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ABSTRACT

The supersonic flow field about a forebody-
decelerator combination is analyzed. Tangent-cone and
Newtonian methods are used to predict forebody surface
pressures. Empirical correlations based on local
similarity solutions predict the boundary layer character-
istics, and boundary layer similarity techniques are used
to predict the forebody wake parameters. The flow about
a conical secondary body in the forebody wake is calculated
using the method of characteristics. In Volume I the
methods are presented and explained, and the results of the
calculations are compared with experimental measurements;
in Volume II the details of the calculation procedure and
computer program are presented.
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SYMBOLS
u2

A A - in Eqns 89 and 90
a

a speed of sound

aoalpa 2 a3,a4 - coefficients in velocity profile, Eqn 26

ao stagnation condition speed of sound

B exponent in Eqn 17, defined in Eqn 18

B B uvB--2 , in Eqns 89 and 90
a 2

C C -- , in Eqns 89 and 90
a

Cp pressure coefficient

c specific heat at constant pressure

D forebody diameter -V

.in Eqns 89 and 90

Da forebody base diameter

f function defined it Eqn 79

h enthalpy
Ai unit vector in x direction

3 unit vector in x direction

K exponent in Eqn 12

U turbulence constant in Eqn 44

kunit vector normal to x-y plane

L body length
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axial distance measured from forebody base

R/D B dimensionless distance from forebody base

M Mach number

MIl effective Mach number, Eqn 48

m* momentum defect

n transformed coordinate, Eqn 52

n unit vector normal to a streamline

p pressure

Pr Prandtl number

R gas constant

Re Reynold's number

r radial coordinate

rB base radius of forebody

rs radius of shock at any value of x

S entropy

distance from front stagnation point measured along
surface

T temperature in degrees Rankine

t thickness of towline

USO freestream velocity

u velocity component in x direction

V total velocity, V = *' 4

v velocity component in r direction

X axial distance downstream measured from forebody
wake stagnation point

x a•xial distance downstream measured from forebody
nose; also used for axial length measurement for
either body

x



xo axial location of forebody wake stagnation point

9 shock angle

R pressure gradient parameter, Eqn 13

ratio of specific heats

transformed wake thickness

6 wake radius or thickness, boundary layer thickness (Fig 7)

6• wake displacement thickness

transformed non-dimensional coordinate, Eqn 24

e boundary layer momentum thickness, also flow angle

et,. transformed momentum thickness

A slope of characteristic line

1A dynamic viscosity coefficient

' KMach angle

v kinematic viscosity coefficient

5 wake form parameter

"effective stirfice distance, Eqn 14

turbulent effective surface distance, Eqn 17

S density

t" local inclination angle of forebody surface

S,.ritical cone half-angle of forebody surface

effective cone half-angle

"body thickness ratio

stream function

W vorticity

xi



Subscripts:

a adiabatic

B condition at base of forebody

char condition on a characteristic line

cl condition at wake centerline

cr condition at Re = Recritical

e condition at boundary layer edge

i condition at ith station

i 4 1 condition at (i 4 1 )th station

o stagnation or total value of parameters

r partial derivative of function with respect to r

ref reference value of parameter

s condition at forebody nose stagnation point

TR condition at transition point

w wake condition

x partial derivative of function with respect to x

"DTR diameter of wake at tran-ition point

ecr momentum. thickness at which boundary layer• becomes unstable

&TR momentum thickness at transition

1 viscous wake edge condition

"1. condition on characteristic curve 1 or at point 1

"2 conJition on characteristic curve 2 or at point 2

12 condition along line connecting points 1 and 2

CO freestream conditio'n

Superscripts:

indicates average value of function

I-- indicates a vector function

xii



I. INTRODUCTION

This report presents the results of an effort to
calculate the flow field characteristics of a two-body trailing
decelerator system in supersonic flow (Fig 1). The report
is divided into two volumes, the first dealing with theoreti-
cal methods and a comparison of the results of a sample cal-
culation with measurements, the second presents and explains
the computer program used for the calculntions.

This volume, Volume I, presents an explanation of
the methods used to analyze the forebody (the object to be
decelerated or payload), the trailing secondary body (the
decelerator) (l'ig 1), and the compari5ion of results with
experimentally measured values. Naturally, the ideal objective
would be to have a theory and methotis that provide a complete
closed solution to the entire flow field about the two bodies.
Within the curre-- state of the art, however, this goal cannot
be achieved. Ti, ..forts have been directed at utilizing
tractable methocý '-ith limited assumptions and required inputs
that provide very useful results. Wherever assumptions are
necessary, they are discussed in detail and their effects
evaluated where possible.



0.

ccD

01 T

LIV)

~ 0)
U,-



...........

II. FOREBODE AND WAKE ANALYSIS

This division describes the analysis used to
predict the flow characteristics about the forebody and its
wake, and draws heavily on the work presented in Ref 1, in
particular Section B, the explanation of the analysis.
In view of this, the matter presented in this section is not,
nor is it intended to be, rigorously complete; rather it
should provide a basic understanding of the analysis. For
further details or information Ref 1 must be consulted.

A. Extent of Analysis, Required Inputs, and Results

1. Extent of Analysis

The .orebody and wake analysis examines the flow
about the forebody extending axially from the bow shock down-
stream to the secondary body bow shock, and normally from the
surface of the forebody outward to its bow shock. The analysis
&ssumes tha. fLow conditione upstream of the forebody are
uniform.

2. Required Inputs

The forebody and wake analysis requites the following:

a. freestream concitions

b. forebody geomet--y

c. bow fhock shape and standoff distance.

3. Re3ults

In addition to body geumetry and fceestream condi-
tions, the forabody subroutine produLs the calculated local
static pressure, total pressure and Mach number on the body
surface at various axial locations arJ on various planes con-
taining, and rotated about, the ixis. Since the flow char-
acteristics at the base of the fotebody are likely to be
affected by a possible transition into turbulence on the body
surface, the transition point location on thz body surface
and on various 0 planes is also printed out. Reynold's
number based on momentum thicknese, inviscid density, local
inviscid velocity, local, momentum defect, and momontum thick-
ness at the base for different 0 planes, is p:ovided. Inte-
gration of the local momentum defect arounis the surface at
the forebody base provides the total momentum defect, which
will be used in wake computations.

