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SUMMARY

Transient induced aerodynamic data has been analyzed for a subsonic
VSTOL aircraft model operating in a moving deck enviromment. Only the
single axis deck motions of heave, pitch, and roll have been considered.
The equations governing this analysis are presented along with the
methods used to reduce and analyze the data. Dynamic effects are discussed
for each deck motion and time history comparisons shown using developed
prediction methodology. Conclusions are presented for this analysis
along with recommendations for further investigations into this area.

Appendix A presents a detailed discussion of the governing equations
along with a description of the computer programs utilized. The transient
induced aerodynamic data which were analyzed for heave, pitch, and roll
motions are presented in Appendices B, C, and D respectively.
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INTRODUCTION

Operating a V/STOL aircraft in ground effect can greatly alter the
aerodynamic forces and moments acting on the aircraft. By introducing a
moving ground plane, such as the deck of a DD963 class destroyer, the
complexity of the resulting flow field is significantly increased. This
added complexity makes it even more difficult to perform successful
shipboard takeoff and recovery operations. In order to fully utilize
the potential shipboard operational capabilities of V/STOL aircraft a
better understanding of these phenomena is required.

To accomplish this, the effects of basic single axis deck motions
must be examined. Analysis of these independent deck motions (heave,
pitch, roll) enable the development of prediction technqiues applicable
to a preliminary design enviromment. These methods provide the designer
a tool for estimating the transient -aduced aerodynamics acting on a
V/STOL aircraft in a moving deck enviroument.

Data for the three-fan subsonic V/STOL configuration of-reference (a)
was selected for study._,A three view drawing of the full scale configu-
ration is shown in Figure As evident in this figure, the aircraft
has a low wing and high tail with two lift/cruise fans mounted above the
wings and one lift fan in the forward fuselage. The method of analyzing
this data in terms of single axis deck motions will be discussed in
detail in the following sections.

APPROACH

This analysis was limited to sinusoidal deck motions of heave,
pitch, and roll only. Combined motions such as heave and roll were not
considered due to the complexity that they introduce. These combined
motions, however, should be considered in future analyses of transient
induced aerodynamics acting on a VSTOL aircraft.

The dynamic effects caused by a moving deck were investigated
through examination of the induced forces or moments in terms of frequency,
amplitude, and height-above~deck. For each deck motion the induced
force or moment was assumed to be a function of deck position and rate.
In the cases of pitch and roll the effect of height-above-deck was
also included as shown below:

AL .

T = £(n,h) &)

AM s

= = 8(8, 8, h) (2)

-{%’ = k@, ¢, h) 3)
5

e = — - ——

it it sind il el it
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Figure 1. Three View of Subsonic VSTCL Configuration.
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The equations defining the deck positions and attitudes at any time, which were
aifferentiated to obtain the desired rates, are presented below:

h = hy + Ah sin(ut) %)
2

0 = 0y + A0 sin(wt) 5)
2

¢ = ¢g + A4 sin(ut) 6)
2

Figure 2 defines the various parameters of these equations. The deck
position and rate are used in a correlative analysis technique to determine the
transient induced effects as illustrated in Figure 3 ((a) through (e)). This
example is limited to the transient induced lift resulting from variatiomns in
deck heave only; this being typical of the method applied to the cases for pitch
and roll.

Through selection of a deck rate (h/de) the corresponding position (h/de)
and time (t;, tp, ...) were obtained, Figure 3(a). Knowing the measured induced
lift as a function of time, Figure 3 (b), and the corresponding deck position,
the induced lift was cross-plotted with position. Since the deck motion was
sinusoidal these data occurred in pairs about the neutral point (ho/de) for the
specified deck rate, Figure 3(c). By varying deck rate, an envelope of induced
lift versus position was developed corresponding to a given set of test para-
meters, i.e., deck neutral point, ho/dg, frequency, w, and amplitude, Ah/de.
From this map a quasi-static (h/de = 0) induced lift was obtained in order to
predict the actual transient induced effects, Figure 3(d). Comparisons of these
predicted transient effects with the actual test data, Figure 3(e), are pre-
sented in subsequent figures for selected test conditions.

RESULTS

Each of the three deck motions will be discussed in terms of the accompany-
ing static and dynamic aerodynamic characteristics. Comparisons of actual time
histories of dynamic data with predicted time histories will also be presented.

