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EXPERIENCES IN FLIGHT OPERATION™

By E. Hoffmann

In view of the various problems concerning landing gears which are
discussed in the following lectures it might be of interest tc look into
the question of to what extent landing-gear disorders encroach upon
flight operation or readiness-for-action of aircraft, and what causes
are, numerically, of particular significance.

Before discussing the numerical values compiled in the following
table I must, to permit better understanding, briefly outline the type
and extent of the numerical material available: 1In the reports to be
made by field elements of the armed forces distinction is made between
reports raising objections and reports relating disorders. The first
kind includes all sources of technical error determined after a flight,
the second every undesirable deviation of a flight and its cause, regard-
less whether that cause lies in personnel errors, technical errors, or
other shortcomings. Both types of reports deal, therefore, in the tech-
nical domain, frequently with the same source of error; practically, how-
ever, they differ by the amount of damage done to the airplane. For 80

to 90 percent of all reports of disorders this damage amounts to more than

10 percent, for the majority of all reports of objections to less than
10 percent. The figures compiled in the table have been obtained by
evaluation of reports of disorders only and must therefore be regarded
(with consideration of what has been said above) as minimum values.

Regarding the amount of evaluated reports it must be pointed out
that damages caused by enemy action are not reported. For the rest, one
can of course in times of war not expect all disorders which occur to be
completely covered by reports. Anyway, one may assume that the material
not included in the evaluation would not cause any essential shift in
the indicated percentages. In accordance with these presuppositions the
calculated values make no claim to absolute accuracy. However, they
permit with certainty a satisfactory survey of the extent of disorders
which are connected in any way with the design of the landing gear.

*
"Flugbetriebserfahrungen," Bericht 140 der Lilienthal-Gesellschaft,
pp. 3-L. .
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PROPORTION OF VARIOUS CAUSES OF DISORDERS TO THE TOTAL NUMBER OF DISORDERS

ACCORDING TO THE STATUS:

FIRST HALF-YEAR 1941

Of 100 disorders there are due to
Deiil=gear| Tocking Technical errors Operational errors Landing-
e design |device gear
On the |On the Landing- . portion
air |landing gear Ha?d Veering-
frame: | gear: |operation:|landing:| off:

bl Wheel |Without 18 16 2-3 3l 13-14 35
b2 Wheel |Without| 7-9 5-6 34 i 26-27 4o
oAl Wheel |Without| 20-23 | 15-16 45 6-T L5 30
c2 Wheel With 10-12 9-11 3L 15 7-8 36
C3 Wheel With 14 13 1-2 6-7 5-6 26
ch Wheel [Without|{ 8-9 7-8 o 6-7 7-8 22
5 Wheel |Without| 10-15 9-11 3l 6-7 5-6 25
cé6 Wheel With 16-20 | 15-18 1-2 5-6 8 32
Bl Shoe Without 18 17-18 === 6 34 27
B2 Wheel With 15-16 | 13-1k 7 14 0.6 35
b3 Wheel With k-5 3l === 71 9 20
bl Wheel With 5 45 ——- 34 10-11 19
b5 Skid Without| ----- | -==-- -—- 6-7 27-28 3l
b6 Wheel |Without| 13-1% | 12-13 5 8-9 2 28
b7 Wheel |Without| 6-7 3 === —— 10 13
b8 Wheel |Without| L4-5 3l S 45 15-16 ol
b9 Skid Without| 12-13% 10 — 7-8 2 Ly
b10 Skid Without| 2-3 i . 3l 3l 9
bll Shoe Without| 3-4 2 e 6=17 2-3 11
Al Skid Without 5-6 === 5-6 2-3 14
A2 Skid Without| 8-9 7-8 o 10 2-3 20
A3 Wheel With 5-6 5-6 —- 6-7 3.0 16
Al Skid Without| L-5 45 S 5-6 2-3 1%
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Since it is in many cases difficult to distinguish, in evaluating
the reports, between cause and effect (for instance whether the tire
failure which has occurred caused the veering off (ground looping) or
vice versa, whether a failure of the landing gear took place due to
leveling off at too high an altitude or due to inadequate strut strength)
and since these values therefore depend on personal and thus contestable
Judgment, we combined in the present numerical table all these causes
and could thereby determine a "landing-gear portion" which is independent
of this personal judgment. Not included were all landing errors in which
contact with the ground was made either too soon (ahead of the landing
field) or too late (at the end of the landing field), also nose-overs and
ground loops. In part these cases, too, are connected with the landing
gear (through braking power ) but not directly with the problems discussed
here; thus, they had not to be taken into consideration.

A comparison of the two first numerical columns of the table shows
that about 80 to 90 percent of all airframe disorders are caused by
technical errors in the landing gear. A special group is formed by the
tire failures which read their maximum in the models C2 and C5 and cause
approximately 5 to 6 percent of all disorders (50 to 60 percent of all
airframe disorders). According to a more exact investigation, the
damages caused by tire failures are for airplanes with fixed landing
gear approximately of an order of magnitude up to 15 percent, for the
remaining airplanes with retractable landing gear of an order of magni-
tude up to 25 percent of all airframe disorders. It is true that the
numbers in column 2 do not permit a direct comparison of the efficiency
of the landing gear of different models since they are not related to
the number .of flights performed or airplanes employed. This appears
with particular clearness in the models Bl and B2 for which there is a
ratio of approximately 1:2 in the number of take-offs.

The column '"veering off" presents information on the rolling
behavior of the different models. First of all, the low percentages for
the models bl0 to A4 (training planes exclusively) are striking. The
assumption that the number of disorders in this group is about as high
as for instance in the group bl to Cl but is brought down to the low
percentage by much more frequent operational errors is not correct. On
the contrary, the absolute number of damaged airplanes in this group is
so low as to be insignificant for flight operation as well as for
replacement. The rolling behavior of these airplanes must therefore be
regarded as fully satisfactory. Conditions are different for the
models b2, b5, and b9. The model b9 is of little interest because it
is old and only few specimens are still in existence, the model b5, being
a foreign product, is of no interest at all. The extraordinarily high
number of failures of model b2, however, gave rise to a more thorough
investigation. It was found that only about 30 percent of all cases of
veering-off occurred on take-off (in contrast to customary expectations
and explanations, the plane veered off unequivocally (85 percent) to the
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right). As a rule, the phenomenon of veering off occurred when the tail
was raised up after a rolling distance of 80 to 100 m. 70 percent of the
cases of veering-off occurred in landing, toward the end of the landing
run, thus with the tail wheel on the ground. Almost always the veering
off caused landing-gear failures which brought with them damage of, on
the average, 20 percent. It was remarkable that in most cases the tires
were not ruined. Since there existed in various plants quite recently
the tendency to reduce cost by omitting the locking device for the tail
gear in new series, it must be pointed out here that the model b2 also
was originally equipped with such a mechanism. Only the economizing on
this device caused the sudden increase in veering-off cases. Conversely,
the subsequent equipment with a tail-gear locking device of the model A%
which at first also exhibited a strong tendency toward veering-off was
highly successful as can be seen also from the numerical table. Further-
more the model C2 was subjected to a partial investigation for a period
of 3 months. The numbers of veering-off cases in take-off and in landing
showed here, too, the ratio 30:70. The predominant direction of veering-
off in take-off was to the left. A few of the cases in landing were ini-
tiated by premature disengagement of the tail-gear self-aligning device.

Summarizing one may say that at any rate the rolling properties of
at least those models for which not less than 25 percent of all failures
can be traced back to veering off must be called unsatisfactory. In
view of the required repairing capacity, failures of the order of magni-
tude shown are not permanently tolerable; since the possibility of correc-
tive measures exists, they are unjustifiable as well.

Violent tail wheel shimmy occurred on model Cl when used on runways;
temporarily it greatly reduced employment of that airplane. The fre-
quency of these cases does not appear in the numerical table. They are,
however, partly responsible for the relatively high values in columns 1
and 2. The cases of shimmy had the particularly unpleasant effect not
only of leading to tail gear failures but also of putting so much stress
on the entire fuselage end and the tail surfaces that numerous failures
occurred on both structural components. Since subsequent installation of
a tail-gear locking device was impossible, a braking mechanism was used
as a remedy. For reasons of completeness I should like to mention that
tail-wheel shimmy led to difficulties in still another model not enumer-
ated in the table.

Although, for understandable reasons, no absolute numbers could be
indicated in this report, the importance of the problems discussed in
the following lectures can still be recognized unequivocally from the
given percentages. The fact that the landing gear at present partici-
pates in the entire number of disorders with a share of on the average
25 percent, shows the importance not only of producing a landing gear
possessing rolling stability but also of all further work in the field
of landing gears. Improvement of landing gears does not give rise to an

.
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efficiency increase; however, a reduction of the tendency toward dis-
orders effects with certainty increased readiness-for-action, lowers the
necessary supply of replacements, and saves, therefore, in the last ana-
lysis productive capacity in repairing as well as in manufacture.

Translated by Mary L. Mahler
National Advisory Committee
for Aeronautics
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r
} LATERAL GUIDING FORCES ON OBLIQUELY RUNNING AIRPLANE TIRES*
/

By R. Harling
INTRODUCTION

Determination of lateral stresses on airplane landing gears and
calculation of phenomena of shimmy of tail wheels or of forces and
moments which determine the directional stability of an airplane rolling
on the ground require knowledge of the lateral guiding or cornering
forces on the rubber-tired airplane wheel.

4
|
J
|
| Due to lateral flexibility of the tire, the rolling direction is

| not within the wheel plane during action of lateral forces, a yaw angle
‘ of the wheel is created and, consequently, a lateral guiding force on

J the ground counteracting the lateral force. As already known from

J measurements of Fromm (ref. 1) on automobile tires, the rubber-tired

{ wheel can produce lateral guiding forces only when it runs at an angle
of yaw. With increasing yaw angle, this lateral guiding force first

‘ increases, but later approaches the value corresponding to the sliding
‘ friction. This variation is affected essentially by the wheel load,

( lateral rigidity, inflation pressure of the tire, and by the friction

} coefficient.
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For various airplane tires, in particular tail-wheel tires up to
the size 630 by 220, the correlation between lateral deformation and |
lateral force was determined statically, that between yaw angle and
lateral guiding force on a rotating steel drum.
/
|
\
\
|
|
|
|
l
{
|
|
|
|

MEASUREMENT OF LATERAL DEFORMATION

In the test for determination of the tire deformation, the wheel

was held fixed and the ground was, as it were, pulled away from under
| it. Figure 1 shows the clamped wheel on a small carriage running on
J ball bearings. ILoading of the wheel is accomplished by means of weights
| acting on a lever arm. By pulling on the carriage with a predetermined
| force, the tire is deformed. The deformation may be read on a Vernier
scale to within an accuracy of l/lO mm. In order to eliminate effects
due to deflection of the clamping device used for the wheel, the path of
the wheel axle was determined separately with a dial indicator and sub-
tracted from the deformation path measured. This procedure probably
guarantees a reliable determination of the tire deformation.

*”Seitenfﬁhrungskréfte bei Schraglauf von Flugzeugreifen,"
Bericht 140 der Lilienthal-Gesellschaft, pp. 4-7.
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If a force acts on a rubber-tired wheel at rest normal to the wheel
plane, the tire is laterally deformed. By plotting the lateral force
against the tire deformstion, one obtains the characteristic curves of
the lateral deformation. Figure 2 shows the characteristic curves for
the tire 465 X 165 at various wheel loadings. One can see how the
lateral deformation of the tire increases with increasing wheel load.

This phenomenon is in contrast to measurements performed earlier
(ref. 2) where lateral deformation of the tire decreased with increasing
wheel load. In this test setup, the wheel was pulled tangent to a cir-
cular arc with the swivel axle as center. Thereby, there originated

probably a moment which influenced the lateral pull and led to the results
mentioned.

Lateral deformation is, furthermore, a function of the tire infla-
tion (fig.'3 ). By increase of the tire inflation pressure, the tire
takes on greater lateral rigidity, whereby the lateral deformation
decreases. Summarizing, one may say that tire deformation is a func-
tion of size and physical properties, load, and tire inflation pressure.

