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ABSTRACT

This report presents the results of a series of tests conducted by
Hughes Aircraft Company to experimentally establish the energy dissipated
in Intelsat IV (HS-312) and HS-318 conispherical propellant tanks when sub-
jected to nutational excitations similar to those experienced by the
respective spacecraft in orbit. To date three test series have been conducted:
Phase I tests on an Intelsat IV type vehicle were run at the Culver City facility
during the fall of 1970; Phase II tests on a scaled version of a HS-318 vehicle
were run at the El Segundo site during the winter of 1970; and during Phase III,
a repeat and an extended test on both the HS-318 and Intelsat IV configurations
were conducted in late summer 1971,

The purpose of this report is to serve as an interim documentation of
the fuel slosh investigation progrrm to date. Additional testing at inertia
ratios near C.6 and 1.1 is presently scheduled for early 1972. This testing,
together with the testing already completed, is intended to estaL ish an
empirical energy dissipation (E) equation that will permit scaling test and
flight data for arbitrary roll-to-pitch ratios. Such scaling is critical for
determining spacecraft stability margins for vehicle configurations inertially
dissimilar to the Intelsat IV and HS-318 designs.
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1. SUMMARY

State-of-the-art reaction control systems for both spin stabilized and
three axis stabilized satellites utilize liquid propellant (e.g., hydrazine)
which is catalytically decomposed to generate the desired control thrust. A
common problem to any satellite using such a propulsion system is to what
extent fuel sloshing affects its dynamical behavior and thus influences either
hardware design or operational procedures.

At Hughes the development of the Gyrostat stabilization technique
focused attention on this problem. In particular, the Intelsat IV and HS-318
satellites stored a large amount of hydrazine (as much as 300 pounds in the
former vehicle) in conispherical tanks. In view of the analytical difficulties
associated with determining the rate of encrgy dissipation due to fuel slosh
on a spinning body, it was realized that no estimate would be credible unless
experimentally verified, To that end, a series of fuel slosh tests were
initiated to especially address the problem of [ntelsat IV and HS-.318,

The fuel slosh test program at Hughes is now 2 years old. During
this time, the test procedures, hardware, data reduction method, and physical
insight into the problem have been refined to a point where testing is more a
science than an art. This report is intended to update and give insight into
the work already completed.

Initially, the most significant fact obtained from the test program was
that the Intelsat IV spacecraft was potentially in danger of being unstable in
synchronous orbit as a result of fuel slosh dissipation. This knowledge led
to an engineering change in the nutation damper performance to cope with the
new dedamper predictions. Moreover, active nutation control was imple-
mented on the spacecraft in order to handle anv large nutational transients
that might occur and to provide automatic control in the event propellant
dumping became necessary. The awareness of nutation stability stimulated
by the test program and reflected in thesc spacecraft modifications proved
valuable in the successful launch of the first three Intelsat IV spacecraft, But,
more important, ti is awareness also stimulated the fuel slosh test program
in anticipation that .. more general empirical structure could be found from
which an analytical theory could evolve. This would help ensure nominal
nutational behavior for a wide class of future satellites, from Gyrostat-
stabilized to unstable spinners in the transfer orbit,




As the test program matured through several phases of development,
emphasis was placed on dimensional analysis as the primary empirical method
by which all datawould be evaluated. This had the advantages of providing an
efficient graphical representation of all the data for general interpretation as
well as a straightforward approach of extrapolating earth-based results to the
0 g environment. Specifically, this led to an unambiguous correlation of the
test results with the Intelsat IV in orbit dedamping time constant. By means
of a special test conducted on F-3 shortly after reaching synchronous orbit,
the dedamper was determined to be about 170 seconds. This value agreed
within the test accuracy with the 0 g extrapolated data for a 75 percent fraction
propellant fill.

This result is encouraging as it confirms the general validity of the
various empirical curves pertaining to different fraction fills, tank geometry,
and roll-to-pitch moment of inertia ratios. While there are insufficient test
data to extend the present test and flight results to all new designs, it is
expected that the next test series will significantly add to the knowledge upon
which an empirical model will be based.

Experience at Hughes shows that determination of energy dissipation
rates in spinning nutating tanks can only be established to the required engi-
neering accuracy through experimental testing, Until empirical and analytical
theories are structured consistent with all available data, caution must be
exercised in estimating dissipation rates for new designs. Of particular con-
cern are new designs that are Gyrostatically stabilized with inertia ratios
greater than Intelsat IV and three axis satellites that are spin stabilized in
the transfer orbit., There is optimiam at this time of obtaining a fuel slosh
model consistent with the empirical results to date as a result of the analytical
efforts of Dr. R. H. Edwards.




2. STATEMENT OF PROBLEM AND HISTORY OF
INVESTIGATION TO DATE

2.1 PROBLEM REVIEW

The problem of estimating energy dissipation in rotating nutating
propellant tanks has existed since the first spin stabilized satellites. Those
in the Syncom, Intelsat I (Early Bird), and Intelsat Il class were passively
stable by design, i.e., fuel sloshing effected nutation in a positive or stabiliz-
ing manner. In 1965, D. D, Williams attcinpted to estimate the effect of
sloshing in a spherical tank by making several simplifying assumptions (Ref-
erence 1). The sloshing motion was assumed analogous to a spherical seg-
ment free to move as a spherical pendulum inside the container. The energy
dissipation was calculated at the boundary layer formed by the container and
the fluid. Following Lamb (Reference 2), Williams calculzted the energy
dissipated due to shearing stress set up at the boundary layer by the sinusoidal
nutation acceleration.

Supporting evidence of the validity of the Willlams model came from
sloshing tests and measurements conducted at NASA and the Southwest
Research Institute (References 3, 4, and 5). A major shortcoming of these
sloshing tests is the nonspinning environment in which the measurements
were made. In space, the fluid experiences a steady centripetal acceleration
due to the spacecraft spin. It was assumed that this impressed acceleration
field was analogous to the static gravitational field on earth, However, the
obvious ormission of the coriolis acceleration leads to a greatly simplified
fluid dynamical motion. Notwithstanding the shortcomings of the model and
the lack of good test confirmation, the fuel sloshing problem was dealt with
in terms of order of magnitude accuracies. For the spacecraft designs of
interest, such accuracies were acceptable,

Meanwhile, a new stabilization concept was being developed and incor-
porated in new satellite designs which renewed the interest in the fuel slosh
problem. Referred to as the Gyrostat spacecraft (Reference 6), the vehicle
is no longer passively stable in the same sense as Syncom. The vehicle :s
spin stabilized about the configuration axis of minimum moment of inertia,
and nutation stability is achieved by energy dissipation an a despun platform
overcoming the dissipation on the rotor. Thus, to size the despun nutation
damper, it is necessary to accurately estimate, or reasonably bound, the
rotor dissipation rates, The peroxide or hydrazine reaction control propel-
lant is, perhaps, one of the most nonrigid elemeants of the rolor,




T'ACSAT I, the first Gyrostat spacecraft, carried peroxide in six
11 inch diameter spherical tanks. At the time of the vehicle design, the
Williams model was used to bound the fuel slosh dissipation rates. While
TACSAT did experience a nutation anomaly (Reference 7), the cause of the
anomaly was attributed to excessive dissipation in the bearing assembly.
The estimated fuel slosh dissipation would have to be a hundred times grcater
than the estimated value to have caused the observed phenomenon. While
such inaccuracy is possible in the fuel slosh estimate, the cause of the prob-
lem has been isolated in the bearing assembly.

Following the TACSAT I launch in February 1969, ATS V was launched
in August 1969. In the case of ATS V, excessive energy dissipation in 16 heat
pipes led to a catastrophic flat spin condition. Subsequent to this launch,
laboratory tests were conducted at Hughes on an air bearing fixturec that con-
firmed quantitatively that the heat pipes were the source of the ATS V prob-
lem. The tests conducted at the time are described in Reference 8. An
important consequence of this test program was the accuracy with which
energy dissipated in a rotating nutating vehicle could be measured in the
laboratory and shown to agree with the flight conditions.

At the end of the heat pipe tests, a short fuel slosh experiment was
conducted on ATS (TACSAT) spherical tanks. The results of those tests,
reported in Reference 9, were inconclusive. The experimental accuracy
could not detect dedamping greater than 1000 seconds. However, the data
suggested that the fuel sloshing eifects were greater than expected and indi-
cated substantial discrepancies with Williams' mndel. This test, while crude
in accuracy, evoked growing concern that the rotating fluid dynamical motion
was substantially different from the nonrotating pendulous motion described
by Williams.,

¥

Work on Intelsat IV and ! oo rated further concern in this area,

Both were Gyrostat spacecraf . -t -l but each carried newly designed
propellant tanks. Conceived -~ . .-::+:o . :3ent over the spherical tank, the
new conispherical configurat:.- v 5ic. ' onplete fuel drainage, both in

the static lg tield on earth and .» 1 vvcrat p centrifugal field of space.

The advantage of the tank then v~ - «liruinuaic one additional manifold port

over the spherical shape previousiy e,

An early attempt to analytically modify the Williarns model to the
conispherical geometry was made by Edwards (Reference 10). The conclu-
sions of Reference 10 were applied to Intelsat IV (Reference 11). However,
in light of the ATS V and TACSAT [ experience, concern mountcd over the
validity and accuracy of the above analyses.

Discussions with experts in the fiold of fluid dynamics, viz,, Dr.
P. G. Saffman of Caltech and Dr. H. Norman Abramson of the Southwest
Research Inaetitute (Reference 12), led to the conclusion that an experimental
approach was the only meaningful way energy dissipation rates could be accu-
rately determined under the conditions of interest.

2.2




A new test vehicle was configured based on the ATS experience, but
designed to simulate an Intelsat IV gspacecraft. This vehicle carried two full-
gize conispherical tanks located at the same radial and axial positions relative
to the cg as in the flight configuration. Instrumentation techniques were
improved to resolve energy dissipation rates on the order of milliwatts. An
error analysis (Reference 13) indicate!! that the test vehicle was consistent
with measuring the desired quantities. The Hughes test program began in
spring 1970.

A similar fuel slosh test program at the Comsat Laboratories was
occurring at the same time under the direction of E. R, Martin. To simplify
the test program, the objectives were limited to qualitative verification of
the Williams model motion. The 312 tank was positioned on an air slide,
which in turn was attached to a single degree of freedom spin table. After
reaching flight spin speed (norninally 50 rpm), tne tank was subjected to a
linear oscillatory excitation at the appropriate amplitudes and frequencies
to simulate a nutating spacecraft.

After removing the forced input, the potential energy stored in the
fluid was observed to dissipate. The amplitude of the free surface was
monitored and recorded. Such data permitted calculating the logarithmic
decrement of the motion, thus allowing calculation of the Q of the oscillatory
motion. It should be noted that fluid motion observed was the fundamental,
or first, sloshing mode. After the forced input was removed, all the higher
order modes of oscillation were rapidly damped, and thereforc only dissipa-
tion in the fundamental mode was measured. The results of these tests
tended to corroborate more than refute Williams' model. Summaries of the
Comsat Phase I test program are given in References 14 through 17,

One especially useful test .esult obtained during this Comsat program
was measurement of the fundamental sloshing frequency for the conispherical
tank. The results of the test are summarized in Reference 18. It was shown
that the nonspinning natural frequencies versus fluid fraction fill agreed very
well with the spherical frequencies for an equivalent sized tank. These fre-
quencies were all above | Hz., Jt was also established that, when spinning,
the fundamental mode is split inio two modes —~ one above and the other belrw
the nominal mode. This splitting 's due to a coriolis coupling between the
axial and tangential osciliatory modes. As the spin rate increases and the
effect of gravity is reduced, the coriolis coupling gubsequently reduces. The
result, being the lower mode, converges to the uncoupled modal frequency.
This result had been predicted by R. H. Edwards. The implications were
favorable relative to 0 g scaling and for enauring that the fundamental sloshing
mode was always above the driving nutation frequency. As it turned out, the
dissipation duc¢ to the fundamental mode was ermall relative to the total dissi-
pation occurring in the tank.

While the Comsat test prograrn was entering a second phase designed
to more accurately simulate the inertial tank mction, the Hughes spinning
tests were beginning in September. The initial test conditions of 66 percent
fraction fill and spin speeds of 40 to 60 rpm simulated the Intelsat IV flight




conditions. The observed vehicle nutation diverging time constant of
73 seconds exceeded by nearly two orders of magnitude the value estimated
via the Williams model approach.

The first few months of the test program constituted a learning period
for both the test operation crew and the data interpretation group. The early
thrust of the analysis was directed toward understanding the implications of
testing in the l g field. Concern over some form of parametric excitation of
the fluid and/or dynamic instability of the spinning,precessing, nutating,
nonrigid top prompted several computer simulations. Studies at Hughes
(References 19, 20, and 21) and at Aerospace (Reference 22), addressed the
0 g versus 1 g question from an cnalytical viewpoint. It was anticipated
that the increased energy dissipation rai{es recorded in the test could bhe
attributed to the laboratory test environment; and, in fact, in space the energy
dissipation rate would more clocely approximate the preconceived estimates.
Unfortunately, both of these efforts suffered from the same shortcoming of
assuming a penduluous fluid model with modified damping to account from the
increased dissipation observed in the laboratory.

While much was learned about the test vehicle dynamics, e.g., effect
of spin speed on static stability and effect of pendulosity on the time constant,
the conclusions were limited by the rigid body (Williams model) assumption
for the fluid motion in the simulation. Thus, while the studies indicated some
reduction in E ina 0g environment, quantitative estimates of the actual reduc-
tionu were difficult to justify,

Numerous modified Williams models were formulated in an attempt to

find agreement with the test data and thus permit scaling to flight. One model,

constructed by J. V. Harrington and H. O. Curtis of Harrington, Davenport

and Curtis, Inc. (consultants to Comsat), arrived at » reasonable fit with all
the Phase I data. This work is summarized in References 23 and 24, How-

ever, in light of the teats completed to date, the model cunstructed fits only

the Intelsat IV test configuration and, more specifically, operating conditions
where gravity effects are significant.

All attempts to formulate a '"'simple' mechanical model for the fluid
motion were thwarted by visual observation of nonl nearity of the motion.
Movies taken during the actuul testing phase clearly showed through the aid
of surface and submerged particles that the fluid was undergoing multiple
modes of excitation. While the fundameantal forced oscillation of a pendulum
could indeed be observed, the realization of surface swir! and high velocity
boundary layer shearing near the cone apex essentially terminated the model-
ing analysis,

The investigation proceeded from a purely empirical viewpoint. The
major effort became one of interpreting the data relative to their implication
on the flight spacecraft. With the first Intelsat IV scheduled for a January
1971 launch, the question of nutation stability margin became acute. If the
test data could not be legitimately extrapolated to space conditions based on
sound technical reasoning, then the data must be interpreted at face value,




To accommodate the maximum energy cdissipation ratea nhaerved in tests, the
Intelsat IV nutation damper performance was improved. In addition, active
nutation control was implemented as a backup for the tranafer orbit. lhus,
while Intelsat IV was ready for launch with a atability margin substantially
smaller than initially intended, the vehicle's flight readiness could he attrib-
uted to the opinion of the study teain that the energy disasipation in apace
would be less than on earth.

Subsequent to the first Intelsat IV launch and demonstration of auccesa-
ful nutational performance, additional fuol slosh testing and in-orbit teats on
the second flight vehicle have shown the above assumption relative to the
gravity effect to be wrong.

