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SUMMARY

Acoustic data taken from three separate test programs conducted aﬁ

NASA Ames Research Center were examined to determine the effect of crossflow
velocity on the pure tone noise generation of 1lift fans. An increase of

10 dB in the pure tone power level at a crossflow to fan tip velocity ratio
of 0.25 was observed in the remote 1lift fan installation which was on an
LF336/C 1ift fan mounted in a semi-span model ahd tested in the NASA Ames

40 ft by 80 ft (12.2 m by 24.4 m) wind tunnel. A second test of a V/STOL
model transport -- also in the tunnel -- indicated that cruise fan pure

tone noise levels were unaffected by external flow since their inlet axes
‘are aligned with the flow and therefore the fans are not in a crossflow.
However, the deep-inlet lift fans in the nose of the V/STOL model were
affected by crossflow. A pure tone power level increase of 5 dB was observed
at a crossflow to fan tip velocity ratio of 0.25. Actual flight test data
from XV5B flyovers at different speeds indicated an increase of 8 dB in

the pure tone PWL at a crossflow to fan tip velocity ratio of 0.2,

Pure tone sound power level generation is not only a function of crossflow
velocity, but is also affected by fan design, inlet depth, and distortion

sensitivity.



INTRODUCTION

Research is currently in progress to define and design V/STOL aircraft
which may be used as commercial subsonic transports. Many of the configurations
being studied by NASA and the airframe manufacturers incorporate 1lift fans
which are fixed in wing pods or mounted in the fuselage with the inlets
oriented vertically. As the aircraft transitions from vertical to horizontal
flight, or vice versa, these lift fans experience various degrees of cross-
flow over the inlets. This report is concerned with the effect of such cross-
flow velocities on the pure tone noise levels of these fans. Noise measurements
taken on various configurations of three lift fan system are examined and
analyzed to give an empirical understanding of the results. Two of the systems -—-
the LF336/C Fan-In-Wing and the V/STOL model -- were tested in the NASA Ames
40" by 80' (12.2 m x 24.4 m) wind tunnel. The third system was the XV5B

aircraft which was tested in flyover passes at Moffett Field.



ACOUSTIC DATA ACQUISITION AND PROCESSING

LF336/C Fan-In-Wing Test

For these tests, the fan was mounted in a model wing with the major strut
parallel to the ground plane as shown in Figure 1. Noise levels were recorded
by twelve farfield microphones arranged as shown in Figure 2 and by an acoustic
probe in the fan exhaust nearfield. Complete test log sheets, data records,
and reduction details for the acoustic probe measurements plus a brief descrip-
tion of the overall LF336 test program are given in Reference 1. The data from
the farfield microphones were recorded on magnetic tape which was then processed
by NASA Ames through a six pércent Bruel and Kjaer filter and the output displayed

on strip charts. These data were not corrected for tunnel reverberation effects.

V/STOL Model Transport Test

For this series of tests, Figure 3 identifies the fan locations on the
model and the microphone locations in the wind tunnel. Figure 4 is a schematic
of the V/STOL model used in these tests. Noise measurements were recorded on
magnetic tape at various tunnel speeds for various combinations of fans in
operation by NASA Ames personnel, The magnetic tapes were processed at Edwards
Flight Test Center to give 1/3 octave band sound pressure levels at each
microphone for each test point. All data for this report were referenced to
a 120 foot radius by extrapolating the SPL's measured at each microphone under
the assumption of spherical divergence. As in the previous configuration, no

corrections for wind tunnel reverberation effects were included.

XV5B Flight Test

Microphone locations and flight paths at Moffett Field for approach and
level flyover passes of the XV5B aircraft are shown in Figure 5. The General
Electric Sound Evaluation Unit was used for acoustic data acquisition on the
test site and preliminary processing of the data. Final data processing
including corrections to standard day conditions (77° F (298° K), 70%

relative humidity) was completed by General Electric Company in Evendale.



DISCUSSION

LF336/C Fan-In-Wing Test

During October and November, 1970, the LF336/C 1ift fan was tested in the
40' by 80" (12.2 m x 24.4 m) wind tunnel at NASA Ames to determine the effect
of crossflow on 1lift fan noise. The LF336/C is a single stage 1lift fan driven
by a tip turbine which accepts the full flow of one dry J85-5 turbojet engine.
The configuration and design parameters of the LF336/C fan reported here are

as follows:
LF336/C

90 leaned vanes

2 chord spacing

with acoustic splitter

with acoustic frame treatment
no exit louvers

1.3 pressure ratio

36 inch diameter (0.914 m)

950 ft/sec tip speed (290 m/sec)

Figure 6 and 7 indicate an increase in pure tone sound pressure level at
each microphone for increasing crossflow (tunnel velocities). 1In this report,
crossflow is expressed as the ratio of tunnel velocity to fan tip velocity.
Results are shown for two fan speeds (80% and 88%) and with the possible
exception of microphone 11, data from these two speeds reduce to the same
curve. From the microphone locations given in Figure 2, microphones 1 and 12
are seen to be at the same acoustic angles as microphones 3 and 10 respectively.
However, microphones 1 and 12 being twice as far from the fan should be 6 dB

lower than microphones 3 and 10 respectively.

In Figure 7 the data of microphone 12 is 6 dB lower than microphone 10
without crossflow. Microphone 1 data from Figure 6 is not lower than microphone

3 data by 6 dB because of the reverberation in the wind tunnel.

Figure 8 shows the effect of crossflow on pure tone sound pressure

levels at the acoustic angle relative to the 1lift fan inlet axis of microphones



2 through 11. These curves were generated by reading the SPL values of the
lines drawn through the data of Figures 6 and 7. Aft quadrant power levels
were éaiculated for each crossflow curve and from these power levels, a
curve of power level change as a function of crossflow was generated as

shown in Figure 9.

