
4~. 73 b.d4 .• 16 -.u3 42.lo d.91 • c!:> -.03 
5t::. ~. I) b. ei, .20 -.u3 49.33 9.11 .1~ -.OJ 
54 .3 U d.t!B ~ 26 -.03 ~6.!:>0 8.78 .u3 • o l 
5o.6U b.b'+ .30 .... : .. ~~ 

u LUf\lil llJUlNAL \li::.LUClTY IN M/SEC 
i.J K~" S M1", ~ OF l_ U ~.G. VtLOCl T'YFLUC J • l/'i M/SEC 
p ST~ IIC t-'HE SSlJfit. ~ lN 1~1/l)M2 

x tJO"'Nwl~ O UlSTAi~Ct. FH(JM CREST IN CM 
L ~E l(;t1 I AbUVE U~w !NU SuRFACE-Lt.VEL lN CM 
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TABLE B.3d. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/4, 
Downwind Slope 1/2, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 9. m/sec, Neutral Thermal Stratification 

X: u.uu X= 5.uu 
l lJ UR MS p l u Ul-<MS p 

----------------------------------- -----------------------------------
~. Jl:! o. <+U .72 -.o~ 2.o4 .ou .JU .ou 
o. vi:: o.Jl .74 -.u7 J.47 • uu • J ( -.Ou 
o.75 0.01 • ti l -.01 4. J. lj • u u . 4 1 - • u .l 
ti • 1 I b. / 4 ,bO -.uo :i.o5 4.0d • ( i;, -.uc::: 
0. :;-, 0 • .,.:, ed4 - • U I 7.U5 l. l u J. .!':I -.uc::: 
9.64 bebb • 7 7 -. 04 t;. 4 7 7. 2C. .bb -.oc. 
l~.21 7. ll .77 - • u4 9.94 7.4U ,t:H -.u1 
lb.81 7.31 .12 -.o5 13.51 7.4b .lb -.01 
20.38 {. 77 • -, l -.1.Jb 17.10 1 .12 .60 -.oo 
23.9<; b.OU .65 -.04 20.b9 b. 0 1 • 7! -.01 
27. 55 1. 9 J. .64 -.02 24 .21 0.01 ,b4 - • (J 0 
3 '+. 14 ci.oo . <+ b - • 05 27.oo b.3b .~8 -.01 
41. 90 b. I Y • lJ5 -.uJ 35.ub ti. b I ,49 -.oo 
49.0~ d.d4 • i::'.8 -.u1 42.26 d.b:i .:H - • 0 (J 
So. 11 '-J • IJ 3 • i.+3 - • 0(:: 4<1. 4 l Y.uo .14 • 0 (J 

56.62 '-j. l ~ .3.; - • 0 0 

X: lu.uu /...= 4~.uu 

z u UKMS p z u Ukl"1S p 

----------------------------------- -----------------------------------
• :.; i .' 

.3 0 .uu .26 .ou • 91 

.55 .oo • ::S9 • 0 l l. 7 l 
• (.~ 2 .oo • 4 (J • () 0 2.45 

1 ' :: ~ .uu . .. -:: ·-: • 0 l 3. o 3 
2 . 3 7 • u l) ... i. • u ~] o. 1 4 
3. " ~ .oo .47 • u l 9.bl 
'"j. 77 .d4 .40 .ou 13. 2 (J 
~. -;t :, • 92 1.10 -. u l lb. -19 
b. i 3 7. 12 .o4 -.01 ~0.38 

9. '.'3 l. Cl .76 - • (J l 23.99 
13.1.3 I.bl • 7 '• -.01 27.'::J7 
lb. t t.j I .114 .70 -.01 34 • . , l 
20. 32 ., • 94 .oJ -.uu 41.YO 
2:;. btj ti. 13 .o4 -.oo 49.ll 
27.4c 0.22 .b3 -.uu 5o .£'.~ 
34.6 1• ~.b9 .46 -.oo 
41 .1-'.2 ti. t;4 .21 .uo 
4~. u 3 9.u2 .33 .uu 
5o.2u 'i. u" • 4 (J -.ou 
lJ L 0 '" G I I u Li 11'1 .o L VtLuCITY I I~ M/SEC 
UM ~ S ~~~Of LU~G. v~LuCITYFLUCT. 1~ M/SEC 
P s 1~ ; ;c ~k~~ ~ u~ ~s JN N1 1UM2 
X I ~ U w r, •< 1 N L) U l S l A 1 ~Ct. F ~ 0 ~ ' C ~ E 5 T l N CM 
2 ~El ~ Hf ~dVVE UPwl~U SuRFAC£-l~VEL 1~ CH 
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l.9b ,bO • 02 
2.61 .91 .01 
J. Q(:: i.uo . u1 
3.29 l.Jo • () l 
.:+ ~ 1 ~ l.b8 .oo 
S • c"i- ~ ~ S; ll . oo 
6.64 J.. Ji+ .uo 
7. 0 b • ti~ .ou 
7.Jl • I'+ -.ou 
7 .. ·=--.-.;, • ! 3 .uo 
7.91 • / l -.oo 
e.1u .b4 .oo 
d.61 ,41:i -. 00 
c: . e:;; ~· . .., -.ou 
9.0b .c9 • () u 
9. l ~ .Jo .ou 



TABLE B.3e. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/2, 
Downwind Slope 1/6, Surface · Roughness ~ Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 9. m/sec, Neutral Thermal Stratification 

**~00000~00000000000000000•0000000000000•0000000000000000000000000000000000 

' 
J: u. (J 0 
l u 

---------------~-------------------

7. l ~ 
b.64 

11•49 
14 .-·3€ 
17.9~ 
21.57 
2~.}.5 

2d.72 
Ja. 34 
35-.·89 
4j.07 
5ti. 25 
5b.l7 

x= Ju.uu 

7.63 
7. S1.1 

7.44 
7. 41j 
7.45 
7.50 
7.54 
7.75 
tl. (J6 
lj. 24 
de"+5 
Ci. lj5 
d. ·19 
i;.92 
~.96 

z u 

.30 
• bi. 

1. 33 
~.01 
3.~o 

'+. 95 
b,36 
7 •. , 7 
y ;= 

l 2. "' (; 
lo.43 
2u;tll 
23.60 
21 . l d 
34.39 
4 l. 5o 
48; 17 
SS.91 

.:::'. (: l 
2.61 
3. H 
3.b7 
4.57 
'::l. 53 
b. ll l 
o.3U 
b. 54 
t- ~ 8b 
7.15 
7. 3(J 
1.~9 

7.7U 
d. vo 
ti.4~ 

b~58 
d. !::>'+ 

l.U5 
l .12 
lo 27 
l. 32 
l.63 
l.~8 

l. i:: 0 
1. l 0 

• I ':J 
• b'+ 
• !::>6 
.~5 
.57 
.~3 
.48 
• :rn 
.21 
.15 

- • . , 4 
-.18 
-.15 
-.14 
- .11 
-.os 
-.07 
- • u6 
- • iJ5 
-.U4 
-.04 
-.04 
-.u3 
-.03 
-.02 
-.u~ 

p 

- • us 
-.u7 
-.U9 
-.10 
-.12 
-.15 
-.14 
-.15 
- • lb 
•x • 19 
- • l lj 
-.19 
-.21 
-.2u 

- 20 
- 20 
- 18 

U· LOhGllUDlNAL Vt.L0C!TY IN M/SEC 

X: l'::l.00 
z u 

~.u4 

3.lb 
3.~9 

4.bl 
5.32 
6.76 
9.bl 

12.50 
16.v~ 
19. -/U 
c3.co 
2b.b6 
10 . 1+ 7 
37.b4 
44.d3 
s2.u2 
55.82 

~.08 

'3. Uj 
4.c9 
~.44 

o.24 
b. "TU 
7.03 
-, • 2'+ 
7.4'+ 
7. 51j 
7.6b 
7.t33 
!j. 04 
ti.2b 
tj.49 
lj.b~ 

ti.64 

X= 45.00 
z u 

.30 
l. (Ju 

1.70 
2.43 
3.b8 
6 •. , 3 
9.oo 

13 .22 
16. 7 8 
20.40 
.::'.3. 94 
27.55 
34.74 
4 l. '10 
49.12 
56.28 

3. l17 
j • B'J • 
3. 9 "f 
4.3U 
4.8~ 

:;.64 
0. 3'+ 
o.69 
b.8J 
., • 20 
7.SJ 
·1. 74 
8.07 
8 •. J7 
b.'54 
~.59 

UM~S ' R~~ OF L0~b. VELOCITYFLUCT. IN M/SEC 
P STAl!C ~H~SSuHt~ IN Nl/~M2 
x DO'l!l\nli~lJ Ul~lAl'<Ct. FHO/w1 Cl~ Esr !1"! CM 
Z r.fl~rlT AdUVE U~wlNU SURFACE-LEVEL IN CM 
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lJHMS 

l.Ub 
l. 33 
l. I b 
i • /j I 
l. !:>9 

.i;,4 
• b ,j 
.oo 
.bO 
• :,4 
.!:>J 
.!:>2 
.~3 

,; 41 
.J3 
• t::'.4 
.cu 

l.UJ 
! • U6 
1.£!2 
l.3b 
l.:.:lb 
l. J9 

.87 

.od 

.!:>9 

.~4 

.~4 

.~l 

.46 

.38 

.~4 

.13 

p 

-.23 
-.2'j 
-.21 
- • 3ll 
-.33 
-.33 
-.32 
-.3~ 
-.31 
-.21 
-.2b 
-.24 
-.23 
-.22 
-.21 
-.21 
- • 2CJ 

p 

-.u3 
-.06 
-.01 
-.08 
-.09 
.. • Ud 
- .12 
-.14 
- .1 «: 
-.15 
-.15 
-.17 
- • l., 
- • l t; 
... l 9 
-. lb 



TABLE B.3£. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/6, 
Downwind Slope 1/2, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 9. m/sec, Neutral Thermal Stratification 

..t.= u.uo X= ~. U(J 

z u Ui-<MS p z u Uk MS p 

----------------------------------- ---------------------------------~-
!J. 3 tl 5.32 .bY - 01 2.jj4 .uu .34 -.10 
b.03 b. \J3 .02 - 06 3.~9 .uo • '+ l -.10 
7.48 6.44 .10 - (J 7 4.43 .n .ti3 - .1 (J 

'-1. 61 !::>.bl .o5 - 07 5.42 ~.u l.Ju -. 0"1 
11. e v b. '/ 9 .ss - Oo 6.S4 o.73 .b8 -.O'i 
lt>.00 7.18 .57 - 05 9.37 7. 2C: .b8 -.Ot! 
2u.42 7.39 .59 - 05 13. uo 7.38 .ol -.06 
2::;. 9b 7.53 .57 - U'+ 16.oO 7. ~i::'. .t>2 -.Ot> 
2"1.57 7 • 7 l .~5 - \J4 20.18 7.91 .~9 -.Ob 
34. 77 tj. 2 3 • 't9 - 03 23. 71 1::1.01 .bO -.o~ 

41.YS b. '+d .37 - 02 27.31 tl. l <,! .:,~ -.04 
... (). l 3 ~.b7 .2M - 02 34.:,(:! b.~7 .~d -.04 
5b.:rn b.66 .30 - 02 ti- l. 7 3 t1.7':J • 3i::'. -.03 

4b .1,12 d.94 .13 -. OC:: 
56.04 8.9~ .19 -.oc 

~- L \J .\.) U x= 4~.l)U 

l u URf\:S p z u Uk MS p 

----------------------------------- -----------------------------------• J \) .uo • ::; 0 - • l (J .JO l.62 eYb -.oo 
l. tJ 4 . uu .47 -.11 l.05 2.3~ l.!b -.01 
l. 7'= • tJ u .47 - • 1 0 i.ro .::: • e~ l. d~ -.02 
t.4J • (J l) .46 -.1u 2.10 3.3~ l. 4 l -.02 
::! • s .. l • u 5 • 08 -.1u 3.d8 4.32 l. b3 -.o~ 

