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AERONAUTIC SYMBOLS
1. FUNDAMENTAL AND DERIVED UNITS

Metric English
APt Abt i Abbrevi
: brevia- . revia-
Unit it Unit AR
Length_ ______ l e eyt el tnlan v il S foot: (er mile) . J 5 2 "4y ft. (or mi.)
ARE it lertg t sedondiione 2y DAL NNy second (or hour).___.___ sec. (or hr.)
Jloree 2 LN 1 P weight of 1 kilogram____ weight of 1 pound_____ 1b.
Power i/ il ]84 horsepower (metrie)._ oo _4_L__Ll__ horsepower.________LL hp.
Shedg v kilometers per hour.___._ k.p.h milesiper hour. -._|-Z_4 m.p.h.
LS ik e meters per second______ m.p.s feet per second--__-____ L.pis:

2. GENERAL SYMBOLS

Weight =mg
Standard acceleration of
m/s? or 32.1740 ft./sec.”

Mass = w
)

gravity =9.80665

Moment of inertia=mk?. (Indicate axis of
radius of gyration & by proper subscript.)
Coefficient of viscosity

v,
Py

Kinematic viscosity
Density (mass per unit volume)

Standard density of dry air, 0.12497 kg-m~*s? at
15° C. and 760 mm; or 0.002378 1b.-ft.~*-sec.?

Specific weight of “standard’ air, 1.2255 kg/m® or
0.07651 1b./cu.ft.

3. AERODYNAMIC SYMBOLS

Area

Area of wing
Gap

Span

Chord

Aspect ratio
True air speed

. Tl
Dynamic pressure =72pV

Lift, absolute coefficient C,= é%

Drag, absolute coefficient O, = g%

Profile drag, absolute coefficient CD,=%

Induced drag, absolute coefficient C’Di=%

Parasite drag, absolute coeflicient Cp = D,

qS
Cross-wind force, absolute coefficient Og==q—%
Resultant force

Yy

Angle of setting of wings (relative to thrust
line)

Angle of stabilizer setting (relative to thrust
line)

Resultant moment

Resultant angular velocity

Reynolds Number, where [ is a linear dimension
(e.g., for a model airfoil 3 in. chord, 100
m.p.h. normal pressure at 15° C., the cor-
responding number is 234,000; or for a model
of 10 em chord, 40 m.p.s. the corresponding
number is 274,000)

Center-oi-pressure coeflicient (ratio of distance
of ¢.p. from leading edge to chord length)

Angle of attack

Angle of downwash

Angle of attack, infinite aspect ratio

Angle of attack, induced

Angle of attack, absolute (measured from zero-
lift position)

Flight-path angle
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CALCULATED AND MEASURED PRESSURE DISTRIBUTIONS OVER THE MIDSPAN
SECTION OF THE N. A. C. A. 4412 AIRFOIL

By RoBert M. PINKERTON

SUMMARY

Pressures were simultaneously measured in the variable-
density tunnel at 54 orifices distributed over the midspan
section of a 5- by 30-inch rectangular model of the N. A.
C. A, 4412 airfoil at 17 angles of attack ranging from
—20° to 30° at a Reynolds Number of approximately
8,000,000.  Accurate data were thus obtained for study-
ing the deviations of the results of potential-flow theory
from measured results. The results of the analysis and
a discussion of the experimental technique are presented.

It is shown that theoretical calculations made either at
the effective angle of attack or at a given actual lift do not
accurately describe the observed pressure distribution over
an airfoil section.  There is therefore developed a modified
theoretical caleulation that agrees reasonably well with
the measured results of the tests of the N. A. C. A. 4412
section and that consists of making the caleulations and
evaluating the circulation by means of the experimentally
obtained lift at the effective angle of attack; i. e., the angle
that the chord of the model makes with the direction of the
In
the course of the computations the shape parameter e is
modified, thus leading to a modified or an effective profile
shape that differs slightly from the specified shape.

flow in the region of the section under consideration.

INTRODUCTION

Pressure-distribution measurements over an airfoil
section provide, directly, the knowledge of the air-force
distribution along the chord that is required for some
purposes. In addition, such data, when compared with
the results of potential-flow (nonviscous fluid) theory,
provide a means of studying the effects of viscous forces
on the flow about the airfoil section.

The results of experimental pressure measurements
for a few miscellaneous airfoils may be found in various
publications. The general application of this method
of obtaining design data, however, is limited because of
the expense of making such measurements.

A method of calculating the pressure distribution is
developed in references 1 and 2. This method, based
on the “ideal fluid” or potential-flow theory, gives the

local velocities over the surface; the pressures are cal-
culated by means of Bernoulli’s equation. Although
this method provides an inexpensive means of obtain-
ing the distribution of pressure, the results may not be
in satisfactory agreement with measured results. Such
disagreement, however, is not surprising since the
theory does not account for the effects of the viscous
boundary layer.

A reasonably accurate method of calculating the
pressure distribution over an airfoil section is desirable
and might be obtained by two procedures. First, such
a method might be found by the development of a com-
plete theory. Such a theory, however, must take into
account all the factors or phenomena involved and
must give satisfactory agreement with actual measure-
ment. A second procedure, the most feasible one at
present, is the development of a rational method of
correcting the application of the potential-flow theory
to minimize the discrepancies between the theoretical
and measured results.

It was realized, however, that unusually reliable ex-
perimental pressure-distribution data for comparison
with calculations were not available. The experi-
ments to obtain such data consisted of pressure
measurements at a large number of points around one
section of an airfoil. Because the investigation was
primarily intended to study deviations of the actual
from the ideal, or potential, flow, the tests were made in
the variable-density tunnel over a range of values of the
Reynolds Number, representing varying effects of
viscosity. In addition, tests were made in the 24-inch
high-speed tunnel at certain corresponding values of
the Reynolds Number obtained by means of high speeds,
thereby bringing out the effects of compressibility.
Parts of this experimental investigation outside the
scope of this report are still incomplete.

The present report, which presents the most impor-
tant of the experimental results (those corresponding to
the highest value of the Reynolds Number), is divided
into two parts. The first part comprises the descrip-
tion and discussion of the experimental technique:
Materials that are essential to establish the fact that the
measured results are sufficiently accurate and reliable to
meet the demands of the subsequent analysis. The
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second part presents a comparison of theoretically cal- |
culated results with measured results and an analysis of |
the differences and probable causes. A method 1s
developed to modify the application of potential-flow
theory in order to minimize discrepancies from the
measured pressure distributions.

