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Abstract

We computationally study the response of zero-
pressure-gradient (ZPG) turbulent boundary layers
(TBLs) to streamwise step changes from a smooth
wall to riblets (S-R), and vice versa (R-S). We con-
sider triangular riblets with tip angle 90° (T9), that
increase drag, with viscous-scaled spacing 50. A
novel grid-generation approach is developed for un-
structured spectral-element codes, consistent with the
size of turbulent scales across the TBL. We generate
a ZPG TBL upstream of the step change (with thick-
ness dp) with momentum thickness Reynolds num-
ber Reg, ~ 680. The TBL departure from equilib-
rium due to the step change, and its subsequent relax-
ation, recall previous studies on step changes in sur-
face roughness. Downstream of the R-S step change,
the internal equilibrium layer thickness ;g reaches
0.46¢ within 1269. However, downstream of the S-
R step change d;g; reaches 0.4d¢ within 4§y. In all
cases, 07y, does not reach the boundary layer thick-
ness, even up to a distance of 456y downstream of the
step change, owing to persistent history effects within
the frozen wake region.

1 Introduction

Riblets are streamwise-aligned grooves that mod-
ify the structure of the near-wall turbulence. Depend-
ing on their dimensions in viscous units, they can re-
duce or increase turbulent skin-friction drag (Endrikat
et al.,, 2021). Over the past four decades, numer-
ous studies have investigated the physical mechanisms
behind riblet-induced drag modification. Most com-
putational studies have focused on canonical turbu-
lent channel flows (Modesti et al. 2021; Rouhi et al.
2022), whereas experimental investigations have pre-
dominantly considered zero-pressure-gradient (ZPG)
turbulent boundary layers (TBLs) (Choi 1989).

A limited number of computational studies have
examined riblet effects in TBLs (e.g., Bannier et
al. 2015; Boomsma and Sotiropoulos 2015). These
works typically generate a turbulent inflow using tech-
niques developed for smooth walls, such as recy-
cling-rescaling or synthetic eddy methods. Conse-

quently, the computational setup consists of a smooth
wall, followed by a step change to riblets. Such a
surface transition disturbs the equilibrium state of the
TBL, which requires some downstream distance to re-
cover.

Abrupt changes in wall texture, for example
smooth-to-roughness and vice-versa, trigger a local-
ized yet persistent perturbation to the flow, leading
to its departure from equilibrium (Antonia & Luxton
1971). Flow recovery to its new equilibrium state
downstream of the step change depends on various pa-
rameters, such as geometrical characteristics of sur-
faces, and Reynolds number (Rouhi et al. 2019, Li
et al. 2019). The flow recovery to equilibrium is a
bottom-up process from the surface underneath, and
is quantified via the internal boundary layer (IBL) and
internal equilibrium layer (IEL). The IBL is the region
of the flow that ‘feels’ the presence of the new wall
condition, while maintaining upstream history outside
of it (Garratt 1990). The IEL is the part of the IBL
where the flow has reached complete equilibrium with
the surface underneath (Savelyev & Taylor 2005).

In the present study we pursue two objectives: 1)
to develop an inflow generation approach to achieve
a ZPG TBL over riblets, yet avoiding the smooth-to-
riblets surface change, as employed in the past compu-
tational investigations, and 2) study the flow recovery
to equilibrium downstream of the step changes from
smooth-to-riblets, and vice versa.

2 Methodology

Governing equations and numerical discretization

We solve the incompressible conservation of mass
and momentum flow equations with constant density p
and kinematic viscosity v:

V-u=0. (la)
8—u+v ( )——lv + V2 (1b)
ot uu) = P P u.