MEASUREMENT OF CORNERING FORCES

For determination of the cornering force, the wheel which is sup-
ported in a fork so that it can rotate freely, runs on a steel drum of
1.7 m diameter (fig. 4). Slots provided in the fork make adjustment of
different amounts of trail possible as are required, for instance, for
investigation of tail-wheel shimmy. The load of the wheel may be varied
by interchange of weights. The lateral pull, thus the lateral guiding

force of the wheel, is determined directly at the wheel axle with a
force-measuring dynamometer.

The test procedure is as follows: the wheel, set at a yaw angle by
a steel wire with connected force-measuring dynamometer, is placed on
the drum which is already turning. The yaw angle is read on the scale,
the lateral guiding force on the dynamometer.

The variation of the lateral guiding force is plotted against the
yaw angle for several wheel loads in figure 5. The values for tire size
L65 x 165 were taken as an example. With increasing yaw angle, an ever
increasing part of the runway and contact surface starts sliding. Con-
sequently, the curve slopes more and more toward the horizontal, which
is attained for complete sliding. This representation shows that the
lateral guiding force is also very strongly dependent on the friction
coefficient; the higher the friction coefficient, the more lateral
guiding force can be resisted by the tire.

The tire inflation pressure also affects the lateral guiding force
(fig. 6). For angles of yaw up to about 50 or 6°, the curves show a
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steeper slope with increasing internal pressure. Transition to the
horizontal is solely dependent on the magnitude of the friction coef-
ficient, as mentioned above.

COMPARATIVE TESTS

Comparative tests performed earlier, with a tail wheel 260 x 85 on
the steel drum and on the road, showed partly quite good agreement. For
the tests, the tail wheel was installed between the rear wheels of an
automobile with front-wheel drive (fig. 7). The tail wheel with shock-
absorber leg was attached to a lever traversable in the longitudinal
plane of the automobile. Ioading was accomplished by means of a -com-
pression spring. By means of a lever clamped to the shock-absorber leg,
the tractive force was transferred to the dynamometer and could be read
there. The yaw angle was determined by means of an indicator on a scale.
With this tail wheel, tests were performed on roads of various condi-
tions and on wet turf.

Good agreement was found to exist between the results of the tests
on the steel drum and on a tar road (fig. 8). The lateral guiding forces
there are almost equal. On crushed stone, in contrast, the lateral
guiding force is somewhat smaller, which is due to a rolling effect. The
tire does not slide on the loose gravel, but rolls on it like on the race
of a ball bearing, and can thus not resist as large a lateral guiding
force. The friction coefficient of the tire on wet turf is probably so
small that the curve, as can be seen here, lies even below the curve of
the lateral guiding force on crushed stone.

CALCULATION OF THE LATERAL GUIDING FORCE

A calculation of the lateral guiding force is possible with an
equation (ref. 3)

S = uP tanh (CPW)

known from investigations of automobile tires. This equation contains
as determining factors, in addition to the yaw angle 1V, the friction
coefficient p, the wheel load P, and an empirical value cp. The

value c¢, was fixed so that good agreement was created between test

P
curve and calculated curve.
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In order to obtain an unequivocal confirmation for the correctness

of the results found on the steel drum and further data for the calcu-

lation of airplane landing gears and of the rolling stability of air-
planes, tests with still larger airplane wheels were conducted on a

specially built trailer on the Reich automobile express highway.l

Translated by Mary L. Mahler
National Advisory Committee
for Aeronautics
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Measuremeant of the lateral deformation of airplane tires.

Figure 1.-
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Figure 2. -
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Measurement of the cornering force of airplane tires.

Figure 4. -
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Figure 7.- Measurement of the cornering force of an airplane tire.
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STIFFNESSES OF VARIOUS TIRES®

By H. Schrode

ABSTRACT

The rolling behavior of a landing gear with pneumatic tires depends
on the elastic characteristics of the tires and may be thus easily influ-
enced by a change in the form of tires. From tests of tires of various
form it is shown that, above all, the side stiffness may be increased on
the usual tires without an essential increase of the vertical resiliency
factor. Wheel shimmy is minimized by the use of wheels of low shimmy
tendency.

SUBJECT ARRANGEMENT

INTRODUCTION

DESCRIPTION OF THE TIRES SUBJECT TO TEST
TESTS AND TEST RESULTS

SUMMARY

REFERENCES

.

W0

1. INTRODUCTION

According to the present investigations and experience the stiff-
ness of the roll body wields a considerable influence upon the rolling
stability of a vehicle or airplanel, and especially on the shimmy
behavior of swivellable wheels and steering wheels (ref. 1). Melzer
(ref. 2) states, for instance, that in certain arrangements the sta-
bility of a tail wheel is especially favored by a great side stiffness

*ugteifigkeiten verschiedenartiger Reifen,” Bericht 140 der
ILilienthal-Gesellschaft, pp. 8-10. (NACA Editor's note: The present
translation was based on material included in the 1942 Jahrbuch der
deutschen Luftfahrtforschung but the information presented is essentially
the same as that presented at the 1941 Stuttgart conference. )

lHerein are included the tramping and pitching motions as well as
the "floating". Regarding the lateral-guiding or cornering force, impor-
tant for the side-stability in rolling, it is assumed that tires of dif-
ferent side and torsional stiffnesses in rolling under influence of a
given side force have different yaw-angles, so that thus not only the
magnitude of the lateral deflection of the resting tire is dependent on
the elastic properties of the tire, but the yaw-angle as well.
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of the tail wheel. This was confirmed by tests with a tail wheel with
a solid roller, the swivel axis of which was rigidly fixed laterally
(ref. 3). Changes in shimmy tendencies have been observed already in
airplanes with tail wheels due to changes of tire stiffness.

It is, therefore, apparent that the rolling behavior of a landing
gear may be influenced favorably in general by the installation of
tires of definite stiffnesses. Up until now, however, an improvement
of rolling stability has been sought usually by added structures, such
as dampers, or by change of the dimensions of the trail, while the spring
constant of the tire, similarly to the airplane mass, has been considered
as a fixed value.?

A change in characteristic values of the conventional balloon tire
is basically possible by a change in inflation pressure and the wall
thickness, however within certain limits only, since inflation pressure
as well as wall thickness are essentially fixed by the required load
capacity, the permissible ground pressure, and the demanded low tire
weight. It if were necessary for increase of stability to make a great
change in stiffness of the tire as compared to that of a balloon tire,
one would have to abandon the latter and would have to attempt to achieve
the desired stiffness by choosing a different tire form. The possibil-
ities being offered for such shall be shown from tests available on a
few experimental tires of various forms.

2. DESCRIPTION OF THE TEST TIRES

Figure 1 shows the various forms of the experimental tires built
for general investigations. The tires shown are about equal in load
capacity (with a given load they show about the same running period up
to rupture). The tires were first designed for a static load of 650 kg;
however, during the development [the load capacity of the individual
tires was raised to about 900 kg. The spherical tire shown is yet in
the state of development. One may expect a load capacity of above 1000 kg,
a fact which should be considered in the comparison of the separate tires.

The 380 X 150 tire is a standard balloon tail-tire that has been used
in Germany since the introduction of tail wheels. Its rotational cross
section is very nearly a circle. By widening of the rim a “smooth-contour
tire" is obtained, the cross section of which is a part of a vertically
placed ellipse. The elliptical 340 x 170 tire represents an attempt

2In the USA as well as in Russia, according to recent knowledge, how-
ever, the streamline tires of greater side stiffness are preferred to
balloon tires for nose wheels and tail wheels. It is however not known
whether this is done in order to improve the stability.
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to build a tire with a specially small outer diameter. Due to the flat
curve of its running surface even small spring actions will produce a
great force absorption. (In the testing of this tire on a twin-engine
airplane, the tail-wheel gear of which was fitted with a balloon tire
showing strong shimmy, it was remarkable that, after installing the
elliptical tire, the shimmy was considerably reduced.) The spherical
tire (K) has very favorable deflection characteristics under load. The
roll beads on both sides of the ground-contact surface prevent damage
to the side walls during severe impacts and permit rolling after bullet
damage. The solid-rubber roll was built for special uses and assembled
into a twin roll for stiffness determinations.

3. TESTS AND TEST RESULTS

Moments and forces occur in rolling and in shimmy which cause tire
deformations perpendicular to the contact surface and thereby cause (or
tend to cause) existing or potential lateral deflections from the vertical

raxis. Thus, judging tires in respect to their influence on the rolling

characteristics of a motor vehicle or an airplane shall be possible only
with the knowledge of the course of the tire spring deflections with
vertical and side loads as well as of its rotational angle with a rota-
tional moment acting about the vertical axis.

The tests were conducted on a nonrolling tire. The side steering
force of the rolling tire is calculated by Fromm (refs. 1 and 5) as
S = K3, wherein 9 1is the yaw angle and K is to be determined from
the elastic constants of the tire and the load. Insofar as the tests
(ref. 6) carried out on airplane tires up to now permit, conclusions as
to the dependence of side steering force on the side stiffness are that
the side steering force increases with rising sidewall stiffnesses.

Figure 2 shows the spring constant characteristic curves of the vari-
ous tires for vertical loading at an inflation pressure of 3 atm (gage).5
The steep rise of the characteristic curve of the spherical tire,

beginning with about &% cm spring deflection, may be attributed to the

participation of the tire beads on the sides. The vertical spring con-
stant, that is, the load related to the unit spring deflection, amounts
to about 200 kg/cm on the balloon tire and to about 325 kg/cm on the
spherical tire in the lower load ranges.

The measurement of side and torsional stiffness was done with a
vertical load of 650 kg and an inflation pressure of 3 atm gage. The
side force was not applied at the wheels but was rather applied to the
movable base plate, which was mounted on rollers, until a skidding of

3The tires were new. After use for some time the vertical spring
constant is smaller.
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the tires occurred. With each load stage the lateral deflection, or
the torsion angle, was measured. The adhesive friction coefficient
between the tire and the concrete rolling plate was 0.6 to 0.7.

Figure 3 shows that the deformation of balloon tires under side
loads here are found to include two motions: one being a lateral
deflection in the direction of the acting force, and one an elevation
change of the wheel shaft fgg (see fig. 4).

The lateral deflection due to the side force is greatest on the
conventional tire; the stiffnesses of the elliptical and wide-rim tires
(smooth contour) as well as of the dual solid-rubber roll are sbout
1.5 times to twice as great as that of the balloon tire; the spherical
tire has the greatest form stiffness and has approximately 7 times the
stiffness of the balloon tire; it very nearly approaches that of a solid
roller.

A change of inflation pressure has a much greater effect on the
lateral deformation of the balloon tire than it has on that of the
spherical tire.

The lowering of the wheel axle fgg of the pneumatic tires are

related to each other about in the proportion as the lateral deflections
of the tires. The lowering is greatest with the balloon tire and, with
a ratio between side force and vertical wheel load of 0.5, amounts to
about 5.5 mm. This distance would correspond, under a vertical load, to
a force absorption of about 100 kg. With the solid-rubber dual roll a
rise of the wheel axle is produced due to tilting of the flattened tire
regions.

Figure 5 shows the lateral deflections of the balloon tire at
various wheel loads. In increasing the load from 450 kg to 850 kg the
lateral springing curves coincide, whereas at a further increase to
1000 kg, even with a slight side force, a buckling of the tire sidewall
takes place (fold-formation), which latter causes a greater deflection
than with the lower loads.

Numerical table 1 shows the vertical and lateral spring constants
of the balloon and spherical tires and a ratio comparison of the two.
By means of the choice of a spherical form a very large lateral spring
constant, desirable for a good rolling stability (ref. 4), may be
attained without an undue increase of the vertical spring constant.
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NUMERICAL TABLE 1

Balloon tire Spherical tire
Iateral spring constant 1% 558 kg/cm
Vertical spring constant 200 325 kg/cm
RATTO:
Iateral spring constant 1 ik
Vertical spring constant 2.7h 0.61

The deformation of the tire due to a torsional moment about the
vertical axis is shown in figure 6. This arrangement corresponds to
a tail or nosewheel gear with a vertical swivel axis, the downward
continuation of which passes through the middle of the tire ground
contact plane; that is, it has no trail. 1Uhe deformation of the tire
resembles that in shimmy with a slight trail and small angular deflection.

