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Abstract

Due to the inherent complexity of the mechanisms needed to prescribe the heave and the pitch motions of optimal
flapping-foil turbines, several research groups are now investigating the potential of using unconstrained motions.
The amplitude, the phase and the frequency of such passive motions are resulting from the interaction of the foil with
the flow and its elastic supports, namely springs and dampers. More specifically, this work proposes an innovative
semi-passive flapping-foil turbine concept with a prescribed sinusoidal heave motion and a passive pitch motion.
Two-dimensional numerical simulations have been carried out at a Reynolds number of 3.9 × 106 based on the chord
length with a foil having its pitch axis located at the quarter-chord point. A parametric study has been conducted by
varying the value of the static moment, which involves the distance between the center of mass and the pitch axis,
and the frequency of the prescribed heave motion. Different responses of the foil have been observed and one of
them corresponds to an energy-extraction regime that is characterized by periodic limit-cycle oscillations of large
amplitudes with a phase lag between the heave and the pitch motions ranging between 90◦ and 105◦. A maximum
efficiency of 45.4% has been reached, hence confirming the great potential of this turbine concept. This works shows
that such good performance is achieved when the center of mass of the foil is located downstream of the pitch axis
and when no leading-edge vortices are formed.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Context
By constraining a foil to undergo combined heave (translational) and pitch (rotational) motions with adequate

kinematics, it is possible to extract a significant amount of energy from a fluid flow (Young et al., 2014; Xiao and
Zhu, 2014). This concept is known as the flapping-foil turbine and it has primarily been developed with the objective
of using it as a hydrokinetic turbine to extract energy from rivers or tidal currents. Efficiencies exceeding 40% have
been obtained when prescribing appropriate heave and pitch motions (Kinsey and Dumas, 2014), which results in
what we refer to as a fully-constrained flapping-foil turbine. However, prescribing these motions presents several
challenges regarding the design of such a device. Indeed, the mechanisms that are used to achieve the desired foil
motions are complex, which can affect the costs and the reliability of the apparatus. Furthermore, the complexity
of these mechanisms can also result in significant power losses due to the friction occurring in the large number of
moving components involved, as reported by Kinsey et al. (2011).

An alternative consisting in a device for which only the pitch motion is prescribed has been proposed (Abiru and
Yoshitake, 2011, 2012; Chen et al., 2018; Deng et al., 2015; Derakhshandeh et al., 2016; Griffith et al., 2016; Huxham
et al., 2012; Shimizu et al., 2008; Sitorus et al., 2015; Teng et al., 2016; Wu et al., 2014, 2015; Zhan et al., 2017; Zhu
et al., 2009; Zhu and Peng, 2009). The heave motion is then said to be passive as the foil is elastically supported with
springs and dampers for this degree of freedom instead of being connected to the turbine structure with rigid links.
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As a result, the heave motion cannot be prescribed and rather results from the interaction of the pitching foil with its
elastic supports and the flow. The use of this simplified turbine concept, known in the literature as the semi-passive
flapping-foil turbine, allows getting rid of the complex coupling mechanisms linking both degrees of freedom that are
needed in the case of the fully-constrained concept. Efficiencies exceeding 30% were reported by Deng et al. (2015)
and Teng et al. (2016), who carried out 2D unconfined numerical simulations, while Abiru and Yoshitake (2011, 2012)
and Huxham et al. (2012) conducted experiments in water channels and measured efficiencies reaching 20%. Griffith
et al. (2016) evaluated the energy-extraction potential of a device for which the foil was replaced by different elliptical
cylinders having an aspect ratio ranging from 1 (circular cylinder) to 6. They showed that the amount of energy
extracted is increasing as the aspect ratio of the elliptical cylinder is increased, hence suggesting that a foil geometry
is optimal for this type of turbine and that turbines solely relying on the vortex-induced vibration phenomenon are
less efficient. While this semi-passive flapping-foil turbine concept is simpler than its fully-constrained counterpart, it
still requires an actuator and a controller in pitch in addition to an electric generator in heave, the latter being usually
modeled as a viscous damper.

A simpler device for which both degrees of freedom are independent and elastically supported has also been
proposed and is known as the fully-passive flapping-foil turbine concept (Peng and Zhu, 2009; Veilleux and Dumas,
2017; Zhu, 2012; Wang et al., 2017; Boudreau et al., 2018). Again, no coupling mechanism is needed with such a
device but, unlike the semi-passive concept presented above, no actuator and no controller are required in pitch. A
few numerical studies showed that different types of response can be observed by varying the values of the structural
parameters governing the turbine dynamics and the flow characteristics (Peng and Zhu, 2009; Veilleux and Dumas,
2017; Wang et al., 2017). Among these different responses, only one is appropriate in an energy extraction perspective
and it is characterized by large amplitudes and periodic heave and pitch motions. This regular response was also
observed experimentally by Boudreau et al. (2018) using a fully-passive turbine prototype in a water channel. The
sensitivity of the turbine performance to seven different parameters affecting the turbine dynamics was evaluated and
a maximum efficiency of 31% was reported by the authors. While this performance has confirmed the potential of the
fully-passive turbine concept, it does not match the best performance reported for the fully-constrained flapping-foil
turbine yet.

The studies conducted on the fully-passive flapping-foil turbine have demonstrated that it is possible to achieve a
good level of performance with a passive pitch motion. Since most of the energy extracted by flapping-foil turbines
comes from the heave motion (Kinsey and Dumas, 2008, 2014; Zhu, 2011), it is logical to connect an electric generator
to this degree of freedom, thereby allowing one to constrain this motion. Following this idea, the current work
proposes a novel semi-passive flapping-foil turbine concept for which the heave motion is prescribed and the pitch
motion is passive. This results in a simpler device than the other semi-passive turbine version described above since
no actuator and no controller are required in pitch. The objective of this study consists in evaluating the potential of
this innovative flapping-foil turbine concept compared to the other turbine designs that have already been proposed.
Moreover, this work aims at developing a fundamental understanding of the dynamics of passive pitch motions, which
is not only relevant for the semi-passive flapping-foil turbine proposed in this work, but also for the fully-passive
flapping-foil turbine concept. This is achieved by varying the static moment, which is a structural parameter involving
the distance between the center of mass and the pitch axis that has not received a lot of attention in the literature so
far. Indeed, most of the studies conducted on semi-passive and fully-passive flapping-foil turbines either considered a
pitch axis coinciding with the center of mass (Abiru and Yoshitake, 2011, 2012; Deng et al., 2015; Griffith et al., 2016;
Shimizu et al., 2008; Teng et al., 2016; Wu et al., 2014, 2015; Zhan et al., 2017) or massless foils (Peng and Zhu,
2009; Zhu et al., 2009; Zhu and Peng, 2009; Zhu, 2012). Moreover, the present work is performed at a large Reynolds
number of 3.9 × 106 representative of full-scale turbines, unlike most of the previous studies on flapping-foil turbine
which rather considered low Reynolds numbers of the order of 1 000 (Young et al., 2014; Xiao and Zhu, 2014).

More information about the use of passive or prescribed motions is given in Sec. 1.2. The semi-passive turbine
concept considered in this study is described in Sec. 2.1. The fluid and solid solvers that are used, their validation and
the definition of different performance metrics are presented in Secs. 2.2 to 2.5. A description of the different types
of response that have been observed in this study is then given in Sec. 3.1 followed by an analysis of the role of the
electric generator for this turbine concept in Sec. 3.2.
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1.2. Additional information regarding the use of passive or prescribed motions

The motions undergone by the foil of a flapping-foil turbine can be characterized with 5 motion parameters,
namely the motion shape and amplitude in heave, the motion shape and amplitude in pitch, the heave frequency, the
pitch frequency and the phase lag between the heave and the pitch motions. Each of these motion parameters can be
left free or constrained depending on the specific design of the flapping-foil turbine.

We refer to as a fully-constrained turbine when all the motion parameters are constrained. This can be achieved by
using three components: 1) a slider-crank linkage to convert the reciprocating heave motion to a rotating motion and
to connect the foil to an electric generator, hence constraining the motion shape and amplitude in heave; 2) a controller
to enforce a constant rotational velocity of the electric generator’s rotor, which imposes the frequency of the heave
motion; 3) rigid links to mechanically couple both degrees of freedom together, thereby also constraining the motion
shape and amplitude and pitch, the frequency of the pitch motion and the phase lag between both degrees of freedom.
One example of such a fully-constrained turbine prototype is described in the work of Kinsey et al. (2011).