6. 'J 6.bl • { 6 - • l u 6. -lb 5. 7 'd ! • 41) -.03 
~ " ::c '/ • 1 .. • t.4 - • v ·.; 9.:i8 b. i+:, .75 -.ot= 

lJ. 21 ., • 3~ • ::i9 -.0 8 13 .17 6. 7fj .oJ - • (.,J 
1 b • H\.J l.49 .o3 - • u I lb. Cj3 1.09 .~8 -.u3 
2u.~o 7.75 .<:-7 -.uo ~o. ::;a 7. 40 .ol •. • 03 
2 j. '17 7. 95 -.u5 24.00 7. ':JB .b2 -.03 
27.54 0.20 • ':; 7 -.us 27 .S9 7.96 .~6 -.OJ 
34.72 0. 49 .47 -.u4 34.75 'd.43 .49 -.03 
4 l. r <; ti. 75 . 31 -.03 41.91 !j.64 .3~ - • (Ji:: 
4:,.c.;;:: d.87 .u7 -.02 49.lO 1'3.8~ .17 -.oc 
::o .l:- 1• d,95 .ttl -.u3 :>6. ct: d.91 .~b -.ut= 
u LO!'.GIIULilNAL. Vt.L\.JC1 fY IN M/SEC 
\..J krJS H t'l :, Uf- LONG. VELUCl TYFLUCl • IN M/SEC 
µ S T .~ T IC i-'f-: l SSl.JRl:.S Ir, Nl/fJM2 
.... U)v.r,,.,.11-.11 ul:ilANCt. Ft-<UI": C~<ES T I I'; CM 
l t-t.lli>il f;bUVE:. Ul-'ilill'•l,J Suf.(FACE-LEVEL l N CM 

136 



TABLE B.3g. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/2, 
Downwind Slope 1/3, Surface Roughness Smooth, Frees t.ream 
Velocity 9. m/sec, Neutral Thermal Stratification· 

'X, : u. (J 0 X= I• ~U 
z u 1JR1<5 p z u UHM~ p 

----------------------------------- -----------------------------------
~- ·3~ • (J 0 .ti9 -.03 2.b4 .ou • 4 !::> -.04 
!:>.91 b. ~9 • $") -.uu 3. 1:s2 .a!:> .4b -.04 
6.6~ o.36 .o9 .ou 5 .22 l.2S • !::>':> -.U'+ 
Cl.UY t>. ou • I 0 • o 0 6" 70 '+. 9 7 l.62 -.OJ 
9'. '54 b.bl .66 .01 9.!:>'+ 7.28 • b!:> -.oo 

13. 0'1 b.97 .~6 .01 13.12 7.55 .!:>9 .ou 
l 0 1.'61· 7.19 .55 .02 lb.70 7. 7l •!::>I • 0 l 
20 •.30 7.38 .!:>8 .02 ~0.31 7.87 .':>b .01 
23 • . ::. 5 7.73 • :,4 ~Gt.: ~3~ 9 2 7.9U .!::>~ .o~ 

27. 4S b.09 .~4 .02 d .!:>l ts.lb .!:>l .02 
34 ~ ·6 l 8. 4., .48 .03 34.o4 d.61 • 4':> .03 
4 l. ti l b. ·12 .42 • ()3 '+ l. ~4 ti.71.J .31 • ()3 
49. 0 1 u.95 . , l l • o,·~ 4 c ,, .. 

,,, • v ... , . , G 1 .13 .03 
.5t>;.l8 'i • u.3 • ~5 .oJ ~b.! 9 9.09 .~u .04 

X: l !::>. (J 0 X:: 4':>. 00 
z u uRMS F l u URMS p 

-----~----------------------------- -----------------------------------.3U .uu .44 -.04 • .:rn • Sb • !:>b -.01 
l • 0 CJ • bl::i .65 - • 04 • 'j 7 l.35 • ., l -.01 
~.45 .oo .sa -.04 l.o9 1.1s .b3 -.01 
3.db ' .bb .06 -.U4 2 .40 l.Bo ebb -.u~ 
!::>. J l c.2~ • bl -.04 3 .b!::> t::. 55 1.26 -.01 
o.7o '+.4U l. :::> 7 -.03 6.71 ... 9:, . ., l./b -.01 
9.64 1.36 • t:32 -.01 9o6U 6. 32 1.49 .oo 

1.3. 20 · l. 71 • b'+ .oo 13.a 7.0J .el .01 
lb.e3 7.oo • :J rj • 0 l lb • . , ci 7.3U .61 .01 
2U.40 d.u4 • !::> 7 .01 20.3 5 1.63 • S!:> .01 
24.02 tl. ~tJ .52 • 0 l 23.'16 t!.Ol .bl .02 
27.58' e .i:'.5 .~4 .u2 27 .5t:l tl.34 .S9 .o~ 
34. blJ . t;.5~ .5c • U3 34.76 o.56 .49 .03 
.i.i.•:n ti. tj 4 .31 .03 41.94 8.9! • 40 .03 
49 .ll '1. u 7 .u4 .o3 49 .11 '7. 12 .13 .o3 
So.30 9.07 .13 .u4 56.C::8 9.23 .~4 .03 

u LOM3ITUUlN4L Vt.LUC I TY IN M/SEC 
u~~s r<M~ OF L. or-~ G • VELOCITYFLUCT. IN M/SEC 
p STAllC Pl-<E.SSURt.S l 1'i NT/DM2 
x DOwl'iwlNO UlSlANCt: FROM CREST 11'1 CM 
z f-'U GH I Ab UVE U~ltllNU suRFACE-LE.\IEL lN CM 
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TABLE B.3h Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/3, 
Downwind Slope 1/2, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 9. m/sec, Neutral Thermal Stratification 

x:: u. 0 i) X= ::>•OU 
2 u UR MS p z u U~MS p 

---~------------------------------- -- ---------------~- ----------------
~. 31'.l ~. t;b .::i~ -.25 2.b4 .uu .39 -.37 
!::>. 7 3 beJ5 .~9 -.2~ J.20 .ou .44 - • 3 ·1 
b. 46 6.~2 .o7 -.27 3. ':13 .ov .J7 -.37 
7. l c o.o9 • 71 -.21 4.oc • 0 (J .J9 - .3t:s 
d.Se o.70 .73 -.24 6.u9 4.Jtj l • l l -.40 

ll.51 ., • 13 .b2 -.2~ 8.97 7.42 • /7 -.41 
14.39 7.44 .b4 -.25 l l. lj6 I• 60 • t>!j -.3~ 

17.94 7. 53 .59 -.23 19.07 7.77 .~s - .30 
2 l. SI 7 • ., 0 .55 -.23 22.03 1.94 .~6 -.27 
2~.13 l. <,5 .!::16 -.23 i:'.6 .22 8.13 • :,4 -.21 
2e.. "( 2 I:). 18 .~4 -.d 2 9 . ~ 2 8.Ju .~l -.2b 
32.Jj e..33 .47 -.22 33.43 tj.46 .~l -.2s 
39.47 tj. ( t:J .39 -.23 40.t>O d.H8 .41 - .2!:> 
4b.67 b. 'i9 .24 -.i3 4 7 • . , 0 9.00 • l d -.22 
53~84 9.U2 .i4 ... 2 l = :=; . ., ~) 0 '-). u~ •cc -.,. .:: . ) 
5b.lh 9. iJ5 .16 -.22 

>.:;: l \,). 0 0 }.: 4:>. (JU 
z u Ui-<MS p z u U~ M S p 

-------·------------~-------------- -----------------------------------
.3~ • l) u • C.7 - • l ii: .30 1.32 .44 -.03 
.b~ • :.J 0 .41 -.12 • '13 l.49 .~!'. -.04 

l.62 .uu .47 - • l 2 l.67 1.78 .td -.u:, c .., . 
·~t: • (J 0 • ~ l - • 12 2.34 l. 96 • -, l -.ot> 

:; • I c .uu • ::> 1 -.i 2 3 . t)c 3.14 .96 - • o:> 
6. o.3 'i!.. 7 fj l.J4 - • 14 5.21 4.01 l. c'.3 -.oo 
9.~0 ·~ • l ., • b'j -.13 6.65 s.1u i : :: ' ~ .. " Ob 

13. {Ji::: 4.c3 .o3 - • 12 9.::>3 6 • .. H l.7J - • o:, 
lb. 0.;; 4.36 • :>8 -.11 13 .12 o.Y2 l. l u -.o:, 
2 u. 26 4. 4 ., .~6 -.10 16.15 ·7. 4 l .o4 -.o:> 
23.bb 4.55 .51 - • U'1 ::0.29 l.90 .ou -.os 
2 -, • 4 I 4.63 • :i2 -.uc; 23.~4 e.1~ .oo -.05 
34.65 4.b3 .52 -.09 27.51 ti. 35 • :,9 -.o~ 
41. 8 l s. \) l • 3t; -.oa 3 r., .~b t:- . ts_.. .~o -.04 
48. 9.:; ':J. 06 .u6 -.25 41. bl+ 9.U4 .42 -.u3 
56.15 9.08 • £:.:. -.24 49.01 Y.29 .~d -.03 

5ti. c 5 9.27 • C.2 -.03 

u L 0 ;, G I I l.J Ii 1 t ~ .fd. Vt:LliC l TY IN M/SEC 
l.J1~t-·S r(i.I':;) lit· LUI'. Ga iwt.t,..OCI TYFLUCT. IN P-1/SEC 
µ ST:.T1C 1-'f.<t.SSl.Jkt;.S H" Nl/OM2 
x L: 0 "' i' "' l i\l) u b r Ar'lCt FKUM C~EST Ir-, CM 
z ;~~_ 1H1 r &..t;UV!: IJP w I r~u SU~FACE-LEVEL IN CM 
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TABLE B.3i. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/2, 
Downwind Slope 1/0, Surface Roughness Smaoth, Freestream 
Velocity 9. m/sec, Neutral Thermal Stratification 

I.= u. ll u X= U.50 
z u Ut-<MS p l u Uh'MS p 

----~------------------------------ -----------------------------------s. 3t! 5.ob .~6 -.u5 .3u 
~. 9!:l ~- t_,J .02 -.us l.uJ 
b .6tj o.30 .71 -.v= l • i' ~ 
f:!. l 0 b.33 • ob -· . (j .. 2.45 
Y.57 o.b4 .71 -.o5 3.'15 

13. 16 6. lj't • -, u -.U4 6. '10 
16.72 7.u7 .57 -.04 9.70 
20.35 7.26 .02 -.03 13.27 
23.92 I. bU .~5 -.03 ~0.44 

27.52 -, • ., 7 .51 -.u3 H>. ti4 
34.6b ti. 18 .37 -.03 24.U5 
4l.d4 8.47 .36 -.02 27.oJ 
49.05 8,68 .35 -.03 34. 77 
So.21 o.io .33 -.02 42.UO 

.. 9. l 3 
56.3.3 

U LUN~!TUU!NAL V~LUCITY IN M/SEC 
Uk~~ HM~ OF L0~G. vE LOClTYFLUCT. !N M/SEC 
P STATIC ~HtSSUH~~ IN Nl/OM2 
X OOwl'i~ il'ilJ Lil~ I At'iCt. FHQM CkESl l N CM 
Z ~tlG~I ~dOVt u~w!NO SuHFACE-LEVEL lN CM 
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• 0 lJ .oJ -.1~ 

.ou .o9 -.12 

.oo • b'+ -.12 

.uu .b2 - • 12 
l.31 • bt; -.13 
4. 03 l.~9 -. Le 
6. 9!:> l.07 - .11 
7.:+b ,C.4 -.10 
7.74 • !:>5 -.Otl 
7.64 .b3 -.09 
7,YU .:,7 -.01 
l:j. 03 .~1 -.Ob 
8.36 • 4 1 -.05 
b.6b .4~ -.04 
b.1'::> .41 -.04 
6, tlO .4J -.03 



. ·' 

TABLE B.3j. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/3, 
Downwind Slope 1/0, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 9 . m/sec, Neutral Thermal Stratification 

.X= u.oo X= 22 . 5 0 
z u UR MS p z u Uk MS p 

----------------~-------------- - --- -----------~------ - -- - --~~------- --.30 
~. 3E:l b. ()6 .42 - • (J7 .93 
5.8d ~.o5 .43 .... lJ 7 l.65 
6.bl o.26 • 4 7 -.06 2.34 
ti. 0 4 0. f::J 7 .45 -.06 3.bO 
9.4t o.75 • 4'+ -.os 6.67 

13. Ub 7.03 .43 ... 04 9.52 
16.64 7. l7 .41 -.u4 13.16 
2v.26 7.33 .43 -.u3 16.09 
23.83 1.S4 .41 -.04 20.:;u 

:::. • v :_ • i:. l •e li 3 23.91 
34.bl 8.44 • :J6 -.03 2 ·1 • .. s 
4 l. d 0 ti. b2 .28 -.o3 34,65 
4~.oo o.~o .24 -.02 '+l.t.14 
~b.17 b.78 .22 -.02 4 8 . 9 9 

