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Wall Temperatures and Solar Deflection
of Cylindrical Structures in Space

Masao Furukawa*
National Space Development Agency of Japan, Tokyo, Japan

Analytical expressions are presented which describe wall temperatures for a quasisteady state in a long, thin-
walled cylinder subjected to periodic solar heating. Another expression is also presented which gives a steady-
state circumferential temperature distribution of a discontinuous cylindrical tube with a locked overlapped cross
section. Such a cylinder or tube is considered to represent a gravity gradient rod of seam or seamless fabrication.
A relatively long space telescope is also regarded as such a cylinder. The analysis takes into account internal
radiation exchange which has been neglected thus far because of its complexity. Two different sorts of solution
methods associated with Laplace transformation are developed for obtaining closed-form solutions of governing
integrodifferential equations: the Fourier series expansion technique and the Ritz procedure related to the
variational principle. Parametric studies are made to evaluate the effects of surface properties, multilayer in-
sulation, and circumferential heat pipes upon the temperature uniformity and constancy of large space
telescopes. For a rod of the overlap type, the variational method is employed as an analytical means which can
deal with the overlapped portion. By making the zero twist assumption, thermal bending moments about the
principal axes are derived from direct integration of the circumferential temperature distribution. Numerical
computations are performed to verify the analytical results and to predict the thermal behavior of a typical
gravity gradient rod. The effect of radiant interchange upon the solar deflection is discussed with a specific

example in which internal radiation is negligible.

Nomenclature
A =Fourier coefficient defined in Eq. (36)
a =coefficient defined in Eqs. (41), (46), (70a),
(B3), or (BS)
B =differential absorption factor, given in Egs.
(Al or (C1)
b =coefficient defined in Eqs. (70b), (B4), or (B6)
C =specific heat
c =coefficient defined in Egs. (60) or (70c)
e;  =thermal coefficient of expansion
f =coefficient defined in Eqs. (AS) or (D1)
s =solar heat input function, given in Eqs. (4) or (63)
G =Young’s modulus of elasticity
g =coefficient defined in Eq. (B1)
h =wall thickness
I =area moment of inertia, given in Eqs. (80) or (86)
I,  =solar constant
i =dimensionless moment of inertia, given in Eq. (81)
J =functional defined in Eqs. (17), (58), or (66)
K  =coefficient defined in Eq. (D6)
k =radiation conductance
k, =effective radiation conductance, defined in the first
expression of Eq. (27)
L  =tubelength
/ =dimensionless length, defined in the second ex-
: pression of Eq. (1) ‘
M  =thermal bending moment, given in Egs. (76) or (85)
m =dimensionless thermal bending moment, given
in Eq. (77)
N, =number of sheets of multilayer insulation .
P =periodic unit step function, defined in Eq. (11)
D =coefficient defined in Eq. (23)
q, =absorbed solar energy, given in Eq. (3)
R =exponential-like step function, defined in Eq. (26)
r =tube radius
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s =Laplace parameter

T =absolute temperature

T =reference temperature, defined in Egs. (8) or (50)

T =mean temperature of space telescope associated with
heat pipes, defined in Eq. (53)

t =time

t,  =orbital period

u =emissive power, defined in Eq. (5)

v = Laplace transform of u, defined in Eq. (12)

W  =half interval of heat pipes spaced at regularintervals

w =expression defined in Eq. (20)

X,y =position coordinates on circumference measured
from the center of mass, given in Eqs. (75) or (84)

Z =axial length coordinate

z =dimensionless coordinate, defined in the first ex-
pression of Eq. (1) or in Eq. (47)

a =solar absorptance .

B8 =coefficient defined in the first or second expressions
of Eq. (10)

0% =coefficient defined in the third expression of Eq. (10)

v’  =coefficient defined in Eq. (57)

AL - =thermal contraction, given in Eq. (32)

] =boom tip deflection, given in Egs. (82) or (87)

€ =infrared emittance

¢ =sunlit factor (1 — {=eclipse factor)

7 =unit step function

0 =dimensionless temperature, defined in Eq. (54)

0, =solar elevation angle, shown in Fig. 1

A =heat conductivity

A, =constant defined in the second expression of Eq. (27)

U =factor defined in Egs. (A2) or (C2)

¢ =dimensionless variable

) =density

pp  =diffuse component of reflectance

ps  =specular component of reflectance

o . =Stefan-Boltzmann constant

g,  =thermal stress, given in Eq. (73)

T =dimensionless time, defined in Eq. (6)

. 1rg  =rate of surface nondiffusiveness=pg/(pg+p0p)
¢ =overlap angle, shown in Fig. 1
¢’  =total perimeter of cross section, defined in Eq. (61)
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@ =angular position on circumference surface, impose a considerably large limit on the applicability
¢  =solar azimuth angle, shown in Fig. 1 of his analytical approach. A generalization of his analysis is
-y =angular variable therefore desirable.

Q =out-of-sunline angle, defined in Eq. (83), or solution The present study is performed in such a way that a unified
of Eq. (24) treatment is possible for the thermal problems related to large

) =solution of Eqs. (28) or (38), or constant defined in space telescopes and booms of seam or seamless fabrication.
Eq. (43) For mathematical formulations of the radiation heat transfer
Subscripts around the interior of a cylinder, this paper employs the
absorption factor method developed by Gebhart.? The use of

0 =multilayer insulation the absorption factor brings forth nonlinear in-
Ky =sun tegrodifferential equations governing the heat transfer.
X,y =xand y component, respectively Analytical solutions of the linearized equation are presented
co =thermal equilibrium state which allow direct computation of wall temperature

max =maximum in quasisteady state
min =minimum in quasisteady state

Introduction

UBULAR extendible elements or storable extendible

members have been put to use as gravity gradient rods in
attitude stabilization and as extremely long antennas in
electric field measurement. They are usually thin, metallic
ribbons rolled into tubes along their longitudinal axis, and
commonly referred to as booms. When a boom is deployed, it
takes the form of a simply overlapped, cylindrically shaped
tube of long length. Because of its long, slender structure,
thermal bending induced by solar heating may cause large tip
deflections which will seriously affect the boom pointing
accuracy and the gravity gradient system stability. It is,
therefore, essential to make an estimate of temperature
gradients responsible for thermal bending.

Frisch! investigated the static thermal equilibrium shape of
a boom bent and twisted by thermal stresses in order to in-
corporate it into a dynamic model of gravity-gradient-type
satellites. Florio and Hobbs? gave an analytical expression of
circumferential temperature distributions in a rod of the
overlap type, and presented some test results demonstrating
the validity of their method of solution. Eby and Karam?
derived a single expression which seems more convenient than
this? to estimate the circumferential temperature distribution.
They also studied the thermal bending for various com-
binations of overlap angles and solar directions, and found
the optimal overlap anglée which minimizes the maximum
possible deflection.

