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ABSTRACT
To determine the potential of aeroelastic tailoring to improve flutter stability of carbon
fiber turbomachinery compressor blades the structural dynamic and aeroelastic behavior
of ten different laminate layups were compared. At first an operating point at off-design
conditions was identified as flutter critical. Afterwards the dependency between laminate
properties and eigenbehavior and between eigenbehavior and aerodynamic stability un-
der these off-design conditions were described.
The results show that for every of the first three natural oscillations certain conditions for
the eigenmode and eigenfrequency have to be satisfied to evoke aerodynamically stable be-
havior. Considering these constraints just one of the investigated laminates is suitable to
ensure flutter stability for these certain flow conditions. This very small variety of appli-
cable laminate layups shows the complexity to design aerodynamically stable compressor
blades but also the great potential of aeroelastic tailoring to improve the flutter stability
of carbon fiber turbomachinery compressor blades.

NOMENCLATURE
k reduced frequency ϕξ torsional portion

A11 longitudinal stiffness A33 shear stiffness
WC aerodynamic work per cycle ~fξηθ(t) unsteady aerodynamic forces

~uξηθ(t) deformation vector Ekin,max maximum kinetic energy
Λ aerodynamic damping [A] A-stiffness-matrix

[Qn] layer stiffness tn layer thickness
f oscillation frequency Lref reference length

Uref reference velocity ~xξηθ(t) coordinate vector
ϕ deformation portion

INTRODUCTION

The main objectives during the optimization of turbomachinery compressor blades are a
maximization of the aerodynamic efficiency and a minimization of the structural weight. In ad-
dition to the optimization objectives different aerodynamic, structural mechanic and aeroelastic
constraints have to be considered (Lengyel-Kampmann et al., 2014).
The flutter stability of the rotor depends on the blade vibration in the flow field and the unsteady
aerodynamic forces evoked by them. The unsteady pressure onthe blade surfaces is influenced
by the aerodynamic boundary conditions according to the operating point (Snyder and Burns,
1988) of the investigated system and the motion performed bythe blade. Because the operating
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conditions are prescribed and part of the optimization, theaeroelastic behavior can only be ad-
justed by a change of the blade’s eigenbehavior.
The usage of fiber reinforced plastic laminates offers the possibility to change the material’s di-
rection dependent stiffness by adjusting the laminate layup. Due to the change of the direction
dependent stiffness the eigenbehavior of the blade can be adjusted and the geometry is unaf-
fected. Thus the aim of the investigation is to determine howstrongly the eigenbehavior and in
connection with it the aerodynamic stability can be adjusted by changing the laminate stacking.

INVESTIGATED FAN AND NUMERICAL MODELS
Figure 1 shows the investigated fan, which was developed during the CRISPII and CRISP-

multi project at DLR (Lengyel-Kampmann et al., 2014). The main geometrical and design
parameters are depicted in table 1. The investigation focuses on two operating points. The first
is on the working line at design speed with a pressure ratio of1.3 and a mach number of 0.68.
The second is near the surge line at 70% of the design speed with a pressure ratio of 1.15 and
a mach number of 0.29. Beside the second mentioned operatingpoint nine other off-design
operating conditions were considered. The operating pointat 70% design speed near the surge
line was the one with the most critical aeroelastic behavior. Due to the high computational costs
a detailed analysis was just carried out for the two mentioned operating conditions.

Figure 1:CRISP II

Table 1: geometrical and design parameters

parameter dimension rotor 1 rotor 2

number of blades [ ] 10,0 12,0

design speed [min−1] -5044,7 3981,5

blade length [mm] 380,5 343,0

blade width [mm] 145,9 122,8

laminate thickness [mm] 0,5 - 14,2 0,5 -12,4

The structural behavior of the rotors was analysed with the FEM solver MSC Nastran. One
blade of each rotor was modeled with approximately 18000 shell elements (CQUAD4). The
modal analysis was performed in two steps. First, the model was prestressed by the surface
pressure and the rotational forces. Then, the numerical modal analysis was performed, result-
ing in the eigenmode shapes and the eigenfrequencies of the blade at the operating point.

