UNCLASSIFIED

0 132241

DEFENSE DOCUMENTATION CENTER

FOR
SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL INFORMATION

CAMERON STATION. ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA

UNCLASSIFIED

0




NOTICE: When governmment or other drawings, speci-
fications or other data are used for any purpose
other than in connection with a definitely related
government procurement operation, the U. S.
Goverument thereby incurs no reasponsibility, nor any
obligation whatscever; and the fact that the Govern-
ment may have formulated, furnished, or in any way
supplied the sald drawings, specifications, or other
data is not to be regarded by implication or other-
wvise as in any manner licensing the holder or any
other person or corporation, or conveying any rights
or permission {0 manufacture, use or sell any
patented invention that may in any way be related
thereto.



432241

+ HLE COPY

a
i

E”:}

DI

?} 22% 1

J
g

<

¥
ol

4o
!K_f//AN EXPERIMENTAL STUDY OF HYPERSONIC LOW-DENSITY

e St

VISCOUS EFFECTS ON A SHARP FLAT PLATE;-*

//' by L - )
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: ABSTRACT
/ /‘!L(_,"LC/,

Heat transfer and pressure data/\obtained with sharp flat plate models at
zero and large angles of attack in the CAL hypersonic shock tunnel.are-presented:

These high Mach number data (I\/Lagijlél to 24) extend from the classical thin
boundary layer regime to near-free-molecule conditions and are discussed within
the framework of existing theory. The large angle-cf-attack results verify viscous
shock-layer theory and define the low-density conditions where transport effects at
the shock wave (stiGCk-wave slip) first become important.

The data obtained at zero angle of attack are compared with theory to define
the fluid mechanism that governs the low-density effects. The strong shock-wave

approximations, the vorticity interaction, and the shock-wave heating effect are

shown~te~be unimportant in this case. JIt.is.shown.that for the present experiments.

the effects of transport processes at the shock wave are numerically small in com-

parison with surface slip for the sharp flat plate at zero angle of attack, and it is
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N >postu1ated that surface slip is the dominant low-density effect.

The slip boundary conditions are discussed to demonstrate that there is a
pressure jump at the surface, analogous to the classical velocity and temperature
jump. This effect is evaluated using existing theories and is in qualitative agree-
ment with the experimental data. The slip boundary conditions are examined in
light of the present experiments at zero angle of attack, and it is shown that the
usual first-order boundary conditions are inapplicable for the case of a cold wall,
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NOMENCLATURE
Constants determined by the Prandtl number (Eq. (1))
Free constant in the velocity jump and enthalpy jump
Chapman-Rubesin constant
Modified Chapman-Rubesin constant, Q-r* %Z‘f—
Specific heat at constant pressure
Stanton number
Enthalpy
Thermal conductivity
Eq. (30)
Mach number
Pressure
Reservoir pressure
Pitot pressure
Prandtl number
Rate of heat transfer per unit area
Gas constant,
Reynolds number, -F‘E-L-')—:-ﬂ"
Temperature /
Modified reference temperature (Eq. (5))
Velocity
Mean molecular velocity
Distance measured from plate leading edge
Distance measured normal from plate surface

Angle of attack
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Eq. (3)

Ratio of specific heats

Eq. (46)

Boundary-layer displacement thickness without surface slip
Perturbation boundary-layer displacement thickness due to slip
Density ratio across a shock wave

Molecular mean-free-path

Viscosity

Density

Shock wave angle measured from surface
M3 Cx
Rex

Eq. (5)

&Z<‘ 7&!—6’3\ > M 9—;‘91—]«\

Eq. (27)

@‘@\1, ¥ Eq. (12)

Subscripts

e Equilibrium nozzle expansion

n Nonequilibrium nozzle expansion
(o] Reservoir conditions

| Conditions at the base of the continuum bourdary layer
Conditions at the wall

Conditions in the free stream

® 8 £

Conditions behind shock



I. INTRODUCTION

The recent interest in manned re-entry vehicles has precipitated a con-
certed attempt to describe the transition between continuum fluid dynamics
and free-molecule mechanics. The problem arises from the need during
manned re-entry to maintain the deceleration forces tolerably small while the
high kinetic energy associated with orbital or space flight is dissipated in the
atmosphere. This dictates that much of the atmospheric flight take place at
high altitudes where the ambient density is low, in a transitional regime that
falls between classical continuum flows and free-molecule flows.

One aspect of this transitional flow regime is its complexity. If one
adopts either the continuum or the kinetic viewpoint, it is necessary to con-
sider a variety of phenomena introduced or influenced by the details of the con-~
figuration. The sharp flat plate, which is employed in the present research, is
an ideal research tool because the governing low-density phenomena can be
isclated and studied with relative ease. Competing low-density effects intro -
duced by the configuration details (for example, shock-wave curvature effects
due to nose bluntness) are suppressed with a flat plate.

The problem of a sharp flat plate in low-density supersonic flow has been
considered over the past decade. The earliest theoretical work was that of
Shen,l' 2 followed by Lees and Probst:ein,3 Lees,4 Li and Nagamatsu,5
Stewartson,6 Kuo,7 and Cheng.g' 9 The problem has heen experimentally in-
vestigated at low Mach numbers by Schaaf, et a.llo and by Bertram,11 and high
Mach number investigations have been made by Hammitt and Bogdonofflz and
by Hall and Golian. 913 As a result of these and other investigations, the

viscous interaction problem on a flat plate is well understood in both the weak



and the strong interaction regimes as long as the Mach number and Reynolds
number are large enough to suppress the low-density effects neglected in the
viscous interaction regimes,

These additional low-density effects cause substantial departures from
the thin boundary layer results as the density is decreased. The departures
have been qualitatively anticipated on the grounds that as the leading edge is
approached, the free-molecule limit must be obtained. However, there has
been uncertainty in defining the fluid mechanisms that would govern the initial
departures, in specifying a valid theoretical model for use in describing the
flow ficld, and in determining the magnitude of these departures.

The purpose of this paper is to present experimental heat transfer and
pressure data, obtained with sharp flat-plate models in the CAL hypersonic
shock tunnels, which extend from the thin boundary layer limit to near-free-
molecule conditions. The intent is to demonstrate the magnitude of the low-
densgity departures from thin boundary layer theory, to test the available low-
density theories, and to identify the dominant fluid mechanism causing the initial
departures from the thin boundary layer regime.

In this connection, the applicable thcories are reviewed in Section II to
establish a basis for interpreting the experimental results. The classical slip
boundary conditions are reviewed there to show that there is a pressure jump
at the surface which is larger than the usual slip effect. Sections IIIl and IV
describe the experimental apparatus and test conditions, and the experimental
results are presented and discussed in Section V. The first-order slip boundary
conditions are appraised in Section V to show they are inapplicable for the case

of a cold wall,



The results for the flat plate at large angles of attack are discussed
first. This class of flows is of particular interest since only one low-density
mechanism (the transport processes at the shock wave) is important. Thus it
is possible to evaluate the magnitude of this mechanism and to show that it is a
small effect at zero angle of attack. The more complicated case of a flat
plate at zero angle of attack is discussed next. The indications are that the

dominant low-density mechanism in this case is slip at the surface.



II. STATUS OF THEORIES

There is a large body of theoretical literature dealing with the sharp flat
plate in the thin boundary layer regime. A comprehensive review of the prob-
lem can be obtained from the literature cited in the Introduction. In addition, a
substantial body of literature is developing on low-density phenomena. A
general review of the field has been given recently by Sherman.15 The purpose
in this Section is to set out the theoretical developments pertinent to the inter-
pretation of the experimental results. In this connection, the theory for wedge
flows will be reviewed first in Sub-Section A, emphasizing Cheng's viscous
shock-layer 1:heory.17 The reason for this choice is that this theory provides a
solution which yields the Blasius result at high densities and approaches the
free-molecule limit for vanishing Reynolds number.

The theoretical results pertinent to the sharp flat plate at zero angle of
attack are reviewed in Sub-Section B, beginning with the thin boundary layer
(weak and strong interaction) results. One approach to treating low-density
effects is to include additional low-density mechanisms in the thin boundary
layer results with a perturbation calculation. Each of these mechanisms is re-
viewed to provide a basgis for evaluating their effect. The mechanisms consid-
ered here are 1) breakdown of the strong shock-wave approximations, 2) the
vorticity interaction, 3) the shock-wave heating effect, 4) molecular processes
at the surface (surface slip), and 5) transport processes at the shock wave
(shock-wave slip). It is noted that effects stemming from finite shock-wave
thickness should be considered. There is presently no theoretical treatment for
the sharp flat plate known to the authors for assessing this effect.

Each of the above mechanisms has been discussed in the literature. The

vorticity interaction and shock-wave heating effect arise from the assumption



that the local inviscid flow properties are fixed by the local shock-wave angle.
Actuzlly, thc flow is processed by a stronger portion of the shock wave near
the leading edge, and the local flow is nonuniform with a higher temperature.
The effects of transport processes at the shock wave has received recent atten-
tion and become important when the shock layer becomes fully viscous. Under
these conditions, the classical (uniform flow) Rankine~Hugoniot conditions are
inapplicable, and it is necessary to account for the gradients behind the shock
wave.

In the discussion of surface slip, some detail is given to deriving the slip
boundary conditions using the classical Maxwell model. This is done in order
to show that there is a pressure jump at the surface, analogous to the velocity
jump. In addition it is noted that the classical temperature jump is inconsistent
for hypersonic flows, and that conceptual consistency requires that an energy
or enthalpy jump be considered.