Domas and Kazin (Reference 2) analyzed the near field acoustic probe data
frém this test and noted that at 87.7% fan speed, there was a 10 to 12
. dB increase in pure tone po&er level at a crossflow velocity of 116.5 knots
(59.9 m/sec) (VO/Vtip = 0.236). This point, wﬁen spotted on Figure 9,
is in good agreement with the power level increase calculated from the

farfield microphone data.

In a separaté test of the LF336/C at Edwards Flight Test Center, power
levels were calculated using acoustic data measured on a 150 foot arc (45.7 m).
Reference 3 summarizes the results in which the aft quadrant power levels at
80 and 95% design speed were 139.3 and 136.9 dB fespectively. This was an
" outdoor test with no crossflow effects. From Figure 8, the farfield aft
quadrant pure tone power level from the wind tunnel test is 139.9 dB which

agrees well with the Edwards Flight Test Center results.

Figure 9 confirms an earlier analysis of the LF336/C Fan-In-Wing Test as
presented in Reference 4. The 6 percent pure tone SPL increase with crossflow

was seen to be 10 dB at V /V ., = 0.2 and 3 dB at V /V., = 0.1.
) o tip o tip



V/STOL Model Transport Test (Lift Fans)

A second source of information was the test of a scale model aircraft
configured as a V/STOL transport in the 40' by 80' (12.2 m x 24.4 m) wind tunnel
at NASA Ames, The aircraft had four X376B fans - two deep inlet 1lift fans in
the nose and two tail mounted lift/cruise fans whose exhaust could be vectored
downward simulating a lift mode. Exhaust from a T58 gas generator drove the
tip turbine of each 36 inch (0.914 m) diameter fan which had a design pressure
ratio of 1.08 and a tip speed of 640 feet per second (195 m/sec).

Results of noise measurements taken with lift fans 1 and 2 operating at
3600 rpm are shown in Figures 10 and 11, Each microphone shows an increase in
the 1/3 octave band pure tone sound pressure level with increasing tunnel flow
or crosswind. Acoustic angles for each microphone were calculated relative to
number one fan inlet axis as the fan is oriented in the model (see Figure 4).
Figure 12 shows the zero crossflow data replotted as a function of acoustic
angle. There are two apparent directivity patterns corresponding to the
downstream and upstream microphones. The reason for this is not totally
clear at this time; however, it may be that the downstream microphones are
shielded from the noise of lift unit number two. The lower levels of the

downstream microphones tend to confirm this.,

Another approach to understanding the differences between the upstream
and downstream microphones is shown in Figure 13. In this figure, the
difference between the pure tone SPL with crossflow and the pure tone SPL
without crossflow at a given microphone has been plotted versus the correspond-
ing crossflow velocity ratio. It is apparent that the upstream microphones
show considerably more scatter than the downstream microphones. The empirical
curve through the downstream microphone data is shown on the upstream
microphone data. Inspection reveals that microphones 7, 10, and 11 indicate
no change or even a slight decrease in pure tone SPL with increasing crossflow
(see also Figure 11)., If one considers these three microphones circumspect -
especially microphone number 7 - then the upstream microphones at least follow
the trend indicated by the downstream microphones. With crossflow, the sound
waves propagating upstream against the flow may be dispersed more than those

propagating downstream. Shielding effects may also be present. Since the change



in SPL with increasing crossflow appears to be thé same for all-acoustic
angles of the downstream microphones, this curve can also be considered to
be the pure tone power level increase with increasing crossflow for a deep
inlet fan., This result will be compared with the results of the LF336/C

farfield data later in the discussion.



V/STOL Model Transport Test (Lift/Cruise Fans)

Other tests of the V/STOL model transport were conducted with lift/cruise
fans 3 and 4 in operation (at 3600 rpm). The cruise nozzles were vectored at
angles (GCN) of 23°, 56°, 90°, and 138°. For reference, GCN = 0° simulates
cruise mode with exhaust downstream while GCN = 90° simulates a lift mode with
the exhaust vectored downward. Figures 14 through 21 show the effect of
increased tunnel velocity on the 1/3 octave band pure tone sound pressure
level at each microphone at constant cruise nozzle setting. There is, in
general, little change in pure tone sound pressure level with increased
tunnel velocity. This is not unexpected since the inlet axes of the lift/cruise
fans are aligned with the tunnel flow and therefore the fans do not experience

crossflow.

The pure tone noise level measured by a given microphone does vary with
cruise nozzle angle setting. In Figure 22, for zero tumnel velocity, the
downstream microphones show a decrease in noise level as GCN varies from 23°
to 138°. 1In Figure 23, the upstream microphones indicate an increase in noise
level as GCN varies from 23° to 138°. This indicates some directivity effect
is being measured in the tunnel. Since Figures 14 to 20 have indicated little
change in pure tone noise level with tunnel velocity, the apparent directivity

variations of Figures 22 and 23 with zero tunnel flow may also be considered

typical of cases with tunnel flow.