The aerodynamic analyses were performed with the DLR CFD solver TRACE (Kersken, 2012),
which is based on a finite volume method. Assuming cyclic symmetry in the circumferential
direction, just one passage of each rotor was modeled by a block structured grid with 800k cells.
For steady simulations the Wilcox k-ω turbulence model and for unsteady linear simulations a
frozen viscosity approach with harmonic blade deformationwas used.
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PROCEDURE AND THEORETICAL CONCEPTS
Flutter stability
The prediction of the flutter stability is based on the determination of the aerodynamic work

per cycleWC , which describes the exchange of energy between blade and flow. Thereby, a
positive sign means that energy passes from the flow to the blades vibration leading to an aero-
dynamically unstable behavior, and a negative sign shows that energy passes from oscillation to
flow leading to a damped vibration. The determination of the aerodynamic work is performed
on the basis of the energy method by Carta (Carta, 1967). Thisapproach assumes structural
dynamic and aerodynamic system as decoupled. Thus, unsteady aerodynamic forces have no
influence on the blade’s oscillation. Additionally, it is assumed that due to small deformation
during the blade’s oscillation the unsteady aerodynamic field is composed of a steady part and
an unsteady disturbance linear to the vibration amplitude (Kersken, 2012). Via the unsteady
aerodynamic pressure on the blade surface the unsteady aerodynamic forces~fξηθ(t) and there-
after via the deformations~̇uξηθ(t) the aerodynamic work per cycle can be calculated by equation
1. During the flutter analysis, all inter-blade phase angles(Lane, 1956) are considered but just
the critical one with the highest aerodynamic work is taken into account. The critical inter-blade
phase angle is nearly constant over the different laminatesfor given operating conditions and
eigenmode.

WC =
∑

ξηθ

T
∫

0

~̇uξηθ(t) · ~fξηθ(t)dt (1)

A calculation of the aerodynamic dampingΛ (logarithmic decrement) by equation 2 was
not performed because according to May (May, 2011) a comparison of the aerodynamic work
is more significant due to the normalization of aerodynamic damping by the maximum of kinetic
energyEkin,max.

Λ = −
WC

2Ekin,max

(2)

Laminate stiffness
During the modal analysis the structural damping of the material is neglected. Due to the

constant geometry the mass matrix is identical for all laminates. Thus, the stiffness is used
to characterize the different stackings. Thereby, the laminate layup is symmetric, balanced
and composed of eight layers to ensure comparability with the initial laminate. Additionally
just layer angles are used which are multiples of 15◦ and between 0◦ and 45◦ to withstand the
primary loading (rotation, pressure) of the blade. The laminate stiffness is calculated according
to the classical laminate theory (Altenbach et al., 2004) whereby just the longitudinal stiffness
A11 and the shear stiffnessA33 component of the A-Matrix[A] are considered because they have
the strongest influence on the eigenmodes (bending/torsion). The A-Matrix can be calculated
by equation 3 from the layer stiffness[Qn] in laminate coordinate system and the layer thickness
tn.

[A] =

N
∑

n=1

[Qn] · tn (3)
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Table 2: Investigated laminates and their stiffness values

Nr. stacking A11

[

kN

mm

]

A11,Rel [%] A33

[

kN

mm

]

A33,Rel [%]

1 [±45◦,±45◦]S 42.603 33.76 32.111 100.00

2 [±45◦,±30◦]S 60.527 47.96 29.136 90.74

3 [±30◦,±30◦]S 78.452 62.17 26.162 81.47

4 [±45◦,±15◦]S 77.420 61.35 23.187 72.21

5 [±30◦,±15◦]S 95.345 75.55 20.213 62.95

6 [±15◦,±15◦]S 112.24 88.94 14.264 44.42

7 [±45◦,± 0◦]S 84.401 66.88 20.213 62.95

8 [±30◦,± 0◦]S 102.325 81.08 17.238 53.68

9 [±15◦,± 0◦]S 119.218 94.47 11.289 35.16

10 [± 0◦,± 0◦]S 126.199 100.00 8.3148 25.89

Due to the mentioned constraints ten laminates are investigated. Their stackings and stiff-
ness parameters are shown in table 2. All laminates satisfy the requirements for maximum static
displacements at the blade tip caused by centrifugal and steady pressure load. The maximum
deformations of the blade tips are in a range of less then one millimeter. A change in the ma-
terial parameters due to temperature impact is not taken into account because the temperature
during the rig test is in a range between -10◦C and +30◦C. The material of the laminates can
resist until 120◦C.

