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NOTATION

Area
Axisymmetric displacement thickness, Equation [12]
Constant in Mangler’s transformations, Equation [42]

Drag coefficient, D/—;—p Uof

Total drag

Skin-friction drag
Pressure drag

Subscript for quantities at tail of body

Subscript for quantities at point where § << r  no longer holds
Two-dimensional shape parameter, §*6

Axisymmetric shape parameter, A*/Q

Exponent in Equation [76], (1 + m) (H + 2)

Length of body

Axial distance along body of revolution

Exponent of power law for local coefficient of skin friction,
Equation [74]

Subscript for quantities at neutral stability point
Exponent of power law for velocity profiles, Equation [85]
Pressure in boundary layer

Pressure of undisturbed incoming stream

Exponent in Equation [92]

Velocity of fluid in ¢-direction

Turbulent fluctuation in 94

Body Reynolds number, L U_ /v

Boundary-layer Reynolds number, 0 U/v

Transverse radius from axis of body

Transverse radius to surface of body of revolution

Radius to equivalent body with added displacement thickness
Subscript for quan(;.ities at transition

Subscript for quantities at transition point induced by free-
stream turbulence
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A*

iv

Subscript for quantities at self-excited transition point
Velocity at outer edge of boundary layer
Velocity of undisturbed incoming stream

Velocity of fluid parallel to surface of body in z-direction
(mean velocity for turbulent flows)

Turbulent fluctuation in u»

Velocity of fluid normal to surface of body (mean velocity
for turbulent flows)

Turbulent fluctuation in »
Arc length along meridian profile

Distance normal to body surface

Angle between tangent to surface and axis of body
Thickness of boundary layer
Two-dimensional displacement thickness

Constant in power law for local coefficient of skin friction
in Equation [74]
8

Two-dimensional momentum thickness,J ‘ (1-%) % ay
0

o
Displacement area,f (1—1(‘}—) rdy
0

Viscosity of fluid
Kinematic viscosity of fluid
Density of fluid

Normal-stress term, p u”?2

Shearing stress, pai'-‘- pu's’
y

Shearing stress at body surface

Angle between a meridian plane and the reference meridian plane

8
Momentum area, 1- X\ Y rdy
AU

Momentum area of wake at infinity downstream

Subscript for quantities at zero pressure gradient on flat plates

Tilde over equivalent two-dimensional quantities



ABSTRACT

A procedure is presented for calculating the viscous drag of bodies of
revolution in axial motion from boundaryoiayer theory. Rapid approximate
methods are developed for computing the growth of the laminar and turbulent
boundary layers. A new empirical criterion is given for locating the position of
self-excited transition associated with low-turbulence flows.

INTRODUCTION

A completely immersed body moving rectilinearly with uniform velocity in an infinite
fluid at rest experiences a resisting force which may be termed viscous drag as it results pri-
marily from the viscous properties of the fluid. In designing low-drag bodies there often a-
rises the need for calculating the viscous drag of streamlined bodies of revolution in axial
motion when considering various proposed shapes. For bodies moving at high Reynolds num-
bers, which are of great technical importance, the viscous drag of streamlined bodies of revo-
lution is readily amenable to analytical treatment on the basis of the boundary-layer concept.

Historically, the theoretical analysis of the drag of bodies in uniform motion by as-
suming an ideal (non-viscous) fluid gave the fruitless result of zero drag for all bodies, the
classical D'Alembert paradox. At the other extreme, the theoretical analysis of drag by apply-
ing the complete set of Navier-Stokes equations of motion for the flow of a viscous fluid led,
in general, to mathematical difficulties which were virtually unresolvable owing to the com-
plicated non-linear nature of these equations. For bodies moving at high Reynolds numbers,
however, the flow is virtually that of an ideal fluid except in a thin boundary layer next to the
body where substantial viscous forces are produced by the rapid drop in velocity to zero at the
body surface. Accordingly, by considering the viscous flow confined to the boundary layer,
Prandtl was able to derive the simpler boundary-layer equations of motion from the Navier-
Stokes equations. '

The principal purpose of this report is to describe methods of solving the boundary-
layer equations of motion to arrive at the viscous drag of bodies of revolution of arbitrary
shape in uniform axial moticn. The study is restricted to hydraulically or aerodynamically
smooth streamlined bodies in incompressible flow. A streamlined body may be defined as one
without appreciable separation of flow from its surface and consequently with small pressure
drag resulting from the generation of separation eddies. It is to be noted, however, that some
pressure drag is still present in the viscous drag of even perfectly streamlined shapes owing
to_the effect of the boundary layer in displacing the main flow outward, especially near the

tail.
The calculation of the viscous drag of a body of revolution requires a detailed analysis

of the development of each phase of the boundary layer from its origin on the nose of the body
to its final phase as the frictional wake far downstream. In the downstream direction the



boundary layer may consist successively of: a laminar boundary layer, a transition zone from
laminar to turbulent flow, a turbulent boundary layer,and a frictional wake.

In the laminar boundary layer an approximate method involving a simple quadrature is
derived for the rapid calculation of the changes in momentum. The derivation consists of an
extension to axisymmetric flows past bodies of revolution of a method of successive approx-
imation introduced by Shvets! for two-dimensional laminar boundary layers.

New empirical criteria are presented for locating the position of transition for either
low-turbulence or turbulent free-streams from the position of neutral stability. The position
of so-called self-excited transition occurring in low-turbulence streams or under flight con-
ditions is based on the average pressure gradient from the position of neutral stability to that
of transition. Although the test data are for two-dimensional flows, the criterion is extended
to axisymmetric flows past bodies of revolution by means of Mangler’s transformations. An
approximate criterion for estimating the position of transition on a body in a turbulent free-
stream is established on the basis of measured positions of transition for flat plates in free
streams with various degrees of turbulence.

The analysis of the axisymmetric turbulent boundary layer on a body of revolution is
divided into that for the main portion of the body, where the boundary layer is relatively thin
compared to the radius of the body, and that for the tail portion, where the boundary layer is
relatively thick. The momentum changes in the thin boundary layer may be calculated by a
rapid method involving a simple quadrature wherein a power-law relation for the skin friction
of flat plates is incorporated. Flat-plate values for skin friction are deemed reliable even
where the local skin friction is diminishing in an adverse pressure gradient owing to the com-
pensating effect of the Reynolds normal-stress term. The turbulent boundary layer on the tail
is analyzed by means of appropriate linear simplifications which give a rapid method for cal-
culating the momentum changes. An expression is derived for the change in momentum pro-
duced by the pressure difference in the wake at the tail and in the wake far downstream in ac-
cordance with a method presented by Young? wherein, however, a more general relationship is
employed for the variation of the shape parameter of the velocity profile.

For quick reference the various steps involved in calculating the development of the

boundary layer on a body of revolution are summarized at the end of this report.

GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS

AXISYMMETRIC BOUNDARY-LAYER FLOW

The main elements comprising axisymmetric flow past a body of revolution at high
Reynolds numbers are shown in Figure 1 for the meridian plane. Two principal regions of

flow are indicated: the boundary layer next to the body with viscous flow and the region

1Refa‘ences are listed on page 29.




external to the boundary layer with essentially potential (non-viscous) flow. The pressure dis-
tribution along the body is mainly determined by the potential flow with only a slight modifi-
cation arising from the boundary-layer flow except right at the tail where the after stagnation
pressure of potential flows is absent. The pressure distribution on the body is important in
determining the boundary-layer flow inasmuch as it is one of the most important factors gov-
erning the growth and development of the boundary layer. A negative pressure gradient is
termed favorable and a positive pressure gradient adverse in connection with preventing sepa-
ration of the boundary-layer flow from the body surface.

Starting as laminar flow at the stagnation point on the nose, the boundary-layer flow de-
velops instability and undergoes transition to turbulent flow at some position downstream on
the body. The boundary-layer flow usually continues turbulent for the remaining after portion
of the body and leaves the tail as the frictional wake which extends indefinitely downstream.