3



Wake computations begin with forebody boundary layer
and base condition inputs. The program selects either
laminar or turbulent wake conditions, based on the transition
Reynold's number, and prints out the input values of the
viscosity model. At every )/D location behind the base of
the forebody and at every iteration of wake computation,
values of e/4, 4L , )/D, 6*, and the local inviscid velocity
at the wake edge are provided. The viscous wake is specified
by the values of R/D, M, M/M=, , V/Vm, u, p0 /p., he/hoe, and

h/hi at each axial location, 2/D, and radial distance T , the
non-dimensional transformed radial coordinate. The inviscid
wake is determined by the values of R/D, M, M/Ma, , V/V ,
u, po/p. , Po/Poe, and T at various values of the transfYormed

coordinate t .

B. Method and Explanation of the Forebody-Wake

Analysis (from Ref 1)

1. Body to Bow Shock Region

The variations of flow properties in this region are
primarily due to the changes caused by the forebody bow shock
and secondary shocks such as recompression shocks and forebody
flare shocks. Assuming negligible changes in entropy across
the secondary shocks, total flow properties are invariant
following a streamline starting from any point behind the
forebody bow shock. In Ref 1, the shock shape, determined from
experiments or from analytical methods for simple bodies, is
represented in multiple regression curve fit form

a + b X * I¢
__ A ) (1)

where a, b, c, and d are polynomial coefficients. Since the
shock is completely specified, the flow properties immediately
behind the shock are determined from shock jump conditions.

2. Forebody Surface Pressure Distribution

The total and static pressures on the forebody sur-
face are estimated using Newtonian or tangent-cone methods.
The forebody surface is represented by a number of x and r
coordinates of points on the surface. The nose half-angle of the
forebody is determined using coordinates at 0th and 1st
stations where

4



For a given freestream Mach number an attached shock exists
if the nose half-angle is less than the critical cone half-
angle. The relation between critical cone half-angle and
freestream Mach number (Ref 2) can be represented, after curve
fitting, by

S-/1.4388 + 64.3y5t -6.5. 764Alz * 14.0014 1 - 07/48 M4

(I- ho1,101M)

If the nose half-angle 6- from Eqn 2 is greater than or
equal to the critical cone angle from Eqn 3, a detached shock
exists at the apex. The apex total pressure ps is given by
normal shock relation (Ref 2)

Z•M -"e ( 1I) (4)

Static pressure can be estimated from the Newtonian method,

R P sin 2 (5)

If the nose half-angle 6*4 is less than critical cone half-
angle 6., an attached shock exists at the apex. The flow
region behind the shock is considered a conical flow region.
The nose half-angle 6 and the freestream Mach number approx-
imately determine the shock anglee. The velocity components
along and perpendicular to any ray from the apex of the body
can be determined by expanding the velocities in Taylor series
and using the approximate shock anglep. The procedure is
continued until the normal velocity on the body surface is
evaluated. Since the boundary condition at the surface
requires the normal component of velocity to be zero, the
shock angle/1 is altered until the deviation of normal
velocity from zero is within allowable limits. The surface
Mach number, static pressure, and total pressure are evaluated
from the above conical flow analysis.

A Newtonian or conical flow solution is used to
determine the static pressure at each point on the body pro-
file. As long as the local inclination angle 6',1 of the
body surface at the (i + l)th station is less than or equal to
the local inclination angle 6j at the ith station, no surface
shock exists and total pressure remains unaltered. If the
bow shock wave is detached, static pressure is obtained from
the Newtonian method, until the local inclination angle r is
less than the critical cone half-angle 6 beyond which the
conical flow solution is used.

5



On the other hand, if the local inclination angle
ai.,, at the (i + l)th station is greater than the value 6
at the ith station, a corner shock appears at the surface,
and the total pressure is altered. The effective conical
half-angle, a, is given by

-= (6)

Here again, if T-is greater than or equal to the critical cone
half-angle ; corresponding to Mach number Mei at the ith

station, the shock is detached, and the total pressure

Po(i + 1) at (i 4. I)th station will be

o + , [2 t+1)MeeL (7)Q~jZ 'M

The static pressure is determined from the Newtonian method,

'p- 'P SIA'(8)e ti ,) (& I8

However, if T is less than critical cone half-angle T,
corresponding to Mei, the conical flow solution will be used
to determine total pressure, static pressure, and surface
Mach number.

3. Boundary Layer Analysis

Because of the nature of the wake analysis, 1IB4,
the primary aim of the boundary layer analysis is to obtain
the momentum defect at the base of the forebody, which is
also the only output from the computer program. Thus this
boundary layer analysis is restricted to determining that
quantity, and assumes that the flow properties at the edge
of the boundary layer are those derived in 1IB2 for forebody
surface conditions.

The boundary layer momentum defect can be expressed
as

-r drd (9)
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Equation 9 can be recast into the form

,• = fcý 4 2 e ds (10)

mlcuserence

where ds is the circumferential increment of length. The
boundary layer momentum thickness G is defined as

" dA (11)4

Since boundary layer characteristics primarily depend on the
laminar or turbulent nature of the flow on the forebody sur-
face, the momentum thickness, e , for these two cases is
developed in the following paragraphs, a and b, and the laminar-
turbulent transition is discussed in paragraph c.

a. Laminar Boundary Layer Analysis

The momentum thickness of a laminar forebody boundary
layer is determined from an empirical equation which depends
on edge conditions and local pressure gradient.

This effect of pressure gradient on a laminar
boundary layer is usually taken in the form of the pressure
gradient parameter,& , which varies from one, at a two-
dimensional stagnation point, to zero for a zero pressure
gradient region. Althougha varies from point to point on
the body surface, the boundary layer characteristics largely
depend on the local value of the pressure gradient parameter#8 .
This concept of "local similarity" has been used in Ref 1 to
obtain the following expression for G :

____(_.491) o.- r )K 1/2 W14 (12)
- =(fe�L Y)h( 1, L/2)'/2 )

where K = 0 for two-dimensional flow, and K 1 1 for axi-
symmetric flow.