Reduced frequency and torsional portion
The reduced frequencyk and torsioinal portionϕξ of the natural oscillation are important

parameters for their aeroelastic behavior (Försching, 1996). The reduced Frequency can be
calculated by equation 4 from the oscillation frequencyf , a reference lengthLref (half chord
length) and velocityUref (averaged convection velocity) of the flow. According to Brouillet
(Brouillet, 2001) the limits mentioned in equations 5 and 6 should be respected, regardless if
the investiaged blade belongs to a compressor or a turbine.

k =
2πfLref

Uref

(4)

k > 0.3 for bending modes (5)

k > 0.7 for torsional modes (6)

The deformation of the blade was analysed by equation 7, thereby coordinates~xξηθ and
eigenvector~uξηθ of the FE Nodes are transposed to the blade coordinate system. The blade

4



Xy-component Xy-componentXx-componentXy-componentXx-componentx-component

Eigenmode 1
k=0.524       φ =0.481

ξ ξ

Eigenmode 3Eigenmode 2

X
Y

Z

k=0.198       φ =0.311
ξ

k=0.754       φ =0.992

Figure 2: x- and y-component of the eigenmode for the first three natural oscillations

coordinate system is placed in the middle of the chord lengthat the hub, theξ-axis points in
radial direction, theη-axis in chord direction and theθ-axis is normal twoξ- andη-axis. The
blade deformation is normalized to a length of 1.0 and it’s first component shows the torsional
portionϕξ of the eigenmode.

~ϕ =

∑

~xξηθ × ~uξηθ

|
∑

~xξηθ × ~uξηθ|
(7)

Figure 2 shows x- and y-component of the eigenmode shape overthe blade surface for the
first three natural oscillations in flow coordinate system and also the values of reduced frequency
k and torsional portionϕξ for laminate seven under off-design conditions. As depicted in the
figure, the blade performs for first and second natural oscillation primary bending and for third
natural oscillation primary torsional motions. Nevertheless, the values of torsional portion show
that no clear separation between bending and torsional eigenmode is possible. Thus, according
to the limit of 0.7 for reduced frequency the first three eigenmodes have to be respected for
flutter analysis.

RESULTS
The presentation of the results is splitted in three parts. At first the aerodynamic damping of

two different operating points is compared. The comparisonshows that aerodynamic unstable
behavior occurs for the investigated fan just under off-design conditions. The second and third
part of the subsection focuses on modal analysis and flutter analysis results under these off de-
sign conditions. According to the results different requirements for the laminates were derived
to ensure aerodynamic stability in the first three eigenmodes.

Aerodynamic stability under different operating conditions
The aerodynamic work is plotted over the reduced frequency for an operating point with

design conditions in figure 3 and for an operating point at part rotational speed near the surge
line in figure 4. The graphics show that under design conditions all laminates behave aerody-
namically stable and under off-design conditions a major part of the laminates behave aerody-
namically unstable especially for the first and third eigenmode.
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Figure 3:Aerodynamic work over reduced
frequency for the first three eigenmodes at
design operating conditions
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Figure 4:Aerodynamic work over reduced
frequency for the first three eigenmodes at
off-design operating conditions

For the first eigenmode the laminates show under design conditions nearly constant negative
aerodynamic work over reduced frequency. In contrast, the major portion of the laminates are
aerodynamically unstable under off-design conditions andthe scatter of aerodynamic work over
reduced frequency is higher than under design conditions. The second natural oscillation is less
critical than the first but for both operating points the aerodynamic work of two laminates have
a high difference to the other. Under design conditions these laminates are more stable, under
off-design conditions less stable, leading to aerodynamicinstability. The aerodynamic behavior
for the third natural oscillation shows high differences for both operating points, whereby un-
der design conditions the laminates have the lowest and under off-design conditions the highest
aerodynamic work. According to the presented results the operating point at off-design condi-
tions is identified as flutter critical and used for detailed investigations.