HEAVE

For the heaving deck motion, induced lift is the parameter which is
examined. Figures 4, 5, and 6 show induced 1lift plotted versus height above-
deck for frequencies of 1, 2, and 3 Hz. As noted on these figures, the open
symbols correspond to positive rates (model heaving away from deck) while the
closed symbols represent negative rates (model heaving toward the deck). For
clarity, only the data run at the largest amplitude is plotted for each fre-
quency although all amplitudes tested were considered in the analysis. Also,
the neutral points for these figures correspond to the data run presented and
not necessarily to the other amplitudes.

i 1 npes s chratie
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In Figure 4, w = 1Hz, the dynamic data differs from the static data
for both positive and negative rates. This is also the case for w = 2Hz
and w = 3Hz as shown in Figure 5 and 6 respectively. In each case the
dynamic data shows a hysteresis type of effect depending on the rate
being positive or negative. For negative rates, the dynamic results
show an increase in the static data over all values of h/de for w =1
and w = 3Hz. As shown for w = 2Hz for negative rates the dynamic results
indicate a decrease in the static AL/T for h/de less than 1.1 and an
increase for h/de greater than 1.1. 1In each case for positive rates the
results indicate a decrease in the static AL/T up to a value of h/de
between 1.25 and 1.50. After this, an increase 1s seen up to an h/de of
3.5 which was the maximum value tested. This increase gets smaller as
the frequency increases from w = 1 to 3 Hz with values close to static
value at w = 3Hz. The hysteresis effect described is consistent with
the findings of reference (a) and is attributed to the compression
effect associated with the fountain. In the case of a positive rate,
where the deck is heaving away from the model, a larger value of AL/T is
evident as compared to a negative deck rate with the same magnitude.
This indicates that positive rates amplify the suckdown while negative
rates amplify the fountain force.

Data from Figures 4, 5, and 6 along with data for the amplitudes
which are not plotted were used to develop a curve of induced lift
versus height-over-deck for a zero value of deck rate. This curve is
shown as Figure 7 along with the static test data. As seen in this
figure, from an h/de of 0.5 to 1.0 the curve indicates a decrease in
AL/T as compared to the static data, Above h/de = 1.0, the curve shows
an increase in AL/T for all values up to the maximum of h/de = 3.5.

This curve of zero deck rate was used to estimate the induced lift
as a function of h/de. By comparing these estimates with actual time
history data the dynamic effects could be examined. These time histories
are shown in Figures 8a through 8h with the neutral point, amplitude,
and frequency indicated. Also shown are the estimated values from
Figure 7 as indicated by the dotted lines. Figures 8a through 8d
(w = 2Hz) are presented first since a more complete data base was avail-
able for this frequency. Very good agreement is seen for an hy/de = 0.8
over the time segment shown with peak values matching very well and no
apparent time shift.

For hy/de = 2.0, Figures 8b through 8d, the predicted values are
within 1.2% of the actual data. As the amplitude, Ah/de, is increased
the response shows a larger suckdown effect. For Ah/de = 1.0 the smallest
value of AL/T is 1.0% while at Ah/de = 3.0 a value of -6.0% is obtained.
Also, the response becomes smoother and more sinusoidal as Ah/de is
increased.

Figures 8e and 8f show time histories for w = 1lHz and 3Hz at an
hg/de = 0.8 and Ah/de = 0.6 respectively. In Figure 8e a good correlation
is shown which is within 1.0% of the actual values for the time segment
presented. It should be noted that these time histories are representative
responses form the original 5 second data runs of reference (a). For

13
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w = 3Hz, figure 8f, good agreement is seen with the actual data where
peak values are within 1.0%. For increasing values of AL/T and time the
predicted values are within 1.0% while a maximum difference of 2.0% is
seen for decreasing values of AL/T and increasing time.

As indicated by figures 8e and 8f for w = 1 and 3Hz respectively
and figure 8a for w = 2Hz, frequency does not appear to effect induced
1ift at a neutral point of ho/de = 0.8. 1In each case the maximum positive
value of AL/T is approximately 1.4% while maximum negative values are
about -6.0% AL/T.

A slight phase shift is evident for frequencies of w = 1 and 3Hz although
peak values show fair correlation as indicated in figures 8g and 8h.
These data correspond to a neutral point of ho/de = 2.0 and an amplitude
of Ah/de = 3.0 as does the data of figure 8d for a frequency of w = 2Hz.
However, no phase shift is evident for this frequency (w = 2Hz) or any
of the other data runs except the two previously mentioned cases (figures 8¢g
and 8h). This indicates that the phaseshift probably resulted from the
inability to precisely define the initial time used for plotting these
data runs.

Several observations can be summarized with regard to the heaving
motion results described above. First, a hysteresis effect is evident
dependent upon the direction of the motion. For a positive deck rate, a
larger value of AL/T is evident as compared to a negative rate with the
same magnitude. Second, developing a curve of induced lift versus
height~above-deck for a zero deck rate to estimate the dynamic
response correlates reasonably well. Third, increasing the amplitude
from 1.0 to 3.0 showed an increase in suckdown of nearly 7.0% indicating
that amplitude can have a large effect. Fourth, frequency showed only a
small increase in suckdown for a given amplitude and neutral point.
Fifth, a slight phase shift was evident for frequencies of w = 1 and 3Hz
at a neutral point of ho/de = 2.0 and is attributed to the difficulty in
precisely identifying an initial time for plotting these data runms.

PITCH

For the pitching deck motion, the induced pitching moment is the
parameter examined. Figures 9 through 12 show induced pitching moment
(AM/TC) plotted versus pitch angle (8) for w = 2Hz at various heights
and amplitudes. Positive and negative rates (8) are shown on these
figures by open and closed symbols respectively, along with the static
test data indicated by the solid line. The effect of frequency could
not be determined from the available data since only w = 2Hz was tested.

