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Summary.—Transition measurements on 15-deg and 24 - 5-deg cones at M, = 3+ 17 and 3- 82 showed that the transition
front was extremely sensitive to incidence, a fourfold variation occurring between transition Reynolds numbers on the
leeward and windward sides of the 15-deg cone at 2-deg incidence. At zero incidence the transition Reynolds number
was between 2-5 and 3-0 x 10% and no significant variation was observed over the test range of stagnation pressures
from 2 to 5§ atmospheres.

Pitot traverses on the top generator of the 15-deg cone at M, = 3-17 showed that the effects of small angles of
incidence {(— 2 deg to + 1 deg) on the characteristics of the laminar boundary layer were nearly linear and were in
excellent agreement with the theory of F. K. Moore.

The same results showed that small angles of incidence altered the thicknesses of both laminar and turbulent
boundary layers, but did not affect the shapes of the velocity profiles. The alteration with incidence of the displacement
thickness of the laminar boundary layer was large (agreeing with Moore’s theory), and in amount was more than twice
that found with a turbulent boundary layer.

Introduction—The characteristics of laminar and turbulent boundary layers on circular cones
in supersonic flow can now be predicted with reasonable accuracy for Reynolds numbers up
to 107 and Mach numbers up to at least 5 under zero heat-transfer conditions and at zero incidence.
Neither of these conditions is likely to apply at all times in practice and it is of obvious importance
to determine the effects of both heat transfer and incidence on the cone boundary layer.
Accordingly a test series was started and this note describes some measurements of the effects of
incidence at zero heat transfer.

The effect of small angles of incidence is to perturb the axisymmetric patterns of both the
inviscid flow and the boundary layer around the cone. The inviscid and viscous flows are closely
interdependent; circumferential pressure gradients in the external flow inducing cross flow and
consequent axial asymmetry of growth and stability in the boundary layer. The theoretical
aspects are discussed in detail in Section 2.

* R.A.E. Report Aero. 2577, received 27th February, 1958.



Experimental data were obtained from tests made on two cones of 15 deg and 24-5 deg total
angle in a wind tunnel of 5 in. square working-section at Mach numbers of 3-17 and 3-82 and
with a stagnation pressure ranging from 2 to 5 Atm. abs. (tests involving boundary-layer traverses
were made on the 15-deg cone at a Mach number of 3-17). A complete experimental investigation
would require boundary-layer exploration along a number of generators. However, present test
arrangements do not allow this to be done and boundary-layer traverses with a pitot-tube are
confined to one generator in the plane of symmetry. Transition determinations using a chemical
indicator (azo-benzene) cover the whole surface of the cone. More details are given in Section 4.

The experimental limitations are to some extent offset by the existence of a laminar-boundary-
layer theory by Moore® which applies to the flow at all points on a cone if the incidence is small,
and with which the present results are compared in Section 7.

2. Theoretical Considerations of the General Effects of Incidence.—The effects of incidence on a
cone in supersonic flow depend upon the range of incidence considered. The range appropriate
to this note is for small angles of incidence «{— 2 deg << « < 2 deg) with a corresponding range of
af0(-— 0-266 < «/0 < 4 0-266) for a 15-deg cone, 6 being the semi-angle* of the cone. Within
these limits the cone shock remains attached and the inviscid-flow field is conical with all
parameters constant along rays from the apex.

Tor these conditions the effects of incidence may be discussed under two headings: first the

effects on the non-viscous flow external to the boundary layer and second the effects upon the
boundary layer itself.

2.1. The Effects of Incidence on the Inviscid Flow.—The flow over a cone at zero incidence is
conical in form and symmetrical about the cone axis. For small angles of incidence the apex
of the conical field remains coincident with the cone tip (attached shock wave) but the axis of
the field is inclined at a small angle to the cone axis in the plane of incidence. The flow parameters
are constant along rays from the apex and are functions of Mach number, cone angle, incidence
and the position in the flow field described by the angles 6 and £ as shown in Fig. 1.

The static pressure (p,) at the surface of a cone at incidence is related to the corresponding

static pressure (p,) at zero incidence by

;bl

1

(« is in radians in this and similar formulae), where 45, B; and D, are functions only of 6 and M

and are obtained from Ref. 2 via Ref. 3 (the pressure at zero incidence is constant at all points
on the cone surface).

=1+ adscos 2 + o*(B; + Dycos22) + ... .. .. .. (1a)

-

Fig. 2 shows typical theoretical pressure distributions given by equation 1 for a 15-deg (total
angle) cone at incidences of 1 and 6 deg in an M = 3-18 air stream. At the lower incidence
there is approximately a sinusoidal variation of pressure around the circumference of the cone
with higher pressure on the windward than on the leeward side. As the incidence is increased,
this distribution is progressively modified by the second-order term in equation 1 until above a
certain incidence (4-7 deg in the present case) a pressure minimum appears on the leeward side
before the top generator (2 == 180 deg) is reached. This minimum and the subsequent adverse
pressure gradient (in the circumferential direction) are illustrated by Fig. 2b for « = 6 deg. It
may be noted that adverse pressure gradients of this type should not occur within the incidence
range (— 2 deg << a <C - 2 deg) of the test series of this report, either at M = 3-17 or M = 3-82
(at M = 3- 82 the crltlcal 1nc1dence would be 1ncreased to ]ust under 5 deg)

* The symbol 0 descrlbmg the cone semi-angle mstead of total angle has been adopted to simplify the boundary-la,yer

equations. The description of the cone models by their total angle is a continuation of the practice adopted in Refs. 7
and 9.
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Other flow parameters such as density and velocity can be expressed in forms similar to that
of equation (la). For example, the meridional and circumferential velocities (#, and w,) are
given by

Uy

=1 —ad;cos @+ (B, + Dicos20) + ..., .. L (1b)
1
Z—adesin @ 4o Dysin20 4., o o o (19
1

where, as before, the A and D are functions only of 6 and M and are obtained from Ref. 2 via
Ref. 3.

2.2. The Effects of Incidence on the Boundary Layer.—The circumferential pressure gradients
illustrated in Fig. 2 affect both the growth and stability of the laminar boundary layer by inducing
cross flows. Because the static pressure is constant across the layer, the pressure gradient is
likewise constant and thus the air with low momentum near the wall will follow the direction
of the gradient more closely than the air with higher momentum near the outer edge of the
layer. Some practical implications of this divergence are considered in Section 4.1 in connection
with the use of pitot-tubes for traversing the boundary layer.

At small positive angles of incidence (more strictly «/6 small), the circumferential pressure
gradient is favourable from 2 = 0 to 2 = 180 deg (Fig. 22) and the boundary layer is drained
from the windward side to the leeward side, thinning on the windward side and thickening on the
leeward side. As «/f increases, an adverse pressure gradient appears on the leeward side (Fig. 2b),
which eventually becomes strong enough to cause cross-flow separation with the formation of
vortex lobes. However, these latter flow conditions are outside the scope of the present report.

A further effect of the draining of the boundary layer from one side of the cone to the other is
that the stability of the thinned layer is increased and that of the thickened layer is decreased.
It follows that the tramsition ‘front’ at which the boundary layer becomes turbulent will be
distorted from that corresponding to zero incidence.

