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Colombia.
Correspondence e-mail: rsalazarr@ecci.edu.co

Received: 10-05-2021. Modified: 03-08-2021. Accepted: 23-09-2022

'

&

$

%

Abstract

Context: Wind tunnels are essential devices in the study of flow properties through objects and scaled
prototypes. This work presents a numerical study to characterize an existing wind tunnel, proposing
modifications with the aim to improve the quality of the flow in the test chamber.

Method: Experimental measurements of the inlet velocity and pressure distribution of a wind tunnel are
performed. These empirical values are used as parameters to define boundary conditions in simulations.
The Finite Element Method (FEM) at low speeds is implemented to determine the stream function by
using a standard Galerkin method. Polynomial interpolations are employed to modify the contraction
section design, and numerical simulations are performed in order to compare the numerical results of
the flow for the existing and the modified wind tunnels.

Results: Experimental measurements of the flow at the wind tunnel entrance are presented. The veloc-
ity field and distribution of thermodynamic variables inside the tunnel are numerically determined. This
computations are useful since it is experimentally difficult to make measurements inside the channel.
Additionally, numerical calculations of these variables are presented under modifications in the tunnel
geometry.

Conclusions: A comparison between these simulations show that laminar flow at low velocities can
be modeled as incompressible and irrotational fluid under a bidimensional approximation along its
longitudinal section. It is observed that modifications in the geometry of the tunnel can improve the
flow in the test section of the wind tunnel in the laminar regime.
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Resumen

Contexto: Los túneles de viento son dispositivos escenciales en el estudio de las propiedades del flujo a
través de objetos y prototipos a escala. En este trabajo se presenta un estudio numérico para caracterizar
un túnel de viento existente proponiendo modificaciones que buscan mejorar la calidad del flujo en la
cámara de ensayos.
Método: Se efectúan mediciones experimentales del campo de velocidad y distribución presión de en-
trada de un túnel de viento. Estos valores empı́ricos se usan como parámetros para definir condiciones
de frontera en simulaciones. A bajas velocidades se implementa el Método de Elementos Finitos para
determinar la función de corriente bajo un método de Galerkin. Se usan interpolaciones polinómicas
para modificar el diseño de las sección de contracción y se realizan simulaciones numéricas para com-
parar resultados numéricos de flujo para el túnel de viento existente y el modificado.
Resultados: Se presentan mediciones experimentales del flujo en la entrada del túnel de viento. Se
determinan numéricamente el campo de velocidad y distribución de variables termodinámicas en el
interior del túnel. Estos cálculos son útiles ya que experimentalmente es difı́cil realizar mediciones
dentro del canal. Adicionalmente, se presentan cálculos numéricos de estas variables sobre el túnel bajo
modificaciones en su geometrı́a.
Conclusiones: Una comparación entre estas simulaciones mostró que el flujo laminar a bajas veloci-
dades se puede modelar como fluido incompresible e irrotacional bajo una aproximación bidimensional
a lo largo de su sección longitudinal. Se observa que modificaciones en la geometrı́a del túnel puden
mejorar el flujo en la sección de ensayos del túnel de viento en el régimen laminar.
Palabras clave: túneles de viento, Método de Elementos Finitos, flujo irrotacional

1. Introduction

Wind tunnels are devices that allow to empirically studying the aerodynamic characteristics of
bodies immersed in a fluid, ranging from the study of the streamlines to measurements of forces
on these objects. In practice, these devices are used to carry out studies with scaled models
(mainly scales of reduction) of the real prototypes. Because the Navier-Stokes equations that model
fluid flow can be written in terms of dimensionless dynamic variables and parameters such as the
Reynold Number Re, then it is possible to analyze flows at a scale where wind tunnels are an ex-
ample of the practical use of this rescaling property. Wind tunnels have been used extensively in
many studies [1]–[3] commonly including experimental measurements [4]–[13], numerical simula-
tions [14]–[17], and in various flow situations e.g. subsonic, hypersonic [18], [19], transonic [20],
[21], laminar, turbulent [22]–[24], etc. In engineering, wind tunnels are used to test the flow
around aircrafts, the performance of rotors and turbines [25]–[27], and even studies on the flight of
birds [28] and the effects of wind on the shape and growth of plants [29]. Wind tunnel testing is
also helpful to provide estimations of the dynamic wind load reduction provided by damping sys-
tems [30]. In this work we shall study a open-circuit wind tunnel placed at the Hydraulic Machines
Laboratory of la Universidad ECCI1. This device is a handcrafted structure, and the flow inside it
is not characterized.

1Open circuit wind tunnels are generally easier to build than closed wind tunnels [31]. However, the latter offers
advantages such as better control of the quality of the flow.
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The main goal of this study is to determine the parameters that negatively affect the tunnel’s per-
formance by analyzing its current design and the inner flow with numerical simulations.

This document presents an analysis of the flow dynamics in stationary conditions inside a wind
tunnel that aims to identify the structural imperfections of the device that affect the laminarity of the
flow at low velocities. With this in mind, standard simulation techniques and previous studies on
open tunnels are used which allow for decision-making regarding the redesign of the wind tunnel
in the contraction section and the diffuser. In principle, numerical simulations allow us to obtain
data on the flow of regions inside the tunnel, where experimental measurements are difficult to take.
This currently occurs in regions of the contraction section and the diffuser. The numerical values
of the velocity obtained from different simulations are contrasted with flow measurements made
in the working section, thus showing a good agreement between them. Analysis of the density
distribution of the simulations inside the tunnel allows observing that the variations in density are
so small that the flow behaves according to the incompressibility condition, despite the fact that the
air is compressible. This certainly occurs on the current device since it operates at low velocities.
We shall see that modifications on the contraction and diffuser sections can positively affect the
quality of the flux, resulting in a important vorticity reduction in the working section.

This document is organized as follows: a description of the wind tunnel is presented in Section 2.
In this section, we also present a dimensional verification of the existing wind tunnel geometry
for compare them with standard criteria on wind tunnel design [32]–[34] and other low-speed
tunnels designs [35]–[37]. Here, we proposed to modify the contraction section and the diffuser.
Section 4 is devoted to the implementation of the Finite Element Method (FEM) and the definition
of the lattice. We use an algorithm to compute the stream function of the irrotational case under a
bidimensional approximation. Experimental measurements of the velocity distribution of incoming
environment flow as a function of the angular velocity of the wind tunnel fan are shown in Section 5.
These measurements are employed as input parameters for numerical simulations of the flow in
the existing tunnel, as well as the tunnel with the proposed modifications. A comparison and a
discussion are presented at the end of the document.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Description and dimensional verification of the tunnel

An open-circuit tunnel is composed of a stabilization chamber, contraction, test section, and a
diffuser (Fig. 1). The stabilization chamber has a flow conditioner to correct the incoming flow
from the environment. The contraction is a section that takes the low-velocity inlet flow to increase
its velocity at the end of the section, where prototypes are located. Subsequently, the flow enters
the test section, and later its velocity is later reduced in the diffuser as it is shown in Fig. 1. The
velocity of the fluid flow is controlled with a fan of variable angular velocity located at the end of the
diffuser. We shall determine if the current wind tunnel is in accordance with standard tunnel designs
in the next subsection. This is relevant because there are several experimental studies that show that
wind tunnel design may drastically change the quality of the flow inside in the test section. These
studies on wind tunnels defined standard design criteria that ensure the best performance [32].
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Fig. 1. Schematic of the open-circuit wind tunnel. Digitalized plot of the wind tunnel in Universidad ECCI (left). The
parts of tunnel are: (1) flow conditioner, (2) stabilizer chamber, (3) contraction section, (4) test section, and (5) the
diffuser. The wind tunnel (right).