Another approach to the leading-edge problem on a sharp flat plate is to
postulate a flow model independent of the thin boundary layer models, and to
seek a solution which applies at the leading edge and approaches the thin bound-
ary layer solutions in the high-density limit. The theories derived {rom both
the continuum viewpoint and the molecular viewpoint are reviewed in the latter
paragraph of Sub-Section B,

{A) Large Angle Wedge Flows

The wedge flow problem at high Reynolds numbers is classical and has
been treated with the assumption that the rate of boundary layer growth is small
in comparison with the wedge angle. In this scheme, the wedge pressure is
determined by the wedge angle, and the boundary layer characteristics can be

calculated using the Blasius sclution based on conditions behind the shock



waves. 16 As the density is decreased, one might anticipate the boundary layer

displacement effects would become important for certain wedge angles

2,2
M_i.—{— « | ) . These first-order effects of boundary layer displacement have
€

been theoretically investigated by Chengg’ 9

9,13

and experimentally verified by Hall
and Golian as a part of a more comprehensive study of the combined effects
of boundary layer displacement, nose bluntness, and angle of attack. The re-
sults approach the strong interaction result in the limit of vanishing wedge angle,
and the wedge result in the limit of high density.

The low-density effects in wedge flows have been extensively investigated
in a study by Cheng of the blunt-body problem at low Reynolds number. 17 An
important feature in this analysis is that if the wedge angle is sufficiently large,
one can suppress the effects of the strong shock-wave approximations and the
effects of shock-wave heating and the vorticity interaction, Further, it is shown
that the effects of surface slip and those associated with the shock-wave struc-
ture are of higher order than those due to transport processes at the shock wave.
This class of flows is of considerable importance since it isolates a single fluid
dynamic mechanism. By examining these flows in theoryand experiment, it is
possible to determine the ambient stream conditions where the transport effects
become important. The experimental data reported in Section V will serve to
verify the theory and to demonstrate the magnitude of the effects of transport
processes at the shock wave,

{B) Zero Angle of Attack

The sharp flat plate at zero angle of attack in low-density, hypersonic
flow has been investigated for over a decade, and theoretical solutions are pres-
ently available for treating the boundary layer displacement effects.4’ 9 A

comprehensive review of this problem and the theoretical treatments may be



found in these papers as well as in Ref. 14. The approach generally employed

is lo consider two regimes; cne of weak intcractions {-= 2= 0(1)) and one of
a0
strong interactions (—g— >>» 1). The subsequent discussion will retain this
[<-]

subdivision, but it should be noted that local similarity applies in both regimes,
and that the subdivision is necessary only because of the approximations used
to describe the pressure ratio across the shock wave,

Weak Interaction Regime. There are several solutions available for the

weak interaction regime. The one used here is that given by Hayes and Prob-
14
stein. Following this development, the surface pressure is, to the first-

order in the viscous interaction parameter,

P [ T s
£ = 1+ Y AR) +2BR)T +.

- _ 3 L (1)

x - M Rens,,
where C is the Chapman-Rubesin constant relating viscosity to temperature.
For a Prandtl number of 0. 725, A =0.968, and B = 0.145. In calculating
the heat transfer, it is found in Ref. 14 that there is no first-order effect due
to the self-induced pressure gradient and that, to the first order in i » the
heat transfer is identical to the zero-pressure gradient result. 16 Similarly,
the effect of the induced pressures on the boundary layer is to cause an over-all
decrease in the thickness, but there is no first-order effect on the boundary
layer slope. Consequently it is concluded that the weak interaction description

of the pressure distribution is accurate to the second order in x , and that

_ 2
this result is valid for X £ TEEI')___
AP NQTER)

It is interesting to note that the contribution of the second-order term in

the pressure is quite small at the theoretical limit of validity of weak interaction



theory; about 15%. Consequontly, only the first-order result for the pressure
distribution will be used here. In addition, it should be moted that if the
Howarth-Dorodnitsyn transformations are applied to the governing boundary
layer equations, it can be demonstrated that local flat-plate similarity applies,

and that the error associated with neglecting the pressure gradient terms is of

order, = -%;ﬁ- .9 Hence, the heat transfer rate in the weak interaction
regime can be calculated, assuming a Prandtl number of one, using the general

9

relation for heat transfer given by Cheng,

M3Cu = 0.332 L V"‘
L

Y (2)
2
R dx

s—ipto

“g -1 vpT
3 - | +8%
= ‘3
M Cw 0.332 % |+2/3'Z (3)

were g = YU ) 1 opa)]

The relation in Eq. (3) subsequently will be compared with experimental re-
sults.

As noted earlier, there are a number of solutions available for the strong
interaction regime. The solution used in the present invesgtigation is that given
by Cheng.9 The advantages in this solution are in the fact that it clearly reveals
the role of wall temperature in the strong interaction regime and that the solu-
tion takes account of the effects of shock-wave curvature on shock-wave strength

by using the Busemann formula for the pressure ratioc across the shock wave.



The results for the surface pressure and heat transfer are

—PP; = ‘[?:Kie (4)

3
e (0.cc4+ 1.73:[’.—%)MBCH = 0219V¥(X) ® (5)

T K= elbooarm ) MYSE e = B
= =
Cx =7/‘%5 _'_’L'_; ) JT':,& = %*Lz("‘l:‘)—%cosic

It will be noted that the Chapman-Rubesin constant in Eqs. (4) and (5) is based
on a mean temperature different from that normally used. That aspect of the
problem has been critically examined,g’ 17 and it was concluded that this defi-
nition yielded a better approximation to the average temperature in the boundary
layer,

More recently, solutions have been generated for the boundary layer dis-

placement effects using high-speed computers.ls' 19, 20

In Ref. 18, the local
similarity concept is applied throughout the weak and strong interaction regimes
and the limits of validity are established. The complete tangent-wedge for-
mula (as opposed to the limiting values often applied in weak and strong inter-
action theory) for the pressure ratio across an oblique shock wave is applied in
the inviscid region, and numerical solutions are presented for a variety of
cases. The theory has been tested against exisiing theories and experimental

data and found to be in good agreement. 18

The Strong Shock-Wave Approximations, The accepted practice in strong

interaction developments is to assume that the shock wave is strong. A factor



in the lower limit of validity on X is in these approximations. Some insight
into these limitations can be obtained by writing down the oblique shock-wave
relations for the pressure and density ratio across the shock wave, assuming

the wave angle, (P , 1is small.

P _ 2% 2 .2 -
T W Me? ©

2
+ _¥H

2 2
Me P
The strong shock approximations and their limits of validity are

P 2% 2 o2 P -
-—E:z _—_—X"" MaoCP for "P: >> T_x_'_" (8)

- I=
¥+ (7)

Lo 3L P 4%
() =Y+ for ‘FZ:' >> m {9

The limits of validity are cast into this form since the pressure is measured

in the experiments and consequently provides a convenient method for assessing
the strong shock-wave approximations. It can be seen that the strong shock-
wave approximation, as applied to the pressure across the shock wave, is

P

readily satisfied even in the weak interaction regime for -—P— > 1 . However,
%

this approximation, when applied to the density ratio, introduces a rather

severe limitation which suggests that the strong interaction theory should not

apply for pressure ratios of less than about 25. This point will be considered

further in connection with the experimental results.

10



The Vorticity Interaction and Shock Heating Effects. One approximation

in strong interaction theory is to assume that the pressure and temperature just
outside the boundary layer are equal to those quantities just behind the shock
wave at the same chordwise station. Actually, the streamline which intercepts
the edge of the boundary layer at this station passed through the shock wave at
a more forward station, and hence was processed by a stronger portion of the
bow wave; the shock-wave heating effect.

Another assumption made is that the velocity is uniform in the inviscid
flow between the boundary layer and shock wave. In the physical situation, the
shock wave is curved near the leading edge, thcreby producing a nonuniform
inviscid flow between the boundary layer and the shock wave. This vorticity
interaction, first noted by Ferri and Libby.21 is important in that it alters the
boundary condition to be applied at the edge of the boundary layer.

The effects of shock-wave heating and the vorticity interaction in the
strong interaction regime have been quantitatively examined by Leeszz and sub-
sequently refined by Oguchi.23 In Ref. 22 it is assumed that the pressure dis-
tribution is given by streng interaction theory, and the alterations stemming
from these higher-order effects are examined with a perturbation calculation.
One assumption made is that the changes in the pressure distribution are small
in comparison with the strong interaction result. 1t is demonstrated that the

vorticity at the edge of the boundary layer is invariant with chordwise station,I 2
3%

while the shock-wave heating effect is governed by the parameter, M Rex
The quantitalive effects on surface pressure are estimated by considering the
changes stemming from the alterations in the boundary conditions at the edge of
the boundary layer. It is demonstrated that for an insulated plate, both the

vorticity interaction and the shock-wave heating effect are governed by the

11
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parameter MVRQ_ and that the effect is to increase the pressure,
'S

f‘ ~x[|+F(x)(MV,—§: ]

The important point to be noted here is the form of the result. That is, within
the framework of this perturbation scheme, the influence of the vorticity inter-
action and the shock-wave heating can be examined by separating the strong

P

interaction effects and cons 1dermg—1— —— as influenced by the parameter,

MY

Transport Processes at the Shock Wave. One effect which could account

for the low-~density departures from strong interaction theory is the effect of
the transport processes neglected in the strong interaction theoretical model.
This mechanism was originally examined by Sedov,24 wasg subsequently inves-
tigated by Probstein and Kemp25 and by Cheng1 7 in connection with blunt-body
flows and has recently been included in a formulation of the sharp flat-plate
problem by Probstein and Pa.n.26 The problem arises in writing down the clas-
sical Rankine-Hugoniot equations for the shock wave, which apply if the shock
layer is inviscid. If the shock layer is fully viscous, the classical relations do
not apply.14' 1 However, the Rankine-Hugoniot equations can be generalized
for a viscous shock layer to obtain the boundary conditions to be satisfied at the

shock wave, These can be cast into the following form (Pr = 1) analogous to

the surface slip boundary conditions.