F. K. Moore has obtained some theoretical solutions®*® of the laminar boundary layer on a
cone at incidence. The particular solution to be summarised here is that from a small perturbation
analysis applicable to all positions on the cone for «/8 << 1 and a priori valid only in the limiting
case of vanishing angle of attack. The following general assumptions were made:

(a) The boundary layer does not modify the external flow field, which is given by equation (1)
above, neglecting terms higher than the first order in «

(b) Zero heat-transfer conditions exist at the cone surface
(¢) Prandtl number ¢ = 1,

() The Sutherland viscosity law can be approximated to by

ulw, = CTIT,) , .. .. .. .. . .. .. .. (2)
where subscript # refers to a reference condition

(e) The specific heats are constant, with the ratio
CfCo, =y =1-4.

The solutions are given in terms of the angle @ defining the circumferential position on the cone
(Fig. 1), incidence « and the Mach number outside the boundary layer on the cone at zero
incidence M,.
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2.2.1. Velocity profiles.—Solutions for the velocity profiles are,

, 2 A .
wfuy = fo' -+ «d, cos 2 [(1 330 Zj‘) (fo = )

Yy 1 - 2 AZ ’
- 2 (1 + - 2”"‘ Ml ) Zlvsin 0 h3] LY - .. . (3)
for the meridional profile and

£:AV+@+1}3Mﬂ%' N

for the circumferential profile.

A, and A, are the coefficients occurring in equations (1) which specify the first-order effects of

incidence on the inviscid flow and are functions of cone angle and free-stream Mach number
(Refs. 2 and 3).

fo's I’ ke and by refer to the viscous flow in the boundary layer and are tabulated in Ref. 5
as functions of a non-dimensional co-ordinate ;.

This co-ordinate 1, is the similarity parameter Y/X'? of an equivalent two-dimensional
incompressible boundary layer, obtained from the physical co-ordinates (x, y) by Howarth’s
transformation between compressible and incompressible flow

e I

X =x'
where
I
My C (6)
" prily y
g C

(bars denoting zero incidence and C from equation (2) taking T, = 7, where T, is wall
temperature)}, and by applying Mangler’s 4/3 transformation between conical flow and plane
flow, z.e.,

Y = 4/3Y". .. . .. .. . .. .. .- (7)
Applying these transformations we have

Ay = Y|X'?

—-1/2 py
i) L4
v P o P1 Y
Equation (3) shows that using this co-ordinate the velocity profile #/u, for zero incidence is
given by the first term f,” which is the Blasius profile of incompressible flow, and that incidence

introduces a term which varies sinusoidally around the cone periphery, being zero at 2 = 90 deg
and at 2 —= 270 deg.

Equation (4) shows that (to order «) the circumferential profile w/w, is independent of 2, the
circumferential angle (it should be noted, however, that at 2 = 0 and 180 deg, both w and w,
become zero).

@)Y 8

2.2.2. Displacement thickness.—In a two-dimensional (or axisymmetric) flow, displacement
thickness is usually defined in terms of mass-flow defect within the boundary layer. There is
some difficulty in extending this concept to three-dimensional flow, because now there is more
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than one velocity component parallel to the body surface. To overcome this difficulty it is
necessary to go back to a more fundamental definition which considers the distribution of the
normal velocity component (v) at the outer edge of the boundary layer. The derivation is as
follows:

The initial calculation of the external inviscid flow is made neglecting the boundary layer
and using the boundary condition v = 0 at the surface of the body. This yields a distribution
of velocity ¢, at the body surface, where ¢, is the vector made up of the velocity components

parallel to the surface of the body (u,, w;). The boundary-layer equations are now solved assuming
the boundary conditions |¢|= 0 at the body surface (y = 0) and ¢ = ¢, at the outer edge of the

boundary layer, y = § (in practice, ¥ = 6 is defined as the position where g1/ |q1| is equal to

some arbitrarily chosen value close to unity). The solution of the boundary-layer equations gives
the distributions of all three velocity components #, v and w throughout the layer and in particular
gives values of v = v, unequal to zero at y = 6. These values of v, at ¥ = é are the new boundary
condition to be used in any refinement of the solution for the external inviscid flow.

The displacement thickness (6*) of the boundary layer is now defined as the local height above
the body surface of a fictitious impermeable surface which would produce, in inviscid flow, the
same distribution of v, at ¥y = 6 as does the boundary layer itself.

Moore shows® that this leads to the general mathematical definition for ¢*
6 .
div[plqléx _f (plql—pq)dy:| —0. .. ..M
1 U4 1

In the case of flow over a cone at a small angle of incidence, equation (9) becomes

X __ X 2A2 X X
0% == 4, _O‘SSinﬁ(é” —ég)cosQ, .. .. .. (10

where 4, is defined by equation (1c) and

o=l (1- )
5% = fﬂ(l —lel) dy

Solutions of equations (10) and (11) over a range of values of J and 6 are given in Refs. 1 and 5.
Roughly, the change in é* with incidence is in the same proportion to 6* at « = Q0 asis « to 0.

Now, to the first order in «, w/w, is independent of circumferential position (equation (4)), so
that the same will apply to 8,* of equations (11). Hence equation (9) shows that the displacement
thicknesses on the top and bottom generators of the cone (2 = 180 deg and 2 = 0) are affected
by the circumferential velocity w, even though w = 0 when 2 = 0 or 180 deg. The significance
of this fact when interpreting the subsequent experimental results is considered in Section 7.2.

2.2.3. Skin friction.—As in the case of displacement thickness, there are two components of
skin friction: meridional and circumferential. To order «, only the former need be considered in
estimating drag. Both contribute to a friction lift, but except at very low Reynolds numbers the
laminar friction lift will be small compared with the pressure lift (Moore quotes an example in
Ref. 5 where, for a Reynolds number of 300,000, 6 = 10 deg and M — 4, the friction lift coefficient
is of order 0-0l«, whereas the pressure lift coefficient is of order «).
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The local meridional skin-friction coefficient is given by®

1 ou
CfF%pTa:z(“ézv)w
= (Caco{l —acos @. K0, M)}.. .. .. .. (12

(basing the coefficients on local flow conditions at « = 0), where K,(9, M) can be obtained from
Iig. 8 of Ref. 5.

It follows that the overall meridional skin friction up to a station x on the cone is given by

F, = pyii f J vC,,dQ dx
0 0

:—.nplﬂffx?(Cf)“:de, s

0
where 7 1s the cross-section radius of the cone.

This indicates that if the boundary layer is laminar up to station x for all values of 2 over
the range of incidence considered, then (to order «) the overall skin friction along the cone is
unchanged by incidence.

Finally, it should be noted that for a cone at incidence, meridional skin friction cannot be
estimated from a momentum thickness derived from a meridional velocity profile alone (such as
might be obtained from a pitot traverse), since the appropriate momentum integral equation
includes terms involving the circumferential velocity profile. This applies for all values of £,
including 0 and 180 deg.

3. Tunncl Facilities, Models and Test Conditions.—The tests were carried out in the supersonic
tunnel of 5-in. square working-section which has continuous operation and has been described
in previous boundary-layer reports (sec Ref. 7 and earlier references contained therein).
Stagnation pressures up to 5§ Atm are now available at all Mach numbers greater than 3.