2.2. Components and dimensions of the wind tunnel

Test section. Generally, the design of the wind tunnels is defined from the dimensions of the test
chamber or working section. The size of this section defines the largest dimensions of the models
inside it [38]. Typically, prototypes cannot be larger than 80% of the working section size. The
function of the test chamber is to allow measuring quantities regarding the aerodynamic perfor-
mance of any prototype inside it. The measurement of forces that flow exerts on the object such as
the lift and drag are performed in the test section [34]. Additionally, this section is also employed
to visualize the flow lines around the model. In the existing wind tunnel we have a test section
whose shape is a rectangular cuboid of dimensions L2

5 × L6 where L5 = 0, 25 m is the base (and
the height) L6 = 2L5 the length.

Diffuser. This section is designed to decrease the fluid flow velocity with the least possible loss
of energy. It is usually desirable to reduce the speed in the shortest distance possible, without
separating the flow [39]. The flow through a diffuser depends on its geometry, defined by the
following area ratio ζdiffuser = Aout/Aint = (π/4) (Rout/Rin)2, where Aout is the circular area at
the diffuser exit. That exit is a circle of radius Rout = 0, 315 m and Aint is the transversal area of
the test section, where L5/2 := Rin = 0, 125 m. Generally, ζdiffuser ∈ [2, 3] and the angle defining
the slope (with respect the horizontal) of the diffuser θe = arcsin [(Rout −Rin)/L7] must be in the
interval 2o < θe < 3, 5o with a preference for the lowest angles. Measurements of θe on the existing
tunnel show that they are outside the established range, as well as the area ratio as it is shown in
Table. I.

Table I. Comparison between the suggested dimensions expected on standard design and the values measured on the
existing wind tunnel.

Parameter Suggested values by design Current values
ζdiffuser 2,01 4,99
θe (degrees) 3 8,99
ζstabilizer 7 9
L2 (m) 0,33 0,15

Number of cells 9900 13500
Hydraulic diameter of the cell D(cell)

h (mm) 5,5 5

Stabilizer section. This section is included to correct the flow at the tunnel entrance by using a
flow conditioner to stabilize the air currents. As occurs with the diffuser, the dimensions of the sta-
bilizer section are set according to an area ratio ζstabilizer = L2

1/L
2
5, which should be in the interval
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ζstabilizer ∈ [7, 8] [34], and the length L2 of stabilizer section is defined with the hydraulic diameter
Dh = 2L2 = L1 of the stabilizer section 2. Table I lists the current values of the stabilizer section,
as well as the corresponding expected ones by design.

Flow conditioner. The existing wind tunnel flow conditioner consists of a duct mesh with a
circular cross-section of radius 0, 5 cm. Flow conditioners are essential to reduce the turbulence
intensity and flow re-circulation, being the honeycomb mesh one of the most used in Wind tun-
nel designs [40]. In principle, the structural rigidity of the mesh must be enough to withstand
forces applied during operation without significant deformation [32], [33]. For circular, square, or
hexagonal flow conditioners with L2/D

cell
h = 6 and equal tube areas, the loss coefficients K for

each conditioner are 0, 30, 0, 25 and 0, 20. Here, D(cell)
h is the hydraulic diameter of the cell, and

L2 is the length of a cell that corresponds to the value of the length of the stabilization chamber.
Approximately 150 honeycomb cells (for hexagonal flow conditioners) are defined per diameter
for the stabilization chamber. A total of 25.000 cells needed in the flow conditioner is suggested.
However, this can only be achieved in large-size wind tunnels [34].

Contraction. The contraction is a critical part in the design because it may have the largest im-
pact on the flow quality in the test section [32], [33]. Standard design suggests that L/L1 must be
set at 1, 25, where L is the length of the contraction section (measured along the x-axis). Not only
the dimensions of the contraction section, but also its shape plays an important role in the design,
and there are simple but efficient analytic approaches to define the contraction curve. One of them
is to define a polynomial whose coefficients are set depending on the dimensions of cross-sections
in the stabilizer and the test section.

Contraction curve in two-dimensions

The contraction is designed with a continuous and soft curve to minimize the negative effects when
the cross section of the duct is decreased. If f is a polynomial of degree 3 defining the contraction
curve in two-dimensions (Fig. 2, left), then f(x) =

∑3
n=0Cnx

n with Cn real coefficients, which
can be set depending on the length of the contraction section L, the length H of the entrance,
and the length h at the exit of the contraction. Additionally, f(x) is forced to pass through the
middle point f

(
L
2

)
= 1

2

(
H
2

+ h
2

)
= 1

4
(H + h). Coefficient C0 is found by evaluating the function

at zero, f(0) = Co = H
2

. Since the function must have the middle point (L
2
, 1
4
(H + h)), then

f
(
L
2

)
= H

2
+ C1

(
L
2

)
+ C2

(
L
2

)2
+ C3

(
L
2

)3
= 1

4
(H + h). Similarly, we demand that f(x) must

have the point (L, h/2); this is f(L) = H
2

+ C1L + C2L
2 + C3L

3 = h
2
.

These equations are not enough to find the polynomial coefficients. For this reason, it is necessary
to impose another condition consisting on the annulment of the first derivative of f at x = 0 or
x = L. Explicitly, the first derivative isDxf(x) = C1+2C2x+3C3x

2. Hence, Dxf(0) = 0 = C1.
They system can be written as ÂC = b, where

2In the current setup (Fig. 1), this recommended relationship between the stabilizer length L2 and the inlet hydraulic
diameter Dh is not satisfied. In the re-designed version of the wind tunnel in Fig. 3, the ratio L2 = Dh/2 is fulfilled.

INGENIERÍA • VOL. 27 • NO. 1 • ISSN 0121-750X • E-ISSN 2344-8393 • UNIVERSIDAD DISTRITAL FRANCISCO JOSÉ DE CALDAS 5 of 23
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Â =

(
(L/2)2 (L/2)3

L2 L3

)
, C =

(
C2

C3

)
, and b = (h−H)

(
1/4
1/2

)
.

The solution of this 2 × 2 linear system is C = Â−1b this is (C2, C3) = 8(h−H)
L3 (3L/16,−1/8).