The directivity change in pure toné noise level at each microphone as SCN
varies from 23° to 138° may be explained by the following model. One can
extrapolate the curves of Figures 22 and 23 to GCN = 0° and obtain a cruise
mode directivity pattern. Extrapolation is unfortunately necessary since
noise measurements are unavailable for runs with GCN = 0°. Figure 24 shows
the measured zero tunnel flow directivity pattern along with estimated inlet,
exhaust, and total directivities. The estimated lines were obtained in the
following manner. In the cruise mode with GCN = 0°, the fan inlet axis and
the fan exhaust axis coincide. However, when the cruise nozzle is vectored,
the two axes no longer coincide. This means that a given microphone 'sees"
an acoustic angle relative to the fan exhaust axis that is different from the

acoustic angle relative to the fan inlet axis. The total SPL at a given



microphone 1s the sum of the inlet radiated SPL at an acoustic angle relative to
the inlet axis and an exhaust radiated SPL at an acoustic angle relative to the
vectored exhaust axis. Table 1 lists the acoustic angles at each microphone
calculated relative to the exhaust axis for each cruise nozzle setting. Since

the fan inlet and fan exhaust axes are coincident at GC = 0°, the acoustic

N .
angles for this setting are the same. As the cruise nozzle angle varies, the

acoustic angle relative to the inlet remains constant at each microphone,

At a particular microphone, one can arrive at the following set of

equations for the five tests (6, = 0, 23, 56, 90, 138):

CN
SPLYO + spLeo = SPLtotalO 1)
SPLYO + SPL623 = SPLtota123 (2)
SPLYO + SPL656 = SPLtO'ta156 | (3)
SPLYO + SPLego = SPLFotalgo (4)
SPLYO + SPL6138 = SPLtota1138 ' (5

where SPLYO represents the inlet radiated SPL at an acoustic angle y with

a fan inlet axis of 0 degrees and SPLen is the exhaust radiated SPL at an
acoustic angle 6 and fan exhaust axis vectored to the value shown. Logarith-
metic addition is implied by the "+" sign. The total SPL measured at each
microphone at each cruise nozzle setting is a known quantity (Figures 22 and

23 for any microphone). There are, however, six unknowns.for this set of five
equations - the inlet SPL which is constant for all five cruise nozzle settings
since its axis does not move and the five exhaust SPL's for each GCN setting.
If one assumes a value for the inlet SPL, then it is possible to solve the five
equations to give a directivity for the exhaust SPL. This was done for each
microphone. Downstream microphone equations were solved under the assumption
that the inlet SPL at GCN = 0° was 10 dB lower than the total SPL as read

from Figure 22, Upstream microphones were solved under the assumption that

the inlet SPL at GCN= 0° was 0.4 dB less than the total SPL as read from



Figure 23 (this forced the exhaust SPL at § N = 0° to be 10 dB below the

total). The resulting exhaust directivitieg are shown in Figure 25. From

these curves, an exhaust directivity was chosen and superimposed on the data

of Figure 24. An inlet SPL directivity which fits the data in accordance with
earlier assumptions was added. This model does explain the trends of Figures

22 and 23. For example, consider microphone 1 and the effect of vectoring the
cruise nozzle on it. From Table 1, the acoustic angles relative to the exhaust
N - 0°, 23°, 56°, 90°,

and 138° respectively. Relative to the inlet axis, the acoustic angle of the
g

axis are 172°, 165°, 131°, 98°, and 50° corresponding to GC

microphone is 172°, Total SPL's at each cruise nozzle setting are the sum of
an SPL read from the inlet spectrum at 172° and the exhaust spectrum read at
angles of 172°, 165°, 131°, 98°, and 50°. But Figure 24 indicates that the
exhaust spectrum decreases with decreasing acoustic angle and therefore the
total SPL will also decrease. This is the trend noted for the downstream
microphones of Figure 22, Similarly the trends of the upstream microphones
of Figure 22 may be explained. In these cases the total SPL's as GCN varies
from 0° to 138° are the sum of the inlet spectrum SPL read at a low acoustic

angle and exhaust spectrum SPL's read at successively increasing acoustic

angles which causes the total SPL's to increase with increasing GCN'

There is one further point which should be mentioned concerning the above
directivity analysis. D.A. Bies (Reference 5) published results of tests to
determine the feasibility making noise measurements in the NASA Ames 40' by 20'
(12.2 m x 24.4 m) wind tunnel. His data indicate that the tunnel acts as a
reverberant room and that in the range of interest SPL's decrease about
3 dB per doubling of distance from the source compared with the free field

decay of 6 dB per doubling.

In this present report, all data from the V/STOL model transport test
were referenced to 120 feet (36.6 m) using the free field decay of 6 dB per
doubling of distance. As long as the data is plotted at each microphone, there
is no error in the shape since only a constant correction factor is applied to
each data point. However, plots of SPL versus acoustic angle as in Figure 24
must be reexamined in light of Bies' results. In Figure 26, each data point
was replotted using Bies' scaling of 10 loglO (R/120). The revised data points

at higher angles tend to confirm the shape of the exhaust spectrum.

10



XV5B Flight Test Results

In tests conducted at Moffett Field, in November, 1971, noise measufements
were recorded for approach and level flyover passes of the XVS5B research .
aircraft (Reference 6). A V/STOL aircraft, the XVSB was configured ﬁith one
X353 lift fan in each wing and one X376B bitch fan in the nose. Two horizontal
J85 gas generators provided the flow to drive the three 1lift units. The wing
fans which have a design pressure of 1.115, diameter of 62.5 inches (1.59 m),
and tip speed of 720 feet per second (219 m/sec) are aerodynamically scaled
versions of the X376B 1lift fan. |

Measured and predicted noise levels for the XV5B approaching a hover point
along a nominal ten degree glide slope which the deck parallel are given in
Figure 27. At hover, the measured and predicted levels agree, but they diverge
during approach with larger differences occurring when the aircraft velocity
is higher. The large rise in measured data just prior to hover is thought to
be due to operational control procedures by the pilot preparing for hover. The

 prediction technique did not attempt to model this procedure.