EXPERIMENTAL PRESSURE DISTRIBUTION
APPARATUS AND TESTS
The experimental investigation described herein was
made in the variable-density wind tunnel (reference 3).

The model used was a standard duralumin airfoil having
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FIGURE 1.—Distribution of pressure orifices about the N. A. C. A. 4412 airfoil.

the N. A. C. A. 4412 section and a rectangular plan |
form with a span of 30 inches and a chord of 5 inches. |
It was modified by replacing a midspan section 1 inch |
in length with a brass section in which the pressure|
orifices were located. The 54 orifices, each 0.008 in(‘h“
in diameter, were drilled perpendicularly into the air-|
foil surface and placed in 2 rows about the airfoil. The |
method and accuracy of construction of the model are
described in reference 3. In order to evaluate the
pressure force parallel to the chord, a relatively large
number of orifices were located at the nose of the airfoil
(fig. 1); well-defined distributions of pressure along a
normal to the chord were thus assured. The locations
of the pressure orifices are included in table I. Brass
tubes were connected to the orifices and carried in
orooves in the lower surface of the airfoil to the planes
of the supporting struts where they were brought out
of the model. After the model was assembled, the
orooves were covered with a plate carefully faired into
the surface. The tubing extended through the tunnel
wall into the dead-air space and the part exposed to the
air stream together with the support struts was faired
into a single unit (fig. 2). The tubes were connected by
rubber tubing to a photorecording multiple-tube manom-
eter mounted in the dead-air space.

Figure 3 shows the 60-tube manometer, composed of
30-inch glass tubes arranged in a semicircle and con-
nected at the lower ends to a common reservoir. The
total-head pressure of the air stream was chosen as the
reference pressure and was measured by a pitot head,
mounted as shown in figure 2, to which four equally
spaced manometer tubes were connected. The dynamic
pressure of the air stream was determined by two
tubes connected to the calibrated static-pressure orifices
used in the normal operation of the tunnel. One tube

was connected to a set of four orifices spaced around
the inner wall of the return passage and the other tube
to a set of four orifices spaced around the entrance cone

REPORT NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS

near the test section. The remaining 54 tubes, used
to measure the pressure at the orifices on the airfoil,
were connected to the tubes leading to the airfoil model.

A lighttight box mounted on the flat side of the
semicircle contained drums for holding photostat paper
and the necessary operating mechanism. The ma-
nometer was arranged so that it could be operated
from outside the tank that houses the tunnel.

The manometer characteristics determined by trial
included the time required for the meniscuses to be-
come steady and the proper exposure of the photostat
paper.

A record of the heights of the manometer fluid in the
olass tubes was taken at each of 17 angles of attack

FIGURE 2.— Pressure-distribution model mounted in the tunnel.

from —20° to 30° at a Reynolds Number of approxi-
mately 3,000,000.

In order to keep the results as accurate as possible,
it was necessary to obtain large deflections of the ma-
nometer liquids, which was accomplished by using two
liquids of widely different specific gravities.

Liquid: Specific gravity
M ey 13. 6
Tetrabromoethane._ ___ - 3.0

The proper choice of the angle-of-attack groups and of
the liquid enabled the use of large and comparable
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deflections throughout the angle-of-attack range. Re-
peat tests, using the same and different manometer
liquids, provided data on the precision of the tests.

RESULTS

A copy of a sample photostat record is shown in
figure 4. The pressures in inches of manometer fluid
were measured to 0.01 inch. All measurements were
made from a reference line obtained by drawing a line
connecting the meniscuses of the four reference tubes.
The quantities thus obtained from the photostat records
were:

Ap=H—p

where /1 is the total-head pressure of the stream and
p, the pressure at the airfoil orifice; and

g=tfactor X Ap,

where ¢ is the dynamic pressure and Ap; is the difference
in pressure between the static-pressure orifices in the
entrance cone and those in the return passage. The
factor was previously determined by comparing values
of Ap, with simultaneous values of the dynamic pres-
sure obtained with a calibrated pitot-static tube
mounted in the air stream in the absence of a model.
Finally, the pressures on the airfoil were computed as
ratios to the dynamic pressure, thereby making the
results independent of manometer liquid.

Bernoulli’s equation for the undisturbed stream
becomes

Dot BpV2=H

where p,, is the pressure and V the velocity. The
pressure of the fluid at the wing orifice is given by

p=H—Ap

Substitute for / from the previous equation and
remember that ¥pV?=gq, the dynamic pressure, then

P=Peort:g—Ap

Consider p,, as the datum pressure. The pressure
coefficient then becomes
P:tl]m I_AL
q q

where Ap and ¢ are quantities obtained from the
photostat records as previously deseribed. Values of
P at each orifice on the airfoil and for all angles of
attack are tabulated in table I

Figure 5 (a, b, ¢) presents plots of P against orifice
position along the chord and against position perpendic-
ular to the chord for each angle of attack. Large-scale
plots similar to those presented here were mec hanically
integrated to obtain the normal-force, the chord- force,

MIDSPAN SECTION

OF THE N. A. C. A. 4412 AIRFOIL 3

and the pitching-moment coefficients, which are defined
by the following expressions:

c,,:}- f Pdz
¢
CC:%dey

FIGURE 3.—Photorecording multiple-tube manometer.

where ¢ is the chord, z is the orifice station along the
chord, and y is the orifice ordinate measured from the

chord. The lower-case symbols ¢,, ¢, Cn,, designate
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section characteristics and refer respectively to the
normal-force, chord-force, and pitching-moment co-

efficients for the midspan section of the airfoil.
Plots of these coefficients (see table 11) against geo-
metric angle of attack are given in figure 6. The geo-
metric angle of attack « 1s measured from the mean
direction of the flow in the tunnel. This direction is
defined as the zero-lift direction of a symmetrical airfoil
in the tunnel and was found to be equivalent to 20" of
upflow. 1In order to have true section characteristics
(2-dimensional) for comparison with theoretical cal-
culations, a determinaticn must be made of the effec-
tive angle of attack, i. e., the angle that the chord of
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where w is the induced normal velocity produced by the
vortex system of the airfoil, including the tunnel-wall
interference, and V is the velocity of the undisturbed
flow. In order to calculate the induced velocity w,
the distribution of the lift (or circulation) along the
span of the airfoil must be determined. A theoretical
method of obtaining this distribution is given in refer-
ence 4 and, when applied to this problem, gives for
the induced angle of attack of the midspan section

a:1584 C;

where ¢, is the lift coefficient for the midspan section.
This lift coeflicient i1s obtained from the pressure

i bl

HHHlntu 15

~ |
mnuamm»n,

FiGURE 4.—Copy of sample record.

the model makes with the direction of flow in the region
of the midspan section of the model.