The pressure gradient parameter /9 is given by

7(13)

7



where 5* represents an effective surface distance considering
boundary layer history up to that point,

S2K
Cl-CO (21 ). of4~ (14)

Knowing the inviscid flow properties at the edge of the
boundary layer and evaluating 7. , and e/r. from Eqns 14,
13, and 12, the momentum defect at the base of the circular
body can be written as

7T) D U e (15)

b. Turbulent Boundary Layer Analysis

The turbulent boundary layer analysis used in Ref 1
to determine the momentum defect at the base of the forebody
is mainly based on the results of Reshotko and Tucker (Ref 3).
If the flow on the forebody surface is completely turbulent,
the turbulent boundary layer analysis is applied from the nose
stagnation point. However if the boundary layer is initially
laminar turbulent flow analysis starts from the transition
point where e turbulent - e laminar. The transition point
is located on the basis of transition Reynold's number,
ReeTR, discussed in Section c. In Ref 3 the presence of
eddy viscosity in the turbulent boundary layer necessitates
the use of an approximate equation to represent the shear
stress distributiorn and the effect of pressure gradient on
boundary layer velocity profile is taken into account through
the use of moment of momentum equation. After considerable
simplification, the results of Reshotko and Tucker (Ref 3)
are represented by a transformed momentum thickness etr in
the mathematical form (Ref 1)

(t"trs I T rRI +

.;,/ o. /(16)

[0-01173 Yr*082

+ I/i -erYqct0  0

8



The subscript TR indicates the values at the transition point;
a and are the velocity of sound and the kinematic vis-

cosity at stagnation conditions of the local external stream.
The turbulent distance parameter jý is given by

B I.21C K f B ) 1.2155 K

5T e (lB /46 ) (WS )~. (17)

The distance sI is the location of the transition point
measured along the body suzface from the front stagnation
point. If the flow is completely turbulent sI - 0. The
exponent B in Eqns 16 and 17 is approximated by the function:

4. + 1(18)

where T0 is the inviscid stagnation temperature. The term

7eVf in Eqn 17 is given as

(~t) =(19)

The actual momentum thickness 9 is then evaluated from the

relation

L M (20)

z
The local momentum thickness 0 for a turbulent boundary layer
beyond the transition point can then be determined using the
above equations. The momentum defect at the base of the fore-
body is then determined from Eqn 15.

c. Boundary Layer Transition

If the flow on body surface is initially laminar,
the transition point must be located to change the calculation
method from the laminar to the turbulent boundary layer
analysis. The Reynold's number based on momentum thickness
at the transition point can be approximated by (Ref 1)

9



(1a/7[38 2./9+ (21)
+ h

where hw = enthalpy based on wall temperature and haw -

enthalpy based on adiabatic wall temperature.

In an adverse pressure gradient region, ReeTR is
replaced by the critical Reynold's number, Reecr, given
in Ref 1

Ree a I ( (22)

Equations 21 and 22 have been developed and discussed ingreater detail in Appendix III of Ref 1. The transitionpoint is located where the laminar 6 satisfies Eqns 21 or 22.

4. Wake Analysis

a. Viscous Wake

The viscous wake can be divided into three major
regions 1) the near wake, 2) the neck region and rear stag-
nation point, and 3) the far wake. The near wake is char-
acterized by I) outer rotational inviscid flow, 2) a free
shear layer above the dividing stream line and 3) a recircula
tion region. In the near wake and wake neck region, because
of the presence of a pressure gradient, the existence of a
rear shock and the nonsimilar nature of the governing equations,
not much success could be achieved in representing the velo-
city and enthalpy profiles in a mathematical form. In the
far wake region assumptions such as constant momentum defect,
negligible pressure gradient, and boundary layer assumptions
could be used to determine the flow variables. Neglecting non-
isentropic processes in the near wake region and assuming
that no external work is done on the fluid, and a constant wake
momentum defect, the wake momentum defect may be equated to
the boundary layer momentum defect at the base of the forebody.
Thus, momentum thickness, g, , of the wake is given by

'6(L9O D (23)

10



In order to study the flow field, the governing differential
equations for a laminar axisymmetric high-speed wake are
transformed from physical coordinates (xr) to Dorodnitzyn
coordinates (x,7/), which are related by

'6 ' (24)

where

l = 2 (25)

0 ý

The velocity profile fn the viscous wake can be assumed to be
a fourth order polynomial in4• , as

U = + 3 Q7I (2 6 )

To determine the coefficients in Eqn 26, the following

boundary conditions may be imposed:

At the centerline 0 (1) Q =L c

(2) - 0 (27)

(3) axial direction momentum
equation applies

At the outer edge of the (4) 14 (4,

wake• 1 (5 (28)

(6) 0.L4

The above six boundary conditions are needed to determine

six unknowns, namely &o to a4 , and jAc , provided the flow

properties at the outer edge of viscous wake are known from
the inviscid wake solution. Applying the above boundary
conditions, the velocity-profile in the transformed plane
becomes

I'=/ ~UI1 ~ q (29)z 4/ (,- '*L
I,

11



where

Ae ' (30)

and also

24 (1(31)

It should be noted that:

(I). at the wake stagnation point
X- O0y - 24, Ucl 0

(2) at the wake neck- OA - 22.9

- 0.045 (32)

(3) far downstream, X-- , '" 0,

In order to specify the velocity profile completely at any
location from the base of forebody, it is necessary to know
the distance of the wake stagnation point x. , from the nose
of the forebody, and the relation between , the form para-
meter, and X, the longitudinal distance fMom the wake stagna-
tion point. It is difficult to predict the location of a

wake stagnation point from mathematical analysis, however,
from the limited number of experiments for turbulent flow,
it is taken, in Ref 1, that the wake stagnatioz point is
located approximately at 0.94 D. from the base of the forebody.

The relation between 3" and X will then be obtained from Eqn 30.
Because of the presence of the viscosity coefficient^ in
Eqn 30 the relation between Y" and X depends on the laminar
or turbulent nature of the flow in the wake. These are dis-
cussed in IIB4a(l) and lIB4a(2).

The assumption of zero pressure gradient in the
wake and a Prandtl number of unity, leads to a solution of
the energy equation in the form

- .. . .. (33)

U,
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The total enthalpy, hoc,, at the wake co'nterline can be

determined using the condition that the total enthalpy defect
in the wake is constant and is equal to the value at the base
of the forebody. Carrying out the algebra, it can be shown
that

= I--L (/ - ýM _ C 34)

where ho is the enthalpy based on the skin temperature of
the for body at the base. Substituting for hoc, from Eqn 34

and into Eqn 33, we get the total enthalpy profile

(35

Knowing the velocity profile from Eqn 29 and the total enthalpy
profile from Eqn 35, the static enthalpy profile can be ob-
tained from the relation

h -(36)
2

I The assumption of wake static pressur e equal to
freestream static pressure and the velocity and static enthalpy
profiles as determined from 29 and 36 are sufficient to deter-
mine all the flow properties in the viscous wake. Since the
profiles are determined in terms of Dorodnitzyn coordinate '

It is then necessary to transform back into physical coordinates,using the relation

1(.) Laminar Viscous Wake

In order to specify the velocity and total enthalpy
!profiles at any specified distance from the base of the forebody,
it is necesear.,y to determine the relation between . , the form
parameter and X, the longitudinal distance from wake stag-
nation point. For a laminar flow case, a linear relationship
between viscosity and flow field temperature can be assumed
(i.e.,•(IRT - constant). Because of the validity of the
boundary layer assumptions in the viscous wake, we get from
the equation of state,

_ (30)
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The density at the centerline of wake is given by

-fee Y- (39)

From the definition of the momentum equation in transformed
coordinates,

14 (40)

Substituting the velocity profile from Eqn 29 into 40, we
get the relationship between a, the wake thickness, and 5'
the form parameter.

