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where
= fv. [RIT[C][R]AV (12)
{Fi} = 2fvm 17[CHR)AV + S5, Ti
lalP1{B} + | BHF:} = Jov, [ T:l{uz:}dS  (13)
|B1IGHQ} = Sov, Lur:}{T:}dS (14)

and (., is a constant. In the above [C] is the elasticity com-
pliance matrix. Since only the parameters {a} and {8} are
independent for each element, taking the variation of Eq. (1)
with respect to {a} and {8}, leads to the Euler equations for
each element, as

— [Hl{a} = {F:} + [P]{B} =0 (15)
and
[PIr{a} + {F2} — [G1{Q} =0 (16)
From Eqgs. (15) and (16) one can solve for { e} and {8} as,
{a} = +[HI7[PHB} — [HIF.} an
and

{8} = ((PI7[H][PDGNHQ} +
(PYH]IPDY[PYTHI"YFY — {Fa}) (18)
It can be seen from the above equations that the number of
o’s must be larger or equal to the number of 8’s and the rank
of [P] equal to the number of 8’s in order to have {8} and

{a} solvable in terms of {Q}. Substituting Eqs. (17) and
(18) in Eq. (11), one can express 7# in terms of {Q} alone, as,

7 = + Zu (+ 3QID.1{Q} — Q{EA} + Cu®)  (19)
where _

[Dx] = [GI([PIT[H]'[P])~7[G] (20)

{En} = [GI7(IPI7[H]'[P]) ™7 X
(=[PIT[H]"YF} + {Fs}) (21)
The matrix [Dn] is symmetric and positive definite because
[H] is symmetric and positive definite and the rank of [P]is
equal to the number of B’s. Using the generalized nodal
forces {Q*} for the finite-element assembly, and since

these can be subjected to independent varlatlon one obtains a
final set of equations of the form

[DIQ*} = [£] (22)

In Egs. (20) and (21), in order to form [D,.] and [E,.], matrix
inversions have to be performed twice. But, if there are as
many B3’s as as, it can be seen from Eq. (13) that the matrix

[P] becomes square. Hence,
 (PTHOP) = PIVH][PT] (23)
Thus, the expressions for [D,,] énd [E ] can be simplified as ‘
[Dn] = [GI7[P][H][P]T(G] 249

and

{En} = —GT[P)T{Fi} + [GIF[P]MH][P)'T{Fa}  (25)

Closure

Unlike in the equilibrium stress model of de Veubeke and
Sander,* and the hybrid stress model of Pian,? the unknowns
in the final set of matrix equations for the finite-element as-
sembly in the present assumed stress model are the nodal
values of stresses. Thus, stress boundary conditions can be
handled more conveniently. Thisis of advantage in problems
such as analysis of stress-states around holes in plane-stress
problems stress-states around cut-outs in shells, and ‘stress-
states in plates with extendihg cracks, where stress-free
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boundary conditions have to be satisfied. Also, since the
stress-states at node points are directly solved for, it is very

convenient to apply the yield criteria and flow rules in plas-

ticity problems. The use of the method in such problems is

currently being investigated. It should be pointed out that

this method is a direct analogy of the hybrid displacement

model used by Tong,® and the author.? '
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An Effective Approximation for
Computing the Three-Dimensional
Laminar Boundary-Layer Flows

KENﬁETH K. Wang*-
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Huntington Beach, Calif.

Nomenclature
¢ = density-viscosity ratio, pp/pupw
f = ["Fay
o
F = u/ue
g = [ " Gdy
[
G = v/u.
H = total enthalpy
K, = curvature, streamwise
K, = curvature, orthogonal to streamline
Pr = Prandtl number
81,8:,8; = curvilinear coordinates in the stream wise, crossflow
and normal directions .
uww = velocity components in the 8,8z, and S; directions
p = density
[ = viscosity
£¢ = transformed coordinates
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Subscripts

w
(4

value at wall
value at boundary-layer edge

([}

IN treating three-dimensional, laminar, compressible bound-
ary-layer flow, various approaches have been employed
in the past in an effort to reduce complexity and thereby
render solution possible. Well-known methods such as
the integral method,! similar solution? and small cross flow
perturbation?® have been used with varying degree of success.
With the recent interest in the development of arbitrary
configuration, e.g., space shuttle vehicles, it appears that a
solution. with less restrictive approach will be desirable, par-
ticularly, to avoid the large computing time required for
exact numerical solution.*

A well-recognized fact utilized® in past investigations is
that the laminar boundary layer can be approximated by
division into two regions of distinct physical behavior; re-
gion (1), the neighborhood of the wall where viscous stress
dominates the flow, and region (2), the outer portion of the
boundary layer which retains much the characteristics of the
inviscid flow. In a recent paper, Vaglio-Laurin and Miller®
employed the two region model to formulate a set of governing
differential equations specialized for each region. Analytic
solutions were derived and compared with the exact result?
for flow near the plane of symmetry. In the present paper,
with the emphasis on numerical computations, this physical
deseription of the flow is employed in constructing an effective
approxnnatlon which facilitates the numerical solutlon of the
governing equations.