Although the conventional analyses!® have been suc-
cessfully employed for engineering design, there exists a limit
in applicability. This is due to the assumption that the effect
of internal radiation exchange can be neglected. However, in
some recent booms, the radiant interchange is not as small as
thought earlier. Thus this effect must be accounted for in the
advanced analysis. Fixler* solved the thermal balance
equation numerically by including an integral term expressing
interradition. But his method is applicable only to booms of

seamless fabrication. After that, Graham?® analyzed the

radiative transfer in a long cylinder with a gray, diffuse
surface. Further development of their analyses !5 is necessary
to obtain analytical results applicable to every type of boom.
Large space telescopes were designed to meet the needs of
astronomers, but some thermal problems remain to be solved
prior to attaining their mission. Thermal control is regarded
as the most critical item in their design and construction
because of the mandatory requirement that the thermal
distortions incurred along the tube axis be extremely small. ¢
Studies relating to thermal control of large space telescopes
were carried out in detail by Katzoff.”® He presented many
numerical examples showing the degree of temperature
uniformity attainable by various means involving application
of isothermalizer heat pipes. However, his method is inap-
plicable to estimation of the temperature variation caused by
the alternating sunlight and shadow phases in a low-altitude
orbit, in spite of the fact that an eclipse is the chief factor in
thermal distortions. This restriction and some unreasonable
assumptions, such as no heat conduction and a black wall

distributions on a cylinder wrapped in multilayer insulation
and exposed to periodic solar heating. They can be used for
evaluation of the temperature uniformity and constancy of a
large space telescope. In the case of no insulation, the solution
reduces to the expression of wall temperatures of a boom of
seamless fabrication. Application of circumferential heat
pipes to a relatively long space telescope is also analyzed to
investigate their- effect on circumferential temperature
uniformity. For a commonly used boom with an overlapped
cross section, an approximate solution based upon the
variational method is presented for estimating the amount of
tip deflections and -out-of-sunline angles. Numerical com-
putations are made for a typical boom to demonstrate the
applicability of the analytical results.

Response to Periodic Solar Heating

General Formulation

One first considers an insulated cylinder, being r in radius
and L in length, with a perfect flat mirror at its closed end
(Z=0). Then one employs the coordinate system in which the
central axis is taken as the Z axis. For simplicity, all length
quantities are hereafter placed in the following dimensionless
forms: '

z=Z/r I=L/r 1)

" Since the mirror reflects the interior, this configuration is

identical with a cylinder of unit radius and 2/ length with both
ends open (z= x/). Although the secondary mirror, the hole
at the center of the primary mirror, the instrument structure,
etc., are not taken into account, such a cylinder provides a
simple, idealized model that should serve as a first ap-
proximation to any eventual design of a large space telescope.

Because of the thin wall thickness, the radial temperature
gradient can be neglected in the wall. Thus the wall tem-
perature will be considered as a function of the longitudinal
distance z and the angle ¢ from the subsolar point. The solar
energy is absorbed in the outside surface of the multilayer
insulation in which the telescope is wrapped. A part of this
absorbed energy is released to space by radiation, while the

- remaining part is transferred through the insulation. Ac-

cording to some experimental results,” the heat flow through
the insulation is proportional to the emissive power difference
between the outermost sheet and the cylinder wall. This heat
supply is characterized by radiation conductance, the concept
of which was introduced by Katzoff7? in order to account for
the effect of a number of sheets, and distributed over the
interior by both conduction and internal radiation exchange.
It is then assumed that the temperature is uniform over the
outermost sheet of the insulation.

Mathematical formulations of the above heat-transfer
phenomena lead to the following integrodifferential equations
for the telescope with constant thermal properties:

dT,
CopoNo—(—iTO =qof (@) P(t;18) —€goT§ —k(aT{—0T*) (2a)
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where ¢, is expressed as follows in considering the solar
direction:

g =0tpl,sind, 3)

In Egs. (2), no heat source other than the solar radiation is
taken into account. Solar heat input is neglected in Eq. (2b)
because of the sun shield attached to the aperture of the
telescope. Since one-half of the outside surface receives no
radiation at all, the solar heat input function f (¢) is written
as :

{cosw if O0<p<a/2 or 3w/2<e<2w @

file) = if w/2<e=<3n/2
The presence of an eclipse in the orbit is represented in terms
of a periodic unit step function P(#;¢,¢) which is equal to one
in sunlit phases and to zero in shadow phases. Also the inner
surface is assumed to be a gray, diffuse emitter which allows
both diffuse and specular reflections in accordance with the
relation e+pg+pp,=1. The kernel B(£,¥;z,¢) in the integral
term of Eq. (2b) is the differential absorption factor between
two infinitesimal area elements, d4 and dA’, which are
located at (cose, sing, z) and (cosy, siny, &), respectively.
This factor shows the proportion of radiation emitted from
dA which is eventually absorbed at d4’.

As the basic variables, one takes now the emissive power
and the dimensionless time:

u=oT* uy=T4 5)

T=1t/t, - 6)
In addition to this change, the following approximations

proposed by Katzoff? are employed in order to transform
Eqgs. (2) into a simpler form:

at 40T3t0 31’ dp? = 2077 302’ 8z2  40T? 072

The error introduced by Eq. (7) may be reduced by defining T
as the temperature satisfying the following relation:

T=(qo¢/we,0) * ®)
Equation (8) shows that the integrated absorbed solar flux is
equal to the heat radiated at 7. Rewriting Eqgs. (2) by using

Egs. (5-7), one has the following integrodifferential equation
which is soluble by analytical means:

du
Bo—g

dr =qof (@) P(7;$) — gty —k(ug—u)

ou a2u
65;=’Y(—— 6z2) k(u— uo)—eu
1 2%
+eS S w(E.9)B(E¥iz.0) dEdY ©)
-{ JO

where 3,, 8, and vy are defined as

CopoN, Cph M
0PoNo =2 y=— (10)
40731, 40771,

- Bo=
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The function P(7;{) is expressible in the following super-
position of unit step functions, because it simply shows a
dimensionless form of P(#;¢,¢):

P(rp)= Y (n(r—m) —q(r—m—3)} (1)
m=0

Although the form of Eq. (11) seems rather complicated, its
Laplace image with respect to 7 has a relatively simple form.
For this reason, the analysis is facilitated by means of a
Laplace transformation. The variables u and u, are now
replaced by their image functions v and v,,:

vts) =L£{u(r)}= S:u('r)e‘“dr, vo(s)y=L{uy(7)} (12)

Thus Egs. (9) are transformed into integral equations of v and
v, from which v, is eliminated. Omitting the initial values u(0)
and u,(0) which are not. important, one has the following final
equation to solve:

k(Bys+ey) }
et ——L 00
{Bs T Byste,+k I
%y vy kq, I—e—s%
=y =+ )+
7(6¢2 Bzz) s(Bos+e,+k) 1— =/3 (%)

1 2%
el | vnBEpzeazy )

Now attention can be turned to the state of particular in-
terest, that is, the quasisteady state in which the same tem-
perature variation is repeated every revolution as a result of
periodic heating. Such an idealized state will exist after many
revolutions in orbit. As easily seen from the form of the heat
input function given by Eq. (11), the temperature reaches a
maximum at the end of each sunlit phase and a minimum at
the beginning. The maximum -and minimum temperature
distributions are, therefore, derived from the Laplace
transform inversion of the solution of Eq. (13) in the
following fashion:

Upye= lim u(m+¢)  Upp= lim u(m) (14

m—o® m—o

Then the equilibrium temperature distribution is readily
found by putting ¢{=1 in Eq. (14), because the thermal
equilibrium state can be regarded as a special case of
quasisteady states.

