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Abstract: To elucidate the aero-thermal performance and stress distribution characteristics of
laminate-thermal barrier coating ( TBC) composite structures and achieve efficient coupling
between laminate cooling structures and TBC. a conjugate heat transfer model is adopted to
establish a fluid-solid-force coupled numerical prediction method. The effects of film-cooling plate
thickness (H;=0.8d, 1.0d, 1. 2d) and TBC thickness ( Hysc =0. 6d, 0. 8d s 1. 0d) on the overall
cooling characteristics and stress distribution of the composite structure are systematically
investigated. The results show that the overall cooling effectiveness on both the TBC surface and
the metal substrate surface is insensitive to changes in the film-cooling plate thickness, with

differences in overall cooling effectiveness under different H; values being less than 1.0%.
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Increasing the TBC thickness significantly enhances the overall cooling effectiveness of the metal
substrate surface. At Hrsc =1.0d, the overall cooling effectiveness increases by approximately
15. 6% compared to the reference case. The film-cooling plate thickness and the TBC thickness
exhibit antagonistic effects on the mechanical performance of the composite structure. As H; and
H e increase, the reduction in equivalent stress and the increase in equivalent stress exceed
10. 0% and 23.5%, respectively. Stress concentration occurs near the film-cooling hole exit, the
metal substrate/ TBC interface, and the film-cooling hole inlet in the composite structure. The
stress distribution along the radial direction at the leading edge of the film-cooling hole shows a
W-shaped profile, with a peak equivalent stress appearing at the metal substrate/TBC interface.
Increasing the film-cooling plate thickness improves the mechanical performance within the metal
substrate, while applying a thicker TBC alleviates stress concentration at the metal substrate/
TBC interface and reduces the risk of TBC spallation.

elevates the stress level near the film-cooling hole exit (maximum equivalent stress exceeding

However, a thicker TBC significantly

1000 MPa). Therefore, it is recommended in laminate-TBC composite structure design to adopt a

thicker film-cooling plate (H;=1. 2d) along with an appropriately thick TBC coating ( Hypc =0. 8d).
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Fig. 1 Computational model of composite geometry
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Table 1 Geometrical parameters of laminate structure
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distributions of laminate-TBC composite geometry
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