VOL. 16, NO. 3, MARCH 1978

AIAA JOURNAL 237

A Quasisieady Theory for Incompressible Flow Past Airfoils
with Oscillating Jet Flaps

J. M. Simmons*
University of Queensland, Australia

M. F. Platzert
Nauval Postgraduate School, Monterey, Calif.

Quasisteady concepts are wsed for an appreximate analysis of incompressible flow past airfoils with har-
monically oscillating jet flaps. The instantaneous flowfield is considered as a seguence in the sireamwise
direction of steady flows with a properly enforced tangency condition between the jet and the external flow. The
jet kinematics are found from experimentally determined jet decay characteristics, and the time-frozen jet is
modeled by using Spence’s steady jet flap analysis. Computed lift response shows subsiantisi agreement with

available measurements.

i. Introduction

- JET flap results if air is ejected at an angle to the

freestream from a spanwise slot at or near the trailing
edge of an airfoil {Fig. 1). It produces lift both by the com-
ponent of thrust in the lift direction and by the modification
of circulation around the airfoil. The second effect is
associated with differential generation of vorticity between
the upper and lower shear layers of the curved jet sheet. The
steady jet flap has received considerable attention because of
interest in V/STOL aircraft. It was first analyzed on the basis
of two-dimensional inviscid flow, thin airfoil, and thin et
theory by Spence.! Recently Halsey? has refined this ap-
proach by the inclusion of jet entrainment effects and by
satisfaction of the flow tangency condition aleng the jet
centerline.

Interest in unsteady jet flaps appears to have begun when
W. R. Sears, according to Spence,’® suggested the use of jet
flaps for fast-acting lift control. Potential applications to
helicopter rotors and aircraft mode stabilization systems have
led to theoretical and experimental studies of two-
dimensional incompressible flow past an oscillating airfoil-jet
flap configuration.*7 Attempts to extend Spence’s steady thin
jet flap theory to the case of time-varying jet exit angle are due
to Erickson® and Spence,®’ but solution of the resulting
equations presents enormous difficulties. Spence proposed a
weak jet approximation and succeeded in deriving an ap-
proximate solution for high freqguencies, More recently,
Potter '° approached the oscillating jet flap problem as an
initial value problem in (imec and used point vortex
distributions in conjunction with finite-difference techniques,
but erratic vortex motions tended to limit the procedure to low
jet strengths, The dynamic condition for pressure difference
across the jet was taken from Spence.?

Simmons* has shown a subsiantial agreement among his
measurements of the frequency response of lift, those from
other experiments, ! and the limited predictions by Potter.
However, the theory of Spence® shows directly opposite
trends. In particular, it results in lift which leads jet deflection
in phase, whereas the other studies indicate phase lags. Also
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the downstream boundary conditions do not approach those
for the steady jet flap as frequency is reduced toward zero.
These conflicts motivated Simmons et al.!? to make detailed
measurements of the instantaneous velocity field associated
with an oscillating jet flap. Their findings have led to a review
of thin jet flap theory in Sec. II and the quasisteady theory in
Sec. TI1.

H. Thin Jet Models

Steady Jet Flap

Spence! bases his successful model of the steady two-
dimensional jet flap on a jet element which is separated along
its boundaries from the external flow region by vortex sheets.
The pressure difference AP across this element is related by
Eq. (1) to the jet momentum flux J per unit span and the mean
radius of curvature r of the element.

AP=J/r 0

Spence obtains the thin jet model by considering the limit as
the jet velocity tends to infinity while J is assumed to remain
finite. It follows that the jet thickness and mass flow tend to
zero, kinetic energy flux tends to infinity, and J becomes
constant along the jet. The jet can then be represented by a
single vortex distribution v given by Eq. (2):

vr{x) =1bUCy/r(x) €3

where O, =J/(/45,U%b) is the jet momentum coefficient per
unit span, U, and p, are the velocity and density of the
freestream, and b is the chord length. In this model the jet
momentum flux is regarded as a more important parameter
than the jet velocity.

