NASA CR-145202

ANALYSES OF THE SEPARATED BOUNDARY
LAYER FLOW ON THE SURFACE AND
» "IN THE WAKE.OF-BLUNT TRAILING
y EDGE AIRFOILS

by
S. H. Goradia

J. M. Mehta
G. S. Shrewsbury

April 1977

Prepared under Contract No. NAS1-13985
by

LOCKHEED-GEORG!A COMPANY
Marietta, Georgia

for

NNSN

National Aeronautics and
Space Administration



Page Intentionally Left Blank



TABLE OF CONTENTS

LIST OF FIGURES .
LIST OF TABLES

LIST OF SYMBOLS .

SUMMARY . . » o . . . o i

INTRODUCTION . . . ., wn . iub. 2 lonis,

R
relen
e

THEORETICAL STUDY . . . . .- . Joos.

1.1 Physical Model for Blunt Base'Wake:Flow
11.2 Description of Mathematical Model for Region |
EXPERIMENTAL WORK .

Description of Airfoil Models

Wind Tunnel Facility . . .

Special Instrumentation — Pressure Probes,

Wall Shear Device, Hot-Wire Anemometer .

[11.3.1 Total and static pressure probes

111.3.2 Static pressure probes

111.3.3 Wall shear measuring deVICe . .
111.3.4 Hot-wire anemometer probe and analog system .
111.4 Measurement of Airfoil Profile Drag

111.5 Data Reduction and Analysis

W N —

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION .

v.1 Correlative, Comparative and Investigative Analysis

for the Flow Phenomena on Airfoil Surfaces .

IV.1.1 Comparison of experimental pressure dnstrlbutlon
for GA(W)-1 airfoils with three trailing edge
thicknesses . . . . . e e .

IV.1.2 Correlation between theoretncal predlctlons and
experimental data for surface pressure distri-
bution and boundary layer quantities . .

IV.1.3 Wall shear correlation on upper surface of
present sharp T.E. GA(W)-1 airfoil .

IV.1.4 Analysis of boundary layer flow on the alrf011
surface and data presentation . .

IV.1.5 Physical flow model and velocity proflle
similarity for separated boundary layer flow .

Page

Xi

xii

10

10
12

25

25
26

26
27
28
29
30
32
35

57

57

58

59
63
65
67



Vi,

TABLE OF CONTENTS (Continued)

1v.2 Correlative, Comparative, and Investigative Analysis for
the Viscous Flow in the Wake of Blunt and Sharp T.E.
Airfoils . e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e
IV.2.1 Wake flow velocity profiles for sharp and
blunt trailing edge airfoils . .
IV.2.2 Static pressure profiles in the wake of
blunt and sharp T.E. airfoils . . . . .
1V.2.3 Analysis of profile drag from measurements of
flow in the airfoil wake . . . . . .
IV.2.4 Velocity profile similarity in the wake flow .
IV.2.5 Variation of wake boundary layer stretch
parameter, integral area functions, and growth
rate functions . .
IV.2.6 Generalized parameters for the pressure dlstrl-
bution in the wake of blunt and sharp T.E.
airfoils .

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS .

V.1 Conclusions
V.2 Recommendations

REFERENCES . . .« « « v v v v v v v v i v e e e e

Page

69
69
70
71
73
73

77

198

198
200

201



1-3(a)

I-3(b)

1-4

11-1(a)

11-1(b)

=2

11-3
1=k

I1-5
ii-6

L=y

LIST OF FIGURES

Title

Advantages of the use of Finite Trailing Edge
Thickness Airfoil Section . e e e e e e

Surface and Wake Pressures in the Vicinity of
Thick and Sharp Trailing Edges

The Effect of Removing the Rear Portion of a
Given Airfoil Section .

The Effect of Moving the Maximum Thickness -Position
to the Trailing Edge . . . . . . . . .

}1lustration of Some Fundamental Phenomena Behind
Blunt Base Airfoils

Schematic Representation of the Viscous Flow Phenomena

Over the Airfoil Surface Exhibiting Trailing Edge Type

Stall &« v v . v e sl e e e e e e e

Physical Model for Viscous Flow in the Wake of a Blunt
Trailing Edge Single Component Airfoil

Details of Flow in Region |

Typical Pressure Distribution on the Characteristic
Loci in the Wake Behind Blunt T.E. Airfoils .

Typical Velocity Profile in Region |

Photographs of the Present Blunt Trailing Edge GA(W)-1
Airfoil Model and the Sharp Trailing Edge Extension .

Geometry of GA(W)-1 Airfoils with Three Different
Trailing Edge Thicknesses . . . . . . . . . . . .

Schematics of the Probe Assembly . .

Photograph of the Probe Assembly in the Test
Section of the Wind Tunnel . e .

Photograph of the Wall Shear Measuring Devices

Detailed Drawing of the Forward and Reverse
Total Pressure Probe Inserts

Detailed Drawings of the Disc Type Static
Pressure Probes . e e e e e e e e e

Page

21

22

23
24

I

42
43

Ll
45

Le

47



Figure
111-8
111-9(a)

111-9(b)

H1-10

=11

H1-12

HEi-13

F11-1kh

111-15

tv-1(a)

1V-1(b)

1Iv-1(c)

1V-1(d)

1v-2

IV-3¢a)

LIST OF FIGURES (Continued)

Title

Instrumentation Calibration Facility .

Calibration of Disc-Type Static Pressure Probes as
a Function of Apparent Dynamic Pressure . . . .

Calibration of Disc-Type Static Pressure Probes as
a Function of Distance Within Boundary Layer .

Comparison of Corrected and Uncorrected Static Pressure
Coefficient in the Thin Attached Boundary Layer
Measured by Disc-Type Static Pressure Probe

Sensitivity of the Disc Probes to the Variation in Yaw
and the Pitch . . . . . . . . . . .. ..

Schematics of Wall Shear Measuring Device

Schematics of X Hot-Wire Anemometer and Decomposition
of Signals .

Block Diagram and Electronic Circuit of the Analog
System .

The Data Acquisition and Reduction System

Comparison of Experimental Pressure Distributions Between
the Present Sharp and Blunt Trailing Edge GA(W) 1
Airfoils at an-Angle of Attack of 0.0° . . .

Comparison of Experimental Pressure Distributions Between
the Present Sharp and Blunt Trailing Edge GA(W)-1
Airfoils at an Angle of Attack of 6.0° . e e .

Comparison of Experimental Pressure Distributions Between
the Present Sharp and Blunt Trailing Edge GA(W)-1
Airfoils at an Angle of Attack of 10.3° .

Comparison of Experimental Pressure Distributions Between
the Present Sharp and Blunt Trailing Edge GA(W)-1
Airfoils at an Angle of Attack of 14.4° .

Schematic Illustration for Equivalent Fluid Airfoil Shape

Near the Trailing Edge for Blunt and Sharp T.E. Airfoils .

Comparison of Experimental Pressure Distributions on
Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoils of Present Experlment and
Ref. 7 and Ref. 8 at Alpha=6.0 e e e

vi

50

51

52
53

54

55
56

80

81 .

82

83

84

85



Figure
IV-3(b)

tv-4(a)

Iv-4(b)

v-5(a)

tV-5(b)
(<)

V-6

\v-7
Iv-8(a)

1v-8(b)

1v-9(a)

tv-9(b),
IV'9(C) » &
iv-9(d)

IV-10

Iv-11(a)

LIST OF FIGURES (Continued)

Title Page

Comparison of Experimental Pressure Distributions on
Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoils of Present Experiment
and Ref. 7 and Ref. 8 at Alpha = 14.4 . . . . . . . . .. 86

Comparison of Experimental Pressure Distributions on
Present Sharp T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil and Blunt T.E.
Airfoils of Ref. 7 and Ref. 8 at Alpha =6.0 . . . . . . . 87

Comparison of Experimental Pressure Distributions on
Present Sharp T.E. GA(W)=-1 Airfoil and Blunt T.E.
Airfoils of Ref. 7 and Ref. 8 at Alpha = th.h . . . . .. 88

Comparison of Pressure Distributions on Sharp T.E.
GA(W)-1 Airfoil at 0 = 0.0 . . . . + v v v v v v o v v v 89

Boundary Layer Development on the Upper Surface of Sharp
T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil at a =0.0 and Comparison with
Experiments . . . ¢ v ¢ v v e 6 i 4 e e 4 4 e e e e e e . 90

Comparison of Pressure Distributions on Blunt T.E.
GA(W)-1 Airfoil at a=0.0 . . . . +« « v ¢ v v v « o o o 92

S/C vs X/C for Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil . . . . . . .. 93

Comparison of Theoretical Viscous Pressure Distribution
with Experimental Data on Sharp T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil at

ca=6.0 ... ... ... 94
Boundary Layer Development on the Upper Surface of Sharp

T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil at a=6.0 and Comparison with

EXperiments . . « o v v o o & s v 4 e e e e e e e e e e 95

Comparison of Theoretical Viscous and Inviscid Solution
with the Experimental Pressure Distribution on Blunt

" T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil at a=6.0 « + « « v v v v o v v v v . 96

Boundary Layer Computations on the Upper Surface of Blunt
T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil and Comparison with Experimental
Data at @ =6.0 . . « + v v 4 e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 97

Comparison of Theoretical Viscous Pressure Distribution
with Experimental Data on Sharp T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil at
a=10.3 . & i i i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 100

Comparison of Pressure Distributions on Blunt T.E.
GA(W)-1 Airfoil at «=10.3 . . . . . . . . .« ... 101

vii



Figure
IV-11(b) ¢
1V-11(c)
IV-12(a)

(v-12(b)

IV-12(c) &
IVv-12(d)

IV-13(a)

IV-13(b)
«

IV-14

IV-15(a)

IV=15(b)

IV-16
Iv-17

1v-18

Iv-19

LIST OF FIGURES (Continued)

Title

Boundary Layer Development on the Upper Surface of
Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil and Comparlson
with Experiments . o e e e e e e e e

Comparison of Pressure Distributions on Sharp T.E.
GA(W)-1 Airfoil at a=14.4 .,

Comparison of Pressure Distributions on Blunt T.E.
GA(W)-1 Airfoil ata=14.4 . . . . . . . . . ..

Boundary Layer Development on Present Blunt T.E.
GA(W)-1 Airfoil and Comparison with Experiments
at a=14.4 . ...

Comparison of Experimental Pressure Distribution on
Blunt T.E. GA(W)=-1 Airfoil with Theoretical Viscid
and Inviscid Distribution e e e e e e e e

Results of Computations of Boundary Layer Using
Experimental Pressure Distribution and Experimental
Boundary Layer Measurements at a=16.0 .

Comparison Between Theoretical Pressure and Data of
Ref. 8 . . . « v & v e i e e e e e e e e

Comparison of Present Experimental Data for Boundary
Layer Integral Properties with the Data of Ref. 7 at
B=10.3 & v i e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e

Comparison of Present Experimental Data for Boundary
Layer Integral Properties with the Data of Ref. 7 at
a=1h.4 . . . L . L L e e e e e e e e

Calibration Curve for the Wall Shear Stress Coefficient

Comparisons of Various Calibrations for Wall Shear
Stress Measurement .

Schematic I1lustration of the Razor Blade Calibration
Parameters for Equivalent Pitot Measurements .

Comparison of Experimental and Theoretical Skin Friction

Distribution on the Surface of a Sharp T.E. GA(w) 1
Airfoil e e e e e e e . . .

viii

102

106

107

108

112

113

117

119

121

123

124

125

126



Figure
V=20

1v-21

1v-22

Iv-23

1V-24

lv-25

1V-26

1v-27

Iv-28

1v-29

1V-30

1V-31

1v-32

tv-33

LIST OF FIGURES (Continued)

Title

Velocity Profile Comparison Between the Present Data
and of Ref. 7 in Attached, Incipient Separation and
Separated Flow on Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil

Variations of Static Pressure Profiles in the Three
Regions and Corresponding Velocity Profile .

Comparison of Static Pressure and Velocity Profiles
Between the Present Data and of Ref. 7 in Three Flow
Regions

Experimental Data for Chord-Wise Variation of Static
Pressure Profiles at a=6.0, 10.3, 14.4, and 16.0

Velocity Profile Measurements of Attached and Incipient
Separated Flow on Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil at a=14.4

Physical Flow Model for Separated Viscous Flow Over
Airfoils Exhibiting T.E. Stall

Velocity Profile Similarity Curves for Layer 1-3 .

Experimental Velocity Profiles in the Wakes of Blunt
T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoils at a =0,6, 10.3, and 14.4

Experimental Velocity Profiles in the Wake of Sharp
T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoils at =0.0, 6.0, and 10.3 .

Comparison of the Velocity Profiles in the Wake of
Sharp and Blunt T.E. GA(W) 1 Airfoils at a=0.0, 6.0,
and 14.4 . e .. . . e e e

Comparison of Velocity Profiles Between the Present
Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil and of Reference 7

CDtotal versus Angle of Attack for GA(W)-1 Airfoils
of Varying Trailing Edge Thickness Ratios . .

Measured Static Pressure Profile in the Wake of Blunt
T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil at 0 =0.0 and a=14.4 ., . . .

Momentum Thickness and Form Factor Distribution in the
Wake of Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoils at «=0.0, 6.0,
10.3, and 14.4 . e e e e e e e e e e e e e

Page

128

131

138

139

143

145
146

151

. '156

159

- 163

165

166

17



Figure

1V-34

1V-35

1V-36

tv-37

1v-38

V-39

1v-40

1v-41

1V-42(a)

tv-42(b)

1V-42(c)

1V-42(d)

LIST OF FIGURES (Continued)

Title

Momentum Thickness and Form Factor Distribution in
the Wake of Sharp T.E, GA(W) 1 Airfoil at a=0.6 &
16.3 . . e e e e e e e e e
Variation of Measured Drag Coefficient in the Wake
of Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil at «=0, 6,
10.3, and 14.4 e e e e e e e e e e
Variation of Measured Drag Coefficient in.the Wake
of Present Sharp T.E. GA(W) -1 Airfoil at =0, 6,
and 10.3 . - . e e e e e e e e e e
L/D Versus Trailing Edge Thickness for GA(W)-1
Airfoil G e e e e e e e e e e e e e
Comparison of Velocity Profile Similarity in the
Wake (Region V) of Sharp and Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1
Airfoil e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e
Parameter Relationship for the Wake Boundary Layer
Stretch Function .

Velocity Profile Similarity Integral Versus Stretch

Function for Wake Behind Blunt and Sharp T.E. Airfoils .

Generalized Parametric Relationship for Growth Rate
Function of the Viscous Flow in the Wake of Sharp
and Blunt T.E. Airfoils '

Variation of Cpumin. in the Region |, Behind the
Blunt T.E. Airfoils . .

Variation of Cpumin on the Locus of Minimum Velocity
in Region IV of the Wake Flow

Variation of Cp at the Edges of Wake Boundary Layer

Variation of. Cp at Half Velocity Point in the Wake
Boundary Layer . . . . . . . .

Page

. 176

178

182

185

186

191

192

193

194

195
196

197



Table

R

1.2

1.3

ik

LIST OF TABLES

Title

Coordinates of Present Blunt Trailing Edge GA(W)-1

Airfoil
Coordinates of Present Sharp Trailing Edge

Static Pressure Orifice Locations on Present Blunt
Trailing Edge GA(W)-1 Airfoil

Static Pressure Orifice Locations on Present Sharp
Trailing Edge GA(W)-1 Airfoil

xi

Page

37
38

39

Lo



£(n1) ¥ (nz), Fng)
f(ny), f(ns)

H

KC

K1, Kz

Poo

Qe
RN»Re

u,b
Uw, Um

Ve

L4ST OF SYMBOLS

Airfoil chord
Drag coefficient .

Drag coefficient due to non-zero pressure coefficient
in the wake’

Drag coefficient due to momentum deficit in the wake
Total drag coéffic?ént; CDtotal = CDp + CDq

Pressure éoéfficiént; (P-Pw) /% PUx?

Lift coefficient; Lift/3 PUa?

Fﬁnctions for défining thé velocity

Profilé similarity in thé séparatéd flow

Form factor; 8%/9

Calibration conétant for thé disc probe

Value of similarity. parameter at the upper or lower
edge of the wake boundary layer

Local static pressure in the boundary layer or in the
wake

Local total pressure in the boundary layer or in the
wake’

Fréé stream static préssﬁre

Free stréam dynamic head, %eumz_

Réynolds number’

Thickness of the blunt trailing edge

X componént velocity

X componént vélocity on the locus of minimum velocity

Hot wire cooling velocity

xii



Subscripts -

y component.velocity
Turbulent fluctuations in y component velocity

Distance measured on the chord of the airfoil from
the leading edge

Distance measured in. the airfoil wake from the
trailing edge

Angle of attack in dégrées

Paraméters for the.similarity of velocity profiles
Momenthm thickness -

Boundary layer thicknéss '

Displacémént thicknéss :

Density

Dynamic viscosity

Kinamatic viscosity

Frée stream values -

Edge of the boﬁndary layer

Upbér edge of thé boﬁndary layer wake
Lower edge of the boundary layer wake
Trailing edge Valﬁés :

Values at the wall

Xiii



SUMMARY

This report presents the results of theoretical and experimental investi-
gations of viscous flow phenomena associated with sharp and blunt trailing edge
airfoils. Experimental measurements were obtained for a 17 percent thick, high
performance GA(W)-1 airfoil. This airfoil was chosen because it exhibits
typical turbulent separation characteristics, in that the point of separation
moves gradually upstream on the airfoil upper surface as the angle of attack is
increased and an extensive region of flow separation is present on the upper
surface at the C,,4 condition. The airfoil is equipped with detachable trail-
ing edges for the purpose of studying effects of trailing edge thickness.

Experimental measurements consist of velocity and static pressure profiles
which were obtained by the use of forward and reverse total pressure probes and
disc type static pressure probes. These measurements were obtained over the
surface and in the wake of sharp and blunt trailing edge airfoils. Measure-
ments of the upper surface boundary layer were obtained in both the attached
and separated flow regions. In addition, static pressure data were acquired,
and skin friction on the airfoil upper surface was measured with a specially
constructed device. Comparison of the present viscous flow data with the data
of Wichita State University on the surface of a GA(W)-1 airfoil indicated
reasonable agreement in the attached flow region. In the separated flow
region, considerable differences exist between these two sets of measurements.

