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SUMMARY 

A broad program to reduce the energy consumption of the Unitary Plan Wind Tunnel 
was initiated in 1973. As a part of this program, a study was made to determine if 
potential methods for increasing the operating efficiencies of the tunnel could be 
formulated. The study was conducted by determining the performance characteristics 
of the drive system components and then analyzing the overall performance of the 
wind-tunnel system. 

With the current (1977-1981) operating procedures, the power input to the test­
section airflow is from 50 to 85 percent of the power input to the drive system. A 
major portion of the excess power is absorbed by the drive system compressors which 
are operating in a bypass mode to match the test-section airflow requirements in the 
Mach number range from 1.46 to 3.00. By late 1981, mechanical and control system 
improvements should allow the bypassing compressors to be operated at lower pressures 
if no adverse effects on main drive vibrations occur. This improvement could reduce 
the average energy requirements of the tunnel by as much as 10 percent. Additional 
small reductions in energy may be attainable by optimizing the compressor inlet 
guide-vane positions for both normal and bypass operation._-- --------

The operating-pressure-ratio characteristics_of-the tunnel are high relative to 
what should be attainable with an efficient variable-geometry diffuser system. These 
high pressure ratios are forced on the system by the airflow-matching characteristics 
of the test section and compressor system. Consequently, there is very little justi­
fication for attempting to improve the performance of the existing diffuser system. 

INTRODUCTION 

The necessity since 1973 to minimize the use of energy in the United states has 
resulted in a number of studies at the Langley Research Center to determine methods 
for achieving this goal. These studies have included a reexamination of the opera­
tion of research facilities which use large amounts of energy. One such facility is 
the Unitary Plan Wind Tunnel (UPWT). Figure 1 summarizes the electrical energy used 
by the UPWT for the fiscal years of 1966-1980. Kilowatt hours (kWh) used per tunnel 
operating hour, kWh used per fiscal year, and the percentage of total Langley 
Research Center electrical energy used by the UPWT are plotted as a function of fis­
cal year. From 1975 to 1980, the tunnel used an average of about 23 million kWh per 
year (1 kWh = 3.6 MJ). This amount corresponds to about 16 percent of the total 
usage by Langley. 

From 1974 through 1980, the unit cost of the electrical energy used by the major 
wind-tunnel facilities at Langley increased at a rapid rate, reaching a level of 
$0.0538 per kWh in fiscal year 1980 (fig. 2). The total cost in 1980 of the energy 
for the UPWT was $1.215 million (fig. 2). It should be noted that the unit power 
costs include a demand charge which is a fixed amount, independent of the total con­
sumption for the year. The total facility power usage was below average in 1975 and 
1977. Hence, the unit costs for these 2 years were unusually high, as can be noted 
by the deviations from the trend in figure 2. As a matter of general interest, the 
operating hours per year for the UPWT are shown in figure 3. From 1977 through 1980, 
the tunnel averaged about 900 hours of operation per year. 



Since 1973 a number of approaches have been adopted to reduce the UPWT energy 
consumption. These approaches include minimization of the length of the test pro­
grams, reduction of both the test Reynolds number and test-section stagnation tem­
perature, installation of new tunnel equipment and data acquisition systems, and 
improved operational procedures. The energy savings which have resulted cannot be 
accurately judged from the energy consumed per operating hour (fig. 1) because the 
yearly variations in the program test requirements, such as Mach number and Reynolds 
number, affect the overall energy requirements. 

Early in 1977, a decision was made to reexamine the performance characteristics 
of the UPWT. The objective was to determine if potential methods for increasing the 
operating efficiencies of the drive and diffuser systems could be formulated. A 
thorough search of tunnel run logs and records was made, but none of the performance 
data taken when the tunnel was placed in operation in 1956 could be found. The only 
data uncovered were from a 1966 limited study of the performance of two of the UPWT 
compressors. These data were inadequate for the purposes of the proposed study. It 
was, therefore, necessary to obtain a new set of performance data before the desired 
analysis could be completed. 

The objective of this report is to document the measured performance charac­
teristics of the UPWT at Mach numbers from 1.50 to 4.60 and the analysis which has 
been made of these results. The performance characteristics, including the energy 
requirements of each of the compressors and the combined system, are presented as 
functions of test-section Mach number and compressor-inlet corrected mass flow. The 
performance of the supersonic-subsonic, variable-geometry diffuser system is also 
discussed along with the associated airflow-matching characteristics of the test­
section diffuser and the compressor drive system. Finally, on the basis of the above 
analyses, comments are made regarding the potential for reducing the energy require­
ments of the tunnel. 

Use of trade names or manufacturers' names does not constitute an official 
endorsement of such products or manufacturers, either expressed or implied, by NASA. 

SYMBOLS 

A cross-sectional area, m2 

Af effective aerodynamic flow cross-sectional area, m2 

Ag geometric cross-sectional area, m2 

A* sonic flow area, m2 

CR compression ratio, Pt,d/Pt,i 

c p specific heat of air at constant pressure, J/kg-K 

K constant in equation for calculating duct total pressure loss 

M Mach number 

NRe Reynolds number, per meter 

P power, MW 
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p static pressure, kPa 

stagnation pressure, kPa 

stagnation pressure behind normal shock, kPa 

total pressure loss in ducting downstream of compressor discharge, kPa 

q dynamic pressure, kPa 

R gas constant (for air, R 287.05 J/kg-K) 

rpm revolutions per minute 

T static temperature, K 

TS test section 

UPWT 

v 

w 

y 

6* 

T) 

e 

p 

temperature rise through compressor, Tt,d - Tt,i' K 

Unitary Plan Wind Tunnel 

velocity, m/sec 

mass flow, kg/sec 

mass flow corrected to standard conditions, kg/sec 

specific heat ratio (for air, y = 1.4) 

corrected pressure, Pt /101.32 kPa 

boundary-layer displacement thickness, em 

compressor adiabatic efficiency, percent 

corrected temperature, Tt /288.2 K 

density, kg/m3 

supersonic diffuser contraction ratio, ~S/ASM 

Subscripts: 

av average 

D duct 

d compressor discharge 

E compressor E 

i inlet 

max maximum 
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meas measured 

SM second minimum 

TS test section 

t stagnation 

first stage 

2 second stage 

3 third stage 

4 fourth stage 

DESCRIPTION OF TUNNEL 

The Langley Unitary Plan Wind Tunnel is a closed-circuit, variable-pressure 
facility with two variable Mach number test sections which are approximately 1.22 m 
in height and width and 2.13 m in length. The Mach number ranges of the two test 
sections are 1.46 to 2.80 and 2.30 to 4.63. An exterior view of the facility is 
shown in figure 4. Figure 5 presents a schematic drawing of the primary components 
of the tunnel. 

Reference contains a detailed description of the various components of the 
tunnel, which is not repeated herein. The description and operation of the tunnel 
drive system and the supersonic-subsonic diffuser system are reviewed below because 
the performance of these two components is the main subject of the data analysis. 

The drive system (fig. 5) consists of six centrifugal compressors identified by 
the letters I, C, D, E, F, and G. Power is supplied by a 47.2-MW (63 333-hp) syn­
chronous motor and a 14.9-MW (20 OOO-hp) variable-speed motor which is also used as a 
starting motor. The combined overload one-half-hour rating of the two motors is 
74.6 MW (100 000 hp). The six compressors and the synchronous motor are connected by 
one continuous shaft. This system has an overall length of about 36.58 m. Power 
from the variable-speed motor is transferred into the main drive shaft through a 
speed-increasing gear box. A photograph of the drive system is shown in figure 6. 
Compressor G is located at the right edge of the picture. The variable-speed motor 
is near the left edge. The compressors are standard commercial designs with the 
following ratings: 
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Characteristic 

Design inlet volume flow, m3/min •••••••••••• 
Design inlet corrected mass flow, kg/sec •••• 
Design inlet temperature, K ••••••••••••••••• 

Design pressure ratio ....................... . 
Design efficiency, percent •••••••••••••••••• 
Design rpm ..............•................... 

Maximum inlet absolute pressure, kPa •••••••• 

Stages ..................................... . 

Variable inlet guide vanes •••••••••••••••••• 

Manuf acturer ............................... . 

C, D, E 

8438 
163 
322 

1.95 
73 

3600 

276 

1 

Yes 

Roots-
Connersville 
Blower Corp. 

Compressor 

I, F G 

4219 1699 
81.6 32.8 
322 322 

1.95 2.24 
73 80 

3600 3600 

207(1) 462 
310(F) 

1 3 

Yes First stage 
only 

Roots- Clark 
Connersville Bros. Co. , 
Blower Corp. Inc. 

The compression ratio required to operate the tunnel varies from about 1.5 to 18 
as the Mach number increases from 1.46 to 4.63. At the lower Mach numbers, one stage 
of compression is sufficient to provide the required pressure ratio, but three com­
pressors operating in parallel (I, C, and D) are required to match the test-section 
mass flow. As Mach number increases, second, third, and fourth stages of compression 
are added to provide the necessary operating pressure ratios. At Mach numbers of 
3.96 and higher, only two first-stage compressors, C and D, are required to match the 
test-section mass flow. The following table summarizes the compressor operating 
sequences: 

Stage of compression 

Operating mode Test section Mach number Compressor 
(nominal) 

I C D E F G 

1-IA 1 1.46 to 2.16 1 1 1 
1-II 1 2.36 to 2.80 1 1 1 2 
2-II 2 2.30 to 2.98 1 1 1 2 
2-III 2 3.00 to 3.72 1 1 1 2 3 
2-IV 2 3.96 to 4.63 1 1 2 3 4 

The flow paths through the tunnel plplng for the various operating modes are 
shown by arrows and shading in figure 7. Remotely operated valves control these flow 
paths. Aftercoolers are provided for each compressor. Note that a precooler is 
installed ahead of the first stage. 

The six compressors always operate at 3600 rpm and always remain connected to 
the common drive shaft even though one or more of the units are not being used to 

5 



provide the operating pressure ratios. Each of the unused compressors operates in a 
bypass mode. Valves are used to provide an isolated, closed-loop airflow circuit for 
each bypassing compressor. These isolated flow circuits are necessary to allow the 
compressors to operate in a normal, unstalled manner. When the tunnel was first 
placed in operation, the discharge pressure of each bypassing compressor was main­
tained at a subatmospheric level to minimize the power required by these units. 
However, it was soon noted that the main drive periodically had severe vibration 
problems, and that these vibrations could be reduced by loading the bypassing co~ 
pressors (increasing the stagnation pressures). 

At the time of the present study, the discharge loops of E, F, and G were always 
vented to atmospheric pressure when operating on bypass. The discharge loop of I was 
always vented to the discharge ducting of C and D. Note in the previous table that C 
and D never operate in the bypass mode. 

As previously noted, all the compressors have remotely controlled, variable­
position inlet guide vanes. These vanes are kept in the 100-percent-open position 
when processing the test-section airflow and in a 40-percent-open position during the 
bypass mode of operation. 

The plan-view geometries of the two supersonic-subsonic, variable-geometry, 
remotely controlled diffuser systems are shown in figure 8. The height of each sec­
tion is 1.22 m. The diffusers of test sections 1 and 2 can be contracted to geomet­
ric flow areas of 0.557 m2 and 0.372 m2 , respectively. Based on a 1.22-m square test 
section, the corresponding maximum contraction ratios of the diffusers are 2.67 and 
4.0, respectively. The operating contraction ratios vary with test-section Mach 
number. 

DATA ACQUISITION AND REDUCTION 

General 

The performance characteristics of the UPWT drive system were determined by 
measuring the inlet and discharge static pressures and total temperatures of each 
compressor, the electrical energy input to the drive system, and the associated test­
section conditions. These data were then reduced to the desired form for analysis. 
The details of the entire acquisition and reduction process are discussed in the 
remainder of this section. 