It is also possible to use the condition Dxf(L) = 0 to find the coefficients, thus obtaining the
same result for C1, C2 and C3. In sum, the contraction curve is f(x) =

∑3
n=0Cnx

n with Co =
H
2
, C1 = 0, C2 = 3

2

(
h−H
L2

)
, and C3 =

(
H−h
L3

)
. A plot of f(x) is shown in Fig. 2-(left). The

other contraction curve is obtaining by a reflection with respect the x-axis as it is shown in Fig. 2-
(right), where

f±(x) =
3∑

n=0

c±nx
n with c±n = ±Cn. (1)

Contraction curves in three-dimensions

It is possible to use the contraction curves on the plane f±(x) in order to build the contraction sec-
tion in the three-dimensional space. A curve in the space can be written as Γ = {r(χ) : a < χ < b},
where χ is the trajectory parameter. We define the contraction curves in the space as follows:

Γ{s1,s2}(χ) = {(χ, fs1(χ), fs2(χ)) : 0 < χ <L} (2)

where {s1, s2} are signs used to denote the fourth curves of the contraction section Γ{+,+}(χ),
Γ{+,−}(χ), Γ{−,+}(χ) and Γ{−,−}(χ) which define its boundary. In Fig. 3 (left), we show the con-
traction section by setting L, H and h with the same values used for bi-dimensional curves on
Fig. 2. Finally, the wind tunnel including the proposed dimensions by design in Table I is shown in
Fig. 3. To this aim, formulas in Eqs. (1) and (2) are employed to analytically define the parametric
components of the curve, which can be introduced in 3D design software e.g. Solidworks. We
would like to stress that there are other alternatives to choosing contraction curves, such as higher
order polynomials. This topic is studied by author in Ref. [41].

There are other strategies to properly design the contraction curve of a wind tunnel [42]–[44]
to reduce the wind tunnel losses and provide a high quality flow at the working section. For the
case of low-speed wind tunnels, the contraction curve can be modeled by using polynomials of
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Fig. 2. 2D Contraction curve. Cubic interpolation (left) Reflected curve (right). Black, red, and blue points are located
at (0, H/2), (L/2, (H + h)/4) and (L, h/2) respectively. We used the following values L = 127cm, H = 100cm
and h = 40cm on these plots.
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Fig. 3. Modified wind tunnel. This plot is a modified version of the existing tunnel in Fig. 1 and includes suggested
values for standard wind tunnels design.

n − th order typically n = 3, 4, 5, or higher. A study regarding wind tunnels under the irrational
incompressible model in Ref. [44] showed that contraction curves up to the 5th order without
quadratic contribution provide good results at low velocities. There are also techniques concerning
cubic spline curves, whose control points are properly set to enhance the the outflow at the end of
the contraction section [42].

3. Governing equations
The dynamics of fluid flow are based on momentum, mass, and energy conservation laws. The set
of mathematical expressions regarding these laws in fluids mechanics are known as Navier-Stokes
equations. The Navier-Stokes momentum equation [45] for compressible fluid flow is

ρ(∂tv + v · ∇v) = −∇P + µ∇2v +
µ

3
∇(∇ · v) + ρg

where v is the velocity field, P the pressure, µ the viscosity, g the gravity and ρ the density. The
conservation of mass is given by the continuity equation

∂tρ+∇ · (ρv) = 0.

This work is limited to study the fluid in stationary conditions. For the continuity equation, this
implies ∂tρ = 0. In general, the density into a wind tunnel is not uniform, since the air is a
compressible fluid. However, it is possible to use the incompressibility approximation for low-
speed wind tunnels where the spatial variation of density is negligible. Under these conditions, the
mass conservation law is

∇ · v = 0. (3)

Thus the steady momentum equation (∂tv) takes the form of

ρv · ∇v = −∇P + µ∇2v + ρg. (4)

The energy equation under steady conditions is

ρ(v · ∇)

(
cvT +

v2

2

)
= ρg · v −∇ · (pv) +∇ ·

[
2µ∇

(
v2

2

)
+ µω × v

]
+ κ∇2T (5)

where ω = ∇ × ~v is the vorticity, T is temperature, cv the specific heat capacity at constant
volume, and κ is the thermal conductivity. This equation does not consider heating sources such as
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absorption or emission of radiation, but it considers heat transfer due to temperature gradients. In
wind aerodynamics, it is generally reasonable to assume that air is a perfect gas, which implies that
intermolecular forces are negligible. The equation of state of the ideal gas is P = ρRT , where R

is the ideal gas constant. The energy of the ideal gas is U = CvT , with Cv being the heat capacity
and the energy per unit of volume ρcvT . The system of Eqs. (3),(4),(5), and the state equation must
be solved for the velocity components and the thermodynamic variables. This system of equations
does not have a general analytical solution, and the problem is adressed with numerical methods.
The system can be simplified depending on the regime of the flow. For instance, if the fluid flow
in the tunnel is assumed to be laminar, the advective contributions (terms regarding the operator
v · ∇) are small. If the fluid flow in the tunnel is laminar, the Mach number is small and the spatial
variation of density negligible; then, it is possible to use the Bernoulli’s principle

1

2
ρv2 + ρgy + P = constant

if we move along a stream line with y being the elevation of the point above a reference plane. In
fact, the Bernoulli’s principle is a consequence of the energy conservation along a single stream
line of the fluid. Another approach to greatly simplify the problem is to model the tunnel as a bi-
dimensional channel. Here, the continuity equation in two dimensions∇ · v = ∂xvx + ∂yvy = 0 is
satisfied by defining the components of velocity as vx = ∂yψ and vy = −∂xψ, where ψ = ψ(x, y) is
the two-dimensional stream function. This function can be obtained from the vorticity ω = ∇× v
via the Poisson’s equation3

∇2ψ = −ω
which reduces to the Laplace equation ∇2ψ = 0 when fluid is considered irrotational. Modelling
wind tunnels under a incopressible and irrotational assumptions simplifies a lot the equations of
motion and it is possible to use potential flow solvers (see Ref. [44]), but this approach is limited
to low-speed wind tunnels.

4. Implementation of the numerical method
The Finite Difference FDM and Finite Element Methods FEM are standard numerical methods
used for solving ordinary and partial differential equations. Even when there are software pack-
ages which enables to solve traditional problems in Computational Fluid Dynamics and Engi-
neering [46]–[50], it is still useful to implement and programme the FEM including the meshing
not only for fluid mechanics problems but also other problems in physics and engineering [51]–
[55] [56]–[58].

This section focuses on the application of the FEM in order to obtain numerically the stream
function in the wind tunnel for an irrotational case, in oder words, when vorticity is negligible. A
brief description of the interpolation functions, the discretization of the Laplace’s equation for the
stream function and the definition of the two-dimensional mesh inside the tunnel will be shown.

3This equation is combined with the steady vorticity equation

ω · ∇v = ν∇2ω

which is obtained by taking the curl of Eq. (4). This is valid for low Mach numbers.
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4.1. Global and local elements
Let us consider a two-dimensional domain, where a mesh of elements has been defined with
e = 1, . . . ,M and M is the total number of elements. We shall use triangular elements in the
plane, where N is the number of global elements and numbered with the index α = 1, . . . , N .
Each triangular element (e) has three nodes located at the vertices of the triangle with positions
x
(e)
m , where m = 1, 2, 3 as it is shown in Fig. 4. Two coordinate systems are then defined. The
XY frame is a reference system used to define the global positions. On the other hand, the posi-
tions of the nodes in the xy frame will define the positions of those nodal points with respect to
the center of each element. The geometrical center of each element, the centroid, is localized at
(X

(e)
c , Y

(e)
c ) (with respect to the XY frame) and is computed as an average of the local positions

X
(e)
c = 1

3

∑3
m=1X

(e)
m and Y (e)

c = 1
3

∑3
m=1 Y

(e)
m , where (X

(e)
m , Y

(e)
m ) is the m-th nodal position of

the elmement (e).