Axial Temperature Distribution

If circumferential temperature gradlents are negligibly
small, the problem is then greatly simplified. Such a case is
practically realized by applying circumferential heat pipes. In
this case, the temperature depends on z only. Equation (13)
thereby reduces to the following expression:

k(Bos+eo)}
{Bs+6+ﬁos+eo+k v
d?y kq, I—-e~s S’
= B(&¢,2)d
"dz2 +7rs(60s+eo+k) lI—e—s te —IU(E) (£:2)d¢

(15)

where B(&,z) is the differential absorption factor between
two ring elements at £ and z. The analytical expression of
B(&,z) is given in Eq. (A1) in Appendix A. The detail of
deriving Eq. (A1) .is shown in the literature. '¢

For defining the solution of Eq. (15), one introduces the
following boundary conditions showing that the tube ends are



504 ' M. FURUKAWA

insulated:

v'(xl)=0 (16)
The variational principle is applicable to the boundary value
problem in Egs. (15) and (16). It is easxly seen-that an ex-

tremum of the following functional is_equivalent to the
solution satisfying Eq (16):

i 1
J=e§ S v(£)v(z) B(£,7)dEdz
-1 J-1 g

 k(Byste,) 51 ,
{ﬁs+€+ Bos+eo+k-} vidz
I s dv \2 2kq,  1—e~st !
7§_; ( dz ) Gt s Bost eyt k) I—e= S_: vdz

an

The Ritz procedure is instrumental in finding a better ap-
proximation of the extremum. In considering Eq. (16) and the
axial symmetry about z=0, the following representation is
employed as a test function:

v=(qo/m){a(s) —b(s) (1’22 ~2%/2)} (18)

Substltutmg Eq. (18) into Eq. (17), one has a reduced ex-
pression of Eq. (17):

2 7
J= (@) {— (g1 +21w)a2+2(g,2+ —l’w)ab
T 15

2% I—est 7
(21 ——~—15b)} 19
T Bt th) 1—e—s( “" I 19

where w §s expressed as
w=0s+k(Bys+e€y)/ (Bps+€,+k) (20)

The coefficients g,;, g;,, and g,, are given in Eq. (Bl) in
Appendix B.-

The unknown parameters g and b are so determmed as to
minimize Eq. (19):

3]2{

=0 21
da db @)

This relation yields the following expressions:

(s) k(w+p;) 1—e—s¢
a =
s(w+Q,) (W+Q,) (Bys+ey+k) 1—e=
» kp, I—e~st

= 22
b6 = oy way) Bpre ik I=e @D
where p, and p, are defined as

525 245 55 245 ’3
Pi=3o58n " gps8iz P2= 3580~ cas8n 23

The constants 2, and @, are solutions to a quadratic equation
satisfying the following relations:

’ 525 . 10
Q,+9,= 7 (2822 - 7314812 + 3}618311)
525
Q,0,= 54110 (81:822—8%2) ’ 249
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Applying the Laplace transform inversion to Eqs. (22) with
respect to s, one finds the original functions of a(s) and b(s).
Thus the following result is obtained:

kodoho
u="220%0 1, (P(r;8) —R(r3850,) )
Wfoﬁ

+a, {(P(1;8) —R(1:36w;55) }
+a, {P(1;$) —R(1:4,0,) }
+a, {P(1) —R(1:wy,) )]

_koqohop;
wegB?

+b,{P(7:8) —R(T38,055) }
+ by {P(7:8) —R(138,05;) )
+by, (P(1;8) —R(m60,) )1 (1222 —2%/2) @5)

(01 {P(138) —R(7380y4) )

where the function R (7;{,w) has the following form:

R(rig0)= Y (n(r—m)e=s0-m —y(r—m—)e-str-m-D)

m=0
(26)
The constants &, and A, are defined as
ko=€pk/ (e, +k) No=(eg+k) /By 27

Then the following relations give the definitions of w,;, w,,,
wzl, and wzz:

Wytw,p=(@,+k)/B+Ny  wjywp= (R +ks)N/B

wy +wy=(R+k)/B+N, Wy wa = (R, +ky)Ny/B
The coefficients a;,, a;,, a,;, as;, by, by, by, and b,, are
given in Eqgs. (B3) and (B4) of Appendix B.

Substitution of Eq. (25) into Eq. (14) leads to the infinite
series which converge as m approaches infinity. The results
are written as

4
i =220 f b (222 -2 )] @)

wEy min min

where @.,., @nins Dnaxs and by, are given in Eqs. (BS) and
(B6). If there is no eclipse in orbit ({=1), then Eq. (29) is
reduced to the following simple form:

- koo
Weo(nl +k0) (92 +ko)

{p+ho=ps (1722 - E;—)} 30)

As mentioned before, the telescope contracts slightly during
an eclipse. The following expression provides a theoretical
means of estimating thermal contraction:

dAl=er (T ey — Trin)dz= (€7/40T3) (Uppy — thin)dz  (31)
Integrating Eq. (31) over all such elements dz, one finds the
total of axial contraction:

kyepTrl 7

AL =rA1=—"—4L— {(a,m = min) = 351* (Brnax = b } 32

Circumferential Temperature Distribution
For a relatively long space telescope, axial temperature

gradients are so small that the temperature can be regarded as
dependent on ¢ only. Equation (13) is then reduced to the
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following expression:

k(Bos+e0)}
{Bs+é+ﬁos+eo+k
d?v kq, I—e—st
=y— +
7d<p2 S(BoS+es+k) I—e“f‘(m

2%
e[ 0By @3)

where B(y,¢) is the differential absorption factor between
two narrow longitudinal area elements at ¢ and ¢. The
analytical expression of B(y,¢) is given in Eq. (C1) in Ap-
pendix C. The derivation of Eq. (C1) is also presented in the
literature. 10 '

Now attention is turned to such periodicity as
u(e+27) =u(e). This suggests that the Fourier series ex-
pansion technique tried by Katzoff” is instrumental in solving
Eq. (33). Therefore, the variable is placed in the following
cosine series in ¢:

v=gq, E a, (s)cosne (34)

n=0
Equation (4) is also expanded in a Fourier cosine series:
file)= E A,cosne (35)
n=0

where A, is expressed as

Ay=1/x A, =1/2
2 (_1)n/2—1
—'—2'— (n=2,4,6,...)
A,= {7 n’-1
(36)
0 (n=3,5,7,...)

Substituting Eqs. (34) and (35) into Eq. (33), one finds a

closed-form expression of the unknown coefficient a,, (s):

kA, 1—e-s¢t
BoBs(s+wy,) (s+w,y,) I—e~

a,(s)= 37

where w;, and w,, are solutions of a quadratic equation
satisfying the following relations:

2 en2 -1
Wt @y, =k+yn +n2—u2)6 +)‘q

en? 2)6—1 (38)

- 2 2
@@ =Ny (k0+'yn + n—p
The Laplace transform inversion of Eq. (37) with respect to s
results in the circumferential temperature distribution at any
time 7:

k q )\ = An 1
u=Fodoho [—[P(r;gf) —R(1:&w,) )
€B  1Z0 W= Loy,

1
+ = (P(r30) ~R(1503,) ;]cosn«: 39)

2n

The calculus shown in Eq. (14) with Eq. (39) amounts to
finding the limits of geometrical progressions. After some
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manipulation, the final results are obtained:

kody v
Upax = E : a4}, max COSHE (40)
min € n=0 min
oo (-]

where a, .., 4, min» and a,,, are given by

- ﬁn_ﬁ( 1 I-e~omf
mmax B(wZn—wIn) Win l-e~“m

NoA, ( 1 e~“inU-8) —e-om

a

1 I——e“"an)
Wy, I—e~%m

1] e—9mU-9 _p-wiy
B Wap 1—e~“2n >
en? \-1!
a,., =A,,(k0+'yn2+n2_”2) 41)

The infinite series in Eq. (40) converge rapidly, and thereby
the higher than fourth-order terms (#>4) may be disregarded
for engineering calculations.