VISCOUS DRAG

The viscous drag of a body is generally derivable from the boundary-layer flow either
on the basis of the local forces acting on the surface of the body or on the basis of the ve-
locity profile of the wake far downstream. The local hydrodynamic force on a unit of surface
area is resolvable into a surface shearing stress or local skin friction T tangent to the body
surface and a pressure p normal to the surface. The summation over the whole body surface
of the axial components of the local skin friction and of the pressure gives, respectively, the
skin-friction drag Dy and the pressure drag Dp which for a body of revolution in axisymmetric

flow become
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Figure 1 - Typical Boundary Layer Around a Body of Revolution in a Meridian Plane



and
x e

D, =2nf r,Psinadz (2]
o .
where 7, is the radius from the axis to the body surface,

a is the angle between the tangent to the meridian profile and the axis of the body,
z is the arc length along the meridian profile, and

@_ is the total arc length of the body from nose to tail.

e

The sum of the two drags then constitutes the total viscous drag D or
D=0y + D, (3]

The alternate procedure involving the velocity profileyof the wake, which is better
suited to the methods of this report, is to determine the total drag, without need of resolution
into skin-friction and pressure drag, by considering the net rate of loss of momentum of the
flow of the entire stream. The analytical procedure is to apply the momentum theorem of
hydrodynamics to a control surface enclosing a region about the body with dimensions suf-
ficiently large to have substantially undisturbed free-stream pressure p_ at its periphery. The
total drag of the body which is the net rate of loss of momentum in the axial direction is then
given by

D=2an u(Uw—u)rdr [4]
0

where U_ is the velocity of the incoming undisturbed stream ahead of the body,
y is the velocity in the wake far downstream,
r is the radial distance from the axis, and
p is the mass density of the fluid.

In terms of the momentum area of the wake far downstream

o = | 2 (1-2)rdr |

oo | () (51
0

the drag is
D=2mp U2 Q, l6]

The drag coefficient C}, based on some appropriate reference area 4 is
D - 470y
1 2 A
= pUZ A
g Pl
Inasmuch as the momentum area of the wake Q__ is the final stage of the development

Cp= [7)

of the boundary-layer flow from its inception on the nose of the body, it is necessary to cal-




culate the momentum area of the boundary-layer flow for each of its stages in order to deter-
mine the resulting drag of the body.

PRESSURE DISTRIBUTION ALONG THE BODY

Before any boundary-layer calculations can be performed for the body of revolution
whose drag is to be determined, it is necessary to have on hand the distribution of pressure
along the body, which in non-dimensional terms is usually presented as

2

P~ lo =1_(£_) (8l
1,p2 w
2poo

Here p_ is the pressure of the undisturbed stream far ahead, and U is the velocity at the outer
edge of the boundary layer.

Where no experimental values of pressure distribution are available, recourse can be
had to methods for calculating the potential flow past the body which involve the solution of
the Laplace equation for arbitrary boundary conditions. Such methods, which are reviewed
briefly and evaluated in Reference 3, are, in general, numerically arduous and difficult to
apply to bodies of arbitrary shape. Recently, Landweber3 developed an accurate method, well
suited to automatic calculating machines, in which a special iteration formula is employed in
solving the resulting Fredholm integral equation of the first kind. A faster method, giving,
however, only approximate results, is that of Young and Owen* which involves interpolation
among tabulated values of Legendre polynomials.

For the original profile of the body of revolution the calculated pressure distribution
for potential flow agrees closely with measured values over most of the length of the body,
the greatest discrepancy appearing near the tail because of the displacement effect of the
boundary layer. A closer result can be obtained, however, by repeating the potential-flow cal-
culation for a somewhat altered body consisting of the original contour and an added thickness
based on the displacement effect of the boundary layer. The added displacement thickness in
the y-direction normal to the surface for a body of revolution in axisymmetric flow, as shown
in Figure 2, is obtained by equating the total flow retarded in the boundary layer of thickness
& to tHe amount subtracted from the potential flow of thickness a* or

a* )
J 27 (U-0)rdy = f 27 (U -u)rdy (91
0 0
or
a* )

Jray- [ (oo "
0
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Figure 2 - Equivalent Body of Revolution with Displacement Thickness

where A* is the displacement area. Substituting

r=r,+ycosa [11]

in Equation [10] gives

2 *

-7 + Yr.“+ 2A cosa

a*= w ‘/:o [12]
cos o

Over the forward part of the body where § <<r_, ¢* reduces to

8

. _ _u _ s* [13]
a j (1 U)dy )

0

which is the displacement thickness for two-dimensional flow. In the wake where r =0,

Equation [12] reduces to
a*= Y2 A* [14]




It is convenient to define a radius +* to the surface of the equivalent body, shown in

Figure 2,
r=r, + a‘cosa [15]
Then from [12]
r =\/r;2+2A* cosa [16]

-

AXISYMMETRIC LAMINAR BOUNDARY LAYER

The solution of laminar boundary layers in either two-dimensional or axisymmetric
flows has been the subject of numerous mathematical investigations owing to the interesting
characteristics of the resulting equations of motion. The considerable literature that has
developed contains methods of various degrees of complexity and precision which are given in
the summaries by Goldstein5 and more recently in the AVA Monographs® and by Schlichting.”?
For many drag calculations very precise solutions of the boundary layer, requiring extensive
numerical work, are usually not warranted, especially where the laminar boundary layer con-
stitutes a small part of the whole boundary layer. A simple approximate formula, well adapted
to drag calculations, will be devised by an extension to axisymmetric flow of a method of suc-
cessive approximation introduced by Shvets?! for two-dimensional flows.

Owing to the thinness of the laminar boundary layer on the forward part of the body,

8 <<, , the equations of motion for steady axisymmetric boundary-layer flow past a body of

revolution with negligible longitudinal curvature (Reference 5) reduce to

Wit o0u. 19p,, du
z Y p dz 33/2
(17}
0=92
dy
and the equation of continui'y reduces to
a_u_ + Qi +_'.‘_ drw =0
dz dy r, dz (18]

Here u and v are the - and y-components of the boundary-layer velocity respectively parallel
and normal to the surface of the body in the meridian plane, p is the pressure in the boundary
layer, v is the kinematic viscosity of the fluid, and & is the thickness of the boundary layer
in the y-direction. These equations have been shown® to remain applicable at the forward
stagnation point for bodies with blunt noses even though both 3, #,, » 0. The following
boundary conditions are to be satisfied by the boundary-layer equations:



u=0 at y=0

19
u=Uat y=98 1]

The pressure p and the velocity U at the outer edge of the boundary layer are related by
Bernouilli’s equation for potential flow

P +% p U? = constant [20]
o 1dp _ydU
-8 -y Y

Y dz dz (2]

Combining the equation of motion, [17], the continuity equation, [18], and the differential
Bernouilli equation, [21], produces

y

P u du _ du j (au u dr.,,) au
v =U == =+ — My - U == [22]
ay? de Jdy 0 z r, dz dz
A first approximation is to let
2
v 0“u =0 [23]
dy?

Integrating [23] twice and utilizing boundary conditions, [19], results in a linear velocity

profile

=4
5 [24]

Qe

A second approximation is obtained by substituting the linear velocity profile, [24],
into differential equation [22]). Integrating twice and utilizing boundary conditions, {19], as

before gives
4

R o) )

[25]
4
_iu(ﬁ+.§ ir_“’) (l) -(¥\] + v L
24 \dz r, dz ) o 5
Applying the additional boundary condition that
%;‘—= 0 at y = & [26]
to the differentiated form of Equation [25] yields
i(r,8) ¢ au 2 16vr?
Aw?l 84U (r 8) = = (27
dz Ude *% U




For a linear velocity profile, [24],
9 =2 [28]
6

where 9 is the two-dimensional momentum thickness

5
6 sj '5’(1"3)'1-'/ [29]
(1]
Substituting 6 in [27] gives
2 2
d(fw 9) ﬁ_ dU 2 -}_ Vfw
% U ™) YT [30]

Integrating the linear differential equation, [30], produces

x
(r,0)" -4 ..v_j r,2 US dz [31]
d US
0
with the stagnation point z = 0 as the initial point of integration. An interesting feature of
this result is its being identical in both form and numerical constants to the semi-empirical
result of Thwaites® when his two-dimensional solution is extended to the axisymmetric
case.l® Thwaites averaged known solutions of two-dimensional laminar boundary layers for
a variety of pressure gradients.
Now the momentum area Q for axisymmetric boundary-layer flow in general may be de-

fined as
]
Q= _“_(1-1\,«1 [32]
L v\ "ol
Since
r=r,+y CcCosSa (11
with
0< y <8
[33]
0 < cosa <1
then in general

1,0 <Q < (r, +8)6 [34]
Hence for § << 7, which is the case under consideration )

Q=r,0 [35]
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A non-dimensional form of the momentum equation, [31], convenient for calculation
purposes is
2 VL 5

-6 - [ G o

where [ is the axial distance from the nose,

dl = cos a dz [37]

L is the length of the body and B; is the body Reynolds number given by
U,L

14

B, = [38]

Transition to turbulent flow is assumed to occur instantaneously at a transition point
(!/L), which then becomes the upper limit of integration in Equation [36] when the integration

is performed for the complete laminar boundary layer.