Measured noise levels at two microphone locations (Figure 5) and predicted
noise levels for 150 foot (45.7) altitude flyovers at 70 knots (36 m/sec) and
48 knots (24.7 m) are compared in Figure 28. Again the predicted levels are
lower than measured. Corrections to account for the effects of crossflow as
_sHown in Figure 6 were incorporated in the prediction technique giving better
agreement in Figure 29. Although the crossflow correction included the effects
of crossflow on jet noise and fan broadband noise in addition to fan pure tone
corrections, the pure tone peak to broadband level was such that the pure tone

correction was dominant in the perceived noise level calculations.

The XV5B data from‘Figures 5 and 28 were used to estimate the effect of
crossflow on noise level by assuming the difference between measured and
predictéd levels are due to this effect. Figure 30 shows the resulting
curve. Tt should be noted that the results here represent only a preliminary
analysis of the data. A more detailed and extensive analysis of the flight

test data should be considered.

11



Distortion Correlation

There have been three sources analyzed in an attempt to understand the
effect of crossflow on 1lift fan pure tone noise. Results from Figures 9, 13,
and 30 are combined for comparison in Figure 31. For this comparison the PNdB
change from the XV5B flight tests was assumed to represent a pure tone power
level change since pure tone noise dominates the spectrum. In Figure 31, the
XV5B flight test and the Ames wind tunnel test of V/STOL model lift fans
generate the same shape curve but with different levels. One possible explana-
tion for the level difference is the inlet configurations of the two installationms.
The X353 wing fans in the XV5B research aircraft have a shallow inlet configuration.
In contrast, the nose-mounted lift fans of the V/STOL model (see Figure 9) have
a fairly deep inlet configuration and as a result do not seem to be influenced
as much by crossflow velocity as do the X353 fans. LF336/C fan-in-wing data

indicate a different shape from the other two sources.

An attempt was made to correlate the XV5B flight test curve and the LF336/C
fan-in-wing curve by using rotor exit distortion levels since both fans had
shallow inlet configurations, Figure 32 compares measured distortion levels of
the X353 1lift fan (measured during a separate test - Reference 7) and the
LF336/C 1ift fan at fifty percent annulus area. Figures 31 and 32 were combined
to give the change in pure tone level as a function of rotor exit distortion in
Figure 33. The comparison of the curves from the X353 and LF336/C fans is
encouraging, For distortion levels less than 0.8, the results differ at most
by 3 dB even with the obvious difference in shape. Other facts which must be

considered are as follows:

1. Both fans are operating in shallow inlets.

2. The LF336/C is a 1.3 P/P, 950 ft/sec (290 m/sec) fan while the
X353 is a 1.1 P/P, 720 ft/sec (219 m/sec) fan.

3. The X353 fan has a close rotor-stator spacing while the LF336/C
has a two chord rotor-stator spacing. Rotor-stator interaction
effects and therefore noise levels are greater for close-spaced
lift fanms,

4, Intuitively, the shape of the XV5B noise level increase is
better. One would expect that the noise increase should reach
a level where increased distortion has no further effect.

In fact, the noise may eventually decrease when the rotor stalls.
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CONCLUSTONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

From the material presented in this report, the following conclusions

may be made:

l.

There is a definite increase in 1lift fan pure tone noise levels
associated with an increase in crossflow velocity perpendicular

to the fan inlet axis.

This increase in noise is related to fan design and distortion

sensitivity.

Shallow inlet fans exhibit a greater pure tone noise level increase
than deep inlet fans at a given crossflow to fan tip velocity

ratio.

Lift/cruise fans whose axes are aligned with the flow do not
show an increase in noise level as velocity parallel to the

inlet axis increases.

Noise measurements in Ames' 40' by 80' (12.2 m x 24.4 m) wind

tunnel can provide important information regarding relative levels

of noise generated and definition of source power levels.

Based upon the above conclusions and the material of this report, the

following recommendations are submitted:

1.

Pure tone noise level increases with crossflow should be

incorporated into current prediction techniques.

Future noise tests in the 40' by 80' (12.2 m x 24.4 m) wind tunnel
should have the microphones located to investigate directivity

characteristics of the model being tested.

Further research should be conducted to determine the effect of
fan design, inlet depth, and distortion sensitivity on 1ift fan

pure tone noise levels when operating in a crossflow.

13



Table I. Acoustic Angles Calculated Relative to V/STOL Model Lift/Cruise

Engine Exhaust Axis.,

Cruise Exhaust Exit Angle, §

CN

Microphone 0° 23° 56° 90° 138°
(Reference
Figure 7)

1 172 165 131 98 50

2 167 162 130 98 51

3 157 160 135 104 58

4 150 156 137 108 64

5 114 126 134 124 94

6 29 46 77 107 148

7 18 37 69 101 146

8 12 31 64 97 144

9 10 30 63 96 143

10 10 33 67 100 148

11 16 39 73 106 154
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FTGURE 1.

LF335/C FAN-IN-UING MODEL IN NASA AMES WIND TUNNEL

15



TUNNEL FLOW

DIRECTI
o0° 1 ON

@1 | ' 4o' (12.2m)

3 2.20' (6.1m)

X _
"

5

@

¢— FAN INLET

°., |
160°
TUNREL CERTERLINE

FIGURE 2 LF336/C ORIENTATION AND MICROPHONE LOCATION IN NASA
AMES WIND TUNNEL.



LT

2 3 4 8 9
O O O O O
6 - - — ——
1
ENGINE LOCATTION
1 & 2 LIFT ENGINES
3 & 4 CRUISE ENGINES (CAN BE VECTORED FOR LIFT)
_
12 3 & 5 611 7 10 8 9
i} I 1 1 11 11 1 1 TUNNEL
FLOOR
| 1 ! 1 |
100 0 100 (FEET)
L 1 1 1 1 L }
30 20 10 0 10 20 30 (METERS)

TUNNEL DISTANCE

FIGURE 3 MICROPHONE AND V/STOL MODEL TRANSPORT LOCATION IN AMES WIND TUNNEL.




