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Compressnble Helicoidal Surface Theory
for Propeller Aerodynamics and Noise

) Donald B. Hanson*
Hamilton Standard, Windsor Locks, Connecticut

Acceleration potential techniques from three-dimensional thin wing theory have been generalized for propeller
and prop-fan analysis. Helicoidal reference surfaces take the place of the planar surface in' wing theories;
otherwise the theories are equivalent. The acoustic branch of the theory, including nonlinear source terms,
extends and unifies frequency domain noise theories dating back to Gutin. For aerodynamic applications, it is
shown that prop- -fans satisfy well-known criteria for use of linearized theory at transonic speeds by virtue of
small aspect ratio and small thickness ratio. The results are in the form of integral equations, for downwash as
functions of thickness and steady or unsteady loading distributions. For the case of no rotatlon, the kernel
functions reduce to well-known kernels of wing theory. The analysis, within the restrictions of linearization,
treats rigorously any planform and any flight condition including the combination of subsonic roots and
supersonic tips typical of prop-fans. The effects of thickness, camber, angle of attack, sweep, offset, blade
interference, and tip relief are all treated without approximation.

Nomenclature
B- =number of blades
b =chord
Co =ambient sound speed
FA =face alignment, Fig. 3
g =general source function, Eq. (1 3)
h = blade thickness
h’ = chordwise slope of blade thlckness
i =v-1
J.H{,I K, =Bessel functions
KK, ,K; = kernel functions
k., =ab/U,
m,n =harmonic summation indices
AP - =lift pressure
D = pressure .
rr, =field point and source point radii,
~ cylindrical coordinates
ro.re =larger, smaller of r, ry
rr ’ =tip radius
t =time .
uu, =relative velocity at field point and source
o point
Vv = flight velocity
w =velocity. component normal to helicoid
(upwash)
X,X; = coordinate in flight direction, see after Eq.

.67 = helicoidal field point coordinates

T YosEpiTo = helicoidal source point coordinates

=field point azimuth

w,wg, G =radian frequencies

u =see Eq. (26)

o’ =density disturbance

Po =ambient density
= Fourier transform of g, see Eq. (16)

] =Dirac delta function
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= derivative of &

6 7

Q = angular velocity of propeller
® =disturbance velocity potential
¥ = disturbance pressure potential

Introductlon

VER the past 50 years, the most powerful tools for

design and analysis of airplane propellers have been a
variety of lifting line methods. With these methods, induced
angles of attack are calculated using three-dimensional in-
compressible theory and then blade section forces are
determined from two-dimensional airfoil test data or two-
dimensional theory. If compressibility enters the aerodynamic
calculation, it is via the airfoil section characteristics. The
success of this type of design method partly has been due to
the fact that conventional propellers operate at subsonic tip
speed, are unswept, and have only a few high aspect ratio
blades. But the new prop-fans, which are currently under
development for fuel conservative propulsion, pose a
significantly greater challenge for analysis methods. For
example, the SR-3 prop-fan design shown in Fig. 1 has eight
highly swept, low aspect ratio blades. At 0.8 cruise Mach
number, the section helical numbers vary between 0.84 and
1.15 from root to tip. This paper addresses the need to treat
blade geometry and compressibility more realistically than is
possible with lifting line methods.

The theory developed herein is intended for analyms of
1) steady performance, 2) unstalled flutter, and 3) noise
radiation. Acoustic branches of the theory have been in use
for several years!S and agree well with test results, as shown -
in Fig. 2. (Further test comparisons are shown in Ref. 2.)
Aerodynamic branches of the theory have not been published
previously. The present paper gives a unified derivation for
the .aerodynamic and acoustic - theory and provides the
background for more applied papers to follow such as the
steady performance method in Ref. 6.

Background
It is believed that the most valuable aerodynamic analysis
methods for prop-fans in the near future will lie somewhere in
the middle ground between the current lifting line analyses
and the fully nonlinear numerical schemes also under
development. The appropriate middle ground is the adap-
tation of thin wing theory, in which the approximation is
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Fig. -1 - Prop-fan propulsor model SR-3 desngned by Hamllton
Standard.
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Fig. 2 ,vCompa‘ris_on, of theoretical pressure waveform with data.

