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We now postulate that H = 0, V = 0 and » = 0. The
partial derivatives of R, U, and V are easily determined by
substituting v = 0 in (18). Those of T are
ET, = (V — G/RV)R, + RV. + 2G(Q —

G/VE)/r* +GXZ,/RVE
ET, = (V — G/RV)R.+ RV. +
2u(Q — G/VE) + GXZ./RVE (33)
ET, = (V — G/RV)R, + RV, — r —
Gr/(G — H*/r)

ETy = (V — G/RV)Ry + RV

If both the initial and terminal states are apsides, two cases
arise. If @ =mandV =2 =0

R, = R2(4GQ/H? — 1/r)/r R. = R*(4G/uH?)

B,=Ry=0 U, = u/R — AG/H — w)/r
U,=r/R — 4G/ull Us=Usg=0 (34)
Ve=G/H — u Vo= —1 Va=V,=0
T, = 3GT/rE Ty = R/U
T.,= —3uT/E T, = (r* — R?)/(G — Huw)
On the other hand, if 6 = 2rand V = v = 0,
R.=U,=V,=1 Ve=u— G/H
T, = 3GT/R*E T.= —3uT/E (35)
T,=0 Te =r/u

and the remaining partial derivatives are zero.

Discussion
Qur representation of error in (17) is referenced to a fixed 4.
If instead, we treat T as the independent variable the error
coefficients can be expressed in terms of those in (17) as follows

dR dr [Rr R.R., 0
dau | _; du .U, U0
av |77 Ml a, M‘Lvr V. V.0
dg dT 0000
(36)
ReT, RoT. RoT., — Ry
N = _1_ UeT, UgT, UgT, — U,

To |l Vo', VoTu VeT, — V5
T T. T, -—1

We now can systematically generate errors associated with a
fixed time-to-go 7.

A related set of error coefficients is generated in Reff3. To
compare the general coefficients on p. 1865 of this reference to
ours in (18), it is necessary to recognize the following cor-
respondence in notation: r —r, r — R, u — v; cosby, U —v
cosf, v — vy sinfy, V -—> v sinf, 6 = n;, a = — 37, A —
n—3m,G—K,Z—~ Ke, E—~ K(4 — 2)/n.

It is evident upon comparison that the state extrapolation
equations in (10) and (11) have led to a simpler set of partial
derivatives. Although we must compute the invariants and
the terminal variables to enjoy this simplicity, similar com-
putations also are required to convert the normalized ex-
pressions in Ref. 3 to their useful dimensional forms. Thus
the simplicity referred to is not because of notation alone.

The information contained in Eq. (A18) on p. 1865 of Ref.
3 corresponds to partial derivatives of 6 in the matrix (M —N)
of (36). However, there is no expression in Ref. 3 equivalent
to 8r = —1/Ts As a consequence, this reference contains
no explicit coefficients corresponding to the partial derivatives
of T.
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Longitudinal Flow over a Circular

Cylinder with Surface Mass Transfer

D. J. Wanous* axp E. M. SPARROWT
University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, Minn.

ONSIDERATION is given to axisymmetric laminar

boundary-layer flow longitudinal to a circular cylinder
with continuously-distributed mass injection (blowing) or
mass removal (suction) at the surface. Such a flow differs
from that along a flat plate because of the transverse curva-
ture of the cylindrical surface. The transverse curvature
effect gives rise to nonsimilar boundary-layer solutions.

The present analysis is carried out for constant property,
incompressible flow. In the case of mass addition, the prop-
erties of the injected gas are identical to those of the main-
stream gas. The cylinder has a radius r,. Radial distances
are measured by r, whereas £ measures axial distances down-
stream from the effective starting point of the boundary
layer. The freestream velocity is U,. Solutions will be
sought for two distributions of the surface mass transfer
velocity: 1)w, ~27Y?% and 2) »,, = const. The first of these
is widely employed in mass transfer analyses, since it leads
to similarity solutions for the flat-plate boundary layer.
The second is of interest inasmuch as it is more easily achieved
in practice. Other investigations concerned with the simul-
taneous effects of mass transfer and transverse curvature
are reported in Refs. 1 and 2.