TRANSITION

As the boundary layer thickens downstream on the body, the laminar flow tends to be-
come unstable and undergo transition to turbulent flow under the stimulus of disturbances in
the flow. The transition zone may be considered to extend from the point where the charac-
teristic shape of the mean-velocity profile of the laminar boundary layer begins to change to
the point where the characteristic shape of the mean-velocity profile of the turbulent boundary
layer first appears. For most drag calculations the zone of transition is short enough to be
adequately represented by a transition point. The position of transition depends largely upon
the interaction of the boundary-layer flow with random disturbances in the flow. Significant
parameters of the boundary-layer flow affecting the position of transition are the boundary-
layer Reynolds number representing the ratio of inertial forces to viscous forces, the pres-
sure gradient in the downstream direction, and the curvature of the surface. The source of
random disturbances may be the turbulence in the free stream, the roughness of the surface
or noise being transmitted through the fluid.

As shown theoretically by Tollmien!! and Schlichting” among others (see summary in
Reference 12) and verified experimentally by Schubauer and Skramstad® and Liepmann,!4 the
laminar boundary layer exhibits stability characteristics which are governed largely by the
boundé,ry-layer Reynolds number and by the pressure gradient. Random disturbances of van-
ishingly small amplitude have certain frequencies amplified and other frequencies damped by
the laminar flow in the boundary layer. The amplified fluctuations combine into regular waves
termed Tollmien-Schlichting waves which increase in amplitude downstream at a rate deter-
mined by the Reynolds number and the pressure gradient of the boundary layer. Intermittent



11

bursts of high-frequency fluctuations which are associated with intermittent separations of the
laminar flow herald the arrival of the more random fluctuations characteristic of fully devel-
oped turbulent flow. The transition just described, which depends on the amplification of van-
ishingly small disturbances, may be termed self-excited transition.

Disturbances of greater amplitude arising from free-stream turbulence or rough surfaces
tend to hasten the decomposition of the laminar boundary layer intc a turbulent boundary layer.
Taylor!5 has developed the concept of momentary separations arising from momentary adverse
pressure gradients as the mechanism instigating turbulent motion. In accordance with Taylor’s
analysis both the scale and intensity of the free-stream turbulence have been shown experi-
mentally ¥ to have a marked bearing on the position of transition.

The studies of Liepmann!4+!7

on the stability of laminar boundary layers on curved
surfaces have shown the Tollmien-Schlichting type of stability to exist on surfaces convex to
the flow and the Gortler type of stability involving vortices to exist on concave surfaces. Con-
vex surfaces have a greater stabilizing effect and concave surfaces a lesser stabilizing effect
than flat surfaces.

The presence both of large boundary-layer Reynolds numbers and of adverse pressure
gradients tends to promote transition by increasing the instability of the laminar boundary
layer and by accelerating the amplification of the Tollmien-Schlichting waves.

Under special circumstances transition is hastened when the laminar boundary layer
separates from the body and reattaches itself as a turbulent boundary layer. Such separation
may be caused by sharp adverse pressure gradients8on bodies at large angles of attack or by
sharp adverse pressure gradients induced by large single roughnesses obstructing the flow°

Quantitative criteria for establishing the transition points on smooth bodies of revolu-
tion will be considered here for two technically important flow situations which are character-
ized by the absence or presence of significant amounts of turbulence in the main flow stream.
Zero or low-turbulence condition exists in specially constructed low-turbulence wind tunnels
while a condition of various degrees of turbulence is present in most wind tunnels and flow
facilities. The flight of aircraft is considered a case of low turbulence on the basis of tests
by Jones?? who concluded that the scale of turbulence in the atmosphere is such as to have
no effect on transition. A gimilar low-turbulence condition may be assumed in the case of
bodies moving in the depths of the oceans where currents are absent.

Transition in the low-turbulence case may be considered to be of the Tollmien-
Schlichting type wherein vanishingly small disturbances are amplified in the boundary layer
to the castastrophic point of resulting turbulence within the boundary layer. The stability
analysis of laminar boundary layers shows the existence of a point of neutral stability where-
in the immediate neighborhood upstream disturbances of all frequencies are damped out.
Mangler?! has prepared a chart, partly reproduced in Figure 8, which specifies the neutral
stability point in terms of the critical value By y of boundary-layer Reynolds number R

where -
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Ry = 4L [39]

v

2
as a function of a pressure-gradient parameter 823U, The curve shown, which is based on
v dz

the stability characteristics of Pohlhausen-type velocity profiles as calculated by Schlichting

and Ulrich?? is applicable to both two-dimensional and axisymmetric boundary layers.
Unfortunately no theoretical analysis has been developed for locating the point of self-

excited transition from the amplification of the Tollmien-Schlichting waves past the point of

neutral stability. Experimental evidence!d indicates a pronounced effect by favorable pressure
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gradients in damping and adverse pressure gradients in amplifying the Tollmien-Schlichting
waves,

A rough empirical criterion for locating the point of self-excited transitions is ascribed
to Walz?3 who suggests a critical value of the Reynolds number of transition Ry ,  as tarice
that for neutral stability or

R@, ts 3 RG,N [40]

There follows, however, a new empirical criterion which is based on more rational
grounds and which attempts to incorporate the effect of pressure gradients in determining the
position of self-excited transition. Since the transition point depends on the cumulative ef-
fect of the pressure gradients from neutral stability to transition, it would seem appropriate
to use as a first approximation the average pressure gradient for one of the significant parame-
ters. Accordingly two-dimensional data on transition points from tests on wing sections in
flight?% 24 and in low-turbulence wind tunnels!3:25:26 were analyzed on this basis. As shown

in Figure 4 the difference in Reynolds numbers from the point of neutral stability to transition

~ 5y . . . 92 4U
Ro,.s - Ii’e’ y 1s plotted against the average pressure gradient parameter 9 ig over the

v dr
same region where
Z,. 22 477
f ts 02 4U g5
p—— v dF
0 dU N
— == [41]
g >

v *ts

[ s

;"N

The tildes over the symbols refer to two-dimensional flows. Examination of the plotted data
in Figure 4 indicates a reasonably consistent variation between the two parameters involved.
The conversion of the preceeding two-dimensional data for use in axisymmetric flows

past bodies of revolution may be accomplished by means of Mangler’s relations’+2! for trans-
forming the equation of n:~.on of two-dimensional boundary layers to those of equivalent axi-
symmetric boundary layers on bodies of revolution. Mangler’s transformation relations are

r 2

di = % ¥ dz
L2
r
y=C-*y
L [42]
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where the tildes over the quantities refer to equivalent two-dimensional conditions and C is

an arbitrary constant. P —
0% dU

A simple expression will now be derived for 3 which can be used to analyze two-
1 4

dimensional data and which can be extended into an equivalent axisymmetric system. First
the following two-dimensional momentum equation is obtained from the axisymmetric momentum

equation, [30], by utilizing Mangler’s relations [42]

ap? 6 aU 5 _4 v [43]
& T % e T
Since in general
0240 _ 1 aU#?) _ T d§?
v 47 v &F v d& [44]
then from [43]
Pav_4¢ _ 1 HUH .
v 4z 8 Bv a7 [45]
. 92 dU . - e .
Averaging ~— = over the distance from neutral stability to transition in accordance with
1 4

[41] gives simply

240 _ 4 1 (U8%,, - (067 (16
v di 45 5y s — By :

In order to use the two-dimensional data of Figure 4 to determine the self-excited tran-

8 4T

v dr

sition point for axisymmetric flow, it is necessary to express in terms of an equiva-

lent axisymmetric system. Applying Mangler’s transformations to [45] and integrating in ac-

~2 ~
cordance with [41] gives o° %2 in equivalent axisymmetric quantities as
z

(' 2 2) ('w2 2)
s e ¥ U@
92 dU 4 1 L2 ts L2 N

v dF &5 S5y . [47]
J f.!%_ dz
L Xy L .