Microphone in plane of rotation with 0.8-diameter tip clearance. Tip
relative Mach number = 1.21 (Ref. 5).-SR-3 prop-fan.
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made that the boundary condition (of no flow through the
surface) acts on a reference plane rather than on the wing
upper and lower surfaces. This approximation leads to great
mathematical ‘simplifications and permits- use of powerful
potential . field techniques. To adapt these techniques for
propeller analysis, it is recognized that, in horizontal flight,
each blade element travels along a helix. Thus, the natural
extension of wing theory is a helicoidal surface theory: The
pitch of the helicoid is determined by the flight speed and rpm
so that, iii the limit as rpm—0, the helicoid degenerates to a
plane and the thin wing results are recovered.

Although prop-fan blade sections operate at transonic
section helical speeds, the subject of linearization of .the
theory needs to. be considered for steady and unsteady
aerodynamics and for noise. For unsteady flow, Bisplinghoff
and Ashley’ give Hcriterion for.the use of linearized, three
dimensional aerodynamics at transonic speeds.

k> RS n(RS173) | )

where & =w,by Uis the reduced frequency, R the aspect ratio,
and 6 the thickness ratio. This criterion is satisfied easily for
prop-fans where a typical value of RS ln(R63) 1 is 0.012
and k=0.21 at the lowest frequency of interest (once per
revolution):
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For steady flow the criterion for use of linearized three-
dimensional aerodynamics at transonic speeds is’

RIG[mRSP ]2 <1 @)

A typical value of R35[fm(AR57)]2? for prop-fans is 0.023

which satisfies the steady flow criterion. (These criteria were
calculated with - R=3 'and 6=0.02. For conventional
propellers with R =6 and 6=0.05, both tests are failed com-
pletely: k=0.12, RS lba(R'7) | =0.24, R75 [fn (RE1/7) ]2
=6.8.) A further- argument in favor of linearized

aerodynamics for prop-fans is that the blades are swept to the

point where the section effective Mach numbers (M, cosA) are -
subcritical. In Ref. 5 it was demonstrated with test data that

linearized acoustics works well for swept blades (Fig. 2) but

not so well for straight blades. Thus, for prop-fans which

must be swept for noise reduction, there are good reasons to

try linearization. Results for steady loading are shown in Ref.

6. In cases where local section flow is dominated by transonic

effects, the linear induction theory could be coupled with two-

dimensional transonic airfoil data or theory.

The recipe to be followed for calculation of the Veloc1ty
potential is similar to that given in the aeroelasticity book by
Bisplinghoff et al.® First an expression for the pressure
p{x;.1r.¢,t) is derived for a field point which translates (but
does not rotate) with the propeller at speed V. This is given by
the acoustic formulas that  are used in prop-fan noise
predictions. Then, for aerodynamic applications, the field
point. is moved to blade-fixed coordinates via the trans-
formation ¢ =¢; + Q¢. The acceleration potential, also called
the pressure potential, is written as

Y{(v,&rt)=—p/py 3)

where v is a dimensional coordinate at constant radius in the
advance helicoid and £ a dimensional coordinate normal to v.
The velocity potential is determined from the integral

B(yErt) = éjy (x gri— —U—)\>d)\ @)

—

The derivative normal to the helicoid d®/d¢ gives the upwash
w. This results in an integral equation analogous to that of
wing theory.

’—V—S’Tgb AP dyd 5
U o o ol Yoo ©)

but with a more complicated kernel.

A similar procedure was followed by Runyan? in deriving a
doublet lattice method for propellers and helicopter rotors. A’
significant difficulty with his theory was the requirement to
compute positions of all the blade elements at retarded times.
In the present paper a Fourier transformation is used to
eliminate this requirement at the expense of introducing a
Bessel function integral that must be done numerically. The
trade-off is favorable and the resulting analytical form is
tractable. In fact, the kernel function has the remarkable
property that it has the same form on the subsonic and
supersonic parts of the blade. There is no ‘‘patching”
required at the sonic radius. The physical explanation for this
is that, strictly speaking, the problem treated in subsonic;
there are no ‘‘zones of silence’’ because each portion of a
blade can send signals to every other portlon as long as the
flight speed is subsonic.