'_U..s 2 s )
Ue * Tty Us (3¢

| — Hs 2 As (DH)
* VAT He V¢

(10)

(11)
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where the subscript, § , refers to conditions behind the shock wave. Using

the following transformation,

[Re. [ Cx P
_w H = Hy A (&P
@'l— ko 5 @=Hw—Hw) v{— T o‘—%d#; ?"o L Pwd"t

and introducing the strong interaction result for the pressure (Eq. (4)., the

boundary conditions at the shock wave (Pr =

"@s ® 063 MiRga, @ s (12)
1 11

| ~®s = oc3M{Be @ (13)

It can be seen that under these conditions, the parameter governing the trans-
X

Rew -
Velocity Jump at the Wall. Slip at the surface is encountered as the den-

port processes at the shock wave is M

sity at the wall is decreased until the molecular mean-free-path at the wall
becomes appreciable. In this case, one must take account of the molecular
energy and momentum exchange at the wall in applying a continuum boundary
layer analysis. That 18, the velocity at the base of the boundary layer is non-
zero, and the temperature at the base of the boundary layer can be different
from the wall temperature.

The classical approach to the velocity jump at the wall, as developed by
Maxwell, effectively is to regard the boundary layer as a nonuniform continuum
flow except for the layer with a thickness of one mean-free-path at the wall. The
molecules at the base of the boundary layer are assumed to have a Maxwellian

velocity distribution, and it is assumed that the velccity jump is given by

13



w, = qun(g’%%')l (14)

where )\ is the mean-free-path, bu. is a constant determining the magnitude
of the velocity jump,- and the subscript, 1 , refers to conditions at the base of
the continuum boundary layer. The constant, bu_ , is determined by intro-
ducing the tangential momentum accommodation coefficient, 'Fr .* and con-
serving the tangential momentum across the free-molecule layer. The

conservation of tangential momentum is expressed as follows:

ﬁ(%); = ‘F.,. [r?.u.. _28# + ‘lz‘/u.(%),} (15)

The term on the left is the net tangential momentum transported through the
boundary layer, the first term on the right is the tangential momentum transfer
for a Maxwellian gas, and the second term on the right is the additional tangen-

27

tial momentum flux. Substituting Eq. {14) in (15), the free constant is ob-

tained.

bu.. = _FT (16)

Enthalpy Jump at the Wall. The classical statement for the temperature

jump is obtained with a similar computation which is based on conserving energy
across the free-molecule layer. It is important to note that in this computation
it is implicitly assumed that the gas is quiescent, and hence the computation

does not rigorously apply for the hypersonic case. The appropriate statement

2 Al -
¥ The tangential accommodation coefficient is defined as "‘1-= ﬁ*?t_—ﬁ where 1

is the tangential momentum, and the subscripts L and v refer to the incident
and reflected quantities.

14



ie that there is a jump in energy or total enthalpy at the wall which can be cal-

culated in a manner analogous to that for the velocity jump.

H = Hw + be)\l %:T)n (17)

3
Introducing the thermal accommodation coefficient, Le , the conservation of

energy across the free-molecule layer is

c'f;( S ae{ #uc KHF?-. (r%)]*'ﬁ‘%.@j;i)' (s

where the term on LHe left is the energy transported through the comtinuum
boundary layer, the first term on the right is energy transferred by a Maxwellian
gas, and the second term on the right is the additional energy transported to

the Maxwellian gas. Substituting Eq. (17) in Eq. (18), the free constant, be .

is

b _ [2= Qe Y1 us (19)
e Pr X‘H Z LRtV (SH)
\
: tr I
The first term in the above relation is that obtained in the classical cal-

culation of the temperature jump. and the second term is the velocity correction
term. The usual argument for neglecting the second term is that it is of second
order in the mean-free-path at the wall. It is important to note that the second
term can be neglected regardless of the magnitude of the mean-free-path
because of the factor, 7{;:

. Consequently, the enthalpy jump is approximately
equal to the classical temperature jump and for Pr =1, Y= 1.0 , the vel-

ocity jump and enthalpy jump are equal. The heat transfer to the wall is the

“ Defined as QLe = if." where E=. is the energy, and the subscript, w ,
refers to the wall c%ndltlor ‘8.

15



term on the left in Fq. (18).

g - B e8] e

This statemen of heat transfer to the wall is comparable with that given by
Maslen.28 taking account of the work due to sliding friction.

Pressure Jump at the Wall. The velocity and enthalpy jumps are the

hypersonic equivalents of the classical slip boundary conditions usually cited
in the literature.27 It is important to note, however, that the energy and only
one component of the momentum have been conserved in deriving these rela-
tions; the normal component of momentum has not beenconsidered. In writing
the conservation of normal momentum across the free-molecule layer, it can
be shown that there is also a pressure jump at the surface. The surface pres-

s 14
sure is

i

P

w

(2-fJR + &P (21)

where PI. is the normal momentum flux per unit area incident on the surface and
Pr is the normal momentum flux per unit area of the molecules re-emitted
from the surface, assuming they are emitted diffusely, and 'Fn is the normal
accommodation coefficient.* In the spirit of the classical slip model, the inci-
dent momentum is simply that of a Maxwellian gas with an additional term to
account for momentum transport through the boundary layer, which to the second

order in X| is

R = mn.'u';z + )\,(-%%), (22)

¥ Defined as ‘E\ = —P"———Pr-—

16



where M is the particle mass, Uy is a mean velocity, and N is the number
of incident molecules per unit volume. The continuity requirement across the
free-molecule layer is

MmN = mnu + 2)\|§g,(mn, uT) (23)
Combining Eqs. (21), {22), and (23) and using the relations in Ref. 14 for the

Maxwellian mass flux and momentum flux it follows that the wall pressure is

& - (- BR8] 328
R F oy ZVTi[' " Ti9gs Al

Within the framework of thin boundary layer analysis, it is usually assumed
that the normal pressure gradient is zerc. Equation (24) shows that in this
case, there is a pressure jump at the surface resulting from the temperature
difference across the free-molecule layer. The importance in the pressure
jump is that it is a direct effect. The velocity and enthalpy jump are important
in that they alter the boundary layer displacement thickness which in turn alters
the induced pressure, Pl . Because of the pressure jump, the wall pressure
is different from the induced pressure in direct proportion tv the velocity and
enthalpy jumps. Evidently this effect has not been previously incorporated in
boundary layer analyses that include surface slip.

In concluding this discussion of the slip boundary conditions, it should be
noted that the classical computation reproduced above is conceptually incon-
sistent and consequently somewhat unsatisfying. In particular, in writing down
the energy, mass, and momentum balance, it is first assumed that the gas one
mcan-free-path from the wall has a Maxwellian velocity distribution, implying

that the boundary layer properties are constant over some undefined height. The

17



fact that the boundary layer is non-Maxwellian is taken into account by adding
on additional terms proportional to the continuum gradients. The slip boundary
conditions have been derived by Patterson from the molecular viewpoint using

a perturbation scheme.29 That calculation assumes the gas is slightly nonuni-
form and the results, given to the first order in >\| , are in close agreemcnt
with those cited here.

Surface Slip in the Strong Interaction Regime. The classical tempw. ature

and velocity jumps have been applied by a2 number of investigators in analyses
of the laminar boundary layer at low densities. The general approach in these
calculations is to determine the changes in the boundary layer displacement
thickness due to slip, and the attendant changes in induced pressure, skin fric-
tion, and heat transfer. One analysis that bears directly on the present results
is a perturbation calculation by Aroesty30 based upon strong interaction theory.
The aim there is to examine the importancc of surface slip in the strong inter-
action regime. The analysis is based on the classical first-order slip boundary
conditions in which the slip velocity and temperature jump are evaluated at the
wall conditions as opposed to conditions at the base of the boundary layer, i, e,
T W (%—f;)w T =T+ b (S @
The analysis does not include the pressure jump. The solution is carried to the
point of setting out the momentum equation describing the first-order slip
effects, which is then solved approximately for the case of an adiabatic wall.
This approximate solution is based on the assumption that the primary effect of

glip stems from the change in the boundary conditions. The result obtained for

the pressure is

18



‘F:E‘ = l%[l + 5 -%;] (26)

where E: is the no-slip strong interaction description of the surface pressure
(for example, Eq. {4)), g., is the no-slip boundary layer displacement thick-
ness, and 5’: is the change in displacement thickness stemming from the

slip boundary conditions. The parameter, W , inits general form is

A pw Uso
W = ﬁ# (27)
(’w/uwuocd'ﬂ-

where \w is the molecular mean-free-path at the wall.

By invoking the strong interaction solution for the pressure, within the
n"

context of the perturbation analysis, the governing parameter becomes

o VEEEWE -

For an adiabatic wall, it is demonstrated that the effect of slip is to decrecase

the displacement thickness, and the final result for the pressure is

%: g[. e e \/-TT(MF)T] (29)

The analysis concludes that for a Prandtl number of one, there is no slip effect

on the heat transfer coefficient.