The torsional stiffness of the spherical tire in the lower load
region is about twice as great as that of the balloon tire (see fig. 7).
The smallest resistance to torsion is naturally inherent in the dual
roll. With loading increased to about 1000 kg the absorbed torsion
moment is larger corresponding to the greater ground-depression area
and' to the greater normal force.

The elevation change of the wheel axle is very small and is, for
instance with the balloon tire, about 3.5 mm until skidding occurs,
whereas with the spherical tire it is nearly zero.

At slight turning movements, up to about 3° to 5° rotation angle,
the torsion moment is essentially absorbed by the elastic deformation
of the tire; that is, upon load release the tire returns to its initial
position. With an increasing rotating motion skidding occurs first in
the outer regions and gradually within the entire tread-compression area.
The balloon tire behaves more elastically over a greater rotation region
than does the spherical tire.

4. SUMMARY

Similarly to the design of machine elements, tires may be built to
meet specific requirements by selection of a suitable form compared to
the conventional balloon tire; above all, the side stiffness could be
increased several fold, whereas a torsional stiffness may be attained
about double that of the balloon tire.
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i Of special note is that the great increase in the lateral spring
constant may be attained without an essential increase in the vertical

spring constant, which fact seemed questionable a few years ago
(ref, 1, p. 41).

The investigated tires are model tires. There is no doubt that
for most practical cases by a suitable choice of the form and dimensions
tires may be built that approach very closely the ideal tire of great

softness vertical to the rollpath and yet having a very slight lateral
yield.

Shimmy tests with the various tires have shown that the tire form
wields a great influence on the shimmy tendency. Compared to the con-
ventional balloon tire, the shimmy region may be considerably narrowed,

trail and damping for the complete suppression of shimmy may be held
smaller than with the balloon tires.

*Translated by John Perl
Lockheed Aircraft Corporation
Burbank, California (ATI No. 5182L4)
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"Note: In order to provide terminology consistent with other papers

of this series, this translation has been reworded in many places by the
NACA reviewer.
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Figure 1.- Various tires of approximately equal load capacity.
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Figure 3.- Deformation of the 380 x 150 balloon tire under side loading.
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Deformation of the 380 X 150 balloon tire due to torsion.
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FORCE DISTRIBUTION IN THE CONTACT SURFACE
BETWEEN TIRE AND RUNWAY"

By P. Kraft

INTRODUCTION

For clarification of the causes of very heavy and irregular wear
on tires of automobiles, an investigation and measurement of the pressure
and stress variation in the contact surface between tire and runway on
the rolling wheel seemed indicated. Beside measurements on automobile

tirest measurements on airplane tires could be performed.

1. MEASURING PROCEDURE

The measurements were carried out as single-wheel tests. The wheel
guided on rails is rolled over a fixed runway. The runway is interrupted
by a table, adjustable over the width of the runway, in which the meas-
uring device is placed. Through an opening in the table top, the plunger
of the measuring device protrudes so far into the table top that the
plunger surface is exactly flush with the surface of the table (fig. 1).

Each measurement yields the pressure variation in a zone of the
contact surface parallel to the direction of travel. The width of the
zone is determined by the width of the measuring plunger. By moving
the measuring table over the entire width of the contact surface, one
obtains the pressure variation in individual adjacent zones, and thus a
pattern of the pressure distribution over the contact surface.

2. MEASURING DEVICE

The measuring device (fig. 2) measures the vertical ground pres-
sure and the horizontal shear forces in the contact plane. The shea:
forces are divided into two components:

1. In or opposite the travel direction (longitudinal direction)

2. Normal to the travel direction (transverse direction)

3 s % S
"Die Krafteverteilung in der Beruhrungsfldche zwischen Reifen und
Fahrbahn," Bericht 140 der Lilienthal-Gesellschaft, pp. 11-1k.

lThese measurements were carried out within the scope of the
research plan of the Reich ministry for communication. A report on the
results is published in the Deutschen Kraftfahrtforschung.
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A tube dynamometer serves for recording of the normal pressure.
The shear forces in the contact surface are resisted by two pairs of

spring plates staggered by 90° 2, The minute spring motions are trans-
ferred by means of small mirrors onto a revolving drum provided with
light-sensitive paper.

3. NORMAL GROUND PRESSURE

The variation of the normal ground pressure may be seen from fig-
ure 3. At the entrance of the rubber particles into the contact sur-
face the pressure in the zone of the tire flattened most rises steeply,
takes then an approximately rectilinear course and decreases gradually
toward the rear. 1In the edge zones of the contact surface, the pres-
sure increases to a maximum value, attained approximately below the
wheel center, and immediately decreases again.

The variation of the normal ground pressure below the center of the
contact surface transversely to the direction of travel, for customary
inflation pressure, is approximately a straight line. For diminishing
inflation pressure, the ground pressure at the center decreases slightly;
the variation becomes saddle-shaped. For very high internal pressure,
the highest ground pressure is at the center and decreases toward both
sides.

R

k. TANGENTTAL FORCES IN THE CONTACT SURFACE

Considering the tire cross section, one observes that in the flat-
tening the circular arc of the tire circumference is compressed, and the
rubber particles are pushed from the center toward the outside. Thereby,
transverse tangential forces originate which, in case of normal wheel
position, are directed inward, symmetrically to the longitudinal axis
of the contact surface (fig. 4(a)).

Correspondingly, there originate, by the flattening, tangential forces
in the longitudinal direction which are symmetrical to the axis of the
contact surface which is normal to the direction of travel (fig. 4(b)).

The magnitude and direction of the tangential forces on a loaded tire
at rest have already been measured by Martin (ref. 1).

In the case of the rolling wheel, the tangential forces stemming
from flattening and from rolling are superimposed.

2The measuring device was developed in cooperation with Prof. Dr.-Ing.
A, Thum.
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The resultants of the two horizontal components of the tangential
forces measured now yield a stress distribution as shown in figure 5.

At the center of the contact surface, the zone of most pronounced
flattening, the tangential forces in the longitudinal direction are
strongest. The tangential forces in the transverse direction are zero
at the center and increase toward the edge. Because of sliding of
single rubber particles due to the decrease of the vertical ground pres-
sure shortly before leaving the contact surface, the symmetry of the
tangential forces is disturbed.

The stress pattern for a wheel guided rigidly at an angle of yaw
is different; it is like that for wheels of automobiles or airplane
landing gears running with toe-in. The yaw angle in the present case
has been taken as very small; it amounts to slightly more than 1/20.
The distribution of the tangential forces is shown in figure 6.

In entering the runway, the rubber particles maintain the direction
of motion of the wheel. Up to far beyond the center of the contact sur-
face the tangential forces are in magnitude and direction equal to those
measured for the wheel without yaw angle (fig. 5). However, the tire is
deformed. The further to the rear the particles travel in the contact
surface, the larger becomes the deformation.

When the road traction produced by the vertical ground pressure is
no longer sufficient, the rubber particles are relieved of stress and
start sliding. The sliding occurs first at the rear on the contact sur-
face since here the ground pressure has already become smaller, as was
shown in figure 3. The larger the toe-in angle, the larger becomes the
deformation of the tire and therewith the portion of the sliding area of
the entire contact surface.

Due to the fact that the front part of the contact surface still
adheres to the ground while the rear part is already relieved of stress,
in the case of a large toe-in angle, a kidney-shaped form of the contact
surface is produced, as stated before by Fromm (ref. 2).

The tangential forces of figures 5 and 6 have been plotted together
in figure 7, for comparison of the tangential forces in case of normal
wheel position and of a wheel rolling at a yaw angle. The part which is
already sliding is easily recognized.

The variation of the tangential forces for a wheel rolling at a
yaw angle also shows that the tire can sustain lateral forces only when
an angle of yaw exists, because a dissymmetry of the tangential forces
with respect to the longitudinal axis of the contact surface occurs only

in case of lateral deformation of the tire, thus of resistance of lateral

forces. Deformation of the tire, however, causes the wheel to run at a
yaw angle.
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The continuously repeated sliding phenomenon at the rear part of
the contact surface causes a very heavy wear of the tire. This shows
that the zone of maximum ground pressure is not always critical for the
wear of the tire, but that wear may occur precisely at the locations of

minimum ground pressure because here relative motions between tire and
runway are possible.

Translated by Mary L. Mahler
National Advisory Committee
for Aeronautics
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stemming from flattening
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Tangential forces in transverse and longitudinal direction,

Figure 4.-
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Figure 5.-
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Conti 500-16 stripped carcass
2 atm. (gage) 300 kg
Figure 6.- Tangential forces on the tire with toe-in.
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VEERING-OFF IN TAKE-OFF AND LANDING™

By F. N. Scheubel

Our present land planes have, as a rule, a landing gear which
supports the airplane on three wheels. Two wheels, arranged near the
center of gravity symmetrically with respect to the longitudinal axis,
carry the main part of the load. Usually these wheels are not swivel-
mounted or steerable. A third wheel lying in the plane of symmetry
which is always swivel-mounted, although it can occasionally be locked
by the pilot, and, in small airplanes,sometimes is steerable as well,
forms the third point of support. According to the position of this
swiveling wheel, one speaks of a tail-wheel landing gear when the swiv-
eling wheel is placed behind the center of gravity at the airplane tail,
of a nose-wheel landing gear when it is placed ahead of the center of
gravity at the nose. Here in Germany there exist, aside from single test
specimens, only airplanes with tail-wheel landing gear; in the United
States, airplanes with nose-wheel landing gear also have been in pro-
duction for some time. The two categories show fundamental differences
in their rolling characteristics.

In airplanes with nose-wheel landing gear, straight-ahead rolling
is a stable state of motion; in airplanes with tail-wheel landing gear,
it is an unstable one. For reasons of brevity, this stability will be
called rolling stability. Rolling instability manifests itself by an
aperiodic increase of a disturbance; this is called "veering off."

This veering off may be explained in the simplest manner by a
description of the process. Assume an airplane first to roll straight
ahead. Due to some disturbance there appears, at first, because of its
smallness, unnoticeable for the pilot, a turning away from the initial
rolling direction which may increase extremely abruptly and lead to a
very violent change in course. Then there appears a very considerable
centrifugal acceleration, the reaction to which frequently exceeds the
lateral resistance of tle wheel tires or of their attachment to the
wheel, which may occasionally even lead to lateral overturning and thus
to serious damaging of the structure.

Veering-off therefore is a mostly involuntary rolling on a path
with increasing path curvature the particular danger of which lies in
the fact that the motion once developed can be controlled only with great
difficulty or not at all.

*upusbrechen bei Start und Iandung,” Bericht 140 der Lilienthal-
Gesellschaft, pp. 14-18.
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In order to understand the phenomenon, we first consider an air-
plane rolling at constant speed on a horizontal plane on a slightly
curved circular path, touching the ground with all three wheels. For
the present, air forces as well as any elastic flexibility are to be
disregarded. The airplane is therefore assumed to be rigid.

The motion will be stable if a moment damping the turning appears,
thus if %% < 0. The limiting case of disappearing moment, consider-
ation of which shows all the essential aspects, is the neutral stability.

With the assumption that the angular displacement of the swiveling wheel
is V¥ << 1, the equation of moments about the main landing-gear axis Zg

normal to the ground becomes, with the symbols to be taken from figure 1,
M=amvw - (1 + €)Yy, =0

For establishment of balance of moments, considerable lateral
forces must appear on the swiveling wheel, about equal to the centrif-
ugal force mvw times the quotient of the distance of the center of
gravity from the main landing-gear axis a and the wheel base 1. An
investigation of the balance of moments of the swiveling wheel about
its swivel axis shows the following facts:

The effective moments are (for symbols see fig. 2):

1. The moment of the centrifugal force of the swiveling wheel
S LmLV(L)

2. The moment of the ground reaction Yj of that component of the

centrifugal force of the entire airplane which is resisted by the swiv-
eling wheel -eYj

3, A restoring moment mostly proportional to the angular displace-
ment VY of the swiveling wheel MR = -cV¥

A balance of moments at the swiveling wheel appears when the sum of
these three components disappears:

Mp = spmpve - e¥Yy - cy =0

Hence, one can see that balance is possible also without a restoring
moment when by pronounced rearward position sy of the center of gravity

of the swiveling wheel, the moment of the centrifugal force of the swiveling
wheel is kept sufficiently large and, by small trail e of the swiveling
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wheel, the moment of the ground-reaction force Y at the swiveling
wheel is kept sufficiently small

Spmpve - e mvw = 0
or
ee L
SL'I, m

An estimation shows, however, that this is not possible unless either
the trail e of the swiveling wheel is made extremely small or the
distance of the center of gravity sy, of the rotatable part of the

swiveling wheel assembly from the swivel axis is made extremely large.
Reduction of trail would result in a very strong coupling of the swiv-
eling wheel with the airplane and lead to a very unsteady run, particu-
larly on irregular ground, occasionally probably even to complete
reversal of direction by 180°. Increase of the distance of the center
of gravity of the swiveling wheel could be obtained only at the price
of considerable additional weights acting on a long lever arm. There-
fore, this method will hardly be usable.