Analytical studies were performed for the separated turbulent boundary
layer flow on the airfoil surface and in the wake of blunt and sharp trailing
edge airfoils. A multi-layered physical flow model for the flow in the sepa-
rated boundary layer region on the airfoil surface has been developed, and
similarity parameters have been derived for the separated flow velocity
profiles. A mathematical model for the flow in the wake of the blunt base
airfoils has also been developed. This model, which represents an initial
value problem, consists of a set of integral equations for solution of the
characteristic flow quantities in the wake behind the blunt trailing edge up
to the point of confluence. These equations are coupled, ordinary nonlinear
and nonhomogeneous differential equations, and can be solved by available
single-step or multi-step computerized numerical methods. The detailed wake
flow study indicated that the velocity profiles for the flow in the wake were
not strictly similar, but that the shape of the similarity curve depended
upon such factors as the ratio of minimum to edge velocity and the wake
boundary layer thickness. Second order effects (due to the deviation of wake
velocity profile similarity) on such parameters as integral area function,
growth rate function, and wake boundary layer stretch parameter, were addressed
by the derivation of auxiliary equations. Thus, the overall accuracy of the
present theoretical method for computing the wake flow and profile drag of
blunt and sharp trailing edge airfoils was improved.



1. INTRODUCTION

In view of the current emphasis on energy conservation, it is particu-
larly significant to consider the development of more accurate and reliable
aerodynamic methods for the prediction of profile drag and separated flow
characteristics for advanced airfoil sections. A theoretical method for
predicting the drag of airfoils having attached flow and sharp trailing
edges (ref. 1) has already been developed and uses an approach in which the
wake flow characteristics are developed analytically and integrated to
calculate profile drag. The method has proved quite effective for this
application, and warrants extension to cover the cases of blunt-base air-
foils and airfoils having regions of separated flow. Thus, the objectives
of this contract effort are to develop the blunt-base airfoil drag predic-
tion method and to initiate studies of separated boundary layer flows on
airfoil upper surfaces.

The choice of an airfoil section with non-zero trailing edge thickness
can be made for one of several reasons —either structural or aerodynamic.
In the latter case, the use of a blunt trailing edge has been suggested by
Whitcomb (ref. 2) and Pearcey (ref. 3) as a possible means of delaying the
onset of shock-induced separation and drag rise at high subsonic speeds.
The advantages which are obtained by relaxing the condition of zero thick-
ness. at the trailing edge are schematically illustrated in Figure 1-1.

Referring to the nomenclature of this figure, we have:

x/c=1.0

j taned (X/C) = (Z%Q - (%?- (1-1)
620 max T.E.

which says that finite values of trailing edge thickness, (yu/c)T.E.’ allows
a greater airfoil thickness ratio for the same surface slope distribution.
Alternatively, a more favorable slope distribution can be obtained for the
same airfoil thickness ratio with the use of a thick trailing edge. The
distribution of airfoil upper surface slope at transonic speeds is very
important (ref. 4) from the standpoint of obtaining ''shockless flow condi-
tions' and minimizing or avoiding shock-induced separation effects. Finite
values of trailing edge thickness can also be favorable in minimizing the
flow unsteadiness due to shock movement and buffetting. The underlying
reasons for these favorable blunt-base characteristics are schematically
illustrated in figure I-2. As shown in this figure, when the boundary layer
on the upper surface of an airfoil near the trailing edge starts becoming
moderately thick due to shock-induced separation, the blunt trailing edge
acts as a shield in order to retain the lower surface pressure distribution,
and hence the location of the forward stagnation point on the airfoil
surface remains unchanged. The invariant location of the forward stagnation
point in transonic flight results in a reduction of flow unsteadiness and
buffetting caused by the rapidly fluctuating shock location on the upper
surface of the wing section.



The gain in aerodynamic performance which is achieved by the use of a
rather thick airfoil trailing edge is shown in figure 1-3(a) and 1-3(b).
Experimental data are presented in figure 1-3(a) which show superior lift
performance for the blunt-base airfoil when approaching separation. In this
case, the thickness ratio is higher for the blunt trailing edge airfoil than
for the corresponding sharp trailing edge airfoil. The improvement in the
separation boundary for a given airfoil thickness ratio is shown in figure
1-3(b). In practice, the base drag penalty would probably prohibit the use
of very thick trailing edge sections, such as shown. here. However, there is
a definite value of trailing edge thickness — for any given airfoil at a
specified 1ift coefficient and Mach number which will give the best aero-
dynamic performance in terms of ML/D and reduced buffetting. The profile
drag prediction methods developed herein will facilitate the conduct of
parametric (computational) studies as required to define this optimal
~trailing edge thickness for any given application.

Due to the action of the viscosity of the fluid on the surface of the
airfoil, self-forming vortex singularities are continuously generated. |In
general, these singularities move with the flow; however, in the case of
blunt trailing edge airfoils, depending upon the trailing edge thickness and
the characteristics of the boundary layer on the surface of the airfoil in
the vicinity of the trailing edge, a standing vortex [fig. I-4(a)] is formed
behind the trailing edge. Such a standing vortex singularity often produces
the desired steady potential flow, depending upon the strength of the singu-
larity. Although not the subject of this report, there are several practical
methods for stabilization of such standing vortices. Some of these are
illustrated in figure I-4, where the character of the flow in the wake of the
airfoil is also shown.

In the case of sharp or blunt trailing edge airfoils which exhibit
trailing edge stall, the typical shape of the C_ -a curve is shown in figure
I-5(a). The nonlinearity in lift curve slope begins at a=a; and the condi-
tion of the viscous flow at a=o0; is shown in figure 1-5(b). This figure
shows that the turbulent boundary layer separation on the upper surface of
the airfoil first appears at a=a; near the trailing edge. As the angle of
attack is increased beyond a;, the point of separation moves upstream and
figure 1-5(c) shows the existence of the finite region of flow separation at
a=0y. The viscous flow conditions at a =a3, which correspond to airfoil
Clnmax> are shown in figure 1-5(d). In this case, the length of the separated
flow region has increased considerably. The increase in the angle of attack,
Do =a3 -ay, is observed experimentally to have a range of 8° to 12° for
single component airfoils with trailing edge stall. Theoretical methods and
computer program subroutines, which were developed in references 5 and 6, can
predict aerodynamic characteristics such as pressure distribution, pitching
moment and profile drag of sharp trailing edge single-component airfoil quite
accurately when there is no flow separation. However, reliable theoretical
methods for the prediction of airfoil aerodynamic performance in the presence
of separated boundary layer flow are not presently available.

The preceding discussion points out the desirability of developing
theoretical methods for (a) computing the wake flow characteristics and
profile drag for blunt-base airfoils and (b) computing the characteristics



of the separated turbulent boundary layer on airfoil surfaces. Specifically,
the method should be generalized so as to be valid at both high and low
angles of attack. Therefore, the objectives to be accomplished in the
present studies are:

(1) To obtain measurements of velocity and static pressure profiles in
the wake of a blunt trailing edge GA(W)-1 single component airfoil for the
purpose of developing a physical flow model for the blunt-base airfoil wake.
Also, to make comparisons of the characteristic features of the wake flows
for sharp and blunt trailing edge airfoils, at distances ''far' from the
trailing edge, for similarity of velocity and static pressure profiles.

(2) To derive equations to provide a generalized mathematical model for
computations of the wake flow behind arbitrary shaped blunt-base airfoils.

(3) To obtain boundary layer data, static pressure profiles, and wall
shear on the upper surface of the blunt-base airfoil in the region of approach-
ing turbulent boundary layer separation and the separated turbulent boundary
layer region. Develop a physical flow model and investigate similarity
parameters for characteristic layers of the separated boundary layer velocity
profiles.
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I1. THEORETICAL STUDY

Theoretical work performed during the present study consists of (i)
development of a few similarity parameters for the separated flow on the
surface of airfoils, (ii) development of similarity parameters or a one
parameter family of velocity and static pressure profiles in the wake of
blunt-base single component airfoils, and (iii) the development of physical
and mathematical models for the flow in the wake of blunt-base single compo-
nent airfoils. |ltems (i) and (ii) are described in Sections IV.1 and 1V.2
of RESULTS AND DISCUSSION, respectively. The development of physical and
mathematical models for the blunt~base wake flow is given in the following
paragraphs.

11.1- Physical Flow Model for Blunt-Base Wake Fliow

Figure 11-1(a) shows the flow model for the wake behind the blunt-base
airfoils. This flow model was derived from the experimental data behind the
present sharp and blunt trailing edge airfoils. As can be seen from figure
fi-1(a), the wake flow is divided into Regions | and IV. Results of analysis
of experimental data in Region IV indicated that the wake flows for both blunt
and sharp trailing edge airfoils are ''dynamically similar'" in this region.
This implies that velocity profile similarity function and the variations of
static pressure and shear stress when expressed as the function of dimension-
less wake flow parameters are identical in Region IV for blunt and sharp
trailing edge airfoils. Region IV consists of two layers, namely upper wake
layer 3-4 and lower wake layer 1-2 [Figure I1-1(a)]; the locus of minimum
velocity is at the juncture of these layers. For positive lift coefficients,
the velocity on the locus of the outer layer or the upper layer 3-4 is higher
than the velocity on the locus of the lower wake layer 1-2; at a distance
Yvery far'' from the airfoil trailing edge these velocities become equal to
each other.

The details of the flow in Region | behind the blunt trailing edge air-
foils are shown schematically in Figure I1-1(b). This figure shows that the
flow in Region | is further subdivided into Zones L;, Ly, and L3. These
zones are formed due to the mixing of the airfoil upper and lower surface
boundary layers behind the blunt trailing edge. This mixing phenomena causes
the formation of ''qualitatively similar' flow to that formed by the two counter
flowing plane parallel jets. As shown in Figure 11-1(b), the flow in Region |
can be divided into three layers, namely upper wake layer C,Z,B,, reverse
velocity core C,C,, and lower wake layer C,Z,B5. The internal boundaries of
the upper and lower wake boundary layers are shown as loci UC;C,C and LC3C4C,
respectively. :

At a certain point C, called the point of confluence, the lines of con-
stant mass or the dividing stream lines UM;M,C and LM3M,C meet each other.

‘The point of confluence is equivalent to the trailing edge point for the sharp
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trailing edge airfoils. The line of constant mass is defined such that
[fig. 11-1(b)],

2 yzz Ye, tY
J udy = - J udy - ucg Q—Jii—fiﬁ-
Yz, Ye,
Ym,, Yeyu
J udy = J udy + ugp (1524;1530 (11-1)
Yz Yz

Y L
where

Ymy» Yy ordinat?s of the upper and lower dividing streamlines,

respectively

Y2,5 Yz, = ordinates of the upper and lower zero velocity lines,
respectively

Ye,o Ye, = ordinates of the upper and lower edges of the reverse
velocity core, respectively

ucr = velocity in the reverse velocity core.

From the definition of the constant mass lines, equations (l1i-1), it can be
seen that the streamlines, which exist between the upper or lower constant
mass lines and the edges of the reverse velocity core, are closed streamlines
as shown in figure I1-1(b).

A characteristic feature of the flow in Region | is that the flow
velocity in the reverse velocity core is not constant. The velocity in the
core is zero at the location of the airfoil blunt trailing edge, and decreases
with respect to chordwise distance aft of the trailing edge and reaches the
minimum negative value at the end of Zone L,. The core velocity in the Zone
Lo continually increases from the minimum negative value and becomes equal to
zero at the end of Zone Ly at the point of confluence. The typical variation
of the experimentally measured static pressure coefficient on the character-
istic loci of the wake flow behind the blunt trailing edge is shown schemat-
ically in figure t1-2. A few interesting observations can be made from these
figures. The pressure coefficients in Zone L; on the characteristic loci are
approximately constant on the upper edge of the wake, wake center, and the
lower edge of the wake; the Cp on the center of the wake is closer to the
upper edge of the wake and its value remains in between the values of C, on
the loci of upper and lower edges of the wake. In Zone L, the Cp's increase
quite rapidly, up to the point of confluence, on the three characteristic
loci. This phenomena is similar to the pressure distribution on the airfoil
surface in the vicinity of the sharp trailing edge. The static pressure then

1
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continuously decreases in Region [V on these loci, however, the value of C

on the locus of minimum velocity has higher value than at either at the same
chordwise location. This trend in variation of C, in Region IV behind a blunt
trailing edge airfoil is similar to the one observed for sharp trailing edge
airfoils. '

11.2 Description of Mathematical Model for Region |

The time-averaged governing equations of motion in the wake of the blunt
trailing edge airfoils for Region | can be written as follows:

oy du _ _ 9P 3151 - H -
Pu o + pv 3y X + 5y X Momentum Equation (11-2)
_Jv oV 3P asz .
—_— — = — -— -
pu o pVv 3y 3y ™ Y Momentum Equation (11-3)
ou oV . .
—_— o —— = — -
ax * 3y 0 Continuity (11-4)

In the following derivatives, the y-momentum equation is not used; however,
the variation of the pressure normal to the wake boundary layer is taken into
account by the use of Leibnitz's rule. The Euler equation, applied to upper
and lower edges of the wake can be written as

1 dPey - - dUgy
p dx Cu  dx
and (11-5)
1 dPe, ) dUg
o ax - VYey Tdx
The effect of local curvature on the flow development in Region | is assumed

negligible and the flow density is assumed approximately constant in equations
(11-2) through (11-5). The shear stress terms appearing in equation (11-2) is
the algebraic sum of laminar and turbulent contributions, i.e.

= =, du _ -
Txy = Tyx = B 3y pu'v' (11-6)
where u'v' = time average product of fluctuating velocity components in
x and y directions.
The typical velocity profile in Region | is shown in figure 11-3.

Experimental measurements indicate that across the reverse velocity core
layer yg5 -y, the magnitude of velocity Uy and the value of static pressure
coefficients, Cy, can be considered approximately constant at a given x-
location. The present experimental data in Region | also suggest that by
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the appropriate choice of dimensionless parameters and fluctuations the
velocity profiles for the lower layer y, -y; and the upper wake layer yg -ys
can be made ''similar.' The further discussion on this matter is given in
Section 1V.2.2, of RESULTS AND DISCUSSION. The similarity parameter and
variable for the upper wake boundary layer yg -ys are defined as

Y- Ys b .UeuAﬁu. ( ')
EU = ——; e T -7
YSe T Y5 : (Eu) Ue, U(YS)
and for the lower wake layer y, -y,
Y|+ = Y Uez ~u
£ = ———; P = ——————e (11-8)
Yy " Yic (€2) Ue, U(yq,)

where

Yic = distance y in the lower wake layer y, -y} when u=0.5 (Ue2'+U(yq))

Y5, distance y in the upper wake layer yg -ys where u=0.5 (Ueu-FU(ys))

velocity on the locus of the upper edge of boundary layer

Y~
o
il

Uez(x) = velocity on the locus of the lower edge of the boundary layer

U(Yu)’ U(Ys)’ and Up = velocity in the reverse velocity core, and
Y8 ~ Vs Yu T Y1
K, = ————; Ky = ——————o0H
lu  ys.-vs ) Yu "Y1,

As the velocity profiles for layer yg-ys and y, -y; are similar, the
integral equations which are ordinary differential equations, can be derived
for these layers. The momentum integral equation for the layer yg -yg, for
example, can be derived by integrating individual terms of equation (11-2)
from y=yg to y=yg and by making use of the similarity or the velocity
profile for this layer as given by equation (11-7). During the mathematical
manipulations, use is made of equations (I1-4) and (11-5), Leibnitz's rule
and the following applicable boundary conditions:

at Yy =Yysg: u=Ueys Prgy) =0, Bu=Kyyi T=T1(ye) =0, === = Uey 35
and Cps = cpeu’
at y=ys:  u=U(yg) = Ups Prey) =1-05 E( u) =0-0, Cu=Cphry gy Viy) TV(yg)

and T =T(y5)-

13



The momentum integral equation for the layer yg -~ys can be derived as
described above by the use of these boundary conditions. This can be written
as

Momentum Integral Equation for Layer yg -ys

Klu
- a;'[(YSC =ys) (Uey) (Ugy 'U(yS))] J P(gu) de

(o]

Klu

+ é%' (ysc - vs) (Ugy - U(y5))2 J PZ(EU) dt

o]
K1u
dy ' eu
- (G Wiy)) Wey-Ugy)) = (50 (rse mvs) (e =Uqy ) J Pgu)
o]
y8
+ U iU—e—”d +V {Up - U }
eu dx VT Y(ys) Yeu T Tyg)
y5
u2 v U2 dyg U2 dys " (ys)
YT f P o)) BT Sy & T T (11-9)

Similarly the Momentum Integral Equation for Layer y, -y; is:

K
e

; |
“ae L=y W) (Ve -U(y )] J Ples) des
(o]
KI,Q,

d dy,, |
" T 1) ey ~U(y)?] | Py de + G (Uyy) (e ~U))
o

14
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Kig

dUeg
- ) ey e, - Ugy,)) f Ple;) 952
o ,
Yy dUe, |
+ J Uez —E;—-dy-v(yq) {Uen._u(yu)}
4!
Yy T
U2 4 _ Uw2,  dyy, U2 dy, (y,)
t X U deY] B AU TR U wi TN B -l (1-10)
Y1

Across the reverse flow velocity core layer ys -vy,, the magnitude of the
velocity and the static pressure coefficient C, are assumed constant; this
fact is verified from the present experimental measurements. Under this
assumption the Momentum Integral Equation for the Layer yg -y, can be
derived as

T
U dUp (ye - ya) + Uw2 (ye = yu) dem _ {ys) _ T(Yq)
m dx ‘Y5 T Yu 2 VY5 TYW YT T T 0

(11-11)

Equations (11-9) through (11-11) contain shear stress terms, e.g. T(ye)?
T(y,)» €tc. on the characteristic loci in Region I. Shear measurements in>
the airfoil wake were not obtained during the present test; hence, auxiliary
equations for shear stress in terms of dependent variables cannot be derived.
One way to circumvent this problem is to eliminate these terms by adding
equations (11-9), (11-10), and (11-11). The resulting Momentum Integral
Equation for the Entire Layer yg-y; in Region | is then given by

Kig
- (e Wy U i) | P
dx =3 ez m Yu ch (gg)
o)
Kig
L, U2 vy - i) P2 d
dx e, °m Yu "Y1 (,) &g
(o]
Kig
d du
") Wey -t G = (G g -0 v | Py
o
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Kig

dC
e &) Sl om) - [ey) (Uey - Un) (ysg - vs)] [ e <
(o]
Klu
" (e, ) seys)] | P2 )
o
Ky

\ S du, o

Y -6
2 L JU
2 'YS) + (V(ys)) (Ueu'Um) - (v(yh))(uez'um) + (Um '_d-i-) (YS-YI{)
Yy
Uoo2 _ U2 dC
+—2-ad;{ J Cp dy} + —— (ys - yu) (dzm)
Y1
U 2 A U 2 d
s J Cp &y + (3 ”dx’ Cotyy) = 5 G Cpiyg) =0 (11-12)
Ys

If _the assgmggjon is made that the rate of growth of the layers yg ~yg or
Yy ~ Y1 ‘(an [1-3)" is controlled by the transverse perturbation velocity;

and as experimental data indicates, the existence of approximate velocity pro-
file similarity, then the growth rate for these layers can be expressed by the

following equations:

Ua, = U
d _ €y M
o (Ysc ~vs) = Cy Uoy *Un (11-13)
and
d U 'U
E;'(Yq “Yi) = Cig U, +Um (11-14)

If the velocity profiles in the airfoil wake were strictly similar, then Cy
C,;, would be constants. However, experimental data indicate that the simi-
larity of the velocity profiles is somewhat dependent upon such factors as
ratio Uy/Ue, and the ratio of thickness at the upper and lower wake boundary
layers. These second-order effects on the values of Cj, and Cy,, which are
discussed in Section IV.2.4, are the functions of the dimensionless groups




formed of dependent variables such as wake boundary layer thickness and
velocities on characteristic loci for the flow in the wake.