The effective angle of attack, corresponding to the
angle for 2-dimensional flow, is given by

Qpy—a—

where «; 1s the angle that the flow in the region of the
airfoil section makes with the direction of the undis-
turbed flow. The amount of this deviation is small
and can be caleulated from

N, leading-edge orifice tube; S, static-pressure tubes; T, trailing-edge orifice tube; and Z, reference-pressure tubes.

measurements by means of the equation
€1=C, COS a—C, SIN «
Values of ¢;, a;, and «, are given in table II.
PRECISION

The rehability of the results of the pressure measure-
ments reported herein may be determined by considera-
tion of the technique of obtaining and measuring the
pressure records, of the deviations of the pressure
diagrams obtained from several tests at the same angle
of attack, and of the method of calculating the effective
angle of attack.




-

PRESSURE DISTRIBUTIONS OVER THE MIDSPAN SECTION OF THE N. A. C. A. 4412 ATRFOIL O

The method of obtaining the pressure records is a|to become steady and by delaying the taking of the
direct, simultaneous, photographic recording of the record at each angle of attack until sufficient time had
height of the liquid in the manometer tubes. Since|elapsed. As a further check, a zero record was taken
the pressure coefficients used in the analysis are ratios |at the end of each test run under the same conditions.

i Normal force *|.Chord force Normal force Chord force
-4t il
ok x | X Experiment /
M —F Usual theory
a=-20° -3& — — —— Modified [
x
=7 sl i}
; AT i Pl
XK R R xRIK KR X x sole
W R KX ¥ %x "% x A il x\
0 et} ; Xeg \
K x")(x x \,)
x’*i x " =
x
/&x* el

4
%
=

(=t 3 x - ,\',
a==16° =
x x
Sy L -2 :
XU IR Seling sy Pt
A7 ¥ ]

0 et \i
x
kX XK & x KEX XX ARy a--6°
o % ¥ f b, —/HE
X% x X
x‘(x x“
> x
X 3

o=-/2°

/ i
o 50 100 o 10 o 50 /00 o 10
Percent chord (@

FIGURE 5a.—Experimental and theoretical pressure-distribution diagrams for the N. A. C. A. 4412 airfoil at several angles of attack.

of quantities taken from the same record, the primary |In addition, the tubes were checked for leaks before
source of error therefore lies in the unequal damping in | and after each run. In order to minimize any possible
the tubes connecting the airfoil orifices to the manom- | error in reading the photostatic records (fig. 4) measure-
eter. This source of error was minimized by deter-| ments of the recorded pressures were made independ-
mining the time required for the liquid in all the tubes lently by two persons. The readings were then com-
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-g . Normal force | Chord force Normal force Chord force
. . —9 |
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FIGURE 5b.—Experimental and theoretical pressure-distribution diagrams for the N. A. C. A. 4412 airfoil at several angles of attack.
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pared and a compromise was made where differences | from several tests at the same angle of attack. Figure 7
occurred. The differences between any two such |presents such diagrams at two angles of attack, —4°
independent readings rarely exceeded 0.01 inch except|and 8°. Tetrabromoethane, because of the larger
in the case of obvious errors. Possible errors due to|deflections, gave more accurate results, which agreed
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FiGure 5c.—Experimental and theoretical pressure-distribution diagrams for the N. A. C. A. 4412 airfoil at several angles of attack.

shrinkage of the records were avoided Ly the use of the (very closely with the mean values obtained from
ratio of two pressures obtained from the same record;|repeated mercury tests, of which the greatest devia-
namely, the ratio of the pressure at a wing orifice to|tion from the mean values was approximately +3 per-
the dynamic pressure. cent of the dynamic pressure. This deviation is not a

The precision of the measured results is indicated |random scattering of points from any given test but is
by the variations of the pressure diagrams obtained |a consistent difference between repeat tests and may

71878—36——2
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be partly accounted for by a possible small difference
in angle of attack. Figure 7 (b) also includes the results
of tests made before and after carefully polishing the
midspan section of the model. The change in surface
smoothness and a slight change in fairness had no dis-
cernible effect on the distribution; the differences were
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F1GURE 6.—Normal- and chord-force coefficients, and pitching-moment coefficients

about the quarter-chord point. 'The numerical value of Ce should be prefixed by

4 minus sign.
less than those obtained by repeat tests of the same
surface.

The determination of the effective angle of attack
of the midspan section entails certain assumptions that
are subject to considerable uncertainty. First, the
angle of attack of this section may be in error because
of the assumption that the deviation of the air-stream
axis from the tunnel axis is uniform along the span of
the model; i. e., that the geometric angle of attack «
is the same for all sections along the span. Actually
there is some variation of the air-stream direction
across the tunnel. Because of the interference of the
support struts, the deflection of the stream in this
region might reasonably be expected to exceed the
deflection at the midspan section; hence, the deflection
at the midspan section is probably less than the effective
mean value. Furthermore, a zero deflection of the
stream at the midspan section would bring the angle
of zero lift obtained from the pressure tests into agree-
ment with force-test results.

A second and rather large source of error lies in the
determination of the induced angle of attack. The
method produces erroneous results

used probably

REPORT NATJONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS

because of the fact that the tips of a rectangular wing
carry a larger proportion of the load than is indicated
by the theoretical calculations on which the method is
based. To make an accurate experimental determina-
tion of the lift distribution on which to base the induced-
angle calculations would require pressure measure-
ments at several sections along the span, especially
near the tips. An estimate can be made, however, of
the possible error in the induced angles of attack given
herein by comparison of the deduced slopes of the lift
curve for infinite aspect ratio obtained from these tests
and from the best force-test data available. Such a
comparison indicates that the induced angle of attack
may be approximately two-thirds of the calculated
values given herein, which would mean a possible error
of approximately %° for a lift coefficient of 1.

It is evident, therefore, that the effective angles of
attack are subject to a considerable error of uncertain

magnitude. Approximate possible errors have been
= =
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FIGURE 7.—Pressure-distribution diagrams from several tests at two angles of attack.

estimated and summarized as follows: The values of
the angles as given may be too large by a constant
error of approximately %4° because of a possible error
in the assumed direction of the stream. On the other
hand, the angles may be too small by approximately

/2°, owing to the errorin the induced-angle calculations.