Seeing that booms are usually not thermally insulated, they
can be treated as uninsulated cylinders of long length and thin
wall. Therefore, the thermal behavior of a boom of seamless
fabrication is predictable from the above analytical results for
no insulation. Since the uninsulated surface is specified as
k= and B,=0, Eq. (37) reduces to the following
representation:

a,(s)= A Ize™® 42)
Cr T Bs(stw,) -~
where w,, is written as
= 2 an -1
w, = |eg+yn +n2—ﬂ2 B 43

The Laplace transform inversion of Eq. (42) with respect to s
leads to an expression corresponding to Eq. (39):

u=%‘l Y A {P(7;8) —R(738,0,) Jcosny @“44)
n=0

Wp

Equation (14) is also applicable to finding the maximum and
minimum temperature distributions of the boom in a
quasisteady state, which have the same form as obtained by
putting k= o in Eq. (40):

-
Unax =4p E a, maxCOSHY 45)
min n=0 min
-] -]

The coefficients a, ,,, @, min» and a,,, are here expressed in
simpler forms than Egs. (41):

A, 1-e—“nt

A, e~onl-D _g—uy
a = —_—
mmax = g e

Ay min = =
n min Bwn‘ ]—e—“n .

3 en? -1 : ‘
a,m=A,,(eo+'yn +n2_#2) ; (46)

Circumferential Heat Pipes ‘

The use of heat pipes was first proposed by Katzoff”:? to
equalize the wall temperatures of a large space telescope. In
this connection, he presented typical examples showing the
usefulness of isothermalizer heat pipes. But the applicability
of his approach is limited to a few specific cases. The present
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analysis is performed with a view toward obtaining results
which can be applied more widely. As a model of space
telescopes, one considers an uninsulated cylinder (k=o0) to
which circumferential heat pipes shaping simple hoops are

mounted at such regular intervals as Z=W, 3W,..., (2N—

1) W. Here the integer N denotes the number of heat pipes and
satisfies the relation L =2NW.
If the length is sufficiently long and the heat pipes function
normally, then the relation T(WxZ)=TQB3WxZ)=
=T((2N-1)W=xZ) holds for 0=<Z < W. This shows that
one has to consider only the temperature profile in the in-
terval 2n—1)W=<Z<2nW. For simplicity, one introduces the
new dimensionless distance which takes the place of the first
expression of Eq. (1):

z2=Z/W 47

But the new origin (z=0) is put at the nth heat pipe
(Z= (2n—-1)W). The interval mentioned above is thereby
rewritten as 0<z=<1, in which the governing equation will be
set up.

For facilitating the analysis, it is assumed that the telescope
is in an orbit with no eclipse ({=1), that is, in a steady state.
Providing that k=c0 and {=1, Eqs. (2) are changed into the
following integrodifferential equation describing the heat
balance of such a telescope:

(Lo, 1oy
r2 o2 W2 az?

1 p2x
=(eo+e)aT4—eSO SO aT4(g V) B(&,V52,0)dEdY — qafs((4s%))

In solving Eq. (48), the following conditions should be taken
into consideration:

m aT : aT
(5,). ge=0 (5)._ =0
So (az >z=0 ¢ 9z / z=1

In Eq. (49), the first expression shows that the heat influx
from the sunlit portion is transferred to the shaded portion
with the heat pipe placed at z=0. Then the second expression
shows that the temperature gradient should be smooth at z=1
as well as at other points. The third expression of Eq. (49)

T(0,0)=T (49

results from the fact that heat pipes can be regarded as -

isothermal. The reference temperature T is here given by the
expression derived from Eq. (8) with {=1:

T=(q,/7ey0) % (50)

Since it is very difficult to solve Eq. (48) associated with Eq.

(49), the assumption is made that the solution has the

following form:
T(z,9) =T[1=(3/2)c{I—nf,(¢)}(22—27)] (61))

It is apparent that Eq. (51) satisfies Eq. (49). By taking the
average over the whole interval 0=z =<1, Eq. (48) is simplified
as

{LdZTB 3(T—TB)}
r2 d¢2 w32

2x
=(e+eTh—c| " THWBUOW-afi(v) ()

The new variable T is so defined here as to give the mean
temperature distribution:

-
To= | T@e)dz=10 53)

Y
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where @ is expressed as
b=1-cl{l—=f; ()]} (54

The problem is now attributed to determining the unknown
coefficient c.

In order to find an analytical solution of Eq. (52), the
following approximation is employed:

T4=4T4(6-3/4) (55)
Thus Eq. (52) is linearized as

d26
de?

2r .
= +erai—c| 6(BWLIAY

_ T

3
T o1 (o 20) ¢
where vy’ is defined as
v =3v(r/W)? 57

For convenience of mathematical treatments, Eq. (56) is
replaced with the following functional

J='ySh (de) do+ (v +¢ +e)S 82de
» 0 \de¢ 0

2x p2x )
e[ Tewr0erB)avde

~Ze (Moo, (ordo—2(v 4 ) [ 0ae 58)

Substituting Eq. (54) into Eq. (58), one has the following
representation:

= [77rz+ (v +e¢)) (n2—4)

N { x? 27p cotru}] c?
¢ - Ll §
]'._.“2 (1_”2)2 2 2

—670(1r2—4)c—2('y’+eo) ‘ (59)

The coefficient c is determined in such a way that dJ/dc=0:

c=£40— (7rz—4) [’y;lr2+ (v +ep) (w2 ~4)

x? 27p wu}] -1
- t— 60
+e{1_#2 (1_“2)2co 3 ‘ (60)

The results computed from Egs. (53, 54, and 60) were
compared with the numerical examples given by Katzoff? to
evalute the error caused by the approximations employed
here. It is concluded that the accuracy is good because the
difference between the two remains less than 5 K for the two
cases specified as e=0.0and 1.0.

Thermomechanical Analysis of Booms

Circumferential Temperature Distribution

Figure 1 shows a cross section of a boom with locked
seams. As shown, the cross section may be oriented in such a
way that the path from the outer seam to the inner seam is
traced by counterclockwise or clockwise rotation of the radius
vector. The coordiante system is defined in the figure with the
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solar direction. In this system, the z axis is the centroidal axis
and the z coordinate expresses the longitudinal distance
measured from the root at which the boom is clamped. The x
axis is the mass symmetry axis which bisects the overlapped
sector specifed by the angle ¢. The angle ¢’ is hereafter
substituted for ¢:
o' =21+¢ (61)
The y axis is normal to the x axis in the cross-sectional plane
and displaced from the geometrical center by the distance
—Q@2r/¢’)sin(¢’/2). The outer edge of the overlapped
portion is defined as ¢ =0, and the angles ¢ and ¢, are
measured from it in the direction shown in Fig. 1.

In most cases, torsional rigidity of booms is enhanced by
the use of seams of interlocking tabs.? This implies that
torsional displacements are absent. It is, therefore, per-
missible to assume that the overlapped sector does not vary
along the length. Furthermore, it is assumed that thermal

~bending has an insignificant effect on the form of the solar
heat input function. It follows that the temperature is in-
dependent of the longitudinal location. As seen from Fig. 1,
only the outer seam (0<¢=27) can receive the solar
radiation and emit infrared radiation to space. In the
overlapped portion (0<¢=<¢), the outer seam does not
contribute to the internal radiation exchange. The in-
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there exists the circumferential heat conduction which occurs
in every part of the seam (0<¢<¢'). It is then assumed that
there is no thermal interchange across the gap of the
overlapped sector.

