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particular technique, it would be advisable to verify its reliability
by an additional measuring method.

References

! Fingerson, L. M., “A Heat Flux Probe for Transient Measurements
in High Temperature Gases,” Ph.D. thesis, 1961, Univ. of Minnesota,
Minneapolis, Minn. ; also ARS Journal, Vol. 13, No. 11, Nov. 1962,
p. 1709.

2 McCroskey, W. J., “Density and Velocity Measurements in High-
Speed Flows,” ATAA Journal, Vol. 6, No. 9, Sept. 1968, pp. 1805-1808.

3 Horstman, C. C. and Kussoy, M. I, “Hypersonic Viscous Inter-
action on Slender Cones,” AIAA Paper 68-2, New York, 1968.

4 Vas, I. E,, “An Experimental Investigation of the Flow About a
Slender Cone at Hypersonic Speeds,” Ph.D. thesis, 1970, New York
Univ., New York.

5 Becker, M., Papanikas, D. G., and Schweiger, G., “Experimental
Study of the Flow Field in Front of Hemispheres in the Transition
and Shock Formation Regime,” presented at the 7th RGDS, July 1970,
Deutsche Forschungs- und Versuchsanstalt fur Luft- und Raumfahrt,
(DFVLR) Porz-Wahn, W. Germany.

¢ Harbour, P. J. and Lewis, J. H., “Preliminary Measurements of
the Hypersonic Rarefield Flow Field on a Sharp Flat Plate Using an
Electron Beam Probe,” Rarefied Gas Dynamics, Supp. 4, Vol. 1,
Academic Press, New York, 1967.

7 Petraites, R. J., “An Experimental Investigation of the Effects of
Three-Dimensionality on the Flow Over a Flat Plate at M ~ 25,7
MSE thesis, Aug. 1972, Dept. of Aerospace and Mechanical Sciences,
Princeton Univ., Princeton, N.J.

8 Dewey, C. F., Jr.,, “A Correlation of Convective Heat Transfer and
Recovery Temperature Data for Cylinders in Compressible Flow,”
International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer, Vol. 8, 1965,
pp- 245-252.

° Rubin, S. G., Rudman, S, Lin, T. C., and Pierucci, M., “Hypersonic
Viscous-Inviscid Interaction by a New Type of Analysis,” AGARD
CP 30, Hypersonic Boundary Layers and Flow Fields, May 1968.

'® Mayne, A. W., Jr, Gilley, G. E, and Lewis, C. H,, “Binary
Boundary Layers on Sharp Cones in Low-Density Supersonic and
Hypersonic Flow,” AIAA Journal, Vol. 7, No. 4, April 1969, pp.
699-706.

A Simple Correlation for Incipient
Turbulent Boundary-Layer Separation
due to a Skewed Shock Wave
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Aerospace Research Laboratories, Wright-Patterson Air
Force Base, Ohio

Introduction

FREQUENTLY encountered form of three-dimensional

shock wave-turbulent boundary-layer interaction is that
due to a wedge mounted normal to a surface in a supersonic
stream. Such a configuration is representative of a sharp-edged
fin on a flying vehicle, an axial compression corner in an air
breathing engine inlet or a wind-tunnel diffuser, and end wall
conditions for a row of blades in turbomachinery.

The configuration is illustrated in Fig. 1. ©® is the wedge half
angle or flow deflection angle and f is the wedge shock wave
angle. The shock wave is skewed to the turbulent boundary
layer on the flat plate on which the wedge is mounted. Of
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Fig. 1 Skewed shock wave
on flat plate.

particular interest for practical applications is the condition of
incipient separation of the turbulent boundary layer, defined by
the deflection angle ©,.

Theory

McCabe! develops a simple approximate theory for conditions
across the skewed shock wave, which relates the deflection of
the flow at the surface to the flow at the edge of the turbulent
boundary layer, based on the assumption that all the vorticity
in the boundary layer upstream of the shock wave is convected
with the freestream velocity. He obtains

cos? (f—@)—cos? B
tang = 2
cos* ftan (f—©)

where ¢ is the angle between the surface flow and the edge
flow.

McCabe makes the reasonable assumption that incipient
separation occurs when the surface flow becomes aligned with the
shock wave, i.e. when ¢ = f—@,, for which condition Eq. (1)
becomes ’

1)

cos f = cos? (f—®;) (2)

With the assumption of small angles corresponding to
M, » 1, Eq. (2) can be approximated to a first order by

©, =~ (1-2%/2)f = 02938 3)

For practical purposes it is useful to relate the incipient

deflection angle ©®; to the freestream Mach number M. From

oblique shock wave theory, the relationship between deflection

angle, shock wave angle and Mach number is

2
cot® = tanf wl-—l @)
M “sin® f—1
which, for small angles and y = 1.4, approximates to
M B2~ 1= 12M 0~ (M,*$*~1)0f &)

Substituting Eq. (3) for the incipient condition into Eq. (5)
results in '
M,0,; = 0364[1+0(0,%)] ~ 0.364 6)
Thus, from McCabe’s theory for M,; > 1 the incipient
separation angle ©; is inversely proportional to Mach number.
Now, the component of Mach number normal to the oblique
shock wave is M, = M,sin ~ M,f. For the incipient con-
dition, by substitution of Egs. (3) and (6) one obtains
M, =342M,0, =124

for which the pressure rise is P;/P, = 1.63, a constant value
independent of Mach number.