Fig. 4. Local elements employed in our simulations.

4.2. Linear interpolation functions

Three local functions Φ
(e)
m (r) with m = 1, 2, 3 are defined on the nodes of each element. If they are

linear, then Φ
(e)
m (r) = a

(e)
m + b

(e)
m x+ c

(e)
m y, where a(e)m , b(e)m y c(e)m are coefficients. Local functions are

shown Fig. 4-(right), and they are have the following property Φ
(e)
m (rn) = δm,n. The coefficients

a
(e)
m are a constant a(1)m = a

(2)
m = a

(3)
m = 1/3 [59], and the coefficients b(e)m can be computed

with the local positions with respect to the centroid as follows: b(e)1 = 1
2A(e)

(
y
(e)
2 − y

(e)
3

)
, b(e)2 =

1
2A(e)

(
y
(e)
3 − y

(e)
1

)
, and b(e)3 = 1

2A(e)

(
y
(e)
1 − y

(e)
2

)
. Similarly, the coefficients c(e)m are

c
(e)
1 =

x
(e)
3 − x

(e)
2

2A(e)
, c

(e)
2 =

x
(e)
1 − x

(e)
3

2A(e)
, c

(e)
3 =

x
(e)
2 − x

(e)
1

2A(e)
, and A(e) =

1

2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
1 x

(e)
1 y

(e)
1

1 x
(e)
2 y

(e)
2

1 x
(e)
3 y

(e)
3

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
the area of each element. The last determinant gives the area, assuming that local nodes are num-
bered in a counter-clock wise sense. Otherwise, this expression result in minus the area of the
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element. The node positions are computed as follows: x(e)m = X
(e)
m −X(e)

c , and y(e)m = Y
(e)
m − Y (e)

c .
This corresponds to a translation due to a change of reference frame. The global functions are
defined as follows: Φα(r) =

∑M
e=1 ∆

(e)
αmΦ

(e)
m (r), where ∆

(e)
αm is a boolean matrix that is 1 when the

local node m of the element (e) is the global node α Otherwise, it is zero.

4.3. Irrotational flow
An approach to the laminar incrompressible flow at low velocities is to assume that vorticity is small
everywhere. This implies that the stream function satisfies a Laplace’s equation

(
∂2x + ∂2y

)
ψ(r) =∑2

i=1 ∂
2
xi
ψ(r) = 0, where vx = ∂yψ and vy = −∂xψ. Defining S as the surface of the longitudinal

section of the wind tunnel then
∮
S

Φα(r)
∑2

i=1 ∂
2
xi
ψ(r)dS = 0, expanding the stream function on

the basis {Φα(r)}α=1,...,N with N the total gobal nodes in S.Then,

ψ(r) =
N∑
β=1

ψβΦβ(r) then
N∑
β=1

2∑
i=1

[∮
S

Φα(r)∂2xiΦβ(r)dS

]
ψβ = 0.

The last expression can be integrated by parts

−
N∑
β=1

2∑
i=1

[∮
S

∂xiΦα(r)∂xiΦβ(r)dS

]
ψβ +

[∮
C

Φ∗α(r)∂nΦ(r)dl

]
= 0,

where ∂n is the normal derivative and the closed loopC is the boundary of S. Considering Dirichlet
boundary conditions on C and defining M as the total number of inner nodes in S, then

N∑
β=1

Kαβψβ = Fα where Kαβ :=
2∑
i=1

∮
S

∂xiΦα(r)∂xiΦβ(r)dS and Fα := −
N∑

β=M+1

Kαβψ
∗
β

(6)
with r∗ ∈ C boundary points, and ψ∗β = ψ(r∗β) the values of the stream function on C, which
defines the Dirichlet conditions.

4.4. Two-dimensional lattice: planar channel approximation
In this section a lattice construction in the internal geometry of the wind tunnel will be described.
We start with a two-dimensional approximation of the tunnel, considering it as a two-dimensional
channel. We define N ′ as the number of boundary points. Procedure is a follows : we measured
the positions of the boundary points of the tunnel. Later, all dimensions were rescaled with total
length L of the tunnel, so the rescaled coordinates at the exit of the tunnel have an x-coordinate
equal to the unit. We have defined four subsets of points B1,B2,B3 and B4 with the boundary
points, where B1 is the upper boundary, B2 the lower boundary, B3 the inlet, and B4 the outlet.

The whole boundary is B = B1∪B2∪B3∪B4. A picture of the existing wind tunnel is shown
in Fig. 1 (right). We have defined a piece-wise function f(x) by using the points of B1. Here,
f(x) is built by joining the points boundary points (x1, y1), . . . , (xNs , yNs) with Ns = dim(B1)
with straight lines. This is f(x) = mj(x)(x − xj(x)) + yj(x), where j(x) is a function of x ∈ [0, 1],
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which returns an integer number which labels the interval of piece-wise function j(x) = i if x ∈
[xi, xi+1]. Similarly, we used the same technique to define another piece-wise function ”g(x) < 0”
corresponding to the lower boundary B2 of the wind tunnel. The functions f and g are used to
define the inner points since these points satisfy (x, y) ∈ S if g(x) < y < f(x) ∀(x/L) ∈
(0, 1), where S is the inner region. We wrote a short code in Mathematica to fill the region with
points arranged in hexagonal lattice. Finally, a simple algothm in C++ was used to perform the
Delaunay Triangulation of the points (Fig. 5).

Fig. 5. Meshing of the domain. Numbers in the boundary nodes corresponds to the stream function.

The velocity at the entrance B3 is denoted as vin. We may use the following condition vout =
vin(yA − yD)/(yD − yC) based on the mass conservation law to fix the velocity at the outlet B4.
The inlet velocity is uniform, so the boundary condition on the stream function ψ at the entrance is

ψ(0, y) = vin(y − yD) ∀ y ∈B3

since vin = ∂yψ(0, y). Similarly, the boundary condition on the stream function at the outlet is

ψ(0, y) = vout(y − yC) ∀ y ∈B4.

The stream function in the upper boundary is set as follows:

ψ(x, y) = vin(yA − yC) ∀ (x, y) ∈B1,

and the stream function at the lower boundary is set as zero

ψ(x, y) = 0 ∀ (x, y) ∈B2.

5. Measurements
We have performed measurements at the entrance of the tunnel in order to find experimentally
the distributions of the velocity, pressure and temperature. To this aim, we used a weather sensor
including an anemometer, thermometer, and a barometer. The wind speed range of the sensor is
[0, 1 , 29]m/s with a speed resolution of 0, 1m/s and wind speed accuracy of±3%. The barometer
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measures pressures from 150 to 1150 hPa (hecto pascals), with an accuracy of 1hPa and a resolution
of 0, 03hPa. The temperature range of the device is −20oC to 50oC with ±0, 5oC of accuracy and
0, 1oC of resolution.