3.1. Cone Models and Alignment.—Two stainless-steel cone models were used for boundary-layer
and transition measurements, one of 15 deg total angle and the other of 24-5 deg total angle.
Because of the fundamental nature of these tests under zero heat-transfer conditions, it was
considered that a smooth model surface completely free from joints and other imperfections
associated with static-pressure holes and thermo-couples would outweigh the advantages of
instrumentation. The cones were therefore machined from the solid, and an average surface
finish of less than 16 microinches r.m.s. obtained.

IFor the purpose of verifying experimentally the static-pressure variation with cone incidence,
a 15-deg hollow copper cone fitted with static-pressure points was used. This is of similar con-
struction to the 20-deg cone described in Ref. 7.

The cones can be pitched only in the plane of expansion of the two-dimensional single-sided
nozzle, the angle being adjusted by a mechanical linkage system described in Ref. 7. Cone
alignment was mcasured optically by sighting the cone tip through grids attached to each window.

The grid interval was 0-1 in., giving an angular interval of 0-5 deg for the 15-deg cone and
0-8 for the 24-5-deg cone. The cone tip was sighted onto the lines only and not to any inter-
mediate position, so that relative errors in alignment are not likely to have exceeded 0-1 deg.

3.2. Test Conditions.—Test conditions are detailed in Table 1 below. A wide range of
stagnation pressure was nccessary to ensure that the transition front remained on the cone at
all angles of incidence (— 2 deg << « << + 2 deg) and also to enable selected laminar or turbulent
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boundary-layer traverses to be made from the available tunnel pitot positions. An additional
test series was made to determine if tunnel stagnation pressure significantly affected transition
Reynolds number.

Stagnation temperature was steady throughout each run at a value near 35 deg C.

TABLE 1

Summary of Test Conditions

Mac}é_numgelc‘l Stagnation | Local Reynolds
Test Cone angle | —undisturbe pressure number per in.
St]rl;am (Atm) (millions)
(deg) (M)
Transition tests using azo-benzene and creeper pitot 15 3-17 2-8 0-49
techniques . 3-82 5-1 0-68
24-5 3-82 5-3 0-82
Static pressure measurements. . .. .. .. 15 3-17 2-8 0-49
Pitot traverses of boundary layer .. .. . 15 3-17 1to5 0-175t0 0-88
Effects of stagnation pressure on transition position 15 3-17 2t0 b 0-35to 0-88

4. Boundary-Layer Measuring Techniques.—The extent of the laminar and turbulent boundary-
layer regions was determined by the sublimation technique using a 5 per cent solution of azo-
benzene in petroleum ether. The solution is sprayed on to the model and adheres as a thin
crystalline coat. When exposed to an air-stream the sublimation rate is greater where the
boundary layer is turbulent than where it is laminar and the two regions are thus indicated by
the presence or absence of the chemical after some minutes exposure.

The azo-benzene results were checked with pitot traverses along the surfaces of the cone using
a creeper pitot with a stainless-steel hypodermic tip 0-020 in. outside diameter.

Measurements normal to the boundary layer were made with quartz-tipped pitot-tubes (Ref. 8)
with an outside diameter range from 0-006 to 0-010 in. Tube sizes were chosen as far as possible
in accordance with the recommendations of Ref. 9 in order to reduce the effects of pitot size
as much as possible.

4.1. Effect of Cross-Flow Conditions within the Boundary Layer.—The pitot traverses discussed
in this note were all made in the plane of symmetry (2 = 180 deg) where the flow direction in
the boundary layer is in the plane of symmetry. However, it is not out of place to note the
implications of taking pitot readings at other points on the cone, where cross flow exists.

Consider the conditions under which the boundary layer has been measured in these tests
(i.e., on a 15-deg. cone at M, = 3-17). The theory of Ref. 5§ indicates that the streamline at
the outer edge of the laminar boundary layer would have a maximum inclination of approximately
1-5 deg per deg of incidence from the meridional direction and the streamline at the inner edge
of the boundary layer would have a corresponding maximum inclination of about 7-5 deg per deg
of incidence. These maxima occur at 2 = 90 and 270 deg.

For the incidence range considered in this note (— 2 deg < « << 4 2 deg), it is unlikely that
any significant inaccuracies would be introduced into the pitot-pressure interpretation if the pitot
is aligned with a’cone generator. - However, for smaller cone angles and/or larger angles of in-
cidence, special alignment of the pitot might be required with the attendent difficulties in the
interpretation of the measured velocities.
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5. The Effect of Incidence on the Measured Static- Pressure Distribution.—The distortion of the
boundary layer on a cone at incidence is a result of the pressure gradients imposed by the external
axially asymmetric conical flow field as described in Section 2 above.

Moore's perturbation analysis® of the boundary layer on a cone at small incidence uses linearised
equations for the effects of incidence on the inviscid-flow field (equations (1), neglecting terms in
«*). It is thercfore essential to determine how the experimental flow conditions compared with
the approximate estimates.

A check of this can be obtained most easily by static-pressure measurements on the cone surface.
FFor this purpose a 15-deg cone model not specifically designed for incidence tests was used
and unfortunately the distribution of static-pressure points was such as to preclude circumferential
pressure distributions from being obtained. However, a series of points was available along the
top gencrator (2 = 180 deg) and results from these are compared with theoretical values in Fig. 8.
Agreement is only fair, but the theoretical movements with incidence are substantially confirmed,
the scatter of the points probably being due mainly to small imperfections in the installation of
the pressure points.

At zero incidence, the variation of Mach number along the length of the cone was within
4+ 1 per cent.

6. Transition Measurements.—Transition measurements at incidence were carried out at
different Mach numbers, Reynolds numbers and stagnation pressures (sce Table 1). There has
been some evidence from other sources that the transition Reynolds number may be affected
by pressure and it was decided, thercfore, to carry out some extra tests on the effect of stagnation
pressure on transition Reynolds number at zero incidence. Details of these tests are given in
Section 6.2.

6.1. The Effect of Incidence on Transition.—Typical transition pictures obtained with a 5 per
cent azo-benzene solution are illustrated in Figs. 4 and 5, the effect of incidence on the transition
front being clearly indicated. Good agreement is obtained between results obtained from azo-
benzene pictures and from creeper pitot pressure plots (Fig. 6 shows typical results from each
method). The arca still covered by the azo-benzene at the end of a test is a region over which
the boundary layer is completely laminar. The area ‘ scrubbed ’ clean of the indicator includes
the transition region* and the region over which the boundary layer is turbulent.

Results from transition measurements at M, == 3-17 and 3-82 on the 15-deg and 24-5-deg
cones with azo-benzene are shown in Fig. 7. The transition Reynolds number R, is plotted for
both top and bottom generators (2 = 180 and 0 deg respectively) against an incidence para-
meter «/0 (the value of R, corresponds to a position at which the azo-benezene deposit terminates).
The experimental data show some scatter, but since the effects of the parameters 0, p, and M,
do not show any particular trends, mean curves for both 2 = 0 deg and 2 = 180 deg can be
drawn. The transition front is clearly very sensitive to incidence. For example, transition on
the 15-deg cone at + 2-deg incidence takes place at a Reynolds number R; = 4-2 X 10° on the
bottom generator (2 -= () deg) and at R, = 0-87 x 10° on the top generator (2 — 180 deg).

This compares with the general value of R, - 2-7 x 10° at zero incidence.