Equation (11-12) contains the terms like dy,/dx, dys/dx, dy;/dx, dyg/dx,
V(Yu) and V( ) Auxiliary equations have to be obtained for the above terms
as a function of main dependent variables consisting of core velocity Upy,
thickness of the upper wake boundary layer yg -yg, thickness of the reverse
velocity core yg -y, and the thickness of the lower wake layer y, -y;. This
is necessary for the purpose of maintaining the same number of main equations
as the number of the above-mentioned main dependent variables. The above task
can be accomplished by making use of momentum theorem in the flow direction
and perpendicular to the flow direction, by use of the continuity equation and
by the use of appropriate velocity profile similarity conditions; the control
volumes chosen for this purpose are UB1B,C,U and LByBgCyL shown in figure
F1-1(b). Thus,.the following auxiliary equations can be derived:

dyy , U
el [{ad; (yy =y1c)} {- S1+S2 (U%y:)
. U
52+ (yy -y1e) oo (u_:';)” (11-15)
dy, o d Upy
ax - [{R (Yu 'ch)} «{S3 + S, (U;;')
u
+ S50 (yy = v1¢) ;jd; (U—:—)}] (11-16)
3
s [ (s, - ys)} {- S +5, (%)
ax ~ tlax Ysc T Ys 172 g,
: u
+ Sy (Ysc - ¥s) {% U—:—)}] (1r1-17)
u
dyg . , U . d LY
ax d_i' (vsc = ys)} {S3+5y ()1 + Sy (ys ~vs) (g ()3 (11-18)

ey €u

The expressions for the y-component velocity at the lower and upper boundaries
of the reverse velocity core, in terms of quantities composed of the main
dependent variables and velocities at the outer edges of the wake boundary
layer velocity profiles in Region |, can be derived as:



Viys) =~ 1 —}+ 1Ky, ﬁ% (Ysc ~vs)} « (Ve = Up) -

S, + 5, (U-:—-)
u

U, . Un 2
(55) (S3-S5) + () {53 +54,(S3 = $5)} + (F) Sz + Sy
() - Su

K,

U U 2
(S5 - S5) +2-52(Ul) + Sy - (%)
cu u (11-19)
and
Un
53 +52 (l—J'é;:)

U
So +Sy (U—Z—
'}

. d _ .
V(yu) = - { } . {Klﬂ a (YL;. -YIC)} ¢ (Ue,L Um)

U . LU
(S2) (S3 - S5) + () (S5 +Su (S3=S5)} + (72 S2154
) Uez €q

-

K U U, 2
E (S5 -Sp) +2 Sz(u—m—) + Sy - (G
L L (11-20)

where




Ky Ky

= 2 = -
S = OJ Pley) % Ss 'oj 0P 8

and

YS-YS . Y""_yl.

Kiy = ——— Ky, = ——L—
" ys - vs SRR

The values of the -integrals
K K
1 15 ;
P d d P
J (g) ¢ an f ()

o o

which are needed for the evaluation of S; through Sg, as a function of K; are
shown in figure IV-39 of Section 1V-2.4. The curves shown in this figure have
been obtained from the experimental data. The equation for the variation of

the width of the reverse velocity core can be obtained from equations (11-15)
and (t11-17) as

d . d d
% (s =vw) = [- Sy g (ysc mys) + g (v -vic))
Un d - Un d
+ S, {(IE;? 'E;'(YSC Ys) + (IE;? '3;'(Yu ch)}

U U
+ 55 (lyscmvs) g (o) + D mvid g G911 (ri=2n)
L

Referring to figures 11-1(b) and 11-2, it can be seen that the five main
~or primary variables have to be computed for the purpose of complete specifi-
cation of the flow in Region | behind the blunt trailing edge airfoils. They
are:

(i) Magnitude of the velocity U, in the reverse velocity core layer,

(ii) Thickness of the reverse velocity core (ys 'Yu)(x)’
(iii) Thickness of the lower wake boundary layer (y, 'Yl)(x)’
(iv) Thickness of the upper wake boundary layer (yg 4y5)(x), and

(v) Orientation in space of the locus of the lower edge, Y1(x)-

19
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The five main or primary equations, for the computations of the above
five dependent variables, are equations (11-12) through (11-19). These
equations contain terms such as

Ky K, , Yy Vg
[ P(g) dg, J P(g) dg,. J Cp dy, J Cp dy
o o] Y1 Ys

and the C, distributions at the edges of various layers. |In order to be able
to solve these main equations, however, the values of the above quantities
either have to be known a priori and/or more auxiliary equations are required
which express the above quantities as the functional relationships in terms
of main dependent variables. As the viscous flow, in the wake of blunt base
airfoils is turbulent, theoretical expressions for the above quantities are
not available as in the case of laminar boundary layers. Recourse is then
made to experimental measurements, and dimensional analyses to obtain empiri-
cal expressions for the above parameters by the use of experimental data for
the particular flow, which is being investigated. This matter is discussed
in Section IV.2 of RESULTS AND DISCUSSION.

The above five primary equations are ordinary, nonlinear, nonhomogeneous,
and coupled differential equations. These equations can be further reduced
into the form,

Y' = Fx, V); Ya) = ¥3 (11-22)
where Y' = vector notation for five dependent variables to be computed,
x = independent variable — distance along the airfoil wake
?(a) = initial conditions at the trailing edge which are specified,

d/dx.

and symbol !

The mathematical problem represented by equation (11-22) is called an
initial value problem. Various single-step or multi-step numerical methods,
such as the single-step Euler method and multi-step predictor corrector or the
Runge-Kutta method and a few others, are available for obtaining solutions to
the above set of differential equations. The choice of a method depends upon
the particular problem and is governed by the desired accuracy, time of com-
putation, core size available in a particular computer and other dictating
factors.
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[11. EXPERIMENTAL WORK

The experimental program was conducted for the blunt and sharp trailing
edge GA(W)-1 airfoils in the research wind tunnel facility at the Lockheed-
Georgia Company. Measurements in the wake flow boundary layer were obtained
for both the blunt and sharp trailing edge airfoils. These measurements were
obtained for the purpose of studying the relative development of the viscous
flow behind the blunt and sharp trailing edge airfoil wakes, for the develop-
ment of the physical flow model, and for formulating relationships between
fundamental flow parameters. The above information is needed in the present
analytical method for the solution of the wake flow behind arbitrary blunt
and sharp trailing edge single-component airfoils. Experimental data were
also obtained in the separated boundary layer on the surface of the airfoil
for the purpose of future development of the mathematical model for separated
boundary layer development on airfoils in the presence of extensive flow
separation. In this section, a brief description is given of the airfoil
model, the experimental facility, the probes for measurement of total and
static pressure, and the types of tests. Reference 1 gives the detailed de-
scription of tunnel instrumentation, side-wall blowing requirements in the
tunnel working section and the data reduction and acquisition system.

i111.1 Description of Airfoil Models

The wing model was milled from aluminum stock so as to provide a GA(W)-1
airfoil section contour with the trailing edge thickness approximately 2 per-
cent of the airfoil chord. A sharp trailing edge extension was fabricated
which could be attached to the present basic blunt trailing edge GA(W)-1
airfoil model. The photographs of the present blunt trailing edge model and
the sharp trailing edge extensions are shown in figure IlI-1. Section geome-
tries for the present sharp and blunt trailing edge airfoils are shown plotted
in figure 111-2. Geometry of the GA(W)-1 airfoil of reference 7, with 0.7
percent trailing edge thickness is also plotted in figure [11-2 for the
purpose of illustrating perspective comparison of three different trailing
edge geometrical shapes of the GA(W)-1 airfoil section. The chord of the
present blunt trailing edge airfoil model is equal to 26.11 cm (10.28 inches)
and the present sharp trailing edge airfoil has a 27.94 cm (11 inches) long
chord. The airfoil model has a span of 76.20 c¢cm (30.0 inches) to facilitate
a floor-to-ceiling mount in the wind tunnel test section.

For the purpose of measurements of airfoil surface pressure distribution,
a total of 40 static pressure orifices are provided on the blunt trailing edge
model, 22 on the upper surface and 18 on the lower surface. For the sharp
trailing edge airfoil configuration, an additional two orifices are provided
near the trailing edge on the upper surface. Tables II1.1 and Il11.2 show the
coordinates of the present blunt and sharp trailing edge GA(W)-1 airfoils,
respectively; the coordinates shown are nondimensionalized with respect to
their own chord. Tables I11.3 and 111.4 show the chordwise locations for the
static pressure orifices for the present blunt and sharp trailing edge
airfoils.
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111.2 Wind Tunnel Faciltity

The experimental work was conducted in the MTF (Model Test Facility)
wind tunnel which is briefly described. The test section is rectangular with
a width of 109.2 cm (43 inches), height of 76.2 cm (30.0 inches) and the
length of 121.9 cm (48 inches). ' The wind tunnel is a closed-circuit tunnel,
powered by a 400 horsepower synchronous speed induction motor. The velocity
range of the wind tunnel facility with an empty test section is 0 to 91.44
meters per second (300 ft/sec) with a maximum dynamic pressure of 4984
newtons per square-meter (104.1 psf). The dynamic pressure variations in the
test section can be maintained within approximately 0.1 percent during a
typical boundary layer survey which takes about ten minutes in this facility.
At a dynamic pressure of 2394 newtons per square meter, the nominal Reynolds
number in the test section of 4.035 x 10° per meter of chord length.

The test section is equipped with the side-wall boundary layer control
slots through which higher energy, with the desired blowing coefficient C
is blown to prevent the boundary layer from getting thick and separating on
the upper and lower side walls. The side-wall boundary layer |thickens ' and
separation takes place due to the adverse pressure gradients created upstream
of the model leading edge as the model angles of attack are increased up to
CLmax conditions. The boundary layer control slots are located approximately
one chord length upstream of the model leading edge on the upper and lower
walls of the test section, and these are 77.2 cm (30.4 inches) wide. The
heights of the blowing slots can be varied from 0.025 to 0.25 centimeters.
The method which was used to determine the appropriate blowing requirements
for a given airfoil in the tunnel at a specified angle of attack is described
in detail in reference 1 which also shows the schematics of the present
boundary layer control system used in the tunnel.

The freestream total and static pressures are measured in the settling
chamber ahead of the test section and at the entrance to the test section,
respectively, by the use of the pressure orifice rings. Pressure leads are
installed so that transducers can sense total pressure and the difference
between test section total and static pressures. The stagnation temperature
of the freestream flow is measured by means of a calibrated thermistor
located in the settling chamber. The detailed description of the wind tunnel
and the additional instrumentation is given in references 1 and 5.

.3 Special Instrumentation — Pressure Probes, Wall'
Shear Device, and Hot-Wire Anemometer

hs well as on the upper surface of the airfoils, both in the attached and -
'separated flow boundary layer region, were performed by the use of speC|aIly

designed instrumentation. The schematics of the probe assembly —which in-
cludes forward and total pressure probes, disc-type static pressure probe and
the hot-wire anemometer is shown in figure 111-3. The photograph of the probe
assembly in the test section of the wind tunnel, which shows the model, probe



supports, and the probe drive mechanism, is shown in figure I11-4, The photo-
graphs of the special type of wall shear measuring devices and the airfoil
model showing the locations for inlaying these devices are included in figure
{11-5. The details of additional instrumentation used for the acquisition and
reduction of experimental measurements is discussed in reference 1.

I11.3.1 Total and static pressure probes. - Measurements of total and
static pressures were made by making use of forward and reverse total pressure
probes and disc-type static pressure probes. The total pressure probes were
made from 0.127 cm (0.050 inch) outside diameter tubing which was flattened to
.0635 cm (.025 inch) at the ends. The detailed drawings of the forward and
reverse total pressure probe inserts are shown in figure I11-6. For the mea-
surements of static pressure in viscous flow, two interchangeable, disc-type
static pressure probe inserts were used, the semi-circular disc was used for
the measurements within the boundary layer on the surface of the airfoil and
the circular disc was used for the measurements of static pressure profiles in
the wake boundary layer. Both the discs were 0.157 cm (.062 inch) thick and
the diameter of the discs was equal to 0.317 cm (0.125 inch). The detailed
drawings of the circular and semi-circular static pressure probe inserts are
[shown in figure 111-7. As shown in this flgure the semi-circular disc, used |
;for the measurement of static pressure profiles for. the boundary layer on the
airfoil surface, is flattened on one edge so that the pressures could be
measured close to the wall. All probe pressure instrumentation was calibrated
to +2.5 psi range transducers.

For the purpose of determining both the magnitude and the direction of
the viscous flow on the surface as well as in the wake of the two-dimensional
airfoil model, forward and reverse total pressure probe inserts were used as
shown schematically in figure I11-3. |If the pressure indicated by the forward
total pressure probe insert, whose tip faces the oncoming flow, has a higher
value than the local static pressure and the pressure indicated by the reverse
pressure probe tip at the same y-liocation, then the flow direction is forward
or positive at that location in the flow. However, if the pressure indicated
by the reverse total pressure probe insert is higher than the pressure indi-
cated by the forward pressure probe tip, then the direction of the flow
velocity is negative or reverse at that location in the flow; when this was
the case, it was observed that the static pressure was lower than the reverse
total pressure. For the low-speed flow encountered in the present tests, the
magnitude of the flow velocity can be obtained by the use of a modified
Bernoulli equation applied locally in the viscous flow. Thus,

= 2 -
PTFor = Pg. + 10 (p) v,_-or (ree-1)
R R
where
PSC = corrected static pressure at a point in the flow
PTF = total pressure indicated by the forward total pressure probe tip,

PTF being higher than Psc and PTR
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Vg = magnitude of forward velocity, PTg being higher than PSC and PTR

PTR = total pressure indicated by reverse total pressure probe tip,
VR = magnitude of the negative or reverse velocity, PTr >PTF
P(p) ~ Ps./RT; R = universal gas constant
T = T, = freestream stagnation temperéture.

111.3.2 Static pressure probes. - The static pressure disc probes were
calibrated in the Lockheed-Georgia wall-jet facility shown schematically in
figure 111-8. The calibration was performed by traversing the disc probes
across the thin attached boundary layer at freestream dynamic pressures of
322 and 548 newtons/m? (6.72 and 11.44 psf). A static pressure orifice was
located on the wall at the same axial position as the disc probes. The wall
static pressure was used as the true value of local static pressure and was
assumed to remain constant across the boundary layer.

Disc probes are normally calibrated by determining the calibration
constant from the expression: K. ={Ps -P)/q, where PsC is the true static
pressure, P' is the indicated statlc pressure, and q is the true value of the
local dynamic pressure. However, since the true value of the local dynamic
pressure within the airfoil wake or surface boundary layer is usually unknown,
this calibration was performed by determining the calibration constant from
the expression,

Ps, - P '
Ke = —e7—— (111-1)
where
q' = Pr-P' = apparent dynamic pressure
p' = indicated static pressure
Ps, = true static pressure.

The plots of calibration curves obtained by traversing both the surface
boundary layer and wake disc probes are shown in figures 111-9(a) and
111-9(b). These figures show that the value of Kc is independent of the probe
location relative to the wall and the value of the apparent local dynamic
pressure within the boundary layer. The values of the calibration constants
thus found are 0.314 for the airfoil wake disc probe and 0.335 for the airfoil
surface boundary layer probe. The results of additional verification surveys
are shown in figure I11-10. These data show the indicated and corrected
values of a pressure coefficient for both probes. The local wall static
pressure coefficients are shown for comparison. The true value of the static
pressure coefficients are calculated by the use of the following expression,



- x4 -
Chg = Cps * Ke g (111-2)

o

= true value of static pressure coefficient in the viscous flow
field

Cps = measured value of static pressure coefficient by the disc probe
m

q' = measured - or apparent local dynamic pressure
=Pr - P
P' = measured or apparent static pressure by the disc probe

PT = measured local total pressure
q_ = freestream dynamic pressure

Kc = calibration constant for the disc probe whose value depends upon
the geometrical dimension of the probe only.

Figure 111-11 shows the sensitivity of the typical disc probe to the
variation in the pitch and yaw angle. These data indicate considerable toler-
ance to the variations in pitch angle. The yaw angle curve, however, shows a
tolerance ‘''bucket' which is relatively narrow (+3° for the disc probe data
shown). This indicates that the probe can be used with confidence in two-
dimensional flows but is unreliable in three-dimensional flows or the flow
where the streamline direction in the yaw plane is unknown.

I11.3.3 Wall Shear Measuring Device. - Photographs of the wall shear
measuring device are shown in figure [l1-5. These devices are inserted into
the model for measuring the skin friction at several chordwise locations.
Figure 111-12 shows the schematics of the present wall shear device and the
dimensions of the tube. The total pressure tube measures pressure in the
boundary layer flow very close to the wall, the opening of the mouth of the *
total pressure tube is at the same chordwise location (but different spanwise
location) as the static pressure orifice. '

The present wall shear measuring device operates on the local dynamic
similarity principle,Ludwieg and Tillman have presented evidence which
suggests that

u u® '
CRR U 2 (111-3)
uu \)
where. —765—;“}fié£}657;éldtity_ [ YAV o
v = kinematic viscosity of the fluid
u = velocity .in boundary layer at a distance y from surface

29



30

The validity of equation (i11<3) is true in a limited region near the
surface and is independent of the pressure gradient or the surface roughness.
If Pr is the total pressure measured by the surface pitot tube, shown in
figure 111-12, and Pg is the static pressure measured at the same chordwise
location by the static pressure orifice, then (Py-Pg) is the dependent vari-
able which is the function of variables such as density p, wall shear stress
To, kinematic viscosity v, and the outside diameter d at the opening of the

‘surface pressure tube. Thus, we can write

(P -P_)d? 142 . ‘
—-T——-z—s———= F'(p—°v"-2— . (111-4)

PV

The displacement of the effective center and the scale effects on the reading
of the tube are absorbed into the above equation. The form of function F in
equation (111-4) can be determined by performing the calibration of the
surface total pressure tube in a circular pipe. -In this case the wall shear
stress Ty can be calculated from the pressure drop .as given by the following
equation:

D
10.= (Py =P3) 7 (111-5)
where
To = wall shear stress coeffiéient
(Py -P2) = pressure drop over the length L
D = inside diameter of the circular pipe.