Modal Analysis
First natural oscillation
Reduced frequency over longitudinal stiffness is presented in figure 5. The value of the

reduced frequency is increasing for laminates with higher longitudinal stiffness but the slope of
the curve is decreasing. The values range between 0.17 and 0.21 thus no laminate reaches the
limit mentioned in equation 5 for bending eigenmodes.

The torsional component of the eigenmode over the shear stiffness is shown in figure 6.
As depicted in the figure, the torsional part of the blade motion is decreasing for laminates
with high shear stiffness. The torsional portion is between0.1 and 0.5 which illustrates that all
laminates have a high bending portion in the first natural oscillation and a strong influence of
laminate stiffness on the eigenvector.

The eigenfrequency of a natural oscillation is increasing if the stiffness in the direction of
the eigenmode is increasing. Thus, an increasing in stiffness against a specified motion leads
to a decrease of the motions proportion in the eigenmode. Additionally, laminates with a high
longitudinal stiffness have a high proportion of 0◦ plies and thus a lower proportion of 45◦ plies
leading to lower shear stiffness. So the laminates with highest shear stiffness have the lowest
longitudinal stiffness and so high resistance against torsional and low resistance against bend-
ing motion resulting in an oscillation with low torsional portion (high bending portion) and a
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Figure 5:Reduced frequency over longitu-
dinal stiffness for the first natural oscilla-
tion
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Figure 6: Torsional portion of the eigen-
mode over shear stiffness for the first natu-
ral oscillation

low reduced frequency. An increase in longitudinal stiffness leads to an increase in reduced
frequency and torsional portion (less bending portion) because the resistance against bending
motions is getting higher. Additionally, the shear stiffness and resistance against torsional mo-
tions decreases leading to a smaller increase of reduced frequency for laminates with higher
longitudinal stiffness shown in figure 5.

Second natural oscillation
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Figure 7:Reduced frequency over longitu-
dinal stiffness for the second natural oscil-
lation
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Figure 8: Torsional portion of the eigen-
mode over shear stiffness for the second
natural oscillation

Figure 7 illustrates reduced frequency plotted over the longitudinal stiffness. Similar to the
first natural oscillation, the reduced frequency is increasing for laminates with higher stiffness
in longitudinal direction, but the maximum reduced frequency is shifted slightly away from
laminates with maximum longitudinal stiffness. The valuesrange between 0.425 and 0.55 thus
according to equations 5 and 6 the constraint for bending modes (0.3) is satisfied and for tor-
sional modes (0.7) unsatisfied.
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Figure 8 shows the torsional component of the eigenvector over the shear stiffness. Similar
to the first natural oscillation a higher shear stiffness leads to a lower torsional portion in the
eigenmode. The reason for this course is the effect described for the first natural oscillation.
The major difference is that the torsional proportion ranges from 0.0 to 1.0. Thus, the blade
motion for laminates with high shear stiffness is a bending mode and for laminates with lower
shear stiffness a torsional mode. In contrast to the first natural oscillation, the high propor-
tion of torsional motion leads for laminates with high longitudinal stiffness to a decrease in
reduced frequency. Laminates with slightly increased shear stiffness show the highest reduced
frequency because the resistance against torsional motions leads to lower torsional proportion
and in connection with the higher longitudinal stiffness tothe maximum of reduced frequency.

Third natural oscillation
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Figure 9:Reduced frequency over longitu-
dinal stiffness for the third natural oscilla-
tion
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Figure 10: Torsional portion of the eigen-
mode over shear stiffness for the third nat-
ural oscillation

A plot of the reduced frequency over the longitudinal stiffness is presented in figure 9. The
graphic shows that the local maximum is shifted to laminateswith lower longitudinal stiffness
in comparison with the first two natural oscillations. The values range between 0.55 and 0.8 thus
the limit for bending modes (0.3) is reached for every laminate and the constraint for torsional
modes (0.7) is also partly satisfied.