Where u = (u, v, w) is the velocity vector, and x, y, z
are the streamwise, wall-normal and spanwise direc-
tions, respectively. Equations (1a,b) are solved using
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Case AF AL At AF

T950_coarse 20.0 1.0 0.7—4.0 0.7 —-8.1
T950_fine 10.0 1.0 0.7-4.0 0.7-28.1

T615_coarse 10.0 0.6

T615_fine 70 04 02-82

0.3—-12.0 0.25—-7.87
0.17—-5.13

Table 1: Simulation cases for turbulent half-channel flow
over T950 and T615 riblets; A; is the viscous-
scaled azimuthal grid size over the riblets. For all
cases, the domain size is L, X L, ~ 6h x 3h, where
h is the half-channel height.
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Figure 1: Mean velocity profiles for the cases from Table 1
compared with the reference data of Endrikat et
al. (2021). The shaded region (y™ > 100) is
discarded from comparison, as the profiles of En-
drikat et al. (2021) are from a reduced-domain
channel flow simulation.

a well-validated computational solver (SOD2D) de-
veloped at Barcelona Supercomputing Center. Spatial
discretization is based on a spectral formulation of the
Continuous Galerkin Finite Elements model, coupled
with an entropy viscosity stabilization (Guermond et
al. 2011). We utilize third-order hexahedral element
based mesh for all our calculations. Time advance-
ment is 2"¢ order Adams-Bashforth for the convection
terms, and 2" order Crank-Nicolson for the diffusion
terms. High-order operator splitting approach is used
to solve the velocity—pressure coupling (Karniadakis
et al. 1991). Numerical details for SOD2D are re-
ported in Gasparino et al. (2024).

Code verification

We assess the accuracy of SOD2D and its reso-
lution requirements for riblets by replicating the tur-
bulent channel flow cases of Endrikat et al. (2021) at
friction Reynolds number Re, = 400 over two trian-
gular riblet geometries; one with tip angle o = 90°
and viscous-scaled spacing s™ = 50 (termed T950),
and another one with o = 60° and sT = 15 (termed
T615). These geometries were selected based on
their known drag characteristics: T950 increases drag,
while T615 reduces drag, compared to the smooth
channel. Table 1 lists the resolutions used for the cal-

culation cases. For T950, the coarse and fine cases
differ in the streamwise resolution, fine being the typi-
cal DNS resolution prescribed in literature. For T615,
coarse is the typical DNS resolution, while fine has
about 1.5 times finer grid size in all directions. We ob-
tain very good agreement in the mean velocity profiles
with the reference DNS data of Endrikat et al. (2021),
even with the coarse grid calculations (figure 1). Our
study highlights that even with A} = 20 we obtain
as accurate results as those with A} = 10. For T615
cases, we employed a multi-block grid generation ap-
proach to save the computational cost (figure 3). We
discuss this approach next.

Boundary layer setup

Figure 2(a) presents our setup for ZPG TBL. We
set the domain width and height (L, L,) three times
of the maximum boundary layer thickness near the
outlet, where the momentum thickness Reynolds num-
ber reaches Rey ~ 1000 (friction Reynolds number
Re, =~ 400). These dimensions are larger than the
ZPG TBL setup by Schlatter et al. (2009).

A laminar boundary layer with displacement thick-
ness Reynolds number Res: = 775 is applied at the
inlet. For the setups with the smooth wall at the in-
let, we apply a laminar Blasius profile. However, for
the cases with riblets at the inlet, we generate the in-
flow from a precursor calculation of a laminar tem-
poral boundary layer. Slightly downstream of the in-
let, we trip the boundary layer via volumetric forcing
added to (1b). This forcing mimics the drag force by
a trip wire with length and height [, [, respectively.
The equations read,

1

Here Cp is a constant factor. The forcing is applied
for zyip < = < Zyip + 1, 0 <y <. From a series of
calculations, we arrived at the optimal tripping param-
eters Cp = 3.0,l, = Iy, = 1.50;, and i, = 126;.
We apply no-slip condition at the bottom boundary,
zero-vorticity condition at the top boundary, and peri-
odic boundary condition in the spanwise direction. At
the outlet, we apply a buffer region where the flow re-
transitions to laminar, following a similar approach as
the one by Munters et al. (2016).