From the above assumptions and descriptions, it is now
possible to set up the governing equation. But the solar
elevation angle 6, shown in Fig. 1 is no longer constant,
because a boom will always point approximately toward the
center of the Earth. However, the time variability of the solar
direction makes the analysis formidably complicated. For this
reason, as in the foregoing analyses, ! the assumption is also
made that the solar heat input does not change during the
sunlit part of orbit. Thus one obtains the following in-
tegrodifferential equation with the condition that there is no
eclipse in the orbit:

N d2T
72 dg? +qof (030,)1 (27— ) —€,0T*n (27— ¢)
) |
—eoTén(p—9) +enlp—9) L oT* () B(¥0) dy=0
©2)

The solar heat input function f(¢;¢,) is here defined as
follows:

terradiation takes place in the interior of the inner seam r /12)<"l;he< 3 :7;rlapped portion is ot illuminated,
(¢<¢=<¢’). In addition to such radiation heat transfer, s )
. T
cos(¢—o,) if qos—} Seo<p,+ (63a)
Silpseg) =
‘ . Ly T
0 if 0$¢5¢s—3 or v, + > Se=<27 (63b)
2) The overlapped portion is illuminated such that 0 < ¢, < 7/2:
‘ . T 3r
cos(p—e;) if 0$¢Scps+5 or gos+—2—- <=2t (63¢c)
fileiog) =

. g 3
0 if o+ - <p<eg.+— (63d)

2 2

3) The overlapped portion is illuminated such that 37/2 < o, <27
. 3% s
cos(p—e;) if 05405%—7 or gos—-z <p=<2w (63e)
filesps) =

. 3r T

0 if s A | (631)
By using the first expression of Eq. (5) and the second expression of Eq. (7), Eq. (62) is linearized as
d?u . rY

V5o +0fs (B3 (21 —0) —coun(2x—¢) —eun(o=8) +en(o—9) | u (W) Bhe)dY=0 (64)

where 7 is given by the third expression of Eq. (10) but T is expressed as in Eq. (50). Since the edge heat losses are negligible, the
boundary conditions may be taken as T/(0)= T’ (¢’) =0. This relation is rewritten as

u (0)=u'(¢) =0

(65)

The boundary value problem defined in Eqs. (64) and (65) is reducible to the following functional

I=e{ [T uruorB o dsde—q | u?dso—egjuzdso—ﬂ:'(f;—::)zd‘p +24,{, Ju(ereuto)de

(66)
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couterclockwise clockwise Fig. 1 Mathgmatlcal model and coordinate system.

rotation rotation

The Riti procedure is employed as a means of obtaining an analytical solution of Eq. (64). According to the test results presented
“by Florio and Hobbs, 2 the circumferential temperature distributions seem to be biquadratic. In considering this fact and Eq. (65),
the following representation is chosen here as a test function:

ot o'y} (w’ ¢’ ? } '
_ _ 67
“ q"{a+b(4 3 A3 "2 €D

The integrations in Eq. (66) are performed by using Eq. (67), and the result is arranged as
J/gq}=—(f;,a? —2f,2ab+2f,3ac+ F22b? =2fy3bc+f33¢2) +2(2a— K, b +K;¢) (68)

where f;;, fi2, f13, fa2, f3, and f;; are given in Eq. (D1) of Appendix D. Then the coefficients K, and K; are defined as in Eq.
(D6). The unknown coefficients a, b, and c are determined from the following relation:

‘oJ aJ o

o 69
aaabaco . ©9)

The simultaneous linear equations resulted from Eq. (69) yield the following expressions:

a={2(f% —S0afs5) + Ky F12f33 =F13F23) + K3 U13f 02 = f 12 23) YD~ A (702)
b=(2(f13f 33 —S12S33) K U1uS 33— f33) + K5 (f1of 13 =Fuuf23) )D 1 (70b)
=213 02 —S 12/ 23) + K 1S 23 =S 12f13) + K3 U —fuf2) D! (70c)
where Dis given by '
D=Fff%s +fnfls + 35Sl —Fiufaafss —2f 1S 13f2s (71)
Solar Deflection

The unsymmetric temperature distribution given by Eq. (67) causes longitudinal thermal stresses due to the difference in the
relative expansion of longitudinal area elements. They are expressed in the following form in accordance with Hooke’s law on
thermoelasticity:

o,=Ge,;T (72)
In considering Eq. (50) and the first expression of Eq; (5), Eq. (72) is approximated as
\ o,=Ge,T(3/4+u/40T*) (73)

Based upon the coordinate system shown in Fig. 1, the thermal bending moments are represented by the following integrals per-
formed on an area element da = Arde:

M, = S yo.da M, =~ S xo,da T4
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The integrations are taken over the entire cross-sectional area.
Then the coordinatés x and y indicate a point around the
cross-sectional perimeter and, hence, are expressed as

x=r{$27sin?2~l —COS(go—%: } y= -—rsin(<p—q§) (75)

The use of Egs. (73) and (75) associated with Eq. (67) leads to
areduced expression of Eq. (74):

q,Gerhr? q,Gehr?
= er e M=y 09
where m, and m, are given by
m,=(2c—bo’) { ! <I+ ¢ )cos?—l —2sinv£]
o 12 2 2
’ t 4 ’
my=b{6¢’cos% +(¢60 +¢"2—12)sin%—} a7

The deflection induced by the thermal bending is obtainable
from the Bernoulli-Euler equation for a cantilevered element.
If the square of the slope of the deflected shape is small
compared to unity, the equation can be simplified to the
extent of merely including a second-order differential
derivative term. The deflected shape then becomes parabolic.
This results in the following expression for the boom tip
deflections in the positive x and positive y directions:

8, =M,L2/2GI, 8,=—M,L2/2GI, (78)

where I, and I, are the geometrical moments of inertia of the
cross section:

I.= Sy’da I,= szda 79)

Because of Eq. (75), Eq. (79) reduces to the following form:

I =hrii, I,=hrli, (80)
where /, and i, are given by
. _ ¢’ sing’ . ¢’ sing’ 4 ¢’
lx‘=7 - P ly=7 + 2 —;sm; (81)

Equations (81) are the same as given by Eby and Karam.? The
boom tip deflections are readily obtained by substituting Egs.
(76) and (80) into Eq. (78):

e LZ m geerL? m
6x=—qLT——~.y— §,=— T —X -(82)
8aT3r Z 8oTr i,
Since the solar deflection is not generally aligned with the
solar direction, the out-of-sunline angle defined as follows
provides a measure of the displacement from the solar vector:

Q=tan‘1(%"—l:l)—<¢s—q—>+1r) (83)

yly 2

Based upon the small deflection theory, the method
developed for a boom of locked seams is also applicable to
estimation of solar deflections of a boom of seamless
fabrication. In other words, one may employ Egs. (73), (74),
(78), and (79).as before. But, Eq. (73) needs to be evaluated by
using Eqs. (45) and (8). Furthermore, in Eqs. (74) and (79),
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the following expressions should be substituted for Eq. (75):
X =rcos¢ y=rsing (84)

As a result of computations based upon Egs. (45) and (84),
one has the following representations:

q,Gerhr?
Mx=0 My=—Wwa, (85)
I,=I,=mhr? (86)

Substituting Eqs. (85) and (86) into Eq. (78), one finds the
result different from Eq. (82):

qgoerL’

X 86T3r 1 ( )
Equation (87) shows that any coefficients in Eq. (45) other
than a, have no effect on the solar deflection .of booms of
seamless fabrication.