8T

LIFT/CRUISE FAN L

LIFT FAN 2
™ gl . -ﬂ‘,\»\ A~ L 2
% a B XU TE DT I
ay bl

LIFT FAN 1

LIFPT/CRUISE FAN 3.

- k7.5¢ -
1k.5m

FIGURE L V/STOL MODEL TRANSPORT SCHEMATIC



APPROACH PASS MICROPHONE LOCATIONS

l OMIKE 2
% &
[@2RTaN
N 4
J_—omm 1l
- .5>| 106" |
FLIGHT DIRECTION—™ 84 ‘32.3m|
FLIGHT CENTERLINE” } \_{ovER POIRT

150! (45;7111) LEVEL FLYOVER MICROPHONE LOCATIONS

=
- F
ot
5141 802! —~
156, oLl > |
FLIGHT 26+ Tm " MIKE 1 ._L
DIRECTION ®\MIKE 7
FLIGHT _ _ $ ] - -
CENTERLINE ACOUSTIC CENTER *

FIGURE 5 MICROPHONE LOCATIONS FOR APPROACH AND LEVEL
FLYOVER FLIGHTS OF THE XV5B.

19



6% PURE TONE SPL, dB

6% PURE TONE SPL, dB

120

110

100

120

110

100

FIGURE 6 EFFECT OF CROSSFLOW ON LF336/C FUNDAMENTAL SPL'S AS MEASURED BY UPSTREAM MICROPHONES.

MIKE 1 MIKE 3 @)
- O
O/A—& D
| ] L |
0 .1l .2 <3 0 .1 o2 o3
vo/VTip Vo/vTip
FAN SPEED % FAN SPEED
Q 5300 RPM 87.7
MIKE 4 D 4850 RPM 80.3
B A% 8 LF336/C FAN IN WING @ AMES
0/6@’ ® UPSTREAM MICROPHONES
L 1 ] ]
0 .1 o2 3 .1 o2 .3
vo/vTip Tip



1¢

120

=
[
o

|

6% PURE TONE SPL, dB
>

100 l | : 1 ] | ]

g
2120
i N MIKE 11 O MIKE 12 FAN SPEED % FAN SPEED
5 e O | Q5300 RPM . 87.7
& _ Au850 RPM 80.3
E i M ) ’
O A

> AD LF336/C_FAN IN WING @ AMES
0 : ® DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES

100 i 1 ] |

O ol 02 03 O ol .2' 03
Vo/vTip VO/VTip

FIGURE 7 EFFECT OF CROSSFLOW ON LF336/C FUNDAMENTAL SPL'S AS MEASURED BY DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES.



[44

dB

6% PURE TORE SPL,

ACOUSTIC
IF336/C FAN IN WING ANGLE

20' RADIUS (6.1m) I
85% FAN SPEED (NOMINAL) __5\\\‘:>///

A

120 - Vo/v'l‘ip PWL
.2l 150.6
.18 145.9
.12 142.9
/\_/'\_/ .06 141.1
110 /\/_\_‘7’\’“ 0 139.9
’_\
] 1 1 | | | | 1
100 60 110 130 150 170 170 150 130 110 90 ACOUSTIC ANGLE
L 1 1 1 1 1 i L 1 ]
2 3 L 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 MIC NUMBER

FIGURE 8 EFFECT OF CROSSFLOW ON LF336/C AFT ARGLE DIRECTIVITY PATTERN.



20

151 EXHAUST PWL INCREASE NOTED
' BY DOMAS & KAZIN BASED ON

ACOUSTIC PROBE MEASUREMENTS

e 2)

3

vo/ VTip

FIGURE 9 AFT QUADRANT POWER LEVEL INCREASE OF THE LF336/C FAN DUE TO CROSSFLOW INCREASE,

1%



24

dB

FUNDAMENTAL (2000 Hz) 1/3 OCTAVE BAND SPL,

120

110,

100

FANS 1 AND 2 @ 3600 RPM
O¢ ™ BV’ a=0°
REFERENCED TO 120" RADIUS
(36.6m)

DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES

120

10k

MIKE 2 MIKE 3
]
100 | | L |
120
L Qo-g 8700 | o
110 O/ Q @——8—-0——8
MIKE b o/ MIKE >
100 Ll ] ] ] 1 ]
(6] 01 02 03 0 ol 02 03
Vo/v'l‘ip

FIGURE 10 EFFECT OF CROSSFLOW ON V/STOL MODEL LIFT FANS
MEASURED AT DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES.



dB

FUNDAMENTAL (2000 Hz) 1/3 OCTAVE BAND SPL,

e FANS 1 AND 2 @ 3600 RPM
® ov = Bv = o= 0P
e REFERERCED TO 120' RADIUS (36.6m)
e UPSTREAM MICROPHONES
120
o 8 g o008
1101 ~ @O
O
© o0
" O -
100 MIKE 6 MIKE 7
1 | | 1 |
120
110}- "
MIKE 8 MIKE 9
1001 1 | | ] |
120
MIKE 10 MIKE 11
110 ﬁg’ @___Q___QO\(())_ u o
O @]
D/W R
100 L ] 1 ] 1
0 ol 02 03 4] .l 02 03
vo/ VTip,

FIGURE 11 EFFECT OF CROSSFLOW ON V/STOL MODEL LIFT FANS
MEASURED AT UPSTREAM MICROPHONES.