Figure 10 illustrates the torsional component of the eigenmode over the shear stiffness.
In contrast to the first and second natural oscillation the torsional portion of the eigenmode is
increasing for laminates with higher shear stiffness whichis contradictory to the effect described
before. The difference to the first two natural oscillationsis that the torsional portion ranges
just from 0.975 to 1.0. So all laminates show a torsional motion and the influence of the shear
stiffness on the eigenmode is almost negligible.

Flutter Analysis
First natural oscillation
Aerodynamic work is plotted against reduced frequency in figure 11 and against torsional

portion in figure 12. The numbering of the symbols is the same as the numbering of the lam-
inates in table 3. In both figures no direct parametric influence is apparent because the com-

8



Reduced Frequency [-]A
e

ro
d

y
n

a
m

ic
 W

o
rk

 P
e

r 
C

y
c

le
 [

1
E
-6
J
]

0.17 0.18 0.19 0.20 0.21
-0.4

-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

unstable

stable

1
2

3

5

8 6

7

4

9

10Medium
High

Low φξ

φξ

φξ

Figure 11: Aerodynamic work per cycle
over reduced frequency for the first natu-
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Figure 12: Aerodynamic work per cycle
over torsional portion for the first natural
oscillation at critical Operating Point

bination of reduced frequency and torsional portion is decisive. To show the influence of the
eigenmode in figure 11 laminates with low (0.10 ≤ ϕξ ≤ 0.25), medium (0.25 ≤ ϕξ ≤ 0.35)
and high (0.35 ≤ ϕξ ≤ 0.50) torsional portion are plotted with different symbols. Additionally
laminates with low (0.17 ≤ k ≤ 0.19), medium (0.19 ≤ k ≤ 0.20) and high (0.20 ≤ k ≤ 0.21)
reduced frequencies are marked with different symbols in figure 12.

The symbols show in both graphics that laminates with a low torsional portion are stable
(0.10 ≤ ϕξ ≤ 0.25) if their reduced frequency is medium (0.19 ≤ k ≤ 0.20) and unstable
if their reduced frequency is low (0.17 ≤ k ≤ 0.19). Additionally laminates with medium
torsional portion (0.25 ≤ ϕξ ≤ 0.35) are stable if their reduced frequency is high (0.20 ≤ k ≤
0.21) and unstable if their reduced frequency is medium (0.19 ≤ k ≤ 0.20). Laminates with
high torsional portion (0.35 ≤ ϕξ ≤ 0.50) always show unstable behavior.

The results show in accordance to equations 5 and 6 that an increase in reduced frequency
leads to an increase in aerodynamic stability and an increase in torsional portion leads to a de-
crease in aerodynamic stability. Furthermore, the laminate with stable behavior at low torsional
portion (bending mode) shows a reduced frequency higher than 0.19 which indicates that the
limit for bending modes (0.3) has to be adjusted for the investigated turbomachinery compressor
blades.

Additionally, in connection with the results of the modal analysis, constraints for aerody-
namically stable behavior can be derived. Laminates are stable if their reduced frequency is
high and torsional portion is medium (e.g. Laminate 8) or if their reduced frequency is medium
and torsional portion is low (e.g. Laminate 3). In contrast laminates are unstable if their re-
duced frequency is high and also their tosional portion is high (e.g. Laminate 10) or if their
reduced frequency is medium and tosional portion is medium to high (e.g.Laminate 4). Relat-
ing to the modal analysis results laminates with high longitudinal stiffness and moderate shear
stiffness (e.g. Laminate 8) or moderate longitudinal and high shear stiffness (e.g. Laminate 3)
are necessary for aerodynamically stable behavior. Laminates with high longitudinal stiffness
and low shear stiffness (e.g. Laminate 10) or medium longitduinal and medium shear stiffness
(e.g. Laminate 4) show unstable aerodynamic behavior.
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Second natural oscillation
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Figure 13: Aerodynamic work per cycle
over reduced frequency for the second nat-
ural oscillation at critical OperatingPoint
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Figure 14: Aerodynamic work per cycle
over torsional portion for the second nat-
ural oscillation at critical Operating Point

Aerodynamic work is plotted against torsional portion in figure 14 and against reduced
frequency in figure 13. The plot over the torsional portion shows that the eigenmode is the
decisive parameter for the second natural oscillation because aerodynamic work is strongly
increasing if the torsional portion is higher than 0.8.