The acceleration potential method with-a Fourier expansion
was also used by Kondo!? to derive a propeller aerodynamic
theory. Similar techniques have been used by Namba!!-12 and
Lordi and Homicz!® for ducted rotors. Kondo’s theory;
unlike the present work, is restricted: to subsonic section
speeds and steady blade loading. The far wake terms in the
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steady loading kernel functions are the same but the near-field
terms are quite different. In fact, Kondo’s kernel is suf-
ficiently complex that it is never written out explicitly. His
only use of the full kernel is to justify use of incompressible
lifting line theory -for unswept, subsonic blades. No published
applications of Kondo’s theory have been found.

Derivation of Acceleration Potential

In this section an expression for the disturbance pressure is
derived for steady or unsteady sources convected in helical
paths. The starting point for the analysis is Goldstein’s
version of the acoustic analogy!* which gives the density
disturbance p’=p—p, caused by surfaces in motion. The
problem initially is set up with the field point and coordinate
system fixed in the quiescent fluid. The propeller flies past
causing a transient disturbance p’ (¢). Helicoidal coordinates
are defined for the sources and the thin blade approximation
is made. Then the source terms are changed to a wavenumber
representation via a chordwise spatial Fourier transform. The
field point is then made to translate with the propeller,
resulting in a harmonic density disturbance. At distances
sufficiently far from the blades ¢ p’ can be identified as the
acoustic pressure. For the steady source case, this gives the
previously published acoustic theory.!* Later, when the
problem is linearized for aerodynamic applications, c3p’
becomes the field pressure, valid at any distance.

Goldstein’s equation for the density disturbance is

17T G G
== {7 (29 0,29 Yasine
p(u == 1, (ova 57+, 2 )ds0r
17 3G
+ = T, —— dyd 6
c} S—T Su(n Y ay,dy; yer ©)
Quoting Goldstein, ““...it is an exact result. It applies to any

region »(7) which is bounded by impermeable surfaces S(7)
in arbitrary motion provided the source distributions f; and
T; are localized enough to ensure convergence of the in-
tegrals.”” The monopole source V, is the normal surface
velocity taken to be positive away from the body. The dipole
source f; is the ith component of the force per unit area exerted
by the fluid on the boundaries (sign conventions for ¥, and f;
are opposite Goldstein’s). The quadrupole source T is
Lighthill’s stress tensor which contains the viscous and
nonlinear effects. The 7 integrals are over.a range of source
time —7=<7<T large enough to include all source times of

interest. The Green’s function is taken in the free space form

_ 8(t—7—R/cy)
- 47R

G M

where R= Ix—y!| and x and y are observer and source
locations measured from a reference point in the quiescent
fluid.
For a propeller in forward flight, it is convenient to use
helicoidal source coordinates
Yo=Y o=V, Fo=JY3 ®)
as defined in Fig. 3. r, is the radius of ordinary cylindrical
coordinates and v, and £, are dimensional coordinates in the
r,=constant surface. vy, is measured backward along the
advance helix in a fashion analogous to the streamwise
coordinate in airfoil theories. £, is measured perpendicular to
the radial and vy, directions. The £, =0 helicoid is that surface
swept out by the pitch change axis (PCA) in forward motion
at speed V and rotating at angular velocity . This system is
convenient because only one coordinate, v,, is involved in the
source motion. The v,, &,, r, coordinates are nonorthogonal
because lines of constant vy, and £, are not radial. However,
as shown in Appendix A of Ref. 15, this causes no additional
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Fig. 3 Coordinates used in analysis x,, y,, z, = Cartesian source
point coordinates; £,, v,, 7, = helicoidal source point coordinates; x,
¥, z=Cartesian field point coordinates; £, v, r=helicoidal field point
coordinates.

computational complexity and quantities like f; dG/3y; from
Eq. (6) retain their form. Various field point coordinates are
used and these are listed here for reference.

x,r,¢ =fixed observer, x positive in flight direction
Xx;,r,¢=translating observer for acoustic theory,
x=x,+Vt ‘
v,r,£ =blade-fixed coordinates for aerodynamic theory,
corresponding to source coordinates vy,, £,, 7, (see
Fig. 3)