_Y . (41)
L•"• 120 7-yoo

Using Ens 38, 39, 41, 36, 31, and 30, we get i first order non-
linear differential equation

24 Z4- 1(42)

2.4 ta,

Integrating Eqn 42 from X 0,- - 24, we get the relationship
between 5 and X for a laminar viscous wake:

S(I - I ) Yo'04(71, 0<'

(2.) Turbulent Viscous Wake

The presence of eddy viscosity in turbulent flow
necessitates the use of an effective viscosity coefficient

14



in Eqn 30 to determine the relationship between 5 the form
parameter, and X, the longitudinal distance from the wake
stagnation point. Four viseosity models have been suggested
in Refs 1 and 4, however, the third model, namely

A(44)

with a value of k = 0.005 is found to give the best correla-
tion with their experimental results. Substituting Eqn 44
into 30, replacing ucl/u 1 in terms of 5 , from Eqns 31 and

41, we get a first order ordinary differential equation in
the form (for the third viscosity model)

I(45)

Assuming the wake momentum thickness, e,, to be a constanL,
and iutegrating Eqn 45 from XTR, the turbulent wake transition

location, we get the relationship between Y and X as

"• ( j--2- -= 0 - 1 - To (46)

where XTR location of wake transition point and 3Y TR =

laminar at transition point.

Similarlythe relationship between I" and X can beobtained for other viscosity models, but in a more complicated

form. If the flow on the forebody surface is turbulent then
XTR " 0. If the flow is completely laminar on the forebody

surface, it may be laminar or turbulent in the wake. A wake
transition criterion, discussed in IlB4a(3),must be used to
determine the location of the transition point, XTR.

(3.) Wake Transition Criterion

The location of the wake transition point XTR from

laminar to turbulent wake flow can be determined primarily
by using available experimental date. In Ref lan approximate
curve fit correlating experimental results of Pallone, Erdos,
and Eckerman (Ref 5) has been used as the wake transition
criterion. The wake transition Reynolds number ReSDTR is

based on viscous wake properties at the edge of the wake with

15



the relative velocity between the centerline velocity and

velocity at wake edge as

CSr)

and effective Mach number is defined as

(48)

At the transition point transition Reynold's number and
effective Mach Number * are related (according to a curve
fit in Ref 1) by

1700 MI (49)

If the flow on the forebody surface is completely laminar,
the laminar viscous wake analysis of IIB4a(l) is continued
until the wake transition criterion (49) is satisfied. The
point XTR and the value 5 laminar at this point are used in

continuing the turbulent wake analysis of IIB4a(2).

b. Inviscid Wake

The inviscid wake analysis essentially determines
the flow properties beyond the viscous wake edge at any
specified location behind the base of the forebody. The
following assumptions have been made in the far wake region.

1. The secondary shocks, such as the wake
recompression shocks, forebody flare shocks,
if any are considered to be very weak so
that they produce negligible change in entropy.

2. There is no radial pressure gradient fr
in the wake.

3. In the far wake region static pressure in the
wake approaches the freestream static pressure.

SThe inviscid wake depends mainly on the shape
and strength of forebody shock. The total pressure, total
temperature and entropy at any radius r from the axis of
wake are equal to the corresponding values at radius r.

immediately behind the forebody shock. Since the forebody
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shock is completely specified, flow properties immediately
behind the shock are given by shock jump conditions. The
relation between r and rs is given by the conservation of
mass,

s = f i --- rdr (50)
W*

where the integration in Eqn 50 is started from S , the wake
displacement thickness, to take into account the displacement
of streamlines. The wake displacement thickness •, is defined
by

-x f4 r c/r (51)

To facilitate the computation (X, r) coordinates are trans-
formed into (X, n) where

f Ucr "fU. (52)

So that Eqn 50 becomes

7^S ? (53)

In order to transform back into physical coordinates, r and n
are related by

The computational procedure is as follows:

1. From the results of the viscous wake analysis,
the wake displacement thickness e*can be calculated from
Eqn 51.

2. For any transformed radius n, Eqn 53 is used
to find rs.

3. Total pressure, total enthalpy and entropy at
the transformed radius n are the same as that at radius rs

immediately behind the forebody shock.
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4. Static pressure is assumed to be equal to
freestream static pressure. From total pressure and static
pressure the Mach number at transformed radius n can be
found using isentropic relations. All other flow properties
at this location can then be found.

5. Radial distance r from the axis of symmetry
corresponding to transformed radius n can be found using
Eqn 54.

6. Since the viscous wake analysis depends on
the inviscid solution at the edge of viscous wake, an itera-
tion procedure is adopted to determine the complete wake pro-
file.

C. Assumptions and Validity

1. Forebody Pressure Distribution

The method of predicting the forebody pressure
distribution has been discussed in Appendix II of Ref 1.
The surface pressure distribution is needed as an input to
the boundary layer calculations. The Newtonian method is
used if the shock wave is detached from the body and the
tangent-cone method is used if the shock wave is attached.
These methods of predicting surface pressure distribution
can be fairly accurate in many cases, but inaccurate in
others. If the error in pressure drag coefficient is chosen
as an indicator of the accuracy of these techniques, Fig 17.18b
of Ref 6 can be used to estimate the range of applicability
of the techniques. From this figure one finds that an error
of about ten per cent or less occurs if M,'C a 1. M0
represents the freestream Mach number and t represents the
thickness ratio of the body under consideration. For the
Arapaho C Vehicle, (Configuration 2 Fig 2, Ref 7) a thickness
ratio of t - 1/8 is appropriate. Thus, we infer that the
surface pressure distribution technique of Ref 1 (for an
Arapaho C vehicle) is valid only for freestream Mach numbers
in the range M, Z 8. For the modified Arapaho C with a
flared afterbody, t=l/4 (Configuration 3, Fig 2, Ref 7),
the methods are valid for M. 1 4. It should be noted that
we have used an integrated pressure distribution (pressure
drag coefficient) to determine these ranges of validity. It
should be remembered, as pointed out in Ref 6, page 676, that
a good agreement in pressure drag coefficient does not imply
good agreement in surface pressure distribution.