Furthermore, in order to use the two-dimensional data of Figure 4 to determine the self-
excited transition points for axisymmetric flows, it is necessary to convert the Reynolds
number for self-excited transition in two-dimensional flows 'I?e. ;s to that for axisymmetric
flows on bodies of revolution By , .. Now Mangler’s transformations [42] give for all Reynolds

numbers of laminar flows
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~

r
fog-C32 By [48]

Owing to the presence of the arbitrary constant C, it is obvious that Mangler’s transformations
are not sufficient to determine the critical values of the Reynolds numbers for transition.
Hence, other considerations must apply. In the analysis of the stability of laminar flows on
bodies of revolution, it was found®’2! that the resulting linearized equation of the disturbed
flow at the limiting condition of large Reynolds numbers was the same as that for two-

dimensional flows. Hence

Bon = Ron [49]

and as stated previously, the neutral stability chart of Figure 3 is applicable to both two-
dimensional and axisymmetric flows on bodies of revolution. As a first approximation a

similar condition will be assumed to hold for self-excited transition. Then
Re, s = Rﬂ, ts {50]

As a check on the essential validity of the preceding, the self-excited transition points
were computed for Lyon’s?7 bodies of revolution on the basis of Figure 4. Owing to the non-
existance of low-turbulence wind tunnels at the time of Miss Lyon’s tests, the condition of
least degree of turbulence represented in her tests was that when the turbulence-producing
screens were not inserted in the wind tunnel. Comparison is then made in Table 1 of the axial
locations I/L of the computed neutral stability points and self-excited transition points with
the test data for the no-screen condition.

TABLE 1

Axial Locations I/L of Transition Data for Lyon’s Bodies of Revolution?’

Subiect Model A Model B
. K, =2.09x 10° R, =2.075x 108
Computed Neutral Stability Point 0.20 0.13
Computed Self-Excited Transition Point 0.56 0.7
Measured Transition Region 0.50-0.70 0.30-0.35
(without screen)

Regions of Favorable Pressure Gradient 0-0.30 0-0.13
ol vorabe 0.40-0.61
. . 0.13-0.40

Regions of Adverse Pressure Gradient 0.30-1 0.61-1
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The measured transition points should be behind the neutral stability points and
forward of the self-excited transition points owing to the small amount of natural turbulence
in the wind tunnel. Examination of Table 1 confirms this. The reason for the large difference
between the measured transition point and the self-excited transition point on Model B is due
to the favorable pressure gradient, 0.40 < /L <0.61, which tends to delay the development

of self-excited transition.
In order to obtain the neutral stability and transition points, it is more convenient to

use nondimensional relations. From [36] there results

R 2 /L 5 2
0 _4 1 5 f (%.) (-%“-L) sec a d(L) [51]
RL 9 (Lj_ r ‘00 L

02 au _ (B4\ 1 d((/l') [52]
ey [ Y — oo/ 52
ke (RL)—f_U_ - i cos a

v.] °lL

Thus, from [47] [ (, )2 (,w) ] ]
L

U B, (U
_ U, U,
2dU -4 _1 ts Ny [53]
Vv dz 45 SW

The neutral stability point or self-excited transition point is determined graphically by the
intersection of a curve representing the appropriate parameters of the given boundary layer

with the curves of Figure 3 or 4, as the case may be.
The position of transition on a body in a wind tunnel or other flow facility depends,

to a great extent, upon the scale and intensity of the turbulence in the free stream. To
simplify the analysis the representative measure of turbulence in the stream will be taken as
the ratio of the root mean square of the velocity fluctuations in the z-direction to the mean
velocity of the free stream or ]/u'_2/ U_. Data for flat plates without pressure gradient from

tests in wind tunnels 13:28:29 gare plotted in Figure 5, the ordinates being the difference in
the boundary-layer Reynolds numbers for transition and that for neutral stability £ 0,cb = RO, N
and the abscissae being the percentage of turbulence WZ—/ U, in the free stream. It is to
be noted that for flat plates the neutral stability point seems to be the limiting position of
transition for streams of increasing turbulence while the self-excited transition point is the

limiting position of transition for streams of decreasing turbulence.
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Figure 5 - Position of Transition in a Turbulent Stream

A similar trend for boundary layers with pressure gradients is indicated by the test data
for the flow over an elliptic cylinder! ® as plotted in Figure 5. On the basis of the neutral
stability point and the self-excited transition point as the lower and upper limiting positions
of transition for boundary layers with pressure gradients in general, a rough criterion may be
established for estimating the position of transition on bodies immersed in streams containing
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turbulence. If the curve for transition for any boundary layer with a pressure gradient is as-
sumed geometrically similar to that for a flat plate as plotted in Figure 5, the Reynolds
number for transition By, :o for boundary layers on bodies in a stream with turbulence may be
stated as

Rﬁ,tb - RO:N - (Re,tb - RG,N) (54

RG,ts - RG,N Ro, ts RG,N o

where the subscript 0 refers to flat-plate values without pressure gradient. For more precise
results, it is best to depend upon measured locations of the position of transition to obtain
values of the Reynolds numbers for transition characteristic of the particular wind tunnel or

flow facility being utilized.
AXISYMMETRIC TURBULENT BOUNDARY LAYER

GENERAL

Owing to the incomplete state of present knowledge, concerning the mechanics of
turbulent flow processes, the analysis of turbulent boundary layers lacks the clearly defined
features of laminar boundary layers. In order to arrive at results of immediate utility, exten-
sive reliance has to be placed on empirical data to augment theoretically derived relations.

Turbulent flows, in general, may be treated from the Reynolds viewpoint, this consid-
ers turbulent flow to consist of a mean flow upon which a fluctuation flow of much smaller
magnitude is superimposed. After the combined mean and fluctuation quantities are substi-
tuted into the Navier-Stokes equations of motion for viscous flow, appropriate time averages
of the resulting flow lead to the Reynolds equations of motion containing separate terms for
the mean quantities and the fluctuation quantities. The form of the Reynolds equations is
similar to the Navier-Stokes equations with the significant exception of the presence of addi-
tional terms which consist of averages of various products of the fluctuation velocities.
These additional terms may be shown to act as apparent stresses (Reynolds stresses) within
the flow. Itis, however, the present lack of ana'ytical relations for the Reynolds stresses
which has made the theoretical treatment of turbulent flows so difficult.

Turbulent boundary-layer equations are derived from the Reynolds equations in the
same way as laminar boundary-layer equations are derived from the Navier-Stokes equations,
i.e., by the process of eliminating terms of negligible magnitude.

In the case of axisymmetric flow past a body of revolution with negligible longitudinal

curvature, the Reynolds equations of motion become*

*The Reynolds equations of motion for general curvilinear coordinates are written in tensor notation in Refer-

ence 30,



[55]
=9 |etapug W+ L] r(-p2
0 Fpe [r( PU dy )}+ 3y [r( pv 2y )]
’ ~——z\ar
+ [-pu’gq )_..+(—p'vg )__.
( P70 ¢ Joy
and the equations of continuity
a(rv) a(rv) _ ¢
dx ¥ ay [56]
ru) 4 9(r2) _ o (57
Jz ay

The unprimed quantities refer to the mean flow and the primed quantities to the fluctuation
flow. The bars over the various products indicate averages in accordance with the Reynolds
concept. Specifically, u, v, ¢ Y primed or unprimed, repres;ent components of velocity in the
z, y, and ¢ directions, respectively. As before, & is the distance along the meridian profile
and y is the distance perpendicular to the profile. ¢ is the angle between any meridian plane
and some reference meridian plane.

Eliminating terms of negligible magnitude in [55] gives the following equations of
motion for the axisymmetric boundary layer on a body of revolution

wdt yp0v _ _19p 1 43__3'0) + L 9(r)
@

Er) dy p o9 pr pr Y
. 0 - ap (58]
oy
where —_—
o =pu’ [59]

T=p,._-puv [60]

is the total shearing stress.
Integrating the boundary-layer equations, [58], across the boundary layer in the y-
direction from y = 0 to y = 8 and incorporating the equation of continuity, [56], gives the dif-
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ferential form of the momentum equation for axisymmetric turbulent boundary layers on bodies

of revolution

é
a9  pey 24V _, Tw 1 _ 4 rd
dz +( )U z w p U2 pU? dz ey e1]
0

where the momentum area  is defined in Equation [32]. In terms of the displacement area A*,
defined in [10] and Q, the shape parameter for axisymmetric flow is

*

A
h o= 62
Q [62]

The momentum equation, [61], will now be considered for the two cases where the boundary
layer is thin compared to the radius of the body and where the boundary layer is of like

magnitude.