The distance R is found from analytic geometry to be

Q Vy,\2
R= [(x— 9oty + —79) +ri+r}

Uy Uy
Qy VE %
—2rrycos (q>+ 700 + —ro—Uo;)] ®

and the blade section relative velocities at the source and field
points are
Uy=N®R V2 U=NEr T2 (10)
By transferring the boundary conditions to. the helicoidal
surface, the usual thin blade approximation gives V, =Ujh’

where 2’ is the local surface slope in the direction of motion
and

, = errpd 3G 8G
cip’ (x,1) =—§ i SO So [p,,U,,h o+, -{E]dyodrodr

+S°° Smr Sm 7 Y0 4 dtdrdr ()
e Jo Jiew Jow ijay,-ayj YoUs ol

where the 7 integration limits have been set to o assuming the
integral will converge. The simplification achieved here by the
thin blade approximation is that the integration limits no
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longer depend on the variables. Thus, the integrations may be
performed in any order. The area element dS(y) =dy,dr, and
the volume element dy=dy,d¢,dr, are established in Ap-
pendix A of Ref. 15.

Now, for convenience, the surface sources are re-expressed
as volume sources via the delta function 6(£,+FA) where
FA is the face alignment. Thus, for example, 2’ (y,7)
={n" (vg:rg,7)86(£9+FA)dE,. Also, the source time and
space dependence is now expressed explicitly. For a typical
source, say f;, the dependence in the blade-fixed frame would
be f;(vg.ry)e @or where f;(y,r,) is a complex quantity
giving the amplitude and phase of the source oscillation at
frequency w,. However, the source is convected at speed U, in
the —+y, direction. Thus, the correct space-time dependence is
given by f;(y,+ U,7,r,)e 0. For the steady performance
analysis, w, would be set to zero, and f; would be pure real.
With these notations, Eq. (11) becomes

oo o oo oo‘ aG
27 = — Uh’ —
€op (x,t) S—oo 50 S—oe S—oo { [po Oh a7

G 3G PYe
+D—— + AP +F, — ]6(5 +FA)
370 afo o
Gy
Vv }e“"”ofd'yodéodrodf (12)

where sources on the upper and lower blade surfaces have
been lumped together and D is drag force/unit area, AP is lift
force/unit area, and F, is radial force/unit area. Integration
by parts is now used to shift the derivatives off of the Green’s
function and (temporarily) onto the source functions. By
defining a composite source function,

a2 a
8 (ortoro) = [poUh 5 5731 0r0) + 5= Drpro)

a
45 F, (yoro) 069+ FA) +AP (1)’ (8% FA)
0
2
ay i0Y;

Eq. (12) can now be expressed more compactly as

o’ (x1) = ”Hg(vo + Uy, Egurg) €07

 BU=T=R/cy)

2R dequS pdry (14)

1](70’£O’r0) (13)
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The 7 integration is now trivial

2o’ (x,1) = Sggg<70+Uot——

UsR )
3 0;’0
Co
e—iwo[t—(R/Co)]

X —_‘IW_R‘—’d’Yodéodro as)

With w, =0, this is essentially the form reported in Ref. 1.
A wavenumber representation of the source is now defined
via the Fourier transform pair:

o(2t0m0) =] stratarens]i Z—’]v'ow]d'vo a6

g(YpsTps6p) = 2—;5 Sfm v ( g,éo,r(,)exp [—i %)]70]‘1‘*’ an

-Substitution into Eq. (15) gives

1 w’ w +w
20’ = — ' ‘R
cop” (%.1) ”SWUOR Sw(UO’E"”")eXP{’[ <

@ Yo Bdw'dyodgodro (18)
U,.