56.17 

U LO~GIIUDINAL V~LUCITY IN M/SEC 
Uk~S MM~ OF LUNG. ~ELUClTYFLUCT, l~ M/SEC 
P STAflC P~ESSUk~S IN Nl/UM2 
x CO~N~lNO UISTA~C~ F~UM C~Esr lN CM 
?. ~ :-: ! 1.; : ~ f ;: ~- u •; ':. u Pill H« 0 SURF ACE - LE v EL I ~ CM 
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.oo .49 -. ll 

.oo a'+b ... 11 

.oo .42 ... 11 
•(JO .44 - .11 

1.38 .48 -.11 
4.9i l.09 -.11 
7.03 • :>3 -.o~ 

7.27 • 4., -.ots 
7.49 .42 -.01 
7.74 • 4(: -.01 
7.63 .39 -,u6 
7. 81 .41 -.o~ 
o.2f .38 -.o~ 
b.42 .~8 -.04 
~.62 . cl -.04 
d.ou • l :s - • u3 



TABLE B ~ 3k. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/4, 
Downwind Slope 1/0, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 9. m/sec, Neutral Thermal Strat±fication 

X= u.uo X= 2~. ::,u 
z u URMS p z u URMS p 

----------------------------------~ ------------------------------~----:, • 3 tl 
~. 9 4 

b. 50 
7. 28 
b.89 

H .20 
13.25 
16.95 
20.34 
27. 67 
35.05 
42.45 
4~.os 

56.90 

)(: 

z 
.30 

l. 72 
2.28 
3.13 
3.95 
4. 79. 
5.62 
6.3'+ 
7.99 

lU.28' 
13. 6'+ 
17.51 
21. o ~ 
2b.24 
3!:>. 3'/ 
43.UJ 
{t 9 ~ h:i 
56.90 

4:,. 0 ll 

6.uY 
o.3S 
Ci . 7 0 
b. 17 
6.93 
., • 12 
7. t.9 
7.36 
7.53 
8.09 
d.43 
d.b3 
o.72 
b.76 

u 

1.08 
2.d 
i:'.. 54 
3.13 
J.~o 

4.43 
4.uo 
~. 20 
:;.92 
6.44 
6.bd 
b.98 
7.27 
( . ·75 
8.cl 
b.'+2 
b . 6 3 
!; • b 1 

.o9 

.bl 

.b4 
eb3 
.bl 
• !:)9 
.:;6 
• !::i3 
• !::>5 
.53 
.46 
.29 
.os 
• t!. 7 

URMS 

• . , 0 
.95 

1. Ut! 
l.22 
1. 4 l 
l .J9 
l.42 
1.31 
l .11 

• 09' 
.64 
~ 4.9 
• c l 
.~3 
• 4,9 
.36 
.. :n 
.35 

-.u7 - • u., 
- • (J 1 
- • u ., 
-.oo 
- • 06 
-.uo 
- • u·s 
-.os 
-.os 
-.04 
-.03 
-.03 
-.uJ 

p 

-.01 
-.01 
-.01 
-.02 
-.02 
-.02 
-.02 
-.02 
-.02 
-.02 
-.02 
-.02 

-.02 
-.02 
-.02 
- • (J~ 
-.01 

U LO~GITUO!NAL V~LUClrY IN M/SEC 

. :rn 
2. H! 
2.:,6 
3. (J l 
J • .:;9 
3.9b 
4.44 
4.95 
5.42 
5 .':14 
ba80 
7.4b 
9.Ub 

ll.bO 
14.'Jl 
17.'19 
22.44 
2b.U9 
3~ . "'l 
42 .':Jb 
49.83 
~o.90 

u~~s HMS u~ LONG. VtLUCllYFLUCT. IN M/SEC 
P STATIC ~H~SSUH~S IN NT/OM2 
X OOwNwll'lfJ DISTANCt FROM O~EST I~ CM 
z HEIGHT A~OVE u~wl~D SUHFACE-LEVEL IN CM 
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• 111 • oe:= -.Ob 
.51 •'='I -.09 
.52 • ':J:; -.oo 
.44 • I 0 -.Ob 

l. 27 .7b -.O'I 
leb4 .'>14 -.09 
2.so l.lU -.09 
3.43 1.32 -.09 
3. 7'7 l.41 -.Oti 
4.73 l. 41 -.09 
'='· 6':1 l.!b - • Od 
o.34 • IJ':J -.o~ 
b.b4 .o7 -.01 
7.U3 .~9 -.Ob 
7. °!,j .!:):J -.Ob 
7.Jb • ~'+ .. . ():) 
., • b'+ • ':J l -.05 
7.81 .':JO -.04 
~ .2 5 • '+'+ -.OJ 
d.4b .:.:14 -.03 
b.bi:'. .c.J -.ui:'. 
b.67 .~o -.o.c 



TABLE B.31. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/6, 
Downwind Slope 1/0, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 9 . m/sec, Neutral Thermal Stratification 

.x= o.ou X= 22.su 
z u URMS p z u Uk MS p 

----------~------------------------ ---------------------~-------------
~.20 b.21 .o 7 -.u1 .30 .oo • ':;, 7 -.08 
s.as 6.$3 .o3 -.u7 l.us .oo .~6 -.09 
b.~~ b. 71:;, .b4 -.07 l.77 • l ~ .bb -.OY 
7.31 o.79 .71 -.07 2.~4 .53 .91 -.e9 
tj. 0 0 1.00 .bb -.01 3.21 1.84 i.cl -.09 
9.46 7.05 .69 -.Ob 3.95 ~.99 l • .3 7 -.09 

11. 6t! , • 29 .o7 -.()5 4.38 3.63 l.49 -.O(J 
13.13 7 .40 .64 -.as 4.69 4.l~ 1.41 -.o~ 

16.75 ., • ::, 1 eb4 -.os s.u7 4eb4 l. 43 -.09 
2u.43 7.d6 .bO -.us 5.40 5.02 1.:33 -.oli 
24.07 d.Ul .ou - • (J4 l>. l) 'J. 9 7 1.1~ -.09 
27.71 tl. 16 .o3 -.04 b. lJ 1 b.72 • tH:3 -.o~ 

3~.02 ~. '::>l .ss -.03 7.61 7. I) l • '18 -.08 
4.::'..33 8.t:l5 e'+b -.u3 9. u2 1.10 .ob -.01 
49.oO tl • tj 11 • 3'1 -.02 13.39 7.4u .o4 -.oo 
5o.90 9.oo .J6 -.02 17.ub 7.63 .o4 -.Ob 

£:'.U ebb 7. 77 .bl -.O!:> 
't-7. tj8 o.l~ • !:>9 -.04 
3!:> .14 c;.61 . ';;) -, -.03 
42.40 b. 8!:> .47 -. o::s 
49.oo 8.93 .41 -.02 
56.'70 9.0J .38 -.oc 

X: '+:J. u u 
z lJ U~MS p 

-----------------------------------.2J l.dd .d6 .02 
.77 2.2t 1.uo • 0 l 

1. cl 2 • Y5 l.uY .01 
2. '.)!:; 3.39 1.29 .ou 
3. 9'7 4.33 l.49 .oo 
5.46 ~. 30 l.49 .u o 
7. 6" 0. "t!.7 l.u4 .uo 
ct. c; 1 0 . 74 • -i a -.o o 

13.$7 6. '12 .o7 -.01 
17.14 7. 23 .67 -.oo 
2u.74 7.ol .o5 ... u l 
27.92 8.G~ .66 ·.Ol 
35.20 d ... ~ • !::>'+ - • (j l 
4 2. 4':1 d.b9 .45 -.01 
.:. 9. "'u b . ti 8 .30 -.oo 
56.qu 8. '7 l . 2 5 -.oo 
5o.ec; b. tl., • t:'.5 • I) Q 

5o.H~ ti. y l .26 - • u 0 
5b.P 8 tl.n . 30 .01 

u LOM3IlU()lNAL VtLOCITY IN M/SEC 
U~l-'S i-1,...S OF Ll>ll<G. YELUClTYFLUCl. IN M/SEC 
p ST,11 TIC PFH::.SSURt.S IN NT/UM2 
x co ... r~w ir-in 1: ! S 1 fli>1Ct. FROM CHt.S T 11'1 CM 
z ~t:!GHI AdUVE uriw IND SURFACE-LEVEL 11'4 CM 
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TA~LE B.3m. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/4, 
Downwind Slope 1/0, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 9. m/sec, Neutral Thermal Stratification 

Y= 
z 

5.24 
6.03 
., . l ~ 
(j. ~'1 

10.00 
13.62 
17.21 
20.83 
24.40 
28.ou 
3:-i. 20 
4£'. • 4H 
49.71 
5o.<1U 

v.oo 
u 

b.V2 
6e45 
b.b7 
7. u:i 
7.21 
1.s1 
7.o4 
6.02 
tl. 30 
ti. 55 
ti. 'i 2 
~ .17 
9.36 
'}. 38 

Y= 21•25 
z u 

5.74 
o.72 
e.18 
9.5d 

1 l. 9 I 
13.22 
lb.b~ 
2u.S3 
2 '·. l 5 
2.,. 7 8 
35. \) 7 
42.34 
4 9. 6 ., 
56.90 

6 ... 7 
b. 91::1 
·1 el I 
7. 38 
7. Lt9 
l.49 
., • 7 9 
b.ul 
:.: • 12 
b.37 
h.66 
9.Ul 
9.19 
9.~4 

UHMS 

.o5 
• cu 
.bo 
.66 
.66 
.ol 
.02 
eb4 
.64 
.62 
.~4 

.46 

.31 

.~5 

URMS 

,ob 
.62 
• :,g 
.o3 
.ol 
.t>O 
.oo 
.~9 

.57 
• ;, 4 
• :i 0 
.41 
.37 
.33 

Y= 15.00 
z u 

5.50 
6.19 
7. l u 
13.11 
9. ·14 

l .J. 43 
l 7. 01 
20.b4 
24.24 
27.E:Hi 
35. 13 
42.41 
49.b"f 
':i6.90 

Y= 22.5lJ 

5.30 
6.U . 
6. Yl::l 
7. C.9 
7.38 
7.bl 
7.b4 
1. 94 
8.24 
8.39 
e. 1::14 
Y.14 
9.£!3 
9.32 

z u 
:, • 7 4 
b.69 
ti .11 
~.66 

11 • 81 
13.28 
16.85 
2(.;. 52 
24. l 6 
27 .15 
35.09 
42.30 
49,65 
56.90 

6.48 
6.93 
7.~6 

7.31 
7.41 
7.5\cJ 
7.H 
7.91 
~. 01 

l::l, ., 1 
9. (10 
9.15 
9.d 

U LO~~ITUOINAL VELOCITY IN M/SEC 
UH~S RM~ OF LU~G. VELOCITYFLUCT. IN M/SEC 
Y LATE~AL UISTANCE F~OM CENTER CREST I~ CM 
Z ~ElGHl AbOV~ U~~l~O SURFACE-LEVEL l~ CM 
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TABLE B.3n. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/4, 
Downwind Slope 1/0, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 9. m/sec, Neutral Thermal Stratification 

'(: 

2 
u.oo 

u UHM S 
't= 15.00 
z u URHS 

------------------------~ -------------------------
:,.~4 5.6b • b6 5.24 ~.n rn.~o 

6.61 6.~3 .68 5.66 0.02 10.:,0 
e.oo o. b3 .08 6.37 6.30 7"c:..39 
~.so 7. (J4 .65 7.45 6.60 81.39 

11.72 7.31 .61 8.18 6. t>l 74.31 
13 .19 7.34 • 0 0 9.63 6.90 68.07 
lo.!13 -1.04 .o3 l i. 8 7 1.12 69.22 
20.48 1.01 .66 13.29 7.18 68.92 
24.08 ~. 19 .58 16.92 7.48 bU • 7':J 
27.73 8.34 • ':J6 20.~1 7 .':J9 6~.52 
31.41 8.43 • ':J8 24.16 7.74 bl.09 
35.02 8.06 .. ::;1 27.l~ ·+ [\~cs ::, t; "(; ~ 
42.32 8.'15 .45 3'.:J.l 0 8.'+5 41 .11 
4Y . 6l l..J .11 .:n 42.39 8.76 36.47 
56.90 l..J. 14 .31 49 .. 62 8.~1 23.68 