Another possibility is to leave all the motion parameters free to obtain what we refer to as a fully-passive turbine.
This has been done by Peng and Zhu (2009), Veilleux and Dumas (2017), Wang et al. (2017) and Boudreau et al.
(2018). Such a turbine concept is obtained when no slider-crank linkage, no coupling mechanism and no controller
are used. Nevertheless, springs and dampers can be independently connected to the foil in heave and in pitch to allow
an indirect control of the motions. Moreover, such turbine is designed to restrict the motions to the heave and pitch
degrees of freedom only.

Several other “semi-passive” alternatives are possible between these two extreme cases by constraining or not
each of the five motion parameters describing the flapping-foil motions. The most popular semi-passive concept in
the literature involves a passive heave motion and a prescribed pitch motion (Abiru and Yoshitake, 2011, 2012; Chen
et al., 2018; Deng et al., 2015; Derakhshandeh et al., 2016; Griffith et al., 2016; Huxham et al., 2012; Shimizu et al.,
2008; Sitorus et al., 2015; Teng et al., 2016; Wu et al., 2014, 2015; Zhan et al., 2017; Zhu et al., 2009; Zhu and Peng,
2009). More specifically, an actuator and a controller allow constraining the motion shape and amplitude in pitch in
addition to the frequency of this motion while letting all the other motion parameters free because the foil of such a
device is elastically supported in heave. Young et al. (2013) have proposed another turbine concept for which a slider-
crank linkage and a coupling mechanism are present but no controller is used. As a result, all the motion parameters
are constrained except the frequency, which is however constrained to be the same for both degrees of freedom due to
the presence of the coupling mechanism. It is worth mentioning that they have used the term fully-passive to describe
this turbine concept in their study, but their definition is different from the one proposed in the current work. Indeed,
we define a fully-passive turbine as one for which all the motion parameters are free.

As mentioned earlier, a novel semi-passive turbine concept with a prescribed heave motion and a passive pitch
motion is proposed in this study. More specifically, this implies that the foil is elastically supported with springs and
dampers in pitch and that a slider-crank linkage is required to convert the reciprocating heave motion to a rotating
motion, hence constraining the motion shape and amplitude in heave. This slider-crank linkage also connects the
foil to an electrical generator, which is controlled to enforce a constant rotational velocity and thus, a constrained
frequency for the heave motion. However, no coupling mechanism is used, therefore leaving all the remaining motion
parameters, namely the motion shape and amplitude in pitch, the frequency of the pitch motion and the phase lag
between the heave and the pitch motions, free. For the sake of conciseness, we use the term semi-passive turbine
to refer to this heave-prescribed semi-passive turbine concept in this work. This should not be confused with other
semi-passive turbine concepts that have been studied in the literature.

2. Methodology

2.1. Turbine description

The semi-passive flapping-foil turbine considered in this study, which is shown schematically in Fig. 1, consists in
a rigid NACA0015 foil that is elastically-supported in pitch (θ) with a prescribed heave motion (h). The pitch motion
is entirely governed by the following equation of motion:

M = Iθ θ̈ + S ḧ cos(θ) + Dθ θ̇ + kθ θ , (1)
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where the superscript (·) denotes a time derivative, M is the moment about the pitch axis resulting from the fluid
loading, Iθ is the moment of inertia about the pitch axis, S is the static moment, which corresponds to the pitching
mass (mθ) times the distance between the center of mass and the pitch axis (xθ) (see Fig. 1 for the sign convention):

S = mθ xθ , (2)

Dθ is the pitch damping coefficient and kθ is the pitch spring stiffness coefficient (rotational stiffness). Note that the
static moment is zero when the pitch axis coincides with the center of mass and that the gravitational acceleration
does not appear in the equation of motion because it is considered to act in a direction aligned with the pitch axis
(z-direction in Fig. 1).

x

Figure 1: Outline of the semi-passive flapping-foil turbine concept with a prescribed heave motion and a passive pitch motion. Note that xθ is
defined positive as shown in the figure, namely with the center of mass being located downstream of the pitch axis.

In its dimensionless form, Eq. 1 becomes:

CM/2 = I∗θ θ̈
∗ + S ∗ ḧ∗ cos(θ) + D∗θ θ̇

∗ + k∗θ θ , (3)

with:

CM =
M

0.5 ρU2
∞ b c2

, I∗θ =
Iθ

ρ b c4 , S ∗ =
S

ρ b c3 , D∗θ =
Dθ

ρU∞ b c3 , k∗θ =
kθ

ρU2
∞ b c2

,

h∗ =
h
c

, ḣ∗ =
ḣ

U∞
, ḧ∗ =

ḧ c
U2
∞

, θ̇∗ =
θ̇ c
U∞

, θ̈∗ =
θ̈ c2

U2
∞

,

where ρ is the fluid density, U∞ is the freestream velocity, c is the chord length and b is the span length. Note that
forces per unit span are always considered in this work, so that b is taken to be unity (b = 1).

The heave motion is prescribed to be a sine wave with an amplitude growing linearly from zero to its nominal
value (H0) over the first three foil oscillations:

h = H0 min
(

t
3T

, 1
)

sin
(
2 π f t

)
, (4)

where t is time, f is the frequency of the prescribed heave motion and T is the period of one oscillation or cycle
(T = 1/ f ). This linear growth of the heave amplitude at the beginning of the simulations is used in order to avoid
imposing a shock in heave velocity or heave acceleration, therefore providing a smooth initial condition.

Throughout the current study, the dimensionless heave amplitude (H0/c), the dimensionless moment of inertia
(I∗θ ), and the dimensionless pitch damping coefficient (D∗θ) are all kept constant with the values listed in Table 1. A
heave amplitude of one chord length has been chosen based on the study of the fully-constrained concept conducted
by Kinsey and Dumas (2014) and because the best efficiencies reported in the works of Veilleux and Dumas (2017),
Wang et al. (2017) and Boudreau et al. (2018) on fully-passive flapping-foil turbines have been obtained with a passive
heave motion having an amplitude of that order (1c). The dimensionless moment of inertia is set to 2, which is similar
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to the mass ratio used in the work of Wang et al. (2017) on a fully-passive turbine. An idealized turbine with no
friction in pitch is considered. As a result, the pitch damping coefficient is set to zero. This is justified by the fact that
the pitch damping should be minimized in practice since it results in undesired losses of energy. As a reference point,
the pitch damping coefficient was of the order of D∗θ = 0.005 for the fully-passive flapping-foil turbine prototype tested
by Boudreau et al. (2018). For all the cases considered in this study, the pitch axis is located at the quarter-chord point
(xp/c = 0.25) and the dimensionless pitch spring stiffness coefficient (k∗θ) is set so that the dimensionless pitch natural
frequency always matches the reduced frequency of the prescribed heave motion. This results in:

k∗θ =
(
2 π f ∗

)2 I∗θ , (5)

where f ∗ is given by:
f ∗ = f c/U∞ . (6)

The Reynolds number is fixed at 3.9 × 106, based on the chord length, in order to characterize large-scale turbines
(e.g., Cape Sharp Tidal Venture Ltd. (2018)). It also ensures that the boundary layers are turbulent, which allows us to
solve them with a turbulence model in fully turbulent mode, as stated in Sec. 2.2. The results of the present study are
expected to be representative of turbines operating at different Reynolds numbers provided that they are large enough
so that the boundary layers remain turbulent. Moreover, this choice is consistent with previous works conducted
on large-scale hydrokinetic turbines (e.g., Boudreau and Dumas (2017); Sitorus and Ko (2019). The values of the
dimensionless static moment (S ∗) and the reduced frequency of the prescribed heave motion ( f ∗) are respectively
varied between 0 and 0.8 and between 0.10 and 0.30. These ranges have been selected based on preliminary results
and previous studies conducted on fully-constrained flapping-foil turbines (Kinsey and Dumas, 2014; Young et al.,
2014; Xiao and Zhu, 2014).