PRESSURE DISTRIBUTIONS OVER THE MIDSPAN SECTION OF THE N. A. C. A. 4412 AIRFOIL 9

THEORETICAL PRESSURE DISTRIBUTION mined by means of the same transformations. Refer-

POTENTIAL-FLOW THEORY ences 1 and 2 present detailed discussions of the under-

A theoretical determination of the distribution of |lying theory and the derivation of the necessary equa-

pressure about an airfoil section has been developed |tions for the calculation of the characteristics of the
for potential flow and assumes an ideal fluid that is|potential field about the airfoil.

b 7 pEEE
/ !
; ——————— potential flow, some angle
Theoretical pressure|r o potentiol flow, same ift
/ confours | _____ modified flow
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F1cURE 8.—Pressure-vector diagrams for the N. A. C. A. 4412 airfoil at several angles of attack.

nonviscous and incompressible. Briefly, the method| The general equation for the local velocity about an
consists of the conformal transformation of the airfoil |airfoil section in a potential flow as given in reference 1
section into a circle. Then, inasmuch as the flow|is
about the cirele can readily be calculated, the flow
characteristics about the airfoil section can be deter-

e \'k[sin(a+ B 4-;%[,] (1)
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where

<1 +:§;>(’ 0
\/(Sln}12\l/+51n20)|:1 _|_<d¢> ]

V' is the velocity of the undisturbed
stream.
o, the angle of attack (2-dimensional).
I', the circulation.
0, ¥, ¢, parameters that are functions of the
airfoil coordinates.
Yo, the mean value of .
R=ae¥,, the radius of the conformal ecircle
about which the flow is calculable.
In order to calculate the velocity field from equation
(1) the circulation must be evaluated. This evalua-
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Ficure 9.—Lift and pitching-moment section characteristics for the N. A. C. A.
4412 airfoil.

tion is done by the use of the Kutta condition, which

requires that the velocity at the trailing edge (=) be

zero so that equation (1) becomes

v="Vk[sin(0+ e+ &) +sin (a+e7)] (1a)

where €7 is the value of € at 6= (trailing edge).

The angle of zero lift is equal to —es.
The necessary equations and a step-by-step description
of the calculation of the velocity field are given later.
The pressure coeflicients are computed by means of
Bernoulli’s equation,

O e R (L :
P= - 1 (‘> (3)

where p is the pressure at the airfoil surface and p 8
the pressure of the free stream.

COMPARJSON OF THEORY AND EXPERIMENT

The theoretical distributions of pressure have been
calculated for the 2-dimensional angles of attack 00119—
sponding to the measured distributions on the N. /

C. A. 4412 airfoil. Comparisons of the calculated &n(l
measured distributions are presented in figure 5 (ex-
cluding the diagrams after the airfoil has stalled) and
in figure 8. Figure 5 presents the usual normal- and
chord-component pressure diagrams and provides a
means for a general study of the differences between
the theory and experiment as a function of angle of
attack. Figure 8 provides a more detailed study at a
few angles of attack and presents vector diagrams for
the angles of —8°, —4°, 2° 8° and 16°. These dia-
grams were obtained by plotting the pressure coefficients
normal to the airfoil profile; the perpendicular distance
from the profile line represents the magnitude of the
coefficient. The experimental pressures are represented
by the drawn vectors and the theoretical pressures by
the solid contour line. The other contour lines repre-
sent certain modified calculations to be discussed later.

It is immediately evident that the theoretical results
do not satisfactorily agree with the actual measure-
ments except for angles of attack near —8°, correspond-
ing approximately to the angle at which the experi-
mental and theoretical lifts are the same (fig. 9). The
comparisons in figure 5 show, moreover, that with in-
creasing angle of attack the differences between theory
and experiment become larger as predicted by the
higher slope of the theoretical lift curve. A detailed
study of the vector diagrams (fig. 8) shows how these
differences vary around the profile of the airfoil. The
largest differences occur in the regions of low pressures,
or the high-velocity areas, and as previously stated they
increase with increasing angle of attack. Furthermore,
the percentage difference in pressure is larger near the
trailing edge than in the region of the nose, indicating a
progressive influence on the flow as it moves over the
airfoil surface.

The effect of these differences in the pressure distri-
bution on the pitching-moment characteristies is shown
in figure 9. The theoretical pitching moment about
the quarter-chord point was obtained by integrating
theoretical pressure diagrams. The results show an in-
creasing diving moment with increasing angle of attack,
whereas the diving moment actually decreases.

The comparisons have thus far been made at the
same relative angle of attack, that is, for the angle of
attack in 2-dimensional flow. Another condition of
comparison that has been used more or less regularly
in previous studies is suggested ; it allows a comparison
at the same lift and consists in comparing the theo-
retical distribution calculated at an angle of attack
that gives a theoretical lift equal to the experimental
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value. This method has been used for the diagrams
in figure 8 and the distributions thus calculated are
represented thereon by the long-and-short-dash con-
tour lines. Again the differences are too large to be
neglected, especially at angles of attack where a large
lift is obtained. At —8° the curve coincides with the
previously described contour, since the angle and the
lift are the same, while at —4° the distribution cal-
culated on the basis of the same lift is approximately
the same as the dashed contour representing a third
calculation presented herein. At the higher angles of
attack the calculated distributions depart progres-
sively in shape from the measured distributions. It
may therefore be concluded that, on the basis of these
comparisons, the usual calculations from the potential
theory do not give an accurate determination of the
distribution of pressure about an airfoil.

The inaccurate prediction of the forces on an airfoil
by the usual potential-flow theory is not surprising
since the theory neglects the frictional force of the
viscuous fluid acting on the airfoil. The direct effect
of this force, which acts tangential to the direction of
the local flow, is important only on the drag and
contributes what is known as the ‘“skin-friction” drag.
Because of the small magnitude and the direction of
this force, the component in the direction of the lift is
probably negligible, the lift being determined en-
tirely by the pressure forces. The indirect effect, how-
ever, of this friction force is the deceleration of the air
in a thin layer near the surface of the airfoil and the
production of the so-called ‘“boundary-layer” phe-
nomena, which are important in the development of
lift by an airfoil. In the boundary layer the velocity
changes rapidly from zero at the surface of the airfoil
to the value of the local stream velocity at the outer
limit of the layer. The loss of energy involved in over-
coming the friction forces results in a cumulation of
slowly moving air as the flow moves back along the
airfoil; hence the boundary-layer thickness increases
toward the trailing edge. This cumulative effect is
indicated by the progressive increase in the differences
between the theoretical and measured pressures.