Analysis
1. v, ~ x~Y2

The analytical formulation for this case closely parallels
that for the impermeable wall.® Upon satisfying mass
conservation and transforming the momentum equation,
there is obtained a partial differential equation for the
dimensionless stream function f that cannot be made to
yield similarity solutions. Recourse is then had to a per-
turbation series

fE& ) = folm) + EL(n) + £h(n) + Ef(n) + ... (1)
wherein
£ = (4/ro) (va/Ux)"?
1 = (Ua/va)?[(r? — ro*)/4r0]

In Ref. 3, the foregoing series was truncated at f,, whereas in
the present study terms up to and including f; have been
retained. The ordinary differential equations governing
fo, f1, and f» are stated in the reference and need not be re-
peated here. The f; equation is derived in a straightforward
manner.

The essential modification in the analysis that stems from
the x—1/2 distribution of the surface mass transfer is a change
in the boundary conditions. In particular, whereas formerly
fo(0) = 0, now f,(0) = F,, wherein

Fo = =20/ Ux)(Usz/v)1? (3)

For the situation in which v, ~ £7V2, it is evident that F, is
a constant parameter. Aside from the change in fy(0), all
other boundary conditions remain unchanged. The nature
of the governing equations is such that the solution for f
depends upon fy, the solution for f. depends upon f, and fi,
and so forth. Thus, the fact that the f, function correspond-
ing to surface mass transfer is different from the f; function

@)

Received March 30, 1964; revision received August 19, 1964.
This study was supported by a grant from the U. S. Air Force
Office of Scientific Research, Mechanics Division.

* Research Assistant.

1 Professor of Mechanical Engineering.



148 ATAA JOURNAL VOL. 3, NO. 1
Table 1 Values for f//(0) and ¢’’(0)

Fy fo''(0) A7(0) f2''(0) J3'(0) nk eni’'(0)
1.0 2.91547 0.5073 —0.04599 0.01376 00 1.3282
0.7 2.41489 0.5596 —0.07055 0.02715 10 0.6943
0.5 2.09129 0.5966 —0.09125 0.04038 11 —1.2243
0.3 1.77734 0.6351 —0.1163 0.05873 20 —0.1641
0.2 1.62448 0.6548 —0.1307 0.07052 21 0.1432
0.1 1.47469 0.6745 —0,1466 0.08462 22 0.1948
0.0 1.32823 0.6943 —0.1641 0.1016 30 0.1016

—0.1 1.18540 0.7140 —0.1836 0.1222 31 —0.1321
—0.2 1.04655 0.7333 —0.2053 0.1477 32 —0.06057
—0.3 0.91205 0.7521 —0.2295 0.1797 33 0.02822
—0.5 0.65796 0.7866 —0.2880 0.2751
—-0.7 0.42763 0.8134 —0.3667 0.4595

—-1.0 0.14208 0.8173 —0.5873 1.644

for the impermeable surface implies the same state of affairs
for the functions fi, fs, . . . .

The standard definitions of the friction coefficient ¢; and
the Reynolds number Re. can be employed to achieve a di-
mensionless representation of the local wall shear 7; thus

¢s = v/3pU* Re, = U.x/v 4)

In terms of these, one finds
2¢;Re'? = fo''(0) + £A7(0) + £2£/(0) + £:7(0)  (5a)
[2csRex"?] 5 = fo'(0) (5b)
in which the subscript fp denotes the flat-plate case. Numeri-

cal values of the f'/(0) are listed in Table 1 and will be utilized
in the forthecoming presentation of results.