Se.90 8.95 lb.57 

)' = 3 U •OU Y= 43.75 
-. u URMS l u U~MS L 

------------------------- -------------------------5.24 b. 17 .63 5. l:'.3 6. ':J3 
~.98 b .b.:+ .':J9 5.81 7.28 
o.66 6. 78 • t>3 6.49 7.'J8 
7.42 ". 911 • ':J9 7.23 7.74 
(j. 1 0 1. 0£3 .58 7.93 7.73 
4. 5<; 7 . l 3 .~9 ~.42 8.0 3 

11. 7 6 l. 2 3 .bl 13.04 8.(::4 
13. 2'+ 7.35 • 'J 7 16.65 8.38 
lo.et 7. ':;9 • :>4 .i:'.0.29 8.~6 

?U • .:.. G 7.72 fo :,4 23 . 9 7 o.92 
24.13 -, • 92 .52 27.51 9.17 
27 .76 b. \,) 7 .~o 34.81 9.55 
3S.07 i:;. 4 (J 044 42.04 9.uo 
-'+ c. 36 i:l. b6 .32 4'7.32 9.87 
49.65 b .86 . l.!5 56.S4 9.76 
5o.90 t!. 91 • i:'.O 

Y= 4~.uU 

2 u uRMS 
-------------------------s.20 ':J. 97 . 65 

':J. 7 3 o.61 .o3 
,_. $ 4 3 f) . t39 .61 
7.16 0 . <.;b .62 
7.91 l. u3 .bJ 
9.39 7.25 eb5 

11. 'JB ., • 3 0 .$9 
13 ., ~; S 7. 38 .bl 
lb.69 7.oo .~9 
20.34 -, • 7 2 • ':) 7 
23.99 t!. 1 (J • :, 7 
27. 66 8 .30 .~l 
34.96 J.-4 -. ~::- .42 
4C:.27 d.b6 .28 
4'7.61 b.91 .c o 
5o. 90 ti. d 0 .~3 

U LU~GI !UUIN~L VtLUC!TY IN M/SEC 
UM~S kM~ U~ LUNb. ~ELUCITYFLUCT. IN M/SEC 
Y LAl~HAL ~ISTANCt F~UM CE~fEH CHEST IN CM 
l bEl~HT AUUVE UPwl~O SURFACE-LEVtL IN CM 
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• 7 l 
.73 
.68 
.69 
.64 
.6~ 

.67 
• 61:; 
.68 
• 6'+ 
.62 
.49 
.42 
.37 
.36 



TABLE B.3o. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/4, 
Downwind Slope 1/3, Surface Roughness ·Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 9. m/sec, Neutral Thermal Stratification 

y: 
7. 

:i. 2 u 
':>.4o 
: .. .;;:~ 

7.Jd 
8.11 
b.139 
9.55 

ll.74 
13 .2 4 
l6.H7 
2U .. 52 
24.,lo 
27. 77 
3~.08 
42.32 
49.60 
56.90 

u.uu 
u 

6.3U 
7.U3 
7 . 14 
7.37 
7. '+6 
1.75 
1.10 
7.87 
7 . ·99 
b.23 
t! . 43 
:_,, ~ i 
9.u3 
Y.45 
9.75 
"'. 89 
9.95 

Y= c!.25 
z u 

s.20 
':>.SS 
o.61 
7.34 
8.14 
9.55 

13. 2 l 
16. 86 
20.46 
24. 12 
27. 77 
35. ll3 
1• 2. 33 
49.63 
5b. '10 

.88 
7. 77 
7.95 
7.95 
u. 02 
8.u7 
tj. 16 
o.3l 
h.9:d 
b. 78l 
8. 86,. 
9. 291 
9.bl 
Y.72 
9.ol 

.75 
• { 0 
~ o7 

• 7 l 
.72 
• 71 
.72 
.65 
.06 
,b4 
.69 
.o4 
,b5 
.58 
.45 
.35 
• i:'.d 

URMS 

.~o 

.75 

.74 

.68 

.69 
• o9 
.b5 
.~9 

.ol 
,61 
.oo 
.52 
,43 
.39 
.37 

Y= l':>.00 
z u 

5.2u 
5.91 
6.02 
7.3t 
e.uo 
9.~2 

11. 7 0 
13. l y 
lo,80 
20.44 
24.ll 
27.76 
.35.04 
42.34 
4'7.6U 
56 ,YU 

r= 22.so 

l. u l 
7.61 
7.71 
7,84 
7.95 
a.uo 
8.U9 
a.11 
8.32 
8.49 
8.t>9 
8.93 
9.J4 
9,65 
9.!;2 
9,91 

l u 
5.20 
5.76 
6.49 
7.23 
7.9o 
9.42 

11.59 
l 3. :i. (j 

16.71 
2U ,J<i 
24.04 
27.71 
35. 02 
42.30 
49.59 
5o.90 

5,06 
7, .,90 
11, tJ.3 
7 .,93 
8·,, (J~ 
7.93 
7 ... 98 

h.32 
8.55 
8,61 
8.&3 
9.~3 

9.~l 
9.70 
9.,77 

U LO NGllU(llNAL VtLOCITY IN M/SEC 
UH~S ~M~ UF LUhG. VELOCITYFLUCT. I~ M/SEC 
Y LATEHAL DISTANCE FHUM CENTEH CREST IN CM 
Z HEIGhl Ad0VE UP~lNO SUHFACE-LEVEL IN CM 

145 

.24 

.6~ 

.o~ 

• 7 '+ 
.67 
.b7 
• 6 ., 
• t> 
.c4 
.o3 
.61 
.62 
.53 
• 4~-

• 3U 
.34 



TABLE B.3p, Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/4, 
Downwind Slope 1/3, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 9. m/sec, Neutral Thermal Stratification 

Y= 
z 

u. u 0 
u U~MS 

Y= l~.oo 

z u URMS 

--------~---------------- ----~------~-~------~----
5.23 6.2~ .69 5.23 6.52 .67 
E>. 78 b.t>7 .02 ~.80 6.94 .6~ 

0. 4'7 6.7d .69 6.47 7. u2 .66 
7.2u 7. u 0 .o9 7.24 7. c.6 .ob 
., • 95 7. {! u .70 7.99 7.43 .66 
9.42 7.41 .oa 9.41 7.o9 .64 

13. 03 7.71 .o2 U.U4 7. .· . :~~ .64 
16.66 7. <.J1 .64 lb.64 8.18 .59 
2U.33 B.20 .06 20.30 8.39 .62 
23.97 8.47 .oo 23.95 8.60 .bl 
27.51 e.64 .t>4 27.52 8. ·74 .59 
34.80 9.11 .54 34.7t3 9.20 .49 
42.10 9.44 .39 42.oe 9.48 .4U 
4~.32 11.~9 • l:'.4 49.27 9.66 .28 
So.57 9.'::>9 .C:'.O So .bU 9.b3 .23 

Y= JU.OU Y= '+ ] .75 
l u Ul{MS l u UkM~ 

--~---------------------~ -------------------------s ~ ( • <'.:- b. 7 3 .06 5.23 1.:,1 
'::>. 7~ ;' • C'. l .02 s.a u 7. t">2 
6.51 7 . 34 .6 9 o. 4., 1.e.:+ 
7.C.5 1. 5 6 .o5 7.24 8. i.10 
., • c.;:; 1.65 .b6 7.99 8.Ul 
9.37 l. / 4 .b3 9.44 d.12 

13.04 u.u6 .b 2 13.07 t'. ! .. 
lo. M~ b.ue .ol 16.63 f:1.j9 
2U.31 ij. i::'.6 .ol 20.Jl a.~o 

23. 9 l b . 57 • CJ l) 23 .Y'+ 8. ti 1 
27.54 lj. 62 • :,9 t:. ., • '::ib 9.Ub 
34 . 77 9.21 .49 34.7"1 9.45 
4t:.o~ 9.59 .36 42.1 0 9.13 
49.30 9.o9 .32 49 .2d 9.74 
56.55 11.65 .30 56.ol 9.67 

'r= 4~ .u u 

L l.J Ut-H1S 

-------------------------:, • 23 l'.53 .7~ 
';). 77 ., • bl .77 
6.54 7.91 .o7 
1. 2 ll ·7. 9U • ., l 
7.'1'1 ., • 'i':J .12 
9. 3c; 1. 89 .69 

l:;. u 2 b.13 .bb 
l b . 64 8.26 .06 
2 t1. i:9 8.~5 .o:i 
~j . f. 'i tj .u2 .64 
27. 5 7 b.99 .~9 
34. ;; 3 9.43 .49 
4 2.. i J b 9. ·11 • 39 
4 9. ) l 9 . ·14 .J2 
56. ::i Ci .JO 

U L m~ GJ 11.JlJlN.UL Vt.LUCI TY IN M/~EC 

UM~ S HM~ U~ L0NG . VELUCITYFLUCT. IN M/SEC 
Y L A T~HAL UlSTANCE FkOM C£NTEK CHEST IN CM 
2 ~ ~ lGhT A~UVE U~wlND SU~FACE-L£VEL lN CM 
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• 6'1 
• 71 
• ., l 
.69 
.1u 
.69 
• 6., 
.68 
• 6£'. 
.60 
.58 
.s2 
• 3' 
.Jo 
.32 



TABLE B.3q. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/4, 
Downwind Slope 1.0, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 3. m/sec, Stable Thermal Stratification 

iJ. o 0 x= 22.so 
T u Z T 

~ • .:rn 
'-:J.97 
6.~8 

7.29 
8.35 
"· 5 \) 

13. le 
lti.78 
20.39 
24.08 
27.72. 
35.02 
4t::. 32 
49.61 
So.90 

15. u 
l 5. !:) 
lS.5 
l ., • 0 
l ~.(I 
19.Q 
21.0 
22.5 
23.5 
24.0 
c4 .S 
cs.c 
~5.7 

26 .~ 

C::b. ~ 

x= .. ~.oo 
Z T 

l.21 
l. 34 
2. 14 
3.3~ 
'+. 0 7 
'+.6u 
4.96 
5.34 
S .37 
!) • 7 2 
6.71 
0.12 
7.91 
b. 7 ll 
9.91 

12.lo 
15.45 
19. 19 
24.27 
31.51 
41.03 
49,67 
So.9 0 

12.2 
13.~ 
l 4. (1 

14.5 
15.o 
15.5 
15.5 
l~.5 
15.5 
15.7 
l l:3. 0 
17.5 
19.u 
l '1. 5 
20.u 
21.0 
22.0 
23.5 
24.5 
25.5 
cs.1 
26. 0 
26 .5 

l. 71 
l.dO 
i. /6 
l.90 
2.06 
l.98 
2.u6 
2-12 
2.30 
2. i.+6 
2.56 
c.72 
-C..7'5 
2.91 
~.~o 

u 

• u·o 
.uo 
.uo 
.ou 
.oo 
.uo 

l. 10 
1.10 

.bO 
i.uo 
1.50 
1.so 
l • ., 8 
l.bl 
l.b3 
l.92 
2. v~, 
c . u~ 

2.~8 
2.37 
2.53 
2.59 

· 2.t>9 

.3u 
2.011 
4.lc 
4.63 
5,35 
!:i. 7 3 
b.07 
6. !:i l 
6.43 
7.15 
7.54 
7. tl~ 
b,bU 
9.36 

13.32 
l 6 .9d 
20.64 
27.84 
35.lU 
42. 3E:! 
411 . a 2 
56.90 

T TEl'<'PE~ATU R ': 11'1 OtGHEE~ CE.LCIUS 
U L O~GliUOiNAL ~~LUCIIY IN M/SEC 
X GO~NwlNO UlSTANCE FHOM CHEST lh CM 

3.u 
10.7 
13.2 
14.2 
14.5 
15.:, 
16.u 
17.u 
16.5 
17.5 
lO.u 
18.~ 
19.U 
19.5 
21.u 
23.0 
24.u 
c5.u 
26.0 
2o.5 
21.u 
27.~ 

z hEl~Hr AbUVE U~wlNU su~FACE-LEVEL lN CM 
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u 