Table 1: Governing parameter values

Parameter Value

Re = U∞ c/ν 3.9 × 106

xp/c 0.25

H0/c 1

I∗θ 2

D∗θ 0

k∗θ
(
2 π f ∗

)2 I∗θ
S ∗ 0 to 0.8

f ∗ 0.10 to 0.30

2.2. Fluid and solid solvers

The semi-passive turbine concept proposed in this work is analyzed by carrying out two-dimensional incompress-
ible Unsteady Reynolds-Averaged Navier-Stokes (URANS) simulations using the Spalart-Allmaras one-equation tur-
bulence model with rotation correction (Dacles-Mariani et al., 1995, 1999; Spalart and Allmaras, 1994). Kinsey and
Dumas (2012) and Veilleux and Dumas (2017) have previously validated the use of this turbulence modeling approach
for the study of flapping-foil turbines by comparing their numerical results with experimental data. Siemens’ STAR-
CCM+ R© software is used as the fluid solver with second-order numerical schemes and a segregated approach making
use of the SIMPLE algorithm for the pressure-velocity coupling (Ferziger and Perić, 2002). The computational do-
main is the same as the one used in the work of Veilleux and Dumas (2017) and it simply consists in a square of
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100 chord lengths by 100 chord lengths with the foil being located at the center. A uniform and constant velocity
together with a modified turbulent viscosity ratio of three (ν̃/ν = 3) is imposed at the inlet boundary. The modified
turbulent viscosity (ν̃) is the variable of interest in the single equation of the Spalart-Allmaras turbulence model and it
is related to the turbulent viscosity (νt) through an empirical relation (Spalart et al., 1997). An inlet value of three for
the modified turbulent viscosity ratio has been chosen to ensure that the turbulence model is used in its fully turbulent
mode, following the recommendation of Spalart and Rumsey (2007). At the outlet, a pressure of zero is imposed
and symmetry conditions are used for the two remaining boundaries. Regarding the initial condition, the velocity
and turbulent viscosity ratio values at the inlet along with the pressure value at the outlet are imposed throughout the
computational domain.

The overset mesh technique is used to handle the foil motions with two different meshes, one for the background
region and one for the foil region. A structured mesh is used near the foil surface with a dimensionless normal wall
distance (y+) of the order of one, a maximum growth factor of 1.2 and approximately 500 nodes around the foil. The
background mesh region is composed of hexagonal cells for a total of about 78 614 cells. The time step corresponds
to 0.003 convective time units for all the simulations:

∆t U∞
c

= 0.003 . (7)

This results in a number of time steps per foil oscillation ranging between approximately 1 100 and 3 300 depending
on the frequency of the prescribed heave motion.

In order to solve Eq. 1, it is discretized in time and written as:

Rn
θ = Iθ θ̈n + S ḧn cos(θn) + Dθ θ̇

n + kθ θn − Mn , (8)

where:
θ̈n = c1 θ̇

n + c2 θ̇
n−1 + c3 θ̇

n−2 , (9)

θ̇n = c1 θ
n + c2 θ

n−1 + c3 θ
n−2 , (10)

ḧn = c1 ḣn + c2 ḣn−1 + c3 ḣn−2 , (11)

ḣn = c1 hn + c2 hn−1 + c3 hn−2 , (12)

Rθ is the residual of the discretized version of Eq. 1, the superscript n denotes the current time step to be solved, while
n− 1 and n− 2 correspond to the two previous time steps, and c1, c2 and c3 are the constants of the numerical scheme.
In the current study, the temporal discretization of the solid solver is chosen to match that of the fluid solver, namely
a second-order backward difference scheme. This results in:

c1 =
3

2 ∆t
, c2 =

−4
2 ∆t

, c3 =
1

2 ∆t
, (13)

where ∆t is the time step.
Considering Eqs. 8 to 13, the only unknowns on the right hand side of Eq. 8 are θn and Mn since the heave motion

is prescribed. However, these two unknowns are not independent as the hydrodynamic moment (M) is a function
of the foil motion and thus of the pitch angle (θ). The objective therefore consists in finding the value of θn which
minimizes the absolute value of the residual Rn

θ . In other words, the solver has to find the roots of the function on the
right hand side of Eq. 8 with θn as the independent variable. It achieves this task with the secant method. The resulting
fluid-solid coupling algorithm is written in pseudocode in Appendix A.

The formulation of the fluid-solid coupling algorithm is implicit since the value of the residual for the current
time step (Rn

θ) is a function of both the pitch angle and the hydrodynamic moment at the same time step (θn and
Mn). Consequently, the pitch angle is determined for a given time step by iterating and updating its value a few times
within this specific time step. These iterations are referred to as outer loops in Appendix A and they are indicated with
subscripts. For each outer loop, the fluid solver has to perform a few iterations with the updated pitch angle in order
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to determine the moment (Mn
i ) corresponding to the ith outer loop. Fluid iterations are conducted until the difference

between the moment coefficient (CM) values obtained from two successive iterations falls below 10−5. Outer loops
are conducted until the difference between the pitch angle values in radians, estimated from the two last outer loops
and normalized with π/2, falls below a given convergence criterion (ε), which is set to 10−8. Three or four outer loops
are typically required to reach convergence for the pitch angle. Once this is achieved, some additional fluid iterations
are carried out to ensure that the fluid residuals for the pressure, the streamwise and transverse momentums and the
turbulent viscosity at least drop by a factor of 10−4 for the first three residuals and 5 × 10−4 for the residual of the
turbulent viscosity for a given time step. When the pitch angle and the fluid residuals’ convergence criteria are all met,
the time step is incremented and the process starts over.

2.3. Power transfer and performance metrics
In order to evaluate the power extracted by the semi-passive turbine investigated in the current work, it is useful to

write a general equation of motion in heave:

Fy = mh ḧ + S
(
θ̈ cos θ − θ̇2 sin θ

)
+ Dh ḣ + Fgen , (14)

where Fy is the component of the hydrodynamic force acting on the foil in the heave direction, mh is the mass of
the components undergoing the heave motion, Dh is the heave damping coefficient, which accounts for the possible
presence of friction in heave, and Fgen corresponds to the force stemming from the presence of an electric generator.

Eq. 14 should not be confused with Eq. 4. Indeed, Eq. 14 is not solved during the simulations since the heave
motion is rather prescribed according to Eq. 4. Nevertheless, Eq. 14 tells us that in order to prescribe a sinusoidal
heave motion, the generator must be controlled and might have to act as an actuator during a fraction of the foil
oscillations. In other words, on a real turbine setup, Fgen would need to be adjusted in real time so that the solution of
Eq. 14 corresponds to the desired (imposed) heave motion given by Eq. 4.

The amount of power available at the generator is obtained by multiplying Eq. 14 with the heave velocity (ḣ).
After putting all the terms on the left hand side of this equation, except Fgen, normalizing and cycle-averaging the
result, one obtains the following relation for the different power coefficients:

〈CPh〉 + 〈CPmh
〉 + 〈CPS , h〉 + 〈CPDh

〉 = 〈CPgen〉 , (15)

where the angle brackets indicate the cycle-averaging process and 〈CPgen〉 is the power coefficient available at the
electric generator. Note that unless otherwise indicated, the term power coefficient refers to a cycle-averaged value.

A similar procedure is used for the pitch motion by multiplying Eq. 1 with the pitch velocity (θ̇). Again, after
putting all the terms on the left hand side of the equation, normalizing and cycle-averaging the result, the following
relation is obtained:

〈CPθ〉 + 〈CPIθ
〉 + 〈CPS , θ〉 + 〈CPDθ

〉 + 〈CPkθ
〉 = 0 . (16)

The different power coefficients appearing in Eqs. 15 and 16 are defined as:

〈CPh〉 =
1
T

∫ ti+T

ti

 Fy ḣ

0.5 ρU3
∞ b c

 dt , (17)

〈CPmh
〉 =

1
T

∫ ti+T

ti

 −mh ḧ ḣ
0.5 ρU3

∞ b c

 dt , (18)

〈CPS , h〉 =
1
T

∫ ti+T

ti

−S ḣ
(
θ̈ cos θ − θ̇2 sin θ

)
0.5 ρU3

∞ b c

 dt , (19)

〈CPDh
〉 =

1
T

∫ ti+T

ti

 −Dh ḣ2

0.5 ρU3
∞ b c

 dt , (20)
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〈CPgen〉 =
1
T

∫ ti+T

ti

 Fgen ḣ

0.5 ρU3
∞ b c

 dt , (21)

〈CPθ〉 =
1
T

∫ ti+T

ti

 M θ̇

0.5 ρU3
∞ b c

 dt , (22)

〈CPIθ
〉 =

1
T

∫ ti+T

ti

 −Iθ θ̈ θ̇
0.5 ρU3

∞ b c

 dt , (23)

〈CPS , θ〉 =
1
T

∫ ti+T

ti

−S ḧ θ̇ cos(θ)
0.5 ρU3

∞ b c

 dt , (24)

〈CPDθ
〉 =

1
T

∫ ti+T

ti

 −Dθ θ̇
2

0.5 ρU3
∞ b c

 dt , (25)

〈CPkθ
〉 =

1
T

∫ ti+T

ti

 −kθ θ θ̇
0.5 ρU3

∞ b c

 dt , (26)

where ti is the time at which a given cycle starts, which is defined as the moment at which h = 0 and ḣ > 0, and
T is the period of one cycle (T = 1/ f ). The metrics 〈CPh〉 and 〈CPθ〉 are the heave and pitch power coefficients
and they measure the power transfers occurring between the foil and the flow. They are positive when the power
is transferred from the flow to the foil. Conversely, a negative value for one of these power coefficient means that
some power is required to maintain the corresponding motion. 〈CPmh

〉, 〈CPIθ
〉 and 〈CPkθ

〉 correspond to power transfers
occurring between the foil motions and different forms of potential energy. 〈CPDh

〉 and 〈CPDθ
〉 are necessarily negative

and correspond to power losses due to the presence of friction in heave and in pitch. Finally, 〈CPS , h〉 and 〈CPS , θ〉 stand
for the power transfers occurring between the heave motion and the pitch motion through the inertial coupling terms
in Eqs. 1 and 14, namely the terms involving the static moment. They are defined positive when they correspond to
a power input in their respective equation (Eq. 15 or Eq. 16) and negative for a power output. For example, when
〈CPS , h〉 is negative but 〈CPS , θ〉 is positive, some power is transferred from the heave motion to the pitch motion on a
cycle-averaged basis3. They are equal to zero when the center of mass coincides with the pitch axis (see Eq. 2 and
Fig. 1).