6.2. The Lffect of Stagnation Pressurc on Transition.—The first reported variation (known to
the authors) of tramsition Reynolds number with pressure was by Potter of N.O.L.**. This
unexplained cffect occurred on spin-stabilized cone-cylinder models during tests in a firing range
at M — 3-24. The transition Reynolds number was halved when the ambient pressure was
reduced from 1 Atm to 1/3 Atm.

* There is cevidence that transition from laminar to turbulent flow takes place over a region in which patches of
turbulence grow in size and coalesce as they travel downstream until the layer is completely turbulent. A time-averaging
instrument (e.g., a pitot-tube) at a fixed station will record some sort of mean of the variations in the transition region
and will indicate a boundary layer which is apparently neither laminar nor turbulent.
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Similar effects have been observed in unpublished tests on cone-cylinder and ogive-cylinder
models at Mach numbers up to 21in the 18 in. X 18in. Tunnel at the Royal Aircraft Establishment.

In both these tests the effects of pressure gradients along the models might be significant and
it is appropriate to record some results obtained with azo-benzene on the 15-deg cone at zero
incidence and at M, = 3-17.

These are shown in Fig. 8 for a stagnation-pressure range of 2 to 5 Atm.

Hardly any effect was found, but it might be plausible to draw in a mean curve as indicated,
which shows the same trend as in the tests mentioned above, but the magnitude is much less*.

7. The Laminar Boundary Layer.—7.1. Measured Velocity Profiles.—Some measured velocity
profiles of the laminar boundary layer on the top generator of the cone are plotted against the
non-dimensional parameter 1, (see Section 2.2.1) and are compared with the theoretical profiles
from equation (3) in Figs. 9a and 9b.

In general there is good agreement between all the measured and theoretical profiles. This
agreement is undoubtedly better for the profiles at incidences « = - 1 deg and 0 deg, when the
boundary layer is thicker, than at the negative incidences « = — 1 deg and — 2 deg, but in all
cases the overall thicknesses agree well with theory (at « = + 2 deg the boundary layer was
turbulent at the measuring station). The increasing discrepancy as the boundary-layer thickness
decreases may be a pitot-size effect. In particular, the distortion of the measured profiles near
the wall is probably a low-Reynolds-number effect’ (Reynolds number based on pitot diameter
and local flow conditions within the boundary layer).

An interesting feature is the ‘hump’ (#/u, > 1-0) in the theoretical profile for « = — 2 deg,
which is not reproduced in the corresponding measured profile.

Now, theory® indicates that the effects of incidence are linear for small values of «/f, so that
the profile derivative [8({u/u,)/oa] at constant A, should be independent of «. Experimental
values of this profile derivative at « = 0 were obtained graphically from cross-plots (such as in
Fig. 10a) of the measured profiles of Fig. 9b and are compared in Fig. 10b with the theoretical
estimates from equation (3). The agreement between theory and experiment is remarkably good
except close to the body surface (i, < 2), where the experimental values are affected by the
profile distortion referred to above and near the outer edge of the layer (1, > 4), where the values
are in any case small. A check on the linearity of the effects of incidence for « £ 0 is given by
the plots of u/u, against « at constant 4, in Fig. 10a. These show that experimentally these
effects may not be quite linear, but the experimental accuracy is hardly sufficient to justify a
firm conclusion on this point and when all the evidence is considered, the main conclusion would
be that there is very good agreement between theory and experiment over the incidence range of
the tests.

Consideration of the alternative plots of the velocity profiles in Fig. 9¢ will be deferred to
Section 7.4, following comnsideration of displacement thickness in Section 7.2.

7.2. Displacement Thickness.—The definition of displacement thickness for 3-dimensional flow
has been stated in Section 2.2.2 and leads to the following expression:

x s x 24,

x —am(éxx—ﬁgx)cosg. .. . . . . (10)

* Studies in the U.S.A. suggest that the ‘ stagnation-pressure effect ’ is in reality an effect of tip or leading-edge
thickness'®!4,  Thus, unless the tip is a mathematical point, there will be a detached shock wave in its neighbourhood
and local Reynolds numbers on streamlines which have come through this region will be smaller than those given by
conical-flow tables. This can give an effect in the right direction when compared with the  stagnation-pressure effect’
and Bertram!3 has correlated transition results on the basis of leading-edge-thickness Reynolds number. Unfortunately
the tip thickness was not measured in the present test series, but the tips were made as sharp as possible and the
corresponding Reynolds numbers were probably fairly small.
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Pitot traverses are suitable only for the evaluation of the meridional displacement thickness
8, (see Section 7.2.1 for results). The circumferential displacement thickness 4, cannot be
verified experimentally and the effect of this is discussed in Section 7.2.2.

7.2.1. Measured displacement thickness (6,*)—A limited number of pitot traverses were taken
at three positions on the top generator of the 15-deg cone (x = 4-8,6-9 and 8-8 in. and 2 = 180
deg). To ensure a complete run of laminar boundary layer over the cone for an incidence range
of — 1 deg < « < -+ 1 deg, these tests were made with a stagnation pressure of 1 Atm at
M, =3-17.

8
The meridional displacement thickness 6,* = ‘f ( — %) dy has been plotted for « = — 1,
0 1%
0 and + 1 deg in Fig. 11 with corresponding theoretical curves derived from Ref. 5. The
correspondence between experimental data and theory is sufficiently good to substantiate the

velocity-profile agreement and gives additional support to the theory as a whole.

7.2.2. Estimated civcumferential displacement thickness (8,*).—Moore’s theory indicates that to
the first order the circumferential displacement thickness é,* is independent of circumferential
angle 2 and in accordance with equation (10) makes a contribution to the full displacement
thickness 6* in the plane of symmetry (2 = 0 and 180 deg).

Present pitot-tube technique enables §,* to be measured with normal accuracy in the plane of
symmetry at least, whereas 6, cannot be measured at all. Therefore, because only one of the
two contributants to displacement thickness 6* can be verified experimentally, it is essential to
determine the order of the second term on the right-hand side of equation (10).

At M, = 3-17 (corresponding to the appropriate test conditions) 6,/8,* == 1-5 for the top
generator of a cone of 15 deg total angle. Appropriate values inserted into equation (10) give
the second term a value of approximately 3 per cent of 6 for 1 deg of incidence, and this will be
the error involved in assuming that the measured meridional displacement thickness 6,* is equal
to the full displacement thickness é*.

7.3. Skin Friction.—As mentioned in Section 2.2.3, the meridional skin friction on a cone at
incidence cannot be estimated from a momentum thickness derived from a pitot traverse giving
the meridional velocity profile alone. Also it would seem that the terms in the momentum
equation which involve the circumferential velocities make a greater contribution to estimates
of skin friction than they do to displacement thickness, so no attempt has been made to derive
estimates of skin friction from the experimental results.

However, the general agreement obtained in all other respects between theory and experiment
suggests that the theoretical conclusions described in Section 2.2.3 should be valid.

7.4. An alternative Analysis of the Measured Velocity Profiles—In practical applications and
particularly if a quick answer is required, it is not always convenient to use the reduced non-
dimensional co-ordinate 1, of Section 2.2.1. Approximate formulae are already available to
estimate the boundary-layer development on a cone at zero incidence (e.g., Ref. 11 in conjunction
with Mangler’s 4/3 factor) and Moore gives curves in Refs. 1 and 5 which could then be used to
estimate the effects of incidence on displacement thickness and skin friction, at given Mach
number and cone angle.