• 0 0 
.oo 
.50 
.40 
.b6 

1.1~ 

1.19 
1.6~ 

l • :, l 
1.59 
l.80 
l. 77 
2.ou 
l.80 
l. u., 
2.14 
2.20 
~.44 

2.41 
2.69 
c.69 
2.1u 



TABLE B. 3r . Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/4, 
Downwind Slope 1.0, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 6. m/sec, Stable Thermal Stratification 

o.oo .X= 22.50 
T u l T 

5.3~ 

5. bu 
6.52 
7. 2tl 
8.35 
9.44 

13 • Ujj 
16.75 
20.39 
21+.02 
27.6~ 
3 .!. • ~:: 9 
42.26 
4<j.5C;; 
So.90 

19.u 
19.5 
20.5 
21.0 
t:2.~ 
23.u 
24.5 
~5.5 

26.0 
26.5 
21.0 
n. v 
2 7. s 
~ci.O 

2t3.~ 

X= 45.0IJ 
Z T 

J,47 
3.65 
3. tj l 
4.04 
4.14 
4.'t!.7 
4.30 
4.oo 
4,76 
4.87 
5. 05 
5.2tl 
5. '+\) 
S,32 
·5.42 

u 
---~---------------------.3u 

• 6(1 

l. J:S 
{;. li b 
3.] !;; 
3.54 
3. 9(J 
4.30 
4.66 
5.34 
o.76 
o.22 
"'. btl 

D.2t 
l 0. :3 '1 
2U.4f 
24.08 
27. b'7 
3~. '-; l 
42.13 
49.3c 
So.55 

12.5 
14.b 
l ti. u 
19.o 
l 'i. J 
19. -, 
2u.u 
2 0.2 
2U.3 
d.U 
21.8 
22.4 
23.3 
2'+.5 
2~.2 

26.l 
27.u 
~ -,. 2 
2 -1. b 
2tl.U 
28.2 
2tl.:, 

.uo 

.oo 
• (J 0 
.Y2 

l.73 
l.68 
~ .18 
(!_. 42 
2.Jl 
2.72 
3.31 
3.7u 
3.~2 
4 .! 0 
4.29 
4.~5 

'+.71 
4.91 
s.21 
5.33 
S.40 
5.42 

.30 

.62 
1.34 
2.ua 
3.16 
3.52 
3.89 
4.64 
4.25 
4.99 
::, . 3 2 
6.75 
7.49 
9.Ml 

13.25 
lo.Hb 
20.47 
24,lU 
27.o9 
34.91 
42.13 
49.35 
56.54 

T T ~ ~PEHATUHE IN DEGREES CELCIUS 
U L U ~ G llu Ll l N~ L V~L~ClTY :N M/S~C 
X C Ci I\ r~ 111 I j\j U D IS 1 A 1-.i Ct::. F f10 M CI-< ES T I fll CM 

1.0 
13. o 
14.5 
i~.s 
16.0 
16.U 
17.o 
17.o 
17. 0 
18.o 
lo. o 
C:: 0. 0 
21. 0 
23.0 
24.0 
25.u 
25.5 
26.u 
26.!:> 
21.0 
27.5 
28.U 
28.b 

z 1-'c lGHT AbOVt: Ul-'ldNU SuHFACE-LEIJEL lN CM 
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u 

• 00 
.oo 
• 0 l) 
• 0 I) 
.oo 
.oo 
.oo 
.02 

l • 7 l 
2.1~ 
~.51 
j.62 
'+eUl 
4.22 
4.42 
'+.60 
4. l:H 
~.02 

5.09 
~.14 

5.32 
5.42 
5.JJ 



TABLE B.3s. Traingular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/4, 
Downwind Slope 1/0, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 3. m/sec, Stable Thermal Stratification 

Y= u. lJ u Y= i:i.oo 
z u Z T 

-------------------------s.10 
S. AO 
b.57 
7.28 
lj. 03 
9. 4 7 

13. 08 
lb.67 
20.33 
23.95 
2 ., • 5 4 
34.Al 
42.08 
49.3\J 
56.56 

s.2u 
s.~11 
6.65 
7.34 
ti. v9 
9.50 

U .1 5 
lb.74 
20. 39 
23.99 
27.61 
34.(36 
42.0~ 

49.31 
Sb.SS 

21.u 
21.s 
21.4 
21 • . , 
21. 8 
22.1 
23.0 
24 .5. 
25.3 
26. (J 

26.5 
i:. 7. 0 
2 7.:, 
27.9 
ct3. u 

lo.o 
l ti . s 
l ., • 5 
l tj . 4 
19.3 
20.3 
21.Y 
23.J 
24.l 
25.u 
2:,.5 
26.3 
26.8 
?.6.9 
21.2 

l.o7 
l • :is 
l.b4 
l.62 
l.84 
l • c; 0 
l.b2 
l.~2 
2.03 
2.16 
2.20 
2.13 
2.40 
2.56 
c:!.39 

u 

1. 33 
! • 4'1 
l.42 
l.49 
1. o5 
l . :+3 
l.b4 
1.73 
2.u? 
2. l.12 
~.09 

2.l 9 
2. (::6 
c.38 
2.48 

5. l 0 
~.84 
b. !:>l 
1.23 
7.99 
9.44 

u.u6 
lo.67 
2U.32 
23.92 
27.52 
34.81 
42.U8 
49.2S 
5o.54 

T TE~PEHAluKE IN OtGRt~S CtLCluS 
U LO~GlTUUl~AL VELUClfY IN M/S~C 
x oo~~~l~U OISTA~Ct FROM CHEST IN CM 

£0.0 
19.9 
20.3 
21.0 
21.3 
~l.~ 
23.u 
24.U 
25.o 
25.7 
2b.U 
26.8 
2 7. 2 
27.5 
21.1 

Z ~ElG r. i ~MOVE U~~lNO SURFACE-LEVEL lN CM 
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u 

l.Jb 
1. 63 
l.S9 
1. 7 l 
1.54 
1.58 
1.59 
l. 70 
1.79 
2.01 
2.02 
2. 11 
2.2~ 
2.22 
2.42 



TABLE B. J t. Triangular Hill Model, Height 5.08 cm, Upwind Slope 1/4, 
Downwind Slope 1/0, Surface Roughness Smooth, Freestream 
Velocity 6. m/sec, Stable Thermal Stratification 

Y= 
z 

o.oo '(: 15.00 
T u Z T 

-------~---~------~------
:, • 2 (J 
5.95 
o.63 
7. 38 
8.09 
9.55 

13 .14 
lt>.&2 
20.3b 
24.0l 
2 ., • 6 l 
34.87 
42. 12 
4 '7. 31 
56.54 

19.~ 

2u.u 
21.3 
22. 0 
22.9 
23.7 
24.r; 
26.o 
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APPENDIX C CONTOUR PLOTTING PROCEDURES 

When measur i ng flow characteristics there is always some devi ation from 
the true value. The error is partly random and partly systematic. Systematic 
errors are usually caused by inaccurate calibration data. Typical).y random 
errors are c· used by the "drift" of the measuring system and by insufficient 
time-averaging. Least-square curve-fitting techniques may be used to reduce 
the degree of random error provided there is sufficient data available . Thi s 
append-ix describes the procedures developed to interpol ate and smooth the da t a 
in order that accurate contour plots of the measured quantity could be 
generated. 

C.1 GENERAL PROCEDURE 

A spatial domain was selected for which contour plots are to be 
generated. The domain was defined by the upwind distance from the crest, D , u 
the downwind distance, D d, and the top, H. Additional consideration was 
given to horizontal interpolation of data close to the surface of irregular 
terra±n by performing a transformation of the vertical coordinates for the 
measured data points. The following transformation was used: 

H 
z = H-z (z-zs), (C.1) 

s 
where z represents the loeal surface elevation. Subsequently each vertical s 
profile was smoothed and i nterpolated by a least-squares fit using. cubic 
spline functions. The computer subroutine used for the data-fitting is part 
of the ~ubesna Library (IMSL) and is named ICSSCU. 

The algorithm of ICSSCU was developed by Reinsch (1967). The formulation 
is as follows. Let z., q., (i = 1, ... ,Nk) be the transformed vertical coor-

1 l 
dinates and corresponding measured magnitudes respectively, where Nk is the 
number of data points of data profile k. A smoothing function gk(z) is eon-
structed which minimizes the integral 

(C.2) 

152 



such that 

< s (C.3) 

The constants S > 0 and dy. > 0 (i = 1, ... ,Nk) are numbers to be 
l -

specified. The function gk(z) is taken as a third degree polynomial. The 
constant S allows for an implicit rescaling of the quantities dy. and is 

l 

introduced only for convenience. The constants dy. control locally the 
1 

extent of the smoothing. Choosing S equal to zero leads to interpolation by 
cubic spline functions. Some difficulty was encountered in applying this 
technique to the vertical data profiles. These problems and the subsequent 
program modifications will be discussed in Section C.2. 

Once the spline functions gk(z), (k = 1, ... ,Np)' (Np is the number of 
data profiles) were specified values gk(zj), (j = 1, ... ,N

2
) were evaluated. 

N is the number of intervals in the z-direction and z 

z. = ~ H 
J z 

(C.4) 

The same procedure as that applied to the 
determine cubic spline functions h.(x), (j = 

J 

data profiles was then used to 
1, ... ,N ) . These spline func-z 

tions were specified such that the points x., g. (z.) were smoothed and in-
1 1 J 

terpolated accurately. Once a 
(i = o, ... ,N*), (j = o, ... ,N2 ) 

vals in the x-direction and 

satisfactory fit was obtained values h.(x.), 
J 1 

were calculated. (N is the number of inter-x 

(C.5) 

Given now a uniform grid of data values in the x-z system, two-
dimensional arrays (x. , z.)., (i = 1, ... ,N ) , (j = 1, ... ,N ) containing the .lh 1 J s c 
coordinates of the J contour line were generated using subroutine CALCNT. 
This program was a linear contour routine in the Fortran Library available at 
the ColQrado State University Computer Center. (N is the array dimension, s 
and N c is the number of contour lines to be plotted.) Prior to plotting the 
contour lines a back transformation was applied such that 
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H-z s -(x. ,z.). = (x., z + -H~ (z.)). 
1 lJ 1 s 1 J 

(C.6) 

A flowchart summarizing the procedure is presented in Figure C.1 . 

C.2 MODIFICATIONS 

a) Vertical Velocity Profiles 

The magnitude of the velocity changes drastically close to the surface 
and in the wake-main flow interface. These regions required the following 
special attention in the data-reduction procedure. 

Surface region: The vertical coordinates z were transformed to a 
logarithmic scale; thus the data to be smoothed was more or less equally 
spaced in the transformed space. 

Wake interface region: Smoothing of a vertical profile through a wake 
using the procedure described above results in an oscillating interpolating 
function. This results because at the wake-main flow interface large second 
derivatives, g"(z) are calculated. A rotation of the coordinates (velocity 
and elevation) eliminates this undesired phenomenon. 