Preston (ref. 9) obtained the form of the function F in equation (l11-4)
by calibrating the geometrically similar circular surface total pressure tubes
in the circular pipes. For the present surface total pressure tube, the ratio
of the internal to the external diameter was kept at the value of 0.6. This
was done for the purpose of obtaining the geometrical similarity between the
present surface tube and those used by Preston to develop the form of the
function F obtained experimentally by calibrating in circular pipes. Under
these circumstances, the use of Preston's calibration curve for wall shear
determination on the surface of the airfoil can be truly justified with the
use of additional corrections. The skin friction data, obtained by the use of
the present surface tube, for the GA(W)-1 airfoil are discussed in Section
IV.1.3, where the limitations on the use of this type tube are also discussed.

111.3.4 Hot-wire anemometer probe and analog system. - The X hot-wire
anemometer system was used to obtain mean velocity measurements and, more
importantly, for the measurement of local turbulent shear u'v' in the wake
boundary layer and boundary layer on the upper surface of a GA(W)-1 airfoil.
The X hot-wire consists of two thin electrically heated wires suspended
between two pairs of needle points, such that both wires are normal to each
other. Operation of the hot-wire anemometer for the measurement of viscous
flow velocity fields is governed by the laws of convective heat transfer. The




application of these laws to the velocity field determination by hot-wire
anemometry is discussed in reference 1. The use of analog equipment which
was used in the present study for the purpose of segregating the mean and
fluctuating velocity component is briefly outlined in the following
paragraphs.

If the calibrated hot-wire output has been linearized, then the strength
of the signal from hot wire #1 (fig. [11-13) which is proportional to the
cooling velocity can be written as

Vé(t) = IU(t) + V(t)l cosa (111-6)
and from hot wire #2
Veryy = luge) - V()| coss (111-7)

where

Ure) = X component of instantaneous velocity

= Uty
U= time-averaged X-component velocity
V(t) = Y component of instantaneous velocity
A0
V= time-averaged Y-component velocity
Vl(t) = fluctuating Y-component velocity.

When the flow direction and the X hot-wire probe are aligned and the turbu-
lence intensity in the flow is low, then according to Champagne and Sleicher
(ref. 15), equations (I11-6) and (111-7) can be further simplified as
follows:

Vl V2
€ +
e(t) e

Ue) 2 ()

(111-8)

1 2
Ve(r) ~Ve(r)
V(t) T 2

An analog system was designed to analyze two linearized hot-wire signals
E(l)(t and E(2) corresponding to V2 and v2 to provide the follow-
c () e(t) e(t)

ing information :
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(1) T mean velocity in the direction of flow,

(2) v' fluctuating component of velocity in the direction normal to
mean flow, and

(3) u'v' time-averaged product of fluctuating components to give local
shear stress in the boundary layer.

Figure 111-14(a) shows the block diagram for obtaining the above input

quantities. The detailed electronic circuit of the system is shown in figure
[11-14(b). The main objective of using an X hot-wire system for the present
studies was to obtain the turbulent shear stress profiles in the wake flow
boundary layer. This objective was not fulfilled during the present experi-
mentation as the above output quantities were found to have several
irregularities and discrepancies. The reasons for this behavior has not been
discovered and, as a result, the measurements by the hot-wire anemometer are
not reported.

Q

proft

[11.4 Measurements of Airfoil Profile Drag

It is of interest to determine the contribution to the measured value of
le drag due to the finite value of the static pressure in the wake of the

nalrfonl This can be accomplished by performing certain manipulations to the

!avai]

able experimental method such as due to Betz or Jones. The expression due

to Betz (ref. 16) for the computations of profile drag of airfoils from the
‘measurements of pressures in the wake behind the airfoil is given by:

yu
\ PToo-PT -Ps PT - Pg
CDiotal ~ J ‘.{T(Y)Yd(y/d + [{( T 2(y) ) ( (Y) (Y)) } 7

where

Y Yy

. {(E‘:C_I_;f_s_(l)_)% +(PT(y)q;PS(Y)')% - 2:}) d(y/c) (111-9)

CDtota] = airfoil profile drag coefficient
Pt = total pressure
Pg = static pressure

Yus Yg = upper and lower edges of the wake where total pressure
has reached freestream value

q = dynamic pressure.



Subscripts:

freestream value

8
]

e = edge of boundary layer
2 = lower edge
u = upper edge
(y) = at any point y in the wake boundary layer
Now 1
Ple = PT_ = Po + 7 0,U°
and

1
P = P + = pu?
Ty)  "S(y) 2

Py PT( __{s() }’“E,‘{% pmuf'%ouzj

Assume flow is incompressible p =p_ =P =constant

PS(y) P
) T Ta,
P1. = PT(y) U2
i 0% B
PTo “PS(y) _ Pat9e " PS(y) |
q, B q, =1- CP(Y)
T TPy PS TERTIPSG) w2
qoo qco Uco

(r11-10)
(v1r-11)
(rr1-12)
(r11-13)
(t11-14)

By substituting equations (I111-12), (111-13), and (I11-14), equation (111-9)

can be further simplified to
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Pl PT(y) i s
CDiotal = J e d(y/c) + J[{ o -
Yy “Yq
P -P (PT_-P $ (P -P 3
AT -zft___T ATV AT udwc)
Yu Yu
2
= [ (1 ~Cp(y) G?) dy/c + J G- Cp( y " (J;)
=Yg Yy
-2 (1-cp )+ 2 D) v/e)
or
Yu
cotal = | 2g- (13 div/e)
Yu Yu
+ 2 J (1 -Cp(y))d(y/c) -2 J (1 -Cp(y))% d(y/c) (111-15)
Yo Vg
It can be seen from the above equation (111-15) that the measured airfoil

profile drag coefficient is composed of two terms, namely (i) wake momentum
deficit and (ii) the drag due to the finite value of static pressure coeffi-

cient in the wake. Thus,

thotal - CDMomentum *+ CDNon-zero static (111-16)

Deficit pressure coefficient
in Wake

where
Yu

Cpq = © = 2 T a- dye) and

q  “DMomentum VLT
Deficit Y,

in Wake



Yu

= =2 (1 - - - |
P CDNon-zero static J {(1 CP(y))‘ (1 CP( )) } d(Y/c)
pressure “yy \V_‘.*__mﬁ‘ﬁ-~"_V“_J,,u,_ﬂ.”_
coefficient

)

Equation (111-16) is very convenient in the experimental determination
of airfoil profile drag by performing the measurements for the velocity
profile and the static pressure profile. The wake velocity profile can be
obtained by the use of such ‘instrumentation as a hot-wire anemometer, laser
velocimeter, or by the measurements of total and static pressure profiles
across the wake boundary layer. The accurate value of the static pressure
coefficient in the wake is extremely hard to measure and the error and the
contribution to the measured airfoil drag coefficient due to non-zero static
pressure coefficient can be determined by the use of equation (I111-16) from
the velocity and static pressure profile measurements at various chordwise
locations in the airfoil wake. By computing both the components of the total
drag at various chordwise locations in the wake, it becomes a simpler task to
determine the '"'true' measured drag coefficient of an airfoil. This is
further discussed in the Section IV.2.3 of the RESULTS AND DISCUSSION.

1.5 Data Reduction and Analyses

The data processing system utilized for this study contract was set up
for three specific purposes, namely (i) static pressure distribution on the
surface of the airfoil model, (ii) measurements of boundary layer and wall
shear on the surface of the airfoil, and (iii) wake flow boundary layer
quantities such as total pressure profiles, velocity profiles and the static
pressure profiles downstream of the model trailing edge. These measurements
were made using a!Data AchISItlon Unit (D A.U.) which was controlled by a
real-time digital computer which activated scanivalve units for obtaining the
wall static pressure distribution and traversed a pressure and hot-wire
anemometer probe for the velocity and static pressure profiles. The sche-
matics of the system used for acquiring and reducing the test data is shown
in figure 111-15. The detailed description of this sytem, including data
‘reduction equations and the data acquisition unit, has been reported in
references 1 and 5.

Two versions of the data analysis programs were developed to calculate
the needed quantities. One version, named Wall Boundary Layer Data Analysis
Program, was for the study of the viscous flow development on the surface of
the alrf0|l "The second version, named Wake Boundary Layer Data Analysis
Pfogfam, was for the analyses of the flow in the wake of sharp and blunt
trailing edge airfoils. The wall boundary layer data analyses program
computes and prints out the following quantities:

————— -
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o Velocity profile, U(y)

Uy = &/ (PT(y) = PS(y))7(0-5xp(y))}

PT( ) and PS( ) = Measured total and static pressure
4 Y as a function of y

o(y) = Ps(y)/(32.2 x53.2 xToo)

o Various integral thickness such as disblacement thickness 8%,

Momentum thickness 6, ratios H=68%/6 and H =68%%/8

Various ''similarity' parameters and functions for separated flow
boundary layer velocity profiles. The objective was to determine
suitable parameters which would give velocity profile similarity
for different layers of separated flow boundary layer velocity
profile. Investigated similarity parameters and functions are
discussed in Section I1V.1.5.

The wake boundary layer data analyses program computes the prints out
the following quantities:

(o]

Wake boundary layer velocity profile U(y)/Um and u(y)/Uem

where Uem = 0.5 (Ueu'+Ue2)
Ueu = velocity at the upper edge of wake
Ugy = velocity at the lower edge of the wake

Integral of the static pressure profiles across the various layers
of the wake flow behind the sharp and blunt trailing edge airfoils

Various integral thicknesses and their ratios
Several velocity profile similarity parameters across layers of
the blunt and sharp trailing edge airfoils wake velocity profiles.

These are discussed in Section 1V.2.4,

Drag coefficient due to (i) non-zero static pressure coefficient,
(ii) momentum deficit in the wake, and (iii) sum of (i) and (ii).



TABLE I11.1

COORDINATES OF THE PRESENT BLUNT
TRAILING EDGE GA(W)-1 AIRFOIL

AIRFOIL CHORD = 26.11 CM

Airfoil Section . Airfoil Section
Station Percentage Upper Ordinate Lower Ordinate
Chord Percentage Chord Percentage Chord

X/C Y/C Y/C

0.0 0.0 0.0
0.002745 0.01601 -0.01163
0.01095 0.03099 -0.02088
0.02453 0.04391 ~0.02833
0.04336 0.05606 -0.03568
0.06722 0.06686 -0.04237
0.0959 0.07655 -0.04867
0.12907 0.08518 -0.05404
0.1664 0.09285 -0.05886
0.2075 0.09951 -0.06276
0.2520 0.10503 " -0.06579
0.2994 0.1094 -0.0677
0.3492 0.1125 -0.0685
0.4009 0.1142 -0.06827
0.4378 0.1151 -0.0683
0.4863 0.1146 -0.06732
0.5350 0.1127 -0.06439
0.5837 0.1102 -0.06048
0.6323 0.1049 ~0.05464
0.6809 0.09756 . -0.04781
0.7296 0.08976 © -0.03804
0.7782 0.07903 ~0.02927
0.82685 0.0683 -0.01951
0.8755 0.05464 -0.01073
0.9242 0.04293 -0.00488
0.9484 0.03512 -0.00098
0.9728 0.02927 0.0

1.0 0.02195 0.00195



TABLE 111.2

COORDINATES OF THE PRESENT SHARP
TRAILING EDGE GA(W)-1 AIRFOIL

AIRFOIL CHORD = 27.94 CM

Airfoil Section Airfoil Section
Station Percentage Upper Ordinate Lower Ordinate

Chord Percentage Chord Percentage Chord

X/C Y/C Y/C
0.0 0.0 0.0
0.002565 0.01492 -0.01083
0.01023 0.02888 -0.01946
0.02293 0.04092 -0.02640
0.0L4052 0.05224 -0.03325
0.06283 0.0623 -0.03948
0.08962 0.07133 -0.04535
0.1206 0.07937 -0.05036
0.1555 0.08652 -0.05485
0.1939 0.09273 -0.05848
0.2355 0.09787 -0.06130
0.2798 0.1019 -0.06310
0.3263 0.1048 -0.06383
0.37L46 0.1064 -0.06362
0.4091 0.1073 ' -0.06364
0.4545 0.1068 -0.06273
0.5 0.105 -0.06
0.5455 0.1027 -0.05636
0.5909 0.09773 ' -0.05091
0.6364 0.09091 -0.04455
0.6818 0.08364 -0.03545
0.7273 0.07364 -0.02727
0.7727 0.06364 -0.01818
0.8182 0.05091 -0.010
0.8636 0.04 -0.00455
0.8864 0.03273 -0.00091
0.9091 0.02727 0.0
0.9318 0.02045 0.00182
0.9545 0.01364 0.00227
0.9772 0.00682 0.00091
1.0 0.0 0.0
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STATIC PRESSURE ORIFICE LOCATIONS ON

TABLE 111.3

PRESENT BLUNT TRAILING EDGE GA(W)-1 AIRFOIL

AIRFOIL CHORD = 26.11 CM

Upper Surface

Location Orifice
X/C Number
0.0067 21
0.0133 22
0.0264 25
0.0532 26
0.1065 27
0.1601 28
0.2134 29
0.2671 30
0.321 31
0.374 32
0.428 33
0.482 34
0.482 35
0.588 36
0.642 37
0.696 38
0.749 39
0.8025 Lo
0.856 41
0.909 42

Lower Surface

Location
X/C

0.963
0.985
0.0532
0.1065
0.1601
0.2134
0.2671
0.321 -
0.374
0.428
0.482
0.535
0.588
0.642
0.696
0.749
0.8025
0.856
0.963
0.985
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TABLE 111.4

STATIC PRESSURE ORIFICE- LOCATIONS ON
PRESENT SHARP TRAILING EDGE GA(W)-1 AIRFOIL

AIRFOIL CHORD = 27.94 CM

Upper Surface Lower Surface
Orifice Location : Orifice Location
_Number X/C Number X/C
1 0.0063 ' 22 0.092
2 0.0125 23 0.95
3 0.025 24 0.99
4 0.0496 25 0.05
5 0.10 26 0.10
6 0.15 27 0.15
7 0.20 28 0.20
8 0.25 29 0.25
9 0.30 30 0.30
10 0.35 31 0.35
1 0.40 32 0.40
12 0.45 33 0.45
13 0.55 34 0.50
14 0.55 35 0.55
i5 . 0.60 36 0.60
16 ° 0.65 37 0.65
17 - 0.70 38 0.70
18 0.75 39 0.75
19 ° 0.80 Lo 0.80
20 * 0.85 L1 0.90
21 0.90 L2 0.95

40
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éhafb‘Trailing Edge Extension Blunt Trailing Edge Airfoil Model

B

Figure I11-1. Photographs of the Present Blunt Trailing Edge
GA(W)~1 Airfoil Model and the Sharp Trailing
Edge Extension

1
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T.E. GEOMETRY OF
BLUNT T.E. GA(W)-1
AIRFOIL OF REF. 7

T.E. GEOMETRY OF
PRESENT BLUNT T.E. (2%)
GA(W)-1 AIRFOIL

.02

Y/C
.01

T.E. GEOMETRY OF
PRESENT SHARP T.E.
GA(W)=-1 AIRFOIL

Figure 111-2. Geometry of GA(W)~1 Airfoils with Three
' Different Trailing Edge Thicknesses
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Schematics of the Probe Assembly
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Figure 111-4,

Probe Drive Mechanism

Photograph of the Probe Assembly in the Test Section
of the Wind Tunnel
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Figure 111-5.

Photograph of the Shear Measuring Device
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Figure 111-6. Detailed Drawing of the Forward and Reverse Total Pressure
Probe Inserts '
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CIRCULAR DISC PROBE

SEMI-CIRCULAR DISC PROBE

Figure 111-7. Detailed Drawings of the Disc-type Static
Pressure Probes
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Figure 111-8. Instrumentation Calibration Facility
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V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Measurements were obtained on the surface of the GA(W)-1 airfoil and in
its wake at various angles of attack. The GA(W)-1 airfoil was chosen for the
tests because it represents advanced supercritical technology and more
importantly, it possesses.the progressive trailing edge stall characteristics
needed for the turbulent separated flow boundary layer on airfoils. The
measurements on the surface of the airfoil consisted of surface static
pressures, wall shear, and boundary layer velocity profiles in the regions of
the attached and separated boundary layer flow. The above measurements were
obtained for sharp and blunt trailing edge GA(W)-1 airfoils. The measure-
ments were taken with the objective of understanding the behavior of the
separated flow boundary layer such that the data would facilitate the formu-
lation of a physical flow model of the separated flow boundary layer. A
generalized mathematical model, for the computation of the separated flow
quantities for arbitrary airfoil configuration by integral methods, can then
be developed for this physical model by investigation of fundamental flow
parameters and parametric relationships and by making use of experimentally
measured quantities. The above measurements were obtained for sharp and gl
blunt trailing edge GA(W)-1 airfoil sections.’

The measurements in the wake consisted of total pressures, static
pressures, and velocity profiles. Both forward and reverse total pressures
were measured for the purpose of determining both magnitude and direction of

the velocity behind the blunt-base airfoil in the neighborhood of the trailing

edge. The above measurements were obtained for the blunt and sharp trailing
edge airfoils at several angles of attack. Velocity and static pressure pro-

files were obtained at several chordwise locations in the wake for the purpose

of developing a physical flow model for the wake flow behind the blunt trail-
ing edge airfoils. Parameters for the similarity of the velocity and static
pressure profiles were investigated and the relationships among various
physical parameters are derived in this section. Establishment of these
relationships between various physical parameters is of vital importance for
the prediction of drag of arbitrary airfoil sections by the generalized theo-
retical method such as described in this report.