Numerical Results and Discussions

One practical application of the analytical results for an
insulated cylinder is the estimation of wall temperature
distributions of a space telescope. Telescopes discussed here
have a 150 cm radius and 1.0 mm wall thickness. The wall is
made of aluminum specified as C=0.92 J/g-K, p=2.70
g/em3, N=2.10 W/cm-K, and e;=2.27x10-3/K, and
wrapped in aluminized Mylar sheets specified as C,=0.84
J/g-K and p,=1.24x10* g/cm?. Tables 1 and 2 show the
results of parametric studies made to evaluate the effects of
multilayer insulation and surface properties on the tem-
perature gradient. The results for a telescope with a large
length-to-diameter ratio (/3 1) are given in Table 1, and those
for a 9 m telescope (/=6.0) in Table 2. The values of
parameters k, Ny, a4, €, and ¢ are the same as those in-
vestigated by Katzoff? and cover a whole range of interest.
The computations have been carried out on the condition that
the telescope is in a 100 min orbit with an eclipse of 40%
(£=0.60) and with its axis normal (6, =90 deg) to the solar
radiation of one solar constant (I, =1.4 kW/m?2).

The thermal behavior of the telscope in a quasisteady state
is predictable from Tables 1 and 2. The rows designated as
max and min indicate the maximum and minimum tem-
peratures at the subsolar point (¢ =0 deg) and at the antisolar
point (¢ =180 deg), and those at the closed end (z=0.0) and
at the open end (z=6.0), respectively. The rows designated as
CHP are added in Table 1 to show the degree of temperature
uniformity attainable by employing isothermalizer heat pipes.
The computations are made here with the condition that
circumferential heat pipes are mounted on the structural tube
at regular intervals of 20 cm. It is clearly seen from Table 1
that the heat pipes serve to isothermalize the telescope. In
Table 2, the thermal contractions are listed in the rows
designated as AL.

As expected, the multilayer insulation greatly helps to
achieve temperature uniformity and constancy. In particular,
it serves as a means of diminishing the temperature drop due
to an eclipse in orbit. The comparison between the results for
a 25-layer insulation and those for a 10-layer insulation shows
that the number of layers makes no great difference in cir-
cumferential temperature gradients but has a considerable
effect on thermal contractions. It is also seen that the tem-
perature level is principally affected by the outer surface
properties, a, and €,, and that it is almost independent of the
inner surface properties, € and 7g. However, highly specular
surfaces (7g=1.0) contribute in a small degree to the tem-
perature equalization. From Table 2, one finds that the
thermal contractions are not influenced by the inner surface
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Table 1 Wall temperatures (in K) at subsolar and antisolar points of space telescope

k= 0.0010 - 0.0025
N,= 25 10
oy = 0.40 ©0.25 0.15 0.40 0.25 0.15
€= 0.40 0.85 0.85 : 0.40 0.85 0.85
e= 020 0.90 0.20 0.90 0.20 0.90 0.20 0.9 0.20 0.90 0.20 0.9
State @, deg s= 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
Max 0 263.0 262.4 193.4 193.2 170.2 170.0 264.3 262.9 194.1 193.4 170.7 170.2
180 261.8 262.1 192.8 193.0 169.7 169.8 261.4 262.2 192.5 192.9 169.4 169.8
Min 0 262.2 261.9 193.2 193.0 170.0 169.9 262.5 261.7 193.5 192.9 170.3 169.9
180 261.8 261.9 192.8 192.9 169.7 169.8 261.3 261.7 192.5 192.9 169.4 169.8
k= . ) . oo
Ny = 0
o= 0.40 0.25 0.15
€= 0.40 0.85 0.85
= 0.20 0.90 0.20 0.90 ‘ 0.20 0.90
State @, deg 7¢= 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0
Max 363.4 363.1 328.0 327.5 272.5 272.4 253.0 252.6 234.7 234.6 219.4- 219.0
18L 216.0 217.0 270.4 271.2 134.3 135.0 183.5 184.4 115.4 116.0 156.6 157.4
Min 0 219.2 218.9 197.1 197.1 182.7 182.5 158.1 157.9 177.5 177.3 155.6 155.3
180 180.2 180.8 196.8 196.6 122.0 122.5 150.4 150.7 111.8 112.3 142.0 142.3
CHP 0 317.3 317.3 313.0 3129 232.2 232.2 230.8 230.8 201.1 201.1 200.5 200.5
180 288.6 288.6 290.6 290.7 213.2 213.2 213.9 213.9 189.2 189.2 189.5 189.5
Table 2 Wall temperatures (in K) at both ends of space telescope
k= 0.0010
Ny= ) 25
oy = 0.40 0.25 0.15
€= 0.40 0.85 0.85
e= 0.20 0.90 0.20 0.90 0.20 0.90
State z rg= 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0
Max 0.0 109.5 103.1 105.8 . 105.0 79.4. 74.8 76.6 76.0 69.4 65.5 67.0 66.5
6.0 - 73.9 95.3 86.2 86.2 68.4 69.2 62.4 62.4 60.1 60.8 54.7 54.7
Min 0.0 105.7 98.6 101.5 100.6 78.3 73.5 75.4 74.8 68.8 64.7 66.3 65.7
6.0 87.9 89.5 78.9 78.9 66.6 67.5 60.1 60.0 59.1 59.8 53.3 53.3
AL,mm 0.0518 0.0518 0.0509 0.0509 0.0153 0.0153 - 0.0152 0.0152 0.0091 0.0091 0.0091 0.0091
k= 0.0025
Ny= 10
%= 0.40 0.25 0.15
€= 0.40 0.85 0.85
€= 0.20 0.90 0.20 0.90 0.20 0.90
State =z 7= 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0
Max 0.0 136.4 128.6 132.0 131.1 98.9 93.4 95.6 94.9 86.5 81.8 83.6 83.0
6.0 117.2 119.0 107.7 107.7 85.3 86.4 77.9 71.9 75.1 75.9 68.3 68.3
Min 0.0 131.5 122.8 126.5 125.3 97.5 91.6 94.0 93.3 85.6 80.8 82.7 82.0
6.0 109.5 111.6 98.3 98.3 83.1 84.3 75.0 75.0 73.7 74.6 66.5 66.5
AL, mm 0.1297 0.1297 0.1275 0.1275 0.0385 0.0385 0.0383 0.0383 0.0230 0.0230 0.0230 0.0230
Table 3 Effect of inner surface emittance on solar deflection
Py, deg= 0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300 3
e=0.0 6., cm —48.5 —-88.9 —-99.3 —74.7 -32.6 8.3 43.0 68.1 81.1 80.7 56.2 6
3,,cm 6.2 —17.7 -34.2 -35.6 -27.0- -16.7 -—-5.0 7.6 20.9 34.4 39.2 28
8, cm 48.9 90.6 105.0 82.8 42.4 18.6 43.3 68.6 83.7 877 68.5 28
Q, deg 67.8 56.3 34.0 10.5 -5.3 41.3 68.3 51.4 29.5 8.1 -=10.1 1
€=0.20 6., cm —46.8 —88.5 —100.1 —76.3 . -34.3 6.5 41.6 67.3 81.1 82.0 58.5 S
) d,,cm 5.5 —-17.5 -33.2 -345 -260 -158 —-44 78 20.5 333 37.7 2
5, cm 47.2 90.2 105.5 83.7 43.0 17.1 41.8 67.7 83.7 88.5 69.6 2¢
Q, deg 68.3 56.2 33.4 9.3 -7.9 37.5 68.9 51.6 292 7.1 -—-122 -1
€=0.90 d,,cm —41.4 —86.4 ~101.8 —80.2 -39.2 1.3 36.9 64.0 80.5 85.1 64.9 1¢
5,,cm 3.4 —-16.9 -30.4 -30.8 -22.6 —-13.1 -2.6 8.2 19.2 30.0 33.0 2%
8, cm 41.5 88.0 106.2 85.9 45.2 13.1 36.9 64.6 82.8 90.2 72.8 ’