Leading-Edge Solutions. A number of investigators have examined the

low-density leading-edge problem outside the framework of strong and weak

* . s :
There appears to be a numerizal error in Aroesty's original evaluation of
this parameter.
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boundary layer interactions. The approach used by Oguchi31 is to postulate a
wedge-like continuum flow model with a viscous flow filling the entire region
between the body and the shock wave. A solution, assuming slip effects at the
surface to be negligible, showed that a limited region of constant pressure
should cxist at the leading edge. This problem has been re-examined by the
same author3'2 using the clagsical (velocity and temperature jump) first-order
slip boundary conditions. The inclusion of the classical slip boundary conditions
evidently removes an anomaly in heat transfer that appeared in the earlier

treatment, and the heat transfer now appears to approach a maximum value,

k3
In addition, the governing parameter that arises in this treatment isM\’ Re.

%
Experimentally, this suggests a data correlation with this parameter in the

strong interaction regime and beyond.

The leading -edge problem has also been treated with kinetic theory by

Charwat33' 34, 35

seeking a solution which consgistently yields the free-molecule
limit and defines the initial portions of the transition to the continuum regime.

The problem is complicated since within the framework of the molecular approach,
it is necessary to define the velocity distribution furction for the molecules after
each collision. The uriginal analysis33 introducee certain simplifying assump-
tions to make the pr.blem tractable, The more critical assumptions are:

a) the emission from the wall is equal to the cruss-stream mass flux in the

free stream and invariant with ckordwise location, b) the gas is two-dimensional,
and ¢) only the flux of fiee-stream molecules and molecules that have exper-

ienced one collision is considered. The solution for the surface pressure is

_K 12
-%; = & M3 (1- L) (exp ‘ﬂe"‘—n}]—a)} (30)

+zM &
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If one assumes a Maxwellian distribution of velocities,

- % Ve - Tw ' 1/lT__f‘
K el *2fms  M-Mis

The heat transfer has been calculated by the present authors from the original

analysis as

.4

MGH"' {(H%TZ(I ,,) [ I+C‘-XP (E—l)}]HC_ﬁ' (31)

In a subsequent report,35 the original solutions were modified and free
constants introduced in order to minimize the inaccuracies caused by the neces-
sary approximations. These constants were determined by assuming a normal
momentum accommodation coefficient of unity and matching the solution with
limited experimental pressure dal:a.36 This procedure is a useful device for
empirically correlating various data. However, a consistent application of the
determined constants in a relation to calculate heat transfer leads to the con-

35

clusion that the thermal accommodation coefficient must be 0. 4. Such a re-

sult is contrary to the experimental data cited in Section V.,
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111, EXPERIMENTAL APPARATUS

The low-density investigations described here were made in the CAL Six-
Foot Hypersonic Shock Tunnel, Certain high~density, low Mach number
experiments were made with the flat-plate model in the CAL 48" Hypersonic
Shock Tunnel to completely span the transition between the classical thin bound-
ary layer regime and the strong interaction regime. Both of these facilities
have been reported in available literature> » 38 and only those aspects of the
facilities that have direct bearing on the present results will be described here.

A. The Six-Foot Hypersonic Shock Tunnel

The CAL Six-Foot Shock Tunnel utilizes the tailored-interface principle of
operation. Its important features, with regard to the present research, are
the wide range of test conditions that can be obtained, the mode of operation,
and the uniformity of the flow in the test section.

The Six-Foot Shock Tunnel is designed to produce reservoir pressures of
252000 atmospheres and reservoir temperatures of 4000 - 8000°K in uncontam-
inated air. The tunnel is currently operated at reservoir pressures up to 1300
atm, and at reservoir temperatures cf 4000 - 7000°K. The present investigations
were made at a nominal reservoir temperature of about 4000°K, and over a
pressure range of 25 - 450 atmospheres. The mode of operation selected for the
research was to use a heated driver (675°K) consisting of a mixture of two parts
of hydrogen and one part of helium. With this mixture, effective interface tai-
loring was obtained at a shock Mach number of about 6. 25, producing a reservoir
temperature of about 4000°K. This particular reservoir temperature was
selected tu provide a test section static temperature high enough to prevent

liquefaction and to insure that the thermochemical nonequilibrium effects in the
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nozzle expansion would be small. This latter consideration is discussed more
fully in the next section.

B. Tunnel Calibrations

An important congideration in low-density experiments is that of flow uni-
formity in the test section. The flows were calibrated in the present investi-
gation at each test condition. The calibrations consisted of measuring the
distribution of pitot pressures across the test section, using piezoelectric pres-
sure transducers developed at CAL, 39 and measuring the flow angularity on
the tunnel centerline with a pair of flat-plate models.

The pitot pressure calibrations, Fig. 1, demonstrate that at low densi-
ties, the wall boundary layer tends to close. The lowest test section density
(Re ¥ 350 1/in, ) produced a useable inviscid core of about 6 inches. At the
higher reservoir pressures, the flow is acceptably uniform over at least the
center 3 feet of the test section, and there is no evidence of the wall boundary
layer.

The flow angularity calibration was based on the experimental observation
that at low densities, a region of nearly constant heat transfer exists over a
considerable portion of a sharp flat plate near the leading edge. A pair of amall
scale models (Fig, 2) were built to obtain detailed heat transfer information in
this region. These were mounted with the instrumented surfaces parallel and
facing each other, and tested in a null-type experiment. The angle of attack of
the array was varied over a small range to determine the flow angularity; that
is, the angle at which both models indicated the same heat transfer rates. The
advantage in this technique is that in the approach to free-molecule flow, the
heat trangfer on a flat plate is remarkably sensitive to angle of attack. Typically,

a one degree change in angle of attack produces a 70% change in heat transfer
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rate., Consequently, flow angularity is measured with a precision of about
to.1°.

The heat transfer rate used in these calibrations was an average value in
the region where the heat transfer rate was essentially invariant with the chord-
wise position. Typical results obtained at the lowest density condition used in
this research are presented in Fig. 3. The data in the upper half of the figure
are plotted as a function of geometric angle of attack, and indicate a flow
angularity of about 0. 1°. The self-consistency cf these data is demonstrated
in the lower half of the figure where thc indicated angularity has been applied
to the data from both models, and plotted as a function of aerodynamic angle of
attack, The fact that the data from both models produce a smooth curve demon-
strates that the inferred flow angularity is valid. The measured angularity at
the other test conditions was 0.1 -0.15°; it is concluded that the effects of flow
angularity are comparable with or smaller than the experimental scatter.

C. Models and Instrumentation

Two flat-plate models were used in the experimental research., The small-
scale model, shown in Fig. 2, was designed to investigate thc leading-edge
region, and consisted of fourteen thin-film (platinum) the rmometers mounted on
a Pyrex-brand glass plate. This glass plate was bonded to a steel plate.
Typically, these thermometers were . 02" x . 25' and near the leading edge were
spaced about . 02" apart. All fourteen gages were located within about 1" from
the leading edge, and under typical test conditions, five gages were within one
ambient mean-free-path from the leading edge. The first gage was at the lead-
ing edge. The gage lead wires were gold films about 2 microns thick, leading

to conventional lead wires at the model extremities. The entire model was

24



coated with titanium dioxide about 0. 1 microns thick to prevent electrical short-
ing in ionized flows. The operating principles of the thin-film gage as well as
the coated gage have been described in the literature,40' 41, 42 and will not be
reviewed here.

The leading edge was flat-faced with a thickness estimated to be less than
. 005", The wedge angle of the lower surface was 30°. During the experiments
at zero angle of attack, it was found that the first gage indicated a heat transfer
rate about twice that at the next station. It has been determined that this
behavior was due to heat conduction from the blunt leading edge and the lower
surface. Under free-molecule conditions, the heat transfer to the blunt leading
edge and to the wedge lower surface is respectively sixty times and thirty times
greater than that to the upper surface. Heat conduction calculations showed
this was sufficient to cause a 100% change in indicated heat transfer to the in-
strumented surface. Experiments were made with the instrumented surface
shielded from the flow to measure the heating from both surfaces. These veri-
fied the above calculation, ,This is the first instance known to the authors where
the assumption of one-dimensional heat transfer was not valid. Careful con-
sideration of these effects are nccessary when investigating low-density
leading-edge phenomena. Those data that were affected by this additional heat-
ing are not reported.

The large-scale flat plate consisted of a steel plate with detachable lead-
ing and trailing edges. The model instrumentation shown in Fig. 4 included
platinum thin-film resistance thermometers and piezoelectric pressure trans-
ducers. The primary thermometers and pressure transducers were equi-
distant from the midspan position. Thermormeters at spanwise locations were

included to provide a continuous check on finite span effects. Similarly, three
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chordwise extensions were used to obtain a quantitative measure of effects
associated with the finite chord length. The thermometers were on glass but-
tons, mounted in removable sleeves to facilitate instrumentation changes, The
detachable leading edge was instrumented with thermometers up to 0. 3 inches
from the leading edge, and with a pressure transducer 0. 61 inches from the
leading edge. The leading edge was honed to a thickness of the order of 5 x 1074
inches.