At an h/de = 0.8, figure 9 shows significantly larger negative
values of pitching moment for the dynamic data where the magnitude is
approximately twice the static value. For A8 = 4° a small hysteresis
effect is present while A8 = 12° does not show this effect. The most
pronounced hysteresis effect is shown for the case of A8 = 20° where
differences between positive and negative rates are as much as 2.0%. It
is interesting to note that for negative pitch angles the positive rates
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show a more positive value while the reverse is true for positive pitch
4 angles. Increasing amplitude does not show a significant effect on the
{ pitching moment for this h/de as the data falls within a small band for
] the three amplitudes shown.

Figure 10 shows the induced pitching moment at h/de = 2.0 for the
three amplitudes of 4°, 12°, and 20°., As expected, the hysteresis
effect is very pronounced since the fountain is the strongest at this
height. At A8 = 4° positive rates show more positive values over all
pitch angles than do the negative rates. The reverse is true for amplitudes
3 of 12° and 20° with differences as much as 4.0 AM/TC evident. For this
height the static data shows a significant increase over the values at
h/de = 0.8 where all values shown are negative. The dynamic data also
shows an increase on the order of 3.0% as the height is increased from
0.8 to 2.0 as indicated in figures 9 and 10. It should also be pointed
out that for an h/de = 2.0 the static values become positive over almost
the entire range of pitch angles shown.

As indicated in figure 11, increasing h/de to 5.0 produces significant
changes in pitching moment. The static data is positive for both positive
and negative pitch angles while the dynamic data shows an unexpected
increase at A = 20°. This is also the case for an h/de = 8.0 as indicated
in figure 12. At heights of 5.0 and 8.0 the induced pitching moment
should be very small in magnitude and close to the static values since
the model is essentially out of ground effect. For A6 = 4° and 12°
these data show an almost constant value of -0.025 for induced pitching
moment. This fact, along with the data for A8 = 20° being so close to
the static value at both h/de = 5.0 and 8.0 indicates a zero shift in
the data. This shift may also apply to figures 9 and 10 where large
differences are seen between the static and dynamic responses. In order
to develop a curve for a zero value of pitch rate to estimate the dynamic
response it is necessary to account for this zero shift. To accomplish
this the response for 40 = 20° at both h/de = 5.0 and h/de = 8.0 was
assumed to fall at a constant level of -0.025 to be consistent with the
data for A8 = 4° and A8 = 12°., Also, the effect of height must be
included since significant differences in pitching moment are seen at
various values of h/de. Figure 13 presents the curves developed for the
four values of h/de which were tested. The height effect was accounted
for in this way to show that at lower values of h/de this effect is much
stronger than at the higher values.

Figure 13 was used to predict the induced pitching moment as a
function of pitch angle and height. These predictions were compared
with actual time history data and are shown in figures l4a through 141
with predicted values indicated by the dotted line.

Figures l4a through l4c present induced pitching moment versus time
for h/de = 0.8 and amplitudes of 4, 12, and 20° respectively. Good
correlation is seen between the actual and predicted values for each
amplitude with differences of less than 1.0% AM/Tc. As the amplitude is
increased the magnitude of the dynamic response shows larger fluctuations
of induced pitching moment.
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For h/de = 2.0, figures 1l4d through 14f show induced pitching
moment versus time for the three amplitudes tested. A fair correlation
is shown between the predicted and actual responses at each amplitude.
At 46 = 4° differences of up to 1.5% are evident while ar A® = 20° an
error of 2.5% can be seen. These figures also show that increasing
amplitude has the same effect on induced pitching moment at this h/de as
it did at h/de = 0.8, where larger fluctuations in the magnitude of the
dynamic response are seen for increasing amplitudes.

Induced pitching moment versus time for an h/de = 5.0 is shown in
figures l4g through 141. The dynamic response at this height should be
nearly zero since the model is essentially out of ground effect. Figures lig
and 1l4h show good agreement between predicted and actual values although
the magnitudes are on the order of -0.025 AM/T€. These values are not
zero due to the zero shift which has been previously discussed. Another
result of this shift is seen in figure 141 where a poor correlation
exists between the predicted and actual values even though the actual
response is very small as expected.

In figures 14j through 141, for an h/de = 8.0, characteristics
similar to those just discussed for an h/de = 5.0 are present. A good
correlation is seen for amplitudes of 4° and 12° although the magnitudes
are again on the order of -0.025 AM/TE. For 48 = 20° (figure 141) a
poor correlation is seen even though the magnitude of the actual response
is nearly zero as anticipated.