From this discussion it is not to be presumed that
agreement between the measured and calculated results
should occur at zero lift, except approximately for a
svmmetrical airfoil section. The veloeity distributions
over the upper and lower surfaces of an asymmetrical
section are not the same, even at zero lift. The viscous
effects on the flow over the two surfaces at the calcu-
lated angle of zero lift are therefore different and a lift
is measured, which is negative for most sections.
Actually, then, the experimental and theoretical angles
of zero lift are not the same and for normal sections
the two lift curves intersect at a negative value of the
- lift coeflicient.

Outside the boundary layer the viscous forces can
probably be considered negligible and the flow a
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potential one; probably the pressures may also be
considered as being transmitted undiminished through
the thin boundary layer. The actual flow might there-
fore be replaced by a potential flow about a shape
slightly different from that defined by the airfoil
coordinates, which would require the determination of
the boundary-layer thickness to define the effective
profile shape. The pressure about the new shape could
then be computed by the potential theory. Boundary-
layer calculations, however, are at present subject to
uncertainties that would cast doubt on the validity
of the results and, in addition, the computations are
difficult and tedious.

MODIFIED THEORETICAL CALCULATIONS

A simpler and more practical method of calculating
the pressure over an airfoil section has been developed
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F1GURE 10.—Effect of an arbitrary reduction of the circulation on the calculated

pressure distribution.

as a result of the foregoing analysis. The analysis
shows that theoretical distributions calculated at the
true angle of attack are similar in shape to the true
distributions but give too high a lift. Conversely,
when the theoretical distributions are calculated at an
angle of attack that gives the same lift as the experi-
mental distribution, the two distributions are dissimilar
in shape.

The modified caleulation is made at the effective
angle of attack but the circulation is determined from
the experimentally measured lift instead of by the
Kutta-Joukowsky method. The preliminary calcula-
tions made on this basis resulted in an excessive velocity
and a consequent high suction pressure at the trailing
edge, as shown in figure 10. This unsatisfactory result
(shown by the dot-dash line in fig. 10) was finally
avoided by means of a further modification subsequently
described.
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Since a change in the effective profile shape has been
predicted by boundary-layer considerations, an arbi-
trary modification of the shape parameter e is made so
that the velocity becomes zero at §=m. (See equation
(1).) The shape is thus altered to satisfy again the
Kutta-Joukowsky condition. In order to maintain the
continuity of the e curve, a study has been made of the
manner in which e should be modified. The indicated
cumulative effects of the viscous forces toward the
trailing edge show that most of the change in e should

COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS

tions obtained by means of the modified calculations
are given by the dashed lines. The relative merit of
the unaltered potential theory and the modified method
for the calculation of the pressure distribution about an
airfoil section is shown in figures 5, 8, and 9.

The following step-by-step deseription of the compu-
tations required to obtain the calculated pressure dis-
tribution is given in sufficient detail to enable the calcu-
lations for any airfoil to be made. The local velocity
about the airfoil is computed by means of equation (1)
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FIGURE 11.—Theoretical parameters required to compute the theoretical pressures on the N. A. C. A. 4412 airfoil.

probably be made in that region. Inasmuch as the
effect of changing e is not critical for different dis-
tributions of the change, provided that most of the
change is made near the trailing edge of the airfoil, a
purely arbitrary distribution is chosen that permits
ready application, namely, a sinusoidal variation with 4.

The e curve and subsequently the other parameters
must be modified for each angle of attack. This modi-
fication has been made and the corresponding pressure
distributions determined for several angles of attack.
(See figs. 5 and 8.) At —8° the distribution is the
same as that shown by the solid line representing the
unaltered theory. In the other diagrams the distribu-

modified as indicated by the preceding discussion. The
detailed forms of the modifications are introduced as
they appear in the course of routine computations.

In order that the transformation from the airfoil to
its conformal circle may be of a convenient form, the
coordinate axes are selected so that the profile is as
nearly as possible symmetrical about them. (See refer-
ence 1.) The x axis is chosen as the line joining the
centers of the leading- and trailing-edge radii. The
origin is located midway between a point bisecting
the distance from the leading edge to the center for
the leading-edge radius and the corresponding point
at the trailing edge; the coordinates of these points are
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respectively (2a, 0) and (—2a, 0). In the following
discussion the coordinate scale has been chosen so that
a is unity. (For practical purposes it is probably suffi-
cient to choose the chord joining the extremities of the
mean line as the z axis.)

The following equations express the relationship
between the airfoil coordinates previously deseribed
and the parameters 6 and y.

=2 cosh ¢ cos 6
y=2 sinh ¢ sin 6

(4)

In order to compute values of 6 corresponding to any
given point on the airfoil profile, equations (4) are
solved for sin’f.

(%1

sin'-’():_])(;/z - VR 2) (:

=1-(3) (%)

A similar solution for sinh%/ can but
experience has shown that a more usable solution is
given by the equation below

where

be obtained

Y

— Y 6)
2 sin 0 i

sinh ¢

A plot of ¢ as a function of  for the N. A. C. A. 4412
airfoil is given in figure 11.  The function ¥, is given by

b | vt
«m ) 0

and can be determined graphically from the ¢ curve or
by a numerical evaluation. The value of ¢, for the
N. A. C. A. 4412 airfoil is

Yo=0.1044

The parameter e as a function of 6 1s given by the
definite integral,
1 (2~
:-)7"'.[ 0

where the subscript, refers to the particular value of
6 for which the corresponding value of € is to be deter-
mined. A 20-point numerical evaluation of this inte-
gral is derived in reference 1 and is included here for
convenience. The integral is evaluated at 20 equal
interval values of 8, namely,

"dh

0
a=—g- | ¥ cot'

Op=0=0_5
™

g
2T

& 10 615

B0 =21=16,
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The value of € at f),,;’]'{)r i1s given by the following
equation.
1 dy
€y, »—77'[]7:')((/‘{0/) 7[ 1()(')] (.‘l/n%liid/n 1)

- OA0A (i
4.0.313
X217
+0.158
+0.115
+0.0804
+0.0511
+0.0251 (¥, ,,!,—lp,,q,)]

1,&,,,-3)

(8)

where the subscripts designate the particular 6 at which
the named quantity is taken. A plot of € as a function
of 6 for the N. A. C. A. 4412 airfoil is given in figure
11. Thus far the calculations are identical with those
made for the potential theory.