Q, deg 704 561 3.6 60 ~151 207 709 52.3 284 4.4 —180 -2
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properties but decrease with the absorptance to emittance
ratio a,/e,.

For a better understanding of the thermal behavior of a -

boom in space, a computation has been made for various
angles of solar incidence under the condition that J,=1.4
kW/m? and 6, =90 deg. The boom discussed here is a typical
beryllium-copper rod with- a 30.5 m length, a 0.635 mm
radius, a 0.0381 mm thickness, and a seam overlapped for an
angle of 150 deg. With reference to the thermal properties of
beryllium copper, the wall material is defined as A=1.06
W/cm-Kand e;=1.66 % 10 ~3 /K. The exterior surface is then

assumed to be plated with silver such that ¢;=0.10 and .

€, =0.06. These data are the same as employed by Eby and
Karam3 which were used with a view to verifying the method
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Fig.3 Boom tip deflections vs solar directions.
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of solution. The principal results of parametric studies are
summarized in Table 3 and Figs. 2 and 3.

From an engineering viewpoint, it is of interest to evaluate
the effect of inner surface properties on the solar deflection.
Table 3 gives the amount and direction of boom tip
deflections estimated for three types of diffuse coatings
applied to the inner surface. In Table 3, the symbol § is
defined as V62 +62. The results classified as e=0.0 in the
table provide a basis of comparison because they represent the
case of no internal radiation exchange. From Table 3, it is
seen that the inner surface emittance has an influence on the
boom tip deflection to some extent, and that the larger
emittance value does not always make the deflection smaller.
The results are now discussed from a different standpoint.
The tip deflection of a boom of seamless fabrication with an
emittance specified as €=0.0, 0.20, or 0.90 is estimated at
84.5, 83.0, or 76.8 cm, respectively. But, if the boom meets
with an eclipse in orbit, they are re-estimated at 84.7, 83.6,
and 79.2 cm, respectively, on conditions that C=1.78 J/g K,
p=1.85 g/cm?, and {=0.60. In either case, they are about
80% of the maximum tip deflections obtained from Table 3.
Therefore, the seamless fabrication is preferable for smaller
tip deflections.

Figure 2 shows the circumferential temperature
distributions corresponding to typical directions of solar
incidence. The curves are plots of the results calculated for the
boom with a diffusely reflecting inside surface specified as
€=0.90. As might have been expected, there is a close
correlation between the peak or bottom temperature and the
solar direction. The temperature at any point does not vary
greatly from the average temperature estimated at 338.3 K.
This small temperature excursion extending over the range
from 336 to 341 K shows that linearization based upon Eq. (7)
does not introduce significant errors in the analytical results.

Figure 3 displays the amount and direction of the solar
deflection. This figure is presented for comparison with the
curves given by Eby and Karam.? For this reason, no internal
radiation exchange is taken into account, that is, the com-
putation has been performed on condition that e=0. The
curve representing the x component of the tip deflection is
very similar to that given by them in every solar direction.
But, with regard to its y component, the agreement between
the two is not as good. In spite of this poor agreement, the
curves representing the total tip deflection é and the out-of-
sunline angle Q are roughly the same as those given by Eby
and Karam in tendency. From Fig. 3, it can be shown that the
maximum tip deflection is about 105 cm. According to their

- numerical results, it is estimated at about 102 cm. This

demonstrates the validity of the analytical imethod developed
in this paper.

Conclusion

Analytical methods based upon differential absorption
factors were developed to evaluate wall temperatures and
solar deflection of cylindrical structures in space. These
methods differ from the conventional ones in applicability,
that is, they are applicable to more general cases for which the
internal radiation exchange cannot be neglected. One method
is associated with a Laplace transformation into which the

~ effect of an eclipse in orbit is incorporated. This approach

made it possible to derive the analytical representations which
describe temperature distributions for quasisteady states in a
boom of seamless fabrication or in a space telescope of long
length. Another approach is the variational method, which
was adopted for finding the steady-state circumferential
temperature distribution of a boom of locked seams. This
method was also employed to estimate the temperature
nonuniformity in a space telescope into which isothermalizer
heat pipes are mounted. Parametric studies were made to
obtain technical knowledge helpful to thermal control of large
space telescopes and to prediction of thermal behavior for
various types of booms.
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byy=MNg—wpy)/wy(wp—wy) (0 —wy,) (@y—v,)
b= Ng—wp)/wp(w;—wp,) (0 —0,) (0 —e),)
bar=(Ng—wy) /wy (@ —wy) (@ —wyy) (W —wyy)
by = (Ng—wpp) Jargy (wy —wpy) (@) —wpy) (wg —wyy)

1—e~cuf I1—e~128 1—e—w2s

A
A nax 27,3-(‘111 T—e-911

1—e-“22f)

a a +a
21 e-vp 2 I —e—w21 2 l1—e 22

e~vnU=8) —e-wp

Ao ( e—en=5) —eg-uyy e~w21 =35 —g-wy e vn2U-8 —g-wp
duin =— \a - +a +a;— +a
min B 1 JE T, 12 I—e—12 21 ] —e—v2 22 J—e—“2
b NoD2 1—e—vut 1—e~v2f 1—e-oaut I—e—wzzf)
_max_ Bz ( 11 1 —e-%11 12 I—e—v12 21 J—e-w2 22 J—e—v22

CemenU-%) _g-wp e~w21U-8) _g—uy
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107
22 —28) — (w14 —8u212 — 24ul—24)f e —ul} bl — 7 (BI)
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(B2)

(B3)

(B4)

(BS)

b. NoD2 (, e enti—-H _e-vn b
min 62 ( 11 J—e-vn 12 l—e-¢12 21 I—e—w2 22

e~92U=8) _p—wp
1—e~922 )
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Appendix C
B(¥,¢) = (1/2) {cosp (Y — @) cotmu+sinp Yy — el }
=vevk/2
Py T
v 1+2 +151 Py
k= (I-ps)»
Appendix D
J11=2me,
¢’ 2 ed’’  ed? o ¢’ ¢’ @3 o%¢’ ot
Jiz=47° 60(?—?)+ 30 T 4 \5 3 2( s T 60 12 " 6)
4x3 , ' ey, P\ er o't PiP  w¢?
Js="3 ' ~m+p _T(¢ _2) 2( 6 6 3 )
fu=Fs e” 2 207k —k k) — = cotmu(4u? (26" —ky)? + (k, —k3)?)
2=J/2" ut 3 %2 ug [ &t 2 1 3
f23—@ ;ff - —5 (20" I;+k; - k,lz—kzl,)— %cotru{imz(.?qs'—kz)(1—12)+(k,
2
fi5=fi5— ef” “_3(13 W)= 55 S cotmu{4p? (I~1) 2 + (I, ~15) 2}