The only data available prior to the Intelsat IV launch were from the
Phase I series. In reviewing that data, it appeared as if the fuel sloshing
approached some kind of "resonance' as the operating spin speed limit of
100 rpm was approached. The data indicated at the nominal operating speed
of 50 to 60 rpm that the dissipation rate was substantially below the resonance
value. While it was recopnized that gravity was an inseparable part of the
data, it was expected (based on the work not only at Hughes bnt at Comasat
and Aerospace as well) that in the absence of the earth's field the disesipation
rate would be less than the value measured in the laboratory. However, the
increased dissipation at the high spin apeeds could not be ignored. It wasa
decided that the most conservative way in which to utilize the test data was
to assume that the satellite would operate at this resonant point. Therefore,
the data were interpreted in a conservative or worst case sense to rcavalus
ate the system stability margin,

It is now clear that the worst case estimates of the dadamper time
constant turned out to be the best estimate of the 0 g intverpolated results of
that data. What was confusing was that, contrary to the widely held belief
at the time, gravity was concealing the dissipation rate dve to nutation. And
at a high enough spin speed, namely, 100 to 120 rpm, gravity effects became
negligible, and the test data represented a 0 g condition in the laboratory.
The above conclusion is discussed in more detail in Section 5.

Fxtending the test results to vehicles of different configurations,
specifically ones with a roll-to-pitch ratio other than that of Intelsat IV, was
extremely risky in the absence of a fuel slosh model. To deal with the HS-318
spacecraft and its inertia ratio (o) of 0.1, a new test vehicle was build follow-
ing an accident on 29 October 1970 which severely damaged the original test
vehicle (inertia ratio of typically 0. 35),

In addition to accommodating both Intelsat IV and HS5-318 inertia ratios,
the new vehicle, scaled to 5/8 of the original vehicle's dimensions, had one
new significant capability, The spin speed could exceed 200 rpm. The old
vehicle could not exceed roughly 100 rpm, At these lower spin speeds, the
ratio of centrifugal-to-gravitational acceleration (raferred to as the Froude
number) was on the order of unity. In the Phase I tests, the much sought
after condition where gravitational effects became negligible was never
achieved.

hs
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The new vehicle afforded the posslbility of reaching a4 0 g teat condition, thus
fncraasing the accuracy ol flight extrapalation,

Time conatant predictiona for the new vehicle were made prioe to
teating by acaling the reaults (rom the old vehicle (Rufarencas 2% and 26).
The fivat testing with the amall vehiele oecurrad around the end of Junuary
1971, Operating in the o = 0. 35 configuration, the teat data aasentially con-
firmed the dimensional scaling law uaed to rolate the full-aiae teat machine
to the 8/8 acale varsion, Following this dimenstonal cheek, the teating at
v = 0.1 waa bagun,

Results of the HS-31R test program are aummariaed in Referonc. °
The test data whon applied to HS8-318 rosulted in longer time conatants th.n
had exiated for Intelsat IV. In addition, the data clearly indicated that at the
maximum operating apin apeeda of »200 vpm, the enargy disaipation rate waa
aubatantially leas than at tho operating apeed of 60 rpm, Thus, while it was
not evident that a 0 g test condition had been reached nor was it clear how
gravity corrupted the test, the quantitative implicationa were encouraging.,
Contrary to the o » 0,35 careat v = 0,1, gravity effects tend to dominate the
nutational effects, making the data look worse than it would he ina 0 g
environment, Therefore, the data were used to compute a lower bound on
the (light time conatant.

By the end of March, the fuel alosh test program entared a period of
inactivity, Comasat had completed its Phaaoe Il test program and reparted ita
findings (Reference 28), No work at Hughea waa axponded on thia problem
until midsummer, At that time, what may be referred to as Phase III of the
inveatigation began, The renewed interest in the problem developed (rom
the following concern.

While the fuel slosh tesr program had been successful in determining
the flight readineass of hoth vehicles, the test data had hean compromised to
arrive at the desired enda. In reviewin; the data, the teat matrices wore
incomplete. Some data did not appear repeatable., In summary, the data
were not in a forrn that could be used in formulating an empirical equation for
E, A number of important queations remained unanswered. Inaamucn as
future vehicle designa may differ from HS-318 and Intelaat IV configurationa
in cartain critical areas, an attempt to unify and generalize the test data was
undertaken. Some of the specific unanswered questions were the following:

1) Cana 0gte ~ conducted in the laboratory ?

2) Can the data be scaled to flight with reasonably accuracy, say
within a factor of 27

3) How does the energy dissipation rate vary with roll-to-pitch
ratio?

4) How dependent is the E on Reynolds number?

2-6
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8) Ave apherical tanka prefevred to canlapherical?

6) Is It praeforable to have a few large tanks ar a 1ot of small
tanka ?

7)  Should the tanka be mounted clowe ta the apin axia or ans far
fram {t an posvible®

8} Should the tanks be mounted near the cg plane?

The Phaue Il teat program hegan late in Auguat 1971 and waa cam.
pleted in early October. By means of the test program and corroharative
flight data on Intelaat IV, sevarul of the above quaationa have heen satisfac-
torily anawered hut others reinain unanswered. The conclusions of the
entire program constitutes the hody of this raport. The data are preacnted
and reviewed in light of current knowledge rolative to this problem, There-
fare, thia document serves as an intarirn report on the fuel alosh problem
and aluo serves an a prelude to additional teating scheduled for early 1972,
The next serios of tests, conducted with NASA participation, are intended
to investigate fuel sloshing at inertia ratios near 0.6 and 1.1,

2.7
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3, TEST FIXTURES, INSTRUMENTATION, AND TEST PROCEDURES

3.1 TEST METHOD

The mathod of measuring energy diasipation in spinning nutating tanks
is severely compounded by a signal-to-noise problem. Typically, tha power
dissipated varies from milliwatta to microwatta., Becauae of instrumentation
sengitivities and structural nonrigidities, it in difficult to saparate the fluid
disaipation from other parasitic dissipators. Rowever, due to the success of
moasuring the enorgy Aissipation in the ATS V heat pipes, the test method
developud for that test was refined for the fuol slosh test.

Instead of measuring directly the quadrature component of the forced
motion and g\an computing the resulting damping torque, the indirect eifect
of the fluid E on the nutational stability of a nonrigid freely apinning body
was monitared, i,e,, the divergence of the nutation angle was ohaserved.

3.2 PHASE I TEST SETUP

The Phase I test vehicle is shown in Figure 3-1. The vehicle consists
of a spinning rotor which is attached to the ball segment of a 3 degree of free-
dom air bearing. The full-sised Intelsat IV conispherical tanks are mounted
to the rotor at the appropriate radial and axial location with respect to the
vehicle cg to properly simulate the flight configuration. The vehicle is spun
up by a rotor-mounted motor and then lifted from the cup by applying air to
the bearing. By locating the vahicle cg coincident with the center of curvature
of the air bearing when presasure is applied radially through the point of rota-
tion, the force of gravity is countered and the vehicle is free to exhibit nearly
frictionless rotational freedom about its cg. To minimize air damping and
drag effects, the vehicle is located in a high altitude chamber during the tests.
The air bearing leakage rate produced no problem in maintaining the desired
altitude (typically 100,000 feet).

When spinning on the air, the vehicle motion is analogous to a top.
The spin axis exhibits a coning motion at nutation frequency about the angular
momenturm vector which, in turn, cones about the local vertical at precession

frequency.

3.1
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To minimize the gravity precession motion, the vehicle is statically
balanced on the air bearing by moving the cg axially until the precession com-
ponent is essentially nulled. For long runs »15 minutes duration, the pre-
cessional motion is biased to easentially null the earth's rotational rate.
Thus, the angular momentum vector remains inertially fixed over the dura-
tion of the run. The vehicle is also dynamically balanced prior to testing to
minimize coning at spin frequency due to noncollinearity of the geometric
spin axis and the vehicle's principal axis.

The vehicle is spin stabilized about its minimum moment of inertia
(MOI), 1In this configuration, any nonrigidities in the vehicle will give rise
to energy dissipation when cyclically excited by nutational motion. As spin
energy is dissipated as heat, spin momentum is transferred to the transverse
(maximum MOI) axis. The spin axis then increasingly deviates from the
angular momentum vector as time progresses. If not stopped, the vehicle
would tumble off the air bearings. Theretfore, nutational motion is mechani-
cally limited to about 10 degrees half-angle amplitude.

Since the rate of change of the nutation angle is related to the amount
of energy being dissipated in the system, this parameter is recorded. It can
be shown (see Section 4) that the nutation angle history can be described as
an exponential with a time constant which is inversely proportional to E. On
the test vehicle, the nutation angle is measured in a vertical by an optical
edge tracker which tracks the terminator of a light and dark band that circles
the periphery of the test vehicle. The tracker, mounted external to the
vehicle, observes the nutation motion as an inertially fixed observer. There-
fore, the recording made from this instrument includes the combined motion
of nutation, precession, and wobble (coning due to dynamic imbalances). The
edge tracker, an instrument manufactured by Physitech, converts the amount
of reflected light into a voltage which is then proportional to the displacement
of the edge within the inatruments optical field of view. The analog output
from the electronics is then recorded on a strip chart recorder. (Appendix D
contains an edge tracker trace showing precession impressed on the exponen-
tially diverging nutation angle.)

A second means of recording the nutation angle history is by a rotor-
mounted accelerometer. This device has a single sensitive axis which is
aligned parallel to the spin axis and located near the periphery of the vehicle.
As a rotor-mounted observer, the accelerometer senses the cyclic nutational
acceleration at a frequency different from the inertially fixed observer. The
accelerometer senses the difference between the inertial nutation frequency
and the rotor spin frequency. The nutational acceleration being proportional
to the nutation angle gives a direct indication of the amplitude of the nutation.
The information from the accelerometer transmitted across the air bearing
interface is received, demodulated, and recorded on a strip chart. The
accelerometer data have the attractive feature of sensing only nutational
acceleration — wobble and precession are sensed in rotor coordinates as

dec terms.,
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Since any nonrigid device on the rotor will give rise to energy

dissipation, it is necessary to calibrate the system before loading in the

fluid.

To measure the parasitic dissipation of the vehicle due to actions

such as slippage of the structure at its joints or flexing of wires or nonrigid
structural elements, Avmmy weights replaced the loaded propellant tanks

and the vehicle was then operated and a time constant recorded.

By repe

ing the test with the fluid, the reciprocal difference in time constants 1s

then attributed to the fuel slosh mechanism.

at-

In the Phase I test program, the fluid fraction fill was varied from

10 to 100 percent.
inertia properties varied.

qf this vehicle.

3.3 PHASE II AND IIT TEST SETUP

As a result of the varying mass of fluid, the vehicle
Table 3-1 gives the critical inertia parameters

The second-generation test vehicle was generically the same type of
vehicle as the original one; however, several changes and improvements

were incorporated in the design.
tion is taken from Reference 27.

The following vehicle and operation descrip-

To achieve the 0.] inertia ratio, the test tanks were scaled to 5/8 of

the flight tank dirnensions.
tance from the spin axis by the same amount,

Thie also required scaling the radial offset dis-

As the fraction fill was varied,

the inertia ratio was maintained at a constant value.

transverse inertias were held equal.

Furthermore, the
(This axisymmetric configuration is

typical of spacecraft designs.) The structure was of an all-welded construc-

tion except where ballast weights were attached.

in a more rigid structure than that of the Phase I test vehicle.

This construction results

TABLE 3.1, PHASE I TEST VEHICLE INERTIA PARAMETERS
Transverse Inertias ]

Fraction Spin Inertia | Weight,

Fill X Axis Z Axis Mean Inertia Ratio pounds
0.1 95. 8 88.4 92.0 26.7 0.29 655
0.3 109. 3 95.5 100. 0 32.6 0.326 707
0.5 120.9 101.9 111.0 38.8 0.35 760
0.46 129.0 106.5 117.0 41.0 0. 36 797
1.00 143.0 114.0 129.0 49.0 0. 38 8'}7
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Figure 3-2 indicates the various parts of the second test vehicle.
When configured in the HS-318 test condition, the vehicle weighs about 1300
pounds. When configured in the Intelsat IV test condition, the vehicle weighs
about 470 pounds. The vehicle parameters are listed in Table 3-2.

Four erectors {pneumatically driven) are mounted 90 degrees apart
under the air bearing ball to provide a means of orienting the vehicle to any
desired attitude, as well as exciting nutation if required.

An indication of the vehicle spin speed is provided by strips of reflec-
tive tape attached to the lower cylinder. A photo cell arrangement senses
the reflected light from the strips of tape and sends a chain of pulses to an
electronic package which converts these pulses into a measure of the vehicle
rpm.

The technique utilized to maintain a constant, nonchanging, vehicle
configuration for different fluid fraction fills is illustrated in Figure 3-3.
The total weight of the mounted elements within the vicinity of a tank is main-
tained essentially constant. As can be noted from Figure 3-4, the tanks are
mounted between the support structures provided. The orientation of the
tank is fixed by the placement of the position set screws. Fluid compensating
weights are mounted outside each support structure. For a 100 percent
fraction fill (tanks full) no weights are attached to the outside of the support
structures. When a lesser fraction fill is required, the weight of removed
fluid is equally distributed on either side of the support structures via appro-
priate circular plates, It should be noted that the new tanks were of plexi-
glass construction. In view of the Phase I experience, the wall thickness and
support mounts were substantially strengthened to eliminate the tank as a
source of parasitic dissipation.

TABLE 3-2, PHASE II AND III TEST VEHICLE PARAMETERS

Test Is' > IT' 5 Weight,
Vehicle slug-ft slug-ft o pounds
HS-318 25.3 254 0.10 1300
Intelsat IV 14. 4 43 0. 1335 470
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3.4 TEST OPERATION

The following sequence ic typical of a normal test run:

1)

2)

3)

4)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

All bolts restraining the ballast weights are torqued prior to
each day's testing.

The vehicle is configured for the desired inertia ratio and
number of tanks.,

The tank(s) are filled to the required fraction fill with fluid
giving the desired properties (viscosity, density, etc.)

Weights are added to the tank supports in order to compensate
for fraction fills less than 100 percent.

Vehicle gravity precession is checked and minimized if
necessary, via vertical shifting of vehicle cg.

The vehicle is tilted in preparation for motor rim drive
spinup.

The altitude chamber is closed and programmed for a simu-
lated altitude of ~140,000 feet.

The appropriate accelerometer range and recorder settings,
based on run ps imeters, are selected.

The spinup motor pneumatic piston is actuated, causing the
small wheel on the motor shaft to contact the lower rim of
the vehicle.

The spinup motor is turned on. An attempt is made to time
this operation such that the vehicle is up to the desired spin
speed at the time the chamber achieves maximum altitude.
Occasionally, the motor must be run through an on-.off
cycle.

The motor is turned off when the desired spaed and altitude
have been attained.

The erectors and air bearing are energized (in that order)
to erect (bring to a nominal upright position) the vehicle.
The erectors alone cannot support the vehicle weight.

Once the vehicle is erect, the air bearing and the erectors
are deencrgized (in that order).

The recorder is turned on.

3-8




The air bearing is then energized, and one of the erectors
is used as a kicker to initiate nutation.

Data are now recorded. The termination of a run is
dictated by one of the following: a) nutation angle
approaching 10 degree limits, b) one to two time
constants worth of data, and c) too much spin speed
decay.

At the end of a run, the air bearing is deenergized.
Nutation is immediately damped out, and the vehicle
winds up tilted at some arbitrary angle.

The erectors and air bearing are, in turn, energized
and the vehicle erected.

The air bearing and erectors are, in turn, deenergized.
The next run is prepared by increasing the spin speed
(tilting the vehicle, etc.) or allowing a coasting decrease,
whichever is necessary.

After completion of a run sequence, the vehicle is allowed
to coast (air bearing deenergized) and the chamber
environment is returned to sea level.

The chamber is opened and preparation for the next series
of runs staited.