As stated in the discussion of the modified theoretical
' calculations, the circulation is evaluated by the experi-
mentally known lift of the airfoil section. The well-
known equation relating the lift and the circulation is

L= plVil’

Also by definition

o
1,:2p\ ‘cCq

Expressing the circulation in terms of the hft coefficient,

and finally : 5
RV ©)
Substituting the numerical values for the N. A. C. A.
4412,
S i =C3 (9a)

4RV 6.915

The prediction of unreasonable velocities around the

trailing edge is avoided by altering the e function so

that the velocity is zero at 8==. The altered function

is designated e, and is arbitrarily assumed to be given
by

Nen 3 2
ea=e+ 5" (1—cos 0) (10)

where Ae; is the increment of e required to give zero
velocity at == and is a function of the angle of attack.
The quantity Aes is given by

Aer=exp—e€r
where €., is determined by equating equation (1) to

zero and substituting from equation (9).

A ; G

sin (7r+a4~eu,,.)+\,7rh,(’/i”
(

Solving for e, gives,

5 C

% =)
€ap—S1N G2
e 8RR !
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The parameters e and ¢ are conjugate functions of 6,
and ¢ is given by

2

f\ € cot Hﬁg"d0+ Yo
J 0

il
Y= 5 5

where the definite integral can be evaluated in the
same manner as equation (7). The coordinates of the
profile corresponding to the modified e function can be
obtained from the new ¢ function by equations (4)-
Figure 12 gives the modified shape obtained by this
method for the N. A. C. A. 4412 airfoil at «=8° and 16°.

The profiles given in figure 12 are, of course, only
effective profiles corresponding to the calculations.
The actual profile about which a potential flow might
be considered as being established would be blunt at
the trailing edge and would have the thickness of the
wake at that point. The thickness of the boundary
layer on the upper surface, however, is greater than
that on the lower surface; therefore, if the trailing edge
were taken as the midpoint of the wake and the after
portion of the profile were faired to that point, the

NACA. 442"

FicUurE 12.—Change in profile shape associated with the modified theoretical caleu-
lation of pressure.

resulting shape would be similar to the effective
profiles in figure 12.

The influence of the changes in ¢ on the value of 1
are found to be negligible so that k, may be written

ka—<1 L%)k

G‘ﬁ()

where

b=

ey ol 1+ ()]
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Differentiating equation (10)

([eagde Aep .
FI‘OM(ZO—}_"Z sin

de

20 and &’ as functions of 6 for the N. A. C. A.

Plots of

4412 airfoil are given in figure 11. Equation (1) for
the velocity at any point on the airfoil profile is now
written
= Vi sin 0+ e +-a) 550 (1b)
The generality of the preceding method of cal-
culating the pressure distribution about an airfoil
section is supported by the following evidence. First,
no restricting assumptions have been made in the
development of the method. Second, the circulation
is determined by a known quantity, the experimentally
measured lift. Third, the change in the effective air-
foil shape is in the direction indicated by boundary-
layer considerations. Finally, the computed and meas-
ured pressures agree satisfactorily.

LANGLEY MEMORIAL AERRONAUTICAL [LABORATORY,
NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS,
LaxcLEY FigLp, VA., March 25, 1936.
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TasrLe L.—EXPERIMENTAL DATA—N. A. C. A. 4412 AIRFOIL

[Average pressure (standard atmospheres): 21; average Reynolds Number: 3,100,000]