pCpulul /1, fy=0, f=0. (2

Calculation cases

We conduct large-eddy simulations of ZPG TBLs
over different surface textures (table 2) with Vreman
(2004) subgrid-scale model. A case with an entirely
smooth wall (case SM), and a case with an entirely
triangular riblets with tip angle a = 90° (case T9).
These cases are considered as benchmarks against
which we will quantify the flow recovery to equilib-
rium for the cases with a step change in surface condi-
tion. We conduct a case with a riblet-to-smooth step
change (T9_SM) from T9 riblets to a smooth wall;
right upstream of the step change, the T9 riblets have



st ~ 52, comparable with our validation cases in
channel flow (T950 from table 1). As a result, the
mean velocity profile of the T9_SM case upstream of
the step change agrees well with the T950 profile from
channel flow (figure 2b). Our last case (SM_T9) is a
step change from a smooth wall to T9 riblets. For the
cases with the step change, we place the origin (z = 0)
at the step change, where Rey ~ 670 (Re, ~ 283),
and d( (TBL thickness) is our reference length for scal-
ing. The patch length upstream of the step change is
400, and the one downstream is 804g.

Computational grid

For computational efficiency, we generate an opti-
mal locally-varying grid (figure 3), following the reso-
Iution prescription of Chen & He (2023). The wall-
normal and spanwise grid sizes (A}, AT) expand
gradually from the near-wall region towards the top
boundary, consistent with the turbulent scales across
the TBL. Near the riblet (y™ < 1.5k™, kT = ri-
blet height), we generate a fine grid with Agr =
1,Az" < 1; plus units is based on the z—location
where 6 = 400, near the outlet (denoted as &,). We
apply Azt < 3.0 up to the beginning of the logarith-

mic region (y+ ~ 34/6;,) to well resolve the near-
wall cycle of turbulence in the buffer region. Then
we increase AzT to 11.0 near the boundary layer edge
(y* =~ d4y,), and further increase that to 25.0 by the
top boundary. The wall-normal grid size also grows
consistent with AT (Af ~ AT). With this optimal
grid, we highly resolve the flow near the riblets, yet we
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Figure 2: (a) Flow setup and visualization for the case
T9_SM. (b) Mean velocity profiles upstream of
the step change (x = —4d¢) for the T9_SM and
SM_T9 cases (lines); the profiles are compared
with ones from the smooth-wall ZPG TBL of
Schlatter et al. (2009), and T950_fine case from
Table 1.

Case LSM LTg
SM (entirely smooth) 1204, —
T9 (entirely T9) — 12060
T9_SM (T9 to smooth) 804 400¢
SM_T9 (smooth to T9) 405, 804¢

Table 2: Simulation cases for the ZPG TBL over entirely
smooth or entirely riblet surfaces, as well as step
changes from smooth to riblets, and vice versa;
Lswm and Ltg indicate the length of the smooth and
riblet patches, respectively.

do not waste unnecessary grid count above the bound-
ary layer in the inviscid region. We apply a uniform
grid in the streamwise direction with A} = 20.

3 Results

We study the variations of Rey and C'y for T9_SM
(figure 4) and SM_T9 (figure 5). In figure 4, we add
case SM, to assess the flow recovery downstream of
the T9-to-smooth step change. Similarly, in figure 5
we add case T9 to assess the flow recovery down-
stream of the smooth-to-T9 step change.

During the T9-to-smooth step change, there is a
jump in Rey (figure 4a). This is due to the near-
wall flow acceleration, as reported in the past studies
of rough-to-smooth step change (Rouhi et al. 2019).
During the step change, there is an overshoot in C
followed by an undershoot below zero (figure 4b), and
then a quick rise towards C/,, within a distance of
~ §g (figure 4¢). Such undershoot is also seen in the
overlaid rough-to-smooth data of Rouhi et al. (2019)
(gray line) and experimental data of Li et al. (2019)
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Figure 3: Visualisation of the grid for the case T9_SM on
an yz-plane as well as over the riblets and smooth
surfaces near the step change. The viscous-scaled
spanwise grid size A is reported at different
viscous-scaled wall-normal distances y™; &}, is
the viscous-scaled boundary layer thickness at
Re, = 400 (i.e. 5y, = 400).