The piezoelectric transducers are those described in Ref. 39. Briefly,
they are diaphragm-type transducers driving modified lead-zirconium-titanate
crystals. The nominal output is 2 volts/psi, and the transducers have been
used in the present research to measure pressures as low as 2 x 1074 psi. An
important consideration in low-density experiments is the lag time associated
with pressure orifice size and tube internal volume. This aspect was examined
within the framework of both continuum and free-molecule concepts, 43 It was

concluded that with an orifice area of 15 x 10_3 in.z, an orifice length of

6 x 107 in., and an internal volume of 11 x 10-'3 in.3 , the lag time should be
about 200 microseconds. In the subsequent experiments it was impossible to
quantitatively assess the lag time since it was smaller than the tunnel starting
time (about 1 millisecond). However, the pressure data were found to achieve
a steady value within 200 - 300 microseconds after the thermometers showed the
tunnel had started.

In the interests of aerodynamic cleanliness, the large-scale model was
supported by 8 wires 1/16" in diameter and attached at the model extremities.

The instrumentation lead wires were let out of the model under surface and

hidden in the shadow of the lower surface support wires. The support wires
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were connected to the tunnel walls through springs to minimize accelerations
that could excite the pressure transducers.

All data were recorded on standard oscilloscopes and high-speed oscillo-
graphs. Special instrumentation was constructed at CAL to record the low heat
transfer levels measured. In order to eliminate the numerical data reduction
procedures to relate the measured surface temperatures to heat transier rates,
analogue circuits have been devised to accomplish the numerical integration
during the e:-:periment:.ql‘!= However, these are effectively filters and thereby
attenuate the electrical signal. Recent modifications were made in the circuit
networks to include low-noise amplifying stages which decreased the noise level
by about two orders of magnitude.4z During related relen.rch.‘Irs heat transfer
levels as low as 2 x 10°% Btu/ft2 sec. (corresponding to 1072 *K temperature

change in 1 millisecond) were measured with a signal-to-noise ratio of about 15,
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IV, AMBIENT TEST SECTION CONDITIONS

The experiments in the 48-inch Hypersonic Shock Tunnel were made at
reservoir temperatures of about 3000°K and at reservoir pressures of 50-400
atm. These conditions are sufficiently moderate that in the nozzle expansion,
the air can be regarded as in thermo-chemical equilibrium. Consequently, the
ambient test section conditions were determined following the equilibrium cal-
culation described below. A

As noted earlier, the low density experiments in the Six-Foot Hypersonic
Shock Tunnel were made at a reservoir temperature of about 4000°K and with
reservoir pressures of 25-450 atm. These conditions were selected to prevent
liquefaction in the test section and to minimize the thermochemical nonequilibrium
effects in the nozzle expansion. The alterations due to nonequilibrium were taken
into account by calculating the test section conditions assuming an equilibrium
nozzle expansion, and then introducing the changes stemming from nonequilibrium.

The reservoir conditions for near-tailored-interface operation are deter-
mined, using equilibrium air calculations, by measuring the speed of the incident
shock wave and the reservoir pressure. The departures from ideal tailored-
interface conditions are taken into account by assuming isentropic wave processes
caused the observed departures. The equilibrium test section conditions are
determined, assuming an isentropic expansion, from the measured pitot pressure

and the hyperscnic approximations

] 2
Ho = z Um (32)

R = rooU:(l"%“"...) (33)

'
where & is the density ratio across a normal shock wave and PO is the

pitot pressure. The results of this procedure have been checked with exact
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numerical results and have been found to be accurate to + 0, 4% over the range
of test conditions covered here,

The effects of thermochemical nonequilibrium in the nozzle expansion were
calculated using the computer program developed by Eschenrceder, et al. 45
Results obtained with this machine program were recently compared with limited
experimental data by Hall, el a146 and found to be in good agreement. Egquilibrium
and nonequilibrium solutions were obtained for reservoir conditions approximating
those obtained in the experiments; Jo = 4000°K, [o = 25, 100, 300 atm.
These solutions were run only to ann axial station in the nozzle expansion where
the flow was completely frozen and could be regarded as ideal. The solutions were
then extended to the test section conditions by assuming an isentropic expansion
and a specific heat ratio K = 1.4, The important item to be noted in this pro-
cedure is that both the equilibrium and nonequilibrium solutions must be extended
to the measured pitot pressure.

A discussion of the aerodynamic parameters pertinent to the present research
is given in Sections Il and V. A tabulation of the nonequilibrium corrections to these
parameters is given in Table I for each of the three nominal reservoir conditions
used in this research. The subscripts, N and & , refer to nonequilibrium
and equilibrium values, respectively. The important item to be noted in Table I
is the magnitude of the nonequilibrium corrections to certain of the established aero-
dynamic parameters. For example, consider the strong interaction parameters,
MaCH ) —F' and i , at a reservoir pressure of 25 atm. The non-
equilibrium c::orrections are respectively 53%, 26%, and 14%. This illustrates

that careful attention must be given to nozzle nonequilibrium effects when inter-

preting conventional aerodynamic test information obtained even at the modest tem-

perature of 4000°K.
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TABLE I

Nozzle Nonequilibrium Effects on the Governing
Aerodynamic Parameters

To =4000°K

7A 25 atm 100 atm 300 atm

Hoq 1. 142 1.076 - 1. 026
On

Cun 1. 068 1. 037 1.013

N
>

1.123 1. 044 1. 023

P

. 543 1.220 1. 090

3C‘H 1.532 1.183 1,086
Hle

(P/Pw)n 1.260 1. 090 1. 046
(P/Poo e

. 138 1.059 1. 036

‘
n IZ

SCH/ % 1. 182 1. 096 1.033
My x‘;e
&_EZ_P"’_L 1. 068 1.037 1.013
e /R e
%%ﬁ 1/1.068 1/1.037 1/1.013
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V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

The experimental program consisted of testing the large-scale and small-
scale flat plates at zero-angle of attack and at large angles of attack. Surface
pressure and heat transfer rates were measured in all experiments with the
large-scale flat plate, but only heat transfer data will be reported for the wedge-
flow experiments. The pressure data from those experiments generally confirmed
the theoretical conclusion that the surface pressure would be the ideal wedge pres-
sure, The wedge flow experiments will be discussed {first to demonstrate the
dominant effects due to transport processes at the shock wave.

A. Wedge Flow Results

As indicated previously, one important aspect of low density wedge flows is
that they offer a means for isolating a single fluid dynamic mechanism and studying
it in detail. In the theoretical stu.dy17 it was shown thi. the effects of all other mech-
anisms were numerically small in comparison with that due to the transport processes.
The purpose of the experiments is to verify the theoretical results, duplicating as
closely as possible the theoretical assumptions.

One important experimental requirement in checking the theory is on the wedge
angle. The competing low density effects can be suppressed and certain of the the-
otetical assumplions are valid only if the wedge angle is sufficiently large. However,
the theory assumes that the shock wave is attached, which requires that the wedge
angle be less than about 42°, For these reasons, the verifying experiments were
made with wedge angles of 20°, 30°, and 40°. These results are presented and com-
pared with the theory in Fig. 5. It can be seen that the experimental results are
generally in good agreement with the theory with the experimental data falling some-

what above the theory. In the high density limit (large values ofc—|o;C— xﬁe - )s
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the theory approaches the Blasius solution for FDr = 1. The average of the exp-
erimental data falls some 10%-15% above the Blasius limit, suggesting that the
difference between theory and experiment can be attributed to the assumption of
Pr = 1. As a check on this hypothesis, a semi-empirical formu.la16 which takes
account of Prandtl numbers different from unity was compared with the results in
the high density limit. This approximate calculation was about 7% above the theory,
lending support to the hypothesis that the observed differences between theory and
experiment are due to differences in Prandtl number,

An important consideration in wedge flow experiments is the effect of a
finite wedge length. The theory is based upon a semi-infinite model, while exper-

iments must use {inite model lengths. The experiment then has a strong expansion

fan situated at the model trailing edge which can influence the upstream portion of
the model through the subsonic portions of the viscous layer. This effect can be
evaluated by comparing the data obtained with the large scale and small scale models
at comparable test conditions. Some of the instrumentation on both models were
at equivalent chordwise stations. The effects of finite chord length should be neg-
ligibly small for the leading erdge instrumentation on the large model. If there is
a trailing edge effect, it should be apparent in the data from the small scale model,
The comparison in Fig, 6 shows the data from the two models agree well in the
regions where there was instrumentation duplication and that there is no system-
atic difference between the data from the two models.