Several observations can now be summarized with regard to the
pitching motion results described above. First, reasonably good correlation
is seen between the actual data and the predicted values using a curve
of AM/TT versus pitch angle for a zero pitch rate. Second, a hysteresis
effect is present in the data which is most pronounced at an h/de = 2.0
where the fountain is the strongest. Third, height shows a large effect
on AM/TE at the lower values of h/de, 0.8 and 2.0, while at heights
greater than 5.0 little or no effect is seen. Fourth, frequency effects
could not be determined from these data since w = 2Hz was the only
frequency tested. Fifth, increasing the amplitude for a given height
produces larger fluctuations in the magnitude of the actual response.
Sixth, a zero shift is apparent in the data for h/de = 5.0 and 8.0 which
causes large differences between actual and predicted values at an
amplitude of A@ = 20°.

ROLL

For the rolling deck motion the parameter examined is the induced
rolling moment, Af/Tb. Figures 15 and 16 show induced rolling moment
versus roll angle for the various amplitudes, frequencies, and height-
above-deck conditions which were tested. The open symbols indicate a
positive roll rate (¢), while negative rates are shown as closed symbols.
The static data for each figure is indicated by the solid line.
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Figure 15 shows the variation of induced rolling moment with changes
in roll angle (A¢) for w = 2Hz at an h/de = 0.8. The dynamic data
differs from the static data for each angular displacement at both
positive and negative rates as shown. TFor ¢ = 0° the static value of aNf/Tb
is zero while the dynamic value shows a shift of about 0.15%. Both
static and dynamic data appear fairly symmetric about ¢ = 0° as expected
for this motion. Varying A¢ from 4° through 20° does not show a large
effect on rolling moment as indicated. The data for A¢ = 4°, 12°, and
20° fall within a relatively small band similar in shape to the static
curve but shifted up 0.15% for both positive and negative roll angles.
Although there are differences in rolling moment for positive and negative
rates, these differences are small in magnitude. A small hysteresis
effect is present in this figure, but is not a pronounced effect at this
h/de. For h/de = 2.0 and A¢ = 30°, as shown in figure 16, the hysteresis
effect is very pronounced at both frequencies indicated. It should be
noted that for w = 2Hz the negative rates indicated by the closed symbols
show a higher value of induced rolling moment than do the positive
rates. This is true except at the extreme roll angles where a slight
reversal is indicated. For w = 3Hz the opposite trend is indicated
where the positive rates show a higher rolling moment than do the negative
rates. The difference in magnitude for positive and negative rates at
this h/de is much larger than for an h/de = 0.8. This is due to the
fact that for this configuration the fountain is strongest at an h/de = 2.0
and therefore the largest variations should be seen at this height. The
results for pitching moment also showed the largest variation at an
h/de = 2.0, although the overall magnitudes are on the order of +0.35%
which is very small.

By combining figures 15 and 16 for rolling moment at the various
amplitudes, frequencies, and heights indicated, a curve of induced
rolling moment versus roll angle was obtained corresponding to a Zero
value of deck roll rate. Figure 17 shows this curve indicated by the
dotted line along with the static test data for both h/de = 0.8 and 2.0.
As indicated in this figure the dotted curve does not pass through the
origin. For this rolling motion a symmetry about the origin was expected
as shown for the static data, but a shift of about 0.15% is indicated.
This shift was investigated and the probable cause is a bias in setting
the neutral point statically and dynamically. Assuming this shift is
due to measurement error, the zero curve can be lowered 0.15% to pass
through the origin and compared to the static data at h/de = 0.8 and
2.0. This shifted zero curve was used to predict the rolling moment as
a function of roll angle and compared with actual time history data.
These comparisons are shown in figures 18a through 18e with predicted
values indicated by the dotted line. Since the values for rolling
moment are very small the discussion of these figures will focus on
trends and not on percent differences between predicted and actual
values. It should be noted that the effect of frequency on the induced

rolling moment at this h/de cannot be determined since only one frequency
was tested.

Figures 18a through 18c show induced rolling moment versus time for
w = 2Hz, h/de = 0.8, and at amplitudes of 4°, 12° and 20°. The predicted
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values correlate reasonably well with the actual response for each
amplitude. As the amplitude is increased from 4° to 12° the positive
peak values show a large increase while negative peak values remain
fairly constant. A further increase from 12° to 20° only shows an
increase in negative peak valuye.

Figures 18d and 18e show induced lift for h/de = 2.0, A¢ = 30°, and
for two frequencies (w = 2 and 3Hz). In both cases a slight time shift
seems apparent, however this shift is attributed to the difficulty in
precisely identifying an initial time used to plot the time history.
Peak values correspond well with the actual data and frequency changes
show little or no effect on rolling moment. Although the fountain is
the strongest at h/de = 2.0, no appreciable difference in magnitude is
seen between the response at h/de = 0.8, A¢ = 20° and at h/de = 2.0,

Ap = 30°. Based on this limited data base, height does not seem to have
a large effect on induced rolling moment.