With prescribed small jet slope n at x= 50 and zero jet slope
at infinity downstream as boundary conditions and with the
substitution of Eq. {5), Spence obtains Eqgs. (3) and (4) for the
distribution of jet slope yj{x) and curvature yj(x)=—
1/r{x) in terms of a variable g(x). This variable is related to
y;{x) and v;(x) by Egs. (6) and (7).
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Erickson and Spence claim that the pressure difference
across an element of an unsteady jet is again given by Eq. (1)
except that r is interpreted as the local radius of curvature of
the instantaneous jet centerline. They obtain this dynamic jet
condition by introducing the unsteady velocity potential into
the Bernoulli equations for the jet element used in steady jet
flap theory. The element is again collapsed to a single vortex
sheet by allowing U, to tend to infinity, while J is assumed to
remain finite. In contrast to steady jet flap theory, Erickson
and Spence are forced to apply a downstream boundary
condition to obtain the dynamic condition for a jet element.
To meet the requirement that the external flow should be
undisturbed at infinity downstream, they introduce the
boundary conditions

Y, =y;=yj=0at x=o0 )]

This leads to the physically unlikely situation that an
oscillating jet, no matter how slow the oscillation might be,
must return to a condition of zero jet deflection at down-
stream infinity, but must approach an infinite defiection for
the limiting case of vanishing frequency of oscillation (i.e.,
Spence’s steady jet shape). It can be shown that Eq. (9),
together with the assumption of infinite U/,, forces Erickson’s
restriction that instantaneous streamlines of the flow within a
jet element must be substantially parallel to the instantaneous
jet boundaries.

The difficulties arising in the unsteady model of Erickson
and Spence and the restriction on streamlines can be removed
if the jet velocity is assumed to decay monotonically from a

Fig. 3 Schematic of position of vorticity elements (solid lines) along
steady jet paths (dashed lines) at three successive instants. a)
kUyt/b=—=/6, b) ktyt/b=0, ¢) kUyt/b=+=/6. For a given
frequency, times on path are those at which elements left nozzle,

value much greater than U, at the trailing edge to U, at in-
finity downstream. A thin jet model can no longer be strictly
formulated, but the rate of decay of the jet can be made so
small that the thin jet assumption is reasonable over the
limited range of x which, from the viewpoint of practical
computation, is adequate for prediction of lift. Because
development of the dynamic jet condition for an element of
an unsteady decaying jet is likely to be difficult, the authors
have studied the potential of a quasisteady model to resclve
the discrepancies between available theoretical and ex-
perimental lift coefficients,

III. Quasi-Steady Model

Physical Considerations

Simmons et al.!? recently used hot-wire anemometry to
measure the instantaneous velocity profiles for two-
dimensional flow past an airfoil with oscillating jet flap. By
studving the movement of the jet centerline, they found that
at low frequencies the flow path lines within the jet are similar
to those for the steady jet flap, The path lines showed no
downstream tendency toward the chord line. This is shown in
Fig. 2, where the amplitude /f, (x) of transverse oscillation of
the jet centerline is compared with steady jet flap centerlines
v, (x) measured by Dimmock '? and predicted by Spence. '
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These findings suggest the following quasisteady model.
The jet is idealized by a single vortex sheet divided in the x
direction into infinitesimal vorticity elements. Each element is
assumed to travel along a path which is insignificantly per-
turbed from the steady jet centerline corresponding to the
jet exit angle at the time of ejection of the element (Fig. 3).
The transport velocity of cach vorticity element is obtained
from knowledge of the decay of velocity profiles. The in-
stantaneous flow is then regarded as a sequence in the x
direction of steady jet flows. Compatibility between the
steady flows associated with adjacent vorticity elements is
obtained through satisfaction of the flow tangency between
the vortex sheet and the adjacent external flow. In this way
each vorticity element is assigned an instantaneous
distribution of vorticity which is related through Eq. (7) to the
instantaneous local radius of curvature of path lines of ex-
ternal particles adjacent to the jet. The quasisteady model
thus comprises the dynamic jet equation from steady jet flap
theory and assumed quasisteady kinematics.

Mathematical Formulation

The mathematical model is restricted to the two-
dimensional flow past a thin airfoil at zero incidence. The jet
flap exit angle n varies harmonically with frequency « through
small angies about the chord line so that

7(t) =Re[ne’'] (10)

where Re denotes the real part of the complex quantity and
j=+—1. The instantaneous jet shape is expressed as

h,(x,1) /b= Rely, (x)ne/t=7] (iy

Here 7, (x) is the steady jet shape for unit » and b obtained by
Spence.! The transport time 7 of a vorticity element from the
trailing edge to x is given in terms of a local characteristic jet
velocity by Eq. (12).