Measurements were performed at the center of the cells of a rectangular lattice defined at the
entrance with dimensions δxδy with δx = Lx/N and δy = Ły/N , with Lx = Ly = 75cm and N =
12. The lenght of the square cell LxLy was chosen so that it fitted with the area of the anemometer.
The center of the anemometer of the (i, j)-th measuerment was located at xi = (2i − 1) δx

2
and

yj = (2j − 1) δy
2

. We performed 144 measurements of the inlet velocity, pressure, and temperature
for the following values: 10, 27, and 53 Hz of angular velocity of the fan. The values of velocity,
pressure and temperature for 10 Hz are shown in Table. II. Similar tables were built for 27 and 53
Hz.

Table II. Inlet parameters. Measurements on the entrance of the wind tunnel for 10Hz.
i j vz(m/s) T ( ◦C) P (Pa) i j vz(m/s) T ( ◦C) P (Pa)

1 1 0,3±0,04 20,1 727,46 4 1 0,3±0,02 20,1 727,47

1 2 0,3±0,03 20 727,43 4 2 0,4±0,02 20 727,41

1 3 0,4±0,04 20 727,39 4 3 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,37

1 4 0,3±0,04 19,9 727,44 4 4 0,5±0,02 19,9 727,35

1 5 0,3±0,04 20,1 727,47 4 5 0,5±0,02 19,9 727,29

1 6 0,3±0,03 20,2 727,47 4 6 0,5±0,02 20 727,34

1 7 0,4±0,04 20 727,45 4 7 0,5±0,02 20 727,4

1 8 0,4±0,04 20 727,44 4 8 0,4±0,02 20 727,38

1 9 0,3±0,04 20,1 727,39 4 9 0,4±0,02 20 727,35

1 10 0,3±0,04 20 727,46 4 10 0,4±0,02 20 727,42

1 11 0,3±0,03 20,1 727,47 4 11 0,4±0,02 20,1 727,47

1 12 0,3±0,04 20,1 727,45 4 12 0,3±0,04 20,1 727,47

2 1 0,3±0,02 19,8 727,38 5 1 0,3±0,02 20,1 727,35

2 2 0,3±0,02 19,9 727,35 5 2 0,4±0,02 20 727,34

2 3 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,4 5 3 0,4±0,02 20 727,37

2 4 0,4±0,02 19,8 727,35 5 4 0,5±0,02 20 727,38

2 5 0,4±0,02 19,8 737,38 5 5 0,5±0,02 20 727,37

2 6 0,5±0,02 19,8 727,35 5 6 0,5±0,02 20 727,37

2 7 0,5±0,02 19,8 727,35 5 7 0,5±0,02 20 727,4

2 8 0,5±0,02 19,8 727,37 5 8 0,5±0,02 20 727,35

2 9 0,5±0,02 19,8 727,39 5 9 0,4±0,02 20,1 727,37

2 10 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,37 5 10 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,37

2 11 0,4±0,02 20 727,44 5 11 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,29

2 12 0,3±0,04 20 727,45 5 12 0,3±0,02 19,9 727,4

3 1 0,3±0,02 20,1 727,46 6 1 0,4±0,04 20 727,28

3 2 0,3±0,02 20 724,44 6 2 0,7±0,02 20 727,27

3 3 0,4±0,02 19,9 724,37 6 3 0,7±0,02 20 727,37

3 4 0,5±0,02 19,9 724,37 6 4 0,6±0,02 20 727,32

3 5 0,5±0,02 19,8 724,37 6 5 0,5±0,02 20 727,27

3 6 0,5±0,02 19,9 727,47 6 6 0,5±0,02 20 727,37

3 7 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,37 6 7 0,6±0,02 19,8 727,27

3 8 0,5±0,02 19,8 727,35 6 8 0,5±0,02 19,9 727,29

3 9 0,5±0,02 19,8 727,37 6 9 0,5±0,02 19,9 727,34

3 10 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,37 6 10 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,37

3 11 0,4±0,02 20,1 724,45 6 11 0,4±0,02 20 727,37

3 12 0,3±0,04 20 727,48 6 12 0,3±0,04 19,9 727,37

i j vz(m/s) T ( ◦C) P (Pa) i j vz(m/s) T ( ◦C) P (Pa)

7 1 0,3±0,02 19,9 727,44 10 1 0,3±0,02 19,9 727,45

7 2 0,4±0,02 20 727,4 10 2 0,3±0,02 19,9 727,37

7 3 0,4±0,02 20 727,41 10 3 0,4±0,02 19,8 727,37

7 4 0,5±0,02 20 727,35 10 4 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,35

7 5 0,5±0,02 20 727,28 10 5 0,5±0,02 19,9 727,37

7 6 0,6±0,02 20,1 724,25 10 6 0,5±0,02 19,9 727,37

7 7 0,6±0,02 20 724,28 10 7 0,5±0,02 19,9 727,37

7 8 0,5±0,02 20 727,3 10 8 0,5±0,02 20 727,39

7 9 0,5±0,02 20 727,35 10 9 0,5±0,02 20 727,37

7 10 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,38 10 10 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,37

7 11 0,4±0,02 19,8 727,28 10 11 0,4±0,02 19,8 727,37

7 12 0,4±0,03 20 727,3 10 12 0,3±0,02 20 727,4

8 1 0,3±0,02 20 727,3 11 1 0,3±0,02 19,9 727,37

8 2 0,4±0,02 20,1 727,45 11 2 0,3±0,02 19,9 727,37

8 3 0,4±0,02 20 727,44 11 3 0,3±0,02 19,9 727,42

8 4 0,4±0,02 20 727,42 11 4 0,4±0,02 20 727,37

8 5 0,5±0,02 20 727,35 11 5 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,37

8 6 0,5±0,02 20 727,37 11 6 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,37

8 7 0,6±0,02 19,7 727,37 11 7 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,37

8 8 0,5±0,02 19,8 727,37 11 8 0,5±0,02 20 727,42

8 9 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,37 11 9 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,37

8 10 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,42 11 10 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,37

8 11 0,4±0,02 19,9 727,4 11 11 0,3±0,02 19,9 727,4

8 12 0,3±0,03 20 727,42 11 12 0,3±0,03 19,9 727,37

9 1 0,3±0,02 20 727,35 12 1 0,3±0,03 19,9 727,32

9 2 0,4±0,02 20 727,37 12 2 0,4±0,04 19,9 727,43

9 3 0,4±0,02 20 727,34 12 3 0,3±0,04 19,9 727,39

9 4 0,4±0,02 20 727,27 12 4 0,4±0,04 19,9 727,44

9 5 0,5±0,02 19,9 727,32 12 5 0,4±0,04 19,9 727,47

9 6 0,5±0,02 20 727,35 12 6 0,3±0,04 19,9 727,47

9 7 0,5±0,02 20 727,37 12 7 0,4±0,04 19,9 727,45

9 8 0,5±0,02 20 727,4 12 8 0,3±0,04 19,9 727,44

9 9 0,5±0,02 19,9 727,4 12 9 0,3±0,04 19,9 727,39

9 10 0,4±0,02 20 727,42 12 10 0,3±0,04 19,9 727,37

9 11 0,4±0,02 20 727,34 12 11 0,3±0,04 19,9 727,32

9 12 0,3±0,03 19,9 727,45 12 12 0,2±0,05 19,8 727,28

Although the frequency of the fan remained constant for each set of measurements, the flow speed
at the inlet was not perfectly stationary and showed small variations, which ranged from 5 to 10%
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depending on the point where the measurement was made. In general, the fluctuations were slightly
larger near the tunnel walls.