Consistency of the velocity data is improved by including the option to 
multip~y the velocity interpolating function by a factor such that at z = 10 h 
the resulting streamline is horizontal. The adjustment was made if the varia-
tion in velocities generated at that height corresponded closely with measure -
ments obtained from a horizontal traverse at that elevation. 

b) Static Pressure and Turbulence Intensity Profiles 

La~ge second derivatives were calculated by curve-fitting the turbulence 
intensity profiles using subroutine ICSSCU. Relatively large errors in the 
original static pressure measurements did not justify the use of a sophisti-
cated curve-fitting procedure. Adequate data fitting of turbulence intensity 
and static pressure profiles were provided by simple linear interpolation. 
This procedure was followed only for the vertical data profiles. 
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Speci fic<ltion of the top-
bounda ry he i ght of t he t----~-

contour plot 

Readi ngs converted to meaningful 
physical quantities. 9ata 
stored on File I 

read File I 

z-coordinates of each datapoint 
are tra nsformed to z by equa-
t i on (C.l). Points of each 
vertical data profile are 
curve-fitted using cubic spline 
function s. 

read File I 

Specif i ca tion s of parameters , 
dyi, for local s111oot hin9 

Specifications of upwi nd and 
downwind bou ndary of contour 
plot as well as numbers of 
intervals in x and z 
direction (Du, Dd, Nx, Nz) 

not ok 

Spline f unctions, gk, and verti-
cal data profiles are output on 
hard copy plotter 

Check on data-fitting 

ok 

Coefficients of spline func t ions 
for each data profile are 
stored on File II 

read File II 

Calculation of data, gk(z· ), 
at equa ll y spaced i nterva1s in 
the vertica l. Points at each 
elevation are curve-fitted using 
cubic sp line functions 

read Fi le II 

Specif i cation of parameter, dyi, 
for local smoothing 

FIGURE C.l. Flow Chart of Contour Plotting Procedure 

Spli ne functions, hj, and hori-
zontal data profiles are output 
on a hard copy plotter for 
every fifth elevati on 

Check on data-f i tting 

ok 

Uniform grid of data values is 
stored on File III. Co ntour 
plots are generated 
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TABLE D. l. Locator Table of Contour Plots 

Figure numbers of contour plots 
CASE Phase h/L u(lOh) Longitudinal 

(m/sec) velocity Static pressure 

1 II 1/2 9.1 D. la D.2a 

2 I 1/2 15.2 D. lb D.2b 

3 I 1/3 9.1 D. lc D.2c 

4 I 1/3 15.2 D. ld D.2d 

5 II 1/4 9.1 D. le D.2e 

6 I 1/4 15.2 D. lf D.2f 

7 II 1/6 9.1 D. lg D.2g 

8 I 1/6 15.2 D. lh D.2h 

9 II 1/20 9.1 D. li D.2i 

10 I 1/4(sine) 9.1 D. lj D.2j 

11 I 1/4(sine) 15.2 D. lk D.2k 

12 I 3/16(sine) 9.1 D.11 D.21 

13 I 3/16(sine) 15.2 D. lm D.2m 

14 II (rough) 1/4 9.1 D. ln D.2n 
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FIGURED.la. Contours of Mean Longitudinal Velocities over 
Triangular ridge h/L = 1/2. Contour Interval 
~u/u(lOh) = o.os 
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FIGURED.lb. Contours of Mean Longitudinal Velocities over 
Triangular Ridge h/L = 1/2. Contour Interval 
~u/u(IOh) = o.o5 
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FIGURE D.lc. Contours of Mean Longitudinal Velocities over 
Triangular Ridge h/L = 1/3. Contour Interval 
cm/u(lOh) = 0. 05 
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FIGURE D.ld. Contours of Mean Longitudinal Velocities over 
Triangular Ridge h/L = 1/3. Contour Interval 
~u/u(1oh) = o.os 
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FIGURED.le. Contours of Mean Longitudinal Velocities over 
Triangular Ridge h/L = 1/4. Contour Interval 
~u/u(lOh) = o.os 
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FIGURE D.lf. Contours of Mean Longitudi nal Velocities over 
Triangular Ridge h/L = 1/4. Contour Interval 
Liu/u(lOh) = o. os 
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FIGURED.lg. Contours of Mean Longitudinal Velocities over 
Triangular Ridge h/L = 1/6. Contour Interval 
~u/u(lOh) = o. os 
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FIGURE D.lh. Contours of Mean Longitudinal Velocities over 
Triangular Ridge h/L = 1/6. Contour Interval 
Liu/ti (1 Oh) = o. os 
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FIGURE D. li. Contours of Mean Longitudinal Velocities over 
Triangular Ridge h/L = l/20. Contour Interval 
~u/u(lOh) = o.os 
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FIGURE D.lj. Contours of Mean Longitudinal Velocities over 
Sinusoidal Ridge h/L = 1/4 . Contour Interval 
~u/u(lOh) = o.os 
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FIGURE D.lk. Contours of Mean Longitudinal Velocities over 
Sinusoidal Ridge h/L = 1/4. Contour I nterval 
6u/u(10h) = o.os 
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FIGURE D.11. Contours of Mean Longitudinal Velocities over 
Sinusoidal Ridge h/L = 3/16. Contour Interval 
Liu/ti (1 Oh) = o. os 
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FIGURE D.lm. Contours of Mean Longitudinal Velocities over 
Sinusoidal Ridge h/L = 3/16. Contour Interval 
~u/li(1oh) = o.os 
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FIGURE D.ln. Contours of Mean Longitudinal Velocities over 
Sinusoidal Ridge h/L = 1/14. Contour Interval 
~u/u(lOh) = 0. OS 
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FIGURE D.2a Contours of Static Pressue over Triangular 
Ridge h/L = 1/2. Contour interval 6C = 0.24 p 
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FIGURE D.2b Contours of Static Pressue over Triangular 
Ridge h/L = 1/2. Contour interval ~C = 0.26 p 
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FIGURE D.2c Contours of Static Pressue over Triangular 
Ridge h/L = 1/3. Contour interval ~C = 0.23 

p 
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FIGURE D.2d Contours of Stati c Pressue over Triangular 
Ridge h/L = 1/3 . Contour interval ~C = 0.24 p 
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FIGURE D.2e Contours of Static Pressue over Triangular 
Ridge h/L = 1/4. Contour interval ~C = 0.36 p 
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FIGURE D. 2£ Cont·ours of Static Pres sue over Triangular 
Ridge h/L = 1/4. Contour interval ~C = 0.61 p 
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FIGURE D.2g Contours of Static Pressue over Triangular 
Ridge h/L = 1/6. Contour interval ~C = 0.26 p 
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FIGURE D.2h Contours of Static Pressue over Triangular 
Ridge h/L = 1/6. Contour interval ~C = 0.28 

p 
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FIGURE D. 2i Contours of Static Pressue over Triangular 
Ridge h/L = 1/20. Contour interval ~C = 0.015 p 
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FIGURE D.2j Contours of Static Pressue over Triangular 
Ridge h/L = 1/4. Contour interval ~C = .041 p 
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FIGURE D.2k Contours of Static Pressue over Triangular 
Ridge h/L = 3/16. Contour interval ~C = .031 p 

182 



FIGURE D.21 Contours of Static Pressue over Triangular 
Ridge h/L = 1/4. Contour interval ~C = .037 

p 

183 



FIGURE D.2m Contours of Static Pressue over Triangular 
Ridge h/L = 3/16. Contour interval ~C = .033 

p 

184 



FIGURE D.2n Contours of Static Pressue over Triangular 
Ridge h/L = 1/4. Contour interval ~C = .021 p 
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APPENDIX E CONSTR fANTS OF WIND CHARACTERISTICS OVER RIDGES 
ON MATHEMATICAL PREDICTION PROCEDURES 

E.O INTRODUCTION 

The governing equations of fluid motion are given by a set of n6nlinear 
partial differential equations containing unknown Reynolds stress gradient 
terms. Approximations for the Reynolds stress gradients are required to 
complete the formulation. Usually numerical techniques are employed to solve 
for the fluid motion over a ridge. Some analytical solutions have been 
obtained by applying perturbation techniques which linearize the equations 
once higher order terms of small quantities are neglected. None of the exist-
ing numerical or analytical models accurately predict the flow field resulting 
from the interaction between main and a separated flow. Nonetheless, semi-
analytical models have been developed that include flow separation. 

·This appendix reviews mathematical models that have been developed 
specifically to predict the flow over simple-shaped topography. A discussion 
of the<1, most common closure assumptions is given in Section E. 1 and applies· to 
the mode.ls reviewed here. The purpose of this chapter is to evaluate the 
physical · implications of analytical and numerical results and to investigate 
the applicability of the models to WECS site selection. 

E.1 IMPLICATIONS OF FLOW PHYSICS IN SELECTION OF NUMERICAL CLOSURE MODELS 

The ~ffect of turbulence on the mean velocities over the crest of hills 
is in many cases not significant because of the large inertia and pressure 
gradients. Downwind of a hill, however, those gdfdients may become of the 
same or~er as the Reynolds stress gradients. If the effects of turbulence on 
the me.an flow are to be included, or if values of Reynolds stresses are 
desired, a turbulence closure model must be selected. 

E.2 LINEAR MODELS 

Most attempts to predict the velocity distributions over surface 
undulations have used numerical techniques. An exception is the analytical 
solution of the equations of motion carried out by Jackson and Hunt (1975). 
Application of their results is limited to cases involving small velocity 
perturbations. 
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Only occasionally have the more sophisticated closure models been applied 
to flow over hills (Yamada, 1978). Usually mixing-length or turbulence 
kinetic energy models are selected on the basis of their simplicity rather 
than on the basis of their representation of the turbulence. In this section 
limitations are proposed for a few of the closure models most frequently used 
in numerical models for flow over hills. For an extensive discussion on a 
large variety of closure models the reader is referred to books such as 
Bradshaw (1976) or Launder and Spalding (1972). 

Many closure models are based on the eddy viscosity concept. The most 
popular version is the "mixing length" formula: 

I~~ I (E .1) 

where 1 is the mixing length. The formula is utilized when the boundary 
layer is considered as a two-layer region, consisting of an inner and outer 
region. The middle region has to vanish since curvature and history effects 
are excluded by this model. Typically the model may be applied if 

and if 

h~ < 0.01 
L 

Li~o < 0.01 

(see condition for outer region, Section 2.1). 
Bradshaw (1969) extended the mixing-length model by taking into account 

the streamline-curvature effects on the Reynolds shear stresses. An algebraic 
analogy was drawn between the meteorological buoyancy parameter, the 
Richardson number, and the parameters describing the effects of streamline 
curvature. The analogy proved to be a good first approximation as long as 
history effects on the turbulence structure were negligible. The effect of 
curvature on the apparent mixing length was shown to be appreciable if the 
shear-layer thickness exceeded roughly 1/300 of the radius of curvature. This 

I 

result can be applied to flow over hills if y defined in Equation (2.4) is 
the dominant extra rate of strain ratio. Supposing that the magnitude of the 
streamline curvature close to the surface extends to a height of ~ L then 
curvature effects would become significant if 

188 



or 

or 

!! > 2 
1 300 

ho 1 
12 > 300 

if 

if 

l 1 < o 
2 

1 "2 1 > o. 
(E.2) 

There is some overlap with the closure model discussed previous,ly. The 
curvature effect only develops after the stress-bearing eddies have adjusted 
to the extra strain rate; therefore, for hills with 1 < o streamline-
curvature effects are exaggerated if Bradshaw's analogy is followed closely. 

The eddy viscosity models described; above cannot be applied to hill forms 
if history effects become important; nonetheless, several authors have used 
these models to make hill flow calculations. The turbulence kinetic energy 
equation may be used to include history effects (e.g., Townsend, 1972, Taylor 
and Gent, 1974). The equation is then given by 

(E. 3) 

12 where 2q is the total kinetic energy of the turbulence. The first two 
terms llepresent advection of turbulence kinetic energy, the third and fifth 
terms represent respectively turbulence production and dissipation, and the 
fourth term is the lateral transport of turbulent kinetic energy by diffusion. · 

To use Equation (2. 28) as a closure, various unknown terms must be 
approx·:mated. Townsend (1961) pointed out that turbulent flow attains a 
condition of structural similarity after prolonged unidirectional shear. If 
this is ~ true, the local motion is determined by 

and 

-uw 2 = a q 1 

(E. 4) 

where a1 is constant and 1£ is a length scale proportional to the distance 
from the surface, at least in the region close to the wall. The diffusion may 
be approximated by 
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12 
2 q w + pw 2 3/2 ( 2) = a2(q ) sgn ~i , (E .5) 

where a2 is a constant. 
This closure model has been applied quite successfully for a variety of 

flow cases. Most notable is the work of Bradshaw, Ferris, and Atwell (1967), 
who developed a numerical model to calculate the boundary-layer development. 
This model is based on the solution of a hyperbolic system of equations by the 
method of characteristics; boundary-layer approximations are an essential 
requirement, since this makes the set of equations hyperbolic. 

Unfortunately, although history effects and diffusion of turbulent energy 
are taken into account, important turbulence production terms have been 
neglected. This is illustrated by considering the turbulence production terms 
in the full two-dimensional turbulence kinetic energy equation. This equation 
is 

1 (-u ag2 aq
2 
)- au aw 2 au + w2 aw 2 ox + w az uw oz + uw ax + u ax oz 

+ t U lw + pw) + ~x ( ~2u + pu) + £ = 0 

The four turbulence production terms are 

2 au 2 aw au aw 
-u ax ' -w oz ' -uw oz ' -uw ax 

By continuity the sum of the first two terms may be written 

(w2 - u2) ~~ . 