To proceed with the analysis, the governing equations for
the flow are written in a curvilinear coordinate system aligned
along the inviseid streamline at the edge of boundary layer.”
Applying the Howarth-Dorodnitsyn transform

£ = S pokottedSy, § = 85, 1 = u(28) "2 pdS;

and introducing stream functions f and g

U = ULl
v = uQ
ow = —Kig(26)Y? — Kyf(25)Y% — 9/08:[f(26)Y/2] —

0/08:[g(28)1/?]
the governing equations are
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Fig. 1 Heat-transfer distribution along streamline.
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Momentum (crossflow)

B [p0G ¢ _,.[Fo _ofoG] _
o1 [C 017] o T % [u YA bn] -

25[-1(1 [F2—~ +g OG] +K2|:FG—fg—j] -

G O dg 0@
SR+ 2 G @
Energy A
C oH f o
[Pr b"l]+ E|2§+b£+[ +K19+Kzf:|

_)oH
(Pottats) 1!5 - 25[ o2l o LA ]

:—n[(c ;;) (u? + vz):l =0 (3

with the boundary conditionsat n = 0, F = f = @
0,H=H,andatyg = o, F =1,G=0,H = H.,.

A major difficulty in obtaining solutions to the above equa-
tions is the presence of terms containing a derivative in the
crossflow direction, i.e., the { derivative. Their existence
requires the consideration of a three-dimensional domain
and consequently, the computational effort in obtaining a
numerical solution can be expected to increase greatly over
that of the two-dimensional case. Past effort at removing
this obstacle generally have relied on either the restrictions
of crossflow magnitude or similarity conditions. In con-
sidering the different physical behavior in the aforementioned
regions it is suggested here that the terms be approximated
by their values at the edge of inviscid flow. This approach
is justified by the following reasoning, In region (2) the
flow retains largely its inviscid character, and thus the ap-
proximation can be expected to be good there. On the
other hand, the terms in question contribute little to the flow
in region (1) where the viscous effect dominate. Their
approximation therefore will not cause large errors in region
(1). Consequently for subsequent numerical computations,
the following relations will be used:

QOu/dt ~ GOu,/d¢, G /dt ~ Gdv./dt, dg/d¢ = 0,
GOH /D¢ ~ GOH,/d¢ (4)

Note that, in addition to being exact at the edge of boundary
layer, they also satisfy the required values at the wall.

The use of this approximation yields certain advantages.
Notably, the computing effort can be expected to be dras-
tically reduced. This can be seen by observing that the
governing equations now have only the £ (streamwise) and
n (normal) derivatives. Mathematically, they can be in-
tegrated numerically along any inviscid streamline using the
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Fig. 2 Shear stresses at wall.
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conventional schemes such as those successfully used in solv-
ing the two-dimensional boundary-layer flows, thus avoiding
the large computing time required for the exact solution.
Additionally, the numerical solution is basically less restric-
tive in view of the nature of the approximations as com-
pared with the existing methods.l.# As this physical model
is valid wherever the boundary-layer concept is applicable,
present approximations should be effective for a wide class
of vehicle geometries and flow conditions. With the gov-
erning equations written in central difference form and using
the Crank-Nicholson type of implicit schemes, they have
been programmed for numerical calculation.

For comparative purposes, the case presented in Ref. 3
was selected. It is seen that the heat-transfer rates as shown
in Fig. 1 correspond very well considering the difference in
the inviscid result used (Newtonian vs linear characteristic)
and the streamline curvature computations (exact vs ap-
proximate). The shear stress in the streamwise and the
crossflow directions similarly show good agreement as indi-
cated in Fig. 2. However, the present calculation shows a
definite maxima in the crossflow shear stress near S/R = 4.
Available oil streak experimental results®:** appear to favor
the trend as predicted by the present calculation. Future
computations using exact inviseid inputs®® will be needed
to provide credence to this point of view.