Comparison with Experiment

Incipient separation data by McCabe! and Lowrie? are given
in Table 1 along with the corresponding shock-wave angles,
normal Mach number components, and pressure rises.

The data, although over a limited Mach number range, bear
out the near constancy of the pressure rise and of M, O, although
the values are somewhat lower than that of Eq. (6). Better
agreement with experiment is given by '

M0, =030 (7

This correlation along with the experimental values from
Table 1 are shown in Fig. 2 in which the bars across the
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Table 1 Incipient separation data

M, S B M, PifPy M, 6,
1.96 8.5 38.5 1.22 1.58 0.290
2.50° 75 295 1.23 1.60 0.325
2.94° 55 24.0 1.20 1.50 0.282
3.44° 50 20.5 1.20 1.50 0.300

“PData from Ref. 1.
b Data from Ref. 2.

experimental points represent a conservative assumption of
+0.5° accuracy of the data.

Substituting sin f = M,/M, for the shock angle into the
oblique shock wave relation, and making the small angle
approximation corresponding to M, » M, or 1, Eq. (4) is
expressed, to a first order, by

M,© = [M,2—1] / K?_gi)M} (®)

!

For the incipient case of Eq. (7), one obtains M, =120
corresponding to which P,/P, = 1.50. The error in M, for the
incipient case as calculated from Eq. (8) compared with the exact
value given by Eq. (4) is less than 3% for M = 2.

It is of interest to note that incipient turbulent boundary-layer
separation for normal shock interaction occurs at a Mach
number of about 1.3 according to Fage and Sargent,® for which
the pressure rise is about 1.80. This suggests that a skewed
shock gives rise to somewhat earlier separation than a normal
shock. A conjecture for this behavior is that the surface stream-
lines are forced into a complete reversal in direction in the
two-dimensional case, whereas with a skewed shock they are
only pressed into a small change in direction in the process
of coalescing along a separation line.

Summary and Discussion

In summary, a simple correlation is obtained for incipient
turbulent boundary-layer separation due to the impingment of
a skewed shock wave, as follows:

M©,;=030 P,/P, =150

Thus incipient separation is associated with an approximately
constant pressure rise independent of Mach number and the
incipient separation deflection angle varies inversely with Mach
number at least over the range of available experimental data.
The validity of this correlation needs checking by experimental
data at Mach numbers above 3.5.

It is interesting to note that this behavior is contrary to that
for two-dimensional turbulent boundary-layer separation for
which the incipient deflection angle increases with increasing

12 Berit.

+ M, 8;=030

Fig. 2 Correlation for flow deflection angle for incipient separation.
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Mach number, and the corresponding pressure rise increases
at an even steeper rate.
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Near-Field Trajectory of Turbulent Jets
Discharged at Various Inclinations into a
Uniform Crossflow
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Introduction

HE deflected flow of turbulent jets in cross streams has

been extensively investigated by environmental engineers in
connection with the discharge of effluents from chimney stacks
into the atmosphere or of liquid pollutants into natural bodies
of water. Their interest inclines toward the study of dispersion
of effluents or pollutants at far field, away from the discharge
point. Recent interest in such interacting flows also has arisen
from the design of V/STOL aircrafts. During the transition
from hovering to forward flight, such aircraft produce an
analogous deflected-jet flow, which, in turn, can have serious
consequences on the dynamic behavior of the aircraft; the
interest here is the near-field flow of deflected jets.

A systematic experiment was conducted by Platten and Keffer!
of axisymmetric turbulent jets discharging at various angles of
inclination into a uniform cross stream having various ratios
between jet and stream velocities. On the basis of their results,
it is shown herein that jet trajectories in the near field follow
a universal law by which the variations in both the angle of
inclination and the velocity ratio can be accommodated.

Turbulent Jets Ejected Normally into Cross Streams

The flow of a turbulent jet discharging normally into a cross
stream was considered by Pratte and Baines® to exhibit three
sequential patterns of development: 1) a potential core which
exists before the turbulent shear region developed along the jet
boundary reaches the centerline of the jet; 2) a zone of maximum
deflection in the near field where rapid entrainment, similar
to that for a free jet, occurs to cause the jet to bend over;
3) a vortex zome in the far field where the flow is governed
mainly by the motion of a turbulent vortex pair formed following
the bending over.

Asdiscussed by Pratte and Baines,” the centerline jet trajectory,
especially in the near field, can be obtained in simple form
from a dimensional argument on the basis of flow similarity
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