Data Acquisition 

Test-section conditions.- All the data were obtained at a test-section Reynolds 
number of 4.92 x 106 per meter. This Reynolds number, although lower than the 
nominal operating Reynolds number of 6.56 x 106 , was selected to permit a single 
range of pressure instrumentation to be used through the test range of Mach numbers. 
The stagnation temperature was 338.9 K for Mach numbers from 1.50 to 3.70 and 352.8 K 
for Mach numbers from 3.85 to 4.60. The stagnation pressures varied from 39.98 kPa 
to 187.1 kPa as the Mach number increased from 1.50 to 4.60. The test-section stag­
nation pressures are given as a function of Mach number in table I. 

Compressors.- The inlet and discharge static pressures and total temperatures 
were recorded from instrumentation installed during construction of the tunnel to 
measure compressor performance during acceptance tests. Typical installations of the 
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instrumentation are shown in figure 9. Generally, the data presented in the report 
were obtained by averaging four individual readings. Some of the pressure data were 
obtained from a manifold tube connected to the four static orifices. The averaged 
static pressure data for the bypassing compressors are presented in table II. The 
measured pressure data for the compressors processing the test-section mass flow were 
corrected to stagnation conditions, and these corrected values are presented in 
table I. The method of correction is described in a following section. All the 
averaged temperature data are presented in table III. Since the averaged pressure 
and temperature data for compressors C and D were essentially the same, the measure­
ments for D are not presented. 

Drive motors.- The energy input into the main drive motor system was generally 
read from two meters located on the tunnel control panel. These meters were small, 
and the reading accuracy was about ±1.0 MW. More accurate meters (±0.1 MW) were 
installed on the motors for the tests conducted to determine the energy consumed by 
the bypassing compressors. 

Data Reduction 

Compressor mass flow.- The compressor mass flow (in kilograms per second) was 
determined by calculating the flow through the test section using the following 
equation: 

[

40. 41PtA~ 
(A/A*)fT 

V-t TS 

This equation is derived in the appendix. The constant 40.41 has units of 
kg-K1/ 2/N-sec. The calculations are based on the test-section effective aerodynamic 
flow area. This effective area consists of the geometric area (1.486 m2 and 1.579 m2 

for test sections 1 and 2, respectively) minus a correction for the test-section 
boundary-layer displacement thickness. Presented in figure 10 is the variation of 
effective area with Mach number as determined from the measured displacement thick­
ness shown in figure 11. 

It should be noted that the geometric area of 1.579 m2 for test section 2 is 
slightly in error. On the basis of data presented in reference 1, this value is too 
small by amounts varying from 1.9 percent at M = 2.30 to 1.5 percent at M = 4.60. 
The error is partially due to the fact that the geometric area of test section 2 
changes slightly with Mach number. This condition does not exist in test section 1. 
Errors of this small magnitude have no impact on the significance of the data and 
have, therefore, not been corrected. 

The absolute test-section mass flow quantities are plotted as a function of Mach 
number in figure 12 for the stagnation pressure conditions listed in table I. These 
mass flows decrease with Mach number, even though the stagnation pressure is increas­
ing, because of the decreasing size of the nozzle throat. The slight discontinuity 
of the curves at M = 3.8 is due to the increase in stagnation temperature at which 
the tunnel is normally operated at the higher speeds. 
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For all operating modes except 2-IV, the first stage of compression is accom­
plished by compressors C, D, and I (fig. 7) operating in parallel. The mass flow 
split between the three compressors was not measured. The design mass flow of C 
and D is supposedly twice the mass flow of I. However, the analysis of the measured 
data from compressors E (identical to C and D) and F (identical to I) indicated that 
at a given pressure ratio the mass flow through I was about 0.69 of the mass flow 
through C or D. The first-stage mass flow split was, therefore, assumed to be 

C 37 percent 
D 37 percent 
I 26 percent 

During mode 2-IV operation, compressor I operates in the bypass mode, and the first­
stage mass flow was assumed to be equally divided between compressors C and D. 

Compressor stagnation pressures.- As previously mentioned, only static pressures 
were measured at the inlets and exits of the various compressors. For the compres­
sors which were processing the test-section airflow, these static pressures could be 
corrected to the stagnation pressures because the compressor mass flows were known. 
These corrections were made by use of the following modified form of the basic mass 
flow equation derived in the appendix. The units of the constant 40.41 are 
kg-K1/2/N-sec. 

40.41A P 
g 

A 
E- ....!l 
p A* 

t 

The quantities on the left side of the equation are all known, and those on the right 
side are a function only of the local duct Mach number. Figure 13 shows this rela­
tionship. Obviously, if the duct Mach number can be determined, the static pressures 
can be corrected to total values assuming that uniform flow exists across the duct 
and the effects of the boundary-layer displacement thickness are negligible. As a 
matter of general interest, the local duct Mach numbers varied from about 0.05 to 
0.31. The highest Mach numbers occurred in the discharge duct of compressor G. The 
duct areas used in the above equation were measured at each pressure measurement 
location and are as follows: 

Duct area, 

Compressor m2 

Inlet side Discharge side 

I 2.61 1.14 
C, D 3.54 1.56 

E 3.56 1.56 
F 2.58 1. 15 
G .92 .30 
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Compressor power.- The power, in megawatts, which each compressor delivered to 
the tunnel airflow was calculated from the following equation: 

P 
-6 

10 wc boT 
P 

-6 ( 10 W,c T d-
1 P t, T ,) t,l meas 

Compressor efficiency.- The compressor efficiency n was defined as follows: 

n Ideal power input x 100 
Measured power input 

boT 'd 1 t,l ea 
x 100 

boT 
t,meas 

~ 
0.286 J 

Tt i (::':) - 1 
, 'meas 

( T - T ) t,d t,i meas 
x 100 

PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION OF RESULTS 

Drive System and Performance 

Individual compressor performance.- The measured and calculated data for com­
pressors I, C, E, F, and G are plotted in figure 14. No data are presented for co~ 
pressor D since its measured performance was essentially the same as that of C. The 
corrected mass flow, compression ratio, temperature rise across the compressor, effi­
ciency, and calculated power input to the airstream are plotted as a function of the 
test-section Mach number. The mass flows are presented in a standard form (corrected 
mass flow), which is often used for presenting compressor performance. In this form, 
the inlet mass flow is independent of its absolute pressure and temperature levels. 
The elongated diamond symbols denote data for bypass operating conditions. As pre­
viously mentioned, mass flow through the bypassing compressors was not measured. 
Lack of this information prohibited the direct calculation of the power input to the 
bypass airstreams. 

The basic data as presented in figure 14 give a general picture of how each 
compressor operates over the entire Mach number range. As discussed later, at each 
Mach number the operating conditions of each compressor are established by its inter­
action with the other compressors processing the test-section mass flow, by the quan­
tity of the test-section mass flow, and by the performance of the supersonic-subsonic 
diffuser system. This process is generally identified as the mass-flow-matching 
process which automatically occurs between the test-section diffuser system and the 
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compressor system. The discontinuities in operating conditions which occur at the 
mode changes are caused by these matching requirements. These discontinuities are 
most noticeable in the compression ratio and efficiency parameters. 

It is interesting to note in figure 14 that the temperature rise across each 
compressor processing the test-section mass flow is relatively constant over the Mach 
number range, even though some of the compression ratios vary by large amounts. When 
the compression ratios are low, the efficiencies are also low, thus keeping the tem­
perature rise high. Since the temperature-rise values are relatively constant, the 
calculated power requirements are primarily a function of the absolute test-section 
mass flow and, therefore, decrease as the Mach number increases. The corrected mass 
flow of compressor C is higher during mode 2-IV operation than during mode 2-111 
operation because compressor I, one of the first-stage compressors, has been shifted 
to the bypass operating mode. 

The bypassing compressors operate with the inlet guide vanes at a 40-percent­
open, instead of a 100-percent-open, position. Hence, the performance characteris­
tics would be expected to be different. The magnitude of change of these charac­
teristics varies by significant amounts among the compressors. The reasons for these 
differences are not known. 

The compression ratio and efficiency characteristics of compressors E, F, and G 
are plotted in figure 15 as a function of the inlet corrected mass flow. As pre­
viously mentioned, when compressors E, F, and G are required in the system, each of 
these compressors processes all the test-section mass flow. The guide vanes were in 
the 100-percent-open position for all these data. The plus symbols mark the design 
point for each compressor. For compressors E and F, the data obtained from the 
various operating modes are in good agreement. Compressor G appears to be operating 
in a choked mode except for the 2.19 pressure ratio point (~S = 4.60). According to 
the manufacturer's specifications, compressors E and F should have identical perfor­
mances except that the corrected mass flow of E should be twice that of F. Both the 
compressors exceeded the design pressure ratio of 1.95. Compressor F appears to have 
a peak compression ratio which is somewhat higher than that of E. The peak efficien­
cies both reach the design value of 0.73 but not necessarily at the design point. 
The mass flow capacities of E and F do not appear to be different by a factor of 2. 
The dashed curves in figure 15 were obtained by duplicating the shape of the compres­
sor E curves by reducing by 31 percent the compressor E mass flow values at given 
levels of compression ratio and efficiency. The good agreement between the dashed 
curves and the compressor F data indicates that the corrected mass flow capacity of 
the F machine is about 69 percent of the E machine. It was on the basis of this plot 
that the mass flow through compressors I, C, and D was assumed to be 26 percent, 
37 percent, and 37 percent, respectively, of the test-section mass flow whenever the 
three machines were operating in parallel. 

Using the above assumed mass flow proportions, the measured performance of com­
pressors I and C is shown in figure 16 as a function of the inlet corrected mass 
flow. The long-dashed curves in figure 16 are the faired data for compressors F 
and E from figure 15. Compressors C and E, and I and F are two sets of identical 
machines. Hence, one would expect the data presented in figures 15 and 16 to be in 
good agreement. The data in figure 16 verify that the agreement is good, although it 
appears that the average mass flow agreement would have been better if the assumed 
mass flow for compressor I had been 25 percent of the total first-stage mass flow. 
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It should be mentioned that the range of measured mass flow data for each com­
pressor presented in figures 15 and 16 does not define the lower stable (stall-free) 
operating limit of any of the compressors. These data merely represent the operating 
ranges as determined by the match points of the test-section and compressor system 
mass flows. It appears from the shapes of the curves that the maximum flow values 
are fairly well defined, but there is no indication of what the minimum values for 
stable flow might be. 

The measured performances of compressors C, E, and G are compared with the manu­
facturers' specification performances in figure 17. The plus symbols indicate the 
design_points. The original specification plots show performance curves for several 
inlet guide-vane positions, but the specific guide-vane position for each curve was 
not given by the manufacturers. It appears that the specification mass flow charac­
teristics differ significantly from the measured results. If the specification 
curves indicate the correct trends, the minimum stable values may be significantly 
less than those indicated by the data in figures 15 and 16. 

In the mid-1960's, a brief unpublished study was made of the effects of the 
inlet guide-vane position on the performance of compressor F during mode 2-III opera­
tion. The guide-vane positions were varied from 100 to 60 percent of the fully open 
position. The data were obtained at stagnation pressures which varied from 110.3 kPa 
to 172.4 kPa and at a stagnation temperature of 338.9 K. Compression ratio, 
temperature-rise, and efficiency parameters from these tests are plotted as a func­
tion of the corrected mass flow in figure 18. This set of data is faired with short­
dashed lines. The solid line is the fairing of the data presented in figure 15. The 
two sets of data for the 100-percent-open guide-vane position are in fairly good 
agreement. Varying the guide-vane position has a relatively small effect on compres­
sion ratio in comparison with what might have been expected from the undefined speci­
fication data shown for compressor E in figure 17(a). The effect becomes smaller as 
the mass flow decreases. Only small effects are indicated in efficiency and tempera­
ture-rise parameters. Reducing the guide-vane position from the 100-percent-open to 
the 60-percent-open setting reduces the temperature rise across the compressor by 
about 10 percent. 