1V.1 Correlative, Comparative, and Investigative Analysis
for the Flow -Phenomena on Airfoil Surfaces

The experimental data for the pressure distribution and boundary layer
development on the surface of the airfoil are compared for a sharp trailing
edge GA(W)-1 airfoil and for GA(W)-1 airfoils with trailing edge thicknesses
of 0.7 percent and 2 percent. Comparison between theoretical computations,
experimental data for surface pressure, and boundary layer data are presented
and discussed in this section. Physical flow models for the separated flow
and similarity parameters for separated turbulent boundary layer velocity
profiles are investigated with the help of experimentally measured quantities
and dimensional analysis.
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IV.1.1 Comparison of experimental pressure distribution for GA(W)-1
airfoils with three trailing edge thicknesses. -Figures IV-1(a) through (d)

show the comparisons of experimental pressure distributions on the present
sharp and 2% blunt trailing edge airfoils. The above figures show some
interesting phenomena associated with the flow in the circulation zone (Region
). The surface pressure distributions at an angle of o =0° for sharp and
blunt trailing edges differ considerably from one another as shown in figure
IV-1(a). The difference in pressure distributions and lift coefficients be-
tween sharp ‘and blunt trailing edge airfoils decreases as the angle of attack
is increased. At an angle of attack a =14.4°, the minimal difference in both
the pressure distribution as well as the location of the point of separation
(Ax/c = 0.05) exist between the present sharp and blunt trailing edge airfoils.
The above phenomena can be explained qualitatively with the aid of the
schematic illustrations shown in figure IV-2., For low angles of attack, the
boundary layer displacement thickness is small compared to the trailing edge
thickness thickness and the point of confluence for both the blunt and sharp
trailing edge airfoils lie in the neighborhood of their geometrical trailing
edges as shown in figures 1V-2(a) and (b). This results in significant
difference in the equivalent fluid airfoil shape near the back end of the
airfoil. In other words, the thickness and the camber distributions of the
equivalent fluid airfoils, for airfoils with sharp and blunt trailing edges,
are significantly different at low angles of attack. |t is known from both
experimental observations and theoretical computations that the pressure
distribution on the airfoil surface can be altered substantially, at a
constant angle of attack, by the variation of airfoil geometry near the back
end. At a high angle of attack, when the boundary layer displacement thick-
ness near the trailing edge is substantially higher than the trailing edge
thickness, as shown in figures 1V-2(c) and 1V-2(d), only minor differences in
the equivalent fluid airfoil shape exist between sharp and blunt trailing
edge airfoils. The above phenomena explain why only minor differences exist
in pressure distribution between sharp and blunt trailing edge airfoils at
a=14.4° [fig. 1V-1(d)] whereas significant differences in the pressure
distribution exists at 0. =0° as is shown in figure 1V-1(a).

Figure. IV=3(a) and (b) show the comparison of measured pressure distribu-
tions for blunt trailing edge GA(W)-1 airfoils, as reported in references 7
and 8, with the present data. The present blunt trailing edge airfoil has the
trailing edge thickness t/c =.02 whereas the airfoils in references 7 and 8
have trailing edge thickness, t/c=.007. The differences in pressure distri-
bution, shown in figures 1V-3(a) and 3(b), can be explained in the light of
the hypothesis of the previous paragraph due to the difference in trailing
edge thickness. Figures IV-4(a) and 4(b) show the comparison of the measured
pressure distribution for the present sharp trailing edge GA(W)-1 airfoil
with the data of References 7 and 8. The explanation for the sltightly higher
values of pressure coefficient on the present sharp trailing edge airfoil as
compared with the other two data cannot be given very precisely. However, it
needs to be pointed out that the measured aerodynamic characteristics of
airfoils exhibiting trailing edge stall are quite sensitive to the wind
tunnel test section dimensions compared to model dimensions and, more
importantly, to the effectiveness of the sidewall boundary layer control. The
differences in the measured data, shown in figures IV-4(a) and 4(b), can be



very well attributed to the effect of the sidewall boundary layer and relative
dimensions of the test section with the airfoil model.

IV.1.2 Correlations between theoretical predictions and experimental
data for surface pressure distribution and boundary layer qualities. -
Inviscid and viscous pressure distributions were computed by the use of theo-
retical methods developed in reference 5 and further modified by H. Morgan in
reference 6. The above pressure distribution computations were made for the
present sharp and blunt trailing edge GA(W)-1 airfoils at various angles of
attack from o =0° to o =14.4°, and comparison was made with the present
experimental data. Boundary layer computations on the upper surface of the
present sharp and blunt trailing edge airfoils were performed using boundary
conditions of experimental pressure distributions, theoretical converged
pressure distribution, and inviscid pressure distribution. The computations
of the boundary layer on the airfoil surface, when the inviscid pressure
distribution is used, are done with a newly developed boundary layer code.
The purpose of this new boundary layer code is to realistically (compared to
experimental data) predict boundary layer development, with the boundary con-
ditions of potential pressure distribution, on the airfoil surface up to the
point of separation. This boundary layer code is being further :refined for
even better predictions.

Figure IV-5(a) shows plots of theoretical inviscid, viscous (or con-
verged), and experimental pressure distributions for a sharp T.E. airfoil at
an angle of attack o =0.0°. This figure shows that the loss in lift due to
viscous effects is insignificant and computed pressure distributions agree
well with experimental data except at the trailing edge on the upper surface.
The slight discrepancy in the pressure distribution, as compared to experi-
mental data, is probably due to imperfections in the model contour due to
manufacturing tolerances. Figure IV-5(b) shows the plot of computed boundary
layer parameters on the upper surface of the sharp trailing edge airfoil at
a =0° using the theoretical converged pressure distribution as the boundary
condition, whereas in figure 1V-5(c) boundary layer parameters are computed
using the experimental pressure distribution. Measured boundary layer
quantities, obtained from velocity profile data near the trailing edge on the
upper surface of the airfoil, are also.shown in figures 1V-5(b) and 5(c).
Thus, computed boundary layer parameters agree better with experimental
boundary layer data near the trailing edge when the experimental pressure
distribution is used as can be seen from comparisons shown in figures 1V-5(b)
and 5(c). Figure IV-6 shows the computed theoretical inviscid and viscous
pressure distribution and comparison with experimental data for the present
blunt-base GA(W)-1 airfoil at an angle of attack o =0°. |Inviscid pressure
distribution shows a higher aft end loading which is reduced when the effect
of viscosity is introduced. The agreement between theoretical computations
and the experimental pressure distribution is quite good for the blunt-base
GA(W)-1 airfoil at a low angle of attack as shown in figure IV-6. Surface
boundary layer measurements were not obtained at a =0° for the blunt base
airfoil and hence boundary layer computations were not performed for this
condition. Boundary layer computations are usually shown plotted versus S/C
where S is the distance along the airfoil surface and S =0 corresponds to the
origin of the boundary layer development, whereas the pressure distribution
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is usually shown as Cp versus -X/C. Thus, in order to study the boundary
layer phenomena with respect to the shape of the pressure distribution on the
upper surface of the airfoil, the plots of S/C versus X/C for angles of attack
o =0° 6°, 10.3°, 14.4°, 16°, and 18.4° are shown in figure IV-7.

Figures 1V-8(a) and 1V-8(b) show, for the sharp trailing edge airfoil at
an angle of attack a =6°, the comparison between computations and experimental
data for the pressure distribution and boundary layer quantities. The com-
puted viscous pressure distribution compares very well with experimental data
and hence the predicted boundary layer quantities, using the computed pressure
distribution, agree quite well with the experimentally measured boundary
layer values at the airfoil trailing edge. Figure 1V-9(a) shows the plots of
three types of pressure distribution, namely inviscid, viscous or converged
solution, and experimental data for the present blunt-base GA(W)=-1 airfoil at
an angle of attack a=6°. This figure shows that for the blunt-base airfoils
at moderate to high angles of attack, even in the presence of fully attached
flow conditions on the airfoil surface, the computed pressure distribution
does not agree quite as well as the experimental data in contrast to the case
with sharp trailing edge GA(W)-1 airfoil. Another phenomena, which can be
observed from figure 1V-9(a), is that the difference between inviscid and
viscous or converged solution results is very slight. This points out that
the present method and procedure used in references 5 and 6 for the purpose
of accounting the loss in 1ift due to boundary layer effects for blunt base
airfoils needs theoretical refinements, for higher values of trailing edge
thickness (such as 12.00 percent used presently). It is believed that the most
promising theoretically well-founded procedure for the purpose of computing
the viscous pressure distribution for blunt-base airfoils would be to first
calculate the viscous flow in the wake of the blunt-base airfoil up to the
point of confluence. The point of confluence is equivalent to the virtual
trailing edge point and the shape of the equivalent or fluid airfoil can then
be computed from the knowledge of the viscous flow behind the blunt base of a
given airfoil. The above procedure would also be applicable for the situation
when flow separation |sqpresent on the surface of the blunt-base airfoil. The
results of computations for boundary layer parameters and comparisons with
experimentally measured quantities are shown in figures 1V-9(b), 9(c), and
9(d).. The converged or computed viscous solution is used as the boundary
condition for computations shown in figure IV=9(b), and the experimental
pressure distribution is used for figure 1V-9(c). As can be expected, the
correlation between results of the boundary layer computation is better when
the experimental pressure distribution is used as the boundary condition
rather than the computed converged viscous pressure distribution. Figure
IV-(d) shows the results of boundary layer computations, by the use of the new
modified boundary layer theory, when the inviscid pressure distribution is
used for boundary layer calculations. The new modified boundary layer theory
is developed such that the true boundary layer development, i.e. corresponding
to experimentally determined values, can be computed from the upstream stagna-
tion point up to the point of separation on the airfoil surface by the use of
the inviscid pressure distribution. The above method is used as a constituent
for the semi-interim methods, which are being developed at Lockheed-Georgia
Company, for the prediction of stall characteristic for airfoils exhibiting
trailing edge stall. As can be seen from figure 1V-9(d), the boundary layer
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prediction compares reasonably well by the use of the new modified method in
conjunction with the inviscid pressure distribution. .

Results of computations of inviscid and viscous pressure distributions
for a sharp trailing edge GA(W)-1 airfoil :at an angle of attack a =10.3° are
shown in figure IV-10, which also shows the experimentally measured pressure
distribution. Boundary layer separation occurs on the upper surface between
X/C of 0.85 to 0.9 as seen from the levelling of C, on the upper surface.

This results in the computed viscous pressure distributions being different
from the experimental data even though flow separation is limited to only 10
to 15 percent chordwise near the trailing edge on the upper surface. The
reason for the above discrepancy is that the boundary layer methods in
reference 5 are limited to attached flow conditions only. Boundary layer data
on the upper surface of the sharp trailing edge airfoil at a =10.3° were not
obtained and hence computations for the boundary layer were not performed for
this condition. Figure IV-11(a) shows the plots of computed pressure distri-
butions and comparison with experimental data for the present blunt-base
airfoil at an angle of attack of 10.3°. In this case, the computed viscous
pressure distribution differs only slightly from the inviscid pressure distri-
bution and the comparison between the converged solution and experimental data
suffers because the effect of viscosity is not properly accounted at the
present time for the blunt trailing edge airfoil which additionally exhibited
flow separation. Figure IV-11(b) shows the boundary layer computational
results with the use of the experimental pressure distribution at o =10.3°

for the blunt-base airfoil. This figure shows that calculated boundary layer
quantities agree fairly well with experimental data up to the point of
separation when the experimental pressure distribution is used to calculate
viscous flow quantities on airfoil surfaces by boundary layer computational
methods such as that of reference 5. Downstream of the point of separation,
the results of computed boundary layer parameters do not agree with the ex-
perimental data even when the experimental pressure distribution is used as
input to the boundary layer program. The reason for the above phenomena is
the fact that the physical flow model for the separated viscous flow is very
different from that of the attached boundary layer flow. Hence, the theoreti-
cal equations for the attached boundary layer flow cannot be used to predict
the realistic development of the separated flow with the use of boundary
conditions of either the experimental or the computed experimental pressure
distribution. Boundary layer computations with converged or computed viscous
pressure distributions are not presented, because as shown in figure IV-11(a),
the computed pressure distribution does not agree quite well with the experi-
mental pressures and the separated flow conditions exist on the upper surface
of the blunt-base airfoil at a =10.3°. Results are shown in figure IV-11(c)
for the boundary layer computed with potential flow pressures by the use of
the modified boundary layer method. These results show that the separation
point location as well as the momentum and displacement thickness distribution
can be predicted quite reasonably up to the turbulent separation point in this
manner. Until such time that methods of predicting separated flow on an air-
foil surface become available, such a method can be useful in an empirical
manner to assess the aerodynamic characteristics and development of high
performance supercritical airfoil sections.
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Figures 1V-12(a) through 12(d) show the pressure distribution and inte-
gral boundary layer quantities for the present GA(W)-1 airfoils at an angle
of attack a=14.4°; the results of computations are compared with experimental
measurements in these figures. The point of separation on the upper surface
of the blunt base airfoil, as seen from the experimental pressure distribution
of figure 1V-12(b), is in the neighborhood of X/C 20.75 whereas the velocity
profile data indicate that the point of separation lies in the range 0.7 <X/C
< 0.81 for a=14.4°. The turbulent flow separation reported in reference 7
for a blunt trailing edge GA(W)-1 airfoil, as obtained from tuft and pressure
data, is at X/C =0.65. The pressure distribution for the present sharp trail-
ing edge airfoil [fig. IV-12(a)] indicate separation at X/C between 0.65 and
0.7. These measurements thus suggest that the chordwise location of the
separation point at a constant angle of attack is affected by the value of
trailing edge thickness, the trend being that the separation point moves down-
stream with increasing values of trailing edge thickness (up to approximately
2 percent trailing edge thickness).

It is interesting to note, from measured boundary layer quantities shown
in figures IV-12(c) and 12(d), \\hat,values of momentum thickness in the
separated boundary layer region becomes negative downstream of S/C=~1.0 or
X/C=.875. In addition, the rate of growth of the boundary layer displacement
thickness, with respect to the distance along the surface of the airfoil,
increases abruptly in the separated flow region as compared to the attached
boundary layer region. Figure I1V-13(a) shows the pressure distribution com-
parisons at a=16°, which corresponds to Ci conditions at a Reynolds number
of approximately 1 million for the blunt trailing edge GA(W)-1 airfoil.
Figures 1V~-13(b) and IV-13(c) show the results of boundary layer computations
at a =16° for the blunt trailing edge airfoil using experimental and inviscid
pressure distributions, respectively. The boundary layer integral thicknesses
obtained from the measured velocity profile data are also shown in these
figures.

From the computational results shown in figures IV-5 through 13, it is
possible to make some specific conclusions regarding the present state of the
art in computing airfoil aerodynamic characteristics. The computed viscous
pressure distribution agrees very well with experimental data for the sharp
trailing edge airfoil exhibiting trailing edge stall up to an angle of attack
which corresponds to incipient separation in the neighborhood of the trailing
edge. The above statement is true also for the blunt-base airfoils with
trailing edge thicknesses less than approximately 1 percent of the airfoil
chord. The computed viscous pressure distribution for the GA(W)-1 airfoil,
shown in figures IV-14(a) and 14(b) for a trailing edge thickness of approxi-
mately 0.7 percent (which was used in reference 8) compared with the experi-
mental data of reference 8 shows that excellent correlation is obtained up to

~ 8° which corresponds to the beginning of separation near the trailing edge
on the airfoil upper surface. However, when the trailing edge thickness is
increased to 2 percent, as with the present blunt trailing edge GA(W)-1
airfoil, the correlation between the computed viscous pressure distribution
and experimental data suffers at angles lower than the beginning of incipient
trailing edge separation. The boundary layer effects in computing the shape
of the equivalent fluid airfoil, for airfoils with trailing edge thickness



greater than 1 percent, are not adequate and as a result very little differ-
ence in computed potential and viscous pressure distributions exist for such
airfoils for angles of attack smaller as well as higher than for which
incipient trailing separation appears on airfoil surface. When flow separa-
tion is present on either the blunt or sharp trailing edge airfoils, the use
of the boundary layer methods of reference 5 with the use of the experimental
pressure distribution gives reasonable predictions up to the chordwise loca-
tion which is upstream of the separation point. However, after the point of
separation and in the separated flow region, the calculated integral
thicknesses are under-predicted as compared to the presentlexperlmental_ggta
The modified boundary layer method (which is developed so far) for the purpose
of computing boundary layer development on the airfoil surface with the
potential flow pressure distribution, gives reliable results in the attached
flow region and is able to predict the location of the point of separation
satisfactorily when a separated flow region is present on the airfoil surface.
This method has not been checked out totally and thus its full validity needs
to be established by comparing with boundary layer experimental data on several
airfoil configurations.

Figures IV-15(a) and 15(b) show the comparison of the present boundary
layer measurements on the blunt trailing edge GA(W)-1 airfoil with the experi-
mental data of reference 7. The comparison shown in figure IV-15(a) is for an
angle of attack a =10.3 whereas results shown in figure I1V-15(b) are for
a=14.4°, The comparison for o =10.3° indicates that the agreement between
two sets of data is good up to S/C~0.88 (X/C~=0.81) which is close to the
location of the separation point. Downstream of the separation point, the
rate of growth of displacement thickness is higher for the present data than
that of reference 7. Data shown in figure 1V-15(b) shows qualitatively the
similar differences between two sets of data up to the point of separation
S/C~0.8 (or X/Cgep=0.7). However, after the point of separation the
momentum thickness becomes negative for the present data in the separated
flow region whereas the data of reference 7 shows positive values of momentum
thickness throughout the separated flow region. The reason momentum thickness
is negative in the separated flow region of the present data is due to the
fact that the magnitude of the negative velocity as well as thickness of the
reverse flow layer is much higher for the present measurements in the
separated flow region than for the data of reference 7.

1V.1.3 Wall shear correlation on upper surface of present sharp trailing

edge GA(W)-1 airfoil. - The description of the present wall shear measuring
device was given in Section Ill, and the schematic representation of this
device was shown in figure I11-12. This device operates on the principle of
local dynamic similarity and if the mouth of the tube lies well within the
boundary layer , then the ""law of the wall' can be used to obtain and use a
calibration curve which is independent of pressure gradient or surface rough-
ness. The calibration curves, for wall shear determination by the use of the
presently used device, has been obtained by Preston (ref. 9), Bradshaw (ref.
10), and Patel (ref. 11) and are shown in figures IV-16 and IV-17. Figure
IV-17 shows that all the three calibration curves probably fall within the
experimental scatter. The curve for the effect of the displacement of the
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effective center of the surface pitot tube is included in figure IV-16 as a
function of the same independent variable.