According to the theory and similar to the first natural oscillation laminates are more un-
stable if their torsional portion is higher. Relating to theconstraints for reduced frequency the
laminates with lower torsional portion show in comparison to the unstable laminates a nearly
constant aeroelastic behavior.

In connection with the modal analysis results laminates with low shear stiffness show a high
torsional portion and a reduced frequency slightly lower than the maximum. According to the
results, the second natural oscillation is stable if the blades motion is not a torsional eigenmode.
Thus, a moderate to high shear stiffness is necessary for aerodynamic stable behavior.

Third natural oscillation
Aerodynamic work is plotted against reduced frequency in figure 15 and against torsional

portion in figure 16. As depicted in the figures aerodynamic work is decreasing for higher
reduced frequencies and torsional portions. According to modal analysis the torsional portion
is increasing for laminates with higher shear stiffness forthe third natural oscillation but the
maximum reduced frequency is slightly shifted to lower longitudinal stiffness.

Overall result
In table 3 the laminates showing aerodynamically stable behavior are marked by an x and

additionally the relative longitudinal and shear stiffnesses to compare the results with the con-
straints mentioned before. The marked boxes show the complexity to design an aerodynami-
cally stable laminate for the investigated turbomachinerycompressor. Just laminate three satis-
fies all constraints for aerodynamically stable behavior.
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Figure 15: Aerodynamic work per cycle
over reduced frequency for the third nat-
ural oscillation at critical OperatingPoint
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Figure 16: Aerodynamic work per cycle
over torsional portion for the third natural
oscillation at critical Operating Point

Table 3: Laminates, stiffness values and aerodynamic stability (x = stable)

Nr. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

A11[%] 33.76 47.96 62.17 61.35 75.55 88.94 66.88 81.08 94.47 100.00

A33[%] 100.00 90.74 81.47 72.21 62.95 44.42 62.95 53.68 35.16 25.89

Mode 1 x x x x

Mode 2 x x x x x x x x

Mode 3 x x x x

CONCLUSIONS
Three different investigations were used to determine the influence of laminate parameters

on the aerodynamic stability of a fan. First up, a comparisonbetween two operating points
was used to identify the off-design conditions as flutter critical and subsequently a modal and
a flutter analysis were performed for these operating conditions. The results show that the
knowledge of flutter critical areas in the compressor map is necessary for a successful analysis.

Furthermore, the results show that the structural and aeroelastic behavior can be influenced
strongly by the stacking of the applied laminate. Especially for the modal analysis strong de-
pendency between longitudinal stiffness and reduced frequency and between torsional portion
and shear stiffness was presented and described.

The flutter analysis shows in accordance to the theory that the combination of reduced fre-
quency and torsional portion of the eigenmode is decisive for the aerodynamic stability. In
connection with the modal analysis different constraints for laminate properties and stacking
which are necessary for flutter stability were mentioned.

Additionally it was shown that just one of the ten investigated laminates show aerodynamic
stable behavior for the first three natural oscillations in the critical operating point. Overall the
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results show the complex dependencies between laminate stacking and aeroelastic behavior but
also the great potential of aeroelastic tailoring to improve the flutter stability of carbon fiber
turbomachinery compressor blades.
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Dear Reviewer1,
Thank you for the review. The point about the considered inter-blade phase angles was very
helpful.

Mandatory Changes

1. For instance, all the aerodamping calculations need to havethe corresponding inter blade
phase angles specififed. If you compare the stability for different modes and at different
operating conditions, need to spell out if all IBPAS are considered. And when the stiff-
ness/modeshape tailoring is tried, would the IBPA (No of nodal diameters) of the mini-
mum damping change?
Now, in subsection ”flutter stability” a explanation for theconsidered IBPAs and their
behavior for different laminates is given.

Recommended Requested Changes

1. the introduction is too brief, or there has been nothing happening in blade aeroelasticity
in the past 30 years....?
Thank you for that point. It is correct that in the last 30 years many important papers on
blade aeroelasticity were published. However, for the given range of parameters included
in this investigation well proven methods to determine the flutter stability were necessary.
So just the mentioned papers are important to understand theinvestigation.