Thus a restoring moment seems indispensable; however, the effect of
this moment also is limited. In the equation of moments of the swiveling
wheel one may, for stationary rolling, using the kinematic condition
that the wheel is to roll without transverse sliding, interchange angular
path veloecity and angular displacement of the swiveling wheel

L dx _
T R ClE e

Therewith one can derive from the equation for the balance of moments of
the swiveling wheel that, for stabilizing of the rolling, a restoring
process is necessary which is proportional to the mass of the airplane
and the square of the rolling velocity

o XE = 3<i _ L f&.l)
Gl gl 11

A numerical estimation shows that even for small single-seater airplanes
and moderate speeds, about 0.7 of the minimum speed, restraint of the
swiveling wheel is needed which makes a steering at low speeds almost
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impossible. Thus one is forced to apply considerably less restraint.
This means, however, that airplanes with tail-wheel landing gear at
speeds above the critical velocity determined by the rearward position
of the swiveling wheel must tend to veer off.

A more accurate investigation of the veering-off process is possible
by setting up and integrating the equation of motion for small disturb-
ances. It leads to the result that, for the airplane with tail-wheel
landing gear, a small disturbance, once initiated, increases as an
exponential function of the rolling distance. The exponent which appears
as a factor of the rolling distance is practically the distance of the
center of gravity from the main landing-gear axis normal to the ground
divided by the square of the radius of gyration of the airplane about
this axis. For large disturbance amplitudes which present great diffi-
culties to exact calculation, one may state that the airplane with tail-
wheel landing gear has the tendency to roll in a loop-shaped curve and
in doing so to change its direction of motion so that it continues to
roll like an airplane with a nose-wheel landing gear.

Analogous considerations apply to the airplane with nose-wheel
landing gear; one only has to insert the corresponding lengths with
negative sign. As a result, the airplane with nose-wheel landing gear
is shown to have a very high degree of rolling stability.

However, in these considerations, two perhaps essential points have
been disregarded: air forces and elasticities. Their influence must
therefore be estimated. For reasons of easier visualization, this will
again be accomplished by consideration of the balance of forces and
moments, although the investigation of the equation of motion is thereby
not made superfluous.

It is sufficient to observe the effect of the air forces for still
air. Wind results in a particular course angle and thus in further
complication of the calculation; this calculation shows that head wind
has a stabilizing effect, tail wind an opposite effect. The essentials
result from investigation of rolling in still air.

In addition to the mass forces and their ground reactions, there
now appear air forces and their moments, essentially a force normal to
the plane of symmetry of the airplane and a moment about the vertical
axis of the airplane. The main portion of the lateral air force Yg

originates at the vertical tail surface as its 1lift, so that it is suffi-
cient for an estimation to consider this alone. The 1ift of the vertical
tail surface is proportional to the 1lift coefficient of the vertical tail
surface, the dynamic pressure at the vertical tail surface, and the area
of the vertical tail surface (fig. 3):

2
PVs
Yo =¢ F
S ag " o S
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The 1ift coefficient, in turn, is approximately proportional to the
angle of attack of the vertical tail surface. This angle of attack of
the vertical tail surface is, for curvilinear rolling, directly propor-
tional to the angular velocity, inversely proportional to the rolling
velocity:

a + rg)
as"'( s)
v

Therewith, one obtains for the moment of the vertical tail surface
proportionality with the centrifugal acceleration and thus the possi-
bility of taking the influence of the air forces of the vertical tail
surface into consideration in the form of a correction term

(8. + rs)2 acas Fs V52 DFS

- (l+e)Yfy =0
= > F 2 = (1 + e)Yy,

amvw |1 -

An estimation with the numerical values of airplanes customary at
present shows that the moment of the air forces of the vertical tail
surface reduces the moment of the centrifugal forces only by about 5
to 15 percent. The influence is the lesser, the smaller the airplane
and the larger its wing loading. This signifies that the air forces do
not bring about an essential reduction of the lateral force to be
resisted by the swiveling wheel. The rest of the discussion is the
same as that for rolling without air forces, the result practically
identical. For airplanes with pronounced rearward position of the
swiveling wheel, the critical speed is somewhat, but only insignifi-
cantly, increased by the air forces.

A detailed investigation with the aid of the equation of motion
which takes into consideration, in addition, a few of the finer char-
acteristics of the air force distribution leads to a similar result.

As was said before, the assumption that the airplane is rigid is
not exact. It is, rather, an elastic system; however, the elastic
flexibilities are usually small. Only the deformations of the landing
gear itself, either of the shock-absorber legs or of the tires, are
significant.

In curvilinear rolling, the airplane will be inclined outward. For
customary arrangement of the swiveling wheel, this produces additional
moments at the swiveling wheel which steer the swiveling wheel of the
tail-wheel landing gear into the curve, thus have a destabilizing effect.
However, this influence is not large. Besides, it appears with a large
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time lag, due to the considerable inertia of the airplane about a longi-
tudinal axis lying in the ground. Under certain assumptions, particularly
when sufficient damping in the main landing gear is lacking, a coupled
excited oscillation about the longitudinal and vertical axes may appear
in a nose-wheel landing gear. However, it will probably never become
critical. A larger influence is exerted by the torsional flexibility

of the tires and of the structure of the landing gear. As H. Fromm has
shown on the occasion of an investigation of the oscillation phenomena

in automobile-steering mechanisms, the customary pneumatic tires of auto-
mobiles and airplanes must be deformed if they resist lateral forces.
This means, however, that such vehicles when loaded by lateral forces do
not move in the direction of the wheel planes, but obliquely to that
direction, that is, therefore, that they are yawing.

Superimposed on this torsional flexibility of the tires is the
always present (but mostly essentially smaller as to amount) torsional
flexibility of the structure of the landing gear. According to the
static configuration, its sign may be equal or opposite to that of the
torsional flexibility of the tires. The sum of both will be designated

9B op
as torsional flexibility X or the landing gear or 5;9 of the swiv-
F L
eling wheel where the considered, elastically or otherwise restrained,
swiveling motion is added.

Simultaneously with this torsional flexibility, there appears a
kind of bending flexibility which affects the veering-off only slightly.

We shall now consider an airplane with tail-wheel landing gear, the
main landing gear and swiveling-wheel gear of which are both torsionally
flexible; this airplane is to be loaded by a lateral force such as the
centrifugal force which acts at the center of gravity (fig. 4). This
force then is distributed, in accordance with the length relationships,
between the main landing gear and swiveling gear and twists them. The
curvature X of the path on which the airplane can move is determined
by these torsional deformations. TFor small torsional angles B it is

BBF BBL
o YL

— Yo -
BF-BL_BYF oYy,
1 1

~

X =

= | =

and with consideration of the distribution of the ground reactions of
the lateral force Y prescribed by the dimensions it is

_yJ®r1.-a aBL&
l)oyy 1 BYLZJ’
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Tt appears forthwith possible to adjust the torsional flexibilities
dp oB
——E of the landing gear and ——E of the swiveling wheel in such a
F L
manner that a curvilinear rolling forced in any way diminishes after

elimination of the restraints, the airplane therefore attains rolling
stability.

No doubt such a landing gear has not yet been intentionally built,
but I believe that the large differences in the tendency to veer off of
otherwise very similar airplane models can be explained at least in part
by very different torsional flexibilities of the landing gears. I hope
that, by deliberate application of these findings, a considerable correc-

tion of the veering off tendency of airplanes with tail-wheel landing
gear is attainable.

A few peculiarities are to be considered for the special phenomena
in taking off and landing. I limit myself, where not expressly mentioned
otherwise, to airplanes with tail-wheel landing gear.

At the beginning of taking-off, the airplane with tail-wheel landing
gear stands, as shown in figure 5, mostly with greatly inclined engine
axis. Therefore, a component of the reaction of the engine torque will
twist about the vertical axis, according to the direction of propeller
rotation here customary, to the right. The component of the reaction of
the engine torque, which is parallel to the ground, produces an unequal
loading of the wheels of the landing gear; thus, because of the ground
friction of the wheels and because of the banking of the airplane caused
by the elastic flexibility of the wheels, two small moments are produced
about the vertical axis of the airplane and the swivel axis of the swiv-
eling wheel, respectively, which largely compensate each other in their
effects. The resulting torque may be counteracted by unsymmetrical
braking (which is undesirable) or by rudder deflection, under the assump-
tion that the rudder lies in the propeller slipstream. An estimation
shows that when the slipstream is fully effective, even small easily
attainable 1lift coefficients at the vertical tail surface are sufficient

1/3
b EE ol B Fslipstream Rslipstream
B st. Fg a + rg

It is an impediment that the vertical tail surface in static condition
mostly obtains not nearly the full dynamic pressure of the slipstream,
and that the slipstream itself rotates and is laterally deflected near
the ground. However, in a properly functioning plane, this phase of the
taking-off will not present any difficulties to an observant pilot.
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When the airplane has attained some speed, the dynamic pressure at
the horizontal tail surfaces is sufficient for lifting the rear of the
fuselage off the ground and for setting the airplane at small angles of
attack. Some pilots have the custom or rather the bad habit of doing
this very sharply, almost jerkily. With a not very experienced pilot,
this may be dangerous. For due to this rotation about the transverse
axis, there appear gyroscopic propeller moments which, according to the
direction of propeller rotation here customary, tend to turn the air-
plane to the left and which even in a single-seater may attain amounts
of several 100 mkg. Simultaneously, the component of the reaction of
the engine torque turning to the right ceases to be effective, and, in
addition, the vertical tail surface in most cases comes usually into
parts of the slipstream flowing from the left to the right. All three
effects add up, and if the pilot, who in the first phase of taxying had
deflected the rudder to the left as compensation for the turning to the
right, does not immediately apply opposite rudder, dangerous veering off
sets in.

But even when the pilot has executed this second phase carefully,
a slight rotation may appear. The question is whether the airplane,
rolling now, in the third phase, only on the main landing gear, can be
made to roll again straight ahead. According to the estimation of the
influence of the air forces on the rolling stability given above, it is
understandable that the airplane, due to the type of configuration
customary at present, will not possess rolling stability. The moment
of the centrifugal forces which tends to rotate the airplane into the
turn is so large that the damping moment of the vertical tail surface
cannot begin to compensate for it.

There arises the question whether the vertical tail surface is at
all capable of preventing veering-off. The air forces of the vertical
tail surface are limited by the maximum 1lift coefficients attainable;
by substitution into the equation of moments, one realizes that there
exists a lower limit for the permissible path radius at which the
vertical tail surface can barely balance the centrifugal-force moment

(fig. 6)

st2
2
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and hence
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At the wing loadings customary at present, these critical path radii lie
mostly above 300 m. Here a certain influence of the size of the airplane
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becomes manifest. For equal path curvature, a smaller airplane has
smaller dynamic angles of attack of the vertical tail surface than a
large airplane. Consequently, the attainable 1ift coefficient caS Tor

a smaller airplane will be smaller than for a large airplane, and thus
the critical path radius will increase. If the vertical tail surface is
shielded by structural parts lying in front of it, rolling even on a less
curved path can no longer be controlled solely by means of the rudder.

Once the veering-off in taxying has exceeded this limit, there
remains as a last expedient only unsymmetrical braking or, for multi-
engined airplanes with side engines, the application of unsymmetrical
power. Both are expedients which at least prolong taxying, and are
very dangerous in formation take-off.