It is difficult to estimate the errors of the
surface pressure prediction method in the prediction of wake
properties. However, in many cases it would probably be
preferable to utilize the method of characteristics to
predict the forebody pressure distribution.
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2. Forebody Boundary Layer Calculations

The treatment of the boundary layer growth along
the surface of the forebody is based on empirical expressions
and relationships that appear to provide a good description
of the experimentally observed data. From the standpoint of
practical application, it would appear that the boundary
layer techniques utilized in Ref 1 are adequate for engineer-
ing applications.

3. Viscous Wake Analysis

The assumptions made to arrive at a solution for
the viscous wake in Ref 1 (Fig 97) are presented below:

1. The fluid is thermally and calorically perfect,
and there are no chemical reactions or other real
gas phenomena.

2. Prandtl number is unity (Pr = 1).

3. Prandtl's concept of viscous flow phenomena
is valid for the high-speed compressible wake in
such a way that gradients in the streamwise or
axial direction are much smaller than those nor-
mal to the wake axis, and boundary layer type
equations can be used.

4. The details of the base flow and free shear
can be largely ignored. Thus, the region of
validity for the present analysis must be considered
to extend from somewhere in the vicinity of the
wake neck, or further downstream, down into the
far wake.

5. Effects due to the existence of an external
pressure gradient are negligible.

These assumptions from the basis of classical
boundary layer theory have been the basis for many successful
analytical studies. However assumptions 3 and 5 become
increasingly less valid as t6e base of the forebody is
approached.

A further assumption is implied by Eqn 59 of Ref 1,
namely, that the velocity profiles in the wake are similar
at any axial location. This assumption also becomes increas-
ingly inaccurate as the wake neck region is approached.

It is also assumed in Ref 1, Eqn 54, that the
momentum defect in the wake is equal to the momentum defect
in the boundary layer at the base of the forebody. Data
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presented in Table I of Ref 1 shows that this assumption
is not completely valid. However, it may be possible to
introduce an empirical factor that relates the boundary layer
momentum defect at the base to the far wake momentum defect.

The choice of an appropriate turbulent viscosity
model is discussed in Ref I and four models are considered.
The third model,_ k1AA g (u1,-a uwith k = 0.005 provided
the best correlation with experimental results. It is'
impossible to say, with only this one body having been con-
sidered, that the same viscosity model will be appropriate
for all bodies.

It was found that the viscous wake analysis pro-
vided agreement with experiment to well within 10 per cent
in Ref I. Considering the number of assumptions employed
and the complex phenomena being studied, this is considered
to be excellent agreement.

4. Inviscid Wake Analysis

The method used to predict the inviscid wake
characteristics in Ref I must be considered only as a first
order method. The assumption of isentropic flow along
streamlines behind the bow shock is valid only for certain
configurations where no trailing shock waves have been
generated. The method of characteristics could be employed
for a second order prediction of the inviscid wake region,
but this requires considerably more effort and complexity.

5. Summary

The forebody and wake analysis technique, despite
some of its shortcomings, appears to be the best available
method for wake predictions. Several improvements and
refinements could be made, but the increase in accuracy may
not justify a more complext technique.

D. Experimental Comparisons

Using the methods just described, sample calculations
were completed for a cone-cylinder body in a supersonic flow
with Mw - 2.98 and a Re/ft of 8.86 x 105. The results of these
calculations were checked with wind tunnel experiments con-
ducted at the Rosemount Aeronautical Laboratories University
of Minnesota, at the Supersonic Gasdynamics Facility of the
Flight Dynamics Laboratory at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base,
and at the Arnold Engineering Development Center's von Karman
Gas Dynamics Facility. Figure 2 shows the geometry of the
forebody and the two sizes that were tested; calculations were
made for the DB - 2 in.forebody. In this section
the results of the calculations and experiments are compared.
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1. Forebody Shock Shape

Although the forebody shock shape is not a result,
it is a required input to the method of calculation. Thus
the forebody was sting mounted in a Rosemount Aeronautical
Laboratory 12 in x 12 in blowdown tunnel and Schlieren
photographs obtained (Fig 3). As shown, at M. = 2.98 the
shock is attached and nearly conical. From these photographs
the shock geometry was determined and used as an input to the
calculations.

2. Forebody Surface Pressures

The surface pressures of the forebody are a result
of the calculation. These pressures were measured in tests
conducted at the AFFDL Supersonic Gasdynamics Facility
continuous flow tunnel at Mw = 2.98. Figure 4 shows the
pressure distribution model installed in the SGF tunnel,
and Fig 5 shows the test results and the results of the
calculation.

As shown in Fig 5 the results are quite good. As
would be expected, the measured surface pressure on the conical
portion of the body agrees almost perfectly with the cal-
culated pressure. Downstream of the conical portion the
measured pressures are at first lower, then approach the
calculated values. This is no doubt due to the inaccurate
calculation of the flow expansion occurring at the inter-
section of the conical and cylindrical portions.

3. Base Momentum Defect

The momentum defect at the base of the body was
also measured with small boundary layer probes in the tests
at the AFFDL SGF tunnel (Fig 6). Figure 7 shows the velocity
profile results from these measurements and Table I compares
the results of these measurements with the calculation.
There is a 23% difference in these values, which is
probably consistent with the accuracy of the assumptions
made in the boundary layer analysis.

4. Wake Characteristics

Figures 8 through 13 show com parisons of measured
and calculated wake characteristics. The measured values
presented here have been obtained from Ref 8. These tests
were conducted at M, - 2.98 in an Arnold Engineering
Development Center continuous flow tunnel. One sees from
the figures that there is a considerable difference in the
results, due primarily to the fact that the measured wake
is considerably thicker than the calculated wake. Other
than this, the general trends are similar and the wake center-
line and edge values are in reasonable agreement. This
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TABLE T
MOMENTUM DEFECT AT THE
FOREBODY BASE AND IN THE
WAKE (MOO=2.98, REYNOLDS NO/FT
= 8.855 x 105)

Momentum Defect (11,)
Location

Experimettal Theory

;?ase 0.081 0.06,2

I/DE 5 0.314 0.0%2

1/D B = 7 0.336 0.0b.