Up to this point, the analysis has treated the transient fly-by .
case for a fluid-fixed field point. The field point is now made
to translate with the propeller at radius  and a21muth ¢ by the"
change of variable

x=x,+Vt (19)
which changes R in Eq. (9) to
Qr ¢ Vyy \2
R= [(x,+Vt—#+ »L—];‘—’) +r7+r}
Qvy, Véo %
amos(p+ 220 4 V2] 20
rrocos | ¢ U, + roU, (20)

This gives the density disturbance in the translating coor-
dinate system as

pi(xpre,t) =p’ (x;+ Vi,1,0,t) (21)

Now Weyrich’s formula!6
e ik X2+ R} i e
—— . — — irX 1 2 _ 2

TR —iZS e*™XH{D (RNK—)dr  (22)

and the Bessel function addition theorem!?
H§) (KNP 13— 2rr,c050) = Y, J, (Kr ) H{D (Kr, )eint
= 23)

(where r_ is the smaller of ry and r and 7., is the larger) are
used successively to expand expli(w’ +wy)R/cy]/R with the
result

cépfzggmg‘b(w/ Eo’r")S E J, [r<J(w :‘-)wo

T &
xexp[z—V <x,+Vt—

U, roUy

T2 i [ (2 (2]

—059>]exp [in (d>+ Ve )]exp[—i(w' +wy) 1] Sexp [i(nﬂ—-w’ + &) ?U—(:, ]dﬁ’odw'dﬁd‘fod’o 24)

The integral over v, is the delta function 27 U,6 (nQ—w’ +&) which facilitates the »” integration. The result, after shifting the &

integration variable by »n{, is

o

cf,p,(x,,r¢,t)—8lVSS Z exp{i[n(¢—Qt) —w,t] }exp[iw_

n=-—o

Qryé,
VU,

~

Vi
Xexp[—i(a~n9) ]exp[in £ ]déodcﬁdra
roUs

)0, Ger OH ) (5 o)

25
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where

Y-y

Equation (25) is the first major result of this paper. It gives the near (or far) field density disturbance measured by an observer
translating, but not rotating, with the propeller. Except for the thin blade approximation, it is an exact result in that it includes all
nonlinear effects and is valid at any Mach number and for any planform. Of course, it presumes that the source strengths are
known. For steady sources, w,=0, it can be seen that the field is steady in a coordinate system rotating with the blades at
¢ =¢,; +Qr. The reader can verify from the large argument asymptotic form of H{" that the result contains only outgoing waves.

Acoustic Applications
In order to derive working formulas from Eq. (25) for near field noise calculations, the same procedure used for the far field
theory? must be used. The details of this are left to a future paper but a simplified example is given here for the purpose of
illustration. Consider the volume displacement source term from Eq. (13),

32
gV(’Yoxgo:’o)=PoU55(£o)gy‘;h(')’o’ro) ) N
: 0

where the blade face alignment F4 has been set to zero. The corresponding frequency domain term from Eq. (16), after integration
twice by parts, is

¢

@ ' 3 \? ab
\[/V(E]';’Eo,ro): —poUﬁbztb(a;> 6(20)‘1”/(70) ' (28)
where b is the local chord, ¢, the section thickness-to-chord ratio and
@b 1 L@y, ] :
(5 )= g [roeroes 152 o, | @9

asin Ref. 2, is the chordwise Fourier transform of the section thickness distribution. Substitution of Eq. (28) into Eq. (25), setting
c}p ] equal to the acoustic pressure, and extracting the nth harmonic yields

—ipy ('T © .G—nQ &by, .
P, = 87”;’ So bztbg mwzexp[l V XI]J"(;LI‘<)H,(,1) (pr>)\IfV(ﬁo)dwdro ’(30)

with p=+ (&/¢4)? — (@—nQ)?/V? because w, =0 for a steady, convected thickness source.

Equation (30) is convenient for numerical work because of the way that x; appears. The inner integral is a Fourier transform
which permits P, to be calculated for many directivity points (values of x, at constant r) for the same computer cost as one point
by use of fast Fourier methods. Despite the appearance of a Hankel function, the JH product has no singularities. Formulas
similar to Eq. (30) for steady sources have been in use at Hamilton Standard since 1977 for linear sources and since 1978 for
quadrupole sources. Although-the far field noise theory of Ref. 2 was originally derived from Eq. (15) (with &, =0), it can also be
derived from Eq. (25). The method of stationary phase can be used to evaluate the & integral exactly in the limit as r—oo. The
result is equivalent to Eq. (28) of Ref. 2.