The range of wedge-angles over which the theory is applicable is important,
The data reported here show the theory is valid for wedge angles of 20°-40°; exper-
iments are now in progress to better define that range. Preliminary results show

that the theory is not applicable for wedge angles of 10°, and is not applicable near
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the leading edge for wedge angles that cause shock wave detachment, The

experiments indicate the theory does apply over certain portions of the wedge

for angles as large as 75°,

Two conclusions from the wedge flow results have bearing on the zero-

angle of attack experiments. First, the theory is adequate over the entire density

range (from the thin boundary layer regime to the free-molecule limit), although
small inaccuracies (10%-15%) apparently stem from the assumption of Pr = 1.
Second, since the dominant fluid mechanism causing the low density departures
from the thin boundary layer regime is the transport processes, these results
provide a basis for determining the conditions when transport effects first become

evident. Comparing the faired curve (averaging the high density data) with the low

density data, it can be seen that the low density departures begin at

| Rqu 2 .3tod.
cos ¥ M*Cx

the zero angle of attack data, this expression conservatively corresponds to

M/SLx |

B. Zero-Angle of Attack

In terms of the parameter to be used in examining

The flat plate experiments at zero angle of attack covered a range of Mach
numbers and Reynolds numbers to include the transition from the weak to the sirong
interaction regime through the approach to fres-molecule flow. Heat transfer
measurements will be reported for Knudsen numbers as large as ézf. = 5,
and pressure measurements will be reported for Knudsen numbers as large as
1/5. Since the greatest body of theorelical work is derived from the continuum view-
point, the data will be discussed with the aim of improving the understanding in this
area and explaining the departures from established continuum theory. Separate

comparisons will be made with the applicable leading edge solutions,
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Transition Between Weak and Strong Interactions. The heat transfer

and pressure data obtained at zero angle of attack have been cast into the viscous
interaction parameters and are presented in Figs. 7 and 8. The heat transfer
data are compared with the theory for zero pressure gradient, the weak inter-
action theory derived from the first-order result for the pressure (Eq. 3}, and
with strong interaction theory from Ref. 9 (Eq. 5). Lees' theory4 is nearly
coincident with that shown, and is not included here. The pressure data are
compared with the first-order weak and the strong interaction theories, Eqs.
(1) and (4), as well as with that of Ref. 4. It can be seen that there are notable
departures from strong interaction theory at small and large values of X

The departures exhibited by the heat transfer data at low values of x
define the transition to the weak interaction regime. This behavior was critically
9,13

examined in previous experiments. This transition in heat transfer is accurately

predicted within weak interaction theory if the higher order terms are retained in
the heat transfer formula, Eq. (3). Figure 7 indicates that the transition between
the two regimes is rather narrow, and for practical purposes, it is defined by

5 € X { 20. The correlation of the pressure data with weak and strong inter-
action theories, Fig. 8, shows larger departures. The data at the smallest values
of X agree well with both weak and strong interaction theory, indicating the tran-
gition regime.

Strong Shock Wave Approximations. It was noted earlier that the strong

shock wave approximations evidently could impose severe limitations on strong
interaction theory, especially as they influence the density ratio. The inferred
limits, given by Eqs. (8) and (9), suggest the theory should break down for

_E__ ,é 25, The agreement between theory and experiment for,_B_ 2

% 2

2.3
2,
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’K % 10-20, especially away from the leading edge {decreasing x ),
suggest that the strong shock wave approximations do not impose any effective
limit on theory. Indeed, the agreement between theory and experiment is as

good for —E » 2 as for _E A 20.
= F

)
The data in Figs. 7 and 8 show large departures from strong interaction

theory at large values of X . This behavior has been experimentally ob-

served by others. 36, 47 In that work, it was hypothesized that these depariures

stemmed from the effects of velocity slip and temperature jurmp at the surface.
This conclusion was reached on the basis of correlations similar to those in Figs.
7 and 8 and on the basis of Schlicren observations. In view of the competing low
density effects described in Section II that exist in the strong interaction regime,
and the importance of identifying the governing mechanisms, a more critical
assessment of this hypothesis is warranted.

Low Dengity Effects on Viscous Interactions. Before proceeding with the

discuseion of the higher-order fluid dynamic mechanisms, it must be noted that
some of the low density departures observed in Figs. 7 and 8 could stem from
finite trailing edge effects. To check this possibility, the large scale flat-plate
model was tested at one of the lower density conditions with three different trailing
edge configurations; the test trailing edge extension (5" long), no trailing edge
extension, and a 10" trailing edge extension. Typical results of this investigation
are shown in Fig. 9. The form for presenting the data here will be developed sub-
sequently. The important item is the fact that the data with all three trailing edge
configurations agree within the scatter of the data, demonstrating that no discernable
effect due to a finite trailing edge was present.

It was stated earlier that four effects neglected in the strong interaction

regime are the vorticity interaction, the shock wave heating, the effects of surface
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slip and the effects of transport processes at the shock wave, Moreover, these
Cx

four effects are all governed by the same parameter, M Re, ° and because

of the perturbation analysis used in the derivations, the effects all enter in the

same manner,

_ﬁ_ - 5‘( [ | + CONS‘I‘.(M é:ﬁ )n]
[:iacH ~ '7(%[| 4+ CONST (M -E-é"f:)m]

The importance of these four effects in the strong interaction regime can then be

_ 3
examined in correlations of _| _B_ vs M X and M CH
0

Re. 7 g
K
vs M V Re% . These correlations are shown in Figs. 10 and 11 and

are compared with strong and weak interaction theories. The equations for each

of these theories in terms of M\/ R:; follow from Eqs. (1), (3), (4), and (5).

Weak Interaction:

0
.E:/}-*—__Mi____‘_ (34)
M B

MQ(M\/%I) (35)

’I
"

M
where
&

- W=V A(R) +28(R)]

= [g: (€ (0.664 + |.73—'T_:":'.) (36)

(]

[

E
X

1l

0.219 \/Ye (0.cc4 +1.73 :',_—_g-)' (37)
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Strong interaction theory appears in Figs. 10 and 11 as a horizontal line
which varies only with the wall temperature ratio. The departures from the
strong interaction regime are then evident as an increase and a decrease in
.|_ _E_ and M_slg at the weak interaction limit and the low density
lznit,wrespectively. Itlshould be noted in Eqs. (34) and (35) that this is not a
generalized correlation in that there is 2 Mach number dependence in the weak
interaction regime.

Figure 10 shows that the heat transfer data correlate well in both the weak
interaction and the strong interaction regimes, and that this correlation is quite
satisfactory for defining a low-density limit to the strong interaction regime;
that is, M ‘ﬁg';é 1/5. The scatter in the weak interaction and strong inter-

action regimes is about + 8%, typical of experimental accuracy in shock tunnels.

For values of M\/ C: > 1/5, the data in Fig. 10 are seen to scatter and to
separate into two fairly :;istinct branches, corresponding to the higher and lower
density test conditions. Examination of Fig. 8 shows that for the two runs at the
lowest densities, the pressurc was essentially constant over the entire model,

analogous to that in free-molecule flow. In contrast, the pressure variation for
the two higher density runs was about half of that predicted by strong interaction
theory. It was noted earlier the parameter governing the vorticity interaction,

Cx
the shock wave heating, and the slip effects was M Re only if the pressure
Y

distribution was that given by strong interaction theory. The lack of correlation
=
for M g > 1/5 can be interpreted as a consequence of the fact that the
Yy
pressurc is no longer adequately described by strong interaction theory.
The pressure data, Fig, 11, qualitatively show the sarne behavior as the

heat transfer data, except that the departures are more evident. There is
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virtually no strong interaction regime under the test conditions for the present

experiments. Indeed, these suggest the limit on the strong interaction regime

. JSx g
is M B, & 1/10.

As noted earlier, experimentally it is not feasible to distinguish hetween
the four effects encountered in the strong interaction regime because all are
essentially of the same order. It can be concluded, however, that the net result

of all four effects, in the case of the cold wall, is to cause a decrease in pres-

/Cx
sure and heat transfer for values of M > 1/10 - 1/5 .

Rex

Generalization of Governing Parameters. It is evident that the separate

effects of the vorticity interaction, shock wave heating, transport processes at
the shock, and the slip boundary conditions cannot be examined within the frame-
work of strong interaction theory. But it is important that the mechanism governing
the observed departures from strong interaction theory be better identified to guide
further theoretical developments. Considerable insight into the dominant mech-
anism can be obtained by generalizing the parameter governing each of the higher-

_ . Cx
order effects. It was previously observed that the data correlation in M F—

L")
might cease to be valid because the strong interaction description of the pressure
distribution becomes inaccurate. The generalization of the governing paramecters
then consists of retaining the pressure terms, as opposed to assuming; ~ X
(-]

Neglecting the details of the development, it can he shown that each of the higher-
order effects is governed by the following parameters,

Vorticity Interaction

& ), -

Shock Wave Heating

B I o - |

P |? (38)
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Surface Slip and Shock Transport Processes

M4-
WD ~ | Rex Cx

[ &7

The dominant mechanisms can now be identified by inspection. Consider

2

(40)

the heat transfer data in Fig. 10 and the effect of substituting each of the para-

meters, Eqs, (38), (39 ), and (40), for M\/Re* . The pressure data,

Fig. 12, shows that both the vorticity interaction parameter and the shock wave

Cx

, would tend to aggravate
Re,; 244 )

heating parameters, when substituted for M
the correlation of the heat transfer data, The pressure level under the lowest
density conditions is smaller than that at higher densities. Consequently, when

3
substituting Eqs. (38 ) and { %9) for M RE~A , the two low density branches

would tend to separate. In contrast, Eq. (40) shows that parameter varies inver-
sely with the square-root of the pressure ratio, which would tend to bring the

low-density data into agreement. Hence, an improved data correlation should

3
be obtained in terms of M_Q and I P as a function of the

parameter in Eq. (40). Xi i a

One can employ a semi-empirical procedure to show that a consistent data
correlation can be obtained in terms of the parameter governing surface slip and
the transport effects. This was done by Vidal and Witi:liff,48 and consists of
noting in Fig. 12 that the pressure distribution for each experiment is well rep-

resented by _E. ~ _!_n , where the exponent, V1 , varies with ambient
y &

density. The parameter in Eq. (40 ) can then be integrated to yield
byt :

(41)
The heat transfer and pressure data ian then be correlated consistently in plots
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!

of —=%% and T 'E" vs «) . Such a correlation is of practical
A1 7‘ Foo

use in that it graphically demonstrates that the slip effects and/or transport

effects dominate over the vorticity interaction and shock wave heating effects

in this low-density regime. The question still remains as to the relative impor-

tance of surface slip and the transport processes at the shock wave.