It is sufficient to consider the case of unsymmetrical braking.
Thereby external moments may be produced which are proportional to the
friction coefficient, to the unsymmetrical wheel loading, in the phase
of the take-off here considered practically half the flying weight, and
to half the track width sp of the main landing gear. A consideration
of the balance of moments permits the conclusion that the centrifugal
acceleration measured in units of the acceleration of gravity may attain
a definite limit if veering-off is still to be checked by unsymmetrical
braking

vo _  SF

g " 72a

For the friction coefficients attainable on dry ground, this limiting
load factor of the centrifugal force may increase up to the order of
magnitude of 1. Since even considerably smaller centrifugal-force load
factors are clearly perceptible, there still remains, therefore, as a
last resort against a veering-off motion, the unsymmetrical braking. A
similar effect, although usually not quite as strong, is obtained by
application of unsymmetrical power in the case of multiengined airplanes.
Whether these measures are still successful depends largely on the speed
of reaction of the pilot.

The question remains to be answered how the airplane with torsion-
ally flexible main landing gear, described above as possessing rolling
stability, behaves during take-off.

In the two first phases of taxying, no great difference is obvious
between this airplane and the airplane with conventional landing gear.
In the third phase (the one of longest duration), the rolling with hori-
zontal engine axis, in contrast, the airplane may become stable beginning
with a certain rolling speed. Even below this speed, the tendency toward
veering-off is considerably decreased. I shall here not go into details.
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The take-off of an airplane with nose-wheel landing gear does not
offer any problems with respect to veering off since such an airplane
possesses rolling stability also when the nose wheel is lifted off.

For observation of the taxying in landing, the relations derived
above in the investigation of rolling are almost completely sufficient.
Under the assumption that the airplane has a torsionally rigid main
landing gear and a swiveling wheel at a rearward position, as is true
today almost exclusively, rolling at small speeds up to critical speed
(which depends on the rearward position of the swiveling wheel) will,
according to these relations, be stable. Beyond this speed, the air-
plane becomes unstable, more so with growing speed.

Since, however, these relations derived above apply only to rolling
at constant speed, it remains to be investigated what influence is
exerted by the braking applied after the landing to shorten the landing
run. Therein, one must distinguish whether the restoring action of the
swiveling wheel depends on its loading (as in case of inclination or
wedge-roller traversing of the swivel axis) or whether elastic members
constrain the swiveling wheel in center position.

Braking causes an unloading of the swiveling wheel lying behind the
main landing gear; thus, in airplanes in which the restoring action of
the swiveling wheel is proportional to its loading, a reduction of the
restoring forces and, therewith, a decrease in stability or increase in
instability. Very strong braking which is so great as to practically
unload the swiveling wheel makes it impossible for the swiveling wheel
to resist lateral forces. Then one will obtain, for the landing run after
the landing, relations similar to those for the taxying to take-off, even
slightly more unfavorable ones because the center of gravity lies further
to the rear and because the slipstream with its increased velocity at the
vertical tail surface is lacking. In an airplane with elastic constraint
of the swiveling wheel, the rolling behavior would not be affected in
case of moderate unloading of the swiveling wheel by braking. Thus it
would be stable or unstable according to the rolling speed. However, a
high degree of unloading of the swiveling wheel may lead here also to
instability. Other acceleration effects occurring due to braking are
insignificant. Likewise, braking at the swiveling wheel has little
effect.

In airplanes which have been made to attain rolling stability by
torsionally flexible main landing gear, the landing run without appli-
cation of brakes is stable; however, in these cases also a reduction of
stability occurs when there is a restoring action of the swiveling wheel
which is dependent on the load and when the brakes are applied during
the landing run. Obviously they will also decrease in stability if very
strong braking is applied which completely unloads the swiveling wheel.
Relations similar to those in taxying during take-off are then valid.
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The veering-off in landing can begin for various reasons. Dissymme-
tries in the landing gear as occasionally appear in operation may impart
a bank to the airplane and, therewith, by means of lateral components of
the weight reaction, deflections to the swiveling wheel which steer the
plane into a curved path. One-wheel impacts or slight sideslipping,
which are not always with certainty avoidable, produce rotational shocks.
Likewise, irregularities of the ground which reach one half of the
landing gear may be the starting point. Ianding transversely to the
gradient of a slightly sloping airfield leads in airplanes with tail-
wheel landing gear to a rotation in the direction toward the slope. It
is also conceivable that the flow at the wing separates unsymmetrically
and thereby produces as a result of the unsymmetrically acting drag a
rotational moment turning about the vértical axis.

The possibility of checking veering-off motions has to be investi-
gated in a similar manner as for the case of take-off. However, there
exists a basic difference. In the low-speed regime where checking of
veering-off by means of the rudder mostly would not be possible, the
airplane can be made stable by sufficiently large restoring moments of
the swiveling wheel. Tt is conceivable to fix this limiting speed rather
high, and, on the other hand, the speed for which sufficient rudder effect
exists so low that the two regimes overlap. One then has an airplane
which possesses rolling stability at low speeds; at high speeds it will
be unstable, but its veering-off motions will be controllable by means
of the rudder alone. The amount of this limiting speed for the rudder
effect depends, as explained above in the investigation of take-off, on
the path curvature which the pilot is sure to perceive. It will vary
individually; however, I believe that it will be possible to give a
value which an unexperienced pilot, too, can perceive with certainty.
Probably this limiting value will depend on the rolling speed, in such
a manner that the perceptible path curvature decreases with increasing
speed. Hence, one could draw a conclusion as to a greater danger of
veering-off at lower speeds.

It would be conceivable to make the braking forces at the main
landing gear in landing proportional to the normal loads on the indi-
vidual wheels. Due to the different load in curvilinear rolling, one
could thus attain rolling stability for strong braking.

For the airplane with nose-wheel landing gear, there exists no
veering-off tendency in landing.

Summarizing, one might say: Today's airplane with tail-wheel
landing gear does, in contrast to the airplane with nose-wheel landing
gear, not possess rolling stability, has therefore by nature the tendency
to veer off. The designer must endeavor to keep this tendency as small



as possible, the pilot must take it into consideration.
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How far special

measures will make it possible to attain rolling stability can be decided -

only by practical tests.
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e in curvilinear rolling.

Figure 1.- Equilibrium of a neutrally stable airplan
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Forces and moments on the swiveling-wheel gear.

Figure 2.-
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Influence of the air forces on the rolling stability.

Figure 3.-
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Figure 4.- The airplane with torsionally flexible landing gear.
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Moments at beginning of take -off.

Figure b.-



NACA ™ 1365

58

surface effect in rolling with elevated

tail-
swiveling wheel.

Vertical

Figure 6.~
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VEERING-OFF (GROUND LOOPING) OF AIRCRAFT EQUIPPED
WITH TAIL-WHEEL LANDING GEARS¥

By E. Maier
INTRODUCTION

Accident statistics of recent yearsl usually show a large percentage
of taxiing mishaps which were caused by veering off (ground looping) of
aircraft equipped with tail-wheel landing gears. Consequently, the
factors governing such a veering off process had to be investigated.

All available data (ref. 1) were mainly of a qualitative nature and were
based on evaluations by pilots which naturally do not always agree.

The main reason for the unstable behavior of a tail-wheel landing
gear 1s the fact that the center of gravity is located behind the main
landing gear. If the tail wheel does not have a sufficient restoring
force, the slightest sidewise deviation of the aircraft will produce a
moment from the lateral ground forces at the main landing gear and from
the mass inertia. This moment will increase the sideslip angle between
longitudinal axis of the aircraft and the direction of motion. That
means, it has an unstabilizing effect.

The following investigations cover the most important influences
by a theoretical process and disregard a number of viewpoints which may
be of importance for the problem.

SYMBOLS
o originally existing direction of motion
y horizontal coordinate, perpendicular to x
V) angle between aircraft longitudinal axis and x-direction
v taxiing speed
SP center of gravity

*"Das Ausbrechen von Spornradflugzeugen,' Bericht 140 der Iilienthal-
Gesellschaft, pp. 19-23.

lSee also the article by Hofmann on pages 1 to 5.
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m aircraft mass
® = mk® inertia moment about the normal axis )
Sg = Cg¥ lateral guiding (cornering) force on both main wheels
together
cy lateral-guiding characteristic (cornering power)
'} yaw angle of tire
Py load on the main landing gear
G gross weight
A dblgie
F wing area
N = Kyv=r cross-wind force ‘
=

MD=

At
&

angle of relative wind with respect to the aircraft longi-
tudinal axis

KDvb air moment about the normal axis

horizontal distance between main landing gear and center
of gravity

horizontal distance between center of gravity and center
of pressure of air

assumed form of solution of the differential equations

divergence constant for veering-off

5|

>~
<
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ASSUMPTIONS FOR THE CALCULATION

Before establishing the equations of motion, the assumptions made
in the calculation must be defined:

1. Tt is assumed that the aircraft remains undisturbed during the
process of motion, i.e., it is not influenced by any deflection of
control surfaces or by one-sided braking or by changing engine power.
This corresponds to reality inasofar as a certain time always elapses
until the pilot notices a change from rectilinear motion and operates
the corresponding control device. The time until the control device
actually responds also requires a certain length. In the meantime, the
veering-off motions can have progressed so far that the airplane can no
longer be kept in its original taxiing direction.

2. To produce linear differential equations, the aircraft is assumed
to taxi straight ahead in the direction of its longitudinal axis. The
velocity of the center of gravity normal to this direction is assumed to
be low in comparison to the taxiing speed. The sideslip angles between
longitudinal axis and direction of motion are rather low.

3. Any vertical motion of the center of gravity and any rotations
about the lateral axis are disregarded.

L. Rotational velocities about the longitudinal axis and thus the
elastic or damping effect of the landing-gear struts complicate the
calculation considerably and are therefore neglected. A later investi-
gation will have to determine the effect on the veering-off process.

5. The brakes are not used. The veering-off tendency is calculated
as a function of the taxiing speed which itself may be regarded as con-
stant during the short time under observation.

6. The propeller thrust has no directional effect since the pro-
peller axis turns with the aircraft longitudinal axis. Consequently,
this thrust and the air drag are both disregarded. Any influence on
aircraft by the propeller slipstream, the reaction moment of the pro-
peller, or the centrifugal effect of the rotating masses is neglected.

T. The tail wheel is considered to be off the ground or, if it
touches the ground, it is assumed to be free of mass and free to swivel,
so that no lateral force from the ground is transmitted to the wheel.

8. Calm air is assumed.
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9. The equations of motion are established without consideration
of any camber or toe-in of the wheels. However, the influence of the
toe-in will be given in an example later in the text.

10. Any variations in toe-in during the veering-off process due to
elasticity of the wheel suspension are disregarded.

EQUATIONS OF MOTION WITHOUT CAMBER OR TOE-IN OF THE MAIN WHEELS

The motion process is described by a lateral deviation y of the
aircraft center of gravity SP from the original center-of-gravity
path x (existing at the beginning of the time period under test) and
by the angle ¢ of the aircraft longitudinal axis with the x-direction
(Flg. 1),

It is assumed that ground forces and air forces act on the aircraft.
In a yawed main wheel, side forces are created which can be combined into
a force ©Sy. Since according to the assumptions made, y and ¢ and

also the yaw angle V remain low, Sy can be assumed to be proportional
to V¥ which means that

y + a9

Sg = cygV where V = = - (1)

Figure 2 shows the curve of cg plotted against the load Pg on
the main landing gear. When the tail is off the ground, Pg 1is equal

to the gross weight reduced by the 1lift and, in the case of the skid
touching the ground, Pg 1s equal to the gross weight reduced by the
load on the skid.