Orifices Values of pressure coefficient, P=p q:D 2., for different angles of attack
Sta-
tion Ordi- \
Des-| (Per- | nate i
igna-{ CObC | (BEr- || o001 | _ggo1 | 1201 | —8°1 | —6°1 | —4°2 | —2°3 | o2 | 2°3 | 4°3 | go1 | 12°1 | 16°1 | 18°t | 20°1 | ;o1 | go°1
tion| 1, "y, | above
of chord)
chord)
28 | 100. 00 0 —0.421 |—0.199 | 0.114 | 0.198 | 0.217 | 0.204 | 0.207 | 0.200 | 0.181 | 0.158 | 0.134 | 0.10L 0.010 |—0.062 |—0.173 |—0.466 | —0.513
1 97.92 —.16 || —.454 | —. 251 . 159 224 . 181 178 . 180 . 183 164 . 167 . 167 . 140 121 094 049 | —. 291 —. 304
29 94. 86 —.16 || —.466 [ —. 201 . 107 . 185 1.52 151 . 1568 . 166 154 . 156 . 180 . 166 . 179 . 166 .127 | —. 160 —. 167
2| 89.90 [ —.22 || —.505 | —.330 .074 . 1563 .122 128 .140 | 156 152 | .160 . 203 . 199 231 . 237 224 | —.030 —. 036
30 84.94 —.28 || —. 538 | —.382 . 035 w107 .072 082 . 098 . 118 118 . 168 .211 .212 . 257 270 283 049 042
31 | 74.92 —.52 || —.5568 | —.454 | —.043 . 055 . 049 068 .095 | .126 136 | .158 . 231 . 261 322 . 348 . 374 . 179 179
32| 64.94 —.84 || —. 564 | —. 539 [ —. 101 . 002 . 000 028 .062 | 104 120 154 . 244 .283 374 407 453 .270 . 289
3 54.48 | —1.24 || —. 571 | —. 643 | —. 199 | —.082 | —. 063 | —.024 .021 .072 100 157 . 250 .309 414 452 492 348 368
33 49.98 | —1.44 || —.571 | —. 695 | —. 252 | —. 115 [ —. 099 | —.053 | —.005 . 050 091 134 . 252 . 316 426 472 . 631 381 407
4 44,90 | —1.64 || —. 571 | —. 721 | —.304 | —.160 | —. 128 [ —.075 | —.017 L 048 088 140 . 268 . 342 459 505 570 413 446
34| 39.98 | —1.86 || —. 558 | —. 764 | —. 368 | —. 206 | —. 169 [ —. 105 | —. 041 . 031 071 136 . 266 . 362 485 . 044 609 . 466 498
5| 34.90 | —2.10 || —. 551 | —. 778 | —.447 | —. 2568 | —. 217 | —. 146 | —. 073 | .010 066 133 . 290 . 387 516 576 642 . 604 544
35 29.96 | —2.30 || —. 545 | —. 786 | —. 545 | —. 330 | —. 274 | —. 190 | —. 105 |—.011 048 116 . 293 414 551 609 687 557 596
6| 24.90 | —2.54 || —. 545 | —. 806 | —.688 | —.427 | —. 367 | —. 266 | —. 165 [—.054 025 115 .313 433 . 589 . 661 .726 . 609 648
36 19.98 | —2.76 || —. 551 | —. 819 | —. 896 | —. 591 [ —.490 | —. 365 | —. 244 (—.111 |—.011 093 .321 .472 627 . 687 752 642 700
f 14.94 | —2.90 || —. 558 | —. 826 [—1.178 | —.799 [ —.663 | —. 502 | —.348 |—.180 [—.053 076 . 345 . 518 713 . 785 857 733 778
37 9.96 | —2.86 || —.551 | —. 832 |—1.660 |—1.143 | —.946 | —.716 | —.501 |—.279 |—.111 059 .402 . 616 818 . 883 948 824 876
7.38 | —2.72 || —. 577 | —. 916 [—2.070 |—1.407 (—1.153 | —.867 | —.596 |—.333 [—. 131 071 . 462 .713 . 896 . 961 1.019 902 941
38 4.94 | —2.46 || —. 571 | —. 897 |—2.807 |—1.861 |—1. — 7 |—- 428 |—.150 109 . 568 .818 980 1.013 1. 046 948 980
9 2.92 | —2.06 || —. 702 |—1.242 [—3.745 |—2.468 |—1. —.932 |—. 467 (—.098 231 . 748 . 948 . 993 . 948 909 883 941
39 1.66 | —1.60 [[—1.053 |—1.947 |—4.940 |—3.198 |—2.478 —1.0569 |—. 436 028 409 . 916 .974 791 . 596 433 602 713
10 .92 | —1.20 |[—2.082 |—3.212 |—6.177 |—3.770 |—2.765 —. 995 [—. 266 254 643 1.013 . 831 264 | —.173 | —. 518 003 244
40 36 —.70 ||—3.204 |—4.300 |—7.337 |—4.0562 |—2.732 —. 631 156 639 924 . 905 .094 |—1.379 |—2.285 (—3.012 (—1.671 | —1,059
11 0 —2.623 |—3.433 [—5.480 (—2.397 |—1.232 356 834 989 952 L1567 |—1. 555 |—3.648 |—5.060 |—6.073 |—3.695 | —2. 382
41 .68 ||—1.178 |—1.549 |—2.625 | —. 538 945 | 1.010 854 473 [—1.000 (—3.250 |—6.230 |—7.775 |—8.941 |—5.660 | —3.730
12 .44 1. 56 .322 .231 | —.043 765 948 720 336 |—.202 [—1.740 |—3.738 [—5.961 |—7.125 |—7.954 [—4.698 | —2, 552
42 .94 2.16 .739 . 720 596 974 1 770 468 055 |—.456 |—1.793 [—3.399 |—5.210 |—6.110 |—6.681 (—3.881 | —2.006
13 1.70 2.78 .928 .935 883 1. 000 569 .246 |—.148 |—. 611 |—1.743 (—3.053 |—4.478 |—5.190 (—5.620 (—3.010 | —1.249
43 2.94 3. 64 . 987 1. 000 974 896 332 | .018 |—.336 |—.728 |—1.647 |—2.637 |—3.765 |—4.285 |—4.562 |—2. 200 —. 786
14 4.90 4.68 .922 . 935 896 713 L 110 [—.179 |—.485 |—. 813 |—1.547 |—2.343 |—3.190 |—3. 570 |—3.731 |—1. 529 —. 695
44 7.50 5.74 . 804 . 798 752 498 —.066 |—.312 |—, 568 |—.831 |—1.432 |—2.057 |—2.709 |—2.981 |—3.060 |—1.235 —. 644
15 9.96 6. 56 . 687 . 687 622 374 : —.168 [—.388 |—. 623 |—.872 |—1.391 |—1.912 (—2.440 |—2.662 |—2.681 (—1.059 —. 630
45 12.58 7.34 . 583 . 576 498 263 == —. 271 [—.468 |—.676 [—.899 |—1.350 |—1.802 [—2.240 |—2.415 |—2.382 [—1.007 —. 611
16 14,92 7.88 . 498 .485 407 178 < —.309 |—.500 |—.700 |—.912 |—1.308 |—1.769 |—2.149 |—2.285 |—2.180 | —.955 —. 604
46 17.44 8.40 .414 .407 329 100 | —. =° —.360 |—.537 [—.721 |—.910 [—1.272 [—1.620 |—1.952 |—2.062 (—1.984 | —.910 —. 604
17 19.96 8.80 . 335 . 335 « 257 036 | —. — —.402 [—. 568 |—.740 |—.914 (—1.239 [—1.548 [—1.841 [—1.927 |—1.815 | —.870 —. 598
47 22.44 9.16 . 263 . 257 JA72 | =024 | —. — —.452 |—.609 [—.769 |—.930 [—1.224 |—1.502 |—1.758 |—1.822 |—1.685 | —.851 —. 591
18 24.92 9. 52 .212 .211 .140 | —.063 [ —. = —. 454 |—.599 |—.746 |—.895 |—1.163 |—1.418 [—1.640 (—1.692 (—1.592 | —. 825 —891!
48 | 27.44 9. 62 . 166 . 165 .100 | —.096 | —, = —.471 [—.606 |—.742 |—.881 |—1.122 |—1.347 |—1.535 |—1.5673 |—1.391 | —.812 —. 591
19 29.88 9.76 .114 . 133 .068 | —.114 | —. —. —.469 [—.594 |—.722 |—.851 |—1.071 (—1.280 |—1.438 |—1.463 |—1.254 | —.786 —. 691
49 34.98 9.90 . 036 . 055 .009 | —.164 | —. — —.473 |—.596 |—.693 |—.804 | —.982 (—1.144 |—1.269 |—1.255 |—1.005 | —.760 —. 591
20 | 39.90 9.84 ([ —.017 .009 | —. 030 | —=.173 | —. = —. 447 |—.542 |—.635 |—.732 | —. 880 (—1.007 (—1.099 (—1.059 | —.798 | —.727 —. 584
50 | 44.80 9.64 | —. 095 | —. 044 | —. 069 | —. 194 | —. - —.439 |—.519 |—.609 |—.691 | —. 809 [ —.902 | —.961 | —. 910 | —.6556 | —.720 — (i
21 | 49.92 9.22 || —. 121 | —. 056 [ —. 0756 [ —. 173 | —. = —. 389 |—.455 |—.525 [—. 595 | —. 690 | —.759 | —.786 | —. 734 | —. 538 | —.715 —. 591
51 | 54.92 8.76 (| —. 147 | —. 069 [ —.0756 | —.161 | — = —.351 [—.406 |—.471 |—.527 | —. 601 | —. 649 | —. 649 | —.584 | —. 473 | —.700 —. 591
22 59. 94 8.16 || —. 199 | —. 101 | —. 0956 | —. 161 | —. = —.342 [—.391 |—.438 |—.487 | —. 541 | —. 576 | —.551 | —.460 | —.414 | —. 695 —. 591
52 | 64.90 7.54 || —. 225 | —. 108 | —. 082 | —. 128 | —. — —.206 [—.334 |—.378 [—.421 | —.456 | —.460 | —. 414 | —.343 | —.369 | —.688 —. 691
23 69. 86 6.76 || —.252 | —. 121 | —. 082 | —.115 | —. = —.250 (—.282 |—.319 |—.351 | —.371 | —.375 | —.316 | —.264 | —. 337 | —. 682 —. 584
24 | 74.90 5.88 (| —. 277 | —.128 | —.056 | —.082 [ —. = —.200 [—.222 |—.252 [—.279 | —. 285 | —. 264 | —. 212 | —. 212 | —.310 | —. 655 —. 584
53 79.92 4,92 || —. 297 | —. 147 | —.069 | —.076 [ —. = —.155 [—.169 |—.191 [—.210 | —.199 | —. 180 | —.147 | —.173 | —. 291 | —. 642 —. 578
25 | 84.88 3.88 || —.330 [ —. 154 | —.024 | —.024 [ —. - —.094 |—.101 [—.116 (—.113 | —. 106 | —. 082 | —.082 | —.140 | —.271 | —. 604 —. 565
54 89.88 2.74 || —.356 | —. 161 022 028 | —. = —.016 |—.017 |—.026 [—.032 | —. 009 | —. 004 | —.043 | —. 114 | —.246 | —. 565 —. 552
26 94. 90 1.48 || —.388 | —. 174 075 100 078 082 076 070 079 062 | —.016 | —. 095 | —.226 | —, 519 —. 519
27 98. 00 .68 || —.434 | —. 200 127 165 . 147 150 143 127 120 088 | —.004 | —.075 | —.200 | —.479 —. 506
28 | 100. 00 0
1 Test, variable-density tunnel 1098; manometer liquid, mercury. 2 Test, variable-density tunnel 1099-4; manometer liquid, tetrabromoethane.