1/DB - 9 0.311 0.062
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discrepancy in wake width could be lessened by adjusting
some of the coefficients used in the wake analysis, but time
did not allow this effort.
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III. SECONDARY BODY ANALYSIS

In view of the over-all objectives of this study,
once the analysis of the primary body had been completed,
the next effort was directed at the secondary body, the
decelerator. Analytical techniques have been developed for
predicting the flow field properties about certain classes
of secondary bodies using the method of characteristics.
This section explains the theory of the method used and
compares its results with measurements; details of the
actual calculations are described in Vol II of this report.

A. Extent of the Secondary Body Analysis,

Required Inputs, and Results

1. Extent of the Analysis

The analysis used for the secondary body extends
axially from the upstream tip of the secondary body down-
stream to the base of the body, The wake of the secondary
body is not included in the analysis. Normal to the axis of
symmetry, the analysis extends from the secondary body
surface to its bow shock wave; flow field characteristics
outside of the bow shock can be obtained from the wake analysis
of the forebody.

2. Required Inputs

The information required for the secondary body
analysis includes the upstream flow properties, the pressure
and temperature distributions, and the geometry of the body.
The computer program discussed in Vol II is such that the
upstream flow conditions can either be calculated using the
primary body analysis or an input to the program. In order
to obtain a pressure drag coefficient the base pressure of
the body must be obtained.

3. Results of the Analysis

The method calculates all the flow properties from
the body surface to the shock wave. Thus the shock shape,
surface pressures, and pressure drag are obtained.

B. Explanation of the Method Used for the Secondary

Body Analysis

1. Theory

In order to predict the flow field surrounding an
aerodynamic decelerator in the wake of a forebody, several
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assumptions and restrictions have been made.

i. The flow is inviscid and steady

2. The gas is thermally and calorically perfect.

3. The flow is supersonic everywhere in the
region of interest.

4. The wake flow field is known, either from
theory or experiment.

The first three assumptions permit one to develop
a method of characteristics for rotational, non-homoenergic
flow. The fourth assumption establishes an effective "rup-
stream"r boundary condition for the problem.

The basic equations under the above assumptions
are as follows:

Continuity equation,

V. V 0 (55)

Momentum equation,

V V -- (56)

First Law of Thermodynamics,

vh TV S + V (57)

Using the vector identity
S. v)V b V -X(IV X + -

(58)

Equation 56 can be written as
-A. -.1.Vz

V + V(59)

where & represents the vorticity and is defined by

V x V (60)
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Solving Eqn 57 for Vf and substituting into Eqn 59 yields
a convenient form of the momentum equation

V A W + V + (61)

If one takes the dot product of the velocity 7 with Eqn 61,
there results

-T .V -' V-V( + 1V) 2 0 (62)

If one assumes that the total energy is constant along a
streamline, then Eqn 62 shows that the entropy is also
constant along a streamline.

Taking the dot product of Eqn 61 with a unit nor-
mal vector to the streamline, i , one obtains

-T 4s _ (63)

where ho.= h + V total enthalpy. (64)2
The vorticity, in cylindrical coordinates, can

be written as

(65)

It can be shown that, for axially symmetric flow, the unit
normal vector is given by

V " (66)

V

One can then evaluate the left sidedo Eqn 63 to obtain

a - 1 V :-T~ ÷

8 d (67)
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Using conventional relationships between local static and
total properties (Ref 2), it can be shown that the density
and speed of sound are given by

L2 W (68)

2 0.-- 2k V (69)

Substituting Eqn 68 into the continuity equation 55 gives

(2 20  k ' (0

which may be expanded to

[(2.k I(71)

Since total pressure (po) and enthalpy (ho) have been shown
to be constant along a streamline, one can write

" .v[ .)P 1 (72)

and Eqn 71 becomes

V 0 Zk V (73)
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In cylindrical coordinates, this can be expressed as

[Yf (2h0o-V U +l LY(- V) Vp 0 (74)

This relation implies the existence of a stream
function that satisfies the relations

+-L-2ko - V (75)

rho
21 a (76)-

A characteristic equation, involving the stream"
function, can be developed from Eqn 67 in the following fashion.
As a convenient shorthand notation, we will indicate partial
differentiatioi- of a variable with a subscript. Thus, for
example,

(77)

(78)

If we let -

(79)

Eqns 75 and 76 can be written

(80)

] ~(81) .
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Using these relations, the bracketed portion on the left

side of Eqn 67 can be written

= (+ (%f r j(f f,%~~ (82)

By squaring Eqns 80 and 81 and adding the results, one
obtains

2 2. V
_ (83)

Taking the gradient of Eqn 83 gives

2 , v(•-) (84)

Taking the dot product of n, Eqn 66 with Eqn 84 results in

- -~ - ., U 2  ____ (85)

One can rearrange Eqn 79 to obtain

f - f- (86)

Using this relation the right side of Eqn 80 can be evaluated.
After considerable algebraic manipulations, Eqn 85 is trans-
formed to the following

-t -iI* d.(87)

Y-rf2
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Substituting Eqn 87 into Eqn 78 provides, after algebraic
manipulation

r f7d'h /

Substitution of Eqn 88 into Eqn 67 provides the final
equation

- z-

2-I 1 4

a-f22-vj L& (89)

The equation for the stream function is identical to Eqn 9.65
of Ref 6 with the exception of the terms on the right side
of Eqn 89. Equation 9.65 of Ref 6 was derived for irrotational
flow. Thus, the terms on the right side of Eqn 89 describe
the effect of entropy and enthalpy gradients on the flow field.

The general theory of characteristics is presented
and discuosed in Appendix A of Ref 6. A characteristic curve
is one on which '? and 'j• are discontinuous. If we write
Eqn 89 in the form

AY• +z• . ,, + c ,. (90)

it can be shown that the slope. )• , of the characteristic
curves is given by

dxA
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As shown in Ref 6, page 484, this relation reduces to

"-A dr---- ar (Gt) (92)
d X

where/Ac. is the Mach angle given by

•/ (93)

Since sin,.4. is defined only for M z 1, one notes an important
feature of the method of characteristics, namely, ft can be
used only in regions where the flow field is supersonic.