It is of interest to investigate the value of wall shear that can be
calculated by the use of a razor blade calibration curve in conjunction with
the measurements on the airfoil surface by the use of surface pitot tube. The
flow phenomena for the determination of wall shear stress in such a case is
illustrated schematically in figure 1V-18. The razor blade (strictly used
for measurements in a laminar sub-layer) corresponds to the surface pitot
tube flow situation when the surface pitot has a zero wall thickness. In
such a case the dimension y_, shown in figure IV-18 can be approximately
used in place of h, as is shown in this figure, y. is equal to the height of
the effective center from the wall for the surface pitot tube. |If the
measurements of total pressure are within the laminar sub-layer, then the
following equation can be used to determine the wall shear:

o

== = (1v-1)
where u* = friction velocity = /;;7;
To = wall shear stress
y = distance from the wall
v = kinematic viscosity.

However, in order to take into account edge effects, the calibration as pro-
posed by East (ref. 12) is given by the following expression:

y* = - 0.23 + 0.618 x* + 0.0165 x*2; 1.2 5y* <3.8 (1v-2)
where
y* = logjg (%%QE?
h =y, in figure 1V-18
x* = logyg (ApBZ/pvz)
Ap = pressure measured by surface pitot minus local static pressure.

Figures 1V-19(a) through 1V-19(c) show the plots of measured values of
the wall shear stress coefficients on the upper surface of the present sharp
T.E. GA(W)~1 airfoil at angles of attack of a=6°, 10.3°, and 14.4°, respec-
tively. The computations of Cg, from the measurements by surface pitot tube
and by the use of the calibrations of Preston and East, was accomplished as
described in the previous paragraphs. Theoretical computations.for the wall
shear, performed by the use of the methods of reference 5 are also shown in
figures I1V-19(a) through 19(c) for comparison with experimentally determined



data. The above figures show that trends of computed wall shear compare quite
well with experimental data when the boundary layer flow is attached. When
the flow is approaching separation, the results of theoretical computations
for the wall shear have higher values than the experimental data as is clearly
seen in figure 1V-19(c). Thus, vanishing of computed values of skin friction
cannot be used effectively for determining the location of the point of sepa-
ration on the airfoil surface. The values of wall shear by the use of East's
calibration seem to indicate the higher value of the C¢. An exception to this
occurs when the boundary layer is becoming quite thick or is approaching
separation. The reason for this observed phenomena can be attributed to the
fact that strictly speaking, the razor blade calibration is valid only in the
laminar sub-layer whereas the measurements by the presently used surface
‘pitot tube may be outside the laminar sub-layer at forward chordwise

locations and at low angles of attack.

IV.1.4 Analysis of boundary layer flow on the airfoil surface and data
presentation. - The detailed measurements of velocity and static pressure
profiles were obtained on the upper surface of the present blunt-base GA(W)-1
airfoil at angles of attack o =6°, 10.3°, 14.4°, 16°, and 18°. These mea-
surements were obtained for the purpose of studying the mechanism of the flow
approaching separation and the separated flow region on the typical trailing
edge stall airfoils. The present measurements were obtained with a specific
purpose of aiding in the development of the method of predicting the turbu-
lent separated boundary layer characteristics on the surface of an arbitrary
shaped airfoil in analogy with the confluent boundary layer method of refer-
ence 14. The development of such a multi-layer separated flow prediction
method can be broken down into three stages. The first stage deals with the
prediction of the location of the incipient separation by potential pressure
distributions. The second stage concerns itself with the development of a
Physical flow model including characteristic fundamental physical parameters
and parametric relationships in a separated flow. The third stage uses the
information developed in the second stage to develop a generalized mathemati-
cal model. The validity and accuracy of the resulting theoretical method for
the prediction of the separated flow solution on the airfoil surface depends
strongly on the basic physical modeling which, ‘in turn, relies heavily on
understanding the experimentally measured phenomena in the separated flow.
The measurements and the analysis of the viscous flow presented in this
section is directed toward the development of a theoretical method of predict-
ing the development of separated flow characteristics on high performance
supercritical airfoil sections.

The comparison of velocity profiles, between the present data and the
data of reference 7, on the upper surface of a blunt trailing edge GA(W)-1
airfoil are shown in figures 1V-20(a) through 20(c). This comparison is done
in the attached flow region, in the region where the turbulent boundary layer
is approaching separation, and in the region of separated boundary layer flow.
Very little work was done until the present time in the area of developing
measurement techniques in separated flows over an airfoil surface. Conse-
quently, the state of the art in separated flow measurement is in its infancy.
Hence, comparison of separated flow boundary layer data and the data for the
boundary layer approaching separation, shown in figures IV-20(b) and 20(c),
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are presented for the purpose of illustrating the differences in the measured
data due to the use of different types of instrumentation. Figure 1V-20(a)
illustrates that the agreement between the present data and those of reference
7 is quite good when the boundary layer flow is attached to the surface of the
airfoil. However, as the turbulent boundary layer approaches separation, the
differences in the two measurements become apparent as is seen in figure
IV-20(b). In the region where separated boundary layer flow exists, the dif-
ferences between the present data and those of reference 7 become quite
noticeable as indicated in figure IV-10(c). Data of reference 7 show that the
magnitude of the negative velocity as well as the thickness of the reverse
flow is substantially different from the present measurements. Present data
shows that the magnitude of the negative velocity in the separated flow region
varies from u/ue==0 to u/ue==-.4 and the thickness of the negative velocity
layer may become as high as 40 percent of the total boundary layer thickness
as the airfoil trailing edge is approached. However, the data of reference 7
shows only very shallow regions of reverse flow, i.e. both the magnitude and
thickness of the negativé velocity layer are substantially less than the
present data. The measurements in reference 7 for the separated flow region
were carried out by the use of a flat tube probe or cylindrical tube 5-hole
probe. As reported in the above reference, these probes encountered violent
fluctuations in height of less than about .05 chord above the airfoil surface
in the separated flow region. The present measurements in the separated flow
region were obtained with the use of forward and reverse total pressure probes
and disc-type static pressure probe and no such violent fluctuations in the
measured values of total and static pressures were encountered during the
test.

The systematic variation of the measured static pressure profiles in the
boundary layer, for the flow approaching separation and in the separated flow
region of the present blunt-base GA(W)-1 airfoil are shown in figure 1V-21 at
various chordwise locations on the upper surface. The measured velocity pro-
files at the corresponding x-locations are also shown for the purpose of
studying the static pressures variations in the separated flow region.
Measured variations of static pressure across the attached turbulent boundary
layer indicates an interesting phenomena. This is contrary to the assumption
made in the turbulent boundary layer theory which says that 3P/3y =0. The
reasons for the variation of static pressures across the boundary layer can
be attributed to curvature effects and more importantly to the presence of a
thick, although attached, boundary layer on the surface of the advanced thick
supercritical airfoils. The shape of the static pressure profile across the
separated boundary layer flow is also worth noticing. Present measurements
suggest that the static pressure is approximately constant up to a y-location
above the airfoil surface where the flow has negative velocity and then the
pressure increases in the boundary layer up to its edge. Such information is
extremely valuable in the development of physical and mathematical models for
computational methods for predicting separated flow development on arbitrary
shaped airfoils. The comparison of the static pressure profiles between the
present data and those of reference 7 are shown in figure IV-22. This com-
parison is shown for three flow regions, namely attached, approaching
separation, and separated flow boundary layers. The static pressure profile
data, which were deduced from the measurements of pressure readings by the



five-hole cylindrical probe in reference 7, shows constant static pressure in
the boundary layer including the separated flow region whereas, as discussed
previously, definite trends in the static pressure profile variations are
observed for the present data. The static pressure variation measurements in
the boundary layer on the airfoil surface for the present studies were per-
formed by the use of a semicircular disc probe which is schematically shown
in Figure 111-7, The measured static pressure profiles at different chord-
wise locations for angles of attack a=6°, 10.3°, 14.4°, and 16° are shown in
figures I1V-23(a), 1V-23(b), IV-23(c), and 1V-23(d), respectively. These
measurements are for the present blunt trailing edge GA(W)-1 airfoil.

IV.1.5 Physical flow model and velocity profile similarity for
separated boundary layer flow. - Plots of measured velocity profiles for an
angle of attack a=14.4° at various chordwise locations on the upper surface
of the present blunt trailing edge airfoil are shown in figure IV-24. This
figure clearly illustrates how the turbulent boundary layer flow develops
from fully attached flow to approaching separation and then finally remains
as fully separated flow over the rest of the airfoil surface up to the trail-
ing edge. The physical flow model for the separated flow boundary layer can
be constructed with the aid of the velocity profile plots shown in figure
IV-24. This flow model, which typically exists on airfoils exhibiting trail-
ing edge stall, is shown in figure IV-25. This flow model qualitatively
represents the typical development of a separated flow boundary layer on an
airfoil surface. The viscous flow in the separated boundary layer region is
shown divided into four layers. The reason for dividing the flow into various
layers is for the purpose of investigating and establishing the conditions for
similarity or a one parameter family of velocity profiles across the various
layers. |If it is possible to find suitable dimensionless parameters, which
would render the ''similar velocity profiles" for the various layers, then it
would be possible to derive a set of ordinary differential equations for the
various layers from the governing partial differential equations. The number
of ordinary differential equations required in a set depends upon the number
of dependent variables required for completely specifying the shape of the
velocity profiles for the separated viscous flow shown in figure 1V-25.
Various groups of dimensionless parameters and functions were considered for
investigating velocity profile similarity for the layer 1-3 shown in figure
IV-25. These parameters are shown in figures 1V-26(a) through 1V-26(e). The
definitions of the similarity parameters and similarity functions are sche-
matically illustrated in these figures. Plots shown in figures IV-26 illus-
trate the effectiveness of various parameters in achieving velocity profile
similarity for layer 1-3; the similarity parameter and functions chosen in
figures 1V-26(d) and 1V-26(e) are seen to be most effective as evidenced by
less scatter in the experimental data points. The least-square fit for the
relationship between similarity functions and similarity variables for the
curves shown in figure 1V-26 are given by

2
f(n,) = (1.0 - 0.482kn; - 0.0643n)

- 0.0667; =- 0.0087n})
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Fln,) = (0-5 + 0.725n; - 0.669n5 + 0.389n3 - 0.0833n3)

flng) = (0-5 + 0.886n; - 0.94kn3 + 0.861n3 - 0.32n3)

f(nq) = (1.0 - 1.47n, + 0.18nﬁ + 0.518n; - 0-18‘mb (1V-7)
Flng) = (10 = 1.077ng + 0.508n3 - 0.186n% + 0.0368n%).

From the consideration of the Prandtl's mixing length theory, and because the
velocity profiles for layer 1-3 (fig. 1V-25) have been found ''similar,' the
following equation can be derived for the growth of layer 1-3,

u
-2
-d e

a;‘(%o'Y3) = Cw1 u (1v-4)
3
1+ —
Ue

where
Yo = distance in layer 1-3 above the airfoil surface such that'u(y ) =
U(yo) = Y3 +0.75 (Ug - u3) o
y3 = value of y in layer 1-3 where the velocity is minimum
uz = velocity at y=yj,

Cw, = constant found from experimental data

I

0.216

An attempt was made to determine the similarity or a one parameter
velocity profile family for layer 4-0 of figure 1V-25. However, experimental
data obtained with the presently used total and static pressure probes gave
considerable scatter within layer 4-0, and hence it was not possible to
investigate such parameters for the flow within this layer. The use of a
laser velocimeter for the investigation of the flow in the separated flow
region looks most promising because of the absence of any disturbing flow
measuring device in the flow and ability of the laser to accurately measure
the velocity close to the wall. Moreover, it is required to know the trends
of variation of the shear stress profile and accurate static pressure pro-
files across the separated flow region for the development of separated flow
predictions by the multi-layer method. A laser velocimeter can be used to
obtain both types of data and verify these quantities by direct and indirect
measurement techniques.



V.2 Correlative, Comparative, and Investigative Analysis for
‘the Viscous Flow in the Wake of Blunt and Sharp T.E. Airfoils

Detailed measurements of the velocity and static pressure profiles were
obtained in the wake of the present blunt and sharp trailing edge GA(W)-1
airfoils. These measurements were obtained with the use of forward and
reverse total pressure probes and circular disc-type static pressure probes.
Velocity and static pressure profiles in the wake were measured for these
airfoils at angles of attack a =0°, 6°, 10.3°, and 14.4°. The above measure-
ments were obtained at several chordwise locations in the wake for each of
the above angles of attack. This was done for the purpose of constructing a
physical wake flow model and functional relations between fundamental wake
flow parameters for blunt and sharp trailing edge airfoils. This section
shows the measured data for velocity and static pressure profiles, the com-
puted chordwise variations of the profile drag by the use of the above
measurements, and the investigation of fundamental wake flow parameters and
parametric relationships for blunt and sharp trailing edge airfoils.

iIV.2.1 Wake flow velocity profiles for sharp and blunt T.E. airfoils. -
Measured velocity profiles in the wake of the present blunt trailing edge
airfoil at several chordwise locations are shown in figures 1V-27(a) through
27(d) for a=0°, 6°, 10.3°, and 14.4°, respectively. Whereas corresponding
measurements in the wake of the sharp trailing edge GA(W)-1 airfoil are shown
in figures 1V-28(a) through 28(c) for a =0°, 6°, and 10.3°, respectively.
These velocity profile plots show, in the case of both blunt and sharp trail-
ing edge airfoils, that near the trailing edge the velocity defect is maximum
and the wake boundary layer thickness has a lower value. For a constant
angle of attack the velocity defect decreases and the wake boundary layer
thickness increases as the chordwise distance, downstream of the airfoil
trailing edge, increases in the wake. As the angle of attack is increased,
the magnitude of minimum velocity at the same chordwise location in the wake
decreases and the wake boundary layer thickness increases. The reverse flow
velocity profiles were not detected in the wake of the blunt trailing edge
GA(W)-1 airfoil for a distance as close as 0.5 inches from the trailing edge
and for angles of attack up to 10.3°. The absence of reverse flow velocity
profiles in the wake of the present blunt-base GA(W)-1 airfoil in the vicinity
of the trailing edge, for angles of attack Tess than 10°, is quite surprising
and represents contradiction to the flow phenomena behind a bluff body in a
channel flow. When the angle of attack for the present blunt-base GA(W)-1
airfoil is increased to 14.4° typical flow phenomena in the airfoil wake,
similar to that encountered for bluff bodies in a channel flow, can be ob-
served in figure 1V-27(d). This figure shows that the width of the reverse
flow velocity or circulatory zone (corresponding to Region 1 of figure I1-1)
is the largest near the trailing edge and this width decreases with the
increasing chordwise distance aft of the trailing edge. This is in contrast
to the separated boundary layer development on the upper surface of the air-
foil where, as was discussed in the previous section, the width of the
circulating or reverse flow velocity zone and the absolute magnitude of the
reverse velocity increases in the downstream direction. The point of con-
fluence, which corresponds to the zero thickness of the circulatory zone or
the location where the magnitude of negative velocity in the reverse velocity
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zone has increased to the value zero, is located at X'/C =0.15 as can be seen
in figure 1V-27(d)., This figure also shows that the wake flow downstream of
the point of confluence, i.e. in Region IV of figure 1l-1, is qualitatively
similar to the flow in the wake behind the sharp trailing edge airfoil.

The comparison of the velocity profiles in the wake of blunt and sharp
trailing edge GA(W)-1 airfoils is shown in figures 1V-29(a) through 29(d) for
angles of attack a=0°, 6°, 10.3°, and 14.4°, respectively. It is seen from
these figures that the present sharp trailing edge airfoil has a larger
momentum deficit than the blunt trailing edge airfoil for a =0°, 10.3°, and
14.4°, whereas for a =6° both these airfoils have approximately the same
momentum deficit. This would imply that the total. drag coefficient Cpiotal
would be higher for the present sharp trailing edge airfoil than for the
blunt-base airfoil at the same angle of attack if the drag due to static
pressure in the wake is identical for both cases. However, in general the
same momentum deficit in the wake velocity profile does not imply the same
total airfoil drag because the drag due to non-zero pressure coefficients C
in the wake contributes significantly to the airfoil total drag coefficient.
The comparison of the velocity profiles between the present blunt trailing
edge GA(W)-1 airfoil (trailing edge thickness =2 percent of chord) with the
blunt trailing edge GA(W)-1 airfoil of reference 7 is shown in figure 1V-30
for approximately the same chordwise location. The momentum deficit for the
wake velocity profiles for the present blunt-base airfoil is higher at both
o =10° and 14.4° as seen from this figure. However, the plots of the total
drag coefficientishown in figure 1V-31 show the higher CD; tal for the
GA(W)-1 airfoil of reference 7 than for the present airforl at the correspond-
ing angles of attack. This can be attributed to the higher contribution due
to wake static pressures to the total drag of the GA(W)-1 airfoil of reference
7. The values of drag coefficient shown in fiqure IV-31 for present sharp and
blunt GA(W)-1 airfoils have been obtained from figures IV-35 and 1V-36; the
drag coefficients for the 0.7 percent thick trailing edge GA(W)-1 were
obtained from reference 13 for a 30% chord nested flap GA(W)-1 airfoil.

1V.2.2 Static pressure profiles in the wake of blunt and sharp T.E.
airfoils. - Examples of typical measurements of static pressure profiles in
the wake of the blunt-base GA(W)-1 airfoil are shown in figures 1V-32(a) and
IV-32(b) for angles of attack of a =0° and 14.4°, respectively. Corresponding
measurements of velocity profiles are also shown in these figures. Static
pressure profiles shown in figure 1V-32(a) at different chordwise locations
for an angle of attack of 0° correspond to the situation when the flow in the
blunt-base airfoil wake has forward velocity profiles, whereas the profiles
of figure IV-32(b) correspond to the situation where mixed wake flow velocity
profiles (i.e. velocity profiles with both forward and reverse flow condi-
tions) exist near the trailing edge but change to velocity profiles with
positive velocities at farther distances from the trailing edge. Measurements
of static pressures shown in figure 1V-32(a) indicate that the static pressure
is not constant across the wake but has an approximate parabolic variation.
Static pressure data shown in figure 1V-32(b) for the wake flow with the mixed
velocity profiles also indicate the varying static pressure across the wake
flow boundary layer. However, the shape of the static pressure profiles is
quite different for the mixed velocity flow than those shown in figure




IV-32(a). When the mixed flow changes to a completely forward velocity wake
flow at the farthest distance from the trailing edge, parabolic shaped static
pressure profiles, similar to those of figure 1V-32(a), result as indicated
in figure 1V-32(b) for X'/C=0.25. Figures IV-32(a) and 32(b) also indicate
higher value of C, at the lower edge of the wake than the upper edge of the
wake for an airfoil positive 1ift coefficient. Additionally, for X'/C
locations in the wake, for the forward flow velocity profile, the maximum
value of static pressure occurs in the vicinity of the y location correspond-
ing to the minimum velocity point.