3-9
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4, DIMENSIONAL ANALYSIS AND DATA INTERPRETATION

Energy dissipation resulting from fuel slosh on a nutating body
manifests itself through the diverging or converging character of the coning
or nutation angle. The prevalent method for describing the latter behavior
is the time constant approxunatmn the basic assumption being that the rate
of nutation angle change is proportional to nutation angle (6 = k8). This
implies an exponential buildup or decay of nutation angle with time constant

= 1/k. This model is an excellent one, corroborated by in-orbit (bserva-
tions of Syncom, ATS, and Intelsat IV; moreover, as will be discussed later,
the same model aptly characterizes the laboratory observations of the test
vehicle.

It is essential to relate the time constant, v, to the encrgy dissipation
rate, E, in order to extract from the observations information about the
specific properties of the dissipation. A simple derivation of this relation-
ship is formulated as follows: For a vehicle symmetric about the spin axis,
the rotational kinetic energy, E, can be expressed in terms of the rotational
angular momentum, h, by

-l 2 (e-1), e
E 'EIT”T( ) 21 (1)
whelre

. = transverse moment of inertia

1 = spin moment of inertia

I
o =TS— = roll to pitch ratio
T
w, = transverse angular velocity magnitude (positive)

wg = spin speed




Constraining the angular momentum to be constant (torque-free vehicle) and
noting that moments of inertia remain nearly constant for small internal
motions (fuel slosh), Equation 1 is differentiated to obtain

o o]
E = IT wTwT<—-——-°_) (2)

If rotational energy is being dissipated, E is always negative. Thus ifo<l,
the transverse angular velocity and, hence, the nutation angle must increase.
For small angles, the nutation angle is related to the transverse rate by the

equation

W ® U’wse (3)

Differentiating, with wg approximately constant (wg varies as cos 6 at small#),
and substituting into Equation 2 yields

. E I “)
2 y L
e cr(a"-l) .‘,,rws

[--F1-- B

In order for the nutation angle to exhilbit an exponential behavior in time, the
time constant must be identified as

2
. 0(°‘I)ITQS (5)
E
62

: . k]
and the function 1'1'4'/9Z must be independent of 0, or equivalently, E e8”. Note
that for n identical dissipators, an exponential behavior raquires that the com-
posite time constant is 1/n times the individual time constant, implying that
the energy diseipation rate is additive,

Thus, exponential growth or decay of nutation requires the existence
of one or more dissipators whosc rate of energy dissipation is proportional
to the square of the nutation angle. The E£/82 function can be related to the
test vehicle time constant (the fundamental output of the tests) by Equation 5.

4. DIMENSIONAL ANALYSIS

To evaluate the convergent or divergent nutation angle composite time
constant for a specific spacecraft, it is necessary to identify the various dic-
sipators onboard and to determine their individual /82 functions. The latier

4=2
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assignment ig not easy and, for exampla, in the case of fuael sloah, not yot
amenable to analytic solution, 1t is possible to conduct expurimental teuts
according to the procedures dascribed in Section 2 and determine ropresenta-
tive time constanta for 'point'' configurations (apecific sets of apin spaed and
moments of inertia). In view of the difficulty of analysing energy dinsipators
and the apparunt success in simulating the effects of energy dissipators in
the laboratory, it is natural to ask whether some appropriate model for dis.
sipators can be extracted from experimental data. The basic technique
required to extract such a model ia known as dimaensional analyasis.

The essential utility of dimensional analysis is derived from the fact
that while the relationship botween a set of variables ussociated with a physi-.
cal phenomenon is not known, the variables themselves are usually known,
With dimensional analysis, the phenomenon may be formulated as a relation
between a set of dimensionless groups of the \ariables, the groups number.
ing less than the variables. This approach roquires considarably leas experi-
mentation to establish a relationship betweun the variables over a given range,
results in the most efficient graphical presentation of the data for general
interpretation, : nd provides an effective way of extrapolating earth.-based
results to the 0 g environment. The procedure will now be illuatrated by
applying it to that energy dissipation phenomenon known as fuel slosh.

It is first aszsumad that the energy dissipation rate per unit nutation
angle squared, E/g%, is a function of spin speed, wgi body nutation (excitation;
frequency, \ = (1-0)wg; maas of fluid, m; denaity of fluid, p; viscosity of
fluid, u; radial distance of tank center from spin axis, R; axial offset of tank
center from vehicle center of mass, z; diameter of tank, d; number of tanks,
n; special tank geometry denoted by a shape factor, S; and, for earthehased
results, gravitational acceleration, g. Functionally, this dependence is
expressed as

E5 = flug Ay m R, z, d, S, g) (6)
nez UJSJ » » P M ’ [ [} » B

where the additive .pzroperty of the energy dissipation rate has been used to
define f as the E/6¢ per tank (n. identical tanks). It is further assumed that
f may be expressed as an infinite series in its arguments, i.e.,

ey, € e.. € e e,, € e e e
% - EK(wshk21m“p4l 51R61 7id81591g IOi) (7)
no i {
where the K; are dimensionless ccefficients and e, ep; ... are exponents

required by the series. Each term in the series must have the same dimen-
sion by the law of dimensional homogeneity. Denoting the dimensions of mass,




langth, and time by M, L, and T, vespe o tivaly, one obtains for each term of
the aaviest

) () o ) " )

Equation 8 leads to the following three conatraint» hetween exponenta:
0, ® 3"2.‘«"!'“!0
0y o l-e e, (9)
0, *® +2 4+ 30‘ + LPRLESL AL IY)

Substituting Equation 9 into Equation 7 ylelds

_T.Eo.m - :i:l<i@zx(22_3_)‘“(%%)‘5‘(g)'vt(é)"m‘s) m(;sT)“tm“m

nét"mR wg

Returning to the functional representation of the aeriea,

E _ofapRT wR Z 4 (_ g (1)
PLILI (s mmug’ R R

Note that the original functional relationship between 11 variables haa
been simplifieZ to one betwean eight indepandent dimensionless groups. Sev.
eral of these groups will now be manipulated to express them in a more
recognizable form. Since AM/wg » 1-¢, the first argument of the functlon [ is
taken to be ¢, the roll-to-pitch ratio. Now pR3/m al/FF. (d/R) where FF
is the {raction fill of the tank; since FF {s independent of 4/R, F‘F‘ Ean be
chosen Lo be the lgcond argument. Noting also that pR/mug o(p/pd MNUIN)/

F + (d/R) and pdé\/p = hd2/v = R_ (v = p/p = kinematic viscosity of fldid),
the third argument of { will be taken to be the Reynolds number,
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The last djimenaionless argument is the reciprecal of the Froude number,
FR » Rug®/@, and ean be identified aa this number divectly, Finally,

E/nmetrin) (m/npd’ ) 3)¢d/m IFF,

and the dimenaionless energy group will be identifiad aa ﬁ)/npds 3 2. In

:ummuv. then, KEquation 11 can he expreased in the following mgre desirable
orimi

2

u Nnetlon(& R:S FF, §, o, %‘. é‘) (12)

Equation % can be used to define the dual to the energy group; namaly, the time
conatant groupt

5
ntpd w s ¢ (ge1)
Y n (13)
T -
5 3
npd wSG
-A

While the enargy group is more appropriate to study the characteristica of fuel
alosh disaipation, the time constant group ia more useful in assessing the
offect of auch dissipation on tha nutation angle behavior of a apinning vehicle.

4.2 APPLICATION OF DIMENSIONAL ANALYSIS TO CONDUCT AND
INTERPRETATION OF FUEL SLOSH TESTS

If the original assumptions of the functional dependence of I:')/o2 are
correct, dimensionul analysis implics that aome functional relationship between
the dimemionleu %roupl of Equation 12 exists, Experiments can be made to
determine how E/8° and v, implicit in the enargy and time constant groups,
respectively, vary as a function of each of the groups. If a sufficient number
of experiments are performed, an empirical model can be constructed for
the function described by Equation 12.

Most important however, ia the construction of such a model for the
limiting condition, Ry&/g—», since the effect of fuel slosh on the nutation
angle behavior of a spinning vehicle is of primary importance in the 0 g
environment. Intuitively, it is suspected that for a sufficiently high spin
speed the effect of gravity on the data is negligible. Dimensional analysis
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points out a apecific way to teat this hypothesis, The anergy group versus
Reynolds number behavior is experimentally determined at different Froude
numbera by varying the apin apeed of the test vehicle (a parameater common
to all three groupa), This results in a set of p.ints in the energy group/
Reynolds number plane, each of which is identified by Froude number

and all of which pertain to a apecific fluid, fraction fill, tank shape, o, d/R,
and Z/R, By changing the fluid (kinematic viscoaity) only and repeating the
teat, another aset of points, different {rom the first, is generated in the plane,
This allows a family of straight lines defining energy group versus Reynolde ~
number with Froude number as a parameter to be conatructed. A family of X
higher order polynomials can be obtained by repeating the test on additiona! |
fluids. Now, if the effect of gr\vity on the data is negligible for spin apeeds

greater than a critical value, ""Sgk membersa of the family corresponding to

Froude numbers greater than Ru z/g should all converge to the 0 g curve.

If the spin speed achievable an the test vehicle is not sufficiently large to

obtain convergence for a special configuration, all is not lost since a useful

bound nn the 0 g curve will be available. The end product, then, of such a

aequence 0f testa is a 0 g approximation of energy yroup (and time constant

group) versus Reynolds number for a specific set of constants defining the

other 'geometrical' groups. Symbolically, one obtains *

z AY

: 2\ R
d ws d . Z
——T%—E = f(b-v—‘). - g -.m' FF:CI. 0'=Cz,-R--C3,'-§-—C4,S (14)

npd wg 6

The next atep is to systematically accumulate 0 g curves from which

an empirical model can be extracted. The basic technique is to determine a
| family of 0 g curves, energy group versus Reynolds number with one of the
- geometrical groups as a parameter; the remaining groups are maintained

conatant. Similar families of 0 g curves are then generated with each of the

latter groups as sole paramoter. For example, during the Phase III test
- series, a family of limiting energy group versus Reynolds number curves
was determined for fraction fills of 30, 50, 60, 66, 75, and 100 percent. |
The other groups were constant during the test series with ¢ = 0.335,
d/R =0.77, Z/R = 0.49, and conispherical tank geometry. The correspond-
ing curves for fraction fills of 66 and 100 percent were also obtained for
c=0.1,d/R=0.77, Z/R = 0.49, and conispherical tank geometry. These
two saries of tests help define how the energy group versus Reynolds number
curves vary with fraction fill and roll-to-pitch ratio (measure of excitation
frequency) for conispherical tanks mounted on spacecraft such as Intelsat IV
and HS-318. ‘

The Phase IV series of tests discussed later will define the corres-
ponding curves for roll-to-pitch ratios associated with other spacecraft like
SMS (o = 0.6 aftar apogee motor burn) and the Canadian Domestic Satellite
(¢ »1.1); this will aid in developing a much needed model of h~w the roll-to-
pitch ratio affects fuel slosh energy dissipation.

T R,
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The Phase III tests also included the same intensive testing on the
spherical tank geometry so that a model for energy dissipation in a spherical
tank can also be extracted when the test program is complete. Although the
other two geometrical groups, d/R and Z/R, were constant during all Phase I,
1I, and III tests (values correspond to both Intelsat IV and HS-318), it is
presently hoped that some limited variation of d/R during tests in Phase IV
will be accomplished.

All the data from the Phase I, II, and IIl series of tests have been
illustrated and compared in the same basic graphical format. The energy
group is plotted versus Reynolds number on log-log paper with Froude num-
ber as a parameter, and the constants defining the three principal geometri-
cal groups (i.e,, fraction fill, roll-to-pitch ratio, and tank geometry) are
clearly labeled. A companion plot where the time constant replaces the
enarpgy group with all the other groups as before is also presented. These
two plots repraesent the empirical data bit from which the 0 g curve or its
bound can be readily extracted. Where several 0 g curves are available for
a geometric group (as is currently the case for the fraction fill group), a
special plot illustrating a family of energy group versus Reynolds number
curves with that group ae a parameter is presented. Other plots associated
with repeatability, superposition, and test series comparison will be explained
in the appropriate context.

4-7




5. PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION RESULTS

; The test data are presented and discussed in this section. The
* Intelsat IV results are reviewed first since they constitute the bulk of the

‘ data to date. The method of plotting was discussed in Section 4.2, For
convenience, the critical plotting and test parameters are listed in Table5-1.

!‘i The physical properties of the fluids used in the test program are

summarized in Table 5-2. For the sake of graphical uniformity, the data

symbols have been standardized and represent the fluids shown in the

table. Any reuse of these symbols is noted in the appropriate graphs. *’

! Table 5-3 is a summary test matrix of the entire test program to
date. The table is designed to provide the reader with all critical param-
eters for any specific test run. The best way to read the matrix is down a
given column. The table first identifies the test phase, then identifies the
tank geometry, and then gives the test inertia ratio followed by the physical
parameters of the test machine. The fraction fill is next followed by the
dimensional characteristics of the tank location, The number of tanks, n,
is next. The test fluids are then listed. Here, one or more fluids are
listed. When dual or triple fluids are noted, it means that all other param-
eters in the column are held constant, i.e., the test is simply rerun with the
b o new fluid. The fluid weight is given for reference. In Appendix C a curve
relates fluid weight and fraction fill. The last parameter, spin speed, is
actually a range of values. With all the other test parameters constant, the f
test is operated at various spin speeds in the cited range, The rate is
incrementally varied to map this range. In Phase II and III testing, the
spin speed increments were 30 rpm. In Phase I, steps of 10 rpm were used.

5.1 TANK SUPERPOSITION DEMONSTRATION

T

In the early phase of the test program, it was not clear if inde 2d
the principle of superposition of tanks would apply to the test vehicle. One
would assume this principle to hold if the energy sink concept is valid.
The analysis in Section 4 discusses this in more detail, While it waa felt
that in flight this principle would hold, it was not clear that it would in the
small test vehicle. The central concern was over the mass fraction rep-
resented by the fluid with respect to the total mass of the vehicle. It was
possible to have a nonlinear coupling between the vehicle mass and the large

5.1
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TABLE 5-1. PARAMETER DEFINITION

Symbol Definition Unit
IT Transverse moment of inertia Slug-ft:2
o Roll-to-pitch ratio, trarsxjsi::axl'vslgllv[OI -

n Number of tanks -
d Tank diameter Feet
R Radial offset of tank center and spin axis Feet
Z Axial offset of tank center and space- Feet
craft cg

p Density of fluid Slug/ft:3
K Viscosity of fluid Lb-sec/ft”
v Kinematic visrosity, p/p £t%/sec
wg Spin speed Rad/sec
A Rotor nutation frequency, (l-O')ws Rad/sec
Fr. Froude number(Rwi/g) -
Re. Reynolds number (Adz/v) -
FF Fraction fill by volume Percent
T Time constant Seconds
E Energy dissipation rate Ft-lb/secc
6% Nutation angle Degree

5
m'Td we Time constant group -
ﬁ:/exzzpdswz Energy group -

*Note: Data have been plotted as a function of nutation anjle according
to the following standardized format:

1) If the data best fit a single expon 'ntial curve, a solid line denotes the

hest T over the full range of 8, typically 1 to 8 degrees.

2) If two time constants more accurately {it the data, a dashed curve is
used for 8 < 2 degree (typically) and a solid line is used for

2< 0 < 8 degrees.
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TABLE 5-2. TEST FLUID PARAMETER TABLE

. . Pr 3 Ib- set:’/fl:2 ftz /Vs eéc Data
Test Fluid Notation| slug/ft x10-5 x10- Symbol*
Water A 1.94 2 1.0 )
Glycerine and water B 2.14 8.35 3.9 0)
Freon C 1. 94 1 0.51 2
Glycerine and water D 2, 04 3.1 1.54 0)
Glycerine and water E 2,02 2.92 1. 44 0)
Glycerine and water F 2 3.32 1. 66 0)
Freon G 1. 96 0.98 0.5 A

“Three data symbols have been used throughout. Unless otherwise noted
on the particular graph, the symbols above have the respective connota-
tion given here,

moving fuel mass, As it turned out, neither test vehicle was plagued by a
"tail wagging the dog'' effect, The exponential behavior of the nutation enve-
lope itself gave credibility to the conclusion that the energy dissipation rates
per tank must add in series.