Derivation of Velocity Potential
For aerodynamic calculations, the quadrupole source terms do not appear to be useful. Thus, in the following, only the linear

source terms (the surface terms) are retained and the linearization is completed by interpreting c2p’ as the pressure.
The field point coordinates are moved to a blade-fixed system via
o=¢,+0 ' 3n

the x;, ¢, variables are changed to streamwise and normal coordinates vy and £ via

Qr | 4
Y 32
X UE oY (32)
PP R
TR TR ~
and the briginal source representation is recovered using Eq. (16). This gives the result
ie~two! _ = .
pntnn =2 ([{etrotor) ¥ (1 roHY (ursrei-ita-ap) (r=70)1
- n=-—o
Xexp[i{[ﬂrz(d)—w —nQ)-—an]——E—— [Qrz(é—é —n) —nl?] £ }]dady d¢, dr 34
' : 0 Uuvr 0 0 U,Vr, 075 0mT0

Fortunately, the streamwise field point variable appears in a simple way so that Eqs. (3) and (4) can be applied straightforwardly to
find the velocity potential.
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o jp—iw,

snin0 = 5o [[fetroton) i, L P )

[Qrf(&—wy—nQ) —nV?]

U

X ! Sym exp [—z——]d)\exp[ [[Qﬂ(w wy—nQ) —nV?] UEVr_ Uflo/r }]dd)dyodgodroy (35)'

0
This requires evaluation of ‘the improper A iﬁtegral,'which with the proper limiting process, can be shown to be!®
1= | L& i L@
ag_w exp[—lT])\]d)\= [16(5)+ 5]exp[—l—l—]'y] 36)
This leads to the general result
—iugt

& — Hgg(vo,so,ro) i I,,(

n=-—to

wy +nd
Vv

wo+hQ |

‘1’(7,5”)— %

ro)

. Y v
r>>exp[two(— -2 )]
u v,
xexp[—i{[ﬂrz(w +nQ)+nV"]~——‘E — [9r2 (w, +nQ2) +nV?] 0 }]d d¢,dr,
0 Uvr olwy U,vr, YoUgodry

- lwot

+87rp0 Sggg(vo,éo,ro) E SéJ (ur. )H(”(W>)eXP{—l[(w wo)((—]—%’;)]}

n=—oo

£ - -
xexp[ {[Qrz(w wy,—nQ) —nV?] v [Qri(&—wy—nQ) —nV?] 7, ’0/’0 }]dwd'yod‘g’odro 37

where the modified Bessel functions I, and X, came from J,, and H{" with pure imaginary arguments according to'’
, 0 ¢ 2
J, iz YHP (tz;)=;1,,(z,)K,,(z2) (3%

Equation (37) is the major aerodynamic result of this paper. It gives the velocity potential for any linear, helically convected,
steady or unsteady source. To apply the equation, the specific source of interest (AP in the case of flutter) is substituted for the
general source term of Eq. (13) and the &, integration is performed. The upwash is found from w=34%/0¢ and is evaluated on the
helical reference surface, as in wing theory, by passing to the limit as £ —0.

Aerodynamic Applications
In acoustic applications of the theory, it is generally assumed that the source strengths are known. The aerodynamicist,
however, does not have this luxury; his job is usually to find the blade surface pressure distribution. This is accomplished by
solving an integral equation subject to the boundary condition that the flow be tangent to the blade camber surface. As with wing
methods, arbitrary camber and angle of attack can be treated rigorously. The required downwash veloc1ty, derived by dif-
ferentiating Eq. (37) in the preceding section, is, in its most general form
O (=S

v xexp{ [Qro(w0+nQ) +nV?] UOEV }exp{—i[ﬂr‘?(wo+n9) +n¥?] ?]gﬁ}exp [iw(,(%—- Uo )]d’yodéodro

w(v.&Ert) = —l—e—;—USSSg('yo,Eo,r,,) E [Qrz(w0+n9)+nV2]I,,(

n=—-co

wy + nf} wy+nil

14

n=-—o

je~ ot ] ® ]
—_— L 2 (A e — O — o
* SWpoVZUrSSSg(%’EO’rO) E S_m Q.’[Qr (8=wy—nQ) —nV21J, (pr YHD (urs)

xexp{—i[ﬂrﬁ(o’:—wo-nﬂ) ~nV?) }exp{i[ﬂrz(d':—wo—nﬂ) —nW]FEV—r}

U, Vr,
X €xp [—l(w wg) (U Uo )]dwd’yodéodro ‘ 39
The source function g is specialized in different ways for flutter and for steady performance analysis. Equation (39) applies to a

one-bladed rotor; if blade interference is important, then a sum over the blades must be included.