IV.2.3 Analysis of profile drag from measurements of flow in the airfoil

wake. - Figures 1V-33(a) through IV-33(d) show experimental data for the vari-
ations of momentum thickness and form factor in the wake of the present blunt
trailing edge airfoil at angles of attack of a=0°, 6°, 10.3°, and 14.4°,
respectively. The measured variations of momentum thickness and form factor
in the present sharp trailing edge airfoil wake are shown in figures 1V-34(a)
through IV-34(c). For angles of attack below o =10.3°, momentum thickness and
form factor decrease monotonically in the wake downstream of the trailing
edges for both sharp and blunt-base airfoils. However, at an a=14.4° for the
blunt-base airfoil the momentum thickness first increases up to an X/C of 0.35
in the wake and then decreases continuously. The reason for the initial
increase in the momentum thickness in this case can be attributed to the
presence of the extensive region of the circulatory flow (Region I) up to

X/C ~0.15.

Figures 1V-35 and IV-36 show the variation of the measured drag coeffi-
cients in the wake of the present sharp and blunt trailing edge airfoils at
several angles of attack. The plots of the drag coefficients shown in these
figures were calculated from the measured velocity and static pressure
profiles at several distances in the airfoil wake. The two components of the
total drag coefficients, which are shown in figures 1V-35 and 1V-36, are the
drag due to the momentum deficit in the wake and the drag due to pressure
which is different from the free stream pressure. These are defined as,

Cpq = component of total drag coefficient due to momentum deficit
in the wake

yu
=2 J Ul (1 - Ui) d (y/c) (1v-5)

where

u = local velocity at any chordwise distance in the airfoil wake

c
8
]

freestream velocity

airfoil chord

o
I
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Yy = upper edge of the wake boundary layer where total pressure has
become constant and equal to freestream total pressure

yq = lower edge of wake where the total pressure has reached the
freestream value
and
Cp, = component of total drag coefficient due to non-zero static
pressure
Yu Yu .
' 1
=2 J (r - ¢ d(y/c) - 2 J (1 -¢ YK (y/C) (1v-6)
P(y)) (- )V
-YQ, -yz
CDiotal = CDq * Cop (1v-7)

Few interesting phenomena can be observed from the figures 1V-35 and IV-36.
The total drag coefficient Cp, total ’ calculated as above by the use of equation
IV-7, is found to be varying with respect to chordwise distance from the
trailing edge rather than having a constant value; these variations are higher
at higher angles of attack. The drag due to momentum deficit, Cp, is always
higher than the CDt and the difference between Cp, and Cp otal generally
decreases as the dIsEance from the airfoil trailing egge in tﬁe wake increases.
The contribution to the total drag due to the finite value of the static
pressure coefficient in the wake, i.e. the drag coefficient component Cp_, has
been found to be of negative sign for various chordwise locations in the wake
for several angles of attack. The magnitude of Cpp may vary from 10% of the
value of CDiora) O @s much as 100% depending upon (1) angle of attack, (2)
presence or absence of boundary layer separation on airfoil surfaces, (3)
sharp trailing edge airfoil or airfoil with finite trailing edge thickness,
and (4) the chordwise distance in the wake from the airfoil trailing edge. The
above observations point at the necessity of accurate measurements of static
pressures in the wake for the purpose of determnnung the true drag coefficient
of the airfoil section in the wind tunnel.

The effect of trailing edge thickness for a GA(W)-1 airfoil on the
important aerodynamic characteristic L/D is illustrated in Figure IV-37. This
figure shows curves of L/D versus trailing edge thickness for several lift
coefficients. For low values of 1ift coefficients (C_ $0.75), the curves of
L/D vs. trailing edge thickness have a concave parabolic shape which becomes
a straight line for C_. =1.0." For high values of 1ift coefficients (Cf > 1.3
a convex parabolic shape is obtained. The results shown in figure 1V-37
point out that there is an optimum value of trailing edge thickness for which
the maximum values of L/D is obtained and this optimum value of the trailing
edge thickness is dependent upon the value of the desired 1ift coefficient.



IV.2.4 Velocity profile similarity in the wake flow. - Comparisons of
velocity profile similarity, between the flows in the wake of blunt and sharp
trailing edge airfoils in Region IV (i.e. at distances far from the trailing
edge) are shown in figures 1V-38(a) through 1V-38(c). Velocity profile
similarity comparisons for blunt and sharp T.E. airfoils are shown in these
figures for angles of attack a =0°, 6°, and 14.4° and for approximately the
same chordwise "location in the wake. Plots of experimental data shown in
these figures indicate that the points for blunt as well as sharp trailing
edge airfoils align themselves nicely on the well-defined curve at the same
chordwise location for the various angles of attack. This suggests that in
Region IV local dynamic similarity exists between the flows in the wake of
blunt and sharp trailing edge airfoils. This being the case, the solution.
for the entire viscous flow in the wake of a blunt-base airfoil can be
accomplished by first solving the set of differential equations .in Region |
up to the point of confluence. By doing so, the initial conditions at the
point of confluence (which is analogous to the trailing edge of the sharp
trailing edge airfoil), such as velocity and static pressure profiles, can
be calculated. Flow in Region IV can then be calculated by the already
deve loped method (ref. 1) for the solution of the flow in the wake of sharp
trailing edge airfoils. The drag of the blunt base airfoil can thus be
calculated by first making computations for the circulatory flow in Region I
(fig. 11-1) and then for the flow in Region IV up to sufficient distance
behind the airfoil trailing edge where the static pressure has reached the
freestream value. Figure I1V-38(d) shows the “mean or average'' similarity
curve for the velocity profile in Region | of the blunt trailing edge airfoils
and the '"mean'' similarity curve for the velocity profiles in the wake of blunt
and sharp trailing edge single-component airfoils in Region IV is shown in
figure 1V-38(e). The similarity curve for Region | can be approximated by the
analytic expression,

P(e) = _12_ {1 + cos (go;.es . %)} (1v-8)

An analytical expression for the curve which fits the experimental data of
figure IV-38(e) is given by

=1 9.1 -
P]_(g) ) {1 + cos (EO 3 2)} (1v-9)

IV.2.5 Variation of wake boundary layer stretch parameter, integral
area functions and growth rate functions. - The detailed observation _of the
experimental data in the wake of blunt and sharp trailing edge airfoils indi-
cates that the shape of the similarity curves is not absolutely constant but
varies with respect to such parameters as the ratio of the minimum veloci ty
in the wake profile to the edge velocity, U,/Ueg or Uw/Ueu, wake boundary
layer thickness, and the ratio of upper or lower wake thickness to the total
thickness of the wake boundary layers at a given chordwise location in the
wake. In order to take into account this variation of velocity profile
similarity function, and hence to develop improvements in the physical and
mathematical model for computations of wake flow behind airfoils, the effects
of this variation were studied on important wake flow parameters. Figure
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IV-39 shows the effect of variation of the similarity function on the wake
boundary layer stretch parameter. This stretch parameter is defined as that
value of the similarity variable as the similarity function approaches the
value of zero. Thus referring to figure V-39,

Imt U -u. . Yy - Y Yo~ Y
g eu £ =K = 2 = 'u 2 (IV-10)

P(r) = T = 0 -
Y _}YU (g) Ueu - UW Y >Yy u YZC - YZ YZC - YZ

The variation of the above defined stretch factor is plotted in figure 1V-39
as a function of the velocity ratio (U,/Ug) and the ratio of the wake boundary
layer heights. The functional relationship for the wake boundary layer
stretch factor, in terms of dimensionless variable quantities for the wake
boundary layer stretch factor, in terms of dimensionless variable quantities
for the wake boundary layer flow parameter, derived from a least square curve
fit of experimental data is given by:

. 2 3 4
Y; = 3.05 - 0.335 X; - 3.56 X] + 5.008 X] - 2.16 X; (1v-11)
h y Ku Kl
where 1 = T or —sp
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Uy Uy
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eu el
Su = Y2 _ " Va2; §g = Y2 " Yic-
Theoretical equations in Section |l contain such terms as
K K
P,y d P2 | dt
) ) % (€)
o] 0

and several combinations formed for these terms. For the solution of equations
in Region 1V during the studies conducted in reference 1, values of the above
integrals were assumed constant. The present investigation revealed that the
velocity profiles in the wake behind the blunt and sharp trailing edge airfoils
are not strictly similar. This would imply that the values of the above
integrals are not constant but depend upon local values of certain dependent
variables, such as value of the ratio and the wake boundary layer thicknesses
Uy/Ug. As the wake boundary layer stretch parameter is a function of ‘the above-
mentloned dependent variables, the functional dependence and relationship of



integrals
K K
) .
j P(g) dg and J P(E) dg

(o) (o]

was established in terms of the stretch factor. Figure IV-40 shows the plots
of experimental data for these integrals expressed as the function of the
stretch factor K. It can be seen that the experimental data for the integrals
align themselves on a well-defined curve when expressed as a function of K.

A least-squares curve fit of these integrals.is given by the following
expressions,.

K

J P(E) dg
° (1v-12)

1.225 - .3215 K + .1348 K2 - .0142 K3

K
f Pig) de = 0.6183 + .2349 K - .1221 K2 + .01762 K3

(o]

It should be pointed out that the assumption of the ''mean or average' simi-
larity of the velocity profiles in the wake flow makes it possible to derive a
set of ordinary differential equations for the solution of the viscous flow in
Regions | and IV. The second order effects, due to the deviation in the
velocity profile similarity, for the purpose of improving the results of theo-
retical wake flow computations can be accomplished by the use of auxiliary

equations such as (IV=11) and (1V-12).

The growth rate equation for the wake boundary layer can be derived based
on the assumption of the '"average or mean'' velocity profile similarity. This
equation can then be modified to take into account the deviations due to de-
parture from the exact similarity conditions. |f we make use of the hypothesis
that the total or substantive derivative of the width &, (fig. 1V-41) is pro-

portional to the y component of the fluctuating velocity v}, then we can write %

.
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Further, by making use of the Prandti's mixing length hypothesis for vt and
making use of the mean velocity for the upper half of the wake, the above
equation can be modified as

Ueu ¥ Uw dsy, du 2 Yeu " Uy
(—5—) ¢ Iy " Ko eu (1v-13)

Now, if some '‘average'' similarity in the velocity profile is assumed for the
upper half wake boundary layer, then this assumption implies the similarity

~in local geometrical dimension for the wake flow considered. Thus

2 = mixing layer = Ry, * Ku - 8u (1v-14)

Substituting equation (IV-14) into equation (I1V-13) gives

dsu = R Ueu -Uw
dx bu Ugy +Uy

(1v-15)

If the experimental data indicated the '"true' velocity profile similarity,
which is independent of the velocity ratio and wake boundary layer thickness
ratio, then R,, would have a constant value. However, due to deviations from
"true'' similarity conditions, the second order effects can be accounted for
by the use of the functional relationship for R,y in terms of dependent
variables in the wake flow boundary layer. The groups of dimensionless
parameters for functional dependence and the experimental data are shown in
figure IV-41. The functional relationship for the variation of R,y is given
by the following least square curve fit

! | ; C (1v-186)
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Su, 8¢ > as shown in figure 1V-41
Subscript u > upper wake
Subscript 2 - lower wake.

IV.2.6 Generalized parameters for the pressure distribution in the wake
of blunt and sharp T.E. airfoils. - Figure IV-42(a) shows the plot of dimen-
sionless pressure distribution on the locus of minimum velocity in Region |
behind the blunt trailing edge airfoil. The parameter for the nondimensional
pressure is defined as

1

1 CPTEU CR(x) PTE,
where
Cp = static pressure coefficient along the locus of the minimum
CR(x) velocity in Region | behind the blunt trailing edge
CpTE = pressure coefficient on the blunt-base airfoil at the
u

trailing edge on the upper surface

The dimensionless pressure coefficient vy is plotted versus the distance along
the wake Region I normalized with respect to the length L. of Region |. The
least-square curve fit for y vs x/L_ is given by the expression

y = 0.4927 (%éo - 0.2541 (%192 (1v-18)
o4

Figure IV-42(b) shows the generalized parametric representation for the
pressure distribution in Region IV of blunt and sharp trailing edge airfoils.
The parameters for this universal pressure distribution were derived from
consideration of the flow behind a backward facing step and from physical
reasoning. By the choice of a properly transformed X-coordinate, experimental
points for the static pressure coefficient on the locus of minimum velocity,
for both blunt and sharp trailing edge airfoils, align themselves quite well

on a single curve. This fact further illustrates that the flow in Region IV

is similar for both blunt and the sharp trailing edge airfoils. The functional
relationship between the parameters for the pressure along the locus of minimum
velocity in the airfoil wake in Region IV, for both sharp and blunt T.E. air-
foils, is given by

C
Pumin(x) -

tp 0.89

02558 4 (0.11 - 0.428 + 0.3382) "2 (1v-19)

C
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Cp, = static pressure coefficient along the locus of minimum
min{x) velocity in the wake in Region IV

= Cp at the point of confluence for the blunt T.E. airfoil, or
= Cp at the trailing edge for the sharp trailing edge airfoil

B = transformed X coordinate for Cp along locus of minimum
velocity in Region IV

X! C
= CPC (—c') (‘&TJ,‘)

§,* = displacement thickness at the point of confluence for blunt
trailing edge, or
= sum of displacement thickness on the upper and lower surface
at the trailing edge of the sharp trailing edge airfoil

X' = distance along chord line from the point of confluence for
blunt trailing edge airfoils, or
= distance fromthe trailing edge for sharp trailing edge
airfoils

C airfoil chord

]

Figures 1V-42(c) and Iv-42(d) show the generalized parametric relation-
ships for the purpose of determining the variation of static pressure coeffi-
cients at the edges of the boundary layer and at the half-velocity points.
This information is useful in the present method for the evaluation of the
integrals and derivatives such as

' Y
y8 L d CPy
8
J Cp dy, ] Cp dy, v
Ys Y1

etc., which appear in the theoretical equations of Section Il for the solution
of the flow in the wake behind an arbitrarily shaped blunt or sharp trailing
edge airfoil. The auxiliary equations, developed by the use of dimensional
analyses and experimental data, for the variation of Cp on the upper and lower
edges as well as half velocity points in the wake boundary layer are given by

: ~0.1Xu ~Xu
Cpeu = Cp,, . E:6,85e £ + (0.15-0.06Xu + O.ZIXE)e 2‘]
min

£ -
or %
- - 2 3 = 1V-20
Chey Cpumin[jl 0.087X, + 0.0186X2 - .00173X] _J (1v-20)
u 2 2 L
or £



where

Sy ¢

= ——— ) . (SL C

Xu cpumin (ST GT E H XR. = Cpumln. 6_' . '6—'
I S R
8 = thickness of the wake layer between minimum velocity and the

half velocity point
6T = (Su + 59’
cPu‘ = static pressure coefficient on the locus of minimum velocity
min

C = airfoil chord

Subscript u -+ upper half of wake boundary layer

-+ lower half of wake boundary layer

19
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Present Sharp and Blunt T.E. GA(W)=1 Airfoil

Angle of Attack a = 0.0; M, = 0.184; Ry = 2x106
RYW)-I Airfoil

© Experimental Data for Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil

p @YD uny g %% Lower Surface

B Experimental Data for Sharp T.E. G

1
(=]
0]

—
1

FigUré"IV:I(a). Comparison of Experiment31 Pressure Diétfibutions Between
" " the Present Sharp and Blunt: Trailing Edge GA(W)-1 Airfoil
at an Angle of Attack of 0.0 .
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m : Present Sharp and Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoils
Angle of Attack a = 6°; Mw = .184; Ry = 2x10®

1 C] A Experimental Data for Sharp T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil
O Experimental Data for Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil
[j d) 6 Upper Surface ’ ‘

() [j [j [j g @Lower Surface

40 {

[ —

Figdre IV-1(b). Comparison'of Experimenfal Pressure Distributions Between |
- the Present Sharp and Blunt Trailing Edge GA(W)-1 Airfoil
' at an Angle of Attack of 6°
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Present Sharp and Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoils
Angle of Attack a = 10.3%; Mw = .184; Ry = 2x108
() Experimental Data for Sharp T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil

QO Experimental Data for Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil

C) [j Upper Surface
cj Lower Surface

10

Figure 1V-1(c).

Comparison of Experimental Pressure Distributions Between |
the Present Sharp and Blunt Trailing Edge GA(W)-] Airfoil

at an Angle of Attack of 10.3°
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4.0 Present Sharp and Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil
Angle of Attack = 14.4°; M= = 0.184; Ry = 2x10°
(JExperimental Data for Sharp T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil
Experimental Data for Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil
- 3.04 C) Upper Surface
Q aLower Surface
-aotl
Cp
~ 04
o
]
04—

[N,

Figure IV-1(d). Comparison of Experimental Pressure Distributions Between !
the Present Sharp and Blunt Trailing Edge GA(W)-1 Airfoil '
at an Angle of Attack of 14.4° ‘
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' Equivalent Fluid Airfoil

i~ I(a)
Sewma—— Point of Confluence
Airfoil Trailing Edge

(b) J*.
o-~——Point of Confluence

Airfoil Trailing Edge

=.-«—Point of Confluence

(a) and (c) = Blunt Trailing
Edge Airfoil

(b) and (d) + Sharp Trailing
Edge Airfoil

(a) and (b) - TFor Low Angles of
Attack, Large Difference in
Equivalent Fluid Airfoil Geometry
Between Blunt and Sharp T.E. Airfoils

(@) and (d) - For High Angles of
Attack, Small Difference in
Equivalent Fluid Airfoil Geometry
Between Blunt and Sharp T.E. Airfoils

Figures 1¥-2.5¢ Sotveiat i ¢! I st o for Eqeiveent) Wild vl wirfo iNeNeaitthe
TraraiikinglEdglofo! Blumndnidsharp Tralild i @dgel Airfeits
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Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil
M,=0.184, Ry=2x10% a=6.0

O PRESENT EXPERIMENT
{ REF. 8
@ REF. 7

Comparison of Experimental Pressure Distributions on
Blunt Traillﬁg Edge GA(W)-1 Airfoils of Present
Experiment, Réfs. 7 and 8, at a = 6.0

T e e

Figure 1V-3(a).
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-5.0 {3 . Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil.
' M =0.184, Ry=2x108, o = 14.4

“h.0 © PRESENT EXPERIMENT
& REF. 8

3.0 @ REF. 7

-2.0

i-1.0

0.
1.0 |

Figure 1V=-3(b). Cémparison of Experimental Pféssure oistffEEf?SEEWSn —

Blunt Trailing Edge GA(W)-1 Airfoils of Present
Experiment, Refs. 7 and 8, at o = 14.4.
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Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)~-1 Airfoil.