The resistance to rolling is neglected. If the aircraft is exposed
to an ajrflow inclined with respect to its longitudinal direction by an
angle of T, a lateral air force

N = Kyver (2)

will be produced which acts at a distance n behind the center of
gravity. The rotational velocity ¢ changes the sideslip angle along
the aircraft. It can be demonstrated that the angle which occurs at

the aerodynamic center of pressure should be inserted into the asbove
equation. Consequently,



NACA T™M 1365 63

(3)

As soon as a rotational velocity ¢ is in existence, .an aerodynamic
damping moment Mp will result which is due to the fact that one wing has

a higher sideslip velocity and thus a higher air drag than the other wing
and also by the fact that the sideslip angles are different along the air-
craft longitudinal axis. At low sideslip angles and at low rotational
velocities, this moment can be represented in the following form:

My = Kpvo (4)

Together with the mass force my .and the mass moment @p about
the normal axis, the condition of equilibrium of forces in the y-direction
and the condition of equilibrium of moments about the normal axis will
produce the equations

mi + Sz + N =0
(5)
-89 + Sga - Nn + My =0

Using equations (1) to (4), the two coupled linear and homogeneous
differential equations

ol 4 cgd -
my -+ ;(CH + KNV2)y <+ <T - KNVT])CP - (CH e KNVE)(P =0

(6)
may + Kyv(a + n)y - 69 - [%Nn(a +n) + Ké]v@ - KNv2(a +n)p=0

are obtained. The assumed solution

y = e, ¢ = Be\v

produces a characteristic equation of the fourth degree for deter-
mining A in which the linear and the absolute term are missing. Con-
sequently, two roots A are equal to zero while the two other roots
are obtained from the dimensionless value



64 NACA TM 1365

A (7)

where k denotes the radius of gyration of the aircraft about the
normal axis, obtained from the quadratic equation

W+ Byu + By = O (8)

In this case, the following values apply:

By = g(l + a2) + XN(l + v2) + Xp
(9)
2
By = §E—a+ XN(c,+ 7. Gl X];l + XN(XD + v)
with the dimensionless quantities
ek Kk K
a n H i D
il SO S x £ = ;;5 y Xy = ol Xp = 5 (10)

Stability exists only if By and Bo are positive. While B1

always satisfies this condition, the value Bo may become negative because

of the first term -a in the bracket. The center-of-gravity rear posi-

tion, as mentioned above, is therefore the only reason for the instability

of the motion. The air damping always has a stabilizing effect since the
terms related to Xy and Xp in the equation for Bo all are positive.

It is readily demonstrated that for taxiing speeds between zerc and
a critical value Vg One root Ay will be positive and the other one

negative. Consequently, within this range the aircraft will be unstable,
and, at higher velocities, it will again be stable. Numerical calcula-
tion shows that the critical velocity Vg is located very near the

velocity of take-off, so that the range of stable taxiing becomes prac-
tically negligible.
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The general integral of the differential equations (6) has the fol-
lowing form for A # A, # O.

Mt Aot
y = Ale + Aee + A3 + At
> R
xlt kzt
ajhqe + m2A2e + GBAu
o)

=S
1

with the constants Ay to Ah and a; to oz

As long as )\ remains positive and does not reach too low a value,

the first term in equation (11) will dominate after a very short time.
The constants A; and a; depend on the aircraft characteristics and

A, depends in addition on the initial perturbation. For example, if
it is assumed that the angle ¢ has an initial value of P at t =20
without presence of a rotational velocity o, A, will be proportional

to @0.

One of the main problems to be solved is how the veering-off sensi-
tivity should be defined. This tendency for veering off could possibly
be defined (under the above initial conditions) as the ratio @/@0 for

the aircraft yaw after a definite time at the beginning of the process.
However, the mathematical approach is much simpler and produces a
similar view for comparisons if the positive value kl (divergence) is

used as a criterion for the tendency for veering off. This method was
used in the following calculation.

In addition, the numerical value A, vrepresenting the limit between

permissible and dangerous veering off of an aircraft was to be defined
if that is at all possible for any aircraft size in such a definite form.

This problem can be solved only after accurate calculation of a number of
aircraft prototypes and cannot be solved at present. However, the influ-
ence of various characteristics of the aircraft on the tendency for veering
off can be investigated, which is done below in an example. In addition,
the tendency for veering off of two aircraft will be compared.
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NUMERICAL EVALUATION

For a given prototype which is denoted by A in the following, the
tendency for veering-off was calculated according to the above method.
The result is shown in figure 3 in which the divergence A1 1is plotted

against the taxiing speed. This diagram shows the relatively rapid
increase of this instability during take-off which increases to a maximum
value at a medium taxiing speed and then drops to zero at the critical
speed vg. Two attitudes of the aircraft were calculated, namely the
attitude with a horizontal fuselage longitudinal axis and an attitude
with a large angle of attack in which the tail practically touches the
ground. The curves are for constant attitude.

In figure 3, the results with consideration of the aerodynamic
damping are compared with the values obtained by disregarding the aero-
dynamic moment My (L.e., at Xp = 0) or by disregarding the aerodynamic
moment and the aerodynamic lateral force (XD = Xy = O). This diagram
shows that the aerodynamic moment Mp decreases the tendency for veering
off only very slightly. Since the numerical determination of the quantity
Xp 1s rather time-consuming, this influence is generally disregarded.
The lateral force of the air decreases the tendency for veering off in
flight attitude considerably, while its influence at large angles of
attack is small. Consequently, in the case of high angles of attack the
effect of aerodynamic damping is extremely low. For checking the influ-
ence of the various characteristics of the aircraft, the stability at
high angles of attack is calculated, disregarding the aerodynamic damping,

which is permissible especially since the maximum tendency for veering-off
occurs in this attitude.

The curves show that the stability occurring at a sufficiently high
velocity is not due (as generally assumed) to the increasing influence of
aerodynamic damping but much more (and even exclusiyely at large angles
of attack) to the decrease of load on the main wheel by the increase in
lift. Although a larger angle of attack is connected with a higher 1ift
coefficient which has a stabilizing effect, the center of gravity is
shifted more toward the rear. Disregarding the aerodynamic damping, the
two influences according to figure 3 have such an effect that the maximum
value of Ay in flight attitude is slightly less than at a large angle

of attack. Because of the larger effect of aerodynamic damping in flight
attitude, this difference is even increased.

The point of intersection of the curves without aerodynamic damping
with the abscissa furnishes the velocity at the moment of becoming air-

borne (1lift equals gross weight). Consequently, the velocity range of sta-
ble taxiing is negligibly small at large angles of attack but becomes higher 4
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in the attitude of flight. In the second case, instability rarely ever
occurs since the take-off and landing speed are much lower. Iarge angles

of attack are the determining factors for these speeds.

The example shows that taxiing at a low angle of attack will produce
the lesser tendency for veering off almost over the entire velocity range.
On take-off, a large angle of attack becomes more favorable only shortly
before the aircraft becomes airborne when the tail is kept to the ground.
Generally speaking, the 1ift coefficient must be as high as possible and
the angle of attack of the fuselage axis as low as possible during
taxiing. That means, the flaps must be lowered as far as possible. Any
twist of the wing with respect to the fuselage would produce the same
effect since the center of gravity will not be shifted farther to the
rear by this process.

In figure 4, the tendency for veering off of two aircraft proto-
types A and B 1s compared where the damping moment Mp is neglected.

The two aircraft have approximately the same wing area and the same
radius of gyration about the vertical axis. The aircraft A has a wing

loading of 240 kg/m2 and the aircraft B a wing loading of 170 kg/m?.
The 1ift coefficient is lower in the aircraft A at equal attitude,
which means that this aircraft is considerably faster than the other.

It has a landing speed of 195 km/hr compared to 155 km/hr of the air-
craft B. The rearward position of the center of gravity of the type A
is 35 to 60 percent larger than that of B and,in addition,""A" Is
equipped with larger and more rigid tires.

The tendency for veering off of the type A 1is considerably higher
than that of B. A more accurate check of the various influences showed
that the main reason for this phenomenon is the much more rearward posi-
tion of the center of gravity. An additional but less important influ-
ence is produced by the lower 1lift coefficient and by the more rigid
tires, while the higher gross weight has almost no influence whatever.

The planned calculation of additional prototypes will show whether
a small aircraft shows more danger of veering off than a large aircraft
or whether merely the interfering forces (for example, one-sided contact
of the propeller slipstream at the tail unit) has a stronger influence
in a smaller aircraft.

To test the influence of the various aircraft characteristics, the
initial values were changed for the aircraft A, calculated in figure 3%
for the attitude of the tail gear practically touching the ground, dis-
regarding the aerodynamic damping. In figures 5 and 6, the divergence is
plotted by changing the initial data individually by 10 percent toward
the unfavorable side. The plotted effect of the toe-in is discussed
below. The peak value of divergence Kl obtained from curves of this
type is plotted in figure 7 as the ordinate while the modified size
relative to the initial value is used as the abscissa.
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The following conclusions can be drawn from figure T:

1. The magnitude of the radius of gyration has the strongest influ-
ence on the tendency for veering off. Unfortunately, because of the
flight characteristics of combat alrcraft, at least, it will never be

possible to decrease the tendency for veering off by increasing the
radius of gyration.

2. The effect of any rearward shift in center of gravity behind the
main landing gear has a very noticeable influence. This rearward dis-
tance consequently must be kept as small as possible.

3. The lateral-load characteristic Cy (cornering power) of the

main landing gear can be used for noticeably influencing the tendency
for veering-off. The main wheels should have sides as soft as possible
which requires a special type of tire.

4, Lift coefficient and wing area affect the tendency for veering-
off in a similar manner. As mentioned above, a high value of c¢g must

not be attempted by increasing the angle of attack of the fuselage longi-

tudinal axis but by lowering the flaps. However, this influence is not
too large.

5. The smallest influence is produced by the gross weight. This
result was entirely unexpected and is caused to the greatest part by the

| fact that, at increasing load Py on the main landing gear, the curve of
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cy (Pg) becomes flatter, according to figure 2.
INFLUENCE OF TOE-IN ON THE TENDENCY FOR GROUND LOOPING

Recently, the problem has occurred whether a toe-in could possibly
affect the tendency for veering off. For solving this problem, the
calculation was extended over this particular case. It seems certain
that the rotational motion about the longitudinal axis, thus the elastic
and damping effects of the landing-gear struts and main tires, have con-
siderable influence. However, for simplification it is assumed in this
case also that no compression exists between tire and shock struts. This

will produce the maximum possible influence of the toe-in on the tendency
for veering off.

In figure 8, the aircraft is shown with the main wheels installed
at a positive toe-in angle Vo- The lateral forces of the left-hand or
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right-hand wheel are denoted by SZ or S,. These forces act perpen-
dicularly to the wheel plane. The process of motion will have to include
the difference in loads P, and P, of the left and right wheel. Both

quantities will differ only slightly from the mean load %(PZ + Pr) 1t

the quantities y and ¢ are assumed to be small. Consequently, the
accurate curve of the tire characteristics Cy,r Vversus the load Pi,r

can be replaced by the tangent at the point %(Pl + Pr) (fig. 9), thus

we can write:

C,r = Co + C1P »

In addition to the already considered forces and moments there
occurs the moment about the longitudinal axis created by the fact that
in a rotary motion sbout the normal axis one wing will have a greater

velocity, i.e., a higher 1lift than the other wing. This moment has the
following form:

where KA denotes a constant.

The equilibrium conditions (5) are then replaced by the following
three equations in which the condition that equilibrium exists about the
longitudinal axis has been added:

my + S, + S, + N =0

e + (83 + Sp)(a - J¥g) - Nn+ My =0 &

mhy + Nf + (Py - PL)j - My = O J

The yaw angle of the two wheels changes by two with respect to equa-
tion (1).

The aircraft A with the tail near the ground will be used exclu-
sively in the calculation. Then, the lateral aerodynamic damping, i.e.,
the quantities N and Mp, can be neglected. Calculation in the
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preceding manner will again produce the quadratic equation (8) for
determining the divergence A; by means of equation (7). Equations (9)

and (10) are then replaced by the following quantities or abbreviations:

¢ €Xa ¢
Bl = —(l + mh) +  — 5 B = - —_—
Sn on S
a a - J¥o ek
A = - » a:h_ = oe—————— g —
k k s mV2

h a - Jvy K
bp=1-ci¥gr » €= cpbg——— - 2

J k
As before, cp denotes the lateral-load characteristic oflthe two main
wheels together, i.e., ‘

CH = 200 + cl(PZ T PI‘)

For a toe-in of 2°, the divergence for the aircraft A without
aerodynamic damping is plotted in figure 6 at a large angle of attack.
The result shows that the toe-in at lower velocities improves the tend-
ency for veering off only slightly and that the divergence at higher
velocity will even be higher. Since a toe-in of 2° represents an almost

impermissible increase in tire wear, no toe-in at all should be used. The
influences which have been disregarded so far presumably will not increase

the effect of a toe-in by as much as one order of magnitude.