BOUNDARY LAYER THIN RELATIVE TO BODY RADIUS: & <<r,

In the region forward of the tail, the boundary layer is thin relative to the radius of the
body & <<, . Here the momentum equation, [61], may be reduced to a simpler form.

Since within the boundary layer

t, < TS, + 08 [63]).
it follows from [32] that
r,0 < Q < (r,+ 8)80 [34]
from [10] that
rw8*< A" < (r, +9) 5" [64]
and from [62]
( "w )H<h<('w+8)ﬂ [651]
Tw + ’w
where / is the two-dimensional shape parameter
*
H =2 [66]
Al o
S0 5 5 5
XA dy ) < & rdy <-4 |(r +8 dy | I[67
da:(f',‘"[ay) dz ordy <o | w2 ody| [67]
0 0 0
Evidently for 6 <<r, Q=7 6, A* - T 8*, h =H, and
) )

4 dy = & d)
d.ej”'y dz('“'J"y
0

0
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Furthermore
&

)
a ~ d
d_a;(rw J. ody):.rwa J o dy [68]
0

8 dr,
since ( I ady) —d—ﬂ is empirically of a lower order of magnitude. Hence the momentum
o @
equation, [61], becomes for & <<r

5

d(r,, 0) + (H +2) rw? ﬂ=,w( Tw 1 4 ady) [69]
e | U da pU2 pU2 dx

p U2 p U? de

)
The sum of terms —%. and —L d J ¢ dy may be considered as an effective
0
coefficient of local skin friction, i.e.,

(W)eff = p—05+md_w f o dy [70]
In their study of two-dimensional boundary layers in adverse pressure gradients, Wieghardt
and Tillmann found that the values of (1, /p U?) os¢ COmputed from the momentum changes of
the mean flow displayed unexpected increases near separation.3! Since tests by Ludwieg and
Tillmann32 have shown the values of 7/ p U? to decrease in an adverse pressure gradient
faster than those for flat plates without pressure gradients, the explanation of the increase in
(m,/pU 2)e ¢ has to be sought elsewhere. Wieghardt has attributed this apparent increase
wholly to the convergence of the flow caused by the thickening of the boundary layer on the
opposite sides of the wind tunnel.6'3'3 On the other hand, Newman34 and various investigators
of the National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics35+36:37 have shown this increase to be
partly accounted for by the increase in the value of the normal-stress term % % oady,
especially close to separation. Hence for adverse pressure gradients, the (fecrease inot,he

valueof 7,/ p U? tends to be compensated by the increase in the value of

b
—tlj—i % f o dy. This makes the coefficient of local skin friction for flat plates without
P 0

pressure gradient ( 7,/ p U?) o @ close approximation to the effective skin friction, at least
for moderate pressure gradients. Lyon’s experimental results tend to substantiate this.?’

Tw Tw
(i) - G o
s 0

Therefore with

Equation [69] becomes

e A st S i 4253234 o o . F O S —— [OPTR—
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d(fwe) r 6 dU (‘l’
—_— H+92) ¥ &¥ = W
de +(H+2) U dz Tw pUz) (72]

0

The coefficient of local skin friction for flat plates ( r,, / pU?) o decreases slowly
with local Reynolds number Rg. A suitable formula valid for a large range of Reynolds num-
bers is that derived in Reference 38 from the Karman-Schoenherr formula for the total drs.g of
flat plates,

( Tw) - 0.01466 (73]

1 —
0 10810 (230) [-g logm (2R6) +0.4343]
which is plotted in Figure 6.
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Figure 6 - Local Skin Friction for Flat Plates as Function of Boundary-Layer
Reynolds Number R,

A rapid procedure (and one sufficiently accurate for drag calculations) is to
approximate (T, /p 02)0 with a power law and to assume H constant. With

(Tw)_i [74]
) = —
on Rg
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where m and { are constants, [72] becomes

d(r,,0) (H+2) dU rt ™ L V" —m
i T TU @ w? - ( om )('we)

[75]

which is a first-order differential equation in r 6 of the Bernoulli type. For H constant, [75]
gives for interval of integration 2, to z,

x
] 14+m i 1+m
A R R X

x

2 m

1+ i-
ry U dz [76]

1
where

j= (1+m) (H+2) (771
Lyon found that H = 1.4 gave good agreement between the experimental and calculated
drags.?’” Since ( Tw/ pU2)0 in Equation [73] gives almost a straight line on a log-log plot
as shown in Figure 6, a power law approximation proves a close fit. For 103 < RBg< 109, a
least-squares fit of [73] gives

m=0.1686
[78]
£, =0.008361

A more convenient nondimensional form of [76] is

(U) ](rwa) 1+m (U)] (’.wo)l+m (1+ m) Co J.(I/L)2
e— — = ——— — F —e———

U U 2

=/y VL2 2 ol YLTY R

() e

(/L) (7]

BOUNDARY LAYER NEAR THE TAIL

It is apparent that the previous assumption § <<r, is no longer valid towards the after
end of the body where the radius r , goes to zero at the tail and the boundary layer progres-
sively thickens. Consequently the general form of the momentum equation [61] has to be em-
ployed; for constant A, it may be integrated to the form

U h+2 *e )
o -0 () ¢ b po T, 1 d J ordy)UP*? do
Uc Ueh +2 : p U2 0 U2 dz

0 [80]

where the subscript g refers to the initial point of integration and the subscript e to the tail
of the body.

)
Experimental evidence?” indicates that r Jw. -—1—-5 g ordy in the right~
v pU? pU* dz J,

hand side of Equation [80] is substantially linear with respect to z along the after end, and
drops to zero at the tail. Consequently
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Tw 1 d J' 2 d ( _1.'_'”.0) Te ~ ° [81]
r 4 e—— or Yy = r 2 ( )
2 2 w -
Y pU pU* dz | pU I \2, — 2
F urthermore, the variation of U with respect to z is also substantially linear along the after
end or '
-U x -
e = e z [82]
g” Ve %%

Inserting these linear relations, Equations [81] and [82], into momentum equation [80] gives

hy+2 T, _
Qe = Qg (—U-s—) +(rw wgz) (ze 35)
U, PUMg (h+3) (h+4) UN*2 (U,-U,)2

[83]

x [(h+3) ug"+4 -(h+4) U, Ug"+3 + ue’*“]

or nondimensionally

h+2
- ) GG
2 L2\y,/v L Jg\pU

[1 —(%2] sec a
o oemoenpE) (E-ae)

) [(h+3) (_ﬁ)h+4— (k+4)( e)(gi)lws +(%)h+4]

U
U, -

)

S|«

The initial position ¢ of tha tail portion of the boundary layer may be taken at 0.8 of the
length of the body. An average value of A = 1.4 over the tail portion is appropriate in view of

the value of &, = 1.42 found on the Mark 13 Torpedo.3®
In the region of the boundary layer near the tail, it is useful to establish relations be-

tween 0 and Q, 6* and A*, and 4 and H. A power law is assumed for the velocity profile or

X vy
73 >

Substituting this expression into Equation [32] and performing the indicated integration

results in
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e =

Also from Equation [10]

Yar,d H+1)? ] (8 cosa 87
! 3{1&?:1—%1%‘5]( " )} o

i [2 GBS ?HI)TZ?)] (0 = a)

Furthermore,

h=H w [88]
1+ H2 (H + 1) (0 cos a)
(H-1) (H+ 3) '
In the wake where fp =0
_H+1 89
h > [89]
TURBULENT WAKE

The boundary layer leaving the tail of the body as the wake has a somewhat higher
pressure and larger momentum area ¢ than the wake far downstream. Since the momentum
area () of the wake far downstream determines the drag of the body, a relation is required
between Q_ and the momentum area Q, of the boundary layer at the tail.