M_=0.184, Ry=2x108, 0 =6.0

© PRESENT SHARP T.E.
GA(W)-1 AIRFOIL -

® REF. 8

2y

18

fFiguré IV-4(a). Comparison of Experimental P;;sgﬁfgwﬁfétffbutiohéwdn
‘ Present Sharp T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil and Blunt .T.E.
Airfoils of Refs. 7 and 8, at a=6.0
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4  Present Sharp T.E. Airfoil. .
o=1h.b, Ry=2x10%, M_=0.184

© PRESENT SHARP T.E. AIRFOIL
& REF. 8
© REF. 7

Figure 1V-4(b). Comparison of Experimental Pressure Distributions on
Present Sharp Trailing Edge GA(W)-1 Airfoil and Blunt
Trailing Edge GA(W)-1 Airfoils of Refs. 7 and 8 at a=1b4.4
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Present Sharp T. E GA(W)-] Airfoil

R ,Mm 18k, RN — 2x106
Angle of Attack ¢ =0

bA rx:(‘\ .
Lo Surfeea Q)

A\ Theoretical Viscous Solution, a = 0
t+ & 4+ Theoretical Inviscid Solution, a = 0

MO+ (® Experimental Data on Sharp.T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil

‘|Figure IV-5(a). Comparlson of Pressure Dlstrlbutlons on Sharp

* ~ iTrailing Edge GA(W)-1 Airfoil e e
o
! v fhe onor huriane
Ovwe b dirtas b
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Present Sharp T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil _
———— Complications with Theoretical Viscous Pressure
Distribution as Boundary Condition
Upper Surface

o =20
@ Experimental Data, 6/C
© Experimental Data, &*/C
Experimental Data, H
2.5+ T ]
0 1
‘W |.008 ¢
1.5 ¢
.006 1
1.0 1 8/cC,
Ja*/c
- . 004 T
.002 L
8/C
S nan R .
Ol : : + t t t t t - +
0.1 0.2 0.3 04 05 06 0.7 08 0.9 1.0

s/C

Figure 5(b) - Boundary Layer Development on the Upper Surface
of Present Sharp T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil at 0=0.0,
and Comparison with Experiments
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Present Sharp T.E. GA(W)-1 Atrfoil
Computed Values, Using Experimental Pressure
Distribution for o = 0. c

2.61F
— O Momentum thickness 6/C
’/;;;?' . QDisplace thickness §*/C
H \1 b Form Factor H
2.2 T
1.3 1
H .
T.Q-V-.OOZ} T / " —
H/'C:) §%/C
1.0 4.003 1 8/¢
§*/C -
or
.001 +
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
o } . /¢ . A
|Figure 5(c). | Boundary Layer Dewelopment on the Upper Surface of

Present Sharp T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil at o« =0.0, and

{
|
" Comparison with Experiments
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Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil ———Theoretical Viscid Solution

‘Mo = 0.184, Ry = 2x106 [ Theoretical Inviscid Solutjon
a=0.0 ® Present Experiment
0.6 | () OB B 25— 0
(A SO
& o]n)
¥i \
~-0.4 + Q o8
C—O—= o)
5 PR P T 0,
Cp g B B>
-0.2 ¢/
. /] ) Q
1
| | BN
0.0 . \ . - .
0 1.2 3 b 5 6 7
0.2 i . X/C
0.h 4

<,

%§6lu£}oh”WTth

. 4 | Experimental Data on Blunt Trailing Edge GA{W)-1 Airfoil
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1.0 ¢ ' | 4/
0.8 +
S/C
.6+ =, T h e e = -~ a=0.0
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—_— a = 10.3
o= 1&.‘5
o = 16.0
0.1" .r e o = 18.1.
0.2 +
0] 0.1 0.2 . 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 _ 0.8 0.9 1.0

X/c

Figure IV-7. S/C versus X/C for Blunt Trailing Edge GA(W)-1 Airfoil -
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\\\ ' Present Sharp T.E. GA(W)~1 Airfoil

Angle of Attack o = 6%; Mo = 0.184; Ry = 2x106
() Theoretical Viscous Solution o = E
@© Experimental Data on Sharp T.E
GA(W)-1 Airfoil at a = 6°
Theoretical Inviscid Solution

/0%

%Figure {v-8(a). Comparison of Theoretical Viscous Pressure Distribution with
Experimenta)- Data on Sharp Trailing Edge GA(W)-1 Airfoil at
an Angle of Attack of 6°
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2.5 -
2.0+

1.5+

Present Sharp T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil

O Measured Momentum Thickness 6/C

Q Measured Displacment Thickness &§*/C

Measured Form Factor H

Computations with Theoretical Pressure
Distribution as Boundary Condition

AN

;Figure IV-8(b). Boundary Layer Developmentlbﬁ.tﬂé“bppe;rsﬁ;%aé;76¥ Present

¥

s/C

Sharp Trailing Edge Airfoil at o =6.0, and Comparison with
Experiments
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Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil :
Angle of Attack a = 6°; Me = 0.184; Ry = 2x10°

—¥—%— Theoretical Viscous Solution at o = 6°
*Q§<Q§£2¥ Theoretical lInviscid Solution at o = 6°

Present Experimental Data on Blunt T.E.
GA(W)-1 Airfoil at o = 6°

0_3.
5)99'C> gg——x=r=7=_2£§"‘ -~

= = &+ = = ¥

1o

0% -

‘Figure 1V-9(a).

{ t < e
SO ..?gr = —ﬁ”' _E 50

X

Comparison of Theoretical Viscous and'lﬁvfscid Sélution with
the Experimental Pressure Distribution on Blunt Trailing Edge
GA(W)-1 Airfoil at an Angle of Attack of 6°
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b .0

“\ | : Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-I Airfoil & §%/C Present Exp.
o = 6° @ H Present Exp.
3:071 ———— Computations withTheoretical Viscous © 8/C Present Exp.
' Pressure Distribution
)
2.0 +
Q@ o) 0o 9 Q‘i_/e.-?’s
1.01.0081
.006 1
6*/c
or .0041
8/C
002,
w5 ' |
B A 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 08 09 . =
S/C

Ffdure IV:9(b). ‘Boundary Layer Computations on the Upper Surface
of Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil at a = 6° .
and Comparison with Experimental Data
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§*/C
or

8/C

3.0

1

2.0

0

.012

t+ .010

.008 ¢

.004

.002

0.01

.006 }

Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil ' éD
' a = 6°

Computations with Experimental Pressure Distribution

H

b §%/C Present Experiment
H Present Experiment
©® 8/C Present Experiment

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 - 1.0
s/cC

tﬁféure IV?9(c). Boundary Layer Computations on the Upper Surface

. of Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil at a = 6°
and Comparison with Experimental Data. : ~
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§%/C

or

8/C

0164
0124
.0081

.002¢

Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil
o= 6° '

Computations with Inviscid Pressure Distribution
as Boundary Condition

o\ .

A

H

O &%/C Present Experiment
H Present Experiment
© 0/C Present Experiment

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
’ s/C '

Figure 1V-9(d). Boundary Layer Computations on the Upper Surface
of Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil at o = 6°
and Comparison with Experimental Data
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Present Sharp T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil
Angle of Attack a = 10.3; Me = .184; Ry = 2x10°
/\ Theoretical Viscous Solution at a = 10.3
Present Experimental Data on Sharp T.E.
GA(W)-1 Airfoil at o = 10.3

—— . aamntt

Theoretical Potential Solution

%- 8
/04

..... - SO

éFféa;;FJV-1O;.'Compafison of Theoretical Viscous ﬁ;éséhré Distribution with ‘
: Experimental Data on Sharp Trailing Edge GA(W)-1 Airfoil at |

an Angle of Attack of 10.3
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Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil _
Angle of Attack a = 10.3°%; Ms = 0.184; Ry = 2x108
Theoretical Inviscid Pressure Distribution at o = 10.3°
¥—x-3 Theoretical. Viscous Solution at o = 10.3°
(© Present Experimental Data on Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1
Airfoil at o = 10.3°

10

Figure lv-11(a). ,Cbmparisén.;f:Tﬁédféticéj‘Vf;ébas"éh&”lnviééfa"§oiht}6ﬁs"WT?qu
Experimental Pressure Distribution on Blunt Trailing Edge '
GA(W)-1 Airfoil at an Angle of Attack of 10.3°
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Q) 8%/ Present Experiment
©

H Present Experiment

a = 10.3

Presenthlunt T.E.
GA(W)-1 Airfoil

10 20 30 40 .50 e 20
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(Continued on next page)
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" Figure IV-Ii(B). Concluded.



701

§%/C
or
8/C

.006¢

.00k 4

00271

Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil
o = 10.3°

Boundary Layer Computations with
inviscid Pressure Distribution

®© 0/G PRESENT EXPT.
H PRESENT EXPT.
& 8%/6 PRESENT EXPT.

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

Figure IV-11(c).

4
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-

S/C

Boundary Layer Computations with Inviscid Pressure Distribution
for Blunt Base GA(W)-1 Airfoil and Comparison with Experimental
Data at o =10.3°
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j%‘ ' ' Present Sharp T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil
Angle of Attack o = 14.4S Mo = .184; Ry = 2x108
: .\. ‘ +'+'1'Theoreticgl Inviscid Solution at o = 14,10
I k‘ ‘ A\ Theoretical Viscous Solution at o = 14.4°

0 Present Experimental Data on Sharp T.E.
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Figur;qu:iEQa). Cdmparisoh of Theoreficél Viscous and Inviscid Pressure Distributions

with Experimental Data on Sharp Trailing Edge GA(W)-1 Airfoil at an
Angle of Attack of 14.4°
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Figure 1V-12(b). Comparison of Theoretical Viscous and Potential Pressure Distributions
With Experimental Data on Blunt Trailing Edge GA(W)-1 Airfoil at a=14.4
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Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil at o = 14.4 and Comparison With
Experiments.
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Figure I1V-12(c). Continued.
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Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil

3.0 O 6/C Present Expt.
T & 5%/C Present Expt.
Q@ H Present Expt.
— B.L. Computations with Inviscid Pressure Distribution

2.0 WL
1.0 } .008

.006 |
§*/C
°r .004 4
8/C
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0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
S/C.

Figure 1V-12(d). Results or Computations of Boundary Layer with Inviscid.Pressure
' Distribution for Present Blunt T.E, GA(W)=1 Airfoil at o = 14.4°
and Comparison with Experiments.
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Figure 1V~12(d). Continued.
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. Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil
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' @ Inviscid Distribution

—— Viscid Distribution
_g 0 © Present Experimental Data
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Figure 1V-13(a). Comparison of Experimental Pressure Distribution on Blunt
T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil; With Theoretical Viscid and Inviscid
Distribution. ‘
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Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil
a = 16.0° o
—— B.L. Computation with Experimental Pressure Distribution
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Figure 1V-13(b). Results of Computations of Boundary Layer usiing Experimental Pressure
Distribution and Experimental Boundary Layer Measurements at a = 16.0°.
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Present Blunt T.E. GA(W)-1 Airfoil
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Rigure 1V-13(b). Continued.
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Figure 1V-13(c). Results of Boundary Layer Computations with lnviscid Pressure
: Distribution and. Experimental Boundary Layer Data for Blunt
Base Airfoil at a = 16,0°.
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Figure IV=13(c). Continued.



Experimental Data are for ‘GA(W)-1 Airfoil of Reference §
with Trailing Edge Thickness of 0.7 percent.

dr2k o Upper Surface O Experiment
@ Lower Surface —Theory

O 6 4

Figure 1V-14(b). Comparison Between Theoretical Viscous Pressure
Distribution and Data of Ref. 8.
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V. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

From the theoretical and experimental studies presented in this repért,
the following conclusions and recommendations for future studies can be made.

V.1 Conclusions

(1) Experimental measurements indicated significant differences in the
pressure distributions for GA(W)-1 airfoils having trailing edge thickness .
values of 0.0 percent (sharp trailing edge), 0.7 percent and 2.0 percent of
chord at a constant angle of attack. These effects are most noticeable at low
angles of attack, and tend to diminish as the angle of attack is increased,
and the thickness of the separated boundary layer becomes large with respect
to trailing edge thickness.

(2) The agreement between experimental data and theoretical viscous
computations for pressure distributions on the GA(W)-1 airfoils with trailing
edge thicknesses of 0.0 percent and 0.7 percent is quite good at angles of
attack up to that corresponding to incipient separation at the trailing edge.
However, when the trailing edge thickness is increased to approximately 2
percent of chord, the agreement between theoretical viscous pressure distri-
bution and the experimental data suffers at angles of attack below incipient
separation. The disagreement becomes more noticeable as the angles of attack
are increased beyond the point of incipient separation.

(3) Even in the presence of separation, the agreement between theoreti-
cal boundary layer computations by the methods of reference 5 and the experi-
mental measurements is quite good up to the separation point on the airfoil
surface when the experimental pressure distribution is used to establish the
boundary conditions. On the other hand, when the theoretically converged
pressure distribution is used, the boundary layer development is accurately
predicted only in the absence of separation. Reasonably good success has
been achieved, however, in identifying both the point of separation and the
boundary layer growth to that point by using an empirically modified boundary
layer model in conjunction with the distribution. This has been verified for
several GA(W)-1 and other airfoils having both sharp and blunt trailing edges.

(4) The present measurements of boundary layer quantities on the airfoil
surface have been obtained by the use of forward and reverse total pressure
probes and a disc type of static pressure probe. These measurements have pro-
vided sufficient qualitative information to develop a physical flow model of
the turbulent separated flow boundary layer. However, considerable differ-
ences in experimental boundary layer velocity profiles in the separated flow
region exist between the present measurements and the measurements of
reference 7. For example, the magnitude of the negative velocity in the
separated flow region and the thickness of the reverse velocity flow layer are
much smaller for the data of reference 7 than that indicated by the present
data under similar conditions. Measurements of wall shear gave acceptable
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results in the attached flow region, but were not meahingful in the separated
flow region. .

(5) Parameters governing the similarity of velocity profiles in the
outer layer of the separated flow region have been successfully investigated,
and a similarity function has .been established with the help of experimental
data. An attempt was made to determine the similarity of one parameter
family of the velocity profiles for the inner-most layer of the separated
flow region.  However, experimental data obtained with the presently used
total and static pressure probes gave considerable scatter in the inner layer,
and it was not possible to effectively investigate such parameters for the
flow within this layer. The use of laser velocimeter measurements for the
inner layers of the separated flow region looks most promising because the
highly-sensitive, low-velocity flow field is not disturbed.

(6) Experimental data for the velocity profile similarity comparison in
the wake at large distances from the airfoil trailing edge (Wake Region V)
align themselves nicely on a well-defined curve for both sharp and blunt
trailing edge airfoils. This suggests that local dynamic similarity exists
for the flow in this region and that the methodology previously developed in
reference 1 for sharp trailing edge airfoils is applicable to the case of
blunt trailing edges. Thus, solution of the entire viscous flow field in the
wake of blunt-base airfoils and, hence, the computations of the associated pro-
file drag, can be accomplished by first solving the new set of blunt-base
differential equations in wake Region | (up to the point of confluence) and
then continuing with the previously developed method and computer program
subroutines for wake flow solutions in Region IV.

(7) The value of the profile drag coefficient, obtained by the measure-
ment of total and static pressures in the airfoil wake at a constant angle of
attack, was found to vary as a function of chordwise distance from the
trailing edge, rather than being constant. The variations are higher at the
higher angles of attack and when flow separation is present on the airfoil
surface. Static pressure is a highly critical parameter in this computation
of profile drag and, therefore, inaccuracies in static pressure measurement
(at very low levels of AP) are responsible for the observed variations. It
becomes obvious, therefore, that the disc-type static pressure probes used in
this program do not give the required accuracy, and that further investigation
of alternate probe designs and/or the use of indirect methods will be required
to determine true values of static pressure in the flow.

(8) Using the experimental results from reference 13 for GA(W)-1 air-
foils with different trailing edge thicknesses, it is found that there is an
optimum value of trailing edge thickness which gives the highest value of
ML/D or L/D. This optimum value of trailing edge thickness varies as a
function of airfoil lift coefficient.

(9) Detailed observation of the flow in the wake of blunt and sharp
trailing edge airfoils indicates that wake velocity profiles are not strictly
“'similar.'" The shape of the similarity curve depends upon such parameters as
ratio of the minimum velocity to the edge velocity in the wake, wake boundary
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layer thickness, and the ratio of the upper and lower wake thicknesses to the
total thickness of the wake boundary layer at a given chordwise location be-
hind the airfoil. To account for this second~order effect and hence, to
improve the accuracy of the physical and mathematical models, auxiliary equa-
tions have been developed to quantify the relationships between velocity
profile variations and the various wake flow parameters such as growth rate
functions, integral area function, and wake boundary layer parameter.

V.2 Recommendations

(1) To establish the validity of the physical and mathematical model for
the flow in Region | of the wake of a blunt trailing edge airfoil, a numerical
scheme and computer program subroutines must be developed to solve the set of
theoretical differential equations defined during the present study. Such
computer program subroutines can be used effectively to conduct parametric
studies to define optimum airfoil shape and trailing edge thickness for any
given application.

(2) Additional experimental studies will be necessary to acquire valid
quantitative data in regions of separated flow. The use of a noninterfering
measurement device such as the laser velocimeter is recommended, particularly
for measurements in the inner layers of the separated flow. Further, because
small inaccuracies in wake static pressure measurement have a profound effect
on integrated wake momentum (and profile drag), new techniques for direct or
indirect measurement of wake static pressure must be developed.

(3) A physical flow model for the separated boundary layer on the
surface of an.airfoil has been developed with the help of experimental data
required during the present study. The next logical steps are to develop the
equations and computerized numerical schemes for the computation of character-
istic separated boundary layer quantities for airfoils which exhibit trailing
edge separation.

(4) The theoretical methods, developed during the present study and in
reference 1 for single-component airfoils having blunt and sharp trailing
edges, are valid conceptually for the computation of profile drag for the more
important case of multi-component airfoil sections. The validity of the theo-
retical approach for sharp trailing edge single-component airfoils was
established in reference 1, and the ground work for prediction of the profile
drag of single-component blunt-base airfoils has been laid out during the
present studies. 1t is recommended that this overall approach be extended to
the computations of profile drag of two component airfoils with sharp and/or
blunt trailing edges.
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