Overall drive-system performance. - The incremental and overall compression­
ratio performance of the compressor system is shown in figure 19. Inlet total pres­
sures to each stage of compression and the test-section total pressures, all refer­
enced to the first-stage inlet total pressure, are plotted as a function of Mach 
number. Mode 1-II data have been omitted from this plot to simplify the data presen­
tation. With the exception of the second stage of compression for mode 2-III (Mach 
numbers from 3.0 to 3.70), only the pressure ratio of the last stage of compression 
varies significantly as a function of Mach number. Each stage has a maximum pressure 
ratio of about 2. At M = 4.60, the overall compression ratio reaches a maximum 
value of 17.2. 

In figure 20, the overall compression ratio Pt,TS/Pt,i,1 is plotted as a func­
tion of the total corrected mass flow entering the first-stage compressors. This 
form of presentation is used later to discuss the mass flow matching of the compres­
sor system and the test-section diffuser system. It is again evident in this figure 
that during mode 2-IV operation, compressor G is operating in a choked mode (constant 
value of inlet mass flow) except at the maximum compression ratio point, which occurs 
at M =~60. This choked condition forces all the other compressors to operate at 
constant conditions from M = 3.85 to 4.45 and provides an opportunity to check the 
repeatability of the data presented in this report. These data are tabulated below 
and show that the repeatability is very good. 
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Compressor C Compressor E Compressor F 

MTS Pt,TS, w~ 6T
t w~ 6T

t wJS:. 6T
t 

-0-.- -- -0-.- -- -0-.- --kPa , 
CR T 

, 
CR T 

, 
T 

l. t,i l. t,i l. 
CR t,i 

kg/sec kg/sec kg/sec 

3.85 131.1 144 2.00 0.336 151 1.99 0.325 77.1 2.11 0.324 
4.00 141.3 144 1.99 .344 151 1.99 .324 77.6 2.11 .324 
4.15 152.1 145 1.99 .344 153 1.99 .326 78.0 2.11 .326 
4.30 163.0 144 1.99 .337 151 1.98 .326 77.6 2.10 .326 
4.45 175.0 144 2.00 .340 152 1.99 .324 77.6 2.10 .324 
4.60 187.1 139 1.99 .343 147 2.01 .320 73.9 2.10 .320 

After the air has been discharged from each compressor, it enters a diffuser 
which decelerates the airflow velocity prior to its entry into a cooler, followed by 
the ducting which leads either to the next stage of compression or to a test section. 
The schematic drawings in figure 7 illustrate these components and flow paths. The 
total pressure losses which occur as the air passes through these components are 
shown in figure 21. In this figure, the inlet and exit total pressures for each 
stage of compression, referenced to the test-section total pressure, are plotted as a 
function of the test-section Mach number. Data for mode 1-11 operation are not pre­
sented in the figure to simplify the data presentation. A small but consistent loss 
of total pressure occurs between the exit of each compressor and the inlet to the 
succeeding stage. Likewise, a pressure loss occurs between the exit from the last 
stage and the test section. At M = 3.85 this loss is largest, equal to about 3.7 
percent of the test-section total pressure. Although the trend is not always appar­
ent in figure 21, these losses are largest at the lowest Mach number of each opera­
tional mode and decrease as the Mach number in each mode increases. 

For a given duct system, the above losses are a function of the flow dynamic 
p~essure through the components and should, therefore, be a function of the Mach 
number at the compressor exit measuring station. In equation form, the total pres­
sure loss, 6Pt' can be expressed as 

where K includes the loss coefficient of each duct system. This equation is, of 
course, a very elementary, first-order representation of the actual pressure-loss 
phenomena. 

All the ducting loss data are presented in figure 22. The total pressure loss 
through each section of ducting divided by the total pressure of the air entering the 
duct is plotted" as a function of the corrected mass flow per unit area at the duct 
measuring station. This flow parameter is a unique function of the compressor dis­
charge Mach number, as is shown in figure 22(a). The losses which occur between the 
discharge from the last stage of compression and the test section are plotted in 
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figure 22(b). Dashed curves indicate the loss values for K = 0.5 and 1.0. All the 
data correlate surprisingly well except those for the mode 1-II operation. The extra 
losses during this mode of operation may originate from the dump-turn of the ducting 
which occurs downstream of valve VIII (fig. 7(b». Note that the average K value 
for each operating mode is tabulated with the symbol definition. 

The inter stage ducting losses are shown in figure 22(c). Each set of ducting 
has its own, reasonably consistent, value of K. The compressor-C-to-E inter stage 
ducting exhibits a lower average value of K during mode 2-IV operation than during 
the other modes. This reduction of losses may occur because there is no airflow from 
compressor I being discharged into the ducting downstream of cooler 1 at 90 0 to the 
airflow from compressors C and D. 

Electrical energy requirements.- The measured power input to the main drive 
motor system is indicated by the plotted data in figure 23. It should be noted that 
the electrical meter hookup is such that approximately 2 MW of indicated energy is 
consumed by some of the tunnel auxiliary systems. The power level varies from about 
14 to 22 MW. At each mode change, a discontinuous increase in the power consumption 
occurs as another stage of compression is required to drive the test-section airflow. 
The calculated energy from figure 14, which each stage of compression inputs to the 
test-section airstream, is also shown in figure 23 by the shaded areas. Note that at 
a given Mach number, each stage of compression adds an approximately equal amount of 
energy to the test-section airstream. This would be expected since the temperature 
rise through all the compressors is about equal and independent of Mach number. The 
energy consumption of each stage decreases with increasing Mach number because the 
absolute mass flow of air through the test section is decreasing (fig. 12). 

As would be expected, the measured energy input into the drive system is always 
larger than the energy input into the test-section airflow. However, at the lower 
Mach numbers, the differences are very large. For example, during mode 1-IA opera­
tion, the energy input to the drive system is from 75 to 100 percent larger than the 
input to the test-section airflow. As additional stages are added to provide the 
required compression ratio, the differences between the measured and calculated power 
levels gradually decrease. During mode 2-IV operation, the difference between the 
two energy quantities decreases to 15 percent. It is obvious that most of this 
energy difference must be absorbed by the bypassing compressors. Unfortunately, no 
instrumentation was available for the measurement of the bypass mass flows. Conse­
quently, the energy absorption by these compressors could not be directly calculated. 

It was decided to attempt to determine the bypass power requirements by an 
indirect experimental method. With the tunnel operating at a fixed set of test­
section conditions, the variation in the total energy input to the drive system was 
measured as the discharge pressure from one bypassing compressor or a combination of 
bypassing compressors was varied from atmospheric to a near vacuum pressure. By 
extrapolating these variations of total power input to zero discharge pressure, it 
was possible to establish increments of bypass energy requirements as a function of 
the discharge pressure from each bypassing compressor. The data obtained for indi­
vidual compressors and combinations of compressors are plotted in figures 24 and 25, 
respectively. The data were obtained over a period of time as a part of normal 
research testing operations. In figure 24, the various symbols differentiate the 
sets of data obtained for the same compressor from separate runs. It is apparent 
that the scatter of the data for each compressor necessitated the use of several sets 
of data to obtain a reasonably accurate estimate of the bypass power requirements. 
With an atmospheric discharge pressure, the power requirements for compressors E, F, 
and G were 4.0, 2.75, and 1.0 MW, respectively. The power requirements appear to 
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vary linearly with the discharge pressure. All the compressors operate with a pres­
sure ratio of about 2 (fig. 14), indicating that large pressure losses occur some­
where in each bypass circuit. 

In figure 25, the data points indicate the measured power requirements when the 
discharge pressures were varied simultaneously in several combinations of bypassing 
compressors. The lines represent the power requirements which would be predicted by 
summing the requirements for each compressor from figure 24. The relatively good 
agreement between the measured and predicted performances provides further assurance 
of the accuracy of the data shown in figure 24. 

Using the information presented in figure 24, it is now possible to determine 
approximate values of the energy which would have to be input to the main drive sys­
tem if all bypass power requirements could be eliminated from the data presented in 
figure 23. The results are shown in figure 26. For operating modes 1-IA, 1-II, and 
2-II, most of the difference between the measured energy input to the main drive 
system and the calculated input to the test-section airflow is due, as expected, to 
the energy absorbed by the bypassing compressors. It would be expected that the 
increment between the calculated energy inputs to the airflow, and the measured 
energy inputs minus the bypass energy values (solid symbols) would be about constant 
across the Mach number range, since this increment represents primarily the ineffi­
ciency of converting electrical energy into mechanical energy and the power going to 
tunnel auxiliary systems. The reasons for the occurrence of a smaller increment 
during mode 1-IA operation are not understood. 

It should be noted that an auxiliary vacuum system to facilitate pressure con­
trol in the bypassing compressor loops was included in the fiscal year 1979 facility 
rehabilitation program and should be operational by late 1981. Inclusion of this 
system will allow continuous operation of the bypassing compressors at a discharge 
pressure of about 34 kPa (1/3 atm) or less (if main drive vibrations are not encoun­
tered), and electrical requirements of the facility could be reduced as much as 
10 percent. 

Diffuser System Performance 

General.- An analysis of the diffuser system performance is desirable because of 
its possible impact on the maximum Mach number capabilities and energy requirements 
of the facility. Two primary performance considerations are the maximum performance 
potential of the system and the actual performance as dictated by the mass-flow­
matching characteristics of the compressor and the test-section diffuser system. 
Both these subjects are discussed in detail in references 2 to 5. 

Wind-tunnel diffuser performance is generally measured as the ratio of the total 
pressure at the end of the diffuser to the test-section total pressure. During the 
present study, pressures were not measured at the end of the diffuser. It is, there­
fore, necessary to assume in the following discussion that the total pressure at the 
inlet to the first stage of compression is equal to the diffuser exit total pressure. 
With this assumption, the diffuser pressure recovery is equal to Pt,i,1/Pt,TS' the 
reciprocal of the overall compression ratio. 

Schematic drawings of the variable-geometry systems which follow both test sec­
tions are shown in figure 8. The two systems are very similar. Since test section 2 
covers a major portion of the total Mach number range of the tunnel, only the perfor­
mance of this diffuser system will be discussed. 
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Maximum performance potential.- The primary parameter which determines the maxi­
mum performance of a variable-geometry diffuser system, assuming there are no other 
limiting conditions, is the contraction of the second-minimum flow area relative to 
the test-section area, ~S/ASM. As this parameter becomes larger, the minimum Mach 
number at which the diffuser normal shock system may occur becomes smaller, and the 
maximum attainable recovery becomes larger. In figure 27, the normal operating half­
widths of the second minimum are plotted as a function of Mach number. These values 
have been selected over the years on the basis of extensive operational experience. 

The average contraction ratios of the second minimum, based on the fa ired curve 
from figure 27 and a test-section reference area of 1.579 m2 , are shown by the solid 
line in figure 28. The ratio varies from about 1.16 to 1.47 over the Mach number 
range from 2.30 to 4.60. As indicated by the discussion which follows, these con­
traction ratios are small for a system which has the capability for changing the 
contraction ratio after the test-section flow has been started. References 5 and 6 
contain data describing the maximum contraction ratios which have been obtained in 
other small research tunnels. The long-dashed curve represents one such set of data 
from reference 6. These data were obtained from a model tunnel which contained a 
representative model support system with support sting and body of revolution posi­
tioned at 15° angle of attack. From a practical operational viewpoint, the UPWT 
diffuser would not be expected to operate at values near these maximum levels because 
of the danger of damaging a model or force balance if the diffuser and test section 
should unexpectedly unstart. The reference 6 curve is presented only to indicate 
that contraction ratios significantly larger than the UPWT values have been obtained. 
As a further basis of reference, the short-dashed curve indicates the theoretical 
maximum second-minimum contraction ratios at which a supersonic tunnel can be 
started. References 5 and 6 indicate that the maximum experimental starting values 
are equal to or larger than the theoretical values. It would be expected that the 
UPWT variable-geometry diffuser system would operate at values which lie between the 
limits defined by the two dashed curves, but as indicated by the solid line in fig­
ure 28, the actual running values are smaller than the lower limits defined by the­
short-dashed curve. 