TaBLe II—INTEGRATED AND DERIVED CHARAC-
TERISTICS—N. A. C. A. 4412 AIRFOIL

@ Cn Ce Cmc m Ct ai ag

Degrees Degrees | Degrees
—20 —0. 592 0.0318 0. 030 —0. 545 —0.9 —19.1
—16 —. 767 —. 0170 . 035 —. 742 —1.2 —14.8
—12 —.722 —. 1264 —. 092 —.732 -1.2 —10.8
—8 —.372 | —.0445 —. 096 —. 374 —.6 —7.4
—6 —. 210 —. 0151 —. 096 —. 211 —.3 —5.7
—4 —. 0256 0043 —. 095 —. 0255 —.0 —4.0
-2 146 0107 —. 092 146 .2 —2.2
0 338 0098 —.091 338 ] -5

2 501 | —.0034 —. 087 501 .8 1.2

4 677 | —.0258 —. 087 677 1.1 2.9

8 1.020 | —.1003 —.084 1. 024 1.6 6.4

12 1.275 | —. 2043 —.074 1. 289 2.0 10.0
16 1. 548 —. 3357 —. 068 1. 579 2.6 13.5
18 1.626 | —.4040 —. 063 1. 671 2.6 15.4
20 1.640 | —.4374 —. 080 1. 690 2.7 17.3
24 1.212 —. 1838 —. 141 1.182 1.9 22,1
30 1.009 | —.0776 —. 146 .913 1.4 28.6
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TaBLe III.—_THEORETICAL PARAMETERS—N. A. C. A. 4412 AIRFOIL

Station

Ordinate

(percent | (percent
) ]

ERES

Ordinate
0+e (percent T
c)

117 0+e€

Upper surface

deg. min. |

=4 i) 2.032
-2 4 2. 031 -
2 1 2. 021 =
4 35 2.011 —
9 48 1. 980 =
15 29 1. 930 —
23 48 1. 829 =
30 19 1.729 =,
35 58 1. 628 =
45 25 1. 426 —.
213 53 56 1.224 =
61 26 1. 023 -
208 68 32 . 820 —.
197 81 42 417 —.
94 32 L0137 =
106 11 —. 390 =
119 0 —. 793 ==
132 48 —1.197 =
106 140 32 —1.398 —.
089 149 23 —1. 600 =1
159 56 —1. 802 —.
169 18 —1.924 -
184 3 —2. 003 —.

LS S

i

deg. min.
0.178 =8 )
______ —6 20

TABLE IV.—THEORETICAL PARAMETERS—N. A. C. A.

4412 AIRFOIL

DO 1ttt Bt e

DI WO =

O 00 ~1 > s WO D =

0. 1780
. 1924
. 2082
. 2128
. 2035
. 1806
L1519
. 1214
. 0863
. 0501
. 0250
L0118
. 0088
. 0120
. 0192
. 0302
. 0470
. 0736
- 1080
. 1488
. 1780

dy ’
) k €
0 € —0. 0727
. 0611 3 —. 0548
. 0395 1 —. 0258
—. 0116 1 . 0120
—. 0627 1 . 0492
—. 0866 1 L0797
—. 0942 1 . 1002
—. 1028 1 . 1087
—. 1166 1 . 1109
—. 1016 3 L0975
—. 0590 . 0706
—. 0249 . 0403
. 0020 L0115
. 0169 —. 0153
. 0284 —. 0385
. 0434 —. 0612
. 0661 —. 0837
. 0976 —. 1029
1211 —.1126
. 1361 R —. 1070
0 6. 201 —.0727

|

2
2R
S

—. 0720
—. 0960
—. 0970
—. 09256
—. 0860
—. 0785
—. 0720
—. 0640
—. 0505
—. 0210

. 0640

. 0600
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