In summary, an approximation based on a physical de-
scription of the boundary-layer flow has been devised. TIts
use has greatly simplified the task of numerical integration
of the governing equations of three-dimensional, compressible
laminar boundary layer. Numerical results have validated
the effectiveness of the approximation and the computing
time (to S/R = 10) per case (~2 min on CDC 6500) appears
to be reasonable.

References

1 Kang, S. W., Rae, W. J,, and Dunn, M. G., “Effects of
Mass Injection on Compressible, Three-Dimensional Laminar
Boundary Layers,” AIAA Journal, Vol. 5, No. 10, Oct. 1967,
pp. 1738-1745.

2 Trella, M. and Libby, P. A., “Similar Solutions for the
Hypersonic Laminar Boundary Layer Near a Plane of Sym-
metry,” AIAA Journal, Vol. 3, No. 1, Jan. 1965, pp. 75-83.

¢ Fannelop, T. K., “A Method of Solving the Three-Dimen-
sional Laminar Boundary Layer Equations with Application to
a Lifting Reentry Body,” AIAA Journal, Vol. 6, No. 6, June
1968, pp. 1075-1084.

_*Der, I, Jr. and Raetz, G. S., “Solution of Gleneral Three-
Dunens}onal Laminar Boundary Layer Problem by an Exact
Numerical Method,” IAS Paper 62-70, Jan. 1962.

§ Stewartson, K., “Viscous Hypersonic Flow Past a Slender
C;)ne,” The Physics of Fluids, Vol. 7, No. 5, May 1964, pp. 667~
675.

§ Vaglio-Laurin, R. and Miller, G., “On Three-Dimensional
Laminar Boundary Layers with Large Cross-Flow,” AIAA
Journal, Vol. 8, No. 10, Oct. 1970, pp. 1822-1830.

, 7 Mayer, A., “Three-Dimensional Laminar Boundary Lay-
ers',” Hign Sj_)eed Aero/Dynamics and Jet Propulsion, Vol. IV,
Princeton University Press, Princeton, N.J., 1964, pp. 288-292.

8 Rainbird, W. J., Crabbe, R. 8., and Jurewicz, “A Water
Tunnel Investigation of the Flow Separation About Circular
Cones at Incidence,” LR-385, Sept. 1963, National Research
Council of Canada, Ottawa, Canada.

9'J0nes, D J:, “Numerical Solutions of the Flow Field for
Con_lcal Bodies in a Supersonic Stream,” LR-507, July 1968,
National Research Council of Canada, Ottawa, Canada.

1 Rakich, V. V. and Cleary, J. W., “Theoretical and Experi-
mental Stufiy of Supersonic Steady Flow Around Inclined Bodies
gfl le'»lrglu‘olon,” AIA4 Journal, Vol. 8, No. 3, March 1970, pp.

1 Stetson, K. F. and Friberg, E. G., “Surface Conditions in
the.Leeward Region of a Blunt Cone at Angle of Attack in Hyper-
sonic Flow,” ARL~69-0114, July 1969, ARL, Dayton, Ohio.

TECHNICAL NOTES 1651

Shock Standoff Distances and
Mach-Disk Diameters in Underexpanded
Sonic Jets

W. Davipor* anp 8. 8. PENNERT
University of California, San Diego, La Jolla, Calif.

Nomenclature

nozzle-exit diameter

Mach-disk diameter

pressure

distance downstream of the nozzle-exit location
isobaric to isochoric heat-capacity ratio

z/d,

iy

LI T T

8
Py

"2

Subscripts

upstream chamber conditions
downstream (ambient) conditions

]

1
a
Introduction

NUMBER of theoretical'* and experimentalls—7

studies has been published on the relation between
pressure ratio and shock standoff distance. In particular,
extensive compilations of experimental measurements have
been published by Lewis and Carlson® and by Crist, Sherman,
and Glass,” who noted that the ratio of stagnation pressure
(p1) to ambient pressure (p.) was proportional to the square
of the dimensionless ratio (£) of downstream distance (z)
divided by the exit diameter (d.) of a sonic nozzle; the
proportionality constant was found’ to be equal to 2.4 and
was independent of the ratio of isobaric to isochoric specific
heat ().
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the blow-down tunnel used
for determining shock standoff distance as a function of
pressure ratio. Volume of stagnation chamber = 524 cm?;
volume of vacuum chamber = 7054 em?; exit diameter of
sonic nozzle = 0.680 ¢m; entrance diameter of sonic
nozzle = 2.86 cm; the fast-opening valve is a shock-
actuated valve which opens completely in 20 to 25 msec;
pressure-transducer readings were accurate to about
#+5%,. The initial pressure p, was between 11.75 and 13.25
psia with p, >~ 0.8 psia.
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