2. not sure of the statement that the aeroelastic behaviour canonly be adjusted by a change
of the blade’s eigen ...’.
I am well aware that more parameters beside the blades eigenbehavior are influencing the
aeroelastic behavior of the blade. However, modern fan blades are designed in automated
optimisation loops. In this loops the blade geometry is optimised for a given load. That
is why the blade geometry and the operating conditions can not be modified in this inves-
tigation. Therefore this paper investigates just the influence of the laminate stacking for
the optimised geometry.

3. the reasoaning for not using Eq.2 may be easily justified for metal blades, but the strain
energy may vary more here for the structural tailoring in thepresent cases.
Equation 2 just contains kinetic energy and aerodynamic work. It is not clear for me how
strain energy is affecting comparability of different cases by the aerodynamic damping.

4. the use of the simple laminate theory is OK but should at leastassess its consistency and
suitability for one or two cases against more detailed FEAs etc to give some assurance.
A new subsection about the investigated fan and the used numerical models is included.
This subsection explains that all modal analysis were carried out by FEAs.

5. similarly, any validation of the unsteady aero-solver for the cases of interest?
The validation of the unsteady aero-solver is included in (Kersken, 2012)
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6. would be useful to add the static stress characteristics of the different stacked structural
configurations.
This might be interesting for readers with carbon fibre background. However, it is my
opinion that this is not relevant for the investigation and would exceed the volume of the
paper

Thank you for your review.

Yours sincerely

Christoph Reiber
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Dear Reviewer2,
Thank you for your detailed review. Your comments helped me great to improve the paper.

Mandatory Changes

1. The authors should give some more details on specific test case investigated. There is
insufficient information on the compressor blade and about the operating points investi-
gates (pressure ratio, Mach numberetc.)
Information are included in subsection ”INVESTIGATED FAN AND NUMERICAL
MODELS”

2. Please provide more information on numerical model and solvers used in simulations
(both for aerodamping simulations and modal analysis).
Information are included in subsection ”INVESTIGATED FAN AND NUMERICAL
MODELS”

3. What reference length was used for the reduced frequency calculations (full chord or half-
chord) and also in relation to the limits in eq. 5 & 6? Also please comment on if these
limits are universal for both turbine and compressor bladesor are these case dependent?
Two sentences adressing this are included in the subsection”Reduced frequency and tor-
sional portion”

4. The procedure or approach is not clearly described (please provide some guiding to the
readers on why you start the result section by showing aerodynamic stability results and
thereafter go into the modal analysis, to again finalize it with flutter analysis. This should
be clearly stated.
Some sentences on the beginning of the ”RESULTS” subsectionare included to make the
strategy of the investigation more clear.

5. Move figure 4 & 5 forward such that they belong under the right section (under Modal
analysis)
The default layout of the ETC causes that the picture are set to the top of a page if the
subsection which includes the picture, is also on the page. So the position of the picture
is given by the template. However, I have changed it.

6. Please use similar legends as you have used in Figure 10 & 11 also in figures 12-15.
Without the legend it is difficult to see which laminates are unstable (therefore impossible
to relate to Table 2 and what is written in the text)
Another reviewer gave me the tip to label all the data points in the figures. This should
clear up also this issue

7. Check indices in Figure 1 such that it corresponds to the coordinate names used in text.
Thanks for this. Changed it.
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8. How well do the investigated different laminates withstandthe centrifugal and steady
aerodynamic loads? Please comment on that. Comment also on temperature impact
on the material properties of the carbon fibers investigatedhere and relate that to the
temperatures at the operating points you investigated in this paper.
In the subsection ”Laminate stiffness” a explanation aboutthe static blade deformation
and the expected temperature influence is included.

Recommended Requested Changes

1. The authors may consider re-structuring the paper not to start directly with the stability
results (maybe by moving the modal analysis result).
The explanation of the strategy at the beginning of the ”RESULTS” Section should clarify
the approach.