Throughout the current investigation, no friction is considered in heave and in pitch. Consequently, Dh = 0 and
Dθ = 0, and thus 〈CPDh

〉 = 0 and 〈CPDθ
〉 = 0. Furthermore, when the foil motions are periodic, 〈CPmh

〉, 〈CPIθ
〉 and

〈CPkθ
〉 vanish because these terms are conservative (Veilleux, 2014). This is always true in the case of 〈CPmh

〉 since
sinusoidal heave motions are prescribed. Under such conditions, Eqs. 15 and 16 simplify to:

〈CPh〉 + 〈CPS , h〉 = 〈CPgen〉 , (27)

〈CPθ〉 + 〈CPS , θ〉 = 0 . (28)

Also, 〈CPS , h〉 and 〈CPS , θ〉 are equal but opposite when the motions are periodic:

〈CPS , h〉 = −〈CPS , θ〉 . (29)

By combining Eqs. 27 to 29, one finally obtains:

〈CPgen〉 = 〈CPh〉 + 〈CPθ〉 . (30)

3Note that these definitions are slightly different than those presented in the paper of Veilleux and Dumas (2017) due to a different sign
convention used for θ.

8



This last relation means that when the foil motions are periodic and no friction is considered, the power coefficient at
the generator is simply equal to the sum of the heave and pitch contributions of the power transferred between the foil
and the flow. In other words, all the power extracted from the flow is available at the electric generator. Nevertheless,
〈CPgen〉 has been evaluated using Eq. 27 throughout this study to include the possibility of non-periodic pitch motions.

The results presented in this work are analyzed in terms of different performance metrics. Indeed, each foil
oscillation or cycle can be characterized by its efficiency:

η = 〈CPgen〉 c/d , (31)

its pitch amplitude:

Θ0 =
θmax − θmin

2
, (32)

and its phase lag between the heave and the pitch motions, here given in degrees:

φ =
360
T

(
tθmax − thmax

)
, (33)

where d is the overall extent of the foil motion, i.e., the distance between the maximum and minimum positions
reached by any point on the foil surface in the heave direction during this specific cycle, θmax and θmin are the maximum
and minimum pitch angles reached during this same cycle and tθmax and thmax are the instants at which the maximum
pitch angle and the maximum heave position are attained. In addition to these metrics, the streamwise and heave force
coefficients are defined as:

CFx =
Fx

0.5 ρU2
∞ b c

, (34)

CFy =
Fy

0.5 ρU2
∞ b c

, (35)

where Fx and Fy are the streamwise and transverse (heave) components of the hydrodynamic force acting on the foil.
The time-averaged values presented in this work have been determined by starting the averaging process after

reaching limit-cycle oscillations (LCO) in order to avoid the transient period at the beginning of the simulations. A
sufficient number of cycles have been completed in order to obtain converged values while also making sure that a
minimum of 10 cycles has been used. For example, the time-averaged power coefficient at the generator is computed
as:

CPgen =
1

Nend − Nstart + 1

Nend∑
j=Nstart

〈CPgen〉 j , (36)

where the subscript j stands for the jth cycle, Nstart is the cycle at which the averaging process begins, Nend is the total
number of completed cycles and 〈CPgen〉 j is the power coefficient at the generator for the jth cycle.

2.4. Spatial and temporal resolution levels
In order to validate that the spatial and temporal resolution levels used to conduct the present study are adequate,

simulations with two other resolution levels have been carried out. More specifically, both the time step and the
spatial resolution of the mesh have been varied by 33%, while keeping a dimensionless normal wall distance (y+) of
the order of one at the foil surface, to obtain a fine resolution case and a coarse resolution case. This results in 42 697,
78 614 and 135 789 cells for the coarse mesh, the baseline mesh and the fine mesh, respectively. The time evolution
of the pitch angle as a function of time is presented in Fig. 2 for the three resolution levels at an operating point
characterized by f ∗ = 0.20 and S ∗ = 0.65. As will be discussed in Section 3.1.1, this operating point corresponds
to the best efficiency point. Fig. 2 shows that the differences between the cases with the three resolution levels are
negligible since the three curves are almost perfectly superimposed on each other. This therefore confirms that the
baseline resolution is adequate.

In order to make sure that the time step is also adequate for cases with a large reduced frequency, some simulations
have been conducted with time steps varying from 0.00225 to 0.01 convective time units for a case with f ∗ = 0.30 and
S ∗ = 0.5. The time-averaged pitch amplitude and phase lag values obtained with the different time steps are presented
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Figure 2: Time evolution of the pitch angle as a function of time during the first ten oscillations of an operating point characterized by f ∗ = 0.20
and S ∗ = 0.65 obtained with three different spatial and temporal resolution levels: coarse (dashed blue line), baseline (solid black line) and fine
(dotted red line).

in Table 2. The maximum relative differences obtained between the different pitch amplitude and phase lag values are
both around 1%. Moreover, the agreement between the time evolutions of the pitch angle obtained with the different
time steps is as good as in Fig. 2. This confirms that the time step value of 0.003 convective time units that has been
chosen to conduct this study is appropriate.

Table 2: Time-averaged pitch amplitude and phase lag values obtained with different temporal resolutions and the baseline mesh. These values are
obtained from an operating point characterized by f ∗ = 0.30 and S ∗ = 0.5.

Time step Θ0 φ

(∆t U∞/c)

0.01 85.3◦ 104.8◦

0.006 84.8◦ 104.3◦

0.004 84.8◦ 104.3◦

0.003 84.8◦ 104.2◦

0.00225 85.8◦ 105.2◦

2.5. Validation

Some simulations of an elastically-supported cylinder undergoing vortex-induced vibrations (VIV) with various
spring stiffness coefficients have been conducted to validate our numerical methodology. The benchmark case that has
been chosen to perform this task was studied by Shiels et al. (2001), who used a viscous vortex method as the fluid
solver. It consists in a massless cylinder of diameter D with no damping at a Reynolds number of 100. The equation
of motion of such an elastically-supported cylinder is given by:

Fy = k y , (37)

where Fy is the hydrodynamic force component normal to the freestream flow, y is the transverse displacement of the
cylinder and k is the spring stiffness coefficient. This benchmark case has been chosen because such applications with
large fluid-to-solid density ratios are known to be challenging for fluid-solid coupling algorithms.

As shown in Fig. 3, the results obtained with the present methodology are in good agreement with the results
of Shiels et al. (2001). This confirms that our approach is not only accurate, but also stable and not limited in terms
of the inertial property of the rigid body involved in the fluid-solid interaction problem to be solved.
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Figure 3: Comparison between the benchmark results of Shiels et al. (2001) (dashed black curves) and the results obtained with the present
methodology (solid red curves) for a massless cylinder undergoing vortex-induced vibrations. The results are compared in terms of the amplitude
of motion (A), the frequency of the motion ( f ) and the amplitude of the force component acting on the cylinder in the transverse direction (Fy).

Furthermore, our methodology has also been used to simulate the optimal fully-passive flapping-foil turbine case
that was obtained by Veilleux and Dumas (2017) with their well-validated fluid-solid solver. The time evolutions
of the heave position and the pitch angle obtained with our methodology are compared to their results in Fig. 4. It
is found that our results agree well with those of Veilleux and Dumas (2017), hence confirming that our numerical
methodology is suitable for fluid-solid simulations involving a flapping foil.