Reference 5 presents data which indicate that for the contraction ratios repre­
sented by the short-dashed curve in figure 28, the required compression ratios are 
about equal to the inverse of the theoretical pressure recovery across a normal shock 
at the test-section Mach number. Since the UPWT contraction ratios are smaller than 
the short-dashed curve values, the UPWT minimum compression ratio at a given Mach 
number should be somewhat larger than the theoretical normal shock values. As a 
matter of general interest, the minimum compression ratios for the long-dashed curve 
shown in figure 28 vary from about 0.7 of the theoretical normal shock value at 
M = 2.5 to about 0.38 at M = 4.0 and 4.5. 

The above discussion has established the general level of the maximum pressure 
recovery (minimum compression ratio) at which the UPWT diffuser system can operate. 
Special tests would be required to obtain the data to document the actual maximum 
pressure recoveries which are attainable because no such data presently exist. 

Actual performance.- During the wind-tunnel operation, the corrected mass flow 
at the exit of the diffuser must match the corrected mass flow at which the compres­
sor system will operate. The requirements of the compressor system have already been 
presented in figure 20. The corrected mass flow characteristics of the diffuser exit 
can be expressed by the following equations. The units of the constant 241.18 are 
kg/m2-sec. 

15 



(wre) 
0'1 ~, 

T . 1 t,~, 

T 
t,TS 

(1) 

At a given test-section Mach number and constant operating temperature, the 
value of the corrected mass flow leaving the diffuser is proportional to the com­
pression ratio Pt TS/Pt i 1 at which the system is operating. These characteris­
tics, at typical test Mach'numbers, have been superimposed on the compressor system 
characteristics in figure 29. The intersections of the two sets of curves represent 
the match points at which the system must operate. Physically, this matching is 
achieved by the shock system downstream of the second minimum adjusting its position 
in the diffuser until the necessary total pressure losses are generated. In other 
words, as the compression ratio increases at each test-section Mach number, the shock 
system moves downstream in the diffuser to higher supersonic Mach numbers and higher 
shock losses. The short-dashed curve on the left side of the figure represents the 
compresson ratios which are the reciprocals of the theoretical pressure recoveries of 
the test-section normal shock. As previously discussed, the minimum compression 
ratios at which the UPWT diffuser system can operate are probably somewhat higher 
than the normal shock values. As indicated by the other short-dashed line, the dif­
fuser is actually operating at compression ratio levels which are about 40 percent 
higher than the normal shock levels. For the current Mach number range and operating 
procedures of the tunnel, there is obviously no advantage to be gained by attempting 
to improve the performance of the diffuser system because the airflow-matching char­
acteristics of the tunnel and its drive system dictate that any diffuser system would 
have to operate at the same low levels of performance. 

Some further insight into the performance of the diffuser can be obtained from 
the data presented in figure 30. In this figure, data obtained during the study to 
determine the effects of varying the inlet guide-vane position on compressor F have 
been added (solid symbols) to the data presented in figure 29. Data are presented 
for Mach numbers from 2.97 to 3.95 for guide-vane positions of 100, 80, and 60 per­
cent open. Heavy broken lines have been fa ired through the 80- and 60-percent-open 
data. Four data points at the 100-percent-open position (MTS = 2.97, 3.21, 3.45, 
and 3.73) are also plotted. No heavy line has been fa ired through these points since 
they are in very good agreement with the data from the current study. All the solid 
symbol data were obtained during mode 2-111 operation. During these guide-vane 
effect studies, the upper Mach number limit of mode 2-111 was extended from the 
normal value of 3.72 to 3.95. The higher Mach number data show that the diffuser 
system is capable of operation at efficiencies somewhat higher than the levels 
required by normal tunnel operations. At a Mach number slightly higher than 3.95, 
the flow in the diffuser and test section unstarted during operations at the 60- and 
80-percent-open guide-vane positions. Unfortunately, the second-minimum positions 
for these data are unknown, and no significance, as far as diffuser performance is 
concerned, can be attached to the unstart Mach number. 

One last bit of information can be gleaned from the data shown in figure 30. 
The minimum value of the first-stage inlet corrected mass flow is 245 kg/sec. Com­
pressor C processes 37 percent, or 90.7 kg/sec, of this flow. This value is 19 per­
cent lower than the minimum value shown in figure 16 and verifies that the stable 
operating range (fig. 17) for the 100-percent-open guide-vane position is at least as 
large as specified by the manufacturer. 
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Potential Performance Improvements 

An improvement in tunnel performance, in terms of energy requirements, will 
probably be achieved with the completion of the installation of a new vacuum pump and 
control equipment that will allow independent pressure control in the bypassing com­
pressor circuits. This savings can only be realized, of course, if main drive vibra­
tion problems are not encountered. Additional, but small, bypass power reductions 
may be achieved by operating these compressors at minimum temperature-rise condi­
tions. This can be accomplished by operating at the minimum attainable inlet temper­
atures, which will vary with cooling tower performance, and by operating at the inlet 
guide-vane position which produces the smallest temperature-rise ratio ~Tt/Tt i. It 
is not obvious from the available data that the lowest temperature-rise ratio bccurs 
at the 40-percent-open guide-vane position. For example, in figure 18 at the 
60-percent-open position, the temperature-rise ratio for compressor F is about 0.285. 
In figure 14(d) during bypass operation (40-percent-open position), the temperature­
rise ratio varies from 0.32 to 0.34. Based on this set of data, less power is 
required by operation at the 60-percent-open position. Finally, the bypass power can 
also be reduced by operating the compressors at corrected airflow levels which are 
near the minimum values for stable airflow. No data are available to indicate that 
the compressors are, or are not, being operated at this condition. 

Complete documentation of the performance of each of the compressors, as well as 
the combined system processing the test-section airflow, as a function of the inlet 
guide-vane position may uncover further procedures by which additional energy reduc­
tions may be realized. Analysis of such information may indicate that by reducing 
the inlet guide-vane angle, the temperature-rise ratio of some or all of the compres­
sors driving the test-section air can be reduced without significantly increasing the 
likelihood of an unexpected unstart of the test section during normal test operation. 
For example, during mode 2-111 operation, compressor F provides the third stage of 
compression and operates (fig. 14(d» at a temperature-rise ratio of about 0.32 over 
the Mach number range from 3.00 to 3.70. The data of figure 18 indicate that with a 
60-percent-open guide-vane position, the temperature-rise ratio is 0.28 for Mach 
numbers of 3.45 and 3.73 (corrected mass flow values of about 89 and 74 kg/sec, 
respectively). The corresponding energy reduction is 15 percent. During normal test 
operations at a Reynolds number of 6.56 x 106 per meter, compressor F absorbs an 
average of 6 MWover the 3.45 to 3.73 Mach number range (fig. 14(d». The 15-percent 
energy reduction is equivalent to an overall energy reduction of 900 kWh for each 
hour of compressor F operation. It would appear from the matching data in figure 30 
that compressor F could be operated with the guide vanes at the 60-percent-open posi~ 
tion without significantly increasing the likelihood of a test-section unstart during 
normal mode 2-111 test operations. It is, of course, impossible at this time to 
estimate the energy reductions which may be achieved from this type of approach. If 
an overall 5-percent reduction could be achieved from all compressors processing the 
test-section airflow, an energy reduction of about 1 million kWh/yr would result. As 
mentioned above, there is an increased possibility of encountering a tunnel unstart 
by operating with partially closed guide vanes if the overall compression ratio at a 
given Mach number is Significantly reduced. However, the possibility of such an 
unstart could be minimized by installation in the tunnel of sufficient static pres­
sure instrumentation to continuously monitor the position of the normal shock system 
relative to the diffuser second minimum. At the present time, the shock position is 
qualitatively monitored on the basis of the noise emanating from the diffuser section 
of the tunnel. 
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CONCLUDING REMARKS 

A broad program to reduce the energy consumption of the Unitary Plan Wind Tunnel 
was initiated in 1973. As a part of this program, a study was made to determine if 
potential methods for increasing the operating efficiencies of the tunnel could be 
formulated. The study was conducted by determining the performance characteristics 
of the drive systems components and then analyzing the overall performance of the 
wind-tunnel system. 

With the current (1977-1981) operating procedures, the power input to the test­
section airflow. is from 50 to 85 percent of the power input to the drive system. A 
major portion of the excess power is absorbed by the drive system compressors which 
are operating in a bypass mode to match the test-section airflow requirements in the 
Mach number range from 1.46 to 3.00. By late 1981, mechanical and control system 
improvements should allow the bypassing compressors to be operated at lower pressures 
if no adverse effects on main drive vibrations occur. This improvement could reduce 
the average energy requirements of the tunnel by as much as 10 percent. Additional 
small reductions in energy may be attainable by optimizing the compressor inlet 
guide-vane positions for both normal and bypass operation. 

The operating-pres sure-ratio characteristics of the tunnel are high relative to 
what should be attainable with an efficient variable-geometry diffuser system. These 
high pressure ratios are forced on the system by the airflow-matching characteristics 
of the test section and compressor system. Consequently, there is very little justi­
fication for attempting to improve the performance of the existing diffusers. 

Langley Research Center 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
Hampton, VA 23665 
August 7, 1981 
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APPENDIX 

DERIVATION OF MASS FLOW EQUATION 

The basic mass flow equation is 

w pAV 

writing the density p and the velocity V as functions of static pressure and 
static temperature gives the equation 

w E- AM~YRT x 10
3 

RT 

The static pressure and the static temperature can be expressed as ratios to stagna­
tion conditions by dividing and multiplying by Pt and Tt as follows. 

w 

Since 

1 

Y 1.4 for air 

by substitution, 

w 
( 

2)0.S 

~ AM P ~t -'(:....;.1_+---'-0..;.. • .;;;;.2M;;.;;......)'--3-. S~ x 1 0
3 

V-t 1 + 0.2M
2 
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Ii Pt ____ M ____ x 10 3 

w = V"R .IT A ( 2)3.0 
y-t 1 + 0.2M 

From reference 7, equation (80), 

A 

A* 
125 (1 + O. 2M2 Y 
216 

Therefore, 

M 

By substitution, 

M 

125 ---
216 (A/A*) 

x 10
3 

(A/A*) 

Since R 287.05 J/kg-K for air, and as noted above, y 

w 
40. 41P t A 

(A/A*)(. 