25



9¢

FURDAMERTAL (2000 Hz)
1/3 OCTAVE BAND SPL,

V/STOL MODEL TRANSPORT IN AMES WIND TUNKEL

e FANS 1 & 2 @ 3600 RPM

O“J = 5\/ = o= 0

REFERENCED TO 120' RADIUS (36.6m)

SOLID SYMBOLS DENOTE DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES
ZERO CROSSFLOW

120

dB

[

[

(o)
I

100

1 1 i

90
90

FIGURE 12

100 110 120 130
ACOUSTIC ANGLE RELATIVE TO FAN INLET AS FIXED IN V/STOL MODEL

DIRECTIVITY PATTERN OF V/STOL MODEL LIFT FARS.

140

150



- 8P , 4B
I‘Vo/ V'I‘ip = 0

o/ VTip

1/3 OCTAVE SPLy

e FANS 1 & 2 @ 3600 RPM
R = = O°
¢ ¥=pg=g5=0

15 |
MICROPHONE UPSTREAM MICROPHONES
6 .
ays
: 3 .
10
oll o :
N 5 = - &
gls S o
5 - — —
) A7/
0 DO T
or € o | ﬁ a
8 0 L | i
15
MICROPHONE DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES
1
2
OF A3
O4
Vv . \V
A o g V§
0 i | , | | |
0 .05 A0 .15 .20 .25 .30
Vo/ vTip

FIGURE 13 EFFECT OF CROSSFLOW ON FUNDAMENTAL SPL OF V/STOL

MODE

L LIFT FANS,

27



28

dB

FUNDAMENTAL (2000 Hz) 1/3 OCTAVE BAND SPL,

FARS 3 & 4 @ 3600 RPM
= o
6cn 23
a = 0°
REFERENCED TO 120* RADIUS (36.6m)
DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES

110
1001 MIKE 1 B MIKE 2
1 [] ] 1 1 L
110
MIKE 3 MIKE 4
\
100} o) - 0\0—0———0
il | { ] L ] 1
0 ol 2 o3 0 ol 2 o3
Vo/ VTip

FIGURE 14 EFFECT OF CROSSFLOW ON FUNDAMENTAL SPL OF LIPT /CRUISE
FANS AT CRUISE NOZZLE EXHAUST AXIS ANGLE OF 23°,
DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES.



dB

FUNDAMENTAL (2000 Hz) 1/3 CCTAVE BAND SPL,

FANS 3 & 4 @ 3600 RPM
Gcn-23o ' '

a=0°

UPSTREAM MICROPHONES

REFERENCED TO 120' RADIUS (36.6m)

|-
|

100~

MIKE 6

(=
Q

110,

MIKE 10 MIKE 11
O
100 i O/—’___O-—-o i ' '~

o— S

1 | i | | 1
0 ol o2 o3 0 el 2 03

vo/ v’.l‘ip

FIGURE 15 EFFECT OF CROSSFLOW ON FUNDAMENTAL SPL OF LIFT/CRUISE

FANS AT CRUISE NOZZLE EXHAUST AXIS ANGLE OF 23°,

UPSTREAM MICROPHONES,

29



30

aB
8

FUNDAMERTAL (2000 Hz) 1/3 OCTAVE BAND SPL,

110

110

100

'.J
| et
o

[
Q
(e

FARS 3 & 4 @ 3600 RPM

®
=56°
= ° 6cn 56
e a=0°
—00—0—-0 e REFERENCED TO 120' RADIUS
(36.6m)
| ¢ DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES
MIKE 1
i | |
i MIKE 2 i MIKE 3
oo—0—"0 ©
= - G ©
O

FIGURE 16 EFFECT OF CROSSFLOW ON

0 ol o2 3

FUNDAMENTAL SPL OF LIFT/CRUISE

FANS AT CRUISE NOZZLE EXHAUST AXIS ANGLE OF 56°,

DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES,



dB

FUNDAMENTAL (2000 Hz) 1/3 OCTAVE BAND SPL,

e FANS 3 & 4 @ 3600 RPM
=5(°
° bcn 56
e o= O°
e REFERENCED TO 120" RADIUS (36.6m)
e UPSTREAM MICROPHONES
110} B ‘
- O
MIKE © /O’O//——O
100 F ~ —O i MIKE T
| 1 1 [} | |
120
_+ B}
110} - -O R - .
MIKE 8 MIKE 9
100t i A l ! \
110+ /O—O/O/O s
\OO\O\Q
100 MIKE 10 MIKE 11
L | | | | {
0 o1 o2 3 0 ol o2 o3
Vo/ VTip

FIGURE 17 EFFECT OF CROSSFLOW ON FUNDAMERTAL SPL OF LIFT/CRUISE

FARS AT CRUISE NOZZLE EXHAUST AXIS ANGLE OF 56°,
UPSTREAM MICROPHONES.

31



32

FUNDAMENTAL (2000 Hz) 1/3 OCTAVE BAND SPL, dB

110

e FANS 3 & 4 @ 3600 RPM
00 | * teT
e o= 0
100 ¢ REFERENCED TO 120' RADIUS
. (36.6m)
MIKE 1 ¢ DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES
90 1 K| 1
110
O—00o—0—0—o0 o
0
100 | O0—oO—0
MIKE 2 MIKE 3
90 Ll 1 | 1 1
110
MIKE 4 MIKE 5
100 1 O——OTO——O\O i
M
90 L4 i 1 1 i
0] 01 02 03 .1 02 03
vo/ vTip
FIGURE 18 EFFECT OF CROSSFLOW ON FUNDAMENTAL SPL QF LIF'I'/CRUISE

FANS AT CRUISE NOZZLE EXHAUST AXIS ANGLE OF 90°,

DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES.