Figure 4: Comparison between the motions of a fully-passive flapping-foil turbine over one cycle of period T simulated with our numerical
methodology (dashed lines) and as reported by Veilleux and Dumas (2017) (solid lines) for their optimal case. The dimensionless heave position
(h∗) is shown in black and green while the pitch angle (θ) is shown in blue and red.

3. Results

3.1. Classification of the different regimes of motion

As mentioned in Sec. 2, the values of the dimensionless static moment (S ∗) and the reduced frequency of the
prescribed heave motion ( f ∗) are varied while all the other governing parameters are kept constant. Different responses
are observed and they are classified into five different regimes of motion based on their time-averaged efficiency (η),
pitch amplitude (Θ0) and phase lag (φ) values as well as the regularity of the motions. These regimes are represented
with different colors and markers in Fig. 5, with each marker corresponding to a different simulated operating point.

Typical time evolutions of the pitch angle for each regime are shown in Fig. 6 while the contours of the time-
averaged efficiency, the time-averaged pitch amplitude and the time-averaged phase lag between the heave and the
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pitch motions are respectively presented in Figs. 7, 8a and 8b. The white areas in Fig. 7 indicate a negative efficiency.
Also, the time-averaged values are not presented for the orange regime because of the irregularity of the response (see
Fig. 6d). The corresponding regions in these figures are colored in gray. Note that we are not interested in the details
of the orange regime since it is not suitable for a turbine application, as will be discussed below.

Figure 5: Classification of 5 different regimes of motion observed in the parametric space. Each marker corresponds to one simulated operating
point.

The green regime contains the operating points characterized by periodic limit-cycle oscillations, and a positive
energy extraction from the flow on a time-averaged basis, as seen in Fig. 7. This therefore makes it the only regime that
is suitable for a turbine application. The motions in the blue regime rather require energy because it corresponds to a
propulsion regime. The three other regimes, namely the black, the orange and the red regimes, correspond to neither
energy-extraction regimes nor propulsion regimes. Unlike the periodic motions characterizing the green and the blue
regimes, the motions characterizing these three other regimes are less regular (see Fig. 6) and they result in significant
variations of the efficiency, the pitch amplitude and the phase lag from cycles to cycles. In fact, the efficiency of the
operating points in these regimes can even alternate between positive and negative values. These large variations of
the energy extraction occurring from cycles to cycles prevent these operating points from being potential candidates
for a turbine application. Moreover, the time-averaged efficiency of these operating points is negative, except for a
few exceptions for which the time-averaged efficiency nevertheless remains small.

As observed in Fig. 8b, the different regimes of motion are characterized by time-averaged phase lags (φ) around
90◦, above 90◦ and below 90◦. When the phase lag is larger than 90◦, the leading edge points outward when the
maximum and minimum heave positions are reached. In other words, a negative pitch angle is observed when the
maximum heave position is reached, and vice versa. The opposite behavior is observed when the phase lag is smaller
than 90◦. This is shown schematically in Fig. 9 and it can also be observed in Fig. 10, which presents the limit-cycle
oscillations of typical operating points in three different regimes characterized with different time-averaged phase lag
values.

Even though our main interest in this investigation is directed toward the energy-extraction regime (green regime),
the four other regimes are also described in the following sections in order to better highlight the distinctive features
of the energy-extraction regime. Lastly, note that for all the operating points considered in this study, the dominant
frequency component of the passive pitch motion is always synchronized with the frequency of the prescribed heave
motion. The symbol f ∗ therefore refers to the frequency of both motions.

3.1.1. Green regime (energy extraction)
As already mentioned, the pitch amplitude is almost constant from cycles to cycles in the green regime (operating

points denoted with green dots), except during the initial transient period. It is worth recalling that the pitch motion
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(a) Green regime ( f ∗ = 0.20; S ∗ = 0.65). (b) Blue regime ( f ∗ = 0.26; S ∗ = 0).

(c) Black regime ( f ∗ = 0.16; S ∗ = 0.70). (d) Orange regime ( f ∗ = 0.10; S ∗ = 0.80).

(e) Red regime ( f ∗ = 0.24; S ∗ = 0.75).

Figure 6: Typical time evolutions of the passive pitch motion as a function of time during the 30 first cycles for each regime of motion. Note that
more than 30 cycles have been simulated and that the operating point in the red regime has only reached a permanent response after completing 52
cycles.

is not prescribed and it rather solely results from the interaction of the foil with the flow and its elastic supports (see
Eq. 1). This “well-behaved” pitch motion has therefore been obtained passively.

Fig. 8a shows that the pitch amplitude increases with an increase of the dimensionless static moment (S ∗) in the
green regime. This behavior will be explained further below. Regarding the phase lag between the heave and the pitch
motions, it is found to remain relatively close to 90◦ for all the operating points in this regime. More specifically, it
ranges between approximately 90◦ and 105◦. Regarding the efficiency, it increases as S ∗ increases (see Fig. 7) and the
largest efficiencies are observed for the operating points with the largest dimensionless static moment values reached
in this regime. These best efficiency points are obtained with intermediate prescribed frequencies.

More precisely, a maximum efficiency of 45.4% is achieved when f ∗ = 0.20 and S ∗ = 0.65. This is comparable
to the best efficiencies reported for the fully-constrained turbine technology (Kinsey and Dumas, 2014; Xiao and Zhu,
2014), therefore confirming the great potential of this semi-passive turbine concept with a prescribed heave motion
and a passive pitch motion. In the parametric study conducted by Kinsey and Dumas (2014) on the fully-constrained
turbine, a maximum efficiency of 43.3% was obtained by respectively prescribing the reduced frequency, the pitch
amplitude and the phase lag values to 0.18, 80◦ and 90◦ to a foil having its pitch axis located at the third-chord point
(xp/c = 1/3). In this study, for which xp/c = 1/4, the best operating point has a pitch amplitude of 84.7◦, a phase lag
of 95.4◦, and it has been passively obtained with a prescribed reduced frequency of 0.20.

The efficiency alone is not sufficient to fully characterize the performance of a flapping-foil turbine because it does
not allow directly comparing the amount of power extracted by two operating points with different overall extents of
the foil motion (d). The time-averaged power coefficient at the generator (CPgen ) is useful in that respect since it

13



Figure 7: Contours of the time-averaged efficiency. A maximum efficiency of 45.4% is obtained when f ∗ = 0.20 and S ∗ = 0.65. The white areas
indicate negative values.

(a) Pitch amplitude. (b) Phase lag between the heave and the pitch motions.

Figure 8: Contours of the time-averaged values of two metrics characterizing the foil motions.

normalizes the power with a common length scale, namely the chord length, instead of the overall extent of the foil
motion in heave (d), which varies from an operating point to another. Contours of this metric are presented in Fig. 11.

Recalling that the heave amplitude (H0) is constrained to one chord length for all the cases investigated in this
work, the differences between the values of d for the various simulated operating points is solely due to the differences
in pitch amplitude. The variations of d therefore remain relatively small between the different operating points in the
energy-extraction regime with a minimum value of 2.15, when f ∗ = 0.10 and S ∗ = 0.20, and a maximum value of
2.71, when f ∗ = 0.18 and S ∗ = 0.70. Consequently, the topology is similar for the contours of the time-averaged
efficiency (η) and the time-averaged power coefficient at the generator (CPgen ). The maximum CPgen of 1.21 is not
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Figure 9: Typical foil motions as a function of time for different phase lag values between the heave and the pitch motions. The dashed line
indicates the equilibrium position in heave (h = 0).

(a) Green regime.
( f ∗ = 0.20; S ∗ = 0.65; φ = 95.4◦)

(b) Black regime.
( f ∗ = 0.16; S ∗ = 0.70; φ = 32.2◦)

(c) Red regime.
( f ∗ = 0.24; S ∗ = 0.75; φ = 140.1◦)

Figure 10: Limit-cycle oscillations for three of the five different regimes of motion. The motions follow counterclockwise trajectories.

observed at the maximum efficiency point but rather when f ∗ = 0.20 and S ∗ = 0.75. Nonetheless, this operating point
is very close to the maximum efficiency point and the value of CPgen at the maximum efficiency point is very close to
the maximum CPgen , with a value of 1.19.

One can notice that a positive static moment is required in order to obtain the high efficiencies reported above.
This means that the center of mass has to be located downstream of the pitch axis (see Eq. 2 and Fig. 1). In order
to understand why this is needed, it is insightful to analyze the heave and pitch contributions to the time-averaged
power coefficient at the generator (CPgen ), namely CPh and CPθ . As described in Sec. 2.3, the power coefficient at the
generator is equal to the sum of the heave and pitch contributions when the motions are periodic (see Eq. 30), which
is the case for all the simulated operating points in the energy-extraction regime. These two contributions are shown
in Fig. 12.