2. Have the authors carried out analysis for other operating points than the two mentioned
in the paper? Maybe a comment on this should be added.
Some sentences about other investigated operating conditions are included in subsection
”Investigated Fan and numerical models”

3. Equation 3 could be excluded ats it is not being used in the analysis
The elements 1,1 and 3,3 of the A-Matrix calculated by this equation are used as longitu-
dinal and shear stiffness parameter in the results.

Thank you for your review.

Yours sincerely

Christoph Reiber
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Dear Reviewer3,
Thank you for the good review. The points you have mentioned helped me a lot to improve the
paper. I agree with most of the mandatory and requested changes you have pointed out. Just in
some points my opinion is a bit different. The following listcontains a short summary of the
changes.

Mandatory Changes

1. No information on the analysis target is included in the paper, except Fig. 1. As a result,
the readers cannot know the conditions used in the aeroelastic assessments. Please in-
clude a subsection that provides a brief summary of the fan (or compressor) investigated,
with showing the two operating points used in the study.
The new subsection is called ”INVESTIGATED FAN AND NUMERICAL MODELS”.
The subsection includes a picture of the fan, a table with theimportant data and descrip-
tion of the investigated operating points.

2. In subsection ”Flutter stability” on page 2, the theoretical concept for the evaluation of
aeroelastic properties are explained.However, there is noinformation on the aerodynamic
and structural model used in this study. Maybe the authors use CFD and FEM for calcu-
lating aerodynamic work. Please comment on the numerical models used in this study.
The information about the structural and aerodynamic modelare also in the new subsec-
tion ”INVESTIGATED FAN AND NUMERICAL MODELS”. A short summary of the
CFD and FEM models are given.

3. The format of the ”REFERENCES” is not suitable for any publication. Please revise
following the author instructions. In addition, related tothe two requirements above,
the references associated to the ”analysis model”, ”numerical methods”, and ”classical
laminate theory” should be given for readers who are not familiar with them.
References for ”analysis model” (Lengyel-Kampmann et al.,2014), ”numerical meth-
ods” (Kersken, 2012) and ”classical laminate theory” (Altenbach et al., 2004) are now
included.

Recommended Requested Changes

1. The authors quantify how much the rotational motion around the midchord contaminates
in the mode shape by using ”torsional portion” in Eq. (7). Although this would be a
simple measure of the strength of the torsional motion, the reviewer think it is important
to provide the overview how the mode shapes differ among 10 different stackings. Is it
possible to show and compare the mode shapes among several important cases?
This is one point where my opinion is a bit different. A detailed presentation of all 3
mode shapes for 10 different laminates would exceed the sizeof the paper. That is why I
have chosen the torsional portion to distinguish the different mode shapes.

2. In Fig. 10 to 15, the flutter analysis result and structural characteristics are explained
by choosing two parameters. These figures are not reader-friendly, because it is difficult
to distinguish to which stacking case the plotted points correspond. This is especially
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true for the 1st mode (Fig. 10 and Fig. 11) where the aerodynamic work has a complex
sensitivity against both the reduced frequency and torsional portion, unlike for the 2nd
and 3rd mode. Could you add labels of the case No. to Fig. 10 and11?
Thanks for this very helpful suggestion. Labeling was done for graphics 5-16

3. Among the all tested cases, only one stacking pattern (Nr = 3)is found to be aeroelasti-
cally stable for three lower modes, which is shown in Table 2.The detailed explanation
for this might be the topic for future publication because itrequires detailed observations
on the unsteady pressure and the decomposition of aerodynamic work into bending and
torsional contributions. Nevertheless, It is important topoint out why the Nr = 3 can
avoid flutter and other cases cannot suppress flutter of the first mode. For example, ac-
cording to Table 2, Nr = 4 causes mode 1 flutter but it has similar stiffness pattern as Nr
= 3.
I think it is clear that the requirements to ensure aerodynamic stable behavior are dif-
ferent for the three investigated eigenmodes. The first eigenmode has the most complex
requirement. So I have explained these requirements more detailed in the last part of the
subsection on Flutter Analsys of the first eigenmode.

I hope the changes I have done are like you expected and that the explanation why I have not
displayed all eigenmodes for all laminates is also acceptable for you.

Thank you for your review.

Yours sincerely

Christoph Reiber
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