Several observations can be summarized in regard to the rolling
deck motion results described above. First, the magnitude of the response
for any of the conditions tested is very small (less than 0.5%). Second,
the dynamic response showed a shift of approximately 0.15% above the
static data and is attributed to a bias in setting the neutral point.
Third, based on the limited amount of data available, frequency and
height do not appear to have a large effect on induced rolling moment.
Fourth, an increase in amplitude does not have a large effect for the
various amplitudes, frequencies, and heights which were tested. Fifth,
a slight time shift was observed in several of the figures and is attributed
to the difficulty in identifying precisely an initial time from the
data.

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Transient induced aerodynamic data for a 3-fan subsonic VSTOL model
operating in a moving deck environment have been analyzed in terms of
single axis deck motions. These include heaving, pitching, and rolling
motions only. Combined deck motions, such as heave and pitch, were not
considered for this first correlation analysis due to the added complexity
that they introduce.

A method has been developed to predict the dynamic response of
induced forces and moments based upon a zero value of deck rate for each
motion. In general, good correlation is seen between the actual and
predicted values. The following represent the more pertinent conclusions
which have been reached as a result of this analysis.

HEAVE

] A hystersis effect is present for this motion where the induced

lift loss, AL/T, is greater for the deck heaving away from the model as
compared to the deck heaving towards the model.
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° For a given amplitude and neutral point, frequency did not
have a large effect on the induced 1lifc.

. Increasing the amplitude increased significantly the suckdown
effect. As much as 7.0% suckdown was seen for an increase of amplitude
from 1.0 to 3.0 h/de.

° Predictions of transient 1ift variations based on a quasi~
static (zero deck rate) assumption correlate within about 1.5% of
actual test results.

PITCH

. Height has a significant effect on induced pitching moment at
lower values of h/de. At values of h/de = 5.0 and 8.0, height effects
become negligible because the model is ocut of ground effect.

' A hysteresis is present and most noticeable at h/de = 2.0
where the fountain is the strongest.

. Frequency effects could not be determined because of the
limited data available.

° Increasing the amplitude of the sinusoidal motion increases
the magnitude of the actual response by up to 1.5% AM/TT.

® For h/de = 5.0 and 8.0 a zero shift is apparent in the data
and 1is on the order of about -0.025 AM/Tc.

ROLL

. The magnitude of induced rolling moment for any of the heights,
amplitudes, and frequencies tested was less than 0.5%.

. A shift of approximately 0.15% was observed between the dynamic
response and the static data at both heights tested due to a bias in
setting the neutral point (¢,).

] Amplitude did not have a large effect on induced rolling
moment for any of the conditions tested.

° Frequency did not have a significant effect on the induced
rolling moment based on the limited amount of data available.

These conclusions show that a moving deck can produce substantial changes
in induced 1lift and pitching moment for this configuration. The major
contribution for heaving motion is the amplitude where as much as a 7.0%
difference in induced lift was seen for two different values of Ah/de.

In the case of pitching motion, the driving factor is height over deck
with a 3.0% difference in pitching moment evident between an h/de = 0.8
and 2.0. This 3.0% difference can be important to a pilot in hover who
is trying to maintain trim.
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This analysis has shown that a quasi-static curve, as developed
for each deck motion described, can provide a reasonable estimate of
the dynamic response. As more data becomes available it is recommended
that this approach be modified as required to improve estimation accuracy
at the preliminary design stage.

It is also recommended that the data of reference (a) for the
supersonic configuration be examined in a similar mammer to facilitate a
comparison of the subsonic and supersonic configurations. This comparison
would be especially valuable since the supersonic configuration is
dominated by suckdown and the subsonic configuration is more fountain
dominated.
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LIST OF SYMBo Ls

Symbol

de Equivalent nozzle exit diameter
f Arbitrary function

3 Arbitrary function

h Height-above~deck

Ah Heave amplitude

hy Neutral height-over-deck
K Arbitrary function

AL

T Induced life

AL

Tb Induced rolling moment
o

TC Induced pitching moment
RMS Root-mean—square

t Time

8 Pitch angle

A8 Angular amplitude - pitch
8g Neutral pitch angle

$ Roll angle

Ad Angular amplitude - roll
bo Neutral roll angle

w Frequency

*) Degrees

Units

m(ft.)

m(ft.)
m(ft.)
m(ft.)

deg
deg
deg
deg

deg

deg
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APPENDTIX A

This appendix outlines the formulation of the governing equations
for sinusoidal deck motions. The reduction of the reference (a) data
into a form suitable for analysis as well as the computer program developed
to analyze the data will also be discussed.