However, to experimentally verify the tank superposition principle,
tests were run on both the Phase ! and 1I test vehicles. The results of the
tests are shown in Figure 5-1, The upper half of the figure gives the
Phase ] test results. Here, only a limited spin speed range was tested,

The results showed that the reciprocal addition of the titanium and plexiglass
tanks gave the expected resultant value. The test also pointed out the fact
that the plexiglass tank had additional losses beyond those just due to fuel
sloshing. After this test, the plexiglass tank was removed and all subsequent
Fhase | testing was with the single titanium flight tank.

The Phase Il test for superposition was conducted at 66 percent
fraction fill and at ¢ = 0.1, The test consisted of first running both tanks
and then removing one and repeating the test. The results of the single
tank test were simply doubled since the tanks were identical. The resultant
overlapping of the curves gives proof that the superposition principle is
valid for this test vehicle as well,
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TABLE 5-3. FUEL SLOSH TEST MATRIX
Phase I Test
Parameter Conispherical Tank Spherical
[4 0.2y 0.326 0.35 0.36 0.38 0.36 0.1 0.1
lT 92 100 111 117 129 17 254 254
Test vehicle weight, pounds 655 707 760 797 877 797 1318 1318
FF 10 30 50 66 100 66 30 50
d 1,44 1,44 1. 44 1,44 1,44 0.92 0.92 0.92
R 1. 90 1.90 1.90 1.90 1.90 1.90 1.2 1.2
% 1. 17 1.17 1.17 1.17 1.17 1. 17 0,59 0.59
n (n 1 1 1,244 1 i 245 2’1(6)
Test fluid AB A.B A.BB30 1A ) AR A c,D ¢
Test fluid woight, pounds 10 30 50 66,1324 100 66 16,4 27.4
Spin speed range, rpm 30-110 {30100 | 30-110 30-110 j0-110f  40-60 | 30-210'" 30-2
NOTES: ”I-‘llght titanium tank mountud in {light orientation "¢ fuid teats run to compare with Phiase | 10 an:

(all single tank tests),

“Special ! and £ (second tank waa plastic) tank

comparative test was made at 66 percont {f, A
fluid only; the results are ploited in Figure,

3)('Zlycarlrm and water solution (B) tests wuere run in
both Culver City and El Sugunde,

'”.‘\‘;.ﬁn spoed incrementally varied in steps of 10 rpn

i all tests,

")I“Im iglnas coniupherical tankas mounted in flight
oriestatian,

"’(mmparanvu I and £ tank test was made with C
fluid only,
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66 percant A fluid tests (i, 8., d¢/v

conatnnt)
“)Spin speed incrementally varied in steps o 30

O)Tent fluide F and G intonded to be the sams as
C and 1,

“Spherical” tank configuration achieved by

invarting conimpherical tank,

. POV . e N S U U SR RTRTR e VA, e . . B
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Phase Il Test

Conispherical Tank Conispherical Tank
0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0. 335 0.335 0.1 0.1 0,335 0.335 0.335 | 0.335
254 254 254 254 254 43 43 254 254 43 43 43 43
1318 1318 1318 1318 1318 463 463 1314 1318 463 463 463 463
30 50 66 30 0.00 10 66 66 100 30 50 60 66
0.92 0.92 0.92 0. 92 0.92 w92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.92 0,92
1.2 12 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 e 1.2 12 ) 12 1.2
0.59 0,59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0,59 0,59 0,59
P 218 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 ) 2 p
¢ ¢ c.D c C.E et cth r.c | F.q AF.G ARG |ru AF.G
16,4 27,4 36,1800 | 44 54,5 5.4 36 36 54,8 16,4 21,4 3w 36
10-210'% 30-210 | 30-210 30-210 | 30-210 | 30.150 | 30-1%0 60-210 | 60-210 | 60-210 60.210 | i0-210 | 60.210

compare with Phase ! 10 and
touts (i, e, , d«/v = cunstant)

ntally varied in steps of 30 rpm,

intended to be the same as

afiguration achieved by
rical tank,

g




Phase 111 Test

Conisphorical Tank

Spherical Ta

ak{10)

0,335
+3
463
30
0.92
1.2
0.59

AF,G
16. 4
60210

0.335
43
463
50
0.9¢
1.2

0.59

AFK.G
2.4
60-210

0,335
43

.8
60-210

0,335

43

66
0,92
1.2
0,59

A F.G
36
60-210

0,335
43
463
100
0.92
1.2
0,59

AF,G
54,5
60-210

0.1
43

314

0.59
2
¥,0G
36

60-210

0. 335
43
463

0,335
43
463
50
0.92
1.2
0,59

AF.G
27,4
60-210

0,335

43

0,334
43
4063
66
0. 92
1.2

0. 59

AP G
36

60-2410

0,335
[ X3

LY

189

AF.G
40.5

6U-210




5.2 DATA REPEATABILITY

The ability to repeat a test and achieve essentially the same result
is central to any empirical test program. Repeatabhility should not be taken
for granted and must be experimentally established. However, it is
obviously unreasonable to repeat the entire test matrix just for the sake of
completeness. Several positive demonstrations of data repeatability should
be sufficient to validate the entire complement of test data, These special
tests, together with an error analysis (see Appendix B), give credibility
to the entire test program.

The following tests constitute the basic proof of repeatability in
the test program. It should be noted that no data exist for the Phase I test
series. This is perhaps unfortunate since it is shown later that the data
are suspect to a secondary source of dissipation which was not removed

from the data.

Perhaps the most demonstrative piece of data related to repeatability
is indicated in Figure 5-2, which shows the test results taken on the Phase II
vehicle at the 0.335 inertia first in January 1971 and again in September 1971,
Between the two sets of data was a major vehicle modification to the 0.1
inertia ratio and back again to the 0.335 condition. Thec close agreement
between the two sets of data indicates that not only the fuel slcshing is
repeatable but, equally significant, that the vehicle can be modified,
reassembled, and retested and still preserve the critical information.
When it ia realized that the energy dissipation rates being observed are on
the order of milliwatts, it is impressive that a quarter ton piece of
machinery can be characterized as a truly rigid body. At least on a com-
parative scale the residual nonrigidities of the vehicle are at least an order
of magnitude below the fuel slosh effects.

Other tests of repeatability are shown in Figure 5-3, In Figure 5-3a,
the 66 percent fraction fill 0.1 inertia ratio data show good agreement
between Phase Il and Phase I1] tests, Likewise, the 100 percent fraction
fill data in Figure 5-3b show good agrecement for the glycerine solution
while, the freon data look a little discrepant at the low spin speed. It is
noted that the Phase II data have some questionable value due to uncertain-
ties in the parasitic dissipation in the vehicle,

5.3 CONISPHERICAL TESTS, ¢ = 0,335 (INTELSAT IV) DATA

This section presents the Phase Il data collected on the coni-
spherical tank configuration for the Intelsat IV inertia condition, The
discussion progresses through the data starting at 100 percent fraction
fill down to 30 percent {raction (i!l, Then, the data are summarized and
Phase | and Ill data are compared.

Preceding page blank 57
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5. 3,1 100 Percent Praction Fill

Figure S-4a indicates the fuel alonhing behavier at 100 percent
fraction fill. While this cawne is not of engineering signiticance, it in
important from a fluid dynamies viewpoint, It, therefore, servea as a
reference point whioh will hopetully ahed anme light on the behaviur of the
fuel sloshing at partial fraction fille,

The two m st important facta contalned in Figure 3.4 are that the
time conatant group ia a function of Reynald's number and that gravity doea
not affect the resulta, Thie latter point ia significant atnce {luid dynamieally
the 1 g field can be abaarbed as a presaure grudient in tha fluld and would
tharefore he expected to have no influance on the energy dissipation rate,
Thus, Figure 3.4 contains experimental confirnation of an intuitive (luid
dynamical hehavior expected to by ohserved in the teat.

The other key point thal the anergy disaipation rate {a some function
of Reynulds number is alao consistent with previoua analyria of this proh.
lem. FKExparimantally, it appears that the energy dissipation rato is roughly
inversely proportional to the square root of the Reynolda number. i, 0.,

Ko ’
(Reynolds nuinber)

ila

Or, stated differently, the enargy dissipation rate iw proportional to the
square root of the fluid viacosity, This functional relationahip is the one
originally used by D, D, Willlama and charactariatic of a laminar boundary

layer,

In aummarr. the 100 percent case appears aomewhat conaiatent
with existing knowladge of the expected fluid behavior.

As a point of reference when looking at Figures 5-4 and thg others

to follow, the Intelsat IV flight Reynolda number is about 7.2 x 10, Also,
to project the time conatant group numbers to a flight time constant value,
simply multiply the group constant at the highest Froude number and at the
above Reynolds number by 2: the value obtained ia the flight dedamping time
conatant in seconds for the synchronous orbit condition. For example, in
Figure 5-4, the group number is about 500; so multiply by 2, and the result-
ant 1000 seconds is the expacted flight time conatant, (Section 6 describes
in more detail the {light extrapolation method summarized here.)

5.3.2 78 Percent Fraction Fill

The fluid behavior at 78 percent fraction fill is considerably dif-
ferent thau the 100 percent case. Figure 5-% gives the reapective time
conatant and energy group data, Several facts are apparent when looking
at these curves,
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Gravity effects are minimal since the group constants are
ingsensitive to nearly an order of magnitude changc in the Froude number.
There is a definite Reynolds number behavior which is substantially dif-
ferent from the 100 percent case. The data suggests that the tests are
being conducted near a sensitive Reynolds number region. This may be the
reason for the time constant change evidenced by the nutation angle behavior.
The data show that at small nutation angles (8 < 2 degrees) the time constant
is longer than that at the larger angles (2 degrees < 0 < 8 degrees). This
result suggests the excitation of a secondary, more lossy, mode of dissipa-
tion at the higher amplitudes.

Obtaining a flight time constant from this curve is difficult, At
best, a bound can be placed on the value and it could run between 140
and 220 seconds.

5.3.3 66 Percent Fraction Fill

The 66 percent fraction fill case, shown in Figure 5-6, contains some
interesting results. The most significant characteristic of Figure 5-6a is
the Froude number convergence, Starting at a value less than 1, where
gravity acceleration exceeds the centrifugal acceleration, the time constant
group levels incrementally decrease for each change in Froude number. At
a value of about 5.5 convergence is achieved and the data beyond this point
can be interpreted as a 0 g simulation. Obviously tl.ough, when interpolating
the results to space, it would be desirable to select "he highest Froude num-
ber obtained, thereby minimizing gravity effects, It is interesting to note
how rapidly the convergence occurs once the critical vpin speed, wg, is
reached. In this case, ws is around 120 rpm. Thus, above this spin speed,
all of the data are applicable to flight interpolation. Once this convergence
had been demonstrated, the tests at lower spin speed were terminated, For
that reason, much of the data subsequently plotted lack Froude number
rerults below roughly 5.

The explanation for why or how gravity acts to suppress the fluid
motion is not known. When viewed in light of all the other test data
available, it is clear that the gravitational effects are both subtle and sig-
nificant. They can vary with fraction fill and, more significantly, with
{nertia ratio, It is therefore important to any empirical model of this
fluid dissipation to be careful of the data used and ensure that the effects

of gravity are not present.

On this point, the extensive analysis and modelings attempts of Curtis
and Harrington (References 23 and 24) unfortunately suffered from the lack of
insighr presently at hand. In retrospect, the Phase I data, as will be noted
later, came tantalizingly close to the desired Froude number of 5. However,
test vehicle limitations prevented higher speed runs required to ensure that
0 g convergence had been reached. Had that occurred, the conclusions of
the Phase | tests would have been different.
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a) Time Constant Group Versus Reynolds Number

Figure 5-6. Phase Il Conispherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at 66 Percent
Fraction Fill (¢ = 0,335)
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Figure 5-6 (continued), Phase III Conispherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at
66 Percent Fraction Fill (¢ = 0,335)




Another observation from Figure 5-6 is the weak Reynolds number
dependence. The energy dissipation rate is virtually independent of this
parameter, It is perhaps more than coincidence that this fraction, showing
weak Reynolds number behavior, also corresponds *o the peak dissipation
of all fraction fills tested.

The divergence rate also indicated a slight time constant change
this time; however, the dissipation is more lossy at the small amplitudes
than at the large amplitudes.

5.3.4 60 Percent Fraction Fill

The 60 percent fraction fill data lack the water solution as a third
test fluid, This is unfortunate in that this fraction has an unusual
characteristic. Figure 5-7 summarizes the available test data. The data
appear to contain convergence as in the case of $6 percent. Further, it
appears that the dissipation follows a well behaved function of Reynolds
number. The dependence appears weak as in the case of 66 percent.

The unusual time constant change is the worst observed in all the
data. The curves suggest that a secondary mode of dissipation is being
excited at the larger amplitudes. The energy diasipation rate increases
a factor of two when the nutation angle exceeds 2 degrees.

5.3.5 50 Percent Fraction Fill

The 50 percent fraction fill shows more interesting behavior.
Figure 5-8 summarizes the 50 percent data.

First, the data show convergence with Froude number, which is
important. The energy dissipation rate is dependent both on Reynoids
number and nutation angle. The data suggest, just as in the 75 percent
casa, that the dissipation mechaniem is sensitive to Reynolds number within
the region beinlg investigated. However, at 50 percent fill, the functional
dependence of £ on Reynolds number has reversed as the dissipation went
through resonance, This behavior is continued at 30 percent and more
profoundly seen in the spherical data (Section 5.4)., It appears quite reason-
able that the Reynolds number dependence is coupled to the fluid resonance
phenomena.

Again at 50 percent, the time constant is seen to be sensitive to
nutation angle. In this case, however, the time constant is smaller at the
smaller amplitudes, This is the same behavior as observed at 66 percent
but is in opposition to the 60 percent results.