(E.6) 

(E. 7) 

(E. 8) 

If this term is positive, turbulence production increases. Flow approaching 
au the c~est accelerates, thus ax > 0. The difference in turbulence intensities 

of the vertical and horizontal component changes due to the distortion of the 
turbulence structure by the mean flow. A qualitative discussion on the 
distortion of turbulence over the hill is presented in Section 5.6. For now, 
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experimental evidence is applied to pursue this discussion. Data presented by 

Rider and Sandborn (1977a) shows that 2 w increases ~ towa1ds the crest whereas 
2 u decreases. Since the up-stream values of 2 2 w - u are negative, the 

turbulence production due to those terms is negative but increases slightly 
I 

towards the crest. Measurements of intensities over hills with h/L = 0.25, 
0.33, and 0.5 and L/o = 0.6, 0.4, and 0.3, respectively, show that 

2 2 w - u < -1 at the foot, and that this ratio is less than -0.5 at the crest. 
2 u 

Thus the effect of the first two terms on the turbulence production is 
negative, implying that turbulence kinetic energy is transferred to the mean 
flow. 

Apparently the neglect of these terms in the turbulence energy equation 

au [~u21 . cannot be justified if ox = 0 u The sum of the two remaining terms is 

(E. 9) 

As was pointed out in Section 2.2, the vorticity remains almost the same along 
a streamline. (Changes in vorticity of 5-10 perpent do not invalidate the 
following arguments.) Thus 

[au + aw1 oz oz tµ=lfJ 
1 

OU 
N (-0] 

oz ttJ=lfJ 
1 

This eqyation shows that any change in 

by an almost equal change in 

(1977a) shows that the magnitude 

(E .10) 

along a streamline is accompanied 

Data presented by Rider and Sandborn 

of changes by its own magnitude. 

Therefore, it may be concluded that in general the omission of the new term 

- ow -uw ox in the turbulence kinetic energy equation cannot be justified. 

One of the requirements for the approximation of Equations (2. 29) and 
(2. 30) is that the flow has to be strained by a unidirectional shear. As 
explained above, this is not generally the case in flow over hills. 
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All objectives against the use of this version of the turbulence kinetic 
energy closure model vanish if the distortion of the mean flow is very sma l l, 

namely if aw ail . ox/oz << 1, thus if 
h 1 « I. 

The approach of their analysis was briefly mentioned in Section 2.3. The 
flow field over a hill is divided into two regions: an inner region close to 
the surface of the hill and an outer region, where a variation in the surface 
stress has no immediate effect on the flow. Reynolds stress gradients in the 
outer region are assumed to be negligibly small; hence the perturbed velocity 
field induces perturbation pressures governed by an inviscid flow model. It 
is assumed that the inner layer thickness is much less than the characteristic 
length of the hill. The pressure distribution along streamlines in the inner 
region are matched to the pressure distribution in the lowest part of the 
outer region. In the inner region, the Reynolds stress gradient may become as 
large as the pressure gradients. Indeed, the inner layer thickness is defined 
to include that zone where the order of magnitude of the Reynolds stress 
gradient is as large as the pressure gradient. 

The solution is obtained by introducing Prandtl' s mixing- length 
hypothesis as a turbulence closure. Velocities are matched asymptotically, in 
the inner layer as 

z/ fl -7 oo 

where z is the vertical coordinate in the inner layer and fl is the inner-
layer thickness, and the outer layer as 

z/L -7 0 

where L is the characteristic length scale of the hill. 
The essential limitations to the general applicability of the Jackson and 

Hunt relations are associated with the linearization of the equations of 
motion. They argue that their assumptions · allow a consistent use of the 
mixing-length hypothesis and that curvature effects on the turbulence 
structure are negligible. The basic condition to be satisfied is 

k log E:_ 
h zo 
L « 2 L 

log z 
0 

where z is the equivalent surface roughness length. 
0 
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The expression for Q ari ses from the condition that Reynolds -stress 
gradients are of the same order of magnitude as the pressure gradients in the 
inner region, namely 

Q = .! (~)0.9 . 
z 8 z ' 

0 0 

hence a limiting expression for 
written as 

h L as a function of 

L Typical values for z 
0 

!! « 0.9k 
L L log -z 

0 

are in the range of 

2.08k 
2 L log -z 

0 

102 to 107 . 

z 
0 

and L 

(E. 12) 

can be 

(E .13) 

Corresponding values 

for the r.h.s. of Equation (3.3) are then in the range of 0 .04 and 0.02. 

Therefore, according to these theoretical arguments, application of Jackson 
and Hunt's theory is limited to hills with very gentle slopes. However, 
Jackson and Hunt found also reasonable agreement between theory and field and 
wind-tunnel experiments for hills with slopes too steep for the theory to be 
strictly valid. In the next section a few comparisons are presented between 
Jackson and Hunt's calculations and inviscid flow calculations. 

Sacre (1975) developed an analytical solution for stratified inviscid 
shear flow over topography. The solution is also based on linearization but 
in th~s case of the Euler equations. He cited good agreement with the results 
of Jackson and Hunt (1975). Larger deviations were found when Sacre's results 
are conwared with nonlinear numerical calculations :-.. of Taylor and Gent (1975). 

Considering the limitations predicted from Jackson and Hunt's theory, results 
of Saore's model should be used with caution for hills with slopes larger than 
0.01. 

Early interest in shear flow over surface perturbations was associated 
with the generation and damping of water waves. The first theoretical 
contributions came from Miles (1957). Efforts since have been directed at 
finding means to assess the role of turbulence and to incorporate an adequate 
closure model in the equations of motion. Most analytical contributions 
consider the linearized equations of motion. Notable is the work of Miles 
(1967) and Davis (1970, 1972) which has been reviewed below. 
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After several attempts to predict wave growth, Miles (1967) concluded 
that satisfactory agreement between theory and experiment had not been 
achieved. According to Miles, this was primarily because the dynamics of the 
turbulence over the waves was not adequately understood. Davis (1970)' 
subsequently conducted research to investigate the importance of this 
turbulence. He applied two hypothesized turblence models to flow over a 
traveling wave of infinitesimal amplitude (this permitted the equations of 
motion to be linearized). The first model's hypothesis was based on an 
assumption that the turbulence field is not influenced by the waves. The 
second model was based on the assumption that the magni tude of the Reyno l ds 
stresses depends on the height above the instantaneous water surface. The 
wave-induced velocity field predicted by these two models differed consider-
ably. Thus within the limitations of the linearized theory Miles's statement 
was confirmed. 

In a later study, Davis (1972) applied more sophisticated closure models 
but continued to solve linearized equations. One new model was similar to 
that developed by Bradshaw, Ferris, and Atwell (1967). The second improved 
model was based on the assumption that the turbulent stresses are determined 
by the recent history of the strain that a fluid parcel has undergone. The 
results were compared to measurements by Stewart (1970), who measured the mean 
flow over waves in l aboratory experiments, and Kendahl (1970), who measured 
mean flow and Reynolds stresses over waves. The agreement between calculated 
and measured values was not good. Townsend (1972) also used linearized 
equations of motion and a closure model similar to that used by Bradshaw et . 
al. (1967). He concluded 

"Although the attention paid to the turbulent motion makes for a 
more realistic account for the flow, the linearized theory is not 
able to account for the considerable discrepancy between calculated 
surface pressures and those measured in recent field studies by 
Snyder and Cox (1966) and by Dobson (1971)." 

Townsend indicated that the linearized theory may be applied only to waves 
with a height-length ratio less than 0.1 . 

rwo important conclusions may be drawn from these i nvest i gations on the 
velocity field over wate r waves: 1) the linear theory does not predic t t he 
velocities and pressures ac curately f or l arger wave height to wa ve l engt h 
ratios, and 2) the turbulence clo sure model selected for i nsertion into 
linearized equations of motion af f ects the predicted mean ve loc i t i es 
significantly. 
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E.3 NONLINEAR MODELS EXCLUDING FLOW SEPARATION 

In the last 15 years nonlinear models have been introdced to study flo~ 
over topography. Two classes of models may be distinguished: 1) nonlinea 
inviscid flow models, and 2) nonlinear flow models that include the Reynol d. 
stress terms in the equations of motion. The latter will be llenoted by 
"turbulence flow" models. As was pointed out in Sections 2. 1 and 2. 2, the 
Reynolds stresses affect the mean flow in the inner and middle region. The 
effect in the middle region only becomes significant when Reynolds stresses 
have had the time to adjust to the distorted flow field and when their act io 
has -resulted i n a significant transfer of momentum across streamlines. In t he 
following portion of this section, several numerical models are discussed i n 
the light of the inviscid character . of the flow, or more precisely, b ' 
considering the effects of the approximations for Reynolds stresses. 

Alexander and Coles (1971) developed a numerical model solving tht: · 
Navier-Stokes equations with a constant eddy viscosity. Deaves (1975 ) 
imp~oved their model by including a more realistic eddy viscosity based on a 

mix~ng-length model. Taylor and Gent (1974) presented a solution incorporat-
ing turbulence length scale and turbulence kinetic energy equations to assist 
t urbulence closure. Deaves as well as Taylor and ,,;· Gent presented results for 

the · tflow over hills with shapes similar to those considered by Jacks.on and 
Hunt (1975) . 

. ,.~fowiscid flow calculations have been completed herein for almost 
identical flow conditions as those considered by these 
numerical model developed by Derickson and Meroney (1977). 

authors using a 
An inviscid flow 

solution is obtained using stream function-vortitri ty coupled with an equation 
for ·..i.;.p0tential temperature to handle unstable, neutral, and stable stratifica-
tioa as follows: 

where 

~ (8' ~) - ~ (8' ~) = 0 ox . oz oz ox 

u = otiJ. oz' W = ~ ax· 
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A simple coordinate transformation was applied t o solve the equation i n a 
rectangular domain. The transformation is given by 

H x = x; z = H-z (z - zs) (E .17) 
s 

in which z (x) is the topography height, and H is the height of the top of s 
the grid. The transformed spatial operators are thus defined in numerical 
conservative form as 

ao - 1 caJG O + oJG G13 
()) 

ax - -
JG ai oz 

(E.18) 

and 

ao _ 1 ao oz - JG oz (E. 19) 

z 
_i (~ 

oz 
where JG= 1 - s d G13 - 1) s - an = ax H ~G H 

Vertical and horizontal grid expansion were applied to obtain higher spatial 
resolution at the crest. For a more detailed description the reader is 
referred to Derickson and Meroney (1977). 

This inviscid flow model has been applied to calculate mean velocity 
field over bell~shaped hills. The surface elevation is defined by 

z ( ) s 1.04h 1 1 
L = -L- 1 + (2~)2 - 26 (E.20) 

and approximates the bell-shaped hills considered by Deaves, Taylor and Gent, 
and Jackson and Hunt to within three percent of h. The upwind and downwind 
boundary conditions were varied according to the upwind conditions of the flow 
cases to which the inviscid flow calculations are compared. In al l cases the 
approach profile is approximated by 

u (z) u* (z+z ) _o __ = --- ln _z_o_o 
ti Co) ku Co) 

0 0 

z < 0 (E. 21) 

u (z) 
_o __ = 1 z > 0 (E. 22) 
ti Co) 

0 

196 



Up and downwind conditions were specified at respectively x = ±2. 5 L. The 
height of the top of the grid was varied and is indicated in Table E.l. The 
no-slip condition was applied at the surface boundary. 

Of particular interest is the thickness of the inner region where the 
shear stresses change most substantially and where by definition, a strong 
interaction between mean flow and turbulence occurs. A sensitive measure of 
the importance of a closure model may be provided by comparing surf ace shear 
stresses computed by the inviscid and turbulence flow models. The surface 
shear stresses of the inviscid flow model were obtained by assuming that no 
interaction between mean flow and turbulence occurs and that the mixing-length 
closure provides an accurate relation between mean flow and shear stress. 
Thus the nondimensionalized surface she.ar stresses were calculated by the 
following expression: 

(~~) 
2 

t lim s (E.23) - = t z-+0 

(!~o~ 
2 s 

0 

where the x-axis is parallel and the z-axis is perpendicular to the surface. 
A comparison between the surface shear stres·s distributions over a bell-

shaped hill (Case I of Table E .1) as calculated by Taylor and Gent and as 
calculated with the inviscid flow model is presented in Figure E. 1. The 
asymmetric surface shear stress distributions of the turbulence flow models 
are caused by the action of the shear stress on the mean flow. This clearly 
shows that the mean flow is affected by the surface friction. The overall 
good~· agreement between the shear stress distribb'tiens of the inviscid and 
turbulence flow models may indicate, however, that the flow is inviscid at 
least down to a distance equal to the first grid point above the surface. In 
the inviscid flow calculations this point was located at z = 0. 04 h. In 
terms of hill length, the inner-layer thickness would be less than 0.004 L. 
Alte~natively, the good agreement may be fortuitous since discre tization may 
have introduced inaccuracies, particularly, in the surface region where large 
velocity gradients occur. 