Unstalled Flutter

For flutter analysis, it is desired to find the unsteady blade pressure distribution associated with blade motion given by
W(yy.7p) e~ 0", where w, in general, is complex. Therefore, the lift pressure is selected from the general source function in Eq. (13)

8—AP(v,r) 8" (&) (40)
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Substituting into Eq. (39), integrating by parts on £,, and then placing the control point on the £ =0 surface gives

W('Y,r) _ T b AP(’YO,"O) . " .
U - Sa SO 1/2p0U5 K(,Yxr,’YO)ro’ V,Q,wo)d’)’odrg . ‘ (41)
where the kernel function is

wy+nQ
V

lim Y [9r2(¢0+n9)+nV~’][9r5(¢0+n9)+nV2]1,,(

Wy +nQ
~ gav? Uzrrog 0 vV

k(|32 )

£ Y Yo U, - ® 1
X e —i[Q 2 + Q + W _} [ ( _ Y )] —_._.1 S —_ 2 (5 —
xp{ i[Qré (wy+nQ) +nV?] exp |iw, ) 16xv3 U, S1m0 E: - [Qr (& —wy—nQ) —nV?]

n=-om

X [Qr3(&—w,—nQ) —nV?1J, (ur<)H(“(p.r )exp{z[ﬂrz(w @p = nQ)—an]i}exp[—l(w—wa)((Z]—g)]m::
0

(42)

- “

Equation (41) is a generalization of the unsteady wing integral equation studied by Watkins et al.!® and in the Appendix of Ref. 15
is shown to reduce to it in the limit as Q0. The integral equation can be solved by the types of inversion methods used for wing
analysis. The incompressible version of Eq. (41) (obtained by letting ¢, — o), was originally derived by Ts:a.konas20 and his co-
workers at Stevens Institute.

and

Steady Performance

Thickness is not a primary source in wing analysis because it does not cause upwash in the wing plane. However, for a propeller,
. thickness will produce upwash at the helicoidal surfaces because of twist and blade interference. Moreover, for prop-fans, ex-
perience with acousties indicates that thickness and lift sources are about equally important. These sources, therefore, are selected
from the general source term in Eq. (13) so that

. 3
&(vp,80:79) =0 U} Wh(vo,ro)é(éo +FA) +AP(v,19)8" (§,+FA) “44
2 ,

By substituting this into Eq. (39), setting w,=0 and integrating by parts to remove the derivatives from the source terms, the
following integral equations are found for upwash due to thickness w and upwash due to loading w, .

wr (V.7 T (Y h(y,,rT

D) (72T K iy V) dygdry )

W(’Yﬂ‘) bAP('Y’r) '
LT=S0 gol—/zp-%;—KL('y,r'yo,ro,VQ)d'yodro (46)
00
In the preceding
—ibB N[ 2~ ' . ;
Kr= o Jageyim Y S_ [Qr? (6= mBQ) ~mBV2 1@ 5 (ur ) H (r)
% M2 (@ V2 f Y Yo ~ ’
exp}i{Qr? (& —mBQ) —mB ]TJV; exp | —i® T da “7)
0 .
and
U;B? = Qr_\: Qr Ut
K= o | L (1185 ) Koy (118 Jerp - ims 3 |
. 87rV3rrogl_r.% mzz;mm I.g ImtB ” K,z o )exp imB 7
UB . & (= 1 o
_16‘er3_0(]2}‘0]‘151_1.1(1) it S—w C—E[Qrz(w—mBQ)—mBW][Qrﬁ(&—mBﬂ)—mBVz]
£ (Y o
o o e el i 1) o
mp (0r < YHS (pr, Yexpi[Qr? (6—mBQ) — mBW]UV exp| —ié v, da (48)

and now p=+(&/ ) Y2 —(&— mBQ) 2/V2 Blade interference has been accounted for rigorously by recognizing that the periodicity
in the flowfield is given by harmonics m=nB. The other harmonics cancel, actually simplifying the calculations for multibladed
rotors. K is the generalization to helicoidal surfaces of the familiar wing kernel”