1.4 

where the constant 40.41 has units of kg-K 1/ 2/N-sec, and the mass flow 
expressed in kilograms per second. 
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TABLE 1.- COMPRESSOR INLET STAGNATION PRESSURE MEASUREMENTS 

Test- Test- Compressor inlet stagnation pressure, 

Operating section section kPa 
mode Mach stagnation 

number pressure, 
kPa I C E F G 

1-IA 1.50 39.98 23.22 23.32 
1.65 41.70 22.46 22.70 

1.80 43.81 22.26 22.46 
1.95 46.68 23.03 23.22 
2.16 51.38 24.95 25.23 

1-II 2.35 56.79 22.50 22.70 44.62 

2.50 61.05 21.12 21.40 42.13 

2.65 65.93 19.97 20.11 39.69 

2.80 71.39 19.54 19.73 38.93 

2.85 73.93 19.68 19.87 39.41 

2-11 2.30 54.97 23.70 23.94 47.35 
2.35 56.40 23.22 23.51 46.25 

2.50 60.95 21.83 22.07 43.57 

2.65 65.98 20.64 20.83 41.13 

2.80 71.63 19.73 19.97 39.55 

2.96 77 .81 19.63 19.83 39.69 

2-III 3.00 79.53 17 .67 17.81 34.95 50.42 

3.15 86.14 16.57 16.76 32.80 48.65 

3.30 93.18 15.56 15.66 30.69 48.79 
3.45 100.8 14.70 14.84 28.97 49.65 

3.60 108.8 14.27 14.46 28.25 52.14 
3.70 114.3 14.17 14.32 28.30 54.44 

2-IV 3.85 131.1 14.70 28.68 56.16 116.0 
4.00 141.3 13.74 26.77 52.29 108.4 
4.15 152.1 12.78 24.80 48.50 100.4 
4.30 163.0 11.97 23.27 45.34 93.80 
4.45 175.0 11.25 21.88 42.90 88.67 
4.60 187.1 10.87 21.02 41.70 86.23 
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TABLE II.- INLET STATIC PRESSURE MEASUREMENTS FOR COMPRESSORS ON BYPASS 

Test- Test- Compressor inlet static pressure, 
Operating section section kPa 

mode Mach stagnation 

number pressure, 
kPa I E F G 

1-IA 1.50 39.98 57.50 53.00 48.31 
1.65 41.70 55.64 53.10 48.31 
1.80 43.81 55.83 54.49 48.55 
1.95 46.68 57.17 53.39 48.55 
2.16 51.38 57.36 53.29 48.31 

1-II 2.35 56.79 59.52 46.83 
2.50 61.05 59.37 46.83 
2.65 65.93 58.89 46.88 
2.80 71.39 58.65 46.73 
2.85 73.93 58.65 46.83 

2-II 2.30 54.97 55.78 47.59 
2.35 56.40 55.78 47.35 
2.50 60.95 55.64 47.31 
2.65 65.98 55.59 47.21 
2.80 71.63 55.49 47.16 
2.96 77 .81 55.49 47.16 

2-III 3.00 79.53 44.86 
3.15 86.14 42.61 
3.30 93.18 41.80 
3.45 100.8 40.70 
3.60 108.8 39.74 
3.70 114.3 38.88 

2-IV 3.85 131.1 18.19 
4.00 141.3 16.95 
4.15 152.1 15.70 
4.30 163.0 14.75 
4.45 175.0 13.84 
4.60 187.1 13.36 
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TABLE III.- COMPRESSOR INLET STAGNATION TEMPERATURE MEASUREMENTS 

Test- Test- Compressor inlet stagnation temperature, 

Operating section section K 

mode Mach stagnation 

number temperature, 
K I C E F G 

1-IA 1.50 339 299 296 316 304 307 

1.65 339 299 296 316 304 307 

1.80 339 299 296 316 304 307 

1.95 339 299 296 316 304 307 

2.16 339 299 297 316 302 296 

1-II 2.35 339 300 297 304 304 308 

2.50 339 300 297 304 304 308 

2.65 339 301 298 306 304 308 

2.80 339 300 298 306 305 308 

2.85 339 301 298 306 306 308 

2-II 2.30 339 303 301 311 314 312 

2.35 339 302 299 311 314 312 

2.50 339 302 299 311 314 311 

2.65 339 301 298 311 313 311 

2.80 339 300 298 310 313 311 
2.96 339 299 297 309 313 309 

2-III 3.00 339 303 301 311 314 313 

3.15 339 304 301 312 315 313 

3.30 339 304 302 312 315 313 

3.45 339 305 303 312 315 314 

3.60 339 304 302 313 315 314 

3.70 339 304 302 312 314 314 

2-IV 3.85 353 318 303 315 316 316 

4.00 353 311 302 316 316 316 

4.15 353 311 302 315 315 316 

4.30 353 312 303 316 316 316 

4.45 353 312 302 316 316 316 

4.60 353 312 302 316 316 316 
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kWh 
Operating hour 

kl-Jh 
Fiscal year 

% of total 
energy used 
at Langley 

80xl06 

"I!; : "i Iii, Ii; Iff f iii III III I: I I : i I IIII! II! i I: 'i I Ifil Iii 11(11 I: I 111!l1 i i It !j Ii • : Ii I;: I i r+jihll!l Ill'l "+++'+t+'++++++IIt+t1I, 1111 :: I: ftHtritir': '+1 1 ::ltH ijf'+!rtI+ttt::ii F !!!~',ri::f::i 
Iii i[.i !Ii ! II: , II! III il II; il Ii! iiil i Ii' I : I I111 'II II:: ::11 II III 

I ' ' , 'I ' , '''I III I' ,: ': ,:'1 II,; "I I", IfnlJ,."'tttl t4Ji,l
c
' lillll! ,','!I 'I I Ii )lll I " I,', :, I,' I iiI,", 'till 'I • I I I , !: I::, ; 1: , ii' w./.I.i.I.J+l.I.l.w./.I.i.I+I+I+l+l+J.j-l+H+I++i+Hi+f+' +++tiH+i+i+++t+Htttt'f !j' , , , , '+t ;+ ' , cc ii! il ! ,! Iii i!," I,:! I :i Iii lill iiil ' ,ii 

60 Wffif4#!, Wi#illtwfflmfUll+HffiiiOOH-fHi-HffimtffHffi: f+Hf1 fttttttt1:-t8;; I tHl i1tHttHtHrtt: ITt, ttHtmttt! 1m:! ttiIITt, I I tttmrttl!Ht I! !, mlit,fIT, ttttltw: jtHf4t4i
j 
l 

I 'til, ;[1 III 1 tl II!i!li 
i[l! ii I U II 

tmfUiW+ltltj+Jtljt++l+l+H+IHt+t+m+IHtH+tHtltHT1ffitttttH1ftttttttlttHitttttittlffititHtrHtmittttttt[rTI In, I i I: i tr I 
40 it I, ' , ill' 

il I I 11,1" I,', : I " 

tmfl UiW.\t
i ~tl+l+m+UiW+H+tlffiHt++l+tH+tlHtHlrn:tHtttttfl1rRJttttlttHitttffiH ;I;llittttitHitttttttttiti Ittrrt : i III I ~ 

I II' ') 

'I L Ii I: II ,ii 
: II. Ii! Ili",1 Ii 111 1: 1 I II II II 

fl.l.+tf.!.i+i.!II.glj.j.tt+t+IttHttt+t+lttHt:l+t+tHttHtl+ttHttHtttttltftHtHHHHttHHtiittHittttltttl'li I' ,1+Hfi+ttt+I+H+I,fttt+lIW":: II', , Ii' II I ' I Ul' j I IIlI III :iii, o~lliilllliill~~Wlli~~illillillillillill~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

40 11, ! II ,I I: It!, I! lif~ 
I' I' I" Iii : ~ ! I:, II 

! II [r illl I II! il;i ,I i-

II 
, 

'iii': I!i lif! I 'mi' I II! I, i j d 
: I:! 20 

! 1 illi 
!lill 

Ii! i! 11111 
Ii ! I i Ii illlliT' 0 I 

64 66 68 70 72 74 76 78 80 

Fiscal year 

Figure 1. - Summary of electrical energy used by the Langley Unitary Plan 
Wind Tunnel. 

25 



26 

Mill ions of dollars 1.0 j I t 

Fi sca'i year 

.5 II 

, I I' 
" 

1111 
j' ,Wi 

0 

.06 
11Ili 

+ j IUii 
1+ Ill! . , 
, , I I 

.05 

.04 

j 

I 
I, I 

I , 

, 

II III 

j 

I 

I I q II I, I 
" I 

',I 1(\ Iii lIt )Ii! ilii:1 h! t 1 

I 1 ,! i d,l ~+ t Hi( 1Ht i H 
, 'till 11'1 !Iii Ilj I 

IltttIHlllltl!lllllltl!lltllllltlltJIIIIIIII' ,I , J' i1 1i11'!""""Il"'" 
IlIll , !iii!: j II' II 

t,! I 

j 
, 

I 

Do 11 a rs • 03 RiWliffmffiflffitfrnttl1ffiHltmHffitlttHiffiH1llitillttfltffimmmtfffittilltfl1lt1TIlliltlMt!lITfHm[ffiJjJlllittlltHffiI 
klJh 

• 01 • 
r I I '. 

Fiscal year 

Figure 2.- Electrical energy costs for operation of the UPWT. 



Vl 
$... 
::::l $... 
o n::s 

.s=. (JJ 
>, 

01 
s:: .-
,~ n::s 
+-' U 
n::s Vl 
$... ',-
(JJ LL. 
D-

O 

$... 
n::s 
(JJ 
>, 

.-
n::s 
u 
Vl 
',-
LL. 

. 
~ 
~ 
(]) 

..c:: 
+l 

14 
0 
~ 

14 
Il1 
(]) 

:>.. 
14 
(]) 

0.. 

til 
14 
::l 
0 

..c:: 
tr> 
t:: 

'''; 
+l 
Il1 
14 
(]) 
0.. 
0 

I . 
M 

(]) 
14 g, 
-..; 
rx.. 

27 



28 



I\.) 

w 

Cooling tower 

Compressor 
1 i neup 

Dry ai r 

Synchronous motor 

Variable-speed 

High Mach number test section 

Low Mach number test section 

Figure 5.- Schematic drawing of Langley Unitary Plan Wind Tunnel. 



30 



w ..... 

Test section 1 

Test section 2 

.0 

(a) Mode 1-IA. 

Valve II 

Mode 1-IA 
1.46 < M<2.16 

Figure 7.- Tunnel operating circuit configurations. 



W 
tv 

Cooler 4 

G 

Test section 1 

Test section 2 

-------
sto.O 

(b) Mode 1-II. 

Figure 7.- Continued. 

Mode i-IT 

2.36 < M< 2.80 

Volven 



(.oJ 
(.oJ 

Airflow 

cooler 4 

Test section 1 

Test section 2 

stc.o 

(c) Mode 2-II. 

Figure 7.- Continued. 

Mode 2 - II 

2.30 <M<2.98 

Valven 



W 
.1:> 

Valve X cooler 4 

=-3) ~ 

Airflow 
)0 

Test section 1 

Test section 2 

(d) Mode 2-III. 

Figure 7.- Continued. 

Mode 2-ill 

3.00 <M<3.72 

5 

Valven 



w 
(}1 

valve II 

Airflow 
-~ 

Cooler 4 

Test section 1 

Test section 2 

sto.O 

(e) Mode 2-IV. 

Figure 7.- Concluded. 

Mode 2-N 
3.96 <M< 4.63 

5 

Iven 

Valve n 



W 
0'1 

Flow 
iI> 

Flow ,... 

t 
~ 318.82 1 720.55 k ~ 

132.28 

~ 

(a) Test section 1. 

~ : 318.82 t ~~ --~~.~---------

12l.92 - -.- ~ t _ d 720.55 

1 - - ~ 
_r _-------- =:r-===minimum wl'dth .....---. 
--.JL.,-..J j - - - - -1.

0

.

48 

'----"' 
----

Uf_ ¥ - - - - ------
- t::::J c::::3 

(b) Test section 2. 

Figure 8.- Plan-view schematics of supersonic-subsonic, variable-geometry, diffuser 
systems. All dimensions in centimeters. 



W 
-..J 

Four temperature 
probes at 900 spacing 

lr --- • 

7.6 

(a) Compressors C and D. 

---- :It ~ 

Four temperature 
probes at 900 spacing 

Four static pressure orifices 
at 900 spacing 

Figure 9.- Typical compressor instrumentation locations 
(all dimensions in centimeters). 



30.5 

38 

I , , 
I 
I , , 

Four orifices at 900 

in each set to measure 
inlet and discharge 
static pressures 

,--
I 
I 

Four temperature probes 
at 900 in each set 

(b) Compressor G. 

Figure 9.- Concluded. 



W 
\0 

Af , m2 

1.5 

1.4 

1.3 

bE·f~~· +----~ -+ 

p:;:r;:;.. 

T5 

--±= '.::E~.;~ 

."~.4-;:::::-! 

2 3 4 5 

MT5 

Figure 10.- Variation of test-section effective flow area with Mach number. 



10 

9 

8 =c 

7 

6 
~c 

--
--

~ 

5 
--
--~ 

-

~-

4 

0*, em 
-
-
---

3 
~-~ 

---
-~ 

--

~-

-

2 
,--
~~-

--

--

-

1 
1 

40 

• = • -
i- 0 TS e~1. 