7(x) = 3 — (12)

b Us(x}

The instantaneous lift is given by Eq. (8) but' g’ is now a

separable function of x and ¢ and is obtained through Eq. (7)

from the curvature of particle paths adjacent to the jet.

To determine the curvature of these particle paths use is
made of the fact that for small 4 and w both the direction and
the x component of velocity of the external flow are only
slightly perturbed from freestream conditions, The y com-
ponent v, (x,f) of velocity of an external flow particle ad-
Jjacent to the jet and displaced 4, (x,7) from the chord line is
obtained from the flow tangency condition:

Dh, (x,¢ é a
o) = RS = (Gt ) haten 9

Similarly, the y component of acceleration of this particle is

Dv, (x,t) J . a
a0 =" B0 = (24U =Y, (4)

In this linearized model, the radius of curvature r, (x,¢) of the
external flow particle paths is

r,(x,8) =Uj/a, (x,1) (15)

Inserting Eqgs. (13-15) into Egs. (11) and (12), and néglecting
terms of O(w?) yields Eq. (16) for the curvature 1/7, of
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particle paths:
i 82)5]()() b7 U, {x)
= = > cosw(!—T)—w[ S
nbr, (x,f) ax L Us(x) 3x
8y, (x) Uy 17.
4221 .(1— —] t—7) 16
ax Uy {x) ) U, sin (£—7) (16)

Computation of the terms in Eq. (16) using realistic
parameters shows that the term containing dU,/dx is in-
significant, even though y,(x) tends to infinity logarith-
mically. The term is omitted at this stage from the model.

It is convenient to introduce dimensionless lengths ¥=x/5,
F,=r,/b, the reduced frequency k=wh/U,, dimensionless
time f=1U,/b, and the velocity ratic R(X) =U,(£)/U,, so
that Eq. (16) can be written as

1 25 N a-. ~
L0 coskti—) — 262 (1 - 1R (5))sink (F—7)
nr, 0% 8x
an
where
5
e | 18
4 Sf R(%) (18

The lift coefficient C, () can now be evaluated by inserting
7, into Eq. (7) and the dimensionless form of Eq. {8). Thus,

C,,<f>=—CJ§m(i)Lé~ ;*dé a9
¥4

Jr \NE—1}

The component of lift coefficient C,, in phase with the jet
exit angle n =4 cosk? is obtained by setting =0 in Eq. (7).
Similarly, the quadrature component of lift coefficient C,; is
obtained by setting k= 3%/2. Thus,

C =) - v os32v
LR =_ng1 [ * ) <o )’JCOS(_M)‘

{g \z—7 ax?
ay; i . ) §

—ZkE [1— TS ]sm(‘kr)>dx 20)
Cu e £ ON%8Yy, .
—7;——~ng} (2_1) (322 cosk(3x/2—7%)
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8x R(%)y ] Y

IV. Computation of Lift Coefficient

Jet Decay Data

For the case of a turbulent jet flap with » =0, Bradbury and
Riley!* have shown that the decay of iets with different ratios
R of nozzle velocity to freestream velocity can be collapsed
into a universal curve. Their measurements, presented in
terms of the jet momentum thickness 6=1b C, and the
excess U, of the jet centerline velocity over the freestream
velocity, lie generally between the two lines given by

where 8=0.16 close to the nozzle, and 3=0.41 further
downstream. Here x; is the shift of the effective jet origin
from the nozzle exit and is related to the potential core.
Dimmock '’ and Simmons et ai.? have measured more rapid
velocity decay in steady and oscillating jet flaps, respectively,
with nonzero x, but their resuits are not extensive. In this
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investigation 8=0.3 is taken as representative for all x, but a
sensitivity analysis is made.

The vorticity element transport velocity U, (x) is now taken.

as U, + U, and is introduced into Eq. (22). The fact that
U,/U,=R, at x=1 is used to eliminate x;, and the resulting
Eq. (23) furnishes the jet decay in the computations:

CJ ).’/_5
23
28X+ C, 1 (R, —1)72 @3

R()E)=1+(

Numerical Integration

The dependence of lift coefficient on frequency has been
computed over a limited range of parameters by numerical
integration of Egs. (20) and (21). The integrands in Egs. {20}
and (21) exhibit a singularity at ¥=1 and rapidly approach
Zero as X is increased. Integration from x=1+3.,125x 10~
to the downstream limit (viz X=20 for C; =0.383 and ¥=10
for C,;=0.1) yields lift coefficents at zerc frequency within
about 5% of those determined by Spence! for the steady jet
flap. The singularity causes no numerical difficulty over the
range of ¥. A similar accuracy can be assigned to in-phase and
quadrature components of quasisteady lift coefficient. In this
study the first 28 terms of the Fourier series 4, were com-
puted [Eqgs. (3) and (4)].