However, it seemed of interest to analyse the experimental velocity profiles in terms of
quantities appropriate to the actual flow over the cone at M, = 3-17 rather than in terms of
related incompressible-flow parameters, particularly since the later measurements in the turbulent
boundary layer would have to be analysed in this manner. To this end the measured velocity
profiles of Fig. 9a were re-plotted in Fig. 9c against the abscissa y/é,*, where 6, is the experi-
mental meridional displacement thickness of Section 7.2.1. This gives the interesting result

10



that the experimental profiles over the range of incidence from « = — 2 deg to « = - 1 deg are
collapsed on to a single curve which is represented well by the theoretical profile for « = 0 deg
(the range of values of 6, involved is shown in the second illustration on Fig. 9c).

Thus, experimentally, the velocity profile
ulu, = F(y[8,%) .. .. .. .. .. .. .. (14)

is seen to be independent of incidence over the range covered by the tests
(— 2 deg £ « £ + 1 deg), which means that although small angles of incidence alter the
thickness of the laminar boundary layer by appreciable amounts, they do not alter the shape of
velocity profiles measured in the plane of symmetry.

7.4.1. Derivation of skin friction.—If equation (14) applies, then the local meridional skin
friction 7, is given by
ou
fo = (‘u a-j;);y=0

=Wy pryis )y L. L L (15)
6)( y

and taking

= g
T 35190, # 0Y/ y=o
we can obtain (for constant Reynolds number)

C uy [
o axX/(ts/x:)“:o' (16)
Now yfthy =1 — adycos Q.. .. .. . .. .. (19
and following Ref. 1 we may write (for constant Reynolds number)
8, /(6.)me =1 —ad;cos K0, M), .. .. .. .. (17)

where K,(6, M) is a function of 6 and M, so that substituting from equations (1) and (17) in
equation (16), we obtain

fe

i =14 acos 2. A{K,(6, M) — 1} . .. .. .. (18)
(€7 Jus
Under the conditions of the present tests both theory and experiment support
O 1 1055ucos .. .. .. ... (17a)
(6x )oc=0
and, from the inviscid-flow tables®?, 4, = 0-204, so that equation (18) gives
C L 10-350 cos 2 18
e = . .. .. . .. .. a
e -+ acos 2, (184)
which compares with the theoretical relation
. iin 17 cos 2 185
(—m;;(;-— —l— o COS .. .« . . .« .« ( )

from Ref. 5. Since « is in radians, the percentage difference between these formulae will be
small when « is small. Furthermore, comparison with the curves for 6,* and C ‘y in Ref. 5 shows

that equation (18) gives equally good results over the whole range of Mach numbers (up to 5)
11



and cone angles (total angles between 20 and 60 deg) considered by Moore (it happens that the

agreement 1s improved if the term #,/#, is taken as unity in equation (16), which simplifies the
procedure).

Physically this means that the local skin friction at any point increases with incidence roughly
at the same rate as the displacement thickness decreases and vice versa.

8. The Turbulent Boundary Layer.—There is no theory for the turbulent boundary layer to
correspond with Moore’s theory for the laminar boundary layer on bodies at incidence, so pitot
traverses in the turbulent layer on the 15-deg cone at M, = 3-17 have been analysed along the
lines of the alternative analysis of the laminar boundary-layer measurements in Section 7.4.

8.1. Velocity Profiles.—Fig. 12 shows turbulent velocity profiles derived from pitot traverses
at three stations along the top generator of the cone for cone incidences ranging from — 2 to
+- 2 deg. These are plotted against v/é,*, where 4,* is the experimentally determined meridional
component of displacement thickness, and when the flow is fully turbulent this gives a good
correlation of all the experimental profiles. Throughout most of the boundary layer these are
also in good agreement with the turbulent power-law profile

ufuy, = (y[o)M" .- .. . .. .- .. .. (19

with the valuc of (6%/é) appropriate to the test conditions and a 1/7-power-law profile (read
from the curves of Ref. 12).

Thus (as was the case with a laminar boundary layer), it would seem that small angles of
incidence may alter the thickness of the turbulent boundary layer, but do not affect the shape
of the velocity profile. The alternations in thickness are considered in the following Sub-section.

8.2. Displacement Thickness.—Corresponding to a 1/7-power-law velocity profile, experimental
cvidence (e.g., Ref. 7) supports the variation of displacement thickness* with distance along the

body given by
0% = h(x — xo)[(R, )", .. . . . .. (20

where x, is the distance from the leading edge to the ‘ effective start’ of the turbulent boundary
layer.

Unfortunately the cone was not long enough to enable reliable sets of measurements of 6~ to
be obtained at one stagnation pressure alone and when stagnation pressure is altered, both the
Reynolds number per inch and the value of x, are changed. To compensate for this, equation (20)
was used in the alternative form.

R,x = k(R,(_xﬂ)“/*” , .. .. .. .. .. .. (21
where Ryx = Ell_f}f?_
51
R,_, _ Blzzl(x — %) |
0 ﬂl ]
thus Ryx = R(R, — R,)**. .. .. . .. .. .. (21a)

It was then assumed that, at a given incidence, Rx0 would not alter with stagnation pressure,

which assumption would be justified if transition Reynolds number remained constant. The
azo-benzene test results of Fig. 8 show that there mdy in fact have been a small increase in

* From this point onwards, (hsphcement thlckness will be taken to mean the ‘ meridional dlsplacement thickness’
and will be denoted 8. This is to avoid confusion in the mathematical manipulations.

12



transition Reynolds number as stagnation pressure increased, so some error may be expected
from this cause. For reasons of this nature the following results for the turbulent boundary
layer are probably less accurate than their laminar counterparts discussed previously.

Taking R, to be constant in equation (214) results in a single curve of R,x against R,_, for
all stagnation pressures. However, R,,O is an unknown to be determined from the test results
and this is done most easily by plotting (£,x)** against R, as in Fig. 13, i.e., equation (21a) is
used in the form

(Rsx)*/* = B*4(R, — R, ) o .. .. . .. .. (21h)

and by this plot the experimental results for a given incidence should lie on a straight line.

The experimental results in Fig. 13 are taken mainly from traverses at the last two stations
on the cone (x = 6-9 and 8-8 in.) at stagnation pressures between 24 and 5 Atm. A number of
results showed unexplained inconsistencies, lying well away from the mean lines of Fig. 13,
but in these cases the velocity profiles did not agree with the 1/7-power profile of Fig. 12, so they
have not been included (these inconsistent results were not confined to any particular incidence
and among the causes may have been disturbances arising from removable plugs in the liner
upstream of the station where the pitot traverses were being made. These plugs seal the holes
through which pitot-tubes can be inserted into the tunnel (see Ref. 7)).