Table E.l includes 13 flow cases for which maximum surface shear stresses 
have been calculated by the inviscid flow model. Results are compared with 
the data given by both the nonlinear model of Taylor and Gent and the linear 
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TABLE E .1. Comparison of Maximum Surface Shear Stress over Bell-Shaped 
Hills Calculated with Turbulence and Inviscid Flow Models 

Prediction of T5 crest 
u* T z 

h h H Turbul ence Invi sc id 0 

Run Author 8 lie a) 8 L h Model Mode1l ) 

1 JH2) 4.6 x 10-4 .052 4 . 2 10 . 1.81 2. 8 

2 JH 4.6 x 10-5 .040 . 4 .2 10 . 3.10 3.4 

3 JH 4.6 x 10-6 .033 .04 . 2 10 . 6. 32 3. 6 

4 JH 3.6 x 10-5 .039 4 . 2 10. 1.87 2.4 

5 JH 3.6 x 10-6 .032 . 4 . 2 10 . 3.21 2.8 

6 JH 3.6 x 10- 7 .027 .04 .2 10. 4.75 2.9 

7 JH 2 .8 x 10-6 .031 4 . 2 10 . 1.86 2.3 

8 JH 7. . 8 x 10- 7 .026 .4 . 2 10 . 2.60 2 . 5 

9 JH 2 .8 x 10 -8 .0 26 . 04 . 2 10 . 3.95 2.6 

10 TG 3) 6. 1 x 10-6 .033 .003 .05 20. 1 8 2 .06 

11 TG 6.1 x 10-6 . 033 .030 .05 20. 1.8 1. 44 

12 TG 6. 1 x 10-6 .033 .006 .1 20. 3.2 2.5 5 

13 TG 6 . 1 x 10-6 . 033 .006 .1 10. 3 .2 4 . 77 

14 TG 6.1 x 10-6 .033 .012 . 2 10. 10.1 3.35 

1) Derickson and Meroney (1977) 
2) Jackson and Hunt (1975) 
3) Taylor and Gent (1974) 
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model of Jackson and Hunt. Taylor and Gent's results show a much larger 
increase in t with increasing hill steepness than the increase in t max max 
from the inviscid flow calculations. Discrepancies between calculations 
obtained with the turbulence flow models of Taylor and Gent and of Deaves were 
reported by Deaves (1975). Since there is no clear correspondence between the 
results of the nonlinear models, evaluation of the effects of the numerica l 
modeling techniques used for each method would be desirable, but is beyond the 
scope of this research. 

Astley et al. (1977) have developed a numerical model applying the finite 
element method to solve the equation of motion for inviscid flo~ over hills 
and escarpments. Velocities were calculated over escarpments with slopes 1:1, 
1:2, and 1:4. The results were compared to wind-tunnel measurements of Bowen 
and Lindley (1977). There is in general good agreement for z > 0.5 h. In 
the surface region, z < 2 h downstream of the crest separation of the stream-
lines and the action of the Reynolds stresses cause the mean velocities to be 
significantly less than the predicted velocities. 

E.4 NONLINEAR MODELS INCLUDING FLOW SEPARATION 

Separation of the flow over hills occurs upwind and downwind of the hill 
if the slopes are sufficiently steep. A purely mathematical treatment of the 
flow is not yet possible because of the lack of knowledge about the inter-
action between the wake and the main flow. Present mathematical models that 
predict a separated flow region have included some empiricism. A number of 
existing models were developed to study the flow field over bluff surface 
obstacles such as buildings and may as well be applied to predict flow over 
hills. Other models were developed particularly for application in the 
aeronautics industry and include the usual boundary-layer approximations 
(pressure gradients across the streamlines are neglected) in the surface 
boundary layer (Kuhn et al., 1974). Application of such models to flow over 
hills embedded in a boundary layer does not seem to be justified. 

An analytical solution of the equations of motion to plane inviscid shear 
flow over surface obstacles was presented by Fraenkel (1961). The solution 
includes closed streamlines just upstream and downstream of the obstacle . It 
is noted that in this model the separated flow regions are not the result or 
are not affected by mean flow wake interactions (see also Section 2. 4) . 
Although theoretically solutions could be obtained for a large variety of 
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conditions, at present solutions can realistically be obtained only if the 
vorticity is constant and if the physical plane can be mapped onto a complex 
plane . Application of this model to flow over hills is therefore limited and 
only justified if the interaction between the wake and the main flow is 
insignificant. 

Kiya and Arie (1972) extended Fraenkel's model by including the 
freestreamline theory of Parkinson and Jandali (1970). The freestreamline 
theory describes the separation phenomenon resulting from the interaction 
between main flow and wake. The technique is dev.eloped for two-dimensional, 
incompressible flow external to a bluff body and its wake. The desired flow 
separation points are made the If critical" points. The stagnation streamlines 
then transform to tangential separation streamlines in the physical plane with 
separation at the desired pressure. The position and strength of the sources 
are determined by empirical parameters, namely the separation point and the 
press~re coefficient at the separation point. The flow inside the separation 
streamlines is ignored and the base pressure is constant between the separa-
tion points. One of the limitations of this freestreamline theory is that the 
wake width is finite for any downstream distance. Kiya and Arie's model 
requires two more empirical parameters in order to determine the value of the 
constant vorticity and slip velocity at the sur:faee. They selected the 
location and pressure at the stagnation point. 

Kiya and Arie (1972) compared experimental results of Good and Joubert 
(1968) for flow over a fence submerged in the boundary layer with their 
theoretical predictions. They showed that excellent agreement was obtained 
for the pressure distribution over the upwind face of the fence and for the 
location of the freestreamline up to a distance of 4 4 from the fence. The 
upwind separated flow region was also predicted accurately. 

Kiya and Arie's theory was extended recently by Bitte and Frost (1976). 
They added a sink equal in strength to the existing source to include the 
reattachment of the boundary layers downstream of the obstacle. An additional 
empirical parameter has to be specified, namely the location of the rear 
reattachment point. 

The theory as developed by Kiya and Arie (1972) and Bitte and Frost 
(1976) requires a substantial amount of empirical information and is difficult 
to apply to other than very simple surface obstacle shapes. But the theory is 
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unique in the general description of flow separation and is adequat e for 
parametric studies such as the effect of upwind velocity gradients on the 
velocity field over hills. 

Bitte and Frost (1976) present a numerical model to analyze atmospheric 
flow over a bluff surface obstruction by applying concepts of boundary-layer 
theory. This work is an extension of the model developed by Frost, Maus, and 
Simpson (1973). Although predicted velocities are qualitatively similar to 
those calculated with other models, the model is unrealistic because it 
ignores vertical pressure gradients. 
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LABORATORY SIMULATION OF WIND OVER RIDGES 
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APPENDIX F LABORATORY SIMULATION OF WIND OVER RIDGES 

Since Meroney et al. (1978a) reviewed similitude criteria as they re l ate 
t o shear flow ove r i rregular terrain this section only summarizes the limita-
t i ons of wi nd-tunnel modeling and discusses their implications for ~his r e-
sea r ch . A numbe r of nondimensional parameters can be derived from the full 
Navier-Stokes equations, which have to be equal for model and prototype in 
order to have exact similarity. Although equality cannot be obtained for some 
of those parameters, partial simul3tion seems adequate. 

Two dimensionless parameters for which models simulation of atmospher ic 
bounda ry layer flow over complex terrain are partial or incomplete are t he 
Rossby number and the Reynolds number. 

ROSSBY NUMBER 
The Rossby number represents the ratio of inertial to Coriolis force and 

may be estimated from: 

~u x 
Ro = LO 

0 

where ~U is the speedup over a distance L. Coriolis forces affect pri-x 
marily the variation of wind direction with height and were of course not 

·simulated in the experiments. They have to be taken into account, however, 
for say Ro < 3. Such small Rossby numbers exist only at large distances from 
the surface or over low hills . For example, assume that one is interested in 
correcting for speedup as small as 0.5 m/sec, then at a latitude of 40°, where 

-5 -1 no = 9 x 10 sec the hill length has to be ·larger than 2 km before 
Coriolis forces affect the mean flow field. 

REYNOLDS NUMBER 
Thi s paramete r is the ratio of inertial to viscous forces. Different 

Reynolds ·number effects may be distinguished. For aerodynamically smooth 
surfaces the Reynolds number ef fects limit the capabilities of physical model-
i ng in a region close to the surface. In the present study an aerodynamically 
smooth surface had to be selected in order to scale the equivalent surface-
roughnes s l ength to r ealis t ic proportions. The surface-roughness selection 
was based on the fo llowing approximations: 1) the atmospheric boundary-layer 
thickness was assumed to be 600 m, 2) the atmospheric surface condition to be 
simulated va ried from gras sland to rural wood, [corresponding to a surface 
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roughness length variation between 0 . 01 m and 1.0 m (Counihan 1975)], and 3) 
the boundary-layer thickness in the wind tunne l was approximately 0. 60 m. 
Hence the surface roughness in the wind tunnel should be modeled between 10-5 

and 10-3 m. The smooth floor "roughness lengths" were 6.8 x 10-5 m for · 
U

00 
= 9.1 m/sec, and 3.5 x 10-5 m for U

00 
= 15.2 m/sec. 

Close to a smooth surf ace under a turbulent shear layer there exists a 
viscous sublayer in which similitude may be violated. Its thickness may be 
estimated from 

= 10 

where o is the thickness of the viscous sublayer. This height is 0.05 cm v 
in the wind tunnel corresponding to a thickness of 50 cm in atmosphere. This 
layer is usually irrelevant to wind velocity predictions. 

Another Reynolds number effect that may jeopardize similitude between 
model and prototype is related to the fetch. In the atmosphere the upwind 
conditions may often be nonuniform causing a nonequilibrium boundary layer . 
In a wind tunnel, however, it is desired to have equilibrium-flow condit i ons 
so that changes in the turbulence structure are solely due to the surface 
obstacle. Zoric and Sandborn (1972) conducted an extensive study investigat-
ing where in the Meteorological Wind Tunnel equilibrium-flow condition would 
be established. Their analysis demonstrates that the turbulent boundary layer 
develops to a similarity form by 6 m from the entrance. Downwind of 6 m 
changes in flow characteristics were insigni ficant over the section where the 
measurements were made. 

The Reynolds number effect on flow separation is the final aspect that 
"-----~-:--::------:-----~-:--::-=---~ needs consideration. Different~ities or hi ll dimensio~may atfect the 

~----------------------------~----------------------~~----0 - the separation point over a gently curved hill. The separation 
,...-----....__ - _.r' ___,.. -----..._ 

phenomenon was studied b em loying a triangular-shaped ridge which fixed the ---------separation the crest. When the-Reynolds number based on hill len h 
is sufficiently large for flow over sharp edged geometries separation and 
reattachment are independent of Reynolds number magnitude. 

w ich govern flow over terrain relate 
to geometric similarity and similarity of the approach windfield . These 
parameters can be identified by consideration of a few additional independent 
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variables. The features of the flow field and terrain which perform as 
independent variables are: 

- hill height, h, 
- hill length upw~nd of the crest, Lu, 
- hill downwind of the crest, Ld' 

detailed hill shape (or distinction is to be made between sharp-crest ed 
and round-crested ridges), 

- the boundary layer thickness, 6, 
- the equivalent surface roughness length, z

0
, 

- the shear velocity in the upwind surface layer, u*' 
- the velocity at a height o, u (o), and 
- the thermal stratification characterized by a temperature differential 

over the height of the hill, (T(h) - T(o))/h. 
For these 9 variables, plus the kinematic viscosity of air and the 

gravitational constant, the following nondimensional parameters may be de-
veloped by inspection: 

where 
ridge. 

h h h 2 o 
L'L'6°'6 u d 

u,., 
u(o) ' Re = u(o)h , and Ri = 

ilU z is the characteristic change in velocity over the height of the 
The eighth parameter is the detailed hill shape. The limitations 

discussed above notwithstanding it is generally possible to simulate the 
parameters noted above. 

Physical magnitudes such as the integral length scales and Morrin Obukhov 
length in the equilibrium boundary layer are not included since they are 
implicitly determined by the other parameters. For detailed information the 
reader is referred to Zoric and Sandborn (1972) and Arya (1968). 
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