Frequency Response of Lift )
The frequency response of the lift coefficient

CL )y =Rel1C, (k) /Kt k] (24)

to the jet oscillation n = Re [72/*7} was computed for values of
C, and R, which enables a comparison with measurements
by Simmons.* The phase angle ¥ (k) is plotted in Fig. 4, its
negative value indicating that lift lags jet oscillation. The
quasisteady theory should be limited to frequencies k& below
about 0.1, but results at higher frequencies are included to
show trends. The phase angle ¥ is rather insensitive to
variation of the jet velocity over a realistic range. However,
better agreement with measured phase angles is obtained if

P t
o o2 o4 0-6 o8

Fig. 4 Freguency response of phase angles computed from
quasisteady theery. A, (C;=0.1, R, =5,8=0.3); B, (0.1, 10, 9.3); C,
0.1,00,0); D, (0.383, 10, 0.5); E, (6.383, 5, 0.3); ¥, (0.383, 10, 0.3): G,
0.383, 10, 0.2); H, (0.383, oo, 0). Measurements by Simmons*— o,
(C; =0.099, R, =5); o, (0.383, 10).
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R{x)»1 over the range of integration. This assumption
implies that jet decay is insignificant over the range of in-
tegration. The term [¥/{(x—1)1" insures that the integrands
in Egs. (20) and (21) still converge, although 40 chord lengths
are now needed to get 5% accuracy.

Although the experimental trend of increasing phase lag
with C, is predicted, the theoretical phase lags are
significantly" less than those measured. Apart from the
limitations of the model, threc other factors should be
mentioned in this regard. First, there are very few
measurements at frequencies below k=0.1. Second, the
angles involved are small, no more than 5 deg at £=0.1, and
experimental uncertainty could account for much of the
discrepancy. Third, the theory is sensitive to conditions in the
vicinity of the trailing edge. It does not include the local
viscous effects which might be important in tests of an airfoil
with truncation of the trailing edge to house the nozzle. A
preliminary study, in which the singularity in vorticity
distribution at ¥=1 [Eq. (4)], was weakened yielded about
50% increase in the magnitude of phase lags. This was
achieved without affecting steady lift and with better
agreement between measured and predicted jet shapes near
the trailing edge. :

The computed values of IC; (k)| have not been plotted
because they were less than 2% below the steady value (k=0)
at frequencies up to k=0.2. The trend of decreasing |C, |
with increasing k is in keeping with Simmons* measurements.

V. Conclusions

Quasisteady flow concepts have been used for an ap-
proximate analysis of incompressible flow past airfoils with
harmonically oscillating jet flaps. In this model the in-
stantaneous flowfield is considered as a sequence in the
streamwise direction of steady flows with a properly enforced
tangency condition between the jet flow and the external flow.
The jet kinematics are then found from experimentally
determined jet decay characteristics. The jet dynamics are
obtained from the relationship between jet vorticity and the
local curvature of particle path lines adjacent to the jet.

Application of Spence’s steady jet flap analysis to the time-
frozen jet yields a lift response in substantial agreement with
the available experiments. Although the major flow features
displaved by slowly oscillating jet flaps are described, a more
exact analysis is required in order to assess more clearly the
limitations of this approach. In particular, it should be noted
that the phase lag in lift response largely originates through
the flow tangency condition, with no attempt being made to
model the precise vorticity propagation mechanism: Full
evaluation of this use of an equivalent bound vorticity
distribution—even within a small frequency theory—and
development of a theory valid for arbitrary frequencies
remain tasks for future research.

Acknowledgment

This investigation was supported by the Australian
Research Grants Committee under reference no. F70/17452,
and by the Naval Air Systemms Command, Code AIR-310,
Washington, D.C.

References

'Spence, D. A., “The Lift Coefficient of a Thin, Jet-Flapped
Wing,”” Proceeding of the Royal Society (London}, Vol. A238, Dec.
1956, pp. 46-68.