With no skin friction in the wake and with negligible effect from the normal-stress term
the momentum equation [61] reduces to

a9 | (h4+9) £ dU _
dz+(+)wa0 [90]

Integrating by parts over the length of the wake from the tail to infinity downstream yields

h
U h,+2 e U
Q. =1Q, (——’-) ' exp In —== dh] [91]
bl U, 1 U

where the limiting value of A at infinity is unity.
h B

In iﬁ dh jl proceeds empirically. Experimental evidence
1
suggests an empirical fit of a higher order parabola of form

The evaluation of exp [ J

In U‘”

U _ (h__— _1.)" [92]
U ho—1

In = e

"

e
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h
e U h ~1 U
= dh =|-=£ ) = 93
J; n = (1+q ane [93]
l—he
h, U U\l+ 4
exp j’ In T;i dh] = (b—’-) [94)
1 oo
(he+2) q+3
U 1+g¢q
Q, =49, (f) [95]

This completes the relationships required for calculating the drag from the boundary-layer
development. It is seen that both the momentum area and the shape parameter at the tail are

required for a precise solution of the drag.
The choice of a value for ¢ is not critical since a large difference in ¢ results in only

a small error in the drag. Considering only a very limited amount of two-dimensional data,
Young? uses a linear relation for Equation [92], that is, a value of ¢ of unity. As shown in
Figure 7, test data for a body of revolution, the Mark 13 Torpedo,3° though meager, indicate
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InU_/U
that the ordinate ifﬁﬁ- approaches the limit of zero at the origin more gradually than by
n
0 t
a linear relationship. Until additional test data are available, it is suggested that a value of
¢ = 7 be used for drag calculations. If the value of A4 = 1.42 (from the data for the Mark 13
torpedo) is also used in Equation [95], there results finally

3.38
. - Q (%) [96]

CONCLUDING REMARKS

The method described in this report gives a relatively simple procedure for computing
the viscous drag of a body of revolution to an engineering degree of accuracy. Any marked
deviation between the calculated and measured values of drag should be expected only in the
case of a shape differing radically from the usual streamlined figure.

To test the method of this report, drag coefficients of the model of the airship AKRON
were computed at various Reynolds numbers for comparison with measured values. 40:41
Measured values of the pressure distribution and measured locations of the transition point
were used in the calculations. The computed values were found to lie between the measured

values as shown in the accompanying table.

TABLE 2

Comparison of Measured and Computed Values of Drag Coefficient of
1/40-Scale Model of Airship AKRON

Drag Coefficient Cp
Rexnolds Experimental
Nl;?mber Wooden Metal Somputed
L Model Model
12.3 x 100 0.0198 0.0228 0.0222
15.0 x 106 0.0193 0.0223 0.0216
17.3 x 106 0.0190 0.0219 0.0211

In conclusion, it is noted that in the case of low Reynolds numbers the viscous drag of
bodies of revolution depends to a large measure on the position of transition, and that in the
case of high Reynolds numbers, it depends on the detailed development of the turbulent bound-
ary layer in pressure gradients. The current theories on turbulent flow are semi-empirical in
nature. Accordingly, Gefore all the processes determining viscous drag are fully elucidated,
there is need for accurate measurements of such factors as velocity profiles and shearing-
stress profiles in turbulent boundary layers especially at high Reynolds numbers.
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For convenient reference, the various steps involved in calculating the viscous drag are

summarized in Appendix I.
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APPENDIX 1
CALCULATION PROCEDURE

For convenient reference, the various steps for computing the viscous drag of bodies

of revolution in axisymmetric flow are listed here.
1. Prescribed Data

a. Profile dimensions

b. Pressure distribution

? =P U \2 ( l
— 1 - e— = —
2 oo
c. Body Reynolds number
UL
2. Transition Point
a. Neutral stability point (i)
Liy
() By= f(%) is computed from
Ry? 1 VL NS (102
0 _4 > U (_"’) sec d(—
L 9 —q— * Tw 0 (Uoo) * (51]
z) (2)
) £ g g = f(%) is computed from
d(—U—
ﬁ@:(fﬁf)_l—- Ueo coS o
v dz \R /(UV (I [52)
) 9T

b. Self-excited transition point (%)
ts
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(1) & -d—g = f(—z—) is computed for various assumed values of(i) from
dz L ts . L ts
G o]
(YL - (B
Ty R
# a7 4 _1 s N [53]
, d& 15 5 @D,, , g
by () e o)
— )] seca d{—
[ @by L L

2 4T
9) Ro.-Baon=rle
(2) Bg,es™ Fo,n f(v a7

correct value of (_)
L}:s

A’

c. Transition point for free-stream turbnlence(_l_)
tb

(1) For prescribed —%

Figure 5.
(2) By ;s is determined from
14

RO, tb

- By

Re,tb - RO,N

RG, ts

3. Laminar Boundary Layer

- By y

g

Re, ts

(_g_ at transition point(l) is computed from
L2 Lj,

(&), €

orif By = f(f) has been computed

R

(&), () -G

)

- RG,N 0

(2)

u

o~
S

E

——

S|
f,

)lS plotted to intersect the curve of Figure 4 to give

of free stream (Re,zb - Ii’o N) is determined from
»“Jo

(54]
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4. Turbulent Boundary Layer
a. Thin boundary layer, 8 << r
Q _ f_a_uﬁ is computed over distance (-Ii—) to(Li)= 0.8 from
¢

L? L?
(l)] (rLO)H—m =(g_)i(’w9)”"‘
U.,.ns L2 /as Uo/e L2/,

[79]
1 0.8 .
. 1+m) § I (%)1+m (Ug_)l  oc d({-—)
m
Ry /Ly, >
where m = 0.1686
j =3.9732
¢, = 0.006361
b. Boundary layer near tail
(1) (9._) is computed from
L2
e
(&), -(3),6a
L2, \L?* \u/U,
-1
- (1 -_E) seca
(2 () T :
L u? u\N*tiu, u\ (84] .
pr e (h+3)(h+4)(—!-) (—3- ——‘-)
. UW UN UN

dias (-Zf)h+4 _(h+4)(%£)(.z_i)h+3 +(5_:)h+4

(2) A valueof 2 =1.4 and(-l%) = 0.8 is tobe used.
g
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5. Wake

Q_ is computed from

U
0. - o.(7) >
6. Viscous Drag
®rag coefficient () is computed from
47Q
) 7
Cp = (71

4






Copies

20

MR e

37

INITIAL DISTRIBUTION

Chief, Bureau of Ships, Technical Library (Code 8 27), for distribution:
Technical Library

Technical Assistant to Chief of Bureau (Code 106)

Research (Code 300)

Applied Science (Code 370)

Design (Code 410)

Preliminary Design (Code 420)

Submarines (Code 515)

Propellers and Shafting (Code 554)

00 CORDRNO M= O

Chief, Bureau of Ordnance, Underwater Ordnance (Re6a)
1 Dr. A. Miller

Chief, Bureau of Aeronautics, for distribution:
2 Aerodynamics and Hydrodynamics Branch (DE-3)
1 Applied Mathematics Branch

Chief of Naval Research, for distribution:
2 Fluid Mechanics (N 426)
1 Undersea Warfare (466)
1 Mathematics (432)

Director, U.S. Naval Research Laboratory, Washington 25, D.C.

Commander, U.S. Naval Ordnance Laboratory, Mechanics Division, White Oak,
Silver Spring 19, Md.

Commander, U.S. Naval Ordnance Test Station, Inyokern, China Lake, Calif.
1 Underwater Ordnance Division, Pasadena Annex, 3202 E. Foothill Blvd.,
Pasadena 8, Calif.

Commander, Mare Island Naval Shipyard, Vallejo, Calif.
Commander, Norfclk Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, Va.
C?mmander, Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, N.H.
Commander, U.S. Naval Proving Ground, Dahlgren, Va.

Commanding Officer and Director, U.S. Navy Underwater Sound Laboratory,
Fort Trumbull, New London, Conn.

Commanding Officer, U.S. Naval Underwater Ordnance Station, Design Section,
Newport, R.I.

Commanding Officer, U.S. Naval Air Test Center, Patuxent River, Md.
Superintendent, U.S. Naval Post Graduate School, Monterey, Calif.

Director, Marine Physical Laboratory, U.S. Navy Electronics Laboratory,
San Diego 52, Calif.

Chairman, Research and Development Board, Dept. of Defense Bldg.,
Washington 25, D.C.



Copies

N

[y

38

Library of Congress, Technical Information Division, Washington 25, D.C.

Chief, Service Division, The Armed Services Technical Information Agency,
Document Service Center, Knott Building, 4th and Main Sts., Dayton 2, Ohio

Commanding Officer, Frankford Arsenal, Philadelphia 37, Pa.
Director, Ballistic Research Laboratory, Aberdeen Proving Ground, Aberdeen, Md.
Director, Technical Information Branch, Aberdeen Proving Ground, Aberdeen, Md.