2. vy = const

The case of uniformly distributed surface mass transfer
is analytically more interesting than the xz~%? distri-
bution. Indeed, for uniform mass transfer, similarity-
type solutions cannot even be found for the flat-plate bound-
ary layer. The analysis is facilitated by defining the stream
function ¥ as

¥ (6)

wherein ¢ represents a dimensionless stream function, and
(&, n) are given by Eq. (2). The partial differential equa-
tion for ¢, derived by introducing ¢, £ and % into the mo-
mentum equation, is solved by a perturbation series where,
in turn,

ol 1) = woln) + fai(n) + () + Bes(n) + ... (7a)
n Vol k

‘Pn(”l) = kzz:o <2‘VO> ﬂank(n)

The ¢.x(n) are universal functions, that is, they are inde-

pendent of any parameters. The ordinary differential
equations governing the ¢.x and the corresponding boundary
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Fig. 1 Effect of transverse curvature on skin friction.

conditions cannot be stated here because of space limitations;
however, they are given in detail in Ref. 4.

The local skin friction can be evaluated from the definition
of ¢ [Eq. (6)] and then rephrased as follows:

2ciRe:Y? = @' "(0) + [£010""(0) — Fuen'’(0)] +
(820" (0) — EFuwpn’(0) + F.2en""(0)] +
[E3§030”<0) - £2Fw§031”(0) +

EF 00 (0) — Fuies’’(0)]  (8a)
Correspondingly, for the flat plate (¢ = 0),
[2¢;Re.?);p = @0’ (0) — Foou’ (0) +
FuPp’(0) — Foiey’’(0)  (8b)

In the rearrangement leading to Eqgs. (8a) and (8b), the iden-
tity (vuro/2v) ~Fu./E has been employed. Inspection
of Eq. (8a) reveals a double perturbation due to transverse
curvature (parameter £ and nonsimilar mass transfer
(parameter F,). The first bracket on the right contains the
first-order perturbation, the second bracket contains the
second-order perturbation, and so forth. Values of the
oni’'(0) are given in Table 1 and will be applied in the next
section of the report.

Results

A graphical presentation of the local skin-friction results
is made in Fig. 1, the left- and right-hand portions of which
pertain, respectively, to v, ~ z~Y2 and v, const. The
ordinate is the ratio of ¢; Re,!? for the cylinder to ¢, Re,¥? for
the flat plate; thus, the departure of the curves from unity
is an immediate measure of the effect of transverse curvature.
The abscissa is the transverse curvature parameter £, increas-
ing values of which imply an increase in the boundary-layer
thickness relative to the cylinder radius 7,. The curves are
labeled according to the surface mass-transfer parameter F.,
positive values of which indicate suction and negative values
of which indicate blowing. Moreover, each curve is also
labeled with the flat plate value of ¢; Re.Y/? corresponding to
the specified F..

From the figure, it is seen that the skin-friction coefficient
for the cylinder is always greater than that for the flat plate;
the deviations becoming more marked as the boundary-
layer thickness grows larger relative to the cylinder radius
(ie., larger £). Blowing (F, < 0) tends to accentuate the
effect of transverse curvature, whereas suction (7, > 0) tends
to diminish the curvature effect. This is because blowing
thickens the boundary layer, whereas suction thins the
boundary layer.

The preceding figure was intended to highlight the effect
of transverse curvature. Consideration will now be given
to the lower portion of Fig. 2, which illuminates the effect of
surface mass transfer. The ordinate is the ratio of ¢; Re,V?
for surface mass transfer to ¢, Re. ¥ for the impermeable wall;
thus, the departure of the curves from unity is a direct meas-
ure of the effect, of mass transfer. The abscissa is the mass
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Fig. 2 Effect of surface mass transfer on skin friction.

transfer parameter F,, and the curves are parameterized
by & The case £ = 0 corresponds to the flat plate. By
inspecting the figure, one sees that the general effect of blow-
ing (F,, < 0) is to decrease the skin friction, whereas suction
(Fy > 0) increases the skin friction. Further study shows
that, for a given value of the F,, parameter, the effect of sur-
face mass transfer is diminished as £ increases. Thus, the
flat plate is most affected by surface mass transfer and cylin-
ders (r, < ) are affected to a lesser extent.