ADDITIONAL INVESTIGATIONS

The effect of rolling friction on the tendency for veering off was
checked for the case of aircraft A. The maximum of A1 1is affected

with or without toe-in by only a few percent.

An additional calculation was made for determining the effect of
any variation in toe-in by elastic suspension of the main wheels. As
soon as the elastic axis is located in front of the contact point between
theel and ground, i.e., if the main wheel is constructed similarly as a
tail wheel with a pronounced self-alignment, the flexibility of the sus-
pension will decrease the tendency for veering off. Conversely, the

a
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tendency for veering off increases as soon as the wheel has a negative
caster which means as soon as the contact point with the ground is
located in front of the elastic axis.

SUMMARY

The tendency for veering off (ground looping) of an aircraft
equipped with a tail wheel is created by the fact that the center of
gravity is located behind the main landing gear. To keep this tendency
as low as possible, the rearward distance of the center of gravity should
be kept as small as permissible for reasons of a nose-over hazard. An
additional decrease in tendency for veering off is produced by increasing
the radius of gyration of the aircraft about the normal axis, which is

impossible in practice because of the flight characteristics involved. The
lateral-load coefficient (cornering power) of the main tires must be as low

as possible. This requires development of tires with soft sides. On
take-off, as soon as the tail wheel has left the ground, the fuselage
should be brought into flight attitude as soon as possible since the
rearward distance of the center of gravity is smaller in this position.
Only shortly before becoming airborne, the tail should again be lowered
slightly toward the ground.

The 1lift coefficient must be made as high as possible by lowering
the flaps (cornering power ), since then the main wheels are unloaded and
the lateral forces are decreased. At high angles of attack of the fuse-
lage, the lateral aerodynamic damping, thus also the size of the rudder,
has practically no influence, but in flight attitude at a higher taxiing
speed the tendency for veering off will be influenced by these factors.
On take-off, the tendency for veering off increases with the taxiing
speed to approximately one half to two thirds of the take-off speed and
then drops again. A stable taxiing is reached only shortly before the
aircraft becomes airborne. The curve of the veering off divergence
versus the taxiing speed is mainly governed by the increasing unloading
of the main wheels. A toe-in of the main wheels does not practically
influence the tendency for veering-off and should not be attempted
because of the increased tire wear. Main wheels, suspended flexibly
at a positive caster, will decrease the tendency for veering-off but
such a flexibility will be unfavorable for a negative caster.

*Pranslated and Edited by
the 0. W. Leibiger Research Iaboratories, Inc.
Petersburg, N. Y. (ATI No. 32512)

*Note: In order to provide terminology consistent with other papers
of this series, this translation has been reworded in many places by the
NACA reviewer.



NACA TM 1365

e

REFERENCE

Aircraft Engineering,

The Phenomenon of Ground Looping.

vol. 7, 1935, p. Ol.

1. Klemin, A.:



5

NACA T™M 1365

Forces and moments acting on the aircraft.

Figure 1.-
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™

Figure 2.- Lateral-load characteristic Cy (cornering power) plotted

against the load Py of the main landing gear.
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Lateral-load coefficient ¢ (cornering power) of a wheel

Figure 9.-

versus its load P.
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ROLLING STABILITY OF AIRPILANE-LANDING GEARS AND
RESULTANT REQUIREMENTS FOR SWIVELING WHEELS

By L. Huber

SYMBOLS AND INTRODUCTION

s Yaw angle of the wheels

P Wheel load, normal load, taxiing load

S ILateral guiding (cornering) force

SP Center of gravity

Ip Center of pressure of the aerodynamic forces

v Taxiing and flying speed of the aircraft

O Component of the lateral velocity

Ve Velocity of the resultant relative wind

al Distance of the center of pressure of the aerodynamic forces

from the axis of the leading wheels

The various possibilities of combined effects of air and ground
forces on an aircraft produce such different effects on the taxiing
behavior that the landing-gear types can be grouped by classes.

Recent data are available for such investigations, which cannot be

discussed in detaill. Extensive simplifications must be assumed for the
discussion given in this paper.

The following investigations assumed a yawed ground contact of the
aircraft on a plane runway; thus asymmetrical forces are introduced on
the landing gear.

* e

"Die Rollstabilitat des Flugzeugfahrwerks und die sich daraus
ergebenden Forderungen an das schwenkbare Rad," Bericht 140 der
Lilienthal-Gessellschaft, pp. 24-29.

11. Huber, Die Fahrtrichtungsstabilitat des schnellfahrenden
Kraftwagens. Deutsche Kraftfahrtforschung, Heft Lk, Berlin 1940,
VDI-Verlag. - P. Riekert und T. E. Schunck, Zur Fahrmechanik des
gummibereiften Kraftfahrzeugs. Ing.-Arch., Bd. 11, 1940, S. 210. -
E. Sawatzki, Die Iuftkrafte und ihre Momente am Kraftwagen. Deutsche
Kraftfahrtforschung, Heft 50, Berlin 1941, VDI-Verlag.
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Tt is of no importance for the basic process of veering off or

ground looping whether the asymmetrical forces produce & veering toward
the right or left.

In addition, the restriction that the pilot does not change the
process of motion of the taxiing aircraft is used, which means that the
taxiing path is not influenced by any variation in rudder position or
by any one-sided braking or accelerating.

ATRCRAFT EQUIPPED WITH TAIL SKID

An aircraft with its center of gravity behind the leading main wheels

usually was equipped with a built-in skid for supporting the tail. On
yawed ground contact on the runway, lateral forces are created on the
elastic main wheels? and on the skid which are compensated by an equal
mass force acting at the center of gravity SP of the airplane (fig. 1).

The lateral forces may create, in addition to a minor lateral side-
slip of the aircraft, a moment even at very low wind, acting from the
ground and taking place about the reference point which, for simplicity,
is assumed to be located at the center of gravity. In figure 1, Vp

corresponds to the geometric sum of all wind velocities resulting from
flying speed and from head-wind velocity. The tail skid, which buries
itself in the soft turf, obtains a relatively larger lateral guiding
force than the main wheels. This returns the airplane into its original
taxiing direction.

The result is a restoring ground-force moment which reduces the
yaw angle V¥ on the wheels. The landing gear is controlled at the

front and rear which means it represents a 2-axes system which is stable
with respect to the ground.

THE TAIL-WHEEL AIRCRAFT

With introduction of an easily swivelable tail wheel, the lateral
guiding or cornering force is eliminated and thus also the restoring

2This fact wag determined and published already by H. Fromm eleven
years ago. Cf. G. Becker, H. Fromm, and H. Maruhn, "Schwingungen in
Automobillenkungen." Berlin 1931. - For further sources, see list of
references in Deutsche Kraftfahrtforschung, Heft 44 and the lectures of
the present report by Harling, p. T, Schrode, p. 17, and Kraft, p. 3l.
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ground-force moment on the tail skid. At low air forces, i.e., low
landing speed or low wing loading, the aircraft is first put transverse
to the taxiing direction by the ground-force moment and is then turned
by 180° in the form of a spiral.

The landing gear then becomes a single-axis system and is unstable
with respect to the ground.

Only if the air forces are sufficiently large (Vr must have a high
value), the rudder unit will produce air forces which can be combined at
the center of pressure IP of the lateral wind force and which produce
a restoring air-force moment. The airplane will then travel mainly in
the direction of the resultant air flow. That means, this uniaxial
landing gear 1is then not only unstable with respect to the ground but
also sensitive to wind.

The lateral elasticity of the tire affects the veering off process.
In tires with hard sides, this veering is much more violent and is rather
slow in soft tires, since such tires absorb smaller lateral forces than
hard tires on yawed ground contact (see footnote ar

TAXTING LOAD AND LATERAL-GUIDING FORCE

The lateral guiding or cornering force S (fig. 2) increases with
increasing yaw of the wheel (yaw angle V). In a wheel with stiff sides,
this force, starting from zero, increases suddenly and then remains
rather constant with respect to the yaw angle V. During this process,
any doubling of the wheel load P will produce also & doubling of the
lateral guiding force.

In a laterally elastic wheel, the lateral-guiding force increases
more slowly with the yaw angle V.

At more pronounced yawed positions, s doubling in lateral-guiding
force is obtained on doubling the wheel load. However, in the range of
small yaw angles, the increase for the higher-loaded wheel remains
smaller (¢ > d). This fact is of considerable importance for the fol-
lowing discussion of the behavior of biaxial and multiaxial landing
gears.

THE FIXED TAIL WHEEL

A fixed tail wheel equipped with pneumatic tires absorbs a lateral
force similarly to the rigid tail skid (fig. 3). According to the vari-
ation of lateral force of an elastic wheel in figure 2 in which similar
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tires were used, the main wheels, under higher load and located directly
in front of the center of gravity, will transfer lower lateral forces
per unit of normal load than the less heavily loaded tail wheel tire.
Consequently, on a plane hard surface a restoring ground-force moment is
created on the biaxial landing gear as long as the tail wheel rolls over
the runway at its normal load.

The lateral-guiding force on the wheel can be varied by the type of
tire construction, inflation pressure, rim width, and primary dimensions,
at least within certain limits.J The ground moment may be affected by

these values. However, any such influences are disregarded in this
report.

The fact that this biaxial landing gear is stable with respect to
ground only under certain conditions is of considerable importance.

Under the effect of the resultant air velocity Vy, the landing

gear is turned in direction of the resultant air flow by the air forces
acting on the rudder unit. Thus the landing gear is still wind sensitive.

THE TAIL-WHEEL AIRCRAFT INSENSITIVE TO CROSS WIND

If it were possible to shift the position of the resultant lateral
air force toward the front into the vicinity of the center of gravity
until the sum of the lateral air and ground forces and the resulting
moments (related in this case to the center of gravity SP) would become
zero, a biaxial landing gear would be obtained which is stable with
respect to the ground under certain conditions and insensitive to cross
wind. The restriction "under certain conditions" means that the landing
gear has these characteristics only as long as the tail wheel rolls along
the ground at a sufficient-load. The aircraft will then no longer attempt
any veering off or ground looping and will not run into the wind. The
lateral wind forces will be absorbed by a slight yaw of the wheels, i.e.,
by only slight turning of the aircraft into the wind direction.

For this purpose, the following conditions would have to be
satisfied:

1. The rudder surfaces would have to be decreased considerably which
means the flight characteristics of the aircraft would become changed
(deterioration of the flying stability).

3Cf'. lectures of Harling, p. 7, and Schrode, p. 17, in the present
report.



NACA TM 1365 85

2. The tail wheel would have to be fixed in the direction of the
aircraft longitudinal axis.

3. The tail wheel would have to roll along the ground at a suffi-
cient normal load.

THE NOSE-WHEEL ATIRCRAFT

The rather difficult conditions for a pilot, given above, are
eliminated in a nose-wheel landing gear (fig. 4).

At low air forces, a uniaxial nose-wheel landing gear is always
stable with respect to the ground, no matter whether the nose wheel is
still in the air or has touched the ground since the freely swivelable
nose wheel does not create any lateral forces.

The lateral guiding or cornering forces acting on the main wheels
behind the center of gravity will turn the aircraft into the direction
of travel.

In a cross wind, the airplane will turn into the direction of the
resultant air flow under the effect of the air~force moment.

The position of the center of pressure IP of the lateral wind
force behind the center of gravity SP 1is given by the flight char-
acteristics. Generally, the center of gravity is only sufficiently far
in front of the axis of the main wheels that the aircraft can still tilt
toward the front without creating too high a load on the nose wheel.

Because of the slight distance of the center of gravity from the
main wheels, i.e., because: of the short lever arm at which the lateral
guiding forces of the wheels act, a relatively small restoring ground-
force moment becomes effective. The uniaxial landing gear can be easily
turned about the leading main wheels. The aircraft will then turn more
readily into the direction of the resultant air flow than the tail-wheel
landing gear with a fixed tail wheel touching the ground in which a change
from the taxiing direction is possible only by lateral deformation of the
tires.