The experimental results in Fig. 13 therefore correspond to consistent velocity profiles and
are given for two values of incidence, « = 0 deg and « = 4 2 deg. They can be fitted well by
straight lines in accordance with equation (216) and when transformed back to equation (21) the
equations for displacement thickness are

Ryx = ()-072(1?,,_,,0)4/5 R .. .. .. .. o (22)
when « = 0 deg, with R,,o = 1:25 x 10°¢
and Ryx = 0-084:(R,¢_,,0)4/5 .. .. .. .. .. .. (23

when « = - 2 deg, with R"o = 0-2 x 108,

From equations (22) and (23), and assuming a linear variation of R,x with « at constant
R we obtain

x—;ro)

Ryx|(Rsx)y_o =1+ 4-8a .. .. - . . .. .. (24)

(with « in radians) for the turbulent boundary layer on the upper generator of a 15-deg cone
at M, = 3-17, which compares with

Rax/(Rdx)“=0 1 '—I—' IO'SSOL .. .. . .. .. . (17b)

from equation (174) for a laminar boundary layer under the same conditions.

Thus it seems that, in percentages, small angles of incidence have less than half the effect on
the growth of turbulent boundary layers than they have on laminar boundary layers. The
experimental accuracy would hardly justify searching for more detailed conclusions either as
regards the development of the turbulent boundary layer on a cone at « = 0 or as regards the
effects of incidence.

9. Conclusions.—A test series investigating the boundary layer on cones at incidence in a
supersonic airstream under zero heat-transfer conditions led to the following conclusions:

(1) Static-pressure measurements along the upper generator of a 15-deg cone at M, = 3-17
were in reasonable agreement with theoretical values given by the M.I.T. Tables
(Ref. 2) within the incidence range of the tests (— 2 deg < « < + 2 deg) (see Fig. 3).

13



(2) Cross flow within the boundary layer renders its growth and stability axially asymmetric.
A result of this is considerable distortion of the transition front, which was measured
with an azo-benzene technique on the 15-deg and 24-5-deg (total angle) cones at
M, = 3-17 and 3-89 (Fig. 5). Mach number had little effect and the effect of cone
angle could be eliminated by plotting the results against «/0, where « is incidence
and 0 is the semi-angle of the cone (Fig. 7). A typical result was that at 2-deg incidence
there was a ratio of 4 to 1 between the transition Reynolds numbers on the bottom
and top generators of the 15-deg cone.

(3) A check of the effect of stagnation pressure on transition Reynolds number on the 15-deg
cone at M, = 3-17 showed only a slight increase in transition Reynolds number as
the stagnation pressure was increased from 2 to 5 Atm (Fig. 8).

(4) Pitot traverses of the laminar boundary layer along the top generator of the 15-deg cone
were analysed on the basis of Moore’s theory“®. Remarkably good agreement was
obtained between experimental and theoretical velocity profiles (Fig. 9a) and in their
derivatives with respect to incidence (Fig. 10). Fig. 9c shows that small angles of
incidence alter the thickness of the boundary layer, but do not have any marked effect
on the shape of velocity profiles measured in the plane of symmetry.

(5) Displacement thicknesses derived from the pitot traverses were in good agreement with

the theoretical estimates® (Figs. 9c and 11).

(6) Measurements of the turbulent boundary layer showed that the shape of the velocity
profile in the plane of symmetry was not affected by incidence (Fig. 12).

(7) The derived variations of displacement thickness of the measured turbulent boundary
layers (Fig. 13) are considered to be less accurate than those obtained for the laminar
boundary layer, but, on the evidence of Fig. 13, small angles of incidence had less
than half the effect on the growth of the turbulent boundary layer than they had on
the growth of a laminar boundary layer (Figs. 9c and 11).

14



LIST OF SYMBOLS

Ay, Ay Ag Functions of 6 and M specifying first-order effects of incidence on the
external inviscid flow (see Section 2.1, equations (1))
B, B, Functions of § and M specifying second-order effects of incidence on the
D,, D,, D, external inviscid flow (see Section 2.1, equations (1))
C Constant in the viscosity-temperature relation p/u, = C —;—r
r Function defining the laminar velocity profile #/u, = F(y/6*) (see
Section 7.4, equation (14))
K, K, Functions of 0 and M, appearing in equations (12) and (17)
M Mach number
R Reynolds number based on #,, p; and 7,
T Temperature
T, Temperature at body surface (wall)
X = % x
v o= vaipr Ly withy =B,
o 1 i C
Cy, Local meridional skin-friction coefficient = 7,/5,%,"
| Component of vector potential related to the meridional velocity # in
the boundary layer
Jo Value of f for « =0
By, By, B Functions involving first-order perturbation potentials related to the
meridional and circumferential velocities # and w in the boundary
layer
P Static pressure
Do Stagnation pressure
q The velocity vector (4, w)
lq| Modulus of ¢ = +/(u* + )
7 Radius of cone cross-section
% Velocity component in direction of x
v Velocity component in direction of y
w Circumferential component of velocity
X Co-ordinate along cone generators (meridional)
%o Value of x at effective start of the turbulent boundary layer
Y Co-ordinate normal to cone surface
« Angle of incidence
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LIST OF SYMBOLS—continued

y Ratio of specific heats

) Boundary layer ‘ thickness ’
6" Displacement thickness defined by equation (9), Section 2.2.2
8, Displacement thickness associated with the w-profile

8
— 1~_f”i‘)d
Jlo( pP1¥ Y

8% Displacement thickness associated with the w profile
s ;
- L)
0 Semi-angle of cone
I3 Viscosity
p Density
7o Local meridional skin friction = ( U Z—Z >y~l)
0 Circumferential angular co-ordinate measured from bottom generator
of cone
Suffices
, Reference condition
. Related to direction or distance
" Related to value of x at transition
A Related to displacement thickness 4,*
1 Local conditions just outside the boundary layer
Undisturbed stream ahead of the body
Superscript -

Denotes conditions at zero incidence

16



10

11

12

13

14

(76074)

Author
F. K. Moore

G. B. W. Young and C. P. Siska
F. K. Moore

F. K. Moore

F. K. Moore

F. V. Davies and J. R. Cooke. .
J. R. Cooke

R. J. Monaghan

J. L. Potter

R. J. Monaghan
W. F. Cope
M. H. Bertram ..

W. E. Moeckel ..

REFERENCES
Title, etc.

Three-dimensional laminar boundary-layer flow. J. de.Sci. Vol. 20. No. 8.
pp. 525 to 534. August, 1953.

Tables of supersonic flow around yawing cones. Massachusetts Institute of
Technology. Elec. Eng. Dept. Tech. Reports 3 and 5. 1947 and 1949.

Supersonic flow around cones at large yaw. J. de. Sci. Vol. 19. No. 2.
pp. 111 to 119. February, 1952.

Three-dimensional compressible laminar boundary-layer flow. N.A.C.A.
Tech, Note 2279. March, 1951.

Laminar boundary layer on a circular cone in supersonic flow at a small
angle of attack. N.A.C.A. Tech. Note 2521. October, 1951.

Displacement effect of a three-dimensional boundary layer. N.A.C.A.
Report 1124. (Supersedes N.A.C.A. Tech. Note 2722.) 1953.

Boundary layer measurements on 10-deg and 20-deg cones at M = 2-45
and zero heat transfer. C.P. 264. November, 1954.

The use of quartz in the manufacture of small diameter pitot-tubes. C.P.
193. December, 1954.

The use of pitot-tubes in the measurement of laminar boundaiy layers in
supersonic flow. R. & M. 3056. September, 1955.

New experimental investigations of friction drag and boundary-layer
transition on bodies of revolution at supersonic speeds. Paper presented
at the 2nd Bureau of Ordnance Symposium on Aeroballistics, Pasadena,
Calif. May, 1952.