1 ~~ m ~U i---"'_~ I 0 TS 2 
-- ,--- -- • , --

--~: I:.:-
,--- ,-~- ,- I-~ 

I:.:: 
!~~- 1--== r: 
I-~- i ~-~ --

c-c-

---- -

~-

- n 
,-~~ 1 ~- -~~ 
-~ i ~-
--- i-~-~'~-

,---1----

I r--f---
i~-- i-- i--,- ,~- e- I ' --~ I--~- ! -~ 

1-- I-~-i--

1- -I~-I---

~--,-

V 

(l 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 

Figure 11.- Variation of test-section sidewall boundary-layer 
displacement thickness with Mach number. 



110 

100 

90 

80 

70 

WTS ' kg/sec 60 

50 

40 

30 

.,. 

..... 

I 

.r.': 

~::o 
-'±==-

2 

o 
o 
o 
6. 
b" 

II 

3 

MTS 

Compressor 
operating mode 

1-IA 
l-II 
2-11 
2-1 II 
2-1V 

4 

Figure 12.- Variation of calculated mass flow with Mach number • 

;:t:t:t=J=;::: 

5 



42 

10 

~I: 
i 

1 I f t I j ,- j I II JJ , 1 
1 

Ji j I' , j 1 It II, 

~l II 
, 

I 
1+ , I 1 i 

, Ii II n t I , 

II;Pl : 9 

jilj j 
, 

lin I I I 

11 ! I jill I j 

!I h jll i r 1 I 

t II t , , , 
iI jill 

., ' II! r , '!l ' , i 1 

:11 It 1 I I I , - 4 
, 

lll- , " 

8 

IPH ! -i-I I I , ~ 

itl I 
J. -

liJ } III I I ,~ t 

7 

l1j r j 

I J ~ 
L ~ t 

P Ij I 'II I 1 1 
I ' , 

H 11 
, 

, 

1 1 III II 1 I , 
6 

1 i 1 ~ 1 I I ~ 
11 I· I I 

"Uli il/, J 1 
Ipl. I ,. , H ;--1 It '1 I J )1' j 

! L t 1 

Hldl 1 1 j 
II: ii, J I 

Hl Hi -It! ,- , 
1 -, I 

llhH 1 
i - ' 1 q t 1 

II 

11 lrH , 
I ,-

I 

4 

Ii i r -.1 ' 

1111111 11 
t I 1 

Ii:! I ] 

jlii n! 1 , -j 

3 

HP111 f 1 1 , i j 

I I 

J tI JT 1 1 + , -T!illf . t't' 11 I 
Iii if! I II I 

, j 

IJm'1 11 J 1 

2 

Wjl It 11 I I , I , , 
I " H " f I 1 1 J jill if! 

it: 
11 1 II '1 1'1: li : Ii 1 j i j 1 , 

:f 
j jq III II i jl I 1 I ,. , t! 

IJ~' III I , H I 1 I 
11 ' 'HI ':j lIt 1I i I 11 II ill I 

o .1 .2 .3 .4 .5 

Figure 13.- Curve for evaluating duct Mach number from known duct 
parameters Agi p, Ttl and w. 

, 
I 

.6 



II 
111111111111 

Compressor 
10 operating mode 

o I-IA 

P. MW o I - II 
o 2-II 

5 f:,. 2-III 
o BYPASS - 11l111!!lllllilllll!ti!!llliil 

0 
iililltllllHlllilllll!lJllii 

100 

0 

.4 '. i'.T
t 

\i 
.2 

: ! 

j I 

0 
" 

, I 

2.2 

1.8 , ' 
CR 

1.4 i: 
, I I' 

if 

1.0 

200 
w{7Jj 
-6-. --. kg/sec 

, , 
, ! i: 

I 
100 til 

I' 
it i; 
I' t! 

0 J' 

I 2 3 4 5 
MTS 

(a) Compressor Ie 

Figure 14.- Measured performance of compressors. 

43 



p, MW 

11, % 

llT
t 

Ttl 

CR 

WV8j 
-6-. -. kg/sec 

I 

44 

10 

5 

'1111111111111111~'~!llllllllllllr::compressor Ii: operating mode 
o I - IT 
<)2-IT 
11 2 - ill 
b.2-Ill 11 

__ 0 I-LA 

.. 
I' 

0
' 

100 I 
I 

" 

50 

! I 

0 

.4 

" 
" 

, 

.2 1'1 
~ 1, . 

H' i \ ~ 

i' 

Oi 
I I, ,I 

2,2, 

lill ! ' 
J!: 

1.8 

1.4 
i' I' 1+' 

!' 
1,1 

d1 1;, 
1.0 ':1: 

200 1:' 
;:1 

, 
" 

100 : " 

0 I,;' i' 

1 4 5 

(b) Compressor C. 

Figure 14.- Continued. 



p, MW 

fl. % 

/:,.T
t 

\i 

CR 

w{8j 
-0.-'. kg/sec 

I 

I, 

5 

I, 

o 

!liillilitlillltlllHtillnm 
,llliilliilllilililllllllllllll 

111"'''''"'''"111 

Compressor 
operating mode 

o 1 -11 
, ': 02 11 

III 
,L12-ID 

lttfti-HfftiIfHtltttHtflfltltfflttH1: b. 2 III 
L I' 0 BYPASS 

I 

t; 

1 : 

100 fIT I I , ' ! I. IIl1TCmmFp'Tnl lmt ",/m:l111,'iT1lr1T11ieFjllm'l ITmri "'! :=1 Imi m: Tlli Tn: 111jlT/li111,!r1T
IU

r1T, ~m[J!mllm!!it,T1lTJl: 
fliWllllllfll#ililtlllllifll#ililtll#lllHHHHtlmH4IHtHlWiHlHtlHtllHtfHl.iJJ, HlIIHllHlllllllH+!l!!Ht tiT : ; I i 1 Urn 1 t r : 11 I! l:!! III ~ 1 t + 1 H ! J 

, 

50 tll j'li II I I, 
:'1 , 

11i] j, II II , 
'I' 1'· 

i! iii illl It! H !, r ,jl Ill' 

" 
ti 

it 11 d,1 I! iii III .; 
II ! I i If' II , 
1 

, 
0 

.4 I 

.2 

iii Ittj H ,llil" I, Iii I!IIIIIII"'illIIIWII, I" II! I' i I!I: ',', .rlli,:,'llU l lil'l + I i II! IW ili~'1lrrml~I' 
If lin" I I " , ' j ~ , " '111 1] d: ;1 
iii I: II ' '! I il,! I I Lin Iii! iii ' t" III 1m 1 j !!W1!!i! ' 11 i 1 Ii :IH l'U @ " 
! t Ii I I,' j Ii, 'It i1'1 i • Iii ItIl i I !II '! f, II It,: Ij! l1D ii' I I 'Iilllliilll" II I: 

,I ,I, ii, rl i' : I II:' Ii • I" jfi Iiiii' i I J j I liii + '14 lJ 'I II I I 1IIIIlliHh I Iii i 
ii' I i Ii':' t J i ,I i: iJi Ii" I i I ifj: 1 I!l! 11 Ii :I iii! i iii lill'! n I I I ,Ill: 'Iii' 'Iill' I 

r 
0 Iii 

2.2 
" illIWi!l1 
i! i I , HlilHUIi 

1.8 : lI~tllltltlllllltftttttttH+ltH+lt+lllt 

i 1 

200ITmn=nmmrrmtm'~lmmTImmrrmmTImmrrmmTImmrrmmTImmrrmmrr,mmrr,ml~'TImm;lrr,mm;,nit,millimirr":~""m;,~",mmTImmFmmrrtmlmF,ml(mFl1'm,:m!l,rrl=':j 
:' j " , 't' iu I~j 

Ii Ii ',i Ii,' ,III 'ill i 
1 I t 

I, JIJ 

iii 
ti l, I 

t' I I tI 

I +1! j': j , In'; 
! I I ,i I I III '! ' 'til '1i'!!1 'I II '~H 

,! j I,; I,' I i II I! " Ii! I,! I;, < lUH I !!II; 11 ;:' ,!i I 'Iii 
i , , 

I ';iiii 

" 
tl til :III! OJ' I 

2 4 

(c) Compressor E. 

Figure 14.- Continued. 

45 



P. MW 

"Tt 

\i 

CR 

w{8j 
-6.-' kg/sec 

I 

46 

5_ 
o IlII ,,"UUUU.lUlUlU11CWllll 

100 __ _ 

0 

.4 

• 2 

0 

2.2 

1.8 

1.0 

200 I 

I' 

100 

0 
1 2 3 

Mrs 

(d) Compressor F. 

Figure 14.- Continued. 

4 

Compressor 
operating mode 

/',2 -ill 
b.2-Il[ 
o BYPASS • 

5 



10 
! j ( ilillillillillllllllillililil 

! 1IIIIIIilllillillilllllllllili I 
I I· , 

Compressor 
operating 

L 2 III I 
, 

(; BYPASS 
" 

i , , 
lillllHilllillllllWilWli ! 

P. MW 5 

I I ' , IIlilil!1!ltlillliiiilllli' 
., 

IIIl!illil ! , , o 

rJ.% 

CR 

I': , '! I' i I I [' I' II 'II Jill' I Uii, "@iHlI II' ! Hi I!: i I 'I I 1:1' III ni ~ j I jttt+1! WI l*!Ittt+1iffiH, W,*,Hl11ll: *IHII itHH 1 j .Iii ! I ~: I tJ H ! r pi H'j 11,; Ii :!. ! ill I! II II! i i; 1 i 
1.8 mi~j!#,rnm'#lffim#,ffiml'#.'*;j~!*lml~I*"*' rrhl;:*,rrhl,rnm#il+ttt+1lffimmmHlll#il+:,Hlll#il+Hllnml'ffiU#,Hl"Hlj1#iHlIHl,Ittt+11JHl;i'mf,Hl!:#il+,rrhllmt~ffim#il+ffil*'lrnmiH*,m'#i~ 

'jHl: *1 !*IHlitiffiHiffiHHlI, *IHlj '11
, 

,llIftHl! i*,iffiHtHHj! tHin I Ii! i I " I 'j! i I Ii I' II ill i i j if! l II I" .111 j! I j IT! I 
ilitt'tt't 1!~liffiHHlHHlHlliffiHllI' ''!t'HlH'llitIHl, llI'ij'HltltfW1,' I!! i j I II' '1'11 ' I! Ii)' ,II[! r l,f ii', I' 1'1 '[ ,~ 
,;" , I I ,I ,," , I iI!' I , Iii ! :' l!i! ,Ui II ! I j ! I I I ii" I' 

1. 4 flllljj"llllJi!j tJ!jI'litH'l tJ!1 !11t11ftl ilJ'1+!tHll Ii!, II !I' I it II I I P ill I"! I i '!!! I ": II fH 
!Il I :ril! I I i% ': "l'il I 1'1 i d j! ill 1:i I ' I I' I: 'pill. ill 

i i 
'! 

w~ 
-,.-. kg I s ec 100 Hl' I'll' miffiHitit+iHHHitHiffiHiffiHitit+iHHHitHtHH·itHHHliritHHitit+ttt+1itHHHitH' fiffiHHHHiffiHitHHHlir'tttHttttHitmitHHHlir+HHitit+iffiHttttHttt+tftttlttttH VI II 11 'J. 11 

. : 

II 11 1 i Ij! 

If i: ,I", I I . I :. ,I i :, ~ ! 1: , _II! t 
o~Will"~~l~ll'~~lliliWlli'lllli~Wlli~llilil:Wlli~~lliillillllw=ww~~Wlli~\ll';Ulliill~lllli~I'\=uw'~"Wllilllli=XlliilllllliillllWW~,Llliill=W 

! I 

1 2 3 4 5 

MTS 

(e) Compressor G. 

E'igure 14.- Concluded. 