5.3.6 30 Percent Fraction Fill

The 30 percent fraction fill tests show some different character.
istics than previous fills. Figure 5-9 gives the test data,

5-19




20047-15(U) ~

a sias TR T
dae e IS fm et 3534
gyt vty phad —— L

el PP rpat Mpdd Ty e gty

e et - =
- Pt ra Pttt et et
[im piteivs by Sdepoled o e T T L TT

[
hod
v
; e
3 o i Giacth g
R T £ EEHIE &
i Sy e T TIEI: o
T - e 2
: tiizE b
IEZT o -
...... HITT o
...... tiIzt = o
TLLIIIiro e e
TIiIIiiil 3 &
= sxes z =
g oo T 5 ldv“v. .
3 \“ e et B k3 o
55z 1223 ilidal « m
4t TrorIIvigELTiI S -4 -
= = S e =]
i iroi izl —
- [2 Sk w-—— - d — n a
eeod Lorae PR vt B >
=% z i SR Rt <] > o 2
o Satdaeetd Inpeg il R
. = f = Satpates: SSISISEtad PR x b
\ e STty Il 1 - X
‘ 1 oozl B 3 8
o Lo g (e data % r
: [Sgect) j mgpuipdug F
L1 fore- foioe NIt IS s v . (o]
33 T3 4 e K > a ~
T w
33 piin ST c e e b e L5 )
|54 IRt I as m 2 - L
S Ros reay et {arin o b= S
= = s At ] 2 o
37 33 1o et 15 e o PO
= 1 B : t 35 ¥ IR o O o
poss 0% s 1 taund bt el - .ﬂ
s S IRE e Fily £ TIES 5 o 234 i3 LEE
e SEnEREe & Tl - it i £ 5
s s i sapas S e oe z i Hitae <~ on
5 b= } sttt mn.«i.H:”nxmx g Ih = o Bt i EEH o 3 M oy
S 13520 po2dR Sepas 234 b Sqfreairgind o2 Sags bpean . 123 rtedat? Jo iy ol ——r -
3 b3 Savoina padds bl bgdpe basds 1ont YT ITLINS TR I 244 ittt intd 222 RS RN Loyl
: e e e S o S =
= : b 2353543 SR TE= B - : R SERA TS :
| i b 1oese Sheey SRt AT A= o S3e Eatietes et Pt o
i R & Fodrohs i Tisseaats SITESRRET T o L3 = : SEIRE Sangaate v o=
oust Spote el i i1 tiehalign skangrmaldes sas uadl (34 sasas & : i siteadons - =
3 caa3 pas 3 o (EP=ARe oo BB IHE = o rjeyrries S5t iriiAsie £ <
SRR S & S d P R T S e : s P IR
S S = = s = s = TEEEEEEn — 1
Si 1288 B2 H s i £F 3 TirTTET T —
5 3 T 5= 3 a— .
23 : i fiesdas: sasit gl B 5 a3 = 2D 3 o,
= Tss 230 st =3 Ehaseas =5 & : »
H il teags | u.'u'ndln.ﬂw.rhuﬂc!  Souaq 324t s R 4 e St 7SI 4
L Nt e A o e S R S s By T o
3 = :]
b - [ aatuinds 400 a nn
b + e a b Y [l U
i W s = b |
+ ky S 1.5, LA - - o i d
T ; bos 184 pat ) A ot m
v ———p
14 e T 14 1
H MUY ' 1154 IS SRS
Hi ~ Ty T ¥ Mtssaewe 2]
~ N
n - - - u -
-




20047-16{L) >
e e r = F=®
— nr = = e aas = prErriade
= 1% o ¥ s >
proemrr = >
) Lt T o
== L. T T = . = I L]
T  saus = > pass s 1l. - ‘s > T
+ ¥ :m“ m« e e - ol ondng S e
is r la n
= Rl
= &3 L
== = E =5 = -
iSz3zg=amd
i 3H 23 e 53 e
% 3253 L3ea 3 23 = —
; F =
= o Fee o iee poan 2 = n
SigngmEy 2 =: )
Tl T = : ; - bod -
e T aM Tt s nw“ e RSN ursadnsdn & o e F
- + 1 X -+ b
22 = s ~
£2 5 T £ x
E: 3 = 2 d 3 £
= : = =3 2 =
¥ s tad sya ¥y ? 'S s P
ae is% : s s o o T
347 1323 $Eass ¥ »
o 3t e - = > -
P
3443 o £ et i 23 ~ -
it ¥ yut 184 1044 T o o [#]
T 1y ¥ I b TTET e n n ———
o it 1 = ¥ : >
" ! ¥ 1At y 1 ¥ pan Sw fae [ -} 9
T : - ey e b /]
o S i z =
—J T e T a.
T T 3 84 " * e ERR n
- - t St ey -« ®
7 : 4 ] ] S -
, - 2 it i3 NSt a I3 <
bt e ! seirdetier 3 * o e
= 223 2 =232 [=] ° O wn [
p e s i 20 gt 5 ~ % 9]
= : i ="
: t ae 1hea 1o el aasal sod o. -
+ T ¥ e T
e 22 fees 1222 : oot 1o 5% shw 323 3 o©
By . alad o i laai + 4 rlvn‘l o =
o ®
= B O £
5 TE : 3 Q. — 4
g i 23 %3 5 o
= == 283 — :
= 2= 2 Segs Sysesme o -] — :
: TErTer Be T .
PR 53 T Pl R = ® -« x
= T T ik R o
o Do, T 124 33 ; 4 — © [ P e A
— e -
b o : 3 ¥ e riheds wuad X !OMT E m (] "
1 > bl e d
e - - D
= = 313 n s v
- g =
3 k= C 5 B
= 3 ST atet & 14 [ "
= o g s gaases - E
o apdaten et T3 e ~ M
T .
% ' £ 3
phelhorubuny -~ ¥ 3% R s as - o i
5] N
T A © i 1
3t 2 et = [
28 ! ek and *
) aoodo 12 Savaalia s FA &
o Py - )
v g -
T i - 1
——— T - feuusey o O
B 0 N SEDS1 (AN 0 -
.L -« @ o @ o e - - -
- =




20047-17{U) "~

5252 TREs: T 2z iz - 2
+H ¥ o - 3 e s
¥ ¥ 3 =
} = : 3 ==
H ¥ :
s H T +
. T b - -
- - T - T + + > 1 "y
14 41 T $a3a San
b4 8 I 11 T s et £.4-of
3 e " o 4 s 1 v -l e
T e Ty i 32 ¥
T 1 CH1) RO TR Tt T 1t % L4 4id 630 50 1
t 1 T 1 1T SHELANYE A T JOR4 ERADY | 100N A4 T X
T -
= = -
T 333 tasiaay H
+ 3: T H H £ 3 S
T s e dann Beoa 3 T bl
T s tassnes re o 4 -
. = ool - - -
s P rer:
- K — «w padaa bd X e T o1 4
s o6 T ¥ 3 ats oat eisal hd T
HHT T T T T T svas Nomay » T T
4 b '™ 1 3 o ¥ — L1 - —
il 0 ¥ 's 3 T 1 VR UANSS OO0 L8 TT ——
1 } T w: A3 b - 1 1 uﬁ—‘ N Sausni - } lsasae - -
i 0= =
S = =
= e
¥ s 33
Bt + I = T
R > us anzas o
t
B ia
T : te Sia reass b1
b .t < -
——4 - - I
s bk 4
" + :
- A T et
TR T I
T s T
1 < Il b e .
i . % 118 54 S0
- p AL W) T
- T T I 1
= 5
253 132T.
T T
: e oa
e (o T
" oasn rs e e
: o s et ~
™ e -
T t i & e HTrerri
: - + - 4
=] g 3 i35S
==s a=regogas oy aiag 1o S
e 220237 31 =
Toat SR nE == = e T et
T = b it ta2aa ) T =idi ajiasye sy
feams = = = 2% Py Sl R
= e = i maeay
=t P e i35 2O §53 SFSeesg==
T fess sonmma
; == 22 3 > i Rt
sars I T and i T
ot I I z habanan T Tl be 1 b
ur T n : mE 253 {aane 1ok " iDane slugmat s e
T a3 : — : o ) g ey 4E4R4 3 e b 5000 $ERE SN i
¥ - T z
rattbo (553 - " i £ b
st e 5 = 23 BEEagu=ss
escasess S0 Spas T 223 2= T3= =
233 = fgs 13S ==
— r—— — pug
3 3335 mes T =3
; S e 5  :
2 3 £ B
> T - " T -
¥ ™t =] Bty T Y -y
= ==  ips = T
- MY AR AL M TR - i | Sose oo $ som -t hes ansd &
i - e Ruiion F + o B - et
- = - - T o t
%t S : 2 o i } + THE > e
= " . : B n : ean s fona vt iy T jw
Y AUDE Suupnh MEADAPR fhist SRS Mty SPY pgs L2 H b e g
ey i e : rhate o =
S o ot Mot : ( )} ano¥d LNVISNOO AWIL 1 teaed S 128 ; .
- - a : + T
- - -] - 3] ﬂvQP.ﬂ I Sres) CEee S b
= I - : - T :
- - (nsacaas R
T - T T
- S— f iy O
i | 2 L1 iS4 10) EE0E ISERS 27 23 5 ol +
A
1 | wldd ~ &4 & E -
-~ -
-

2
)

REYNOLDS' NUMBER (3

\Y

5.22

0,335)

Phase III Conispherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at 50 Percent

a) Time Constant Group Versus Reynolds Number
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Figure 5-8,
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b) Energy Group Versus Reynolds Number

Figure 5-8 (continued). Phase 1JI Conispherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at
50 Percent Fraction Fill {o = 0,335)
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The interesting behavior noted in Figure 8-9a is that Froude number
convergence is not 30 obvious, The exg 'nation for this gravity effect is
not known, The Reynelds number behavior is similar in curvature but
increased in magaitude over the 50 percent till,

The 30 percent fill shows a behavior very similar to the amall ampli-
tude behavior at 80 percent, However, the energy levels differ by about a
factor of 20, It appears at 30 gorcon& that not only is the dissipation down
because there is less mass and less wetted area but also bacause the fluid
is almoat entirvely in the conical saction where the restriction to motion is
maximum, Thia is demonstrated morec onclusively when the conisphere
and sphere are compared at 30 percent.

5.3.7 Summary of Phase III Coniapherical ¢ = 0,335 Data

During the discusaion of the data in the previous sections, cartain
bahaviors and {acts were pointed out which reprosent the key results of
the test: The major results have been raduced to a simple graphical sum-
mary shown in Figure 5-10.

What haa been done in plotting Figure 5.10 ls to take only the maxi-
mum Froude number curves for sach fraction fill and coplot the respective
shergy groups versus Raynolds number, If the data were dependent on nuta.
tion level, this fact is also included, In looking at this plot, the following
facts are observed, some of which may have been mentioned already.

Starting at 100 percent fraction fill, the energy dissipation rate
increases by nearly a fi:ctor of 20, peaking at 66 percent an: then falling

off {irxet slowly to 50 percent and then rapidly to 30 percent, The obvious
peaking of the dissipation rate strongly suggeats some type of resonance
phenomenon occurring at or near 66 percent fraction fill. In the Edwards
model of the fluid motion, this peaking is interpreted as a geomaetrical
resonance characteristic of the shape of the container and the vehicle

(i, @, , the inertia ratio, ¢). While the model remains crude at this time,

the region of resonance for the conispherical tank agrees quite well with the
test rosult. More interestingly, the madel predicts for the spherical tank

a similar resonance around 54 percent fill. As will he seaen in the next
section, this is also good agreement with the test data. And finally at

o = 0.1, the model predicts a reaocnance in the conisphere at or near 90 per-
cent fill. The test data again agree with this prediction, however, the data are
not sufficient to state conclusively that the 90 percent fill is the worst case.

The issue of Reynolds number dependence is not clearly understood.
[t is perhaps sufficient to say that in all of the data the Reynolde number
dependence is weak relative to the other variables such as fraction fill,
inertia ratio, and container shape., While the data may be interpreted as
containing a Reynolds number transition, th- “ttendant E level shifts are
small and quite unlike laminar-turbuleace t ... . ‘tons in other fluid
dynamics phenomena. At this time it is not w.cthwhile belaboring the
Reynolds number behavior.
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Figure 5-10. Comparative Energy Groups for Various Fraction
Fills of Conispherical Tank (¢ = 0, 335)




To establish a dimensional perspective on the energy dissipation
rates being measured in this test, Figure 5-11 is a dimensional version
of Figure 5-10. Here, the data in Figure 5-10 have been used for an
Intelsat IV condition, i.e., n =4, d = 1,44 feet, p = 1.92 slug/ft3, and A
wg =50 rpm. The energy levels are seen to vary from 0.3 mw (at 30 per- |
cent F'F') to 20 mw (at 66 percent FF), These rates have been computed at : '
l degree nutation. In the laboratory, the energy dissipations are comparable
to these values.,

5.3.8 Comparison of Phase I and IIl Conispherical Data at o = 0.335 ;

An interesting graph can be constructed by coplotting the Phase I
and III conispherical data at the various fraction fills tested. Even though
the vehicles are different dimensionally and physically, it is possible to
normalize the data by the same dimensionless groups and, hopefully, arrive
at the same group constants for the respective fill fractions. If the group
levels agree, then dimensional scaling by d5 is established, Figure 5-12
presents the available data at 100, 66, 50, and 30 percent fraction fills.
Only the energy groups are plotted since the time constant group is redundant.
The following discussion examines these curves in the above order. (The _
entire set of Phase I data can be found in Appendix A.) *

At 100 percent fill, Figure 5-12a, it is immediately obvious that the ‘
energy group are discrepant by nearly an order of magnitude, The Phase I ‘
data show neither good Froude number convergence nor any Reynolds num- ‘
ber dependence, :

It is suspected that the Phase I data contain not only the Phase III
data, which are believed to be correct due to flight confirmation hut also S
an additional parasitic dissipation mechanism not subtracted from the data.
As it turn> out, this secondary dedamper is sufficiently strong to mask the
Reynolds number dependence of the fuel sloshing, The reason then for I
poor Froude number convergence is that the data scatter is a consequence
of the other dedamper. However, the other dedamper is not sensitive to the
1 g field since the levels do not change appreciably.

At 66 percent fill (Figure 5-12b), the Phase I data above the Phase III
data, and likewise, at 50 and 30 percent fills. In each case, the situation is
the same; and, therefore, the above conclusion is the same,

The Phase I tests appear to consistently contain the new Phase III
data plus another dissipator. The magnitude of the dissipator can be
found by simply subtracting the levels of the two curves at each fill fraction.
That subtraction has been carried out and is plotted in Figure 5-13, The
secondary dissipator peaks out at 50 percent fraction fill, The apparent
parabolic shape of this curve suggests an mr“ type relationship.
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Figure 5-12 (continued), Comparative Energy Groups for Various
Fraction Fills of Conispherical Tank (¢ = 0, 35) i
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It is believed that the cause of this additional dissipation was
excitation of the tank support structure by the pendulous fluid motion in
forced response to the nutation. This mode of structural working was not
calibrated during the parasitic test runs, During those tests, a static load
repreesentative of the fluid mass was attached to the mounticg point. How-
ever, when the fluid was free to oscillate about the tank center, a moment
was produced at the attach points which must compensate for the torque
created by the fluid motion, Since the frequency is that of rotor nutation,
the extra dissipation would add in phase to create additional divergence.

Even though the Phase I data appear to be corrupted by an additional
dedamper, one critical result is evident. Dimensional scaling by d5 appears
to be valid. The test demonstration is strongest at 66 percent fill, where the
parasitic dedamper in Phase | is on the order of the fuel slosh. Figure 5-12b
indicates that the dimensionless groups are about the same value. Even
50 percent and 30 percent agree within a factor of 2. And finally, the good
flight correlation with the test data which intrinsically applies the d> scaling
laws adds critical evidence to support the above conclusions.

The above test results {mply that if Intelsat IV increased in size
from 8 to 10 feet radius and the radial location and tank diameter were
rcaled proportionately, the energy dissipation would be a factor of 3 higher
than at present, At 66 percent fraction fill, assuming no damper changes,
the system would be neutrally stable or unstabie, The resulting dedamper
time constant would be between 20 and 30 seconds. On the other hand, if
Intelsat IV were to shrink 25 percent, tank sizes included, the time constant
would be increased by a factor of 3,

Energy dissipation scaling by pd> could explain why both ATS V and
TACSAT 1 were not plagued by fuel slosh as major dedampers. For those
vehicles, the tank diameters were 11 inches compared with Intelsat IV's
18 inch tanks., (The fact that they were spherical is ignored,) Thus, on g
dimensional basis, the energy dissipation alone would be down by (11/18}>,
or nearly an order of magnitude. Therefore, the heat pipes and bearing
and power transfer assembly (BAPTA) were the dominate dedampers in the
two vehicles, with fuel slosh effects hidden in the noise.

5.4 SPHERICAL TESTS, o = 0,335 DATA

During the Phase lll test series, the conispherical tank was inverted
to simulate a spherical tank geometry, Figure 3-4 indicates the physical
relationship of the tank with respect to the conispherical position, For
fraction {ills below 75 percent, the tank geometry presents a spherical
boundary to te fluid, Unfortunately, it was not possible to run a 100 percunt
fill since a cumparative result with the conisphere at the same fill would
provide some insight to assist in development of the ampirical model.
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The following set of figures, 5-14 through 5-18, present the
spherical data taken at the 0.335 inertia ratio. Figure 5-19 is a summary
energy group curve where the various fraction fills are coplotted for maxi-
mum Froude numbers. This curve is the companion to Figure 5-11 for the
conispherical case.