THE NOSE~WHEEL ATRCRAFT INSENSITIVE TO CROSS WIND

The nose wheel will become less sensitive to cross wind if the dis-
tance between the transverse forces on the fixed wheels and the center
of pressure IP of the lateral wind force are decreased.
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If the aircraft characteristics, i.e., the position of the center
of gravity with respect to the center of pressure of the air, remains
unchanged, the attempt of the air-force moment to turn the aircraft into
the resultant wind direction can be eliminated by shifting the axis of

the leading main wheels back into the plane going through the center of
pressure of the lateral air force.

If one now takes into account the changing wheel load between left
and right main wheels, previously neglected in the action of the side
force, and the thereby arising small ground-force moment, then one
arrives at a final position of the main wheel axis slightly in front of
the center of pressure IP.

This uniaxial landing gear is then not only stable with respect to
the ground but also insensitive to cross wind. For resisting the cross-
wind forces, the aircraft will turn its longitudinal axis slightly
yawed to the main taxiing direction by turning slightly into the wind.
This may create corresponding guiding forces on the leading main wheels,
corresponding to the cross-wind pressure.

Even at sudden cross-wind gusts, the aircraft will continue essen-
tially in its original landing direction.

| This backward shift of the main wheels or forward shift of the

| center of gravity increases the portion of the load on the nose wheel.
| Consequently, it seems logical that the aircraft designer would prefer
| different measures for increasing the insensitivity to cross wind.
|

|

|

\

FIXED NOSE WHEEL

| The taxiing behavior of a nose-wheel landing gear with a fixed nose
| wheel and small wind forces is determined by the side forces on the

| wheels (fig. 5). Since the center of gravity is located slightly in

| front of the main wheels, the nose wheel has relatively low load. Its

| lateral guiding force is therefore relatively larger per unit of normal
| wheel load (according to fig. 2) than the lateral guiding forces on the
| main wheels. If it is assumed for simplification that the mass system

| turns about the center of gravity, then a ground-force moment is created
| on the biaxial landing gear, which will turn the aircraft from its

| taxiing direction. The airplane will then become unstable with respect
| to the ground. The tendency for ground looping increases when the mass

| forces produce an additional higher load on the nose wheel.

the same direction, will have an influence, so that the aircraft tends

|
|
\ During an additional cross wind, the air-force moment, turning in
1 to turn rapidly into the resultant wind direction.

\

|
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Consequently, a fixed nose wheel will produce a biaxial aircraft
which is unstable with respect to the ground and is also wind-sensitive.

SWIVELABLE NOSE WHEEL

The idea of designing a swivelable nose wheel so that the ground
and air-force moments will be compensated by yawing of the nose wheel
was a logical development. Generally, the required restoring ground
moment can be produced by turning the nose wheel.

However, the assumption made above that the taxiing behavior is to
be independent of the operation by the pilot must then be abandoned.

The airplane landing gear with a swivelable nose wheel must have
the same stability behavior with respect to the ground forces as a
biaxial automobile steered at the front.

The center of pressure of the resultant lateral wind force is not
located behind but in front of the center of gravity in the case of a
motor vehicle. This is due to the fact that the air forces, especially
in an aerodynamically-favorable body such as an airship hull from which
the fins and rudders were removed, act far at the front of the body.

Consequently, in a cross wind an air force acts on a vehicle in
front of the center of gravity, resulting in an air-force moment related
to the center of gravity which attempts to push the car transverse to
the resultant direction of the air flow.

MOTOR VEHICLE SENSITIVE TO CROSS WIND

The behavior of a high-speed car was clarified by means of model
tests along a "running track" (continuous belt). The model vehicle, in
the left of figure 6, runs from the bottom to the top at a velocity of
150 km./hr)+ along the center of the track which corresponds to the width
of a four-lane highway. In the second part of the photograph, the car
is exposed to a gust which strikes the car at a speed of 14 m/sec perpen-
dicular to the vehicle. After half a second, the vehicle has already
reached the edge of the track. During this process, it was assumed that

the driver had not moved the steering wheel at all.”?

uThe model values have been converted according to the model rules
for the actual vehicle.

OThe hand of the clock provided at the right in the moving picture
revolves once in 0.6s, here contrary to the usual sense of rotation of the
clock.
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The air forces increase with the square of increasing velocity.
At the same time, the time during which the vehicle travels up to the
edge of the track is shortened.

Check tests of the Institute on the reasons for the accident of
Rosemeyer on the Frankfort racetrack showed that the gust had turned
the racing car of Rosemeyer within a period of 0.l sec and had pushed
it to the edge of the track in this time.

However, a well-trained driver expecting such an accident will
require approximately 1/2 sec for compensating this motion of the
vehicle. An average driver or a person not expecting such a wind gust
will need at least 1 sec to release a required ground countermoment by
turning his steering wheel. This created the concept "horror moment".

Consequently, the behavior of the vehicle in the example of fig-
ure 6 at the left-hand side is dangerous since the vehicle reaches the
edge of the track in such a short time that not every driver can compen-
sate the motion by proper steering.

This danger to motor vehicles at high speeds was felt more keenly
after the German superhighways had come into use and presented the problem
of eliminating this hazard. Wind-tunnel tests, model, and actual highway
tests produced the principles for design of a vehicle insensitive to cross
wind.

Attachment of fins made it possible to shift the point of action of
the air sufficiently far toward the rear (this point usually lies far in
front of the center of gravity) that the desired compensation of side
forces and moments was produced. However, the fins must be correctly
designed and dimensioned. Excessively large fins would make the vehicle
yaw toward the wind and would thus cause it to run into the wind.

The effect of correctly designed and dimensioned fins is shown in
the right-hand side of figure 6 where the travel of a vehicle insensi-
tive to cross wind is shown. This vehicle travels on the small track
at a speed of 150 km/hr and in a cross-wind gust of 14 m/sec velocity
without any action by the driver. During this process, the vehicle
changes to a sufficiently yawed position with respect to its direction
of motion such that the cross-wind forces can be resisted by the lateral
guiding forces of the yawed wheels.

The process in a controlled nose-wheel landing gear corresponds
accurately to that determined in an ordinary motor vehicle with the
exception that the aircraft runs into the wind.

The uncontrolled nose-wheel landing gear with a freely swivelable v
nose wheel also turns rapidly into the wind as soon as a cross-wind force
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is exerted on it and leaves the narrow track (fig. 7, left-hand side).
The nose~wheel landing gear insensitive to cross wind behaves exactly
as the motor vehicle which also is insensitive to cross wind (fig. T
right-hand side).

STABILITY CILASSES

The described aircraft-landing gears, together with the motor
vehicles, can be grouped in five stability classes.

The most favorable taxiing behavior will be denoted by I and the
most unfavorable by V (fig. 8).

The uniaxial controlled tail-wheel airplane which is unstable with
respect to the ground and runs into the wind belongs in the stability
class V. Such an aircraft requires a circular airfield because of the
varying directions of wind.

At a high wing loading, i.e., with small rudder surfaces, the lower
limit of possible reaction period is reached. In this case, the taxiing
motions are no longer entirely controllable and extensive training of the
pilot is required for rapid and correct reactions.

The stability classes II to IV which may be denoted as '"safe under
certain conditions" follow at a rather large distance.

In class IV, the steerable biaxial nose-wheel landing gear corresponds
to the motor vehicle with the load at the rear axle which consequently
is unstable with respect to the ground and sensitive to cross wind. The
driver of such a vehicle is required to move the car in opposite direc-
tion to the veering motion within the reaction time. The racing car of
Rosemeyer, discussed above, belongs in this class.

A motor vehicle may be considered safe it it can travel at high
speed on a narrow highway with a good grip, i.e., if the driver has
sufficiently long reaction times for operating the steering mechanism.
If this is not the case, the highways must be made wider, as for example
had been the case in the raceway belonging to the Reich superhighway
near Dessau.

At higher speeds therefore the tracks for cars or aircraft in this
stability class must be at least between 40 to 80 m wide.

The landing gear of a uniaxial aircraft with a freely swivelable
nose wheel belongs in the stability class III. This landing gear is
stable with respect to the ground but runs into the wind.
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The biaxial aircraft with a fixed tail wheel belongs in the sta-
bility class IIb. The letter b represents the restriction that this
stablility degree can be reached only if the compression between wheel
and ground is sufficiently high.

The biaxial vehicle which has the main load on the front axle since
its center of gravity lies in front of the axis center can be grouped in
stability class IIa. This vehicle has the advantage over the aircraft IIb
that its stability is definitely maintained by the continuous control of
all four wheels. The vehicle is sensitive to cross wind but stable with
respect to the ground and therefore will not leave the track as readily
during a cross-wind gust. Consequently, the track for class II may be
slightly more narrow even at high velocities.

Stability class Ib includes the tail-wheel airplane with a fixed
wheel but reduced rudder surface, i.e., with changed flight stability.

If the assumption (indicated by the letter b) that the tail wheel
touches the ground is not made, the stability behavior immediately changes
into class V.

This restriction does not apply to the biaxial vehicle insensitive
to cross wind nor to the uniaxial nose-wheel landing gear insensitive to
cross wind, both belonging to class Ia.

The requirement as to width of the runway can be reduced because of
the stability conditions in taxiing. A width of 10 m may be sufficient
since the controller of the landing gear has longer reaction periods at
his disposition.

REQUIREMENTS FOR A SWIVELABLE WHEEL

The requirements made on a swivelable wheel result necessarily
from the desired stability conditions:

1. The nose wheel must be freely movable for any slow swivel motion

of the aircraft and any necessary damping must be adapted to this
condition.

2. The tail wheel of an airplane must be fixed during landing or
take-off and be freely movable only for a slow rolling motion.

In contrast to the motor vehicle, the nose-wheel landing gear which
is insensitive to cross wind has no wheel control. At high speed, the
necessary moments for a desired variation of the taxiing direction can
be produced by air forces acting on the rudder or, in slow taxiing, by
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a one-sided braking or racing of the engines. The pilot will then
notice that the landing gear which is stable with respect to the ground
will not change its taxiing direction as readily as the conventional
unstable tail-wheel landing gear.

Naturally, an additional steering mechanism can be installed in the
nose-wheel suspension but this is for exerting a steering force only in
slow taxiing.

GENERAL DEVELOPMENT TREND

The progress made by changing from the stability class V of the tail-
wheel aircraft to the stability class III of the conventional nose-wheel
landing gear has been felt to be so considerable that, at the moment,
class I stability for aircraft has not yet been demanded.

The time at which a solution for a cross-wind-insensitive nose-wheel
landing gear will be demanded depends only on the extent of possible
increases in the wing loading of aircraft and on the desire or necessity
of building more narrow runways. The taxiing behavior of aircraft will
most probably approach more and more that of a motor vehicle at higher
speed; never will it differ from it more than now.

Research on automobiles was stimulated to strive for class I sta-
bility by the construction of German superhighways and the general increase
in automobile speeds.

The resultant data, which could be obtained only after decades of
research in the development of the earth-bound motor vehicle, can now be
used judiciously for further development of aircraft.

HYPOTHESES FOR A LANDING GEAR STABLE IN ROLLING

In the literature in the U. S., a nose-wheel landing gear generally
is known under the designation of tricycle landing gear. The concepts
of nose-wheel landing gear or tricycle landing gear however may not
completely cover the existing problem.

Several examples (fig. 9) show that the favorable effect of a
ground-stable landing gear in combination with insensitivity to cross
wind can be obtained also by different arrangements of swivelable and
fixed wheels.

The main presupposition is location of the center of gravity in front
of the main wheels. 1In addition, the resultant of the guiding forces on
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the main wheels must act shortly in front of the center of pressure of
the resultant lateral air force and the swivelable wheels must be
attached in front of the center of gravity of the system.

The classification of landing gears according to their stability
behavior and establishment of requirements on the swivelable wheel were
made here on the basis of visual considerations.

the model tests, confirm these statements.T

*Pranslated and Edited by
the O. W. ILeibiger Research lLaboratories, Inc.

i
|
The theoretical and experimental results, as well as a film6 of \
Petersburg, N. Y. (ATI No. 32171) \

6"Das Verhalten des Flugzeugs auf dem Rollfeld bei Seitenwind."
Research film 2 of the ZWB.

7Cf. in present report the lectures of Scheubel, p. 41, E. Maier, »
p. 99, and L. H., Schunck, p. 105,

¥Note: 1In order to provide terminology consistent with other papers
of this series, this translation has been reworded in many places by the
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