(symbols).

The undershoot in C'y downstream of the step
change, and its subsequent recovery to its equilibrium
counterpart (C'y,,,) depends on the high and low shear
regions at downstream of the step change, which in
turn depend on the geometrical details of the upstream
surface, as well as the Reynolds number. Rouhi et
al. (2019) conducted DNS of turbulent channel flow
over egg-carton roughness to smooth step change at
Re, ~ 590 with roughness height k™ ~ 39. Li et
al. (2019) conducted experiments of ZPG TBL over
sandpaper to smooth step change at Re, ~ 4100 and
kT ~ 139. The recovery to Cy,,, is within 2§, in
Rouhi et al. (2019) and within 124 in Li et al. (2019).
For our present T9_SM case, C¢/Cjy,,, reaches an
asymptotic value of ~ 0.97 within 76y, but does not
recover to 1.0, even after 489y downstream (figure 4c,
inset). Note that to calculate C'r/Clg,,, Cy and Cf,,
are at matched Rey, following Li et al. (2021).

For the SM_T9 case, there is a drop in Rey dur-
ing the step change (figure 5a), due to the momentum
deficit and the flow deceleration near the wall. During
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Figure 4: Streamwise variations of (a) Reg, and (b,c) Cy
for the T9-to-smooth step change. In (a,b) the
smooth case (SM) is added as a reference. In
(c), Cy for T9_SM is normalized by C'y from the
smooth case (C'g,,) at matched Reg; rough-to-
smooth step change data of Rouhi et al. (2019)
(Ref. DNS) and Li et al. (2019) (Ref. EXP).

the step change, we observe an undershoot in C'¢, fol-
lowed by an overshoot (figure 5b) consistent with the
past studies on smooth-to-rough step change (Rouhi
et al. 2019, Cogo et al. 2025). For the SM_T9 case,
C¢/Cyp, reaches an asymptotic value of 1.04 within
560 (figure 5c¢), which is shorter than the asymptotic
distance for C'y /C/y,, for the T9_SM case (figure 4c).
Nevertheless, C'y /C'y,,, does not converge to 1.0, even
after 584y (figure Sc, inset). To calculate C'y /C.y, Cy
and C'y,,, are at matched Rey.

Downstream of the T9-to-smooth and smooth-to-
T9 step changes, C; converges to within £4% of its
equilibrium counterpart, but does not reach it. We ex-
plain this behavior through figure 6(b), by studying
the profiles of dU* /dIn(y™) at 65 and 246y down-
stream of the T9-to-smooth step change (blue curves),
compared with the one at 40y upstream of the step
change (green curve). Also, for each downstream pro-
file, we overlay the profile from the smooth case (SM)
at matched Rey (black curves). The internal equilib-
rium layer thickness (67 g1,) is the 4™ to which the pro-
files of T9_SM and SM collapse on each other (marked
with a magenta bullet). In figure 6(c), we follow a sim-
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Figure 5: Same quantities as Figure 4 but for SM_T9 step
change. In (a,b) the T9 case is added as a refer-
ence. In (¢), Cy for SM_T9 is normalized by C'y
from the T9 case (C'y..,, ) at matched Reg; smooth-
to-rough step change data of Rouhi et al. (2019)
(Ref. DNS).