1 X—X, i
o= 4
Koing 8 (y—yy)? [1 Vx~xp)?+8%(y— yo)2] “9)
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General near field pressure

eq. 25

Flight speed V; angular speed £2; ambient speed of sound ¢,
Sources steady or unsteady with frequency wy
Linear and non-linear (Tij) source terms distributed over chord b

Acoustic near field theory

Specific sources from eq. 13

« Linearize c2p' =p, Tij= 0}
» Integrate for veiocity potential
« - Differentiate for upwash velocity

Upwash velocity eq. 39

- Thickness and loading sources
wg=0 wo#0 Steady and unsteady .
g W #0 . - we=0 '
Near field — steady sources ' Y ° °
Ref. 30 Integral equation for Integral equation for
: Bropeller unstalled Hutter propeller performance
————————Pass to far fielri—-—"" Loading only - Thickness and loading
Eq. 42,43 Eq. 45-48
Hanson Far field — unsteady sources weong
Far field — steady sources . e~
Refs. 2, 3 *Used for Ref. 25 tg= ' . Fo>
Tij#0} Tij=0]Vv=0 V #0 v=0 Tsakonas et al ‘ Tsakonas et al
—|— —- Snurce.s Unsteady Steady
Hanson-Fink X on a disc . ' incompressible theory for incompressible theory for
Quadrupole theory| rigid marine propellers marine prr)pellers
Ref. 4 : N Ref. 20 Ref, 20
et Garrick-Watkins Lowson-Otlerhead Q=0
- Loading noise Also Morse and Ingard / (Nu thickness )\
Ref. 23 Also Wright

Hawkings — Lowson

Refs. 26, 27,28

Unsteady loading noise

Thickness and loading] b=0
Ref. 21
T ' Amoldi
Thickness noise
Gutin Ref. 24
Loading noise
Ref. 22
-
Y
Acoustics

Watkins-Runyan-Woolston ’ Multhopp

Wing flutter equation — 30, Wing pressure equation — 30,
linear, unsteady, compressible linear, steady, compressible
Ref. 19 . Ref. 29

[\ ) J \ . )
~ ~
" Flutter Steady performance

Fig.4 Hierarchy of theoretical results.

In Appendix B of Ref. 15, it is shown that K, reduces to K,
for B=1 in the limit as ©@—0, that is, as the helicoid
degenerates to a planar surface. As with the wing kernel, the
first term gives one half the far wake behavior. and is not
influenced by compressibility. The singularities of Eq. (48)
enter through the infinite sum and integral. Use of Eqgs. (46)
and (48) for propeller performance calculations is discussed in
detail in Ref. 6.

Conclusmns—Re]atlon to Previous Theories

A unified theory has been presented in which equations for
acoustics, unstalled flutter, and steady performance of un-
shrouded propellers were derived from a single analytical
model—the helicoidal lifting surface. This provides the
theoretical basis for some papers already published as well as
forthcoming work. As shown in Fig. 4, the general theory
includes as special cases many preceding theoretical results
that are familiar in propeller acoustics, ship. propeller
hydrodynamics, and wing aerodynamics. At the left in the

_figure are the frequency domain acoustic theories, which date
back over 44 years. The near field, steady source theory3® is
used routinely at Hamilton Standard for propeller and prop-
fan design and predictions. The far field, unsteady source
theory is used to study the effect of nonuniform flowfields on
propeller noise and to predict wind turbine noise caused by
tower wakes. .

The steady and unsteady aerodynamic branches of the
theory are shown at the right in Fig. 4. Equations (42) and (47)
are integral equations relating blade surface pressures and
upwash velocities. These are generalizations of the wing
acceleration potential theories, shown in the figure, to in-
corporate helicoidal reference surfaces. Propeller theory thus
is given the same theoretical basis as is wing theory with its
integral equations that have spawned dozens of wing methods
and scores of papers ovér the past 30 years. Except for
linearization and the thin blade approximation, the kernels of
the integral equation account exactly for effects of sweep,
blade interference, thickness, and three dimensionality.
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