The essential point of this finding is that surface mass
transfer and transverse curvature oppose one another. In
the case of blowing, the boundary layer is thickened and the
skin friction is reduced; however, the thickening of the
boundary layer accentuates the transverse curvature effect,
which in turn tends to increase the skin friction. The net
effect is a reduction in skin friction, but to an extent that is
less than that for the flat plate.

Next, attention may be directed to a comparison of results
for the two distributions of surface mass transfer as shown
in the upper portion of Fig. 2. The ordinate is the ratio of
¢s Re,Y? for uniform mass transfer to ¢, Re,V? for the v, ~
792 mass-transfer distribution. In general, it appears that
the =12 distribution is somewhat more effective in increasing
skin friction by suction and decreasing skin friction by
blowing than is the uniform distribution. However, aside
from the flat plate with blowing. the results are remarkably
insensitive to the detailed distribution of the surface mass
transfer.

Numerical values of the displacement thickness cannot
be reported here because of space limitations, but these are
available in Ref. 4. As a final remark, it is of interest to
note that the present investigation extends the range of re-
sults for uniform blowing for the flat plate. Previous
information, obtained by a finite-difference solution’ was
restricted to F, = —0.141 and —0.283.
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A Practical Note on the Use of
Lambert’s Equation

Geza S. GEpEON*
Northrop Space Laboratories, Hawthorne, Calif.

Nomenclature
© =~ GM product of universal gravitational constant and
mass of principal attracting body
e = eccentricity
a = semimajor axis
r = separation from the dynamical center
¢ = chord
s = (ry + r 4 ¢) /2= semiperimeter
z = s/2a = argument of the Lambertian series
w = (1 — ¢/s8)Y? = shape factor
ng = (p/s*)Y* = mean motion based on semiperimeter
1-3:5...020 — 1),
An 2.4.6...(2n) P A =1
N = ngd = mean anomaly based on semiperimeter
a, 8 = Lambert’s angles for elliptic orbits
v, 8 = Lambert’s angles for hyperbolic orbits
k = =41
m = 1,2...integer

HEN the time of flight is given between two terminals,

the equations of Lambert are used to determine the
orbit. These equations, however, have several drawbacks,
and the following will show how to overcome these difficulties
without compromising the simplicity of the original expres-
sions.

Lambert’s equations are the following:
Hyperbolic Orbits

t = (|a|*/w2[(sinhy — v) — (sinhd — )] {®
sinh(v/2) = (s/2|a])1
sinh(8/2) = [(s — ¢)/2|a|]V2
Parabolic Orbits
t = 22/ F (s — c)¥2] 3)
Elliptic Orbits

t= (@/w"2[(l ~ kymr + k(e — sina) ¥ (8 — sinB)] (&)

. @ s \¥2 . B § — c\V?
sing <2a> sing, = < % ) (5)
where kb = =1andm = 1,2 ... integer number of loops (see,
e.g., Ref. 1).

To solve these equations for a on an automatic digital com-
puter, the fast and efficient Newton-Raphson method can be
applied if the derivatives are available. To obtain these
derivatives, the auxiliary equations (2) and (5) will be
eliminated by the introduction of the variable

2 = 8/2a (6)

@)

and the constants
w = (1 — ¢/s)V? ns = (u¥/s)M? (M

With these substitutions, Egs. (1) and (4) and their deriva-
tives can be written in the combined form

p_ 1 1 -
- 2|zll/2 21/2 ( 2
2] 121~ 2)ve] — [f(w]2| ) ~

N=mn E o L)

wlz[ v2(] — ,wzz)uz]} (8a)
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