It is found that the time-averaged pitch power coefficient (CPθ ) is negative for all the operating points considered
in this study. This indicates that the pitch motion never extracts energy from the flow in the mean but rather provides
energy to the flow, hence acting as an energy sink in Eq. 16. This in turn means that when an operating point has a

15



Figure 11: Contours of the time-averaged power coefficient available at the generator. The white areas indicate negative values.

(a) Heave power coefficient. (b) Pitch power coefficient.

Figure 12: Contours of the time-averaged heave and pitch power coefficients.

positive efficiency, it must come from the heave contribution. Indeed, the time-averaged heave power coefficient (CPh )
is positive throughout the green regime.

Since D∗θ has been set to zero and because the motions are periodic in the energy-extraction regime, Eq. 16
simplifies to Eq. 28. This indicates that the power transfer from the foil pitch motion to the flow (CPθ ) can only be
balanced by the power transfer from the heave motion to the pitch motion through the inertial coupling term involving
the static moment (CPS , θ ). In other words, CPS , θ must be positive to balance the negative value of CPθ . Considering the
prescribed heave motions and the passive pitch motions that have been obtained in the energy-extraction regime, this
can only happen if the static moment is positive, thus implying that the center of mass has to be located downstream
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of the pitch axis. It is also worth mentioning that Eq. 28 implies that when S ∗ = 0, and thus CPS , θ = 0 (see Eq. 24),
CPθ must also be equal to zero.

CPθ is also usually negative in the case of fully-constrained flapping-foil turbines with good levels of perfor-
mance (Campobasso et al., 2013; Kinsey and Dumas, 2014; Kim et al., 2017). With the fully-constrained concept, a
power transfer from the foil pitch motion to the flow (CPθ < 0) can either be balanced by the presence of some rigid
links that mechanically couple both degrees of freedom together, thereby allowing a transfer of power from the heave
motion to the pitch motion to take place, or by the presence of an actuator in pitch, which would provide the necessary
power. However, neither of these two possibilities is relevant in the case of the semi-passive turbine concept investi-
gated in this work, thus leaving the static moment contribution as the sole mechanism to achieve a power balance for
the pitch motion when CPθ is negative.

It is still possible to extract energy from the flow with a positive value of CPθ . This is the case, for example, for
the optimal operating point reported by Veilleux and Dumas (2017) with a fully-passive flapping-foil turbine having
an efficiency of 29.1%. Under such circumstances, no transfer of power from the heave motion to the pitch motion is
required. As a result, the dimensionless static moment can be equal to zero or even be negative. In fact, the optimal
operating point found by Veilleux and Dumas (2017) had a dimensionless static moment of −0.029. Consequently,
some of the power extracted via the pitch motion was transferred from the pitch motion to the heave motion through
the inertial coupling terms, but most of it was dissipated due to the presence of viscous friction in pitch. Veilleux
and Dumas (2017) showed that the positive value of CPθ was attributed to the formation of leading-edge vortices
(LEVs) and their interaction with the foil motions. Indeed, the suction associated to the presence of LEVs was found
to generate a moment about the pitch axis in the same direction as the pitch velocity, hence positively contributing to
CPθ . The same observation was made by Zhu and Peng (2009) for a semi-passive flapping-foil turbine with a passive
heave motion and a prescribed pitch motion. Conversely, Kinsey and Dumas (2014) showed that CPθ was always
negative when no LEVs were formed for a fully-constrained flapping-foil turbine undergoing sinusoidal heave and
pitch motions. In the literature, the presence of LEVs has been widely recognized as being responsible for an enhanced
performance (Young et al., 2014; Xiao and Zhu, 2014). However, most of the studies that led to this conclusion were
conducted at low Reynolds numbers of the order of 1 000. At a much larger Reynolds number of 500 000, Kinsey and
Dumas (2014) showed that the best efficiencies were rather obtained without LEVs. Indeed, they obtained a maximum
efficiency of 43.3% without LEVs and a maximum efficiency of 35.1% with LEVs. This suggests that LEVs should be
avoided at large Reynolds numbers to maximize the energy extraction. Negative values of CPθ are therefore expected,
which means that positive values of static moment are required.

In the present work, no leading-edge vortices are observed for any of the operating points in the energy-extraction
regime. For example, the time evolution of the vorticity field for the best efficiency point is presented in Fig. 13.
Moreover, the passive pitch motions are always very similar to sine waves in this regime. The present study therefore
demonstrates that it is possible to passively obtain a pitch motion that is very close to the prescribed pitch motion char-
acterizing the best fully-constrained flapping-foil turbine case reported by Kinsey and Dumas (2014) by adequately
positioning the center of mass downstream of the pitch axis (S ∗ > 0) in order to provide the power required by the
pitch motion (CPθ < 0). It should thus not be surprising to observe that the semi-passive and the fully-constrained
flapping-foil turbines can achieve similar efficiencies.

The balance between the power transferred from the heave motion to the pitch motion (CPS , θ ) and the power trans-
ferred to the flow via the foil pitch motion (CPθ ) explains why the pitch amplitude increases with the dimensionless
static moment (see Fig. 8a). Since the pitch motions are always similar to sine waves with relatively large amplitudes,
the terms θ̇ and θ̇ cos(θ), which respectively appear in the definitions of CPθ and CPS , θ , are both roughly proportional
to the pitch amplitude. Considering that the phase lag remains relatively constant throughout the energy-extraction
regime, this means that an increase of the dimensionless static moment or the amplitude of the heave acceleration
(ḧ) has to be balanced by an increase of the amplitude of the moment (M) generated by the fluid flow (see Eqs. 22
and 24). In this context and for a given prescribed frequency ( f ∗), and thus a given heave motion, the amplitude of M
can only increase if the pitch amplitude increases. Consequently, an increase of S ∗ results in an increase of CPS , θ and
therefore allows for more negative values of CPθ to occur, which in turn happens when the pitch amplitude increases.

CPS , θ also increases with the reduced frequency ( f ∗) because ḧ is proportional to the square of the frequency. The
amplitude of M therefore also has to increase with f ∗ to respect the balance between CPS , θ and CPθ . Such an increase
of the moment with the reduced frequency would occur even if the pitch amplitude would remain constant due to
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Figure 13: Time evolution of the dimensionless vorticity field (ω c/U∞) during one cycle of the semi-passive turbine operating at its best efficiency
point ( f ∗ = 0.20 and S ∗ = 0.65).

larger pitch and heave velocities in the foil reference frame for larger f ∗. Nevertheless, the pitch amplitude is still
found to increase with f ∗.

The time-averaged heave power coefficient also increases with the reduced frequency, as observed in Fig. 12a.
The fact that it becomes more positive while CPθ becomes more negative as the frequency is increased results in a
power coefficient at the generator and an efficiency that are less sensitive to the reduced frequency than CPh and CPθ ,
as long as we remain in the energy-extraction regime.
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3.1.2. Blue regime (propulsion)
The motions in the blue regime (operating points denoted with blue diamonds) are similar to those in the green

regime. Indeed, they are periodic (see Fig. 6b), no LEVs are formed and the phase lag between the heave and the
pitch motions is still around 90◦, ranging between 80◦ and 100◦, as observed in Fig. 8b. The main difference between
these two regimes is the pitch amplitude. More specifically, Fig. 8a shows that the pitch amplitude continues to
decrease when switching from the green regime to the blue regime as the dimensionless static moment decreases
down to zero. The consequence is that the energy-extraction regime switches to a propulsion regime. Indeed, Fig. 14
presents the contours of the time-averaged streamwise force coefficient (CFx ) and shows that all the operating points
are characterized by a positive streamwise force coefficient (CFx > 0) except for most of the operating points in
the blue regime, which rather have a negative streamwise coefficient (CFx < 0) or, in other words, a positive thrust
coefficient. Consequently, these operating points require energy on a time-averaged basis instead of generating some
(η < 0 in Fig. 7). The cases with f ∗ = 0.26 and S ∗ = 0.20 and with f ∗ = 0.30 and S ∗ = 0.20 are two exceptions for
which the streamwise force coefficient is positive, but the efficiency is negative.

Figure 14: Contours of the time-averaged streamwise force coefficient.