5.4.1 75 Percent Fraction Fill

Figu.e 5-14 presents the 75 percent fraction fill data, Here, the
behavior versus Reynolds number is somewhat similar to the equivalent
conispherical case. The definite energy level shift again suggests that the
test may be occurring in a sensitive Reynolds number region. The Froude
number behavior is also similar to the conisphere. While the data appear
to converge, there may be some complicated Froude number/Reynolds
number interrelationship.

5.4,2 66 Parcent Fraction Fill

The 66 percent fill, Figure 5-15, indicates a slight Reynolds number
dependence with a peaking around 109, Again, the curves for constant *'
Froude number appear to be translated as Reynolds number increases.

5.4.3 60 Percent Fraction Fill

At 60 percent fraction fill, the dissipation is more linear than in the
conisphere. While only two test fluids were run, Figure 5-16 shows the
curves both converge with Froude number, The data are best fit by one time
constant.

5.4.4 50 Percent Fraction Fill

At 50 percent fill, the sphere experiences its maximum dissipation
rate. This is not too surprising inasmuch as previous nonspinning spherical (
sloshing tests indicate that maximum sloshing occurs at 50 percent. The |
energy dissipation rates are abcut four times less in the spherical tank at
resonance, as in the conisphere at 66 percent.

Figure 5-17 shows that dissipation is virtually independent of
Reynolds number, Recall that this was also observed to be the case for the
conisphere at 66 percent, It seems reasonable to conjecture that the same
lossy mode of dissipaiion is present in the sphere, which when excited gives
rise to dissipation on the same order as the conisphere.

5.4.5 30 Percent Fraction Fill

The 30 percent f{ill for the sphere is an interesting case for ceveral
reasons., First, between 50 and 30 percent, the sphere becomes worse
than the conisphere. As it turns out, this crossover is of little engineering
significance since the energy dissipation rate is sufficiently below the critical
value. A possible explanation for the crossover is the following., As the fill




M

fraction decreases to the valuo where the remaining fluid ia almoat nnnrelx
in the conical section of the tank, the presence of the vone acts to inhibit the
fluid movemuent when oxcited by nutation, The sphere, on the other hand,
expariences no such impediment; and the slug of fluld {s free to exhibit
forced oacillatory motion. Since the liquid amplitude would be greater, the
energy dissipation rate would alao be inc runo:.

Figure 5-18 shows the behavior of the test data at this fill {raction,
Several observations can be readily made. First, the dissipation ahows a
Reynolds number dependence. The data also show a time constant changae,
The data indicate the time conatant is emaller in the small amplitude regions.
This again suggests some saturation moechanism,

The data also tontain the characteristic Froude number behavior of the
other fill fraction. The family of curves of constant Froude number appear
to be translation along the Reynolds number axis., The explanation tor this
behavior is not known.

5.4. 6 Summary of Spherical Data

Figure 5-19 is a plot of the high Froude number anergy groupe f{or
the fraction fills tested. This is a companion curve to Figure 5-10. Hera,
peaking is seen at 50 percent. The Reynolds number behavior with fraction
fill is somewhat similar to the coniapherical case. The curvas appear
convex for fill fractions greater than resonance and concave for fills lowar
than resonance,

In comparison, it has been experimentally verified at the 0.33% {nertia
ratio that spherical tanks are quantitatively better than conispherical tanks
insofar as energy dis -ipation is concerned. However, the advantago is not
so significant that future designs must necessarily employ a spherical tank
propellant system, A figure of merit riust be placed on the two deaigns
when considering a new propulsion design. As it turned out, in the
Intelsat IV case, it was an easier engineering modification to incroase the
composite damper performance a factor of four than it would have been to
redesign the propulsion system. Future designs may also find it more
attractive to design more efficient nutation dampers than to compromise
the efficiency of the propulsion system.

5.5 CONISPHERICAL TESTS, o = 0.1 DATA

Most of the Phase II testing and the initial part of the Phase III
series was conducted at the HS-318 spacecraft inertia ratio of 0. 1. All the
testing was conducted with conispherical tanks except for one spherical test
at 66 percent fill. The results of that test are presented after the presenta-
tion of the conispherical data.
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Figure 5-14. Phase III Spherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at 78 Percent
Fraction Fill (¢ = 0,335)
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a) Time Constant Group Versus Reynolds Number

Figure 5-16. Phase III Spherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at 60 Percent

Fraction Fill (¢ = 0.335)
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b) Energy Group Versus Reynolds Number

Figure 5-16 (continued). Phase III Spherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at
60 Percent Fraction Fill (¢ = 0, 335)
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b) Energy Group Versus Reynolds Number

Figure 5-17 (continued). Phase III Spherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at
50 Percent Fraction Fill (¢ = 0,335)
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a) Time Constant Group Versus Reynolds Number
Figure 5-18. Phase [II Spherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at 30 Percent
' Fraction Fill (¢ = 0,335)
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b) Energy Group Versus Reynolds Number

Figure 5-18 (continued), Phase IlI Spherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at
30 Percent Fraction Fill (¢ = 0, 335)
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Figure 5-19. Comparative Energy Groups for Various Fraction Fills

of Spherical Tank (¢ = 0, 335)
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The test matrix for the 0.1 inertia ratio (Table 5-3) is not nearly as
complete as for the 0.335 inertia ratio. The primary reason for this, as will
be seen shortly, is that the fuel sloshing effects at this inertia ratio are not
nearly as serious as at 0.335. From an engineering standpoint, therefore,
extensive mapping of the parameter space at this ratio was not warranted.
The primary purpose of conducting tests at this ratio was to achieve a
satisfactory bound on the dissipation rate. It was recognized that there was
no reasonable way to extrapolate the 0.335 results to the 0,1 case since the
data obtained at the former value defied numerous modeling attempts.

Since the data in this section are therefore sketchy and incomplete,
it is necessary to view the data in light of the discussion presented in the
last section. Certain characteristic trends and behaviors can be corre-
lated between the two sets of data, which, hopefully will ultimately lead to
an empirical model.

The data are presented here in the same format as established in
the last section. The companion time constant and energy groups are
presented for each fraction fill. As will be noted at two fill fractions,
i.e., 80 and 50 percent, the graphs only cor‘ain one set of data. These data ,
will be used to establish the approximate energy levels at these fill fractions. f-

It should be noted that the scale on the ordinate parameter on most ,
of these ¢ ‘aphs has been shifted by an order of magnitude. The time con- |
stant group is increased by a factor of ten and the energy group is cor-
respondingly decreased by the same amount, This is, perhaps, the most ’
significant observation of the following data ia comparison to the data pre-
sented in the last section, The second most significant point is the lack of
convergence; and, finally, the fraction fill dependence is noticeably dif-
ferent from the 0. 335 inertia ratio.

5,5.1 100 Percent Fraction Fill

The 100 percent fraction fill data are presented in Figure 5-20.
Several familiar trends can be observed. The data, while somewhat noisier
than the 0. 335 data, indicate that the energy dissipation rate is independent
of gravity. This is seen by the family of constant Froude number curves
falling on top of each other. As has been pointed out. this behavior is
expected for the completely filled case.

- ——— —

Another observation is that the energy dissipation appears to be
approximately inversely proportional to the square root of the Reynolds
number. This is the same Reynolds number dependence observed at
o = 0,335 100 percent fraction fill.

If the energy groups at 0.1 and 0.335 are compared on a reiative
basis, it is seen that the 0,1 data lie about 30 percent above the 0,335,
This cage, it turns out, is an exception to the comment that 0,335 ene.vy
dissipation is worse than at 0. 1. The reason for this behavior is not clear.
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ispherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at 100 Percent
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a) Time Constant Group Versus Reynolds Number
Phase [IIl Con

Figure 5.20,
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Figure 5-20 (continued),

Phase III Conispherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at
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However, sinea the Kdwarda model pradicts a vesvnance at o¢ near 90 percem
fill tor o = 0.1, the proximity of the 100 percent fi1ll te this peak could reasult
in comparable dissipation ratea with the ¢ = 0, 335, 100 percent fill cane.

5.8,28 80 Percent Fraction Fill

The 80 percent fill, Figure 5.21, contains the reault of anly one teat
conducted with the freon solution. Tho data indicate one behavier X\mdq-
mentally different {rom the 0. 335 data, As the Froude number invreanes,
80 does the time constant group, That (s to aay, as gravity offects become
leuldalignmunt the resultant dissipation rates due to nutation increase
rapldly,

The only other comment about the 80 percent data is a comparisen
with the 0,333, T4 percent data, Comparing the enurgy groups at the higheat
Froude number and comparable Reynolds number, {t ia obsepvad that the
0.1 group levels aro down nearly an order of magnitude from the 0. 338 teats.

5.95.3 66 Percont Fraction Ftil

The 66 percent fraction fill, Figure 8-22, containe some very
interesting behaviors. 7The most obvious difference batween the 0, | and
0.33%5, 66 percent data ia that the critical spin speed wj has not been reach d
and Froude number convergence has not occurred,

One word of caution, however; only two teat fluids were run, and
therefore it is only possible to draw a atraight line between them., Aa
pointed out in Section 4 and observed in the previcus section, the introduc-
tion of a third fluid permits druwing » second-order polynomial through the
data. It is entirely possible that, as in the case of 30 percent fill at
o v 0,335, the water teata are critical in establishing curvature to the
family of constant Froud number curves and changing the observed hehavior
from one of no convergence to one of, at least, quasi-coavergence. Such
may be the case here. PFerhaps at some later date the missing data can be

obtained.

For the time being, it suffices to say that the gravity dependence
is significant at ¢ = 0. 1 even to the highest Froude number obtainable in the
test. One comment is, perhaps, worth making, While the Froude number
is a significant parameter which measures the relative magnitude of centri-
fugal to gravitational forces, it is also important to keep in mind the ratio
of the nutational to gravitational acceleration, If the fluid motion is to be
driven by the nutaticnal acceleration, obviously this acceleration must
dominate gravity. As is generally known, those nutational accelerations
are related to the centrifugal accelerations only by a constant proportional
to o(2-0a) ant 6, {.e., aNyT = o'(z-.d)Rwsz. Gravity, on the other hand,
sinusoidally excites the orthogonal axis to the nutational excitation when
the vehicle is nutating. (Refer to Appendix D for further clarification of

5«32
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this pointe) The magnitude of this gravity sxcitation s proportional to 2o,
Thua the ratio of the twoa exvitations {a aignificant, {,e,, the ratio
#{d-¢)Ruwl/g which is just #(d-¢)(s rouds nuinmber), At the same Frouda
number, this ratio becomea 1/6 the value at 0,338, What this auggests

is that at 0,1 the spin speed must be incroased to nuppress the gravity
exeltation. To satisfy this condition, the spin apaed would have to he
increased over a factor of d at ¢ = 0.1 to eorraspond to the wquivalent
nutatlon-gravity ratio at 0, 333, Unfortunately, the test machine cannet
withatand auch apeods; so this h){pmhuh aannot he eanlly teated, Perhapa
t‘!:‘a Phaao IV toats at 0.6 and 1,1 inertia ratios will ahed more light on
thia mattev,

it is intereating to observe that, in the case of ¢ = 0,339, guvny
tanded to maak the disaipation due to nutation, In the case of ¢ = 0,1
gravity effects dominate the disaipation giving the data an appsarance
of heing much worae than they really are. In all the analysea and simula.
tions conducted on thie problem, the atrong gravity dependance was not
included nor really rucognimed, It ia lack of a priori fluid dynamic insight
{nto the problem which neceasitaten oxtunawﬂ'g?l'ﬁ\-.

A turther observation about the 66 percent data ia that the onergy
group at the maximum Frouude number ia nearly a factor of 60 below the
comparable conditiona at the reapactive till for ¢ » 0,333,

Since the data at 66 percent do not indicate Froude number convergence
the only poasible way in which the data can be interpolated to space ia to
asaume that the maximum Froude nuraber curve represents a lower bound on
the dedamping time conatant. In thia way, the time conatant group number at
the flight Reynolds number can be used to estimate the dedamper magnitude
in flight.

%,.5.4 30 Percent Fraction Fill

The 50 percent fill, Figure 5-23, represents the limited data avail-
able at the fraction, Very little can be said about the data, There is
apparently & strong gravity effect still in the data. The comparative 0.1
and 0. 335 energy groups show the 0.1 down by at least an order of magnitude,

5.5.,5 30 Purcent Fraction Fill

Figure 5-24 presents the available 30 percent data at 0.1, Again
there is .he characteristic ¢ = 0.1 Froude number behavior. However, this
time there ig a crossover at 12,8 and 16,5 Froude numbers. While this may
be partly due to scatter in the data, it is also suggesting that the limiting
Froude number may have been reached at this fill. It is not clear why this
would happen at 30 percent but, perhaps, the phenomena is complicated by
the full occupancy of the conical segment,

———— e
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a) Time Constant Group Versus Reynolds Number
Phase Il Conisp

igure “-21,
Fraction Fill (¢ = 0, 1)
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b) Energy Group Versus Reynolds Number

Figure 5-21 (cdntinued). Phase Il Conispherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at

80 Percent Fraction Fill (o
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b) Energy Group Versus Reynclds Number

Figure 5-22 (continued), Phase III Conispherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at
66 Percent Fraction Fill (¢ = 0, 1)
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Phase II Coiispherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at 50 Percent
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Figure 5-23 (continued). Phase [I Conispherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at
50 Percent Fraction Fill (¢ = 0.1)
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Figure 5-24,

Phase II Conispherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at 30 Percent

Fraction Fill (¢ = 0. 1)
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5.5.6 Summary of Phase II and III Conispherical ¢ = 0,1 Data

The preceding data have been assembled into a summary plot similar
to Figure 5-11 drawn for the respective 0. 335 data. Unfortunately, the
resultant graph, Figure 5-25, is more qualitative than quantitative. The
curves represent the maximum Froude number curves at each fraction fill.
The limited data at 80 and 50 percent only permit the establishment of
approximate levels. The 50 percent data are highly suspicious because
they lie below 66 and 30 percent.

The conclusions drawn from Figure 5-25 are few, It appears that
the worst dissipation at ¢ = 0.1 occurs at or near the 100 percent fill.
The eneryy levels are significantly below the respective 0.335 data, except
for the 100 percent case as described earlier.

5.6 SPHERICAL TESTS, ¢ =0.1 DATA

Only one spherical test was conducted at o = 0. 1; this was at 66 per-
cent fraction fill. The data are presented in Figure 5-26. Several observa-
tions can be made with respect to the data.

First, the Froude number, or gravity effect, appzars to be the same
in the sphere as in the conisphere. Zero g convergence has apparentiy not
been reached at 210 rpm.

If the sphere is compared with the coniaphere at the same fill,
Figure 5-22b, it is noted that the energy groups are quite similar at the
Froude numbers tests. Therefore, the sphere and conisphere are com-
parable dedampers at ¢ = 0. 1. It is not known whether this result applies
across the entire fraction fill region or just at this point. As noted in the
spherical 0,335 data, a crossover occurred near 40 percent fill. For 0.1
inertia ratio, the crossover could be at 65 percent.