An approximate solution of the compressible laminar boundary layer on a
flat plate. R. & M. 2760. November, 1949.

Notes and graphs for boundary calculations in compressible flow. C.P. 89.
August, 1951,

Exploratory investigation of boundary-layer transition on a hollow cylinder
at a Mach number of 6-9. N.A.C.A. Tech. Note 3546. May, 1956.

Some effects of bluntness on boundary-layer transition and heat transfer at
supersonic speeds. N.A.C.A. Tech. Note 3653. March, 1956.

17



o | POSITIVE

Fic. 1. Diagram of co-ordinates and symbols.

1050
B
2 ‘
1025
CIRCUMFERENTIAL ANGLE .. (pEcREES)
rooo |2 4s » S0 135 180
0975
0-950!
(a) INCIDENCE ot = +1°

ra

o | R

= . " | B = VALUE FOR =0
A \
3 : o e ‘ =

a
1
K15 DEGREEIS
o 45 S0 135 180
Lo \
o9 ™

~o|

(b) INCIDENCE o =+6°

FiGs. 2a and 2b. Theoretical pressure distributions around
a 15-deg (total angle) cone at incidence for M., = 3-18.

18



Silb

(76070

A
1-00f~ P~ // \
// \\e/ \
0-98)- O / \
—
osel w=+" /S ~ Y \ T
s/ ~~ ‘\ N ooaM oy
094 - / " ™M o
A |
os2|- AN A~ - \ S, SE—
o =+2° -~ N — ~ AN
7 ‘\
0-90|- X N A~ /
~
N T ~ \
88 N \
THEORY \x
o-g6 |- (rer.2)
0841 8
@D
w

o822 §
080 | i H 1 { ] 1 1 )

o 2 3 4 s 6 1 8 s 1o

DISTANCE FROM THE TIP x (NS)
F16.3. Static-pressure distribution along the top generator of a 15-deg cone at incidence (M .. - 3-17).

TRANSITION REYNOLDS N2 Ry

! 1 | 1 | ! 1 {

1 T T T T T t

SYMBOL INCIDENCE o
. o°
* 2 °
[} LY

FULL LINES - NEGATIVE ANGLES

OF INCIDENCE,

CHAIN DOTTED — POSITIVE ANGLES OF

LINES INCIDENCE. CIRCUMFERENTIAL
L ANGLE . DISPLACED 1807 X
A (FOR & =+1°% +2°— CHAIN DOTTED LINES).
200 240 280 320 o 40 80 120 160
o ) | I , L : I : ‘ ! : ] : ) : ]
o 40 80 120 160 200 240 280 320 360
CIRCUMFERENTIAL. ANGLE S @oﬂ o= -27~150 - FULL uNes).
Fic. 4. Variation of transition Reynolds number R, around the 15-deg cone with incidence.

19

B*



0%

yottom

FiG. 5a

’ll.“V

FiGs. 9 and 3b. Azo-benzent pictures showing

Start yoard

FiG. 9b

Port

the H’ﬂ.'l.'l.-ilinn front on the 15-deg cone at Zero incidence.



M o & '
M5

Top Fia. 5c. Bottom Port Fic. 5d. Starboard

FiGs. 5¢ and 5d.

Azo-benzene pictures showing the transition front on the 15-deg cone at — 1-deg incidence.



PITOT
PRESSURE

INCIDENCE ©O°

6

R;)UO
oS

EXTENT OF THE
LAMINAR BOUNDARY LAYER
INDICATED BY AZO-BENZENE.

8]
o

PITOT
PRESSURE.

INCIDENCE +1°

EXTENT OF THE
LAMINAR BOUNDARY LAYER
INDICATED BY AZO- BENZENE.

Fic. 6. Comparison between the indication of transition by

azo-benzene and pressure distributions obtained from a

creeper pitot traverse along the top generator of a 15-deg cone
(M, = 38-17).

SYMBOL CONE | MACH [STAGNATION
ToP BOTTOM ANGLE No  [PRESSURE
GENERATOR| GENERATOR! 28 Moo 1% (ATMOS,
X ] 15° 3.7 2-8
> © i15° 3-82 5-1
% o 24-5° 382 5.3
. 28
Moo
oc .
R x X 10
5
[]
4 S

A N o i
BOTTOM % ToP
GENERATOR % GENERATOR)
yd 15
\’ // * \
,/ 10 \

Q/ 09 \
08 X
0.7
06
05
-0-30 -0.20 010 [ o110 0-20 0-30

INCIDENCE PARAMETER /9

Fig. 7. Effect of incidence on boundary-layer transition on
top and bottom generators of cones at incidence (Azo-benzene
detection).



3.0

25 ° = ]

2:0

%1076
145

0.5

o | 2 3 4 5
STAGNATION PRESSURE
Po  (ATMOSPHERES)

F16. 8. Variation of transition Reynolds number R, with
tunnel stagnation pressure (Mo, = 3+17; « = 0).

.0 - ot , . N ’ P O m— o
[} f/"”
08 ;
[+
(15
-U.— EXPERIMENTAL
d PROFILES
. THEORETICAL
o4 PROFILES
X (REF.
o2 / 0C=0° /,/ X = "l'° / 0L=-2°
° . ° 2 4 / : ° 2 4 & 8
o 2 4 4

o 2
AL (= COORDINATE FROM MOORES THEORY REF. S)

F16.9a. Velocity profiles of laminar boundary layers on the top generator (£2 = 180 deg) of a 15-deg
cone at incidence (Mo == 3-17; x = 4-8in. R, = 0-84 X 10° at & = 0 deg).

23

(76074)



1o o ey )
/ e l SYMBOL | INCIDENCE,
0V o -2°
//// INCIDENCE + -
A o==a° / Q@ o
o8 [/ . -1° o8 * *L
7 / \"O"
. v +|°
. MEASURED
/ . // / PROFILES.
06 / ,// -6 /
u 17, THEORETICAL u
Y /| PROFILES O,
! 9 / /| @9
04 /,7/7' 04
o2 7%* 02—
o °
[} 2 4 b 8 o =] 2 & 8 [[<]
AL Ap
F1c. 9b. Velocity profiles of Fi1G. 9a showing the effect of incidence.
o o s c ey ‘;;04» u’_ 0-0200
x /
l‘%J-I ,’x‘ I Sx P - 125
% /
F EXPERIMENTAL VALUES A x
08— o SYMBOL | INCIDENCE o015 7 >
& . ° -2° / (Sg)“.;o
/ + -1° !
[} Oo ’
+ o
06 &)/1 X +! 0.0i150 /</ - 100
-] , \
o THEORETICAL
1+ FROM REF. S
o 4 Y _L
o4 - 0.0125
+, 0 \'r
K¥i HEORETICAL PROFILE
/x =0 Jo-15
4
'Y
*
o-gf 7‘7/ 0-0100 //
/
o / 000715 0-50
o o5 10 -5 2.0 25 -2 - o +] 1w
B/ ® Ps ©
o

M %, vs ¥ax

F1a. 9c.

24

() 8% ws &°

(i) Velocity profiles of F16. 9a plotted against y/é* and (ii) variation of 6* with «.