The pressure and temperature for 53 Hz are shown in Fig. 6. Small variations of pressure and tem-
perature Fig. 6 are normal fluctuations due to the atmosphere. The average value of the barometric
pressure 〈P 〉 and Temperature 〈T 〉 in the inlet are in Table. III for 10, 27 and 57 Hz. The averages
are computed with the 144 measurements in the inlet, where σ and e are the standard deviation and
relative errors, respectively. The mean values for pressure and temperature are independent of the
fan frequency, since the the inlet is open to the atmosphere.

Table III. Mean values and error estimate of the inlet flow.
Frequency Mean Standard Relative Barometric Relative Temperature Relative
of the fan velocity deviation error pressure error error
f (Hz) < vin >N (m/s) σv ev < P > (Pa) eP < T > (oC) eT

10 0,4097 0, 0866 21, 38% 727,304 0, 14% 19,9486 0, 14%

27 1,7479 0, 2809 16, 21% 727,26 0, 004% 19,6854 0, 43%

53 4,1153 0, 5070 12, 32% 727,135 0, 005% 19,5480 0, 79%

Fig. 6. Pressure (left) and temperture (right) at the inlet for 53 Hz.

In principle, it is expected to measure a uniform inlet velocity. However, it was observed vari-
ations in all velocity profiles for each fan frequency as shown in Fig. 7. These variations can be
attributed to asymmetries in the diffuser, but also to the current design of the contraction section.
In simulations, we take average of the inlet velocity as boundary condition. These average, along
with their corresponding errors, are presented in Table. III.

Other sources of error on the fluid velocity measurements are the re-circulation and the fan noise.
The flow generally tends to be turbulent at the fan outlet. Although, the wind tunnel studied is
open, the entire structure is confined in a closed space4. Therefore, the fluid from the fan outlet
will enter the tunnel again at some point, and this will eventually affect the flow quality in the
entire wind tunnel. The noise generated by the fan and the non-direct air re-circulation are factors

4If the wind tunnel is not confined in the laboratory but open to the atmosphere, it is also affected by the weather
and winds.
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Fig. 7. Left to Right. Inlet velocity profile for 10, 20, and 53 Hz .

difficult to control in open wind tunnels. Nevertheless, there are techniques for closed wind tunnels
to reduce this type of noise, such as applying melamine foam on walls sections of the tunnel and
the installation of acoustic baffle between walls of the tunnel [60].

6. Numerical simulations
We have to computeKαβ in order to solve the linear set of equations Eq. (6). By using the definition
of the global functions, then

Kαβ =
2∑
i=1

∮
S

∂xiΦα(r)∂xiΦβ(r)dS =
⋃

e∈D(α)

⋃
ẽ∈D(β)

∆(e)
αm∆(e)

αnK
(e,ẽ)
mn (7)

where D(α) is the set of elements associated to the global node α, and K(e,ẽ)
mn . Then, the local

version of Kαβ is

K(e,ẽ)
mn =

2∑
i=1

∮
S

∂xiΦ
(e)
m (r)∂xiΦ

(ẽ)
n (r)dS.

In practice, the computation of D(α) = {e1, e2, . . . , edα} can be done strightfowardly from the
boolean matrix since e ∈ D(α) if

∑3
m=1 ∆

(e)
αm 6= 0 for any elment (e) of the lattice. Since Eq. (7)

has a lot of zero elements, then D(α) plays an important role because we may avoid the compu-
tational cost related to keep unnecessary zeros by computing the intersection between sets D of
different global nodes. Therefore, Kαβ =

⋃
e∈D(α)∩D(β) ∆

(e)
αm∆

(e)
αnK

(e)
mn. We used the function In-

tersection of Wolfram Mathematica 9.0 [61] to compute D(α) ∩ D(β). The local K(e,e)
mn = K

(e)
mn

for linear interpolation functions is K(e)
mn = A(e)(b

(e)
m b

(e)
n + c

(e)
m c

(e)
n ), and it can be evaluated straight-

forwardly from the parameters obtained in the Delaunay triangulation. Once the diffusion matrix is
computed, the vector Fα with the boundary conditions of the stream function is evaluated, and the
system of equations given by Eq. (6) is solved. To this aim, it is standard to implement a Gradient
Conjugated Method [62], however we simply decided to use the function NSolve of Mathematica.
The numerical results of the stream function are shown in Fig. 8.

The velocity field under the irrotational approximation is shown in Fig. 9 (left). This field is
obtained from the stream function ψ(x, y) with the identity v = (∂yψ,−∂xψ). To this aim, the
values of the stream function on the elements nodes (see Fig. 5) are linearly interpolated to obtain
a symbolic formula in Mathematica, and later that expression is derived.
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Fig. 8. Stream lines considering irrotational flow and two-dimensional approximation (left). Stream lines of the 3D
system for 10 Hz without the irrationality condition.

The magnitude of the velocity along the x-axis under the irrotational approximation is shown
in Fig. 9-right. The velocity value increases as the air flows along the contraction section. Later,
it reaches its maximum velocity in the working section. In this section, the velocity profile has a
plateau since the cross-section area is constant. Subsequently, the velocity decreases in the diffuser.
This velocity profile is mainly a consequence of the restriction imposed by the incompressibility
approximation given by the continuity equation∇ · v = 0. This leads to the condition A(x)〈vx〉 =
constant with A(x) the cross-section area of the wind tunnel and 〈vx〉 the average x-velocity. Note
that, in the bidimensionnal approximation of the wind tunnel, the cross-section only changes in one
dimension, this is A(x) = ly(x)lx with lx a constant and ly(x) the vertical separation between the
bottom and top boundaries of the tunnel at a distance x. Hence, the continuity in the bidimensional
approximation reads 〈vx〉ly(x) = constant′. Using this equation, the velocity in the working
section can be obtained from the inlet velocity vinlet as follows:

vx(x, 0) =
ly(x)

ly(0)
vinlet

since the velocity in the working section under this approximation is practically uniform 〈vx〉 =
vx(x, 0). For the existing tunnel ly(0) = (0, 1562 − (−0, 1464))L = 0, 3027L and ly(0, 5) =
(0, 03988 − (−0, 0482))L = 0, 0881L (Fig. 9, left), then the velocity ratio in the working section
is vx(x=0,5,0)

vinlet
= ly(x=0,5)

ly(0)
= 3, 4347 as it is shown in Fig. 9 (right).