Since the motions in the blue regime are periodic like in the green regime, the power coefficient at the generator
can still be expressed as the sum of the heave and pitch power coefficients (see Eq. 30). As mentioned in the previous
section, the time-averaged pitch power coefficient (CPθ ) is negative throughout the current parametric study, thereby
leaving the time-averaged heave power coefficient (CPh ) as the sole possible contributor to a positive energy extraction.
In fact, it is found that CPh changes sign between the green and the blue regimes. This is attributed to a change of sign
of the heave force resulting from a change of sign of the effective angle of attack as the pitch amplitude decreases below
a specific threshold, which depends on the frequency of the motions (Kinsey and Dumas, 2008). For example, time
evolutions of the heave power coefficient (CPh ), the dimensionless heave velocity (ḣ∗) and the heave force coefficient
(CFy ) are shown over one cycle for an operating point in the green regime and another one in the blue regime in
Fig. 15. Note that the heave power coefficient can be expressed as the product of the heave force coefficient with the
dimensionless heave velocity. This figure shows that the heave force coefficient is in phase with the dimensionless
heave velocity in the green regime (see Fig. 15a), while the two are about 180◦ out of phase in the blue regime (see
Fig. 15b) due to a change of sign of CFy . More information on the relation between the pitch amplitude and the
transition between an energy-extraction regime and a propulsion regime is given in the works of Xiao and Zhu (2014)
and Kinsey and Dumas (2008).

Lastly, it is worth noting that Mackowski and Williamson (2017) used their cyber-physical facility to study a
flapping foil with a prescribed pitch motion and a passive heave motion and they obtained their best propulsion
performances with the center of mass upstream of the pitch axis, i.e., a negative static moment.
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(a) Green regime ( f ∗ = 0.20; S ∗ = 0.65). (b) Blue regime ( f ∗ = 0.26; S ∗ = 0).

Figure 15: Time evolutions of the heave power coefficient (CPh ), the dimensionless heave velocity (ḣ∗) and the heave force coefficient (CFy ) over
one cycle for an operating point in the green regime and another one in the blue regime. The instant t/T = 0 corresponds to a moment at which
h = 0 and ḣ > 0.

3.1.3. Black regime
The black regime (operating points denoted with black squares) is significantly different. During the initial tran-

sient period, the operating points in this regime behave like those in the green regime. The phase lag is initially around
90◦ and the pitch amplitude grows from cycles to cycles. For the operating points in the green regime, Fig. 16a shows
that the moment coefficient generated by the flow about the pitch axis (CM) is negative and maximum (in absolute
value) when the maximum positive pitch velocity is reached, i.e., when the foil is at its maximum (positive) position in
heave and θ = 0, considering a phase lag of 90◦. The opposite occurs around the minimum (negative) heave position.

Fig. 16b shows that this behavior is also observed for the operating points in the black regime at the beginning
of the simulations. However, as the pitch amplitude keeps growing, the boundary layers eventually separate near the
leading edge and large leading-edge vortices are formed and alter the hydrodynamic moment about the pitch axis, as
shown in Fig. 17. They are formed before the instant at which the maximum pitch velocity is reached and they have the
time to travel past the pitch axis before this specific instant due to the relatively low reduced frequency characterizing
the operating points in this regime. As a result, the suction associated to the LEVs generates a positive contribution to
the moment about the pitch axis when the pitch velocity is positive and maximum, and vice versa. For instance, the
LEV that is observed at the instant t/T = 5.83 in Fig. 17a generates a negative contribution to the moment about the
pitch axis when the pitch velocity is negative, as seen in Fig. 17b.

As already mentioned, the same phenomenon was also observed by Veilleux and Dumas (2017) and Zhu and Peng
(2009). This modification of the hydrodynamic moment about the pitch axis then alters the phase lag and the pitch
amplitude, which both quickly drop to smaller values for the subsequent foil oscillations. Following this series of
events, a new limit-cycle oscillation regime is reached, which is characterized by moderate pitch amplitudes, phase
lag values below 90◦ and the formation of LEVs. The occurrence of the boundary layers separation and the associated
formation of LEVs are responsible for the slight variations observed for the efficiency, pitch amplitude and phase lag
values from cycles to cycles (e.g., see Figs. 6c and 10b). Lastly, none of the operating points in the black regime
extracts energy on a time-averaged basis.

3.1.4. Orange regime
Even though the time evolution of the pitch angle appears to be very different in the orange regime (operating

points denoted with orange stars) than in the black regime (see Figs. 6c and 6d), these two regimes are actually very
similar. Indeed, the series of events leading to a new limit-cycle oscillation regime that have been described in the
previous section also happens in the case of the orange regime. Strong LEVs are formed and affect the moment about
the pitch axis, as observed in Fig. 17. This results in sudden drops of the pitch amplitude and the phase lag between
the heave and the pitch motions. The difference is that the drop in pitch amplitude is so important that the boundary
layers eventually reattach. Following that, the foil starts to behave as in the transient period of the green regime again
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(a) Green regime ( f ∗ = 0.20; S ∗ = 0.65). (b) Black regime ( f ∗ = 0.16; S ∗ = 0.70).

Figure 16: Time evolutions of the dimensionless pitch velocity (θ̇∗) and the moment coefficient (CM) over the six first foil oscillations for an
operating point in the green regime and another one in the black regime.

(a) Snapshots of the dimensionless vorticity field (ω c/U∞) at some specific instants.

(b) Time evolutions of the dimensionless pitch velocity (θ̇∗) and the moment coefficient (CM) during the 6th

foil oscillation. The vertical dashed lines indicate the instant at which the different snapshots presented in
Fig. 17a have been taken.

Figure 17: Influence of the formation of LEVs on the moment coefficient for a representative operating point in the black regime ( f ∗ = 0.16 and
S ∗ = 0.70). The instant t/T = 0 corresponds to the beginning of the simulation.
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and the pitch amplitude restarts to grow until the boundary layers separate and LEVs are formed once more. This
process is repeated endlessly.

Since the operating points in the orange regime alternate between the motion characteristics specific to the green
and the black regimes, it is not surprising that the efficiency is found to oscillate between positive and negative
values. Indeed, the efficiency can reach values as high as 40% for a few consecutive cycles and then quickly drop to
values as low as -90% before becoming positive again. As mentioned earlier, such large variations make this regime
inappropriate for a turbine application.

3.1.5. Red regime
The last regime, the red one (operating points denoted with red triangles), is also resulting from the formation of

LEVs. The initial transient period is similar to the one in the green regime, like for the black and orange regimes.
Again, the growth of the pitch amplitude eventually leads to the separation of the boundary layers near the leading
edge and the formation of strong LEVs, which alter the moment generated by the fluid flow about the pitch axis.
The first difference is that the formation of LEVs is delayed because the prescribed reduced frequencies are larger
in this regime, hence resulting in smaller effective angles of attack for given pitch amplitudes (Kinsey and Dumas,
2014). The larger reduced frequencies also result in faster pitch motions with respect to the speed at which the LEVs
travel downstream. Consequently, the LEVs do not have the time to travel past the pitch axis before the maximum
pitch velocity is reached, unlike what happens for the black and orange regimes. Instead of generating a positive
contribution to the moment about the pitch axis when the pitch velocity is positive and maximum, the LEVs rather
result in a negative moment contribution. This strong dependence of the moment coefficient to the time at which the
LEVs travel past the pitch axis location as already been pointed out by Young et al. (2013, 2014). The outcome in the
case of the operating points in the red regime is that the growth of the pitch amplitude is extended and the phase lag
increases and exceeds 90◦ until a permanent limit-cycle oscillation regime is finally reached. More than 50 complete
foil oscillations can be needed before reaching these limit-cycle oscillations, which is much more than for all the other
regimes of motion presented in the previous sections. Strong LEVs are still formed during this permanent response,
which results in variations of the efficiency, the pitch amplitude and the phase lag from cycles to cycles. Furthermore,
the wake is not convected as fast with respect to the foil motions in the red regime than in the black regime due to the
fact that the reduced frequencies are larger. The stronger interaction occurring between the flapping foil and its wake
in the red regime results in larger variations of the motions from cycles to cycles than in the black regime.

The difference between the black and the red regimes is subtle as it is only related to a different timing between
the pitch motion and the formation and convection of LEVs. The operating point characterized with f ∗ = 0.22 and
S ∗ = 0.80 has even behaved like the operating points in the red regime during the first 50 cycles before finally
switching to a limit-cycle oscillation regime characterizing the black regime.

Lastly, a summary of the characteristics of each regime is given in Table 3.

Table 3: Summary of the characteristics describing each regime of motion.

Regime η Θ0 φ

Green > 0 40◦ to 90◦ 90◦ to 105◦

Blue < 0 15◦ to 60◦ 80◦ to 100◦

Black < 0 55◦ to 70◦ 30◦ to 40◦

Orange Alternate between the green and black regimes

Red < 0 105◦ to 110◦ 115◦ to 155◦
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3.1.6. Boundaries between the different regimes of motion
One can notice that some of the best operating points lie on the edge of the energy-extraction regime (see Fig. 7).