Surface Slip and Shock Transport Processes. The relative magnitudes

of surface slip and the effects of shock transport processes in the present experi-
ments can be assessed by comparing the boundary conditions for each, Eqs. (10),
(11), (14 ), and ( 17). The ratio of the velocity decrement at the shock wave
to the slip velocity at the surface and the ratio of the enthalpy decrement at the

shock wave to the enthalpy jump at the surface are approximately
Us

| - Us xl-Hi ~>\s(§_%)s

x (42)
Noting that for low temperatures, N~ I z , and that the measured sur-

-0

face pressure can be used in the oblique shock relations to calculate the temperature

ratio across the shock wave,
Ts o 20060 Mo o fi=t P o 4~ 2(¥-1)
Te ¥+ 1)? MP (b’*’l) +(1(+l)2 A+ M2 P

2.0 . Y+
M<P~!2—;%

it is possible to estimate the relative magnitudes of the slip ¢ffects and the shock

transport effects. The ambient stream temperature in these cxperiments was

about 60°K, and the wall temperature was about 300°K, The ratio of the mean-

free-path at the shock wave to that at the surface was >\s = 3/4 to 1/8,
w

depending on the ambient density level. 'T'he larger value of this ratio occurred

during the higher density experiments where the departures from strong interaction
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theory were small. If this is to be ascribed to the shock layer becoming fully
vigcous, this experiment would then correspond to the initial oscillation between
the shock wave and the viscous layer. The velocity gradient at the shock wave

would then be small in comparison with that at the surface, and

e 3;)5 < ()

At the lower densities, —%sw— A 1/8, and if the velocity gradient at the
shock is taken to be comparable to that at the wall, the effects of transport pro-
cesses at the shock wave would still be an order of magnitude smaller than the
effects of surface slip. Consequently, it is concluded that the effecta of trans-
port processes at the shock wave were always small in comparison with those
due to surface slip in the present experiments,

Thig conclusion is verified by the experimental data. In the discussion of
wedge flows it was noted that shock wave slip was the dominant mechanism there
and that the effects of shock wave slip were first apparent for M‘ 'ﬁfv. © 1.0,
Examination of Figs, 10 and 1] shows that the low-~density departures become
important at much higher densities (M\/%“ 1/10 - 1/§than in the wedge-
flow case. Moreover, the temperature at the shock wave in the wedge-flow case
is about an order of magnitude greater than in the zero-angle of attack case. For
theae reasons, it is concluded that the dominant mechanism causing the ob-nrvoq
low-density departures is slip at the surface,

Effects of the Pressure Jump., The final argument to demonstrate that the

observed departures from strong interaction theory stem from surface slip is to
compare these departures with the pressure jump. As noted earlier, the theory of

Ref. 30 is based on a perturbation method applied to strong interaction theory tu
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examine the first-order slip effects. The theory is applicable only for the case
of an adiabatic wall, due to the approximations invoked to effect a solution. In
addition, this theory treats the classical velocity and temperature jump effects
but neglects the pressure jump. The pressure data are compared with the
theory in Fig. 11. The pressure jump as given earlier (Eq. 24) and as given

in Ref, 29 has been applied to the results of the slip analysis as follows,

LR [_‘_ f’-_] [_v_v] (43)
TR IXE IR
where the first term on the right is the result given in Ref. 30 and reproduced
here as Eg. 29 , and the second term is the pressure jump. It can be seen that
the changés in the induced pressure due to alterations in the boundary layer dis-
placement thickness are small compared with the pressure jump. The approximate
theory including the pressure jump predicts the general behavior of the data, though
of course the data do not correlate in terms of M ﬁjﬁ: alone. It is informative
to note that the approximate calculation shows that there should be significant slip
effects (10% or greater) in the weak interaction regime M E‘f; = ]()‘2‘ and

that the data obtained at the highest densities are close to the weak interaction limit.

Discussion of the Slip Boundary Conditions. The slip boundary conditions,

given by Eqs. 14 and 17 are usually replaced by the first-order boundary con-
ditions; that is, the mean-free-path is evaluated at the wall conditions instead of
conditions at the base of the boundary layer. The validity of this approximation

can he tested by transforming the correct boundary conditions, and comparing them

with the first-order boundary condition. With the following transformation,

Q-1 @=ﬂﬁ,*7=@f}ﬁdm 7 [GEd
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the slip boundary conditions are

@1(0) 'I%*VTFX(!—O j,-—%/— % Mvgw M‘?’ @“(O) (44)

(o) %‘—VTVY(Y-Q !/:l‘—j:\/—% M\/%:\/M?Q;@.l(o) (45)

The first-order slip boundary conditions obtain if one replaces __l__'_. with unity.

w
If, however, the slip boundary conditions are again substituted, quadratic expres-

sions in @'l (O) and @(O) are obtained. For the purpose of illustration,
let us assume local similarity so that @y( (O) = @(O) . The resulting slip

boundary condition is

@1(03 - ©(o) = ;(ﬁ%})+ (l;_—z)z :;3)24-‘[‘:,1 "_-%1 (46)

M= _\;_Vrrm—l) M;-C* M\/R; @11(0)

The first-order slip boundary condition is usually obtained by noting that all of

I

where

the terms in Eq. (46) are of higher order in r‘ than the last term under the

v ™ oo [
CI)-((O) vh\/ﬁ_——ﬁ'\/% AN (47)

Examination of Eq. (46) in light of the cited experimental data shows that

radical so that

this boundary condition is valid only for the case of an adiabatic wall, Tw —1.0.

To

This can be seen by invoking the strong intcraction pressure distribution to evaluate

the tranaformed chordwise variable.
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For

B . B xe(ocen+ 1.751-:"‘1)7"( ,

2 3 T
X (48)
\\’Cv.

\\_4% - €3V3 (occt v LT M

- L
AR —Y )
z R V2 (oces + 113 L) R
Q =iy 2
‘ . Ty = ~ ( _C._*L)?
Now, for a typical cold-wall case .___r!ﬂ. ~ 01 ) r' X M Re

(]
The experimental data show that the low-density departures from strong inter-

r

action theory begin at [-12 ~ 0.1, and all of the terms in the correct
slip boundary condition, Eq. (46), are of the same order. Consequently it is

not valid to consider a first-order slip boundary condition on the basis of ordering
the parameter r‘ alone. The wall temperature effect can be of equal impor-
tance and the entire slip boundary condition must be retained for the case of a

cold wall,

Comparison with Continuum Leading-Edge Solutions. In the discussion on

the available theories it was noted that the leading-edge problem had been treated
by Oguchi with continuum concepts assuming slip at the surface could be neglected, 31
and taking account of the classical {first-order) velocity and temperature jumps at
the surface. 32 The basis for this theory was originally noted in Ref. 14 where it

was shown that at the leading edge, the flow should approach a wedge flow; that is,
a straight shock wave. This model is treated in detail in Refs. 31 and 32 to effect

a solution. Note that in those developments the model used is one in which the

shock layer is fully viscous., However, in order to use the uniform-flow Rankine-
Hugoniot relations, it is required that the shear vanish at the shock wave. This is

conceptually difficult to accept but the neglect of shock wave slip does not appear

critical in view of the preceding discussion. In addition, the pressure jump is
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neglected.
The slip and no-slip solutions, as numerically reported in Ref. 32, are

compared with the present experiments in Figs. 13 and 14 as CH and

Cx
! 7 .B_ ve. M =3 . Both figures show again that a universal data cor-
MZ Py ey

relation is not obtained within these parameters. In addition, both theories given
by Oguchi overestimatc the heat transfer. This could stem from the first-order
boundary conditions which underestimate the magnitude of the slip velocity and
enthalpy jump by a factor of 2 to 3.

An interesting item to be noted in the theory of Ref. 32 is the fact that a
significant slip effect on heat transfer is predicted. This is in contrast to other

results for zero-pressure gra.dient28

ient30 where it is concluded that there is no effect of slip on heat transfer because

and for a strong interaction pressure grad-

of the additional sliding friction term. The fact that the experiments show a de-
creased heat transfer level lends partial support to the solutions based on a wedge
flow.

The pressure data, Fig. 14, show the same general features as the heat
transfer data. The slip and no-slip solutions from Ref. 32 appear to agree with
the general trend of the data obtained at the higher densities, but this is largely
fortuitous because the governing parameters do not produce a general correlation.
The pressure jump given by Eq. (24) has been applied to the slip solution, and it
can be seen that the results are in reasonable agreement with the data obtained at
the lowest test densities. Again, this cannot be interpreted as a confirmation of

the theory because the theory does not produce a general correlation.

Comparison with Kinetic Theory. Solutions have been obtained by Charwat,

using-approximate kinetic theory, for the leading-edge problem. 33,34,35 The
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pressure data reported here are not rigorously applicable for testing this theory
since the measurements were made 5-100 ambient mean-free~paths from the
leading edge. They do, however, provide a qualitative check on the theoretical
trends. The heat transfer data obtained with the small-scale model provide
detailed information throughout the transition range and offer a quantitative check
on the theory.

The leading-edge heat transfer data are presented in Fig. 15, normalized by
the theoretical result for free-molecule heat transfer (unit accommeodation coef-
ficient) and plotted in terms of distance from the leading edge in ambient mean-
free-path length. There are two items to be noted in these data. First, both
sets of data indicate that in the limit of S'X\_: — 0

coefficient will appreach unity. * Second, the heat transfer approaches a near-

, the thermal accommodation

constant value several mean-free-paths from the leading edge.