Director, National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics, 1724 F St., N.W.,
Washington 25, D.C.

Director, Langley Aeronautical Laboratory, Langley Air Force Base, Va.

Director, Lewis Flight Propulsion Laboratory, Cleveland Airport, Cleveland 11,
Ohio

Director, Ames Aeronautical Laboratory, Moffett Field, Mountain View, Calif.
Director, Oak Ridge National Laboratory, P.O. Box P, Oak Ridge, Tenn.

Chief, National Hydraulic Laboratory, National Bureau of Standards, Washington
25, D.C.

Hydrodynamic Laboratory, Attn: Executive Committee, California Institute of
Technology, 1201 E. California St., Pasadena 4, Calif.

Director, Institute of Engineering Research, University of California, Berkeley 4,
Calif.

Director, Fluid Mechanics Laboratory, University of California, Berkeley 4, Calif.

Director, Hydraulic Laboratory, Carnegie Institute of Technology, Pittsburgh 13,
Pa.

Director, Hydraulic Laboratory, Colorado University, Boulder, Colo.
Director, Fluid Mechanics Laboratory, Columbia University, New York 27, N.Y.

Director, Hydraulic Research Laboratory, University of Connecticut, Box U-37,
Storrs, Conn.

Director, Iowa Institute of Hydraulic Research, State University of Iowa,
Iowa City, Iowa

Director, Applied Physics Laboratory, Johns Hopkins University, 8621 Georgia
Ave., Silver Spring, Md.

Director, Institute for Fluid Dynamics and Applied Mathematics, University of
Maryland, College Park, Md.

Director, Experimental Naval Tank, Department of Naval Architecture and Marine
Engineering, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Mich.

Director, Experimental Towing Tank, Stevens Institute of Technology, 711 Hudson
St., Hoboken, N.J.




Copies

39

Director, St. ‘Anthony Falls Hydraulic Laboratory, University of Minnesota,
Minneapolis 14, Minn.

Directory Engineering and Industrial Research Station, Mississippi State College,
State College, Miss,

Director, Fluid Mechanics Laboratory, New York University, New York 53, N.Y.

Director, Robinson Hydraulic Laboratory, Ohio State University, Columbus 10,
Ohio
Director, Hydraulic Laboratory, Pennsylvania State College, State College, Pa.

Director, Ordnance Research Laboratory, Pennsylvania State College, State
College, Pa.

Director, Engineering Experiment Station, University of Tennessee, Knoxville 16,
Tenn.

Director, Engineering Experiment Station, Utah State Agricultural College,
Logan, Utah

Director, Hydraulic Laboratory, University of Washington, Seattle 5, Wash.
Director, Hydraulic Laboratory, University of Wisconsin, Madison 6, Wis.

Director, Alden Hydraulic Laboratory, Worcester Polytechnic Institute, Worcester
2, Mass.

Director, Midwest Research Institute, 4049 Pennsylvania, Kansas City 2, Mo.

Director of Research, The Technological Institute, Northwestern University,
Evanston, Ill.

Administrator, Webb Institute of Naval Architecture, Crescent Beach Road,
Glen Cove, Long Island, N.Y.

Chairman, Department of Aeronautical Engineering, New York University,
New York 53, N.Y.

Head, Department of Aeronautical Engineering, Pennsylvania State College,
State College, Pa.

Head, Department of Aeronautical Engineering, Georgia Institute of Technology,
Atlanta, Ga.

Head, Department of Aeronautical Engineering and Applied Mechanics,
Polytechnic Institute of Brooklyn, 99 Livingston St., Brooklyn 2, N.Y.

Head, Aeronautical Engineering Department, Catholic University, Washington, D.C.

Head, Department of Aeronautical Engineering, John Hopkins University,
Baltimore 18, Md.

Head, Department of Naval Architecture and Marine Engineering, Massachusetts
Institute of Technology, Cambridge 39, Mass.



Copies

L S S N g T Y

[y

A e . S ™ T Y

[y

40

Reed Research, Inc., 1048 Potomac St., N.W., Washington, D.C.

Supervisor of Shipbuilding and Navy Inspector of Ordnance, General Dynamics
Corporation, Electric Boat Division, Groton, Conn.

Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company, Newport News, Va.
1 Senior Naval Architect
1 Supervisor, Hydraulics Laboratory

Director, Applied Physics Division, Sandia Laboratory, Albuquerque, N.M.
Director of Research, Vickers Incorporated, Detroit, Mich.
Editor, Aeronautical Engineering Review, 2 E. 64th St., New York 21, N.Y.

Editor, Applied Mechanics Review, Midwest Research Institute, 4049 Pennsyl-
vania, Kansas City 2, Mo.

Editor, Bibliography of Technical Reports, Office of Technical Services, U.S.
Department of Commerce, Washington 25, D.C.

Editor, Engineering Index, 29 W. 89th St., New York 18, N.Y.
Editor, Mathematical Reviews, Brown University, Providence, R.I.
Librarian, American Society of Civil Engineers, 33 W. 39th St., New York 18, N.Y.

Librarian, American Society of Mechanical Engineers, 29 W. 39th St., New York
18, N.Y.

Librarian, Institute of the Aeronautical Sciences, 2 E. 64th St., New York 21, N.Y.

Librarian, Pacific Aeronautical Library, Institute of the Aeronautical Sciences,
7660 Beverly Blvd., Los Angeles 36, Calif.

Librarian, Stanford University Libraries, Stanford, Calif.
Librarian, Rensselear Polytechnic Institut'e, Troy, N.Y.

Librarian, Towne Scientific School, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia 4,
Pa.

Librarian, Illinois Institute of Technology, 3300 Federal St., Chicago 16, Ill.
Librarian, Franklin Institute, Parkway at 20th St., Philadelphia, Pa.
Librarian, College of Engineering, Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y.
Librarian, Case Institute of Technology, Cleveland 6, Ohio

Librarian, Carnegie Institute of Technology, Pittsburgh 13, Pa.

Librarian, Daniel Guggenheim Aeronautical Laboratory, California Institute of
Technology, Pasadena 4, Calif.

Technical Library, Douglas Aircraft Co., Inc., El Segundo, Calif.

Technical Library, Cornell Aeronautical Laboratory, Cornell Research Foundation,
Box 235, Buffalo 21, N.Y.




41

Copies

1 Technical Library, Consolidated Vultee Aircraft Corporation, San Diego 12, Calif,

1 Technical Library, Glenn L. Martin Co., Baltimore 3, Md.

1 Technical Library, Grumann Aircraft Engineering Corporation, Bethpage, Long
Island, N.Y.

1 Technical Library, Lockheed Aircraft Corporation, 2555 N. Hollywood Way,
Burbank, Calif.

1 Technical Library, McDonnell Aircraft Corporation, Box 516, St. Louis 8, Mo.

1 Technical Library, North American Aviation, Inc., 12241 Lakewood Blvd.,
Downey, Calif.

1 Technical Library, North American Aviation, Inc., El Segundo, Calif.

1 Technical Library, Northrop Aircraft Co., 1017 E. Broadway, Hawthorne, Calif.

1 Technical Library, Pratt and Whitney Aircraft Division, United Aircraft Corp.,
East Hartford 8, Conn.

1 Engineering Library, Curtiss-Wright Corporation, Propeller Division, Caldwell,
N.J.

1 Prof. M. Abkowitz, Department of Naval Architecture and Marine Engineering,
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge 39, Mass.

1 Prof. R.C. Binder, Department of Mechanical Engineering, Purdue University,
Lafayette, Ind.

1 Prof. G. Birkhoff, Harfvard University, Cambridge, Mass.

1 Mr. R. Bond, Research Engineer, University of California, Berkeley 4, Calif.

1 Mr. J.P. Breslin, Gibbs and Cox, 21 West St., New York 6, N.Y.

1 Dr. G. Carrier, School of Engineering, Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass.

1 Dr. E.P, Cooper, Naval Ordnance Test Station, Pasadena Annex, 3202 E.
Foothill Blvd., Pasadena 8, Calif.

1 Dr. A.E. von Doenhoff, Langley Aeronautical Laboratory, Langley Air Force

- Base, Va.