The data in Table IV was used to establish the boundary conditions of the numerical problem.
The Stream function at the inlet B3 is computed by integration of the inlet velocity components.
Since the flow is under the incompressible approximation, then we used the continuity to establish
the boundary conditions of the stream function at the outlet B4. The values of the stream function
at B1 and B2 are kept constant, defining one of these constant as zero in the lower boundary B2.

In our case, we used the default Solidworks solver for low Mach Numbers based on the Finite
Volume Method, also known as Simpler Method. At the entrance of the wind tunnel, the pressure
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Fig. 9. Simulation under the irrotational assumption. Vector field (left) and velocity along the tunnel axis (right). The
dashed line is the upper boundary of the wind tunnel.
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Table IV. Average inlet flow
frequency mean velocity Reynolds Number Flux Mass flux
f (Hz) < vx >N (m/s) Re V̇int(m

3/s) ρV̇int(kg/s)

10 0,4097 2, 0763× 104 0,2305 0,2823
27 1,7479 8, 8577× 104 0,9832 1,2044
53 4,1153 2, 0854× 105 2,3148 2,8357

(in this case the atmospheric pressure) was specified. At the exit, the mass flow is used as boundary
condition. The non-slip condition (zero speed) on the inner walls of the wind tunnel was specified.
Regarding the measurements that were made experimentally from the velocity field at the entrance
of the wind tunnel, then we know the mass flow in the input V̇int corresponding to the multiplication
of the average speed by the entrance area Sin, which is equivalent to compute the flux integral. The
inlet flux can be computed by using the continuity equation

∮
S
~v·d~S = −

∫
Sin

vxdSx+
∫
Sout

vxdSx =
0 with Sout the cross-section area at another section in the tunnel e.g. the test section. The inlet flux
is

V̇int = −
∫
Sin

vxdSx = −
∫ Ly

0

∫ Lz

0

vx(x, y, z)dydz = −LyLz < vx >N→∞

with < vx >N= 1
N2

∑N
i=1

∑N
j=1 vx(0, yi, zj) the average inlet velocity. For our measurements,

we have an approximated value of V̇int since the size of anemometer only enables us to measure
N = 12 values. At the outlet, it is difficult to measure the velocity distribution because of the fan
located at the exit of the wind tunnel. However, we may still use the continuity to compute V̇out
by multiplication of V̇int with the ration between the outlet Aout and inlet Ain areas. Hence, the
ρAoutV̇int/Ain was used as boundary condition at the outlet for in our simulations.

The value of the velocity along the x-axis (middle points in the wind tunnel) is shown in Fig. 10.
The solid red line in that figure corresponds to the evaluation of velocity according to the simulation,
and the purple points are measurements of the velocity at points on the middle axis of the working
section. The length of the error bars is estimated with ∆v = uev, where ev is the percentage error
of velocity in the inlet (see Table. III) and u is value registered by the anemometer at a point in
the x-axis. In the working section, one can observe that the numerical and experimental data are in
agreement. We do not provide measurements of the flow in the contraction and diffuser because it
is difficult to place sensor in that section of the wind tunnel.

Fig. 10. Velocity along the tunnel axis for 10Hz. Red solid line and points corresponds to numerical simulation and
measurements, respectively, in the working section (left). The gray dashed lines are represents the boundaries of the
wind tunnel. The working section (right).
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Fig. 11. Pressure distribution (left) and velocity field (right) for 10Hz.

The result of these simulations for 10 Hz are shown in Figs. 8 (right) and 12. Even when the
simulations are conducted with a compressible fluid, we observe that the density variation in the
tunnel is negligible, so, for this frequency, the fluid incompressible, ∇ · v = 0. Similarly, the
vorticity remains small in the tunnel, and velocity field is typical of a laminar flow with no vortices.
This suggests that fluid flow in the tunnel for 10 Hz is practically irrational and incompressible.
Therefore, the simulations of the stream function shown in Fig. 8 are still valid for low velocity
operation of the tunnel, even though they were done assuming a channel in two-dimensions.

Fig. 12. Density distribution (left) and vorticity (right) for 10 Hz.

A comparison between the stream lines of Fig. 11 with the ones in Fig. 8 show that they are in
agreement, except in the diffuser near the fan where the mass flux condition changes the stream
lines.

We have also performed simulations on the geometry proposed in Fig. 3 with a better contraction
curve and according to wind tunnel design criteria (see Figs.13 and 14). We can observe from the
values of density, vorticity, and the velocity field that flow in the contraction and test sections can
be approximated as irrotational and incompressible laminar flow. We would like to stress the fact
that the solution of the Laplace equation for the stream function is laminar by default, because the
incompressible and irrotational flow is a problem governed by a linear partial differential equation.
On the other hand, the simulations performed with the fluid flow simulation package of Solidworks
include the advective terms of the Navier-Stokes equations. Such terms are in part responsible of
the difference between the the stream lines near the outlet of tunnel with and without the irrota-
tional approximation (see Figs.8 and 11).

Fig. 13. Pressure (left) and velocity field (right) for 10Hz.
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Fig. 14. Density (left) and vorticity (right) for 10 Hz.

The results we found for 27 and 53Hz are similar to the ones presented for 10 Hz but with
velocity values in larger range (see Fig. 15). However, we do not rule out the meshes used in these
simulations, along with the Simpler Method, could not sufficiently fine to capture the contributions
of the non-linear terms of the equations correctly. Previous experimental studies [63] they used
Reynolds numbers of the order of 1, 014 × 105, 1, 352 × 105, 1, 690 × 105 in order to find the
thickness value of the layer limit for a NACA23012 profile, where it was assumed that flow behaved
laminarly because its Reynolds number does not exceed the value of Re = 5 × 105. In this work,
the Reynolds number is in the range of 2× 104 < Re < 2, 2× 105, corresponding to the frequency
range of the fan. A comparison of the Reynolds numbers calculated in this document with those
provided in [63] suggests that the flow that would be observed in the wind tunnel studied here is in
the laminar regime.

Fig. 15. Velocity field. 27 Hz (left) and 53 Hz (right).

The distribution of vorticity in the working section is shown shown in Fig. 16. One of the advan-
tages of modifying the contraction section and the diffuser corresponds to an improvement in the
quality of the flow in the working section. If a comparison of the vorticity of the existing tunnel
(see Fig. 1) and its modified version (see Fig. 3) is made, then a less intense vorticity distribution
can be observed in the test section of the modified wind tunnel.

Fig. 16. Vorticity in the working section. The values of vorticity are presented in s−. Vorticity in the working section
of the existing tunnel (left) and the modified tunnel (center) for 10 Hz. Vorticity at 53 Hz (right).