The definitions of f,,, f5;, and f;; are completed with Eqs. (D2-D5):

TEMPERATURES AND DEFLECTION OF CYLINDRICAL STRUCTURES

_k3) (11 —13)}

49’2 7l‘¢' ) €d’? (¢'2 o' ¢? yo'7
T 7 7 _ ¥
S =32¢m ( 5 "6 Vo) 500 T\ " Y1aa) s
6’2 177’ wf) b’ (d:" 176" ¢ ¢2) yo' 6
’ = 6 — —_ — et — I
Jo3=32¢m ( 9 5 Ye) vz N\ s i)t
¢'?2 =wo’ 2) 13e¢’7 (¢'2 ¢'d ¢2) v’ 3
’ - 5 _ 5 i
Ji3=32€m (20 9 Y63 260 18 te)t 30
2¢'2 piop’? 29’2 _9'¢ 3¢2) (¢'2 ¢'d @2
—d'5{ -2 4 2 443 rr._ 7
2=9 + 105 504 ) ¢{ ¢( 4 28 ¢ PTIRYY
1 plo’? "¢“’) { ¢ (cb” 37¢'¢ dﬂ) (¢'2 17¢'¢ ¢2)}
rq (T 3 r 2 . r 4,43 —_ -
=9 30 2 )¢ 2 twe 50 |4 ¢ 252 tg
1 3u2¢/2) {¢/2 ¢/¢ 2¢2 (d)'z ¢I¢ ¢2 }
v — b S 3 _ <P 2g2(® - 9P ¢
5=¢"\3% 1260 /¢ 37 P\ %0 "3 T e
=#4¢'4/12+I"2¢’2_
k,=mp?¢? +2¢—27
444 443
pfe?  2mp‘e 2.2
= il —d7p2d—6
ky=— t—5 — tuie’—dmuio—6
=26’ (26 2/6+1)
L=mpu2¢+1
L=p?(p?¢3/6+7p2d? +d—27)
K, if  w/2=e,<3n/2
K, =
2 &y, + 45K, if  O=eg,<w/2 or 31/2<e,<2r
K;; if T/2<p,<37/2
K,= .
T Ky 441K, if O<e.<w/2 o 3m/2<e,<27

}
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where K,,, K;;, K,,, and K, are defined as

2¢]3 x? ,
s (5 )

(et 3., 2, & 32
{2 +4(7|' e, +7‘f7+12}

A2+ ™ 20 (7’ ,
k=o' (747 =2) - (5 +(5 ~9)#]

v , 272 3 :
K,,=(m¢’ —27% +3)cose,; + {¢ (1— —3—) +7 —31r}sm¢ps

’

’ . 2 2
Kyy= (% —7r)cos¢s - (1?— +1- % )sinqos ®7)

The symbol ¢, in the first two equations of (D7) is connected
with ¢, in the following fashion:

@5 if w/2<p,<37/2
P, = e+ if O<p,<m/2
3n/2<ep, <27 (D8)

=T if

J. SPACECRAFT

References

! Frisch, H.P., “Thermal Bending Plus Twist of a Thin-Walled
Cylinder of Open Section with Application to Gravity Gradient
Booms,”’ NASA TN D-4069, Aug. 1967.

2Florio, F.A. and Hobbs, R.B., Jr., ““An Analytical Represen-
tation -of Temperature Distributions. in Gravity Gradient Rods,”
AIAA Journal, Vol. 6, Jan. 1968, pp. 99-102.

3Eby, R.J. and Karam, R.D., ““Solar Deflection of Thin-Walled
Cylindrical Extendible Structures,”” Journal of Spacecraft and
Rockets, Vol. 7, May 1970, pp. 577-581.

4Fixler, S.Z., ‘“Effects of Solar Environment and Aerodynamic
Drag on Structural Booms in Space,”” Journal of Spacecraft and
Rockets, Vol. 4, March 1967, pp. 315-321.

5 Graham, J.D., ‘“Radiation Heat Transfer around the Interior of a
Long Cylinder,’’ Journal of Spacecraft and Rockets, Vol. 7, March
1970, pp. 372-374.

6Cummings, R.D., ‘“Thermal Control of the Large Space
Telescope (LST),”” AIAA Paper 73-720, July 1973.

TKatzoff, S., “‘Studies Relating to Temperature Control of a Large
Space Telescope,’” NASA TN D-7174, May 1973.

8Katzoff, S., ‘“Heat Pipes and Vapor Chambers for Thermal
Control of Spacecraft,’’ AIAA Paper 67-310, April 1967.

9Gebhart, B., ‘“Unified Treatment for Thermal Radiation Transfer
Processes—Gray, Diffuse Radiators and Absorbers,”” ASME Paper
57-A-34, Dec. 1957.

0Fyrukawa, M., “Differential Absorption Factors between Two
Area Elements in a Cylinder,” Journal of Spacecraft and Rockets,
Vol. 17, July-Aug. 1980, pp. 378-381.

From the AIAA Progress in Astronautics and Aeronautics Series..

AERODYNAMIC HEATING AND
THERMAL PROTECTION SYSTEMS—v. 59

HEAT TRANSFER AND
THERMAL CONTROL SYSTEMS—v. 60

Edited by Leroy S. Fletcher, University of Virginia

The science and technology of heat transfer constitute an established and well-formed discipline. Although one would
expect relatively little change in the heat transfer field in view of its apparent maturity, it so happens that new develop-
ments are taking place rapidly in certain branches of heat transfer as a result of the demands of rocket and spacecraft
design. The established ““textbook’’ theories of radiation, convection, and conduction simply do not encompass the un-
derstanding required to deal with the advanced problems raised by rocket and spacecraft conditions. Moreover, research
engineers concerned with such problems have discovered that it is necessary to clarify some fundamental processes in the
physics of matter and radiation before acceptable technological solutions can be produced. As a result, these advanced
topics in heat transfer have been given a new name in order to characterize both the fundamental science involved and the
quantitative nature of the investigation. The name is Thermophysics. Any heat transfer engineer who wishes to be able to
cope with advanced problems in heat transfer, in radiation, in convection, or in conduction, whether for spacecraft design
or for any other technical purpose, must acquire some knowledge of this new field.

Volume 59 and Volume 60 of the Series offer a coordinated series of original papers representing some of the latest
developments in the field. In Volume 59, the topics covered are 1) The Aerothermal Environment, particularly
aerodynamic heating combined with radiation exchange and chemical reaction; 2) Plume Radiation, with special reference
to the emissions characteristic of the jet components; and 3) Thermal Protection Systems, especially for intense heating
conditions. Volume 60 is concerned with: 1) Heat Pipes, a widely used but rather intricate means for internal temperature
control; 2) Heat Transfer, especially in complex situations; and 3) Thermal Control Systems, a description of sophisticated
systems designed to control the flow of heat within a vehicle so as to maintain a specified temperature environment. '

Volume 59—432 pp., 6 X 9, illus. $20.00 Mem. $35.00 List
Volume 60—398 pp., 6 X9, illus. $20.00 Mem. $35.00 List

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




