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Abstract — In this work, based on the blade element-momentum theory (BEMT), we proposed the geometry of a
lab-scale horizontal axis tidal turbine with a diameter of 80cm, which can demonstrate the maximum power coeffi-
cient, and investigated the effect of blade pitch angle increase on the power coefficient. For validation of the com-
puted power coefficients by the BEMT, we also computed the power coefficient using the computational fluid
dynamics (CFD) for each case. For the CFD, 15 times of the turbine radius was used for the length and diameter of
the computational domain, and the open boundary condition was prescribed at the boundary of the computational
domain. The maximum power coefficients of the turbine acquired by the BEMT and CFD were about 48%, show-
ing a good agreement. Both of the power coefficients computed by the BEMT and CFD tended to decrease when
the blade pitch angle increases. The two power coefficients for a given tip-speed ratio were in good agreement.
Through the present study, we have confirmed that we can trust the proposed geometry and the computed power
coefficients based on the BEMT.
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(a) Blade and blade elements
Fig. 1. The blade element and flow onto the blade (Kim[2010]).
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Table 1. Geometry of a blade used for the validation
r/R c/R Twist angle (degree) t/c (%)
0.2 0.1250 20.0 24.0
0.3 0.1156 14.5 20.7
0.4 0.1063 11.1 18.7
0.5 0.0969 8.9 17.6
0.6 0.0875 7.4 16.6
0.7 0.0781 6.5 15.6
0.8 0.0688 5.9 14.6
0.9 0.0594 5.4 13.6
1.0 0.0500 5.0 12.6
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Fig. 2. C, of the turbine presented in Batten[2008] at various TSR.
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Table 2. Geometry of the blade
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Fig. 3. Distributions of chord and blade twist angle.
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Station # Airfoil Location (m) /R (%) Chord (m) Twist ange (degree)
1 NACA63-824 0.0500 12.50 0.0611 27.4
2 NACA63-823 0.0675 16.88 0.0591 24.5
3 NACA63-822 0.0850 21.25 0.0569 21.5
4 NACA63-821 0.1025 25.63 0.0546 18.6
5 NACA63-820 0.1200 30.00 0.0524 159
6 NACA63-819 0.1375 34.38 0.0503 13.7
7 NACA63-819 0.1550 38.75 0.0481 11.8
8 NACA63-818 0.1725 43.13 0.0460 104
9 NACA63-818 0.1900 47.50 0.0438 9.2
10 NACA63-817 0.2075 51.88 0.0416 8.2
11 NACA63-817 0.2250 56.25 0.0394 7.4
12 NACA63-817 0.2425 60.63 0.0372 6.6
13 NACA63-816 0.2600 65.00 0.0350 5.8
14 NACA63-816 0.2775 69.38 0.0328 5.0
15 NACAG63-816 0.2950 73.75 0.0305 4.2
16 NACAG63-815 0.3125 78.13 0.0282 3.5
17 NACA63-815 0.3300 82.50 0.0259 2.8
18 NACA63-814 0.3475 86.88 0.0236 22
19 NACA63-814 0.3650 91.25 0.0212 1.7

20 NACA63-813 0.3825 95.63 0.0189 1.2
21 NACA63-813 0.4000 100.00 0.0165 0.7
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Fig. 6. Comparison of power coefficients.

Fig. 7. Geometry of the turbine presented by CAD.
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Fig. 9. Comparison of the power coefficients.
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