Another factor that can affect the production of vorticity inside the test chamber concerns its
design because it has a lid on its bottom (Fig. 10, right). This is used to cover a hole where a metal
lab bracket can be installed to eventually hold a test object. For low velocities, the impact of the lid
is small, and it can be removed with a better design on the contraction section, but the lid can favor
production of vorticity as the velocity increases. This occurs at 53 Hz in Fig. 16 (right).
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Conclusion
In this study, numerical simulations and experimental measurements were carried out in order to

characterize the flow inside a low-speed wind tunnel. One of the implemented strategies modeled
the tunnel as a two-dimensional system, with a incompressible and irrotational fluid flow. Under
these assumptions, the flow is potential, and it can described by the stream function. In the second
approach, we removed the irrationality and incompressibility conditions, and simulations were per-
formed in three-dimensions. We found that the stream lines into the wind tunnel were quite similar,
regardless of the approach for low flux velocity in the laminar regime, as it was shown in Fig. 9.
This is useful since the fluid flow with irrotational and incompressibility conditions numerically is
is easier to simulate numerically and computationally less expensive than simulations of fluid flow
without these assumptions.

Simulations without incompressibility conditions showed that density variations into the tunnel
were small. This was observed in the density distribution of the real and modified wind tunnel
shown in Figs. 12 and 14. In those figures, there is no density changes up to the 4th significant
digit, which represents a percentage change smaller than 0, 05%. Therefore, the velocity field into
the studied low-speed wind tunnel is practically divergenceless, even though air is a compressible
fluid.

Asymmetries on the wind tunnel walls, fan noise, re-circulation, and the type of tunnel design
can affect the quality of the flow. Spatial variations measured in the inlet of the wind tunnel can be
a combination of all these factors. These problems, attributed mainly to the design of the device,
also affected the measurements in the working section, even when they seemed to be in agreement
with numerical simulations of the velocity on the x-axis. In this study, we proposed changes on the
contraction and diffuser with the aim of enchancing the flow quality. Changes in the contraction
with third-order polynomial curves resulted in an important reduction of vorticity in the working
section of the modified tunnel with respect the original device as it was shown in Fig. 16. This
reduction in the intensity of vorticity is not due to a decrease in the magnitude of velocity, since
both contraction sections (modified and original) connect the same inlet and outlet areas (Fig. 12
and 14) as well as the fact that air behaves as incompressible in the tunnel.

As a future work, it would be interesting to model the inner fluid flow of the wind tunnel by using
numeric-analytic techniques such as collocation methods [64] used for micro channels or mesh-less
methods as the one described in [65].
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[17] M. Tang, M. Böswald, Y. Govers, and M. Pusch, “Identification and assessment of a nonlinear dynamic actuator
model for gust load alleviation in a wind tunnel experiment,” CEAS Aeronautical Journal, vol. 12, pp. 413–126,
Apr. 2021. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13272-021-00504-y. 2

[18] B. H. Goethert, “Transonic wind tunnel testing,” tech. rep., Advisory Group for Aeronautical Research and
Development Paris (France), 1961. 2

[19] J. Kendall, “Wind tunnel experiments relating to supersonic and hypersonic boundary-layer transition,” Aiaa
Journal, vol. 13, no. 3, pp. 290–299, 1975. 2

[20] M. Costantini, T. Lee, T. Nonomura, K. Asai, and C. Klein, “Feasibility of skin-friction field measurements in a
transonic wind tunnel using a global luminescent oil film,” Experiments in Fluids, vol. 62, no. 1, pp. 1–34, 2021.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00348-020-03109-z. 2

[21] D. T. Reese, R. J. Thompson, R. A. Burns, and P. M. Danehy, “Application of femtosecond-laser tagging for
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[33] M. A. G. Hernández, A. I. M. López, A. A. Jarzabek, J. M. P. Perales, Y. Wu, and S. Xiaoxiao, “Design method-
ology for a quick and low-cost wind tunnel,” in Wind tunnel designs and their diverse engineering applications,
IntechOpen, 2013. [Online]. Available : https://doi.org/10.5772/54169. 3, 5

[34] J. B. Barlow, W. H. Rae, and A. Pope, “Low-speed wind tunnel testing,” pp. 19–132, Wiley New York, 1999. 3,
4, 5

[35] N. Nordin, A. Karim, Z. Ambri, S. Othman, and V. R. Raghavan, “Design and development of low subsonic
wind tunnel for turning diffuser application,” vol. 614, pp. 586–591, 2013. https://doi.org/10.4028/
www.scientific.net/AMR.614-615.586. 3

[36] M. Patel and M. Patel, “Design approach to mach number 0.5 low speed subsonic wind tunnel,” 2012. [Online].
Available: https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2015561. 3

[37] M. Arifuzzaman and M. Mohammad, “Design construction and performance test of a low cost subsonic
wind tunnel,” IOSR Journal of Engineering, vol. 10, pp. 83–92, 2012. https://doi.org/10.9790/
3021-021058392. 3
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redondeada,” Revista de la Academia Colombiana de Ciencias Exactas, Fı́sicas y Naturales, vol. 39, pp. 152–
170, Jun. 2015. https://doi.org/10.18257/raccefyn.99. 8

[53] C. Bayona, J. Baiges, and R. Codina, “Variational multiscale approximation of the one-dimensional forced
burgers equation: The role of orthogonal subgrid scales in turbulence modeling,” International Journal for
Numerical Methods in Fluids, vol. 86, no. 5, pp. 313–328, 2018. https://doi.org/10.1002/fld.
4420. 8

[54] R. Salazar, C. Bayona-Roa, and J. Solı́s-Chaves, “Electrostatic field of angular-dependent surface electrodes,”
The European Physical Journal Plus, vol. 135, no. 1, p. 93, 2020. https://doi.org/10.1140/epjp/
s13360-019-00090-3. 8

[55] J. A. S. Del Rio, J. G. A. Marin, S. V. Garcia, D. M. Londoño, and D. A. H. Zuluaga, “Simulation analysis of
a coanda-effect ejector using cfd,” Tecciencia, vol. 12, no. 22, p. 3, 2017. https://doi.org/10.18180/
tecciencia.2017.22.3. 8

[56] J. Parra and R. Rı́os-Linares, “Estudio del comportamiento bajo carga de un chasis para transporte de pasajeros
por medio de la tecnologı́a de elementos finitos en la empresa equitel cumandes sa,” AVANCES : Investigación
en Ingenierı́a, no. 6, pp. 103–109, 2006. 8

[57] J. A. Guerrero, D. C. Martı́nez, and L. M. Méndez, “Análisis biomecánico comparativo entre coronas individ-
uales y restauraciones ferulizadas implanto soportadas mediante el uso del método de los elementos finitos,”
AVANCES: Investigacion en Ingenierı́a, vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 7–17, 2011. 8

[58] J. M. P. Ballesteros, O. A. G. Estrada, and H. G. S. Acevedo, “Detección de daños en una armadura unidimen-
sional por medio del algoritmo de optimización de la luciérnaga y elementos finitos,” Avances: Investigacion en
Ingenierı́a, vol. 13, no. 1, p. 4, 2016. 8

[59] T. Chung, “Computational fluid dynamics,” Cambridge UK, Cambridge university press, 2010. 9
[60] L. D. Santana, M. Carmo, F. M. Catalano, and M. A. Medeiros, “The update of an aerodynamic wind-tunnel for

aeroacoustics testing,” Journal of Aerospace Technology and Management, vol. 6, pp. 111–118, 2014. 14
[61] Wolfram research Inc., Mathematica, “Version 9.0,” Champaign, Illinois, 2012. 14
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