Suffice it to say at a 0.1 inertia ratio the issue of sphere versus

conisphere is not germane in an engineering sense, If the conisphere is
not a problem, the sphere is not a problem.
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b) Energy Group Versus Reynolds Number

Figure 5-26 (continued), Phase III Spherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at
66 Percent Fraction Fill (¢ = 0, 1)
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6, ZERO G KEXTRAPOLATION AND FLIGHT EXPERIENCE

The substance of the laboratory teat program ig to arrive at
estimated enerpy dissipation ratea thal are representative of the actual con-
ditions in the 0 g scaling. Early analytical attermpts were thwarted by the
modeling comploxities of the fluid dynamic motion. Based on the success of
the ATS V heat pipe tests it was appreciated that a 0 g test condition could be
obtained in the laboratory; however, there was no grior knowledge at which
test spin speed the 0 g condition would be reached in the fuel alosh program,
As has boen seen in the previoua section, at v = 0,335 0 g convergence is
unquestionably a part of the data. At v = 0.1 there is saome question as
whether a 0 g condition was obtained; yet lacking an unambiguous conver-
gence aignature it is still possible to establish a lower bound on the flight
dedamping time conatant,

The following discussion reviewa the 0 g extrapolation for both
Intelaat IV and HS-318, then reviews the flight confirmation of Intelsat 1V,
It finally uses the combined test and flight experience to acale E with ¢,

6.1 INTELSAT IV FLIGHT PREDICTIONS

The dimensionless time constant group curves of Saction 5.3 can be
used directly to project the results to space, The procedure for 0 g scaling
is the following:

1) Determine the equivalent flight Reynolds number for the flight
vehicle., This may be a range of Reynolds number since both
the spin speed and inertia ratio often change as a function of
time.

2) Compute the time constant group coefficient for the flight vehicle,
i.e., evaluate the function I /np dsws. Again this value may
vary as w, is often not constant.

3) Rofer to the fraction fill curve or curves of interest and locate . .
the flight Reynolds number (or range of numbers), Determine
the value or range of values of the time constant group at the
maximum Froude number curve plotted,

6-1
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4) Multiply the value or values in (3) by the value obtained in (2),
This then ia the aquivalent dedamper time constant, Due to Lhe
scatter in the data and the poasible ranga of Raeynolds number the
projected flight time constant will turn out to be a band of values,

Aw a precaution it sahould be pointed out that it has been asaumed that
toest data exist at the flight inertia ratio. No model for ¢ scaling presently
exist #o the test data are highly specialised at this time. It haa heen
assurmned that the propellant is equally distributed in the tanks, This assump-
tion can be altered in step (2) if, for example, two tanks have 75 percent fill
and the other two have 66 percent fill, the time constants can be separately
determined using the above procedure, and the resulting values recipracally
added to determine the cormposite dedamper time constant.

In the case of Intelsat IV, the following evaluation is made,

Table 6-1 lists the required spacacraft parameters for determining the
dedamping time constant at the start of synchronous orbit operation.

TABLE 6.1, INTELSAT IV FLIGHT PARAMETERS

Paramaeter Value
1y 515 slug-ft ' ,
4 0.358 .
Wy 51.5 rpm
d 1,44 faeet
P 1.94 slug-ﬂ:3 ‘
n 4 ’f
FF 75 percent (initial load, 300 pounds)
0 <2 degrecs
Y 1073 ¢t%/sec (hydrazine)

1)  The equivalent flight Reynolds' number is first computed as
followes: g

Adz . (1 - o‘)uafla

Reynolds' No,

Y Y
2
Q- 0.335)(-.554)(!-44) = 7.2 x 10° !
10 \
6.2 !




2) The time constant ia now computed uaing the following
relationahip

where k is the specific time constant group number obtained
from the curve. The expreassion IT/n d w, is evaluated and is

given as
1T ! 515 z 2,0 sec
npdsw. ax 1,94 x 1,440 x 5.4

Thus, for Intelsat IV synchronous orbit condition, merely
doubling the group number yields the expected time consatant
for the fuel sloah.

3) For 75 percent fraction fill refer to Figure 5-5a. At the
maximum Froude number of 17.6 the time constant group
levels range between 70 and 110,

4) Multiplying 2 seconds times the above levels yields an estimated
time constant of 140 to 220 seconds.

The other fraction fills are evaluated in the same manner just
described. The resulting esiimates of the dedamping time constant versus
fraction fill is given in Figure 6-1. Here both the conisphere and .phere
results are coplotted subject to the four tanks, equal load assumption.

6.2 HS-318 FLIGHT PREDICTIONS

As has been noted in Section 5.5 the v = 0.1 information forms an
incomplete set of data; however, it is sufficient to bound the flight time con-
stants, Also, the time constant group levels at the maximum Froude number
must be used since the zero g convergence has not been reached.

For HS5-318 the flight Reynolds number is about 1.1 x 106. The time

constant group parameter (Step 2) is about 8.7 seconds. From the appropri-
ate fraction fill curves of Section 5.5, the projected flight dedamper time
constants are computed and plotted in Figure 6-2.

t In comparing Figures 6-1 and 6-2 it is noted at the worse fraction
. fill, viz 66 percent, the Intelsat IV dedamping is nearly 60 times worse than
¥ HS'3180
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6.3 INTELSAT IV FLIGHT DATA

The best estimate for the flight dedamping time constant has recently
been obtained from the F-3 launch for the synchronous orbit condition and
F-4 in the transfer orbit condition. Following injection into synchronous
orbit, a apecial dedamper test was conducted on the F-3 vehicle. The objec-
tive of the test was to determine if the time constant obtained from the F-2
launch was correct., As reported in Reference 29 following apogee motor
fire a short time span of about 40 seconds existed during which the platform
was counter-rutating «t 4 rpm and the nutation angle was observed to remain
constant. The conclusion arrived at was that the rotational effect had suffi-
ciently dotuned the dampers such that the presence of the dedamper could be
noted. Fostlaunch analysis concluded, as reported in the above reference
that the best estirnate of the dedamper time was about 200 seconds. How-
ever, substantial uncertainty exieted in that estimate since the nutation signal
was only observed for a fraction of a time constant. In fact, within the
accuracy of the data the spacecraft couid have been diverging with a very
long time constant.

Subsequent to the I'-2 launch and the determination of the 200 second ; i’
dedamper, the third phase fuel slosh testing had taken place, The results of
these tests were in agreement with the F-2 data — notwithstanding the large |
uncertainty in the F-2 data point. : ,

If, in fact, the dedamper magnitude at 75 percent fraction fill agreed
well with the laboratory test results at the same mass fraction, then it is
reasonable to assume thal the projected time constants at other fraction fills
would also be correct. As seen in Figure 6-1, the initial mass fraction is
not the worst case and as fuel is deleted in the course of normal on station
maneuvering the region of maximum energy dissipation would be traversed. I
Operationally, then it may be required to adjust the spacecraft spin speed to
maximize the damper performance during that portion of the mission. Once
the fuel load is below 50 percent, the necessity to control spin speed can be
relaxed. |

Thus, to validate both the F-2 data point and the test results, a test
on F-3 was planned to counterspin te 4 rprm, induce nutation, and monitor
the time constant for an extended period of time — at least long enough to
ensure reasonable accuracy in the data reduction. In light of the possibility
of being unstable at this platform rate, the test was begun at the nominal
despun condition. A time constant was established by manually inducing
nutation., The resultant value thus served as a reference point from which
to proceed, The next measurement was made at a counterspin rate of 2 rpm.
This value was selected along with 3 rpm as desired intermediary reference
points to determine whether or not it would be required to go to 4 rpm. As
it turned out, the 4 rpm case was run, As expected, the dedamper could be
measured quite accurately — at lcvst as accurate as the estimate nn the com-
posite damper time constant, i.e., about 10 perceat.
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The incremental increase in the net damping time constant starting
despun and progressing to 4 rpm with checks at 2 and 3 rpm are, in
sequential order, 42 +3, 67 x4, 167 +5, and 1150 %50 seconds. The respec-
tive composite damper time constants are estimated to be 40 £2, 62 %2,

104 +4, and 156 *14 seconds. The computed dedamping time constant is
about 175 £15 seconds (F-3 flight nutation data have not been "
docurnented).

The best eatimates of the F-2 and F-3 flight dedamping time con-
stants have been plotted on Figure 6-1. As seen, the agreement is quite
good and well within the test and flight data uncertainties (on the order of

10 percent).

In the transfer orbit, the mertta ratio is 0,278. The flight data for
F-2 gave an est1mated value of 28 ¥'® minutes; the F-3 dedamper was esti-
mated to be 12 *1Q minutes. Recenfly, the F-4 launch provided a much
better value of the transfer orbit dedamper. A test was conducted similar
in scope to the one described previously of the F-3 synchronous orbit condi-
tion. By forward spinning the platform to 4 rpm and inducing nutation the
net time was determined to be 594 seconds., The best estimate for the com-
posite damper time constant was 290 seconds. The resultant dedamper is
therefore estimated to be about 560 seconds. The uncertainty on this num-
ber is estimated to be about 10 percent,

With the additional transfer orbit time constant data it is now pos-
sible to combine this data with the test data at 0.1 and 0. 355 inertia ratio.
and investigate the functional dependence of E on the inertia ratio.

6.4 FIRST ATTEMPT AT INERTIA RATIO SCALING (75 PERCENT
FRACTION FILL)

With the recent results of the Intelsat IV F-4 transfer orbit dedamper
test, a good estimate of the fuel sloshing at ¢ = 0,278 exists, It is there-
fore, possible to cornbine this result with the o = 0.355 and o = 0.1 test
and flight data in a first attempt to scale E with o.

. In the following analysis, the time constant data have been nprmal-
ized to a vehicle with a transverse moment of inertia of 515 slug-ftz (i.e.,
ocrresponding to Intelsat IV in the synchronous orbit). Thus, the transverse
orbit time constant of 560 seconds is scaled by (515/830). At ¢ = 0.1 the
time constant has a great deal of uncertainty primarily due to the lack of
0 g convergence. At best, then, the test data serve as an upper bound on
the energy group. It is expected that the actual 0 g energy group would fall




below the value used here. The following summarizes the data used in the
inertial ratio scaling:

¢ . T, Seconds T Group E Group

0.355 175 87.5 2.62x 1073
0.278 350 175 1.15 x 10”3
0. 10 1000 500 1.8 x 107%

The time constant group and energy group numbers are plotted in
Figures 6-3 and 6-4, respectively. The interesting curve here is the energy
group, 6-4, The slope of the E cuz ‘tween 0.278 and 0. 355 is experi-
mentally determined to be 3.3, If curve is extrapolated back to o = 0.1,
it is seen that the test data lie substantially above the o = 0.1 intercept of
the ¢ 3.3 curve. As mentioned it was expected that the 0, 1 test data would
over estimate the actual 0 g condition. This discrepancy could be real, or
alternately, due to extrapolation of the ¢3:3 curve, beyond the range of
applicability., The primary objective of the phase IV test program is to
obtain test data at ¢ = 0.6 and o = 1.1. It is intended that these tests will
establish the shape of the functional dependence of E versus inertia ratio.

It is fair to conclude that for inertia ratios near those of Intelsat IV
the energy group is proportional to ¢ 3.3, Therefore, the associated time
constant equation is the following:

T = It(r(l-v)u.g It(l-a')
o
. 5
E/QZ npduscrz'3

The constant of proportionality is dependent un Reynolds number, fraction
fill, tank shape, and the other geometrical ratios. In the case of Intelsat
IV in the two orbital conditions (i.e., constant fraction fill), the time
constant scales as

I (1-0)

T ——
2.3
g
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7. CONCL.USIONS AND FUTURE PLANS

The test program to date has investigated the effect of fuel slosh on
the nutation angle behavior of the Intelsat IV and HS-318 spacecraft. Test
data have been obtained in laboratory conditions which closely approximate
the space environment. Agreement between flight and laboratory observa-
tions has validated the empirical techniques employed.

General conclusions drawn from the testing to date are as foilows:

1)

2)

3)

4)

The Williams fuel slosh model is invalid and underestimates
the canergy dissipation rates by nearly two orders of magnitude.

Fuel slosh dedamping time constants for Intelsat IV are on the
order of a hundred seconds, while the time constants for
HS-318 are on the order of thousands of seconds.

In the laboratory, gravity effects are significant at the nominal

operating spin speeds for both Intelsat IV and HS-318, In the case

of Intelsat 1V, gravity masks the fuel slosh dissipation, making
the dedamper appear less powerful than it really is. However,
the test data do contain ah unambiguous 0 g convergence benavior
which can be used to interpolate the test results to flight.
In-orbit corroboration of the laboratory 0 g data supports these
conclusions.

For the HS-318 spacecraft, gravity has a different effect on the
data. Inthe o = 0.1 case, gravity effects tend to dominate
nutational effects, making the data lovk worse than it is in
space. While 0 g convergence was not reached at this inertia
ratio, the data can be used to place a lower bound on the
dedamper.

Phase | teat data (old Culver City data) appear to contain all

the results of Phase IIl tests plus an additional dissipator here-
tofore unrecognized., Therefore, the I’hase | data are relegated
to a lesser status than data obtained from the Phase Il and [lf
tests.




5) Test data in the Phase [l and LIl test aeries have proved to be
repeatable and consistent.

6) Peak diseipation occurs around 60 to 66 parcent fraction fill
for Intelsat IV and around 80 to 100 percent (with greater
uncertainty) for H5-.318.

7) Energy dissipation in a spherical tank ts on the same order as
in a conispherical tank. Specifically, at o = 0,335, the
conisphere is about four times worse than the aphere at the
worst fill fractions.

8) Energy dissipation is dependent on Reynolds number for all
fraction fills other than those naar resonance or peak dissipation,

9) At resonance, the energy dissipation rate has the form

E = K(o,FF, S, d/R, z/R) " npd°w 0%

where K is a function of the spacecraft geometrical parameters,
i.e.,, roll-to-pitch ratio, fraction fill, shape, tank diameter to
radial displacement, and tank axial displacernent to radial
displacement. The Fhase I and IlI data, together with the
Intelsat IV flight data support the d5 dimensional scaling inherent
in the above functional relationship.

— ——

10) The test and flight data have been combined at the 75 percent l
fraction fill to investigate the dependence of L on o The
empirical functional dependence obtained suggests that Eogdd
Additional data at higher inertia ratios will prove or disprove
this dependence. ]

11) Energy dissipation (at o = 0. 35) has two modes — a small nutation
angle mode, 8 < 2 degrees, and a large nutation rnode,
6N > 2 degrees.

It is now quite apparent that the fuel sloshing problem heretofore
dealt within an analytic approach m .st be continued in a strongly experi-
mental vein until sufficient data are generated to permit formaulation of an
empirical model which not only agrees with the test and flight data but aleo
permits extrapolation to new spacecraft designs. The existing data can only
be extended to a small class of vehicles which are closely similar to the
Intelsat IV and HS-318 designs. In order to extend the usefulness of the data
to designs subs'antially different from the existing ones, a Phase IV Test
Plan is under way.
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The primary objective of Phaae IV 1s to inveatigate fuel alonh dinui-
pation effects at Inertian othar than 0, 1 and 0,38, The prosent plans call {or
values near 0.6 and 1,1, With the additional data, It will he ponusible to
acale the fuel slosh time constants with o and obtain a value which ia hupa:
fully valld to at least a factor of 2 accuracy,
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APPENDIX A,

PUASK | TRST DATA

The test results fromn the phase | program are presanted here. The
purpose of including the data in an Appenaix has boen discusased in Sec-
It has heen suggested that thess daru not anly contain the new

inforrmation, which is believed to be the correct data, but aleo extra diasi-.
pation due to structural dedamper not correctiy calibrated out of the data,

Phage |,

'The data plotted here represent what s believed to he the beat from

the data,

of glycerine and water,

water, Oply one tank was uaed,

a8 the fuel sloagh,

Several precuraor commenta are worth making with respect to

Only two fluids were used during thiz series — water and a aolution

The latter solution ie four times as viacous ax

This wan decided after it was learned that
the plexiglass (ank iteelf contained structural disaipation on the same order

After establishing the tank supearposition result, the

plexiglasa tank was removed and all subsequent tests conducted with the
The tank was positioned in the flight orientation cone

flight titanium tank,

outboard {p - 0 degroe to the old sloshera), Initially, the cone had been

tipped down 23 degroees (p

<33 degroon) such that the (luid (ree surflace,

at 60 rpm, had the sama geometrical poaition with reapect to the cone as
it would {n apace at the same apin rate,
some dependence on thia angle, f, subsequent teats suggest the ellect was
more gravitational produced as opposed to a fluid dynamical origin, Since
subsequent data in Fhase Il an: ] werve obtalned at high Froude numberas,

on the order of 17, the free surtave angle, a, closely approached the flight
value of 90 degrees.