We now proceed to establish the equation describing
the variation of the stream function along the characteristic
curves. In general, one may write

~x~y~J~d ] d (94)

On a characteristic curve, Eqn 94 can be written

which can be rearranged to give

Ilk (96)

In a similar manter, one finds

S/-( , - (97)
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If one substitutes Eqns 96 and 97 into Eqn 90 and performs
some algebraic manipulations, the following relations can
be derived"

S- + A2- (98)

d 7- o½~ A
d__ A2; d + , _ =O(99)

on ~ d -x d Y A

Using Eqn 75 one can write
S= r"(2k-v 2) V cosO

(100)

Differentiation yields
c/~-

O 2  0 V7'{r V4 bi e + r C 0e'G LV
d-x[2 2 - d - dx

t y, o - v 2]" 2 dzx 0 v ) + A (101)

Similarly one obtains

d I, -(Z o-v) -:"-r vcose-& r- S,,• e
(102)

.. Vs',,, & d (a ho 0

•_, 2.. (oVz)- dAvs,,,
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If one substitutes Eqns 101 and 102 into Eqns 98 and 99, it
can be shown, after a considerable amount of algebra, that
the equations along the characteristics can be expressed as

dX (103)

/ v- e t.__.i= .- !,- (e'x,. (O3

-ra (104)
I

12 L 24o - v - D

S_ . d_ r Vc 5 G~ ta nG - a n ( a ) A

Introducing D and A from Eqn 89 (by comparison with Eqn 90),
one can obtain the final characteristic equations.

on dr =tan (e4,4) (105)

I - S'_ '1p Sr'.

V dz d x Y- Cos L

s3 (106)

-- 5I& dh,0_A

?' osce~ d cos(&-4) d:t =o

The upper sign in Eqns 105 and 106 refer to the so-called
left-running characteristic while the lower sign refers to
the right-running characteristic.
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If one multiplies Eqn 106 by dx and notes that

___.- cos ( e (107)

Equation 106 becomes:

1V an ( o1 vn & ý ai)a Or

SVV

51ý _(465 
(108)

If Eqn 108 is integrated along a characteristic
from Point I to Point 2, and if the average value of the
coefficients for each term are used, Eqn 108 becomes
(noting ho = cpT0 )

__ 'ý (92. Gi - ý 'ý& tn

Si~~~ Cp( 2.-Toi)(19

, j V12.

All quantities with a "bar" over them and subscript 12
represent average values between Points 1 and 2 on a
characteristic curve. Once again it should be remembered
that the upper signs are used for the left running
characteristics while the lower signs are for the right-
running characteristics.

2. Computational Procedure

A detailed discussion of the computation in the
shock layer flow field, such as the location of shock points,
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net points, body points, and the properties along an initial
right-running characteristic is presented in Vol II of this
report. A brief description of the flow field computation
has been included in this section to provide a better under-
standing of the characteristic and compatability equations.
As described earlier, the non-uniform supersonic wake flow
field, which is known either from an analytical approach
(Section II) or from experiments, provides effective upstream
boundary conditions; the Rankine-Hugonoit relations, when
applied locally across the shock, determine the flow proper-
ties immediately behind the shock. With an attached curved
shock at the apex of the secondary body, the shock layer,
the region between the shock and body surface, will have
rotational, non-homoenergic characteristics. The analysis
using the method of characteristics is valid in the shock
layer provided the flow field is completely supersonic.

In order to proceed with the computation of the
flow field by the method of characteristics, it is necessary
to know the flow properties along an initial right running
characteristic. In the case of an attached shock, it is
usually assumed that a small conical flow region exists at
the apex of the body. The shock angle, related to the semi-
apex angle of the body and the centerline upstream Mach
number, and the flow properties in the conical flow region
are determined from Taylor-Maccoll conical flow relationships.
Since the local characteristic direction is inclined at the
local Mach angle from the local flow direction, the initial
right running characteristic can be constructed from the
knowledge of the local Mach number and local flow direction
in the conical flow region. The computation along any right
running characteristic is carried out from a shock point to
a body point. Knowing the location and flow properties at a
shock point, net points, and a body point on one right running
characteristic, the location and flow properties at field
points on the next right running characteristics are deter-
mined using shock jump conditions, characteristic compatability
conditions, and body boundary conditions.

A new shock point is fixed by using the shock point
and the net point on the previous right running character-
istic and Rankine-Hugonoit shock Jump conditions. An itera-
tion procedure has to be adapted to fix the new shock point.

A new net point is located using the previously
located shock point and net point, two net points, or net
point and body point, depending on the region of desired new
net point. In addition, the streamline passing through
the net point in search must be located on the previous
right running characteristic to determine the total tempera-
ture and entropy at the new net point. The velocity and flow
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direction at the new net point are determined from two char-
acteristic compatability relations (Eqn 109).

Since the body surface is a streamline, the total
temperature and entropy remain constant along the body surface.
From body boundary conditions the flow direction at any point
on the body surface is along the tangent direction to the
surface at that point. The new body point is located using
the previously determined body point and net point. The
compatability relation along the right running characteristic
provides the magnitude of the surface velocity. The tempera-
ture and static pressure are determined from the isentropic
relations

T ~ 7 VI (110)

7-= o (111)

•= ~ (ilV

Then the local velocity, flow direction, total temperature
and entropy are sufficient to determine all other flow pro-
perties at any point.

C. Limits of and Assumptions in the Secondary Body

Analysis

1. Limits of the Secondary Body Analysis

The primary and obvious limitation is that, since
a characteristic method is used, it is limited to supersonic
velocities. The most important implications of this fact
are that the secondary body must have an attached bow shock
and the analysis will only extend along the body to the
sonic line. Although this limitation is, in a certain sense,
severe, there is yet a large number of bodies to which the
method will apply.

A second limitation of the method is that the
wake of the secondary body is not analyzed. The result of
this is that base pressures must be obtained from another
source to obtain a complete pressure distribution for a drag
coefficient calculation.
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2. Assumptions in the Method

Two main assumptions are made in using the method:
first, it is assumed that a boundary layer analysis is not
needed to obtain the desired results, and second, that a
reasonivbly sized decelerator tow line will not invalidate the
calculation with an attached shock.

The omission of a boundary layer analysis should
not lead to any significant error in the results obtained.
For bodies and regimes to which the method applies, boundary
layer thicknesses are quite small compared to body dimensions,
and the friction drag is a small percentage of pressure drag.
The primary need for a boundary layer analysis would be for
wake calculations.

At the very early stages of this investigation
wind tunnel studies were conducted to examine the effects
of simulated axial tow lines on the secondary body bow shock
shape and pressure distribution. Figure 14 compares the
shapes of bow shock waves on a 4-in diameter 300 half-angle
cone in the wake of the 2-in diameter cone-cylinder forebody
with and without two different simulated tow lines. As shown
in Fig 14 the bow shocks with the simulated tow lines are
obviously not attached, but the region of difference is very
small, and the shock rapidly approaches that of the no-tow-
line configuration. Pressure distribution studies were also
conducted for this same cone with and without a tow line, and
the results are shown in Fig 15. It can be seen that the
simulated tow lines have nearly no effect on the pressure
distribution.