ilar approach to identify ;5 based on the agreement

in the streamwise turbulent stress profiles WJr; the re-
sulting §;py, is almost the same as the one based on
dU* /dIn(y™). Considering figure 6(b), at z = 6do,
the profiles of T9_SM and SM agree up to y™ ~ 8
(615 =~ 8); at z = 244, the two profiles agree up
to a height y* ~ 70 (0/,,; =~ 70). Beyond y* ~
70, the profiles of T9_SM and SM significantly differ
from each other, which corresponds to their wake re-
gion. Such difference in the wake region persists up
to the farthest distance that we simulated. Interest-
ingly, the wake profile of the T9_SM case downstream
of the step change (blue curve) is close to its counter-
part from upstream of the step change (green curve).
This indicates a frozen wake region that preserves its
history, and remains uninfluenced by the underneath
smooth surface. Since the wake profile of the T9_SM
case does not recover to the one from the SM case,
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Figure 6: Identification of TEL based on dU ™ /dIny™ for
the T9_SM case. Profiles of () dU" /dIny™ and
(c) w? ' at 6dp and 249y downstream of the step
change, as indicated with vertical dashed lines in
(a). At each location, the profiles of T9_SM case
are compared with the ones from the smooth case
(SM) at matched Rey. On each profile, the IEL
is located with a magenta bullet. In (b), we over-
lay the wake profile from 4§y upstream of the step
change (green line).

Cy/Cg\, does not recover to 1.0 (figure 4c). To elab-
orate more, Cy = 27,,/(pU%) = 2/UL?, and U is
the integral of the dU™ /dIn(y™) profile. Therefore,
agreement in C'y values requires agreement in the en-
tire dU " /dIn(y™) profiles. For the SM_T9 case, we
observe similar frozen wake region with strong history
effects, hence Cy/C/,, does not converge to 1.0 (fig-
ure 5¢).

We study the growth of d;g; downstream of the
T9-to-smooth step change (figure 7a), compared with
the one downstream of the smooth-to-T9 step change
(figure 7b). Initially, d; gy, stays below 0.1dg, equiv-
alent to 6}LE ;. < 30. This initial slow growth corre-
sponds to the recovery in the near-wall turbulence up
to the beginning of the logarithmic region. This slow
growth continues up to z ~ 124, for the T9_SM case,
and up to z ~ 44, for the SM_T9 case. Thus, the near-
wall turbulence has a slower recovery during the T9-
to-smooth step change. After the initial slow growth,
drgr jumps to ~ 0.4d¢ and does not grow any further.
This height is the beginning of the wake region, that
remains uninfluenced by the the surface underneath.
Thus, d; g1, does not reach the boundary layer thick-
ness.

4  Conclusions

We investigated the recovery of a ZPG TBL down-
stream of a riblet-to-smooth step change, and vice
versa. We focused on drag-increasing triangular riblets
with tip angle 90° and viscous-scaled spacing 50 (T9
riblets). The ZPG TBL has Rep, ~ 680 right upstream
of the step change, and grows up to Reyp =~ 1000
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Figure 7: Streamwise growth of IEL thickness o7, for (a)
riblet-to-smooth step change, and (b) smooth-to-
riblet step change.



downstream of the step change. To evaluate the flow
recovery to equilibrium, we conducted additional cal-
culations of a ZPG TBL over an entirely smooth wall,
as well as one covered entirely by T9 riblets. To make
the computations affordable, we proposed a novel grid
generation approach for unstructured spectral element
solvers, where the elements size grows consistent with
the size of turbulent scales. We observed that C'y con-
verged to its equilibrium value with a faster rate dur-
ing smooth-to-T9 step change (within 44;), than dur-
ing T9-to-smooth step change (within 76y). However,
for both step changes, C¢ did not completely reach
equilibrium, even after 455; downstream of the step
change. Similarly, the internal equilibrium layer thick-
ness d; gz, did not reach the TBL thickness, and stayed
within 0.40g. Assessment of the profiles of the mean
velocity derivative dU T /dIn(y™) and streamwise tur-

—+ .
bulent stress u/2  revealed that the wake region does
not recover, even up to 459, leading to the incomplete
recovery in Cy and 07 1.
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