dB

FUNDAMERTAL (2000 Hz) 1/3 OCTAVE BAND SPL,

120

110

100

120

110

100

120

110

100

MIKE 6

FANS 3 & 4 @ 3600 RPM

5, =90°

cn

a= 0

REFERENCED TO 120' RADIUS
(36.6m) |
UPSTREAM MICROPHORES

MIKE 9 MIKE 10
i M I
o
0 ol 02 .3' 0 o1 02 03
Vo/v'].‘ip

FIGURE 19 EFFECT OF CROSSFLOW ON 'F'UNDAMENTAL SPL OF LIFT/CRUISE
FANS AT CRUISE NOZZLE EXHAUST AXIS ANGLE OF 138°,

UPSTREAM MICROPHONES,

33




dB

FUNDAMENTAL (2000 Hz) 1/3 OCTAVE BAND SPL,

34

e FANS 3 & L @ 3600 RPM
e § =13&
cn
e g=0°
e REFERENCED TO 120' RADIUS (36.6m)
e DOWNSTRBAM MICROPHONES
110
MIKE 1 MIKE 2
O_O"O'—O——O-—O—O O—"O‘O'_—O—O—_-O
100[ -

110} O 'O O : =

MIKE 3 MIKE 4
100 1 | | 1 1 i
0 ol o2 3 0 ol .2 o3
vo/ V'1‘:i.p
FIGURE 20 EFFECT OF CROSSFLOW ON FUNDAMENTAL SPL OF LIFI'/CRUISE

FANS AT CRUISE NOZZLE EXHAUST AXIS ANGLE OF 138,

DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES.,



dB

FUNDAMENTAL (2000 Hz) 1/3 OCTAVE BARD SPL,

FARS 3 & 4 @ 3600 RPM

[ J
= ]
* 5 138
e o = 0°
e REFERENRCED TO 120' RADIUS (36. 6m)
e UPSTREAM MICROPHONES
110} MIKE 6 N MIKE 7
O— @)
100 -
90 1 1 | 1 1 1
120
MIKE 8 MIKE 9

110-(.))-0——0——0—0» -O/O_U,_o__o——-o

100
MIKE 10 MIKE 11

110} T .

(/tCW’O*o——O
100} - O :

i 1 : 1 1
0 1l .2 3 0 o1 o2 3
vo/v.‘rip
FIGURE 21 EFFECT OF CROSSFLOW ON FUNDAMENTAL SPL OF LIFT/CRUISE

FANS AT CRUISE NOZZLE EXHAUST AXIS ANGLE OF 138°,
UPSTREAM MICROPHONES.

35



dB

FUNDAMENTAL (2000 Hz) 1/3 OCTAVE BAND SPL,

36

e FANS 3 & 4 @ 3600 RPM
o o=20° 110+ MIKE 1
e ZERO TUNNEL FLOW
e REFERENCED TO 120' RADIUS .

(36.6m) O—O\O\O
e DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES 100}

90 ] 1

110} -

100} O\O_—O\o i O\O\o\O

MIKE 2 MIKE 3
) o) 1 1 1 i
110t —~
MIKE &4 MIKE 5
100+ O\O_\O\O -
O
O
‘90 1 i | L
o} 50 100 150 O 50 100 150

CRUISE NOZZLE EXHAUST EXIT ANGLE » 6cn » DEGREES

FIGURE 22 EFFECT OF CRUISE NOZZLE VECTORING ON LIFT/CRUISE FAN
FURDAMENTAL SPL AT DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES,



dB

b4

FUNDAMENTAL (2000 Hz) 1/3 OCTAVE BAND SPL

e FANS 3 & 4 @ 3600 RPM
e o= 0°
e ZERO TUNNEL FLOW
e REFERENCED TO 120' RADIUS (36.6m)
e UPSTREAM MICROPHONES
116 MIKB 6 MIKE 7
100 Sl |
90 | L | 1 |
110 } =
//
100 } , MIKE 8 -;/’ MIKE 9
90 1 { | |
110 F MIKE 10 5 MIKE 11
o/O\\O
100 | . ap
90 1 1 i { 1 1
0 50 100 150 0 50 100

CRUISE NOZZLE EXHAUST EXIT ANGLE, § DEGREES

en?

FIGURE 23 EFFECT OF CRUISE NOZZLE VECTORING ON LIFT/CRUISE FAN

FUNDAMENTAL SPL AT UPSTREAM MICROPHORES.

150

37



8¢

)

FUNDAMENTAL (2000 Hz

dB

1/3 OCTAVE BAND SPL,

FARS 3 & 4 @3600 RPM
REFERENCED TO 120' RADIUS (36.6m)
acn=o° (EXTRAPOLATED DATA)

SCLID SYMBOLS DENOTE DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES

120
TOTAL
110 [ /
___O®_
© o

001 o

/O

EXHAUST SPECTRUM
90 [
80 ‘ = L
0 50 100 150

ACQUSTIC ANGLE, DEGREES

FIGURE 24 DIRECTIVITY PATTERN OF V/STOL MODEL LIFT/CRULSE FANS.




e FAKS 3 & 4 @ 3600 RPM
e REFERENCED TO 120' RADIUS (36.6m)
e ZERO TUNNEL FLOW

dB

Q

DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES

)
-

e

o

RELATIVE EXHAUST FURDAMENTAL SPL,

UPSTREAM MICROPHONES

1 B 1

1
S
(o]

50 | 100 150
ACOUSTIC ANGLE, DEGREES

FIGURE 25 EXHAUST FUNDAMENTAL DIRECTIVITY PATTERN OF V/STOL MODEL LIFT/CRUISE FARS.