1 Dr. H. Emmons, School of Engineering, Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass.

1 Dr. F.N. Frenkiel, Applied Physics Laboratory, Johns Hopkins University,
8621 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, Md.

1 Dr. D. Gilbarg, Department of Mathematics, Indiana University, Bloomington, Ind.

1 Prof. W.S. Hamilton, Technological Institute, Northwestern University, Evanston,
I11.

1 Prof. C.W. Harris, Department of Civil Engineering, University of Washington,

Seattle 5, Wash.



Copies

O o N~ S =

T T

-

42

Prof. A.D. Hay, Princeton University, Princeton, N.J.

Dr. S. Hoerner, Gibbs and Cox, 21 West St., New York 6, N.Y.

Dr. A. Kantrowitz, Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y.

Dr. C. Kaplan, Langley Aeronautical Laboratory, Langley Air Force Base, Va.
Dr. Th. von Kdrmén, 1051 S. Marengo St., Pasadena, Calit.

Mr. J. Kotik, c/o Prof. G. Birkhoff, Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass.

Dr. L.S.G. Kovasznay, Depart.ment of Aeronautics, Johns Hopkins University,
Baltimore 18, Md.

Dr. P. Lagerstrom, GALCIT, California Institute of Technelogy, Pasadena 4,
~ Calif.

Prof. E.V. Laitone, University of California, Berkeley 4, Calif

Mr. C.A. Lee, Hydraulic Engineer, Research and Development Laboratories,
Kimberly-Clark Corporation, Neenah, Wis. '

Dr. H. Liepmann, GALCIT, California Institute of Technology, Pasadena 4, Calif.

Dr. C.C. Lin, Department of Mathematlcs Massachusetts Institute of Technology,
Cambridge 39, Mass.

Prof. J.W. Miles, University of California, Los Angeles, Calif.
Dr. Max Munk, U.S. Naval Ordnance Laboratory, White Oak, Silver Spring 19, Md.

Prof. C.J. Peirce, Headquarters, USAFE, APO 633, c/o Postmaster, New York,
N.Y.

Dr. W. Pell, Department of Mathematics, University of Kentucky, Lexington, Ky.
Dr. M.S. Plesset, California Institute of Technology, Pasadena 4, Calif.
Dr. V.L. Schiff, Stanford University, Stanford, Calif.

Dr. K.E. Schoenherr, School of Engineering, Notre Dame University, Notre Dame,
Ind.

Dr. G.B. Schubauer, National Bureau of Standards, Washington, D.C.
Prof. W. Sears, Graduate School of Engineering, Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y.

Prof. R.A. Seban, Department of Mechanical Engineering, University of California,
Berkeley 4, Calif.

Prof. F.B. Seely, Fluid Mechanics and Hydraulics Laboratory, University of
Illinois, Urbana, Ill.

Mr. N, Tetervin, Langley Aeronautical Laboratory, Langley Air Force Base, Va.

Prof. L. Troost, Head, Department of Naval Architecture and Marine Engineering,
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge 39, Mass




Copies

[ = T

-

43

Dr. C.A. Truesdell, Department of Mathematics, University of Indiana, Blooming-
ton, Ind.

Prof. J. Vennard, Department of Civil Engineering, Stanford University, Stanford,
Calif.

Prof. A. Weinstein, Department of Mathematics, University of Maryland, College
Park, Md.

Prof. John R. Weske, Mechanical Engineering Department, Johns Hopkins Univer-
sity, Baltimore 18, Md.

Dr. G.F. Wislicenus, Mechanical Engineering Department, Johns Hopkins Univer-
sity, Baltimore 18, Md.

Prof. C. Yih, Department of Civil Engineering, Colorado A and M College, Fort
Collins, Colo.

Australian Council for Aeronautics, Box 4331 G.P., Melbourne, Australia

Dr. F.C. Roesler, Physikalisches Institut, Technische Hochschule Graz,
Rechbauerstrasse 12, Graz, Austria

Dr. G.N. Patterson, Institute of Aerophysics, University of Toronto, Toronto 5,
Canada

U.S. Naval Attaché, U.S. Naval Attaché for Air, London, England

Head, Aerodynamics Division, National Physical Laboratory, Teddington,
Middlesex, England

Head, Aerodynamics Department, Royal Aircraft Establishment, Farnborough,
Hants, England

Head, College of Aeronautics, Granfisld, Bletchley, Bucks, England
Head, Aeronautics Department, Imperial College, London S.W. 7, England
Editor, Index Aeronauticas, Ministry of Supply, Millbank, London, S.W, 1, England

Editor, Physics Abstracts, Institution of Electrical Engineers, Savoy Place,
London W.C. 2, England

Prof. G.K. Batchelor, Trinity College, Cambridge University, Cambridge, England
Dr. F. Ursell, Trinity College, Cambridge, England

Prof. J. Howarth, Department of Mathematics, University of Bristol, Bristol,
England

Dr. S.L. Smith, Director, British Shipbuilding Research Association, 5 Chester-
field Gardens, Curzon St., London W.1, England

Sir R.V. Southwell, 9 Lathburg Road, Oxford, England

Prof. K. Stewartson, Department of Mathematics, Universivy of Bristo], Bristol,
England



Copies

44

Dr. Vandry, Admiralty Research Laboratory, Teddington, England
Directeur du Bassin d’Essais Des Carénes 6, Boulevard Victor, Paris XV, France

Directeur, Laboratoire Dauphinois d’Hydraulique des Ateliers Neyrpic, Avenue
de Beauvert, Grenoble (Isére), France

Office, National d’E tudes et de Recherches Aéronautique 3, rue Léon Bonnat,
Paris XVI, France

Dr. J. Dieudonné, Directeur, Institut de Recherches de la Construction Navale,
1 Boulevard Haussmann, Paris (9e), France

Prof. J. Kampé de Fériet, Faculté des Sciences, Université de Lille, Lille
(Nord), France

O.N. ERA, Seryice des Relations Extérieures et de la Documentation, 25-39,
Avenue de la Division-Leclerc, Chatillon-sous-Bagneux (Seine), France

Prof. D.P. Riabouchinsky, Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique, 13 Quai
d’Orsay, Paris VII, France

Prof. Dr. H. Schlichting, Institut fur Stromungs, Technische Hochschule,
Braunschweig, Germany

Dr.Eng. E. Truckenbrodt, Kérnerstrasse 12, Braunschweig, Germany
Prof. Dr. G. Weinblum, Ingenieur Schule, Berliner Tor 21, Hamburg, Z620, Germany

Satish Dhawan, Department of Aeronautical Engineering, Indian Institute of
Science, Bangalore 3, India

Dr. S. Goldstein, Haifa Institute of Technology, Haifa, Israel

Gen. Ing. V. Pugliese, Presidente, Instituto Nazionale per Studi ed Esperienze
di Architettura Navale, Via della Vasca Navale 89, Rome, Italy

Prof. Busuke Hudimoto, Engineering Research Institute, Kyoto University,
Kyoto, Japan

Dr. Jun-ichi Okabe, The Research Institute for Applied Mechanics, Kyushu
University, Hakozaki-machi, Fykuoka-shi, Japan

Prof. J.M. Burgers, Laboratorium Voor Aero- En Hydrodynamica, Nieuwe Laon 76,
Delft, The Netherlands

Dr. R. Timman, National Luchtvoortlaboratorium, Slaterwag 145, Amsterdam, The
Netherlands

Office of Scientific Attaché of Netherlands Embassy, 1470 Euclid St., N.W.,
Washington, D.C.

Prof. J.K. Lunde, Skipsmodelltanken, Tyholt Trondheim, Norway

Sr. M. Acevedo y Campoamor, Director, Canal de Experienceas Hidrodinamicas
El Pardo, Madrid, Spain




Copies

NAVY-DPPO PRNC. WASH D.C

Director, Statens Skeppsprovningsanstalt, GSteborg 24, Sweden

Director, Aeronautical Research Institute of Sweden, Ranhammersvagen 12,
Ulsvunda, Sweden

Prof. J. Ackeret, Institut fur Aerodynamik Der Eidgendssiche, Technische
Hochschule, Zdrich, Switzerland

Prof. 0.J.M. Campos, Jefe de Laboratorio del Instituto Mdquinas de la Facultad
de Ingenieria, Montevideo, Uruguay

British Joint Services Mission, Navy Staff, P.O. Box 165, Benjamin Franklin
Station, Washington, D.C.

Canadian Joint Staff, Washington, D.C,


