-0

%

09

0-8

o7

N\

) EXPERIMENTAL

-5

THEGRETICAL 3

(REF. &

——————— |EXPERIMENTAL /"\
' / THEORETICAL

N 1 A
N ! \
\ b \ (
o = ~ Q_=| \\
~~ \ o
= M) 1 2 3 4 5 6
N\ A=t . A
o3 N (b) PROFILE DERIVATIVES AT & =O.
~a ~1 Q +1 +2

a . . . o »e
(Q) VARIATION OF Y, WITH o AT CONSTANT X.

Figs. 10a and 10b. Check of linearity of incidence effect on velocity profile of laminar boundary layer on top

generator

(2 = 180 deg) of 15-deg cone (M, = 3-17; R, = 0-81 X

Rx %10 .
o ] o a5
0-04 - T " “,l ]
SYMBOL  INCIDENCE &%
X +1° .
0
o-03] +
ooz : 0/ .
0.0 <] /\ : : =
L THEORETICAL CURVES
. FROM REF. 5. s
o ‘
o 2 4 6 8 10
- DISTANCE ALONG CONE GENERATOR ¢ {ins)
“F 1G. 11. Varlatlon of merldlonal dlsplacement
Lol pe
' thlckness 8, ( 1— r) dy. along the “top
1 1
generator of the 15-deg cone (M, = 3-17;

R = 0-175 x 10° per inch).

25

10% at & = 0 deg).



ol i A
8]

Y
/13‘;?/ 3 ol ez |+ o | -1 -2
Sy o X
08 f'f 48 | ¢ L — | — | —
PA TURBULENT PROFILE
P I 69 [o] + & A —_—
1_/ U-/ =(l(i/s) 7
b o u;;',/ : 88 | » | 1 > x =
o7 s o/\ WITH > %5 FROM REF 12

4 |
TRANSITIONAL PROFILE

e
3

"xGn
‘“%G\

0.6

o 1 2 3 %: 4

Fic. 12.  Experimental velocity profiles for the turbulent boundary layer on the
top generator (2 = 180 deg) of a 15-deg cone (M, = 3-17; R = 0-5 % 108 per inch).

2.5x105

I .
Rgx = 0.084 (Rx_xo)’s / /
WITH Ry 502 X 10é yuﬂz" / « = 0°
4
(R )5/4 / ARS* = 0.072 (Rx-xo) 75
%

/ / WITH Ry = 1:25 x 108
15 /n

o] P / -

s / + EXPERIMENTAL VALUES
1x 10 A SYMBOL o
/ / + o°

° +2°
/

///
|y

o 1% |08 2 3 4 5

0.5

6 7 Ry B8 9 10’

Fi1c. 13. Variation of displacement thickness of turbulent boundary layer on top generator of 15-deg
cone with Reynolds number and incidence (M o, == 3-17).

(76074) Wi, 53/2293 K.7 2/60 Hw. PRINTED IN ENGLAND



R. & M. No. 3133

Publications of the
Aeronautical Research Council

ANNUAL TECHNICAL REPORTS OF THE AERONAUTICAL
RESEARCH COUNCIL (BOUND VOLUMES)
1939 Vol. L Aeradynamics General, Perfdrmance, Airscrews, Engines. g5os. (525.).
Vol. II. Stability and Control, Flutter and Vibration, Instrum¢nts, Structures, Seaplanes, etc.
634. (655.) :
1940 Aero and Hydrodynamics, Aerofoils, AII‘SCI'CWS Engines, Fluttdr, Icing, Stability and Control,
Structures, and a miscellaneous section.  §os. (521}

1941 Aero and Hydrodynamics, Aerofoils, Airscrews, Engines, Flutter, Stability and Control,
Structures. 634, (6855.)
1942 Vol. 1. Aero and Hydrodynamics, Aerofoils, Airscrews, Engines. 755, (775.)
Vol. II. Noise, Parachutes, Stability and Control, Structures, Vibration, Wind Tunnels.
47s. 6d. (49s. 6d.)
1943 Vol. 1. Aerodynamics, Aerofoils, Airscrews. 8os. (82s.)
Vol. II. Engines, Flutier, Materials, Parachutes, Performance, Stability and Control, Structures.
gos. (92s. 9d.)
1944 Vol. 1. Aero and Hydrodynamics, Aerofoils, Ajrcraft, Airscrews, Controls. 84s. (86s. 64.)
Vol. II. Flutter and Vibration, Materials, Miscellaneous, Navigation, Parachutes, Performance,

Plates and Panels, Stability, Structures, Test Equipment, Wind Tunnels.
8445, (86s. 64.)

1945 Vol. 1. Aero and Hydrodynamics, Aerofoils. 1305, (1325, 94.)
Vol. II. Aircraft, Airscrews, Controls. 1305. (1325. 9d.)
Vol. I11. Flutter and Vibration, Instruments, Miscellaneous, Parachutes, Plates and Panels,
Propulsion. 1305, (1325, 64.)
Vol. IV. Stability, Structures, Wind Tunnels, Wind Tunnel Technique. 1305 (1325. 64.)

Annual Reports of the Aeronautical Research Council—
1937 25 (2. 24.) 1938  1s. 6d. (15. 84) 193948 35 (35 §d.)

Index to all Reports and Memoranda published in the Annual
Technical Reports, andl separately—
April, 1950 - - - R. & M. 2600  2s. 64. (25. 10d.)

Author Index to all Reports and Memoranda of the Aeronautical l
Research Council—

19og—-January, 1954 R. & M. No. pg70 155, (155. 82)
Indexes to the Technical Reports of the Aeronauntical Research
Council— '

M. No. 1850 15. 34. (15. 54.)
M. No. 1950 14, (14, 24.)

M. No. 2050 15 (1. 24.)

M. No. z150 15 34. (15. 54.)
M. No. 2250 15, 34. (15. 54.)

December 1, 1936—June 30, 1939 R
July 1, 1939—]June 30, 1945 R.
July 1, 1945—]June 30, 1946 R.
July 1, 1946—December 31, 1946 R
January 1, 1947—]June 30, 1947 R

Published Reports and Memoranda o
Council—

Between Nos. z2251-2349 R

Between Nos. 2351-2449 R.

Between Nos. 2451-2549 R.

Between Nos. 25512649 R. o.12650  21. 64. (25. 10d.)

Between Nos. 2651-2749 R. & M. No.‘z750 25, 64. (25, 10d.)

Prices in brackets include postage

HER MAJESTY’S STATIONERY OFFICE

YVork House, Kingsway, London W.C.2; 423 Oxford Street, London W.r; r3a Castle Street, Edinburgh 23
39 King Street, Manchester 2 ; 2 Edmund Street, Birmingham 33 109 St. Mary Street, Cardiff ; Tower Lane, Bristol 1
80 Chichester Street, Belfast, or through any bookseller.

' |

the Aeronautical Research

No. 2350 15, 94. (15, 114.)
No.'2450 25 (25. 24.)

No. 2550 25 64. (25. 104.)
N

S.0. Code No. 23~3133

. R. & M. No. 3133



	3133_001
	3133_002
	3133_003
	3133_004
	3133_005
	3133_006
	3133_007
	3133_008
	3133_009
	3133_010
	3133_011
	3133_012
	3133_013
	3133_014
	3133_015
	3133_016
	3133_017
	3133_018
	3133_019
	3133_020
	3133_021
	3133_022
	3133_023
	3133_024
	3133_025
	3133_026
	3133_027
	3133_028