It should be noted that one effect of the simulated
tow line was not directly investigated. This effect is that,
for a thickness equal to that of the tow line, there exists
a wake velocity boundary condition of V - 0. This was not
considered in either the wake analysis or the secondary body
analysis. This condition will exist in any towed decelerator
application, but the effects of neglecting it cannot be iso-
lated in the results of this study.

D. Experimental Comparisons

In order to check the results of a sample calculation
using the analysis, experiments were conducted to measure
secondary body bow shock shape and surface pressure distribu-
tion. These tests were conducted at the University of Minnesota's
Rosemount Aeronautical Laboratories in a 12 in x 12 in blow-
down wind tunnel at Mo - 3.0. Figure 16 is a schematic
of the installation and Fig 17 shows the 300 half-angle cone
used as the secondary body. The primary body had the same
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geometry as the 1.2-in diameter cone-cylinder body examined

in Section II, and the tests were conducted at the same condi-
tions. Measured shock shapes and surface pressure distribu-
tions were non-dimensionalized with the 2.4-in diameter cone
and converted to shapes and distri')utions for the 4.0-in
diameter cone. This was done to allow direct comparison with
the theoretical results for the 4-in diameter cone and 2-in
base diameter cone-cylinder forebody.

Generally, in the comparisons that follow, two
different calculations of the various parameters were made.
The first calculation was made using wake data obtained from
measurements (Ref 8), and the second, used wake data resulting
from the forebody wake analysis. This was done in order to
provide a check of the secondary body analysis in which all
the inputs to the analysis are as accurate as possible. It
is shown in the following sections that better agreement is
obtained using measured rather than calculated wake data.

1. Secondary Body Bow Shock Shape

Shock shape measurements were made at !/DB's of
5, , and 9 (Figs 18, 19, 20). At an I/DB of 5 experimental
data was not available, so the comparison only compares measured
and calculated points using the primary body analysis. The
agreement at /DB's of 7 and 9 between measured values and
values using measured wake data is excellent, very nearly
exact. The agreement with the purely calculated shock shape
is not as close, but must be called good.

2. Surface Pressure Distribution

Pressure distributions were also measured at
I/DB's of 5, 7, and 9, as shown in Figs 21, 22, and 23.

Again the ag eement is besatwith the calculations using the
experimental wake data, being within 10% or better. Tbe
effects of the calculated wake being too narrow are seen in
the C re-,tlts based on this, in that the C's rise too
rapidly flrom the lower values in the front 6f the cone.
It appears that, if the width of the predicted wake was
adjusted, the agreement could be brought into the 10% region.

3. Pressure Drag Coefficients

Calculated and measured drag coefficients are
shown in Fig 24. In general the calculated drag coefficients
are 1% higher than measured, and the difference between
values using measured or calculated wake conditions is quis-
small,

A measured base pressure coefficient of CO -0-074
was ised to obtain the pressure drag coefficilets.

54



xI1

- v -w ..-- - - - " -- "

•co ce M

*-o I I jU

•u •

--- .- --

14
P- ~4 *

ul(u) J3

r a4 L

0"

abi A 0 0
.C x 4a I W

W 41 ~ - 0to
C4'

- - -- ..



C~4OD

U~'

o~ 8-

'44 C c

-W 4- LQ
MJc %D4-4 

C

'-4 C( f

-W - -
Ow2 r4 0) 0

tý-----------------------

-) 0.0 A.c

*CM CC-4 (4
(U!) J

56



-c __c4)

--

~ 
-C -

oC

- - - -
G-

ij 
- - - - -

ovI4

4..' - -t
r- i.4Q 0) I.I.C .11 '0 0

c uL Q i Ql

inn
14 -4 W 4

57



__co 
C 0

(0

Vý I L

0 mw 00
0$ W 4 >CO)

d~~~~~~~- wNDd3~3ilSd ~~l

58 , r



I~ ~ c u) 0 'i~

(a 4U (I) 4

4-1 r. ~ Nj~IJ

4--4 4,

- 1 r- 0)4 P r-4-~ *
: 23 I'd :;U4X (

----- Mg- (n-4 §'
14

-4 CO ,-4 CJU<

to -W 00 -o 4-i (ai~~

_P oi WýQ r J~) (L 00
-4 k P p 10.0 co

W ~z44 H- ,- W -4

U~o

9.-U

U 5

59j



:3A -A 44
CL 0 r4 C\J u U

p~ mOi-4

4. ) % LA r- - (

r- y4.r4 r-4 v4O 4) C:14- ý) .4 -14~~
OJ 0 W Cf~44

0,-4W ý

Cd 4 W T-4 q
-__ W . 'm 0c

-r4N 4))4 w
-W 4 MO 0).III 0 j 0 (U0 \J

CL2-4- Q - 4))

x ~C O< d0 D00
w E-4 v-4 W r4

~~04M~m

6<0



Ge-6 - 8-.- - - -

z -

W 0 Experimental Result
o 0.4 -o Theoretical Result Experimental
U_ Wake Profile from Ref 8
L 0 Theoretical Result, CalculatedW ) Wake Profile from Forebody and

0 Wake Analysis
U a2 -

0/DB - CD- 0.575, Ref 2

0

0 4 5 6 78 9

Fig 24 Pressure Drag Coefficient vs I/ DB
for 300 HaIfT-Angle Cone Behind a
260 Cone-Cylinder, M,0-- 2.98

61



IV. SUMMARY

Methods of analysis have been developed for calcu-
lating flow field properties of certain classes of two-body
decelerator systems in supersonic flow. In this volume the
analytical techniques used for the forebody and secondary
bodies have been explained, and the results of a sample cal-
culation compared with experimental measurements. In general,
the comparison was quite good; differences between calculated
and measured values were on the order of 10%.

Thus methods and procedures exist for calculating
the significant flow field properties of the two body system
with reasonable engineering accuracy. In achieving this
the information about the flow field required for the cal-
culations has been kept to the smallest amount possible at
this time. However, two things are needed in order to
calculate, namely, the forebody bow shock shape and the
secondary body base pressure. These two items can easily
be determined experimentally, or can be approximated quite
well for initial calculations.

In conclusion, a large step has been made in
enabling calculation of the performance of certain supersonic
decelerators,, Certain improvements and refinements can
and should be made, but the broad framework and basic calcu-
lations have been established making modifications possible.
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