One point of potential importance in interpreting the heat transfer data, Fig.
15, is the fact that the model was heated by the current in the thin-film thermometers.
Since the gages were not uniformly spaced, the model had a nonuniform axial
temperature distribution. The model temperature was inferred after the experi-
ments by recording the gage resistance under typical pre-test conditions. These
steady-state surface temperatures are presented in Fig. 16, It can be seen that the

temperature gradient near the leading edge was quite severe and one might have to

In this connection, it should be noted that the surface was titanium dioxide and
no unusgual attempts were made to clean the surface. In the normal course of the
experiments, the model was maintained at a temperature of about 150-250°F and
at a pressure of about 0.1 - 1. 0 pHg for one to two hours before the experiment,
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¥ X s
take account of thermal creep in applying these data. The correction due to
thermal creep has not been included in any correlations presented here, It has
been estimated that the maximum velocity due to thermal creep is about 5% of

the free-stream velocity.

It was noted in the discussion of the theories (Section II) that the approximate

kinetic theory for the leading edge problem33 might be quantitatively inaccurate

owing to the approximations employed in accounting for the incident and re-emitted
molecules. The theory should, however, identify the governing parameters and pro-
vide a basis for correlating different experiments. The heat transfer data are cor-
related in terms of those parameters and compared with the kinetic theory in Fig.
17. It can be seen that the theoretical parameters correlate the data from the two
experiments reasonably well with a scatter of about 8%. In the free-molecule limit,
the theory overestimates the heat transfer by a factor of about 5, If the theory is
forced to the correct free~-molecule limit, as in Ref. 35, it is found that the theory
predicts the heat transfer with reasonable accuracy for values of the abscissa of
less than unity, the theoretical range of validity,

The pressure data are compared with the kinetic theory, Fig. 18, in a plot
of _& vs. x . This form is used for the data correlation because

F A= 33

is the basic variable in the kinetic theory, It would be misleading to correlate
the pressure data in a manner analogous to Fig, 17 because the pressure data are
far outside the range of validity for that theory, It can be seen in Fig. 18 that the

present data are reasonably self-consistent and indicate a near-constant pressure

* The velocity induced by the higher energy molecules emitted from the hotter
section of the wall.
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for % 2 10-100. Included in Fig. 18 are the pressure data from Ref. 36.

It can be seen that those data fall some 50%-200% above the present data and
indicate a continuing increase in pressure in the range % as 10-100. The

present authors have been unable to find any apparent reason for this discrepancy

between the two experiments from the available information.
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CONCLUDING REMARKS
This experimental study of low density viscous phenomena at near-free-
molecule conditions has shown the utility and versatility of both the hypersonic
shock tunnel and the sharp flat plate in low density research. Meaningful measure-
ments in milligsecond time intervals are feasible with the shock tunnel in this regime

because it ig possible to use high reservoir enthalpies, and hence obtain high momen-

tum flux and energy flux in the test section. The sharp flat plate is a particularly

useful tool because many of the competing low density phenomena are suppressed

with this elementary configuration. Hence, the governing low density mechanisms

can be isolated.

The experimental data presented for a sharp flat plate at large angles of
attack are in good agreement with viscous shock layer theory and indicate that the
small discrepancies between theory and experiment (10-15%) can be attributed to
differing values of the Prandtl number in the theory and the experiments. Both

theory and experiments indicate that the transport effects at the shock wave (shock

wave slip) are negligibly small for COlS-C B’MRT&E:‘TK— >0.4.

In examining the applicable theories in Section II and V, two extensions have

been made here. First, there is a pressure jump at the surface, analogous to the

classical velocity and temperature jump at the surface. This effect, which is a
consequence of conserving the normal component of momentum, is larger than the

changees in induced pressure due to slip-induced alterations in the displacement

thickness. Evidently this effect has not been considered in boundary layer analyses

that include the slip boundary conditions. The second extension was to show that

the first-order slip boundary conditions used in the boundary layer analyses are

inapplicable for the case of a cold wall. In writing down the complete boundary

condition, it was shown that since the wall temperature term is of the same order
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as the governing parameter, the terms usually neglected are the same magnitude
as the firgt-order term. Hence for _-E"_ ~ 0.1, the first-order slip
boundary condition is a factor of 2 to 3 smoaller than the complete boundary con-
dition.

From the results of the experiments at zero-angle of attack, it appears that
slip at the surface is the dominant . 2use of the observed low density departures
from the thin boundary layer regime. This conclusion is consistent with the
observations on the pressure jump and the inapplicability of the first-order boun-
dary conditions. The pressure jump, when applied to existing theory, brings theory
and experiment into gualitative agreement, The discrepancies between experiment
and theory for heat transfer might well be due to the fact that the first-order boun-
dary conditions underestimate the velocity jump and enthalpy jump. The other
low density effects are undoubtedly present; however, their combined effects are
evidently small in comparison with that due to surface slip, Further studies are
required to quantitatively assess the other low density effects,

The present heat transfer results define the transition to the free-molecule
limit, but further experiments over a wider range of conditions and closer to the
leading edge would be of value. The most pressing experimental need, however,.
is for high Mach number pressure data close to the leading edge. The available

pressure data are not adequate to test the kinetic treatments of the leading edge

problem.
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Figure |2 PRESSURE DISTR{BUTION ON A SHARP FLAT PLATE




M Rel | T /T,
o | s | 13,800 .10
i |°° . A L 75,500 .098 e P Tt
- o 2.0 2,720 .078 !
- o | 2o 1,000 .a77 ' |
i n . o “STRONG INTERACTION |
v @.2 54 082 WHIRY, 7, /7, = .08, |
™ A’ 21.7 370 .077 ~ (F"‘EF. 9) |
v 20. | 22 .080 - !
i 0 22.0 352 .080 |
. . .
I
| :
L L T TP T s o oy
- 1 1
- L Bzt 7 1
- | R /mee |
L. | (REF- 3, 31) ]
|
CII B 1 ‘l
| |
R } [
I
|
| :
10-2 i = -
- !
- FIRST ORDER WEAK f :
"~ INTERAGTION i |
THEQRY, M= 14, ! !
" Tw/% = .08, |
- (€Q. 3) :
|
- |
1
|
10-3 1Y Lty | 1
]
2 ~ I
'y 10 1o of

Mm%
Al“e,r

Flgure 13 HEAT TRANSFER TO A SHARP FLAT| PATE



J1¥1d LV14 d¥VHS V NO NOILNG1¥iSId J4nssI¥d  hi 614

Nﬁm
ul;\\{
2/
- | ol o ;=01 z-0!
OrTT T T 1 1 TTTT T T T 1 TTTT T 17T 1 mrTT T 7 1 1
' ! i e
: m i l
; _ (hT -83) wra
“ | (ze ~438) 17a= % /%Y
| i ‘Wl = L2 1 =Y TIM LY i
; L_ 4NAP JUNSSIad HLIM A 17§
i ﬂr |
w N
: 0 s =
. ‘g0 = 2L/2'®@ = W

- *ELINIT 3IN93TON 3344

|
]
2/% =1

— 1
(g am) 'e0r =2/t =2 =%
‘NOILATOS MOT4 3903M 4175 ON

(ze -43¥)°1°0 =

(v “03)
gor =2/% w1 = 1
‘AYQIHL NOILov¥3LM)

AY3N 33040 1S¥1F

{

i f

_ 1

| ! (1€ *434) 1

“ w 10=%/"% .

. e . N D I T S ‘1 = 8 3

| 120" | 060 oL riz| & p-—m———— A R

" 790" | 850" | 0Z§ z°ez| o “

“ 10" jegot | o000'l [O0'T| @ !

W a0° jgl0° | LT |owz| O (6 *438) T

| 160~ | soo" | ocoen [#wmi| @ ‘g0 =&/ a@En R

W o lz000 | oon'nt |zm] o NOILOVEILNI ONOXLS i

i o /m ; _ L

i L2t Y| wiped| W [ -
, ! 3
! N 4

b o e ———— 3

¢-0!

201
Z_J
M
N..T
(LR
Y
o0l



21V1d 1¥1d JYVHS
v 40 3903 ONIGY3T 3IHL ¥VIN ¥IJSNVYL LVH S§i ainbiy

.N\ X ‘NOILYLS ISINGUOHD

gl Cl I ol 8 8 7 9 §- | [ 4

. v
H H H
H : :
H : :
i A 3
Jov - + -

*°l

9l

o bedd 200 %0 w e A

760’ %" e {om | O

L - ity | 2/ (we | W




0°! 60

LERm 39Y9 0L 3NG ONILYIH 31vid 1¥1d d¥VHS 9I a4nb14

SIWOML ¢ Z

80 L°0 9°0 .§°0 40 £'0 z°0 1°0

09

..‘..... 00!

%!

4o ‘3UOLVUIMNGL

s it et



KIRETIC THEORY
FOLLOWING THE 07" B [
DEVELOPMENT OF | i
REF. 33, (EQ. 31)

M | R | /5 | 2,

FREE-MOLECULE L IMIT

: g 2o 352 .08 092
- M= 22, 7;/7;: .00, v 2,1 422 .08 071
7= 1y, a,= | — g '
10~ X A N AR ;
lo—' |°0 |°l

T

Figure 17 MEAT TRANSFER MEAR THE LEADING EDGE OF A SHARP FLAT PLATE
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