GOVERNING EQUATIONS

In the heaving direction, induced 1ift was assumed to be a function
of deck position and rate,

AL .
T = £, + £,(h) 6D

Since the deck motion is sinusoidal, the position of the aircraft
at any time (t) can be obtained by the neutral point plus a value determined
by the sinusoidal motion. This can be written in equation fora as
follows:

h = h, + %b. sin (ut) (2)

The equivalent nozzle jet exit diameter, de, was used to nondimensionalize
equation (2) in order to be consistent with the data of reference (a),

6

Using equation (2a) the deck rate was computed as a function of frequency,
amplitude, and neutral point which are the parameters varied in the
reference (a) data. Differentiating with respect to time yields,

@)
J\de
2

9 - — sin (wt) (2a)

cos (wt) 3)

Rewriting equation (2a),

(de - de) 4)

de
the equation for deck rate is obtained and can be written in the following
form,

sin (wt) = 2

2! (5)

(3 (de %g
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In the pitch direction, the induced pitching moment was assumed to
be a function of pitch angle, pitch rate, and deck position as follows,

£ -5 @ +56) +g3) 6)
Pitch angle and rate were computed as follows,
A8

8 =8, + 5 sin (ut) ) 1

Differentiating equation (7) with respect to time yields an expression
for the pitch rate,

8 =0 %; cos (ut) (8)

From this point the pitch rate can be obtained as a function of frequency,
amplitude, and neutral angle as follows,

|
. \kAO 2 2
9="°2X - (8 - 98y) (9)

] The third term of equation (6), g3Ch), represents the effect of deck
height on the induced pitching moment and has already been discussed.

For the roll direction, induced rolling moment can be defined in a
similar manner. Induced rolling moment is a function of roll angle,
roll rate, and deck position as follows,

AL (10)

5 = k1(0) + ky(d) + ky(h)

Roll angle and rate are found using the same approach as was used for
pitch angle and rate. This approach yields the following equationmns,

b= o, + A} sin (wt) (11)
b= w %? cos (wt) 12)
A~4
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. 2 21
s = w\kézi) - (9=6)° (13)

The last term of equation (12), k3(h), represents the effect of height
on the induced rolling moment and has already been discussed.

DATA REDUCTION

This section of the report describes how the data was reduced for
analysis so that a computer program could be used for computational
purposes. The data selected for analysis, as previously indicated, were
obtained from reference (a) for the 3-fan subsonic VSTOL configuration.
These data were in the form of time histories for induced 1ift, pitching
moment, and rolling moment. A computer program, reference (b), was used
in order to set up a table of digitized values for each data run. Once
established, this table was entered and the values at any specified time
were determined using a second computer program, reference (c). This
second program uses a spline function to interpolate or extrapolate the
table data and has been proven to be very accurate. These two computer
programs were then used in conjunction with the computer program REDUCE
which was developed for this analysis.

DATA ANALYSIS

The computer program REDUCE will not be presented in great detail
here but the basic elements used to analyze the data will be discussed.
Figure A~1 shows the flow of the data analysis. The two points shown as
A and B indicate the portion of the flow for which the computer program
REDUCE was used. As shown in this figure REDUCE has five basic elements
indicated by (1) through (5). Element (1) is the input of specified
rates for any of the deck motions. These values are determined for each
data run based on the equations previously developed,

h/de = w (ég) cos (wt) (14)
2

6= w42 cos (we) (15)

; = Ll cos (wt) (16)

2
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INPUT

M RATES

L §

(2) COMPUTE t]
A
(3) |COMPUTE ALL t ¥
(4)] COMPUTE POSITION
L 4
(5){ INDUCED FORCE OR MOMENT

PLOT INDUCED FORCE OR MOMENT
VERSUS POSITION,RATE

Figure A~1. Data Analysis Flow Chart
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The maximum positive and negative rate values are readily obtained from
these equations since the cosine has a maximum of +1 and the frequency

and

amplitudes are known.

Element (2) of this flow is the computation of an initial time, tj], which

is used to compute all other times of interest for a given data run.
The equations for rate were rearranged as follows to obtain tj,

The
the
all

t1.

e = % cos L [zcagde) ]

1 w(Ah/de) 17)
1 -1126

tl = = cos [m:l[ (18)
1 -1 2 4

t, = cos [w—Az-] (19)

importance of tj is that it corresponds to the first time at which
specified rate occurs on the sine curve. As indicated by element (3),
other times at which a specific rate occurs can be computed knowing
The computation of this value is shown as element (4) of the data

flow analysis of figure A-1l. Also, the number of times that a given

rate will occur in one second must be known and is a function of frequency
as indicated in figure A-2. In this figure the term hj is the position
value (h, 8, ¢) corresponding to the specified rate.

Element (5) is the last segment of the REDUCE program. For each
time computed in element (3), the induced force or moment value was
obtained using the computer program described in reference (c). For the
entire 5 second data run, an RMS of these values was calculated along
with the corresponding position value. These data were then plotted as
induced force or moment versus position and rate and have been discussed
in the approach section of this report.
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w = 1 Hz,
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W = 2 Hz.
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Figure A~2.
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Time Values as a Function of Frequency
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RUN NO.
DATA PT.3 CFNS CONFIG,31(80.2)
= F3 & - o = o
H/Djq = 0.8 h/Dy, = 0.3 f, =2Hz a=0 y=0
2.0
i 1.6
- 1.2
h/oje=.0
.8 l
INDUCED |
LIFT,
CFNS ! I -