47 



0:::­
ro 

n, % 

CR 

100 

50 

o 

2.0 

1.5 

1.0 

~E: ',. c:._ ~i~ :::: I::~::::::: =:=::: C=::: f:::: f···· :=:CT::::=t::::{:~~ ::::1: •••.• ~: :"i 
-··r;~;-·- C ___ Compressor G .--.. '.:.~=~ Compressor F -_ ... ,-. :'-. -- : Compressor E =.. I"::" ,.j 

f-::::.:. f'C" ..•. == __ .. , E:. :::1:::: :::: :::, :::::: I :::: :::.--:: :::'-t:.. ".:.. ~ _ . ....::"F: ,-,,::eY: 1:C::1 

a 

- -:t::-":t:;t::-~_1=7 ~. ___ . =.::=.:::. =1'--'- .-:: t,,:::=~::_. ::-::=:t:::_= _~:;~:~ :~:: r:::: I'::~::i 
t:::=±. ::: :::.p'- :.,. =:.-- _ __. '_" __ ._ , -.. =1= . ___ :.. -:: f·-: co:: :~:~I::::::, 

.JItr-1== ',- -:- . _ .r--. . ..- ~&::!:::. :::1 
~:-.~ ~~~~ I:~ 

~ : .. : .' = -.. -.~ __ =F'=:=S_= :,.:=t=:= _ ,_. . 'J.s.: =f::;:= ===::;::=:', f:-,=~~: .. ~ :',::::m 
. ~. ~-:- :=t:=.::::t :t: :::t:::t=.=- i~~~· _;~: r:=c:: t::;='::t:::~. __ . . .. , _ :.- ': ~= :: :::::: ... ::: ~F 

'- =.::=:::::-..: [ (WI8.i) 1 r:-:: ~: .. ,_.1::::_ ::::::=. :'::::-- •• ::::_- ••• =:~' .. _: ... I:: 
. 1 -. ,_... -_. ., t::~ -.- ~'F: t::::J:-.. . .- : - 69 fZ"-:- ~-.. : .. : '_·'--:::::::::::,,:::::.:.t=t::::··:-25.=t.::::j:· ".:C._.' 

:-:-:-:-'L::::.:.::= ,--::=1----•. r--::-:-::.~t=:. °i E Et:::::.~:~- -. ::: ::-r-:::=: ... ~. t:-:-::t,,:: :£':::l·-~:::::t-::: 
'-.' - -- - ::,.t:-':: co:: :::::t:::+::.[::::!· •• : ·~E .--: :-.- .. :ct:·:=:(:::·:· _ .. ' ... I=:.=:I=.:. t:::"r: .. +::: .... 

.~ 

[69(W::)E 1 

50 

.E:±:::,: 

100 

WI8i 
~, kg/sec 

1 

r.:::±::=:±:~-:c: '8iBmtl ==.: ~-~ ~ ~- ~ --~ 

--: ,.:: :::: .=t=. ..::i:_= 

':£=::EF_=::= 

Compressor 
operating mode 

o l-II 

o 2-II 

6 2-III 

~ 2-IV 

~:g£ __ :::::t::=::- ._= .. :::~:i 

=--:f::.: 

150 200 

Figure 15.- Compression ratio and efficiency characteristics of compressors E, 
F, and G (+ denotes manufacturer's design point). 



"'" \.0 

n, % 

CR 

at: 