0%

dB

PUNDAMERTAL (2000 Hz )
1/3 OCTAVE BAND SPL,

FARS 3 & 4 @ 3600 RPM
REFERENCED TO 120' RAPIUS (36.6m)
8,0 (BXTRAPOLATED DATA)

SOLID SYMBOLS DENOTE DOWNSTREAM MICROPHONES

SCALING
O 20 Log,, (R/120)
A 10 Log, (R/120)

120

\e
8
&

g\/

8
T

100 150

ACOUSTIC ANGLE, DEGRERS

FIGURE 26 COMPARISON OF DISTANCE SCALING ON DIRECTIVITY PATTERN OF V/STOL
MODEL LIFT/CRUISE FANS,



e DECK PARALLEL
e MKE 1

130} AIRCRAFT DECELERATING

120
3
5 110
&
24 ]
16,5 M/SEC | 10.3 M/sEC
w00
0 1 1
P . .10 20 30
TIME, SECONDS
L 1 ]
-200 : < -100 O FEET
L J 1 1 | i J
60 50 40 30 20 10 O METERS

%

FIGURE 27 XVS5B APPROACH NOISE MEASUREMENTS.,



130

Y
o P % o ©
g Mo
120 a o
N S~
é PREDICTION
110} DATA 70 KTS (130 KM/HR)
OMIKE 1
O MIKB 7
100 [l 1 ] [ |
130
o 0o 00 000 ,
120} 0 0 0 0 0
T b oo 00
110 DATA 48 KTs (89 KM/HR) PREDICTION
0 MIKE 7
100 | 1 1 ui L
300 200 100 0 -100 -200
) APPROACHING . DEPARTING
100 50 0 50

42

DISTANCE FROM MICROPHONE ALONG RUNWAY CENTERLINE

FIGURE 28 XVS5B LEVEL FLYOVER NOISE MBASUREMENT,
150" (45.7m) ALTITUDE.

~-300 FEET

100 METERS



PNL, dB

PNL,

130

o P ng ® 0
120-/D -0 /

0 O PREDICTION WITH
O CROSSFLOW EFFECTS

DATA_T0 KTS (130 KM/HR)
110+ OMXKE 1
OMIKB 7

100 1 1 | 1 1

130

0 0 4
120;/00/0 | v /%o

PREDICTION WITH

CROSSFLOW EFFECTS
110" DATA 48 KTS (89 xM/mR)
O MIKE 7
1 [ [ 1 1 1
OgOO 200 100 0 -100 -200 -300 FERT
APPROACHING DEPARTIRG
L 1 1 i ]
100 50 0 50 100 METERS

DISTANCE FROM MICROPHONE ALONG RUNWAY CERTERLINE

FIGURE 29 XV5B LEVEL FLYOVER NOISE MEASUREMENT,
150' (45.7m) ALTITUDE.

43



b4

10
'y
8 -
a
[ )
6+ /
g
o
&
4 F XV5B FLIGHT TEST DATA
@ APPROACH MIKE 2
A LEVEL FLYOVER (70 KNOTS)
(130 KM/HR)
2r B LEVEL FLYOVER (48 KNOTS)
(89 KM/HR)
0 ] ] i | 1
0 «05 .10 o15 «20 25
Vo/v'l‘ip

FIGURE 30 EFFECT OF CROSSFLOW ON LIFT FAN NOISE.




oYy

20

or XVSB FLIGHT TEST

\-

A \

V/STOL MODEL LIFT FANS

LF336/C FPAN-IN-WING TEST
] |
0 ol ’ 2 03

Vo/Vpip

FIGURE 31 COMPARISON OF CROSSFLOW EFFECT ON NOISE LEVELS OF DIFFERENT LIFT FANS.



/ APT(MAX+MIN) /2

ROTOR EXIT PRESSURE DISTORTION

APT(MAX-MIN)

2.0
X-353

///D

0

o~
o
//D/
O .1 02
CROSS-FLOW RATIO vo/vTip |

FIGURE 32 LIFT FAN ROTOR EXIT DISTORTION.



14

12 |-

AdB
~

0 ' ! L
0 5 1.0
ROTOR EXIT DISTORTION

FIGURE 33 EFFECT OF DISTORTION DUE TO CROSSFLOW ON
LIFT FAN NOISE.

47

1.5



REFERENCES

1.

48

Volk, L.J., and McCann, E., "LF336/C Modification and Acoustic Test
Program (Wind Tunnel Noise Test Data Report)," General Electric

Company, TM No. 71-31, January 7, 1971.

Domas, P.A., and Kazin, S.B., "Acoustic Analysis of LF336 Lift Fan
Wind Tunnel Tests I," General Electric Company, TM No. 71-121,
February 9, 1971.

Kazin, S.B., and Volk, L.J., "LF336 Lift Fan Modification and Acoustic
Test Program," General Electric Company, April 16, 1970, NASA CR 1934,

Kirk, J.V., Hall, L.P,, and Hodder, B.K., "Aerodynamics of Lift Fan
V/STOL Aircraft," NASA TM X-62,086, September 1971.

Bies, D.A., "Investigation of the Feasibility of Making Model Acoustic
Measurements in the NASA Ames 40 by 80 Foot Wind Tunnel,'" NASA CR114352,
July, 1970.

Data Report, "In-Flight Sound Measurements on the XV-5B Aircraft,"

General Electric Company, Volume 1 and 2, December 1971.

TRECOM Technical Report 63-21, "Results of Wind Tunnel Tests of a
Full-Scale, Wing-Mounted, Tip-Turbine~Driven Lift Fan," General
Electric Company, US Army Transport Research Command, Fort Eustis,

Virginia, September, 1963.