! g N Im. 4 AN

AW

| AR AR R WARYARWE R

—d
B—
—T
\-
]
—
/‘

[ —)
|
1
)“\-

-.8
|
"108
-1.6
-2.9
[~ 500 1000 1500 @doRd 2500 _3eed 3580 4209 4500 Seceo
- TIME, t x 1073 (SEC)
. . e TIME N
y Figure B-1. Subsonic Heaving Motion Data (Run 89.2)
RUN NO.
- DATA PT.1 CFNS - CONCIG.21(99.5)
= - = = N® = n®
. ‘.0 H/.Dje 2.0 h/DJ-e +0.5 fh 2 Hz a=0 y=20
-8
h/Dje= 0
‘6
o B —fr——p—
i
INoucED | LAF'J\M AM\’V\ﬁ “\AJV\AI'\A/\N/“M
LIFT, . 'V* v 174 A\ ] i -V v v V
CFNS
<1071 -@ l
—.2
-04
-06
-08
) -110
056910001500300@2500_33900300400045“5006
1073 TIMZ, ¢t x 1077 (SEC)

TIME
Figure B-2. Subsonic Heaving Motion Data (Run 90.5)
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DATA PT.$ CFNG CONFIG.11(0J.4)
10~} CFNS
‘.o
.8
) h/Djq= 0
8 l
4 = L L PJA /
- TTVTV AARARARNAN
1 .0 '
E —.2 I
-04
-.56
-.8
-1.0
0 580 1000 1530 3000 2500 3000 3SR 40090 4509 6o
-3
o SEC
! TIME
Figure B-3. Subsonic Heaving Motion Data (Run 90.4)
DATA PT.1 CFNS CONFIG.31(90.2) ]
10™% cFNs
2.9
1.6
h/DJ-e=|0
1.2
.8
o ','_ A

—} __r‘_n-‘-T_ _—
>
1.
‘.\“
>
2
A\

N
?
Pd
Z

LN

- v v
~.8
-1.2
-1.6
) -2.9
1:-3 S:EOC 1920 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4530 5000 |

TIME

Figure B-4. Subsonic Heaving Motion Data (Run 90.2) !
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i
DATA PT.3 CFNS COMFIG.$1(384.2)
10"t CFNs < :
L 1.0
.8 . .
1
F . _L__u_w_. R N
® .h/DJe= 0 B
‘ 4 11r1, L
.2 0 A d A 4A1 J A
VAN Yad v |,
! ‘.- IR \ Wl
! “ -.24 !_.. B R s - .-

Ll |

V] '

-_5_._.,_ .- .-

SO - 3= N S S

-31.9

O 500 1002 1500 2029 2500 3002 3500 4000 <6500 50O
1673 sgc
TIME

Figure B-5. Subsonic Heaving Motion Data (Run 364.2)
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DATA PT.3 CPMS CONFIG.31(82.1)
19~ cems
1.0
& - FUNOUOUIENY R
-
.4 - e -
'a - J
N ]
-.2
= e e by ¥ =
P WY AV M AMAAAN MDA N AN A
-.2 1
-1.0
] S20 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4ORQ 4509 S820
1072 sec
TIME
Figure C-1. éubsonic Pitching Motion Data (Run 82.1)
DATA PT.$ CPMS CONFlG.11(8R.8)
12”1 cpms
1.8
IE -8 K- - .
-6
.4 - -- —4
2 - ————
¢° b
-oa
= o B} ver= pepd—ap v o - p———— oy sl -
e M\
-,2 -
~1.9
] S00 1000 1500 2000 2630 3000 13I520 4900 4500 5000
10~? sec

TIME

Figure C-2. Subsonic Pitching Motion Data (Run 82.2)
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DATA PT.1 CPMS CONFIG.31(82.3)
10~ cPms
1.0
-8 ;——--—-—;—-—-——J-—-—-—} -
) .6
At —p— e — |-
.a - S E—— - -
.2 :
-.24-
_‘,/\\\7/\\]i | JVA AlAIANLIN LA
M ) VIV VIV iV IV WA A
|
__g-.... - -
, -1.0 4+ .
i @ S00 1000 1500 2000 2500 3008 3520 4000 4530 S°°0
10-3 sec

TIME

Figure C-3. Subsonic Pitching Motion Data (Run 82.3)

/ DATA PT.$ CPMS CONF1G.13(82.6)

10”2 cems
6.9

N, Y IESIpE T . -

304 -Fuin o oo

1.0 badhie @

.0

. fopd ¢

™~ [ e v e ‘et o

™
Kl g AANTMNI T
W % W\

=

-2.0

-3.9

0 500 1080 1602 3aeed 2590 3000 3500 4000 4500 §R

~3
) 10 SEC —

Figure C-4. Subsonic Pitching Motion Data (Run 82.6)
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DATA PT.: CPMS CONFIG.$1(82.6)

W™t cPms

1.9

I~ ORI WY W

I35 SN G S

.2 -

QO G090 1033 1500 2000 2500 IGOC IS0 4900 4500 5090
10~3 sec
TIME

Figure C-5, Subsonic Pitching Motion Data (Run 82.5)

! epms DATA PT.s CPMS CONFIQ. s1(82.4)
1.9

Y- 30 SO S SN

.6 I S

.4 -

.2

.0 P A . A A \

~+
<
| S

O AR
RYRY WO\

-6 4-- e N .