1.5~ 

1.0 I 
o 

Compressor 
operating mode 

o l-IA 

o l-II 

<> 2-II 

f:::. 2-II1 

D. 2~IV 

~::::r.~:t:::::t:=t Co mp re s s 0 r I 

Compressor F from figure 15 

Compressor C 

~~~·F=r=:;=f:::j':T:: 

H: .~.~ .. ~ ... -~~.~.".~.~ 

Compressor E from figure 15 
: ... :f. ~"f:::. f:: :t:··" t:: ::1::: :t==t=· f: :J::J:~J: :~F:· 

.~--:::::::::::, 

-:5::-~t=:=:E: 

:::.~:::.~~: .. ~ .-
1=::+==1==1::=. --

- - -- .-._._. 

;;:;··==z;-::-c 
Compressor F from figure 15 

+=+= I 4f"+fFf'=i::_=t:~=t~=:t==.::f.. . ..:..L=t·-A =t===I ........ J-c::::~_~~._. 

··~:~~fo~fe~:t;Tlim9%!: 15 

50 

::::t=~:t=et..,..:..~t:_ 

100 

w/8i, kg/sec 
o· 1 

r=.:=:f.:=:E:' 

150 

~:r.I@ 
-··i:e:: l:,,::t.o:: !~::, 

. ~-.-.~ :::t:-::: 

·-~~··~E 

200 

Figure 16.- Compression ratios and efficiencies of compressors I and C. 



50 

n, % 

CR 

2.5 
Ii 
il 
U 
Ii' 
II j 

1 
2.0 

I 
rr 
n 

1.5 

1.0 
a 

Manufacturer's specified performance for C and E 

Manufacturer's specified stall line for C and E 

Measured performance of C 

Measured performance of E 

T T T 

httt 'ttt lit Ill' Hill I ' II Hill , "I,lt! ' t 
jj i " , 1 

IH 
t 
t 

lit 

t' 

I 

111 H II ff ':+ t 1 II 

1 III 11 t, 

!J Ij I 
, 

q 1 

j 

-. 

I 
, 
I 

t 

" 

I' 

1 

50 

! !'it d-

I I 

j 

1 

j 

t l' , 

1 
!HIHHl 

j 

4 

t I , 

100 

wl8i 
-6-.-' kg/sec 

1 

j 

(a) Compressors C and E. 

1-111 

1 

t 

t 

j 

I 1'1 

I 

j 11 
150 200 

Figure 17. Comparison of measured compressor performances with 
manufacturer's specifications. 



n, % 

CR 

--- Manufacturer1s specified performance 

-- - r~anufacturerls specified stall line 

- - ~1easured performance 

Manufacturer1s specified design point 

illl HrtlllJl liP ! filii! J 1111 ii:;lJlllliU 1111111 d Iii 1111 III Ill, i 
i:ll iiiiliHllill Ill!! mUI Ti TIT T1 iii! Hil III Pi, III Pl!Il!j ; Ii 

o I jl il ! i ! nil I i 11I1i! ~I HlHJ II i U i ~ i! 111 i Illl lUll If llJi i! 11 H d 1 L 11111 

2.5 

2.0 

1.5 

1.0 

HI ; li Ii Ij III IIJfI i ; iLl! n 11JH rll' II lllHHlllH Wll ilHIllHl nHlIHHI:Lj~ffl 
III d-f 

I IH ' 1J' j 
I Guide 100% If \1 III ,. 't it t! vanes open 

Ifl!ll. ii! 1!:+ I 

lat n i 11" 
Ift!l il t -fH 11 + Ii j Iii .. If'I' . 

Iff! liP 'I i H 11 !! ! tt ~. 
-.-1-

" .. + . .1, ., , t-

illl HP! ,. 
! HI Iffi ftl LIH II f , , 

t--i 

'tt 111 It 1n HI iff! I,. Ulilii- If!t 1t)1--U:l 1'1 ,. , 
Decreasing guide-vane opening 11h1. til 
I'll 
Ii.: InH Un 
"ij +1 ! difln 
:q Ii!)! tl .. tf! 11" 
,!! 

,i: : if! 1ft 
I' illi iji! dLi ft-' 

11tH it :i :.11 'H !'t, 
iff-II" IWI 'I, 11!1 ", tIl I_j' 

o 

flfU tHl I[ H' " , 11 LIm 1 I' tt 

If' III 111 FIjf IT Till TTf t it 

fJ. IH flit I'll 1m :1J l ! I ,-
,. , -1-- r, 

Ll! !I lin 1111 ' llll ,ll 'I , '1 
fill Jill Ifr! H1T;1 rn :If 

, , 
-d .- -:tt , I 

I\!! I Hil 11\1 m !W Jl :ltlt :1 In if. 11 
!-~; j :1:; l!l;! !II! III '-.-t' ,t: 11 It I t !ti' ~ "' I • '1- ,. "" It ., : : ~ ! 1- ; I', ! ~ I : :-;J; ,-it ;: 1: ;; ~ I -t i . t 1 , " "Tt 

10 20 30 

wl8; 
-8-' • kg/sec 

1 

(b) Compressor G. 

Figure 17.- Concluded. 

HI!l' 
Ilitl 

l ' 'Itt - Ht 
t it 

.+ 

H N ,j 

III r~ fl: + Ii 
lit lH IdHH f1li 

40 50 

51 



52 

100 

11, % 50 

o 

2. 5 '''''''''''Tnm;. 

CR 

o 50 

Cl 

I:) 

0 

D 

wlei 
--, kg/sec 

Q; 

% Open 

100 

80 

70 

60 
100%-open data 
from fig. 15 

100 150 

Figure 18.- Effect of inlet guide-vane position on performance of 
compressor F (compressor operating mode 2-111). 



Pt,n 

Pt , i ,1 

18 
n 

.~ 
ITt 

, 
III :Ili' ,t) ~ :g ill 11) Ill; U!II!! il ii Pi 6 TS III j , 

Ii! ,i!: 
H <> 1,2 

16 m: <> i ,3 
~. 

,ITt 0 1,4 
14 

. i 

ii' 

12 I, 

10 

!i 

8 if t1" 
I'll 

6 HIHt""tLl111 

2 

o 

• 
1 2 4 

Figure 19.- Overall and incremental compression ratio performance of 
UPWT compressor system. 

" ill II: 

Ii! 

fif 

5 

53 



54 

18 
: ~ : ; ;! j j;:' liii: iii j!! jill : nil !llj , W::l1";:1 ;; :J!;j~Ji kilt!';!j';i I~ :nn::: nn 
jij 'j ;" ;: '!i ij i1l: ,: j' ;j~ iii ::;1!::::!11 ,din 
ill: ;:!; ii' :;;; . iii iH Ii iii ::1:;;11di! 
II'!! iii jj liH; I"ii iii' Iii; ,:; ;i iti [1:J1:' iii ii' 

ill: :1'; Compressor ~I:i 11" operati ng mode 

F~ 
, 

0 
0 T~ 0 

~~ f:::.. 
b.. 

',;, 

12 

:1ii 
litH 
1:111 

iii! ;'j; 

i"i l" iig 
:lHj; 

6 

;~ 

i 

o 
100 

m 
'oJ 

;:jij 

• irtHii 

1-1A 

1-II 

2-II 
2-111 

2-1V 

JY! 
li [,! 
ij 
;; 

, 

: , 

, 

,,; : II 
lli 

,;1; , 
" 

rillL: , li{ ;' 
:1: It; nj=iii Ii!: i; 

I; ,','I:;, 
i,j I": 

fl 
I!' ii' , Em ii 

, 

, " .:: 
, 

, 

II 
200 

: jjj!::!;",;::I:: H::: l'il I;; ni ' 
1: " :iil! :iTI 

I": Ii; :: ~ii rn 
li !; 

~': iii 
i], : 

!W I 
' , 

Ei : 
I , I': " , , 

I ii 

Rj Iil 

: , 

:., 

300 400 

:l! :t!l 

I 

" 

' : , 

fig 

, 

Figure 20.- Overall compression ratio performance of the compressor system. 

• 
500 



Compressor 

C, D 

E 

F 

G 

Inlet 

-0-

-0-

-0-

-C::r-

Di scharge 

-0-

-0-

-<>-
-6- ill.,! ',~,:, 1

1
, I,:, ill:,: '" '" ! lrlLJU j HjI 1] lillilll iii 11. 

, I till " : I I lilll:11 I'll 

+++l+J.f+l+I+'+++++tI4+11 illj +++++J,=TITIIII 1= II III TIT 1111=1111"'1111' ITITI i TTITrni=i TITI '''''I I TITTIT,= II I II"" ii 11= liiHr i II iilcrrr= !TICj,mm 11" H ;It; !iii III r I il' II 
Mode Mode hHiWI mljittttliit1'+ Mode Ull iUi "I. I Ilj ,. 'I ". "., 

2-II r r 2-III It I Ii 2-IV II!i iii! 
1 ' 11+: I'l' iJ "'j'. ,.1 "Iii 1.,1.1 lilll!IIiIiI',IJ,' . .ill" I liii it ilill 

1 Ittl i l' . rmL.lll1l~ ~' 'I~,' '1 1[i! 

II: 

.6 1'1 'I i ill Ii Iii till f' IU' ': til i 'Iii II ! iii i' i II i ti~ Uii 'ji,!jj illl 
1I11 f 1 Ii! 'I, i i 'f I I ! I ' I 11<111 JIM I Ii ! il' III Pi! Iii!!' Idi 

-n ilH 'W r .r, 
; t ~ til; 

'H, I,: 1;;1' I,ill 
0 :1: 

;:!; 

1.5 2.5 3.5 4.5 

Figure 21.- Comparison of inlet and discharge pressures of compressors. 

55 



56 

.02 

o 

.4 JlII 11 Ild!lpl ~tl 
n Ii Ii [1 rn 
II II , , 
I 

Md .2 

o 2 4 6 8 10 12 

(a) Relationship between discharge Mach number and corrected duct 
inlet mass flow per unit area. 

Compressor 
Mode Kav discharge 

o 1-1A .37 C 

.04 o 1-II .70 E 

<> 2-1I .39 

6 2-1 II .34 

llPt t::.. 2-1 V .41 
Pt d .02 K = 0.5:. , 

o 
2 4 6 8 10 

(b) Pressure losses between last stage of compression and 
test section. 

12 

Mode 
1nterstage 

2 

ttl ItHjll 

4 6 8 

K - 0.5 

10 

(c) Interstage pressure losses. 

0 1- II 

0 2-II 

<> 2- II I 

6 2-1V 

t::.. 2-1I1 

D 2-1V 

o 2-1V 

duct 

C to E 

C to E 

C to E 

C to E 

E to F 

E to F 

F to G 

Kav 

2.65 

2.58 

2.84 

1.56 

.73 

.86 

2.24 

Figure 22.- Total pre sure losses in ducting downstream of compressor discharge. 



(J1 
--.J 

Total measured 
power Mode 

0 1 ~IA 

0 l-II 

<> 2-II 

24 

~ --.. +----~ - - - --I - " ~.- - - - - r - - -- --_. +- -

~_-c-:: ::':::=: .=C=:.:: .~::~: ~.~ ... ":-:::t:::~::'-L· :f·l,cf=':: f::c,-r::::~~~-:=-~=:J:=:l--:==f:§, 

20 •• ~ .::;.:" _.~~ :.~_ ~:"~. :o~ ::~. ;:~ =~F~ ~:::f~ ~:~~~~~;.:Y:~r:tf~~( :/_::-L~:;;;F~-~m-== ~~~~ ~:~:::-r~-7~: _-~ f~t; 
••.• ~: ~::: rC::: co::,. :'T:: ~~ ~:~ El,-,f=-:t::= :c-== :~:::C:~~: ~s.t'~ :::,. ~~: :t~~ :::~f:::~:~:;::f~t'Z.r=:== ::~~ :FFc:};;;t;.. · .. 
.... , •.• ····f .. ·· .".===-: ·=:-iEf'S=·t·::·::~+--- _. :: ... tt:t;.:Y~"::: ::--t:'·-~J::·· :::·r-::t::·Oi:·· ··.:t:· '1. ••. J: :: :::T:.:.: "::L:' 

P, MW 12 L:tt-:l: L:Lr- ;::3:.---=r-=t.-t~l: 

8 L:r::::L:T:f-.:=ffi:1If 

4 

2 3 

MTS 

4 

Figure 23.- Measured power input to the UPWT drive motor system. 
(NRe = 4.92 x 106 per meter). 

5 



\J1 
(Xl 

P, MW 

8 

o 40 80 120 o 40 80 

Pd' kPa 

l 

+ 

120 o 

3# 
Compressor 

.t->-+!-'-

40 

Figure 24.- Power measurements of individual compressors operating in bypass mode. 
Different symbols indicate repeat runs. 

80 120 



U1 
~ 

P, MW 

101 Sum of 
Measurement fi gure 24 

fai ri ngs 

0 

81 0 ---

D ---

4 

2 

i..l.--i_I-j-1 

o 40 

Bypassing 
camp res s ars [llJIIIIUIIEJIIIIIlJ1I1lLI1l1DIfJItW-Hl 
E + F 

E + F + G 

F + G 

III 
• 

-r-'() 

Pd' kPa 

I1111111111 : II III 1111 i 1111I11 ~ I 'fi I:l±~-I j : t : : 1 II II 11 Ie t'G-~ mTI 

I!+ 

-' 

-t1~, 

80 

.R=t-~R+FR 

-t-rt-TlW m 
~ f+H 
+i:±:l4 
+++ti 

~r:fl:p:--'-Rl+H-T 
, 

1--rti'1I 

I=P 

liD 
~i=r~ 

ft+h# 

fR-

+-!-+-H++++ 

ffFfL··t+;T 
~ i~P=tf,-'';'' 

h---:-

120 

Figure 25.- Power measurements of compressor combinations operating 
in bypass mode. 



rn 
o 

Total measured 
power 

0 

0 

<) 

24 
t::. 

t10de 

l-IA 

l-II 

2-1I 

2-1I1 
Solid symbols denote total 
measured power minus powe 
to compressors on bypass 

I ., ,e~··'1 I'·, tl"~1 I ."'11 I , .. from figure 24. . 20 <:~:.:.. . ·~:';';I~:,*i· .•.••.. I I. 1\ I·: I I! i~ 

16 1 II II11 I I ~IYu..i I 1'1 !fit! 1'*1 I f:fu:I'iiJ'llij 'I .' .. I I . ··1· ,.. .... , .. .. I .. i, I, l'i::'. ·.1:1..... . _ ·.1 .N·_··· . t.: 

P, MW 12 I / il.':,;..I/I!/ 

81 i 1IIltUI1lUtttUHtltttltl 

2 3 

MTS 
4 

Figure 26.- Comparison of calculated power input and measured total power minus 
power used by compressors on bypass (NRe = 4.92 x 106 per meter). 

5 

tage 

stage 

tage 



60 

E 
u 

-C 50 
+' 
-0 ..... 
3: 
I 

4-
r-
IO 

-C 40 
E 
::::s 
E ..... 
\:: ..... 
E 

I 
30 -0 

\:: 
0 
U 
Q) 

(/) 

20 

Q) 

-" 

-

Mode " ;: 

<> 2-II 
-

6 2-III -, 

~ 2-IV 
17: 

," , -'T , , ~ . . 

, 

2 3 4 

t~TS 

Figure 27.- Variation of operational values of second-minimum 
half-width with test-section Mach number (test section 2). 

r=, 
~ 

~ 

" 

~ 

--

:;:r.:± 

5 



0'1 
t\J 

l); 

5 

~~ , , " : ' : '~.~I. II 411 II I • I . I I!I:I I I II' I! 1 I 11-
== Maximum running contraction)1 • 'ri'lH 'I 1 ([ 1 

.. Ie .~~. Ii f i! I' + ~--"~~-~ 
with model in test section 

3 ~ .~-< .. r. ,(ref·~_-.-,_. 

2 
~max (fig. 13, ref. 5)~ 

1 

m;ufo±l t ! .1 . -__ E ££ELL· L:::::±:::::±. -. I : 
' •.. UPWT - TS#2 (fi g. 27) ~ 

~ 

2 3 4 5 
M

TS 

Figure 28.- Effect of Mach number on diffuser contraction ratios. 



0'1 
w 

Pt,TS 

Pt , i ,1 

!=:~h_ 

i~s E~F·q~;:t:7.S:::±:~£ 
MTS~= .--

::t=:.:~-'H--

"'~'f="'-.;:£;~i=~ ~S~M- ~. 
_ .... __ ,_ __. . ' } TS _ 

.r.::=t=:= 

--.... ---+-~--.... ----'"--- MTS = 4.60' 

.- -T- ---T-' -t .--:----t----+-.;....;_+-_+:-.:.. 

E::t:::.:..--~----.-I-----+----

4.15' 

@;fu_"'-"-'-
'_-4~-~+:=-+--~ 

Eq. ~=:t'~' 

~-m -- '::c :~__ _ __=!'---=:-~-~ 

__ ~,_,+_ ••. ;::-:£,,-L-:-: 

--+-~F"F= 

::::E 
Mode 

o 
o 

l-IA ~ 
2-11 

1=:3 .. --

L::,. 2-111 

~ 2-1V 

-t=:+=::t-'-.-~.-- --

':.::l=,--

6 lli-~;~¥*~§-i=-
--3.85 t • 

.:::to 

o 

,:3.7n! 
~:_j.._' __ h 

_.,3. 45"~---

3.00+ 

2.30 

100 200 

.j:::=-t:?+::::t: 

-"'-+~-"-+::;E~-·-

300 

Lw./8\ ,kg/sec 
\. 5 /1,1 

-~~-" 

-:::l:=~E~' 

----.>-----+-;~ 

400 

Figure 29.- Comparison of wind-tunnel and compressor characteristics 
of UPWT (compressor guide-vanes 100 percent open). 

--... ::EO: 

-:::j= 

':d-::::b 

::::::1:'::;::: 

--~-=E::'-

500 



0"1 

"'" 18 

ITS
··· 

.... t ... 
~~ .. t· .. 

12 1=" 

Pt,rs 
Pt , i ,1 

6 REgrEq. (1 

o 

F:-:~::::::t:-:::. 

100 

"",f,co:c:,FJ" 

~::NJHTS 

~ 
P t ~ I:~:t:::. 

:~c 1.4 -p- . 
~ t,NS 
" 1rs 

Mrs = 4.60 

4.15 

3.85 

=J. 
~-
:3. 

BfEt ;; 23.00 

2.30 • 
200 

1.50 

( wJ8) kg/sec --8 i,l' 

r·1ode 

2-II I 

11rs Previous unpublished data 
(variable guide-vane position) 

2.97 

3.21 

3.45 

3.73 

3.81 

3.87 

3.95 

Mode 

100% open 1- I A 

2-II 

2-II I 

2-IV 

.. 
• 
• .. 
• 
a .. 

Present data 
(guide vanes 100% open) 

o 
o 
6, 

~ 

III 
300 400 

Figure 30.- Effect of guide-vane opening on matching wind-tunnel and 
compressor characteristics. 

500 



1. Report No. I 2. Government Accession No. 3. Recipient's Catalog No. 

TM-83168 
4. Title and Subtitle 5. Report Date 

ANALYSIS OF THE PERFORMANCE OF THE DRIVE October 1981 
SYSTEM AND DIFFUSER OF THE LANGLEY UNITARY 6. Performing Organization Code 
PLAN WIND TUNNEL 505-43-23-02 

7. Author(s) 8. Performing Organization Report No. 
Lowell E. Hasel and Robert L. Stallings, Jr. L-14543 

10. Work Unit No. 
9. Performing Organization Name and Address 

NASA Langley Research Center 11. Contract or Grant No. 
Hampton, VA 23665 

13. Type of Report and Period Covered 
12. Sponsoring Agency Name and Address Technical Memorandum 

National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
14. Sponsoring Agency Code 

Washington, DC 20546 

15. Supplementary Notes 

16. Abstract 

A broad program was initiated at the Langley Research Center in 1973 to reduce the 
energy consumption of the laboratory. As a part of this program, the performance 
characteristics of the Unitary Plan Wind Tunnel were reexamined to determine if 
potential methods for increasing the operating efficiencies of the tunnel could be 
formulated. This report summarizes the results of that study. The performance 
characteristics of the drive system components and the variable-geometry diffuser 
system of the tunnel are documented and analyzed. Several potential methods for 
reducing the energy requirements of the facility are discussed. 

-

17. Key Words (Suggested by Author(s)) 18. Distribution Statement 
Supersonic wind tunnels Unclassified - Unlimited 
Compressors 
Supersonic wind-tune I drive systems 
Supersonic wind-tunnel diffusers 

Subject Category 02 

19. Security Oassif. (of this report) 20. Security Classif. (of this page) 21. No. of Pages 22. Price 

Unclassified Unclassified 65 A04 

For sale by the National Technical Information Service, Springfield, Virginia 22161 

NASA-Langley, 1981 



End of Document 