2Halsey, N. D., “Methods for the Design and Analysis of Jet-
Flapped Airfoils,”” Journal of Aircraft, Vol. 11, Sept. 1974, pp. 540-
546.

3Spence, D. A., *The Flow Past a Thin Wing with an Oscillating
Jet Flap,” Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of
London, Ser. A., Vol. 257, June 1965, pp. 445-477,

4Simmons, J. M., “Measured Pressure Distribution on an Airfoil
with Oscillating Jet Flap,”” AI4A Journal, Vol. 14, Sept. 1976, pp.
1297-1302.



MARCH 1978

SSimmons, J. M., “Aerodynamic Measurements for an Oscillating
Two-Dimensional Jet Flap Airfoil,” A1AA4 Journal, Vol. 14, June
1976, pp. 741-748. ’

8Trenka, A. R. and Erickson, J. C. Jr., “The Determination of
Unsteady Acrodynamics of a Two-Dimensional Jet-Flap Wing,”
Cornell Aeronautical Laborarory, Buffalo, N.Y., CAL AC-2260-S-1,
April 1970.

7Simmons, J. M. and Platzer, M. F., ‘‘Experimental Investigation
of Incompressible Flow Past Airfoils with Oscillating Jet Flaps,”
Journael of Aircraft, Vol. 8, Aug. 1971, pp. 587-592.

8Erickson, J. C. Jr., “A Theory of Unsteady Motions of Jet-
Flapped Thin Airfoils,” Ph.D. thesis, Cornell University, Ithaca,
N.Y., 1962,

®Spence, D. A., “The Theory of the Jet Flap for Unsteady
Motion,”’ Journal of Fluid Mechanics, Vol. 10, March 1961, pp. 237-

FLOW PAST AIRFOILS WITH OSCILLATING JET FLAPS . 241

0potter, G. E., ““A Numerical Solution for an Unsteady Jet-
Flapped Airfoil,”” Thesis, Pennsylvania State University, University

Park, Pa., 1972,

HKretz, M., “Commande Asservie des Forces Aerodynamiques
Instationnaires,”’ Giravions Dorland, Suresnes, France, Rep. De 07-
44ES, 1973.

2Simmons, J. M., Platzer, M. F., and Smith, T. C., ““Velocity
Measurements in an Osciliating Plane Jet Issuing into a Moving
Airstream,’’ Journal of Fluid Mechanics, accepted for publication,
Vol. 84, 1978, ' :

Bpimmock, N. A., “An Experimental Introduction to the Jet
Flap,”” National Gas Turbine Establishment, Rept. R. 175, April
1955.

Y4 Bradbury, L. J. S. and Riley, J., “The Spread of a Turbulent
Plane Jet Issuing into a Parallel Moving Airstream,”” Journal of Fluid

258. -

Mechanics, Vol. 27, Feb. 1967, pp. 381-393.

From the AIAA Progress in Astronautics and Aeronautics Series . . .

SPACE-BASED MANUFACTURING
FROM NONTERRESTRIAL MATERIALS-v. 57

Editor: Gerard K. O’Neill; Assistant Editor: Brian O’Leary

Ever since the birth of the space age a short two decades ago, one-bold concept after another has emerged, reached full
development, and gone into practical application—earth satellites for communications, manned rocket voyages to the
moon, exploration rockets launched to the far reaches of the solar system, and soon, the Space Shuttle, the key element of a
routine space transportation system that will make near-earth space a familiar domain for man’s many projects. It seems
now that mankind may be ready for another bold concept, the establishment of permanent inhabited space colonies held in
position by the forces of the earth, moon, and sun. Some of the most important engineering problems are dealt with in this
book in a series of papers derived from a NASA-sponsored study organized by Prof. Gerard K. O’Neill: how to gather
material resources from the nearby moon or even from nearby asteroids, how to convert the materials chemically and
physically to useful forms, how to construct such gigantic space structures, and necessarily, how to plan and finance so vast
a program. It will surely require much more study and much more detailed engineering analysis before the full potential of
the idea of permanent space colonies, including space-based manufacturing facilities, can be assessed. This book constitutes
a pioneer foray into the subject and should be valuable to those who wish to participate in the serious examination of the
proposal. :

192 pp., 6 X9, illus., $15.00 Mem., $23.00 List

TO ORDER WRITE : Publications Dept., AIAA, 1290 Avenue of the Americas, New York, N. Y. 10019




	2: 