RS - 3 SUNpIIIS (. -

~-1.8
Qo 600 1002 1630 2003 2500 3200 IS0 40 4500 B

103 sec
TIME

Figure C-6. Subsonic Pitching Motion Data (Run 82.4)
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S.2
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DATA PT.s CPMS comxc.:uqs.n
]

AT / W WA

-] S0 1000 1500 20090 2502 3000 3IGAD 499 4523 5000
-3
10 SEC TiME

Figure C-7. Subsonic Pitching Motion Data (Run 85.1)

! DATA PT.1 CPMS CONFIG.11(86.2)

cPMS

A A 2

AP A A W T [ AT

Y BRAR v

© 500 1000 1500 2000 P£SAQ@ €00 3G 4902 4500 5000
-3 .
103 sec 1

Figure C<8. Subsonic Pitching Motion Data (Run 85.2)
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DATA PT.: CPMS CONF1G.81(85.3)
10°2  cPMS
s.e
) 4.9 -{--
3.04--—
2.0
1.0 -— S B
] ) A &AM
.0 ¥ .Yl A/ v v \ V‘ v
~1.e g . — e e
, ~2.0
[
-3.0 --- R
-4 .0 -
. -5.0
. © 600 1000 1500 2000 2500 3200 3500 4009 4530 S000
! 1073 sec
TIME
' Figure C-9. Subsonic Pitching Motion Data (Run 85.3)
DATA PT.t CPMS CONFIG.11(87.1)
10-2 cpms
S.9
3.0 4= e e e
3.0
2.0 4— b
110 -
.0
~1.0
-2.0 .- 1
V\MWMMMNMW\/V\NWV
-3.0
-4.0 4— -4 -
-.9 i
@ S00 1000 1600 2000 2508 002 3IGS 4003 4S50C 5600
) 1e~3 sec
’ TIME

Subsonic Pitching Motion Data (Run 87.1)
c=7

Figure C-10.
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DATA PT.: CPMS CONFIG.31(87.2)
-
-1.0
-2.0 -- -{——-t
ae /\’WWJ-MMN\&M ,\N\.-q/\t\/\/\’\—\,/\
-4.0 e -
-5.0
(- SO0 1000 1500 2000 2500 3200 3600 4009 4500 SO0
1073 sec
TIME
Figure C-11. Subsonic Pitching Motion Data (Run 87.2)
- DATA PT.3 CPMS CONF1G.$1(872.3)
107 CPMS
2.0
1684 -=vodorcocs dms e
1.24-—
.8 Al 3 - " e

o4 v “ tUV V

.@
-4 . |— - -—
-18
-1.2 FEER bt o
aedo—d . .
-2.0
@ 600 1000 1500 2000 2500 IO IGC 4000 4500 500
10-3 sec ,

TIME

Figure C-12, Subsonic Pitching Motion Data (Run 87.3)
c-8
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DATA PT.: CRMS CONFIG. 11(9R.1)
103 c¢anms
5.9

© SO0 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4@00 4508 5000
10~3 sec
TIME

Figure D-1. Subsonic Rolling Motion Data (Run 92.1)

"DATA PT.t CRMS CONFIG.3$1($2.2)
1072  cams
1.0

-8

64—~ -

.4

e N LA AR Tt Naln I M
B0V VAL A A PA T R AT

-.2 - —

-

-3 A .-

-.8

-1.0

(-] 680 1000 1500 2000 TS0 IO0Q G0 4000 4500 56RO

103 sec
TIME

Figure D-2. Subsonic Rolling Motion Data (Run92.2)
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DATA PT.s CRMS CONFIG.31(82.3)

! e

RN LB EIPIEL N

I

-.2 - - y

~.4

-.64-— -

-.8 —

-1.0
- 500 1000 1500 2000 2508 3223 ISR 400 4503 S0
-3

- 19 see TIME HISTORY

Figure D-3. Subsonic Rolling Motion Data (Rumn 92.3)

DATA PT.: CRMS CONFIG. 11 (163.1)
10"2 CRMsS

1.0

8 -t

N

-X .

-.2

—.d -

-.8

-1.0

: @ S00 1000 1680 2000 2500 3I0eD IG00 4000 4500 5000
) 10-3 sEeC
TIME

' Figure D-4., Subsonic Rolling Motion bata (Run.163.1)
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DATA PT.: CRMS CONFIG.31 (163.2)
102 crmMS

1.0

[ M N N .

-6

-4

-2 -

-t

=

-oa
! -4
i 6
-.8
; -1.0 AL
) O 500 1000 1600 2000 2582 3230 3ICGT 4022 <502 5000
: 103 sgc
: TIME

Figure D-5. Subsonic Rolling Motion Data (Run 163.2)
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