This means that a small change in the operating conditions of these points could lead to a considerable drop in
performance. For example, such a consequence could happen if the freestream flow was perturbed, hence affecting
the reduced frequency. The reason for this very abrupt drop in performance is due to the sudden nature of separation.

As mentioned before, no leading-edge vortices (LEVs) are observed in this study for all the operating points in
the energy-extraction regime. Conversely, LEVs are formed for all the operating points in the black, the orange and
the red regimes. Extra care should therefore be taken when selecting an operating point since the exact position of
the boundaries between the green regime and the black, orange and red regimes is expected to be sensitive to the
specific characteristics of a given flow. More specifically, every aspect of the flow that can affect the robustness of
the boundary layers, such as the Reynolds number and the turbulence level in the freestream flow, for example, is
expected to affect the locations of these boundaries. On the other hand, the performances achieved by the operating
points in the green regime are not expected to be significantly affected by these aspects.

This sensitivity of the semi-passive turbine performance to the occurrence of separation is more pronounced than
in the case of the fully-constrained turbine concept. A decrease of performance has also been reported for such
turbines when LEVs are formed, but not a sharp drop (Kinsey and Dumas, 2014). This is because the forces acting on
the foil are affected by the LEVs, but not the motions since they are prescribed rather than being passive. In the case
of the semi-passive turbine studied in the current work, not only the forces are affected, but also the motions.

3.2. Role of the electric generator
It is evident that the operating points requiring energy on a time-averaged basis to sustain the foil motions (η < 0)

require the electric generator to act as an actuator. However, the operating points in the energy-extraction regime can
also require that the electric generator acts as an actuator at some instants during the foil oscillations. In other words,
this means that even though the power coefficient at the generator is positive on a cycle-averaged basis (〈CPgen〉 > 0),
it can become negative at some instants during one cycle. In order to explain this point, an instantaneous version of
Eq. 15 is analyzed:

CPh + CPmh
+ CPS , h + CPDh

= CPgen . (38)

If no friction is considered in heave, Dh = 0 and thus CPDh
= 0. However, CPmh

has to be considered since it only
becomes equal to zero on a cycle-averaged basis4. The best efficiency point ( f ∗ = 0.20 and S ∗ = 0.65) is selected for
the analysis and an arbitrary value of 1 is considered for mh. The resulting values of CPmh

along with the values of the
other terms appearing in Eq. 38 are shown over one cycle in Fig. 18. The term CPDh

is not shown since it is equal to
zero and the terms CPh and CPS , h are combined together.

Figure 18: Time evolutions of the instantaneous power coefficient at the generator (CPgen ) and its contributions (see Eq. 38) over one cycle of the
best efficiency point ( f ∗ = 0.20 and S ∗ = 0.65). No friction is considered in heave (Dh = 0) and an arbitrary value of 1 is considered for mh.

This figure shows that the term CPmh
oscillates between positive and negative values with a cycle-averaged value

of zero, as expected. This means that the value of mh does not affect the cycle-averaged power coefficient at the

4Considering that the heave motion is periodic
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generator, but it affects its instantaneous value. In order to avoid requiring to use the electric generator as an actuator,
CPgen would need to remain positive throughout the cycle. However, it is found to be negative at different instants
when mh = 1. Since this happens both at moments when CPmh

is positive and negative, there is no value of mh that
would allow CPgen to always remain positive. Nevertheless, this is not problematic because a typical electric generator
can act as an actuator. Indeed, fully-constrained flapping-foil turbines also require the electric generator to act as an
actuator at some instants during the foil oscillations, such as in the case of the prototype that has been designed and
tested by Kinsey et al. (2011).

The semi-passive turbine concept proposed in this study also requires some power to reach the limit-cycle oscil-
lations that characterize the energy-extraction regime. Indeed, the pitch amplitude starts from zero and has to pass
through small pitch amplitudes that characterize the propulsion regime (blue regime) before reaching the larger pitch
amplitudes characterizing the energy-extraction regime (green regime). This means that the semi-passive turbine
concept is not self-starting.

4. Conclusion

Two-dimensional URANS simulations have been conducted to investigate the potential of a novel semi-passive
flapping-foil turbine with a prescribed heave motion and a passive pitch motion. Throughout the parametric study, the
Reynolds number has been set to 3.9 × 106 based on the chord length, the pitch axis has been located at the quarter-
chord point (xp/c = 0.25), the dimensionless heave amplitude (H0/c), the dimensionless moment of inertia about the
pitch axis (I∗θ ) and the dimensionless pitch damping coefficient (D∗θ) have been respectively set to 1, 2 and 0, and the
dimensionless pitch spring stiffness coefficient (k∗θ) has been chosen so that the pitch natural frequency matches the
frequency of the prescribed heave motion.

By varying the reduced frequency and the dimensionless static moment (S ∗), five different regimes of motion have
been observed based on the time-averaged efficiency (η), pitch amplitude (Θ0) and phase lag (φ) values as well as the
regularity of the motions. Among these different responses, one corresponds to an energy-extraction regime and is
characterized by periodic limit-cycle oscillations with large pitch amplitudes and no formation of LEVs. It has been
shown that the center of mass needs to be located downstream of the pitch axis for such motions to occur in order to
balance the power required to sustain the pitch motion with a transfer of power from the heave motion to the pitch
motion via the inertial coupling terms in the equations of motion. In practice, this could be achieved with the use of
an asymmetric flywheel having the required mass distribution.

A maximum efficiency of 45.4% has been obtained with a pitch amplitude of 84.7◦ and a phase lag of 95.4◦

when f ∗ = 0.20 and S ∗ = 0.65. This performance confirms the great potential of the heave-prescribed semi-passive
flapping-foil turbine since this efficiency is of the same order as the best efficiencies reported for the fully-constrained
flapping-foil turbine concept (Kinsey and Dumas, 2014; Xiao and Zhu, 2014), but it is obtained here with a simpler
device in terms of the structural design.

Even though a considerable amount of energy can be extracted from the flow on a time-averaged basis, the electric
generator needs to act as an actuator at some instants during the foil oscillations when limit-cycle oscillations are
reached as well as to start the device.

Finally, it is worth mentioning that several important structural parameters (see Table 1) have not been varied in
this first investigation of the semi-passive flapping-foil turbine concept with a prescribed heave motion and a passive
pitch motion. Future works are therefore needed in that regard.
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Appendix A. Fluid-solid coupling algorithm in pseudocode

Beginning of the nth time step

1. Computation of the prescribed heave position, velocity and acceleration at the current time step (hn, ḣn, ḧn);

2. Execution of the solid solver for the ith outer loop:

IF i = 1 (first outer loop) THEN

a. Initial guess for the pitch angle at the current time step (θn) using the explicit second-order Adams-Bashforth
scheme:

θn
1 = θn−1 +

∆t
2

(
3θ̇n−1 − θ̇n−2

)
; (A.1)

ELSE IF i = 2 (second outer loop) THEN

a. Initial guess for the Jacobian:
Jn

2 = Jn−1 ; (A.2)

b. Computation of the new pitch angle:

θn
2 = θn

1 −
Rθ

n
1

Jn
2

; (A.3)

ELSE IF i > 2 (subsequent outer loops) THEN

a. Computation of the Jacobian:

Jn
i =

Rθ
n
i−1 − Rθ

n
i−2

θn
i−1 − θ

n
i−2

; (A.4)

b. Computation of the new pitch angle:

θn
i = θn

i−1 −
Rθ

n
i−1

Jn
i

; (A.5)

END IF

3. Foil rotation according to the updated pitch angle (θn
i );

4. Check if the solid convergence criterion is met:

IF
 |θn

i − θ
n
i−1|

π/2
< ε AND i > 2

 THEN

a. Execution of the fluid solver: perform fluid iterations until the fluid residuals convergence criteria are met;
b. Incrementation of the time step and return to step 1.

ELSE THEN

a. Execution of the fluid solver: perform fluid iterations until the value of the moment with the updated pitch
angle (Mn

i ) is converged;
b. Computation of θ̇n

i and θ̈n
i using the updated pitch angle θn

i with Eqs. 9 and 10;
c. Computation of the residual:

Rθ
n
i = Iθ θ̈n

i + S ḧn cos(θn
i ) + Dθ θ̇

n
i + kθ θn

i − Mn
i ; (A.6)

d. Incrementation of the outer loop and return to step 2.

END IF
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