NDISCUSSION OF THE DATA

the 50 parcent runs, the vehicle was accidentally danaged and testing termi-

While the disaipation rate indicated

Figure A-] giveas the baaic test data time constant versus spin rate
for the various Iraction filla tested and the two fluide, In Figure A-1b it is
seen that two sets of data are plotted for the 50 and 66 percent fraction (ill
case. The data correspond to both Culver City and E! Segyundo data, After

nated for Phase [.
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Figuras A<¢2 through A«6 are the corresponding dimenslonloas thne
conatant and energy groups for the appropriate fracation filla = 100, 66, %0,
30, and 10 percent,

Figure A«2 showa the 100 percont behavior, It is observed that the
data has sinable acatter with Froude number., Apparently convergence has
not heen reached, The data also indicate no Reynolds number dependonce,
Both of the abave behaviord are inconsistent with the FPhase i!l results., The
interpretation of those data is that the extra dedamper is maaking the fuel
alosh motian and concealing the Reynolda number dependence and Froude
number convergence,

Flgure A-), the time constant group, for 66 percent fraction [ill,
indicates the discrepancy between the Culver City and El Segundo glycerine
data, While the curves are drawn to the average value of the two data
points, it is belleved, in light of the phase 11l data, that the Culver City data
are the more correct, The roasoning is associated primarily with the fact
that Phaae lil 6b porcent showa virtually no Reynolds number dependence of
the teat range of Reynolds number. The rvason for the data discrepancy is
not known tor sure; however, it could be associated with the suspaected
parasitic damper,

A almiilar discrepancy is seen in A<4 for the 50 percent case, How-
ever, in light of the new data it appears that the best information would
correapond to the average of the two glycerine tests. Using the average value
of the data, the resulting curves show a weak Reynolds number dependence
and a high Froude numbexr convergence.

Thirty percent and 10 percent fraction fill cases, Figures A.5
and A-6 , show the behavior as seen in Phase [II. As the Froude numbar
increases, the time constant group also increases, {,e., the snargy dinsi-
pation rate decreases, In A.5 it appears that 0 g convergance has not been
reached, This may be a consequence of having only two test fluide. A third
fluid would moat likely result in a Reynolds number depandence similar to
the Phase III 30 percent test, i.e., a parabolic curve, The apparent peaking
of the energy dissipation at 1, 7 Froude number for both 30 and 10 percent
would appear to be a gravity related phenomena as opposed to a real fluid
resonance which would be present in space.
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Figure A-2. Phase I Conispherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at 100 Percent

Fraction Fill (¢ = 0, 35)
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b) Energy Group Versus Reynolds Number
Phase I Conispherical Tank Fuel Sloshing at

Figure A-5 (continued),
30 Percent Fraction Fiil (o = 0, 35)
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APPENDIX B, KRROR ANALYSLS !

dedamping time conatant from the strip chart recording of the nutation angle
%rowlh during a specific teat and 3) the error ansociated with thia estimate,
he analytic techniques employed are based on linear estimation theery |
as presented in Reference 30, The oatimator choesen as optimuni is the '
minimum mean aquare error estimator. The error, ¢, is defined aa the
difference hetween the eatimate § and the trus value x5, The minlmum mean
square error cestimator minimines the diagonal alementa of the following *
mateix

The object of this analysis is to determine 1) a by 't estimate of the '

¢, * Ege’) - B[ (8- 8] (8 - 817 () | '

In the apecial case where %‘\za scalar, the optimal eatirnator minimines the
mean square error, i.e,, E(Rx)? is minimined,

matrix are given by

[t is shown in Reference 30 that the optimal estimate and the error
l ;

R (BTc;‘B)"u"C; 0 ()

T "l 'l
C, * (B CJ'B) (3)

under the following assumptionas:

1}  The obaservation vector, @ is linearly related to the true atate
vactor, x, hy

9= Bx+y (4)

where B is a matrix, and Lthe vector v represents the noise
or error in the measurement of §. ..




) The corrciation between measuremen! noise and the true state
o nero, Loy, Gy - B(xy?) - 0,

3)  Knowledge of the true state X is unknown so that Ca “ BigpT)~w

4) The nolse moment matrix Gy = E(yyT) ia diagonal, i, e, the
measurements are mmuaﬁxy linearly indepandent and ne
correlation exiets between the observations.

In arder to apply this theory, firet introduce the theoretical relation.
ahip between nutation angle amplitude, A, and dedamping time constant,

v&r /M

A = Al exp (M) (8)

where A, (s the amplitude at time equals acro and ¢t is the time of measure-
mant, e problem (s to find an optimal eatimate of f given a set of
measurements Ay at times t{. Hquation § (s nonlinear and must be put into
linear form hefore npplylni quations & and 3. Thae latter form ia achieved
by taking the logarithm of Equation 8, L, e,

fn(A‘/AQ) s Pyt Vi (6)

where the nolse term v| representa the measurement error. An explicit
form for the v| cau be obtained as follows, The measured amplitude is the
sum of the true amplitude and some error, i.e., A} = A{ - AA{. Substituting
this true amplitude into Kquation §, taking the loguslthm using the approxi-
mation In(l+¢) m ¢, ¢ 8 1, ylelds

AA
(A /A ) = B +-7\:i (7)

At this point, the reasonable assumption is made that the uncertainty in
reading any nutation angle amplitude on the strip chart is the same, i. 0.,
AA{ m AA. Equation 7 bacomes

tn(A/A,) = Bt +%‘ll (8)
§" B.2
L s TR . L N S JPEL AL WS ke




Equation B is now in the proper form to utilise Hquations 2 and 3. Simply
dentlfy

L

® - - e "

. in A, /A, 'ty AA/A,

n a [} [ B ® . . ‘. a c’ x a 1

: -ln An,AuJ .t“i -AA/AR‘

{

‘ with

1

| ent -

| |a7aa 3 0 *
k‘ .

2 g OV e e T R

o

'——.
>

=
.
>
>

A

Applying Equation 3, ‘

o,
—

C = —li04) (9)

T SR

44
P
o
i}
i
—
;
=
g
-
[

1

§: Equation 2 is then used to determine the optimal estimate:

g

5] & 2

i b AL En(Ai/Ao)

i A = .

ey 2 - .

, i" (At) .
= »

3 :
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AR

zs
5.‘
%,
3
|
t
4

The tins error in the estimate ia given by l

Vee?) - AA (11) ; ;
\/2 gt : :
in

Since § = 1/r and 4f :(-l/rz)dv. the optimal estimate of the time constant and
the rms percent error are, respectively,

(ag)?

r o= izl
2 .
ﬁ‘\ b AL In(A /A ) +

(12)

IdT' TIAA'
2 |
Aty !
& ~

Note that Equations 12 reduce to the familiar form for n = 1. An example is
now presented to illustrate how Equations 12 are employed to interpret a
typical set of data, Figure B-1 depicts the peak -to-peak amplitude of the
Physitech tracker versus the number of nutation cycles during a test on the
conisphere with ¢ = 0, 335, FF= 75 percent, wg, = 207 rpm, and water as the
test fluid. The raw test data are shown in Figure B-2. This test is of
particular interest since it represents a data point used to estimate the
Intelsat IV initial synchronous orbit time constant. Note also that the dual
time constant behavior discussed in Section 5 is also evident, with the transi-
tion region in the vicinity of 2 degrees nutation. The first time constant is
evaluated for 0,8 degree s € 5 1.9 degrees, i.e., for the first 175 cycles or
152 seconds. The estimate obtained by drawing a straight line on the figure
is 182 seconds. The second time constant is evaluated for 1.9 degrees <6 =
4,8 degrees, i.e., for the next 125 cycles or 109 seconds. The estirnate
obtained by drawing a straight line on the figure is 119 seconds. The data
and calculations used to obtain the optimal estimates for these two time
constants are now summarized.
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N

A\l
t
)
i
¥
%,.

ne7
‘}1 (Attl)z = 10, 78 x 10° mec® mm?
an

nE? o, 4 2
Zx t A fnlA /A) = 5,69 x 10° nec mm

s=pT - 189 seconds +
IS‘,‘L' = 5,8 percent

n=5
z (A.lt.l)Z = 28.63 x 106 secz mmZ
i=1

> 2 4 2
z (t.lA.l)En(A.l/Ao) = 24,24x 10" secmm

=1

o3
il

—

CASE I 0.8 degree s O6s 1.9 degrees
A, * 6.5 mm
AA = #1.0 mm
t | t{, seconds | Aj mm
] 2.8 7
e 43,5 8
3 65.3 9
4 87.0 10
5 108, 8 11
6 130.5 13
7 152, 3 15
CASE 2: l. 9 degrees = 6 < 4.8 degrees
A = 15mm
Q
AA = %1.0mm
i t seconds Ai' mm
1 21.8 18
2 43,5 21.5
3 65.3 26
4 87.0 3.5
5 108, 8 38

=p»T= 118 seconds

|%I| = 2.2 percent




The graphical estimates of the time constants are within the error
band of the optimal estimates, providing confidence in the former technique,
The rms error associated with the optimal estimate obviously changes with
different sets of data. However, the error was less than 10 percent for
the vast majority of the data, The conclusion to be drawn fram this is that
the data reduction method is rather good. Any dispsrsion in the dimension. :
less curves extrapolated from the test data ought then to be interpreted as
real and associated with sorme other effect,

PHASE 11T FUEL OLOSH TREY DATA
y CONLSFHRRICAL TANK
’ 4 SRR T3 PERCENT FRACTION FILL
{ o= 350, o = 207 A
' b Ry # TEST FIUID: WATER
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Figure B-1, Amplitude of Physitech Tracker Versus Number of
Nutation Cycles :
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APPENDIX C. ANCILLARY FUEL SLOSH DATA

e ——

The purpose of this appendix is to make available additional data
and ca.culations which may serve either as a reference material or as
information for future analyses. The curves are mostly self explanatory
and will not be discussed to any great extent. The following summarizes
the curves presented here:

Figure Description
C-1 Presents the Froude number versus test spin *

for the Phase ! and II test vehicle.

and the vehicle spin axis as a function of spin
speed. (An angle of 90 degrees would corre-
spond to an infinite spin speed and a 0 g test
condition., )

c-2 Gives the angle between the fluid-free surface }

C-3 Gives a close estimate of the fluid weight
contained in the test tanks for the flight and
Phase I test and the Phase II tanks as a function
of percent fraction fill.

C-4 For a nonspinning corn spherical tank ina 1 g :
field this graph gives the natural frequency of
the first fundamental sloshing mode as a function
of mass fraction, The test data were compiled
by the Comsat Laboratories (Reference 18),

C-5 Gives the radial location of the propellant -free
surface and mass centroid as a function of mass

fraction for the Intelsat IV flight configuration.
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APPENDIX D. SUMMARY OF GRAVITY EFFECTS
ON FUEL SLOSH TEST VEHICLE

As noted in the discussion of the test results, it is obvious that
gravity is influential not only to the fluid dynamics but also to the vehicle
dynamics. Insufficient knowledge exists at this time to explain the effect of
gravity on the fuel motion. For the time being, the test technique is to
operate at sufficient Froude numbers to where gravity is negligible. With
regards to the gravity effects on the vehicle dynamics, the problem is more
deterministic.

When in operation, the kinematic motion of the test vehicle is
analogous to a precessing nutation top. Because of the internal fluid motion
and attendant energy dissipation, the vehicle is neither rigid nor character-
ized by a stationary cg. When nutating, the static gravity field becomes
modulated with an amplitude proportional to the nutation and at the rotor
nutation frequenicy. Therefore, as will be seen by the three -axis accelera-
tion equations, gravity acts to excite the transverse axis —transverse to
the axis excited by nutation alone., In the case of o0 = 0.1, it appears that
this transverse excitation by gravity is the dominate forcing input to the
fluid motion. That is why the dissipation is so sensitive to the Froude
number.

The following discussion briefly reviews the known effects of gravity
on the test vehicle.

GRAVITY PRECESSION

The characteristic frequencies of the test vehicle equations of motion
are the following (Reference 13):

"
<
[

2
s A A 1/2
Precession frequency = -29’- - (-49- + ’.%E&)
T

2
A A 1/2
Nutation frequency )'i = -—;_’- +(—4°- + “1-33!-)
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Since the precession frequency is typically an order of magnitude below the
inertial nutation frequency, \,, the above frequencies can be approximated

as !

e}
L‘%
IF

Mol Igwy 1

f

!

Is '

A, = N oz ey :
i o I'I‘ 8

Here Q is the classical precession frequency of a top. The frequency is
proportional to the weight and the moment arm, £, and inversely proportional
to the system angular momentum, Igwg. Typical numbers for 2 during

Phasge Il and III testing resulted in precession periods on the order of

2000 seconds (= 0. 18 deg/sec). With a vehicle mass of 1300 pounds, a spin
inertia of 22 slug-ft2, and a spin rate of 200 rpm, the resulting cg offset
from the ball center (£) is 0.015 inch. When operating in the ¢ = 0, 35 con-
figuration, typical precession periods are about 800 seconds; the resulting
offset, £, is comparable to the value given above.

ST GRS g

g’ ' Figure D-1 clearly shows the gravity precession auperposed on the
v diverging nutation sinusoid. The data were taken during the early part of
the Phase I program. Subsequent to this, test balancing procedures were
¥ improved and the amplitude of the precession was significantly reduced.

e _ - .

GRAVITY EXCITATION

-
v When the vehicle is precessing and nutating in the static 1 g field,
f the acceleration field acting on the fluid is considerably modified from the
iz space envirorment. Using the coordinate system shown in the figure below
# the following 3-axis accelerations can be derived:
¥ z
§ 2 2 |
] = . ‘ s - i @
¢ a_ O[g + zo w.] sin Mt - ga sin w_t 4~ &g
{ 2 2 2
EF a, = +rw‘-6[g+zcr w']con)\t-gacOl wyt y
‘, 3 2 !
t a = -0c(2-0)rwcosit -¢g :
§ Z ] x i
i i
f
' where a is the deviation between the local vertical and the angular rnomentum " o

vector.
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In space, the primary fluid excitation produced by nutation is the
axial, a,, component which is equal to 6c0(2 - ur)rwg cos At. The quadrature
component is typically small relative to this term, specifically ¢2z/¢(2 - a)r.
When gravity is present, the total acceleration field is substantially different
in the transverse axis. In fact, the above equations indicate that the trans-
verse excitation is nearly an order of magnitude larger in the laboratory
than in space. The fluid motion then undergoes a circular or planar forced
excitation as opposed to nearly linear excitation in space.

The transverse acceleration components proportional to @ occur at
spin speed and therefore cannot affect nutational growth. Their effect would
be to produce a secular despin torque on the vehicle, thus slowing it down
during the run.

The intent of the testing in Phase II and III was to run the vehicrle at
high enough spin speeds so that the gravity accelerations were small relative
to the centrifugal accelerations, rwg., In Phase I, convergenceto a O g
condition was just reached at the operating limit of the vehicle —typicaily
100 rpm. However, it was not recognized until Phase III that indeed teating
above 120 rpm satisfied the desired 0 g approximation. The test data sug- *
gest that the spin speed of 0 g convergence varies of inertia ratio. In the
case of ¢ = 0.1, as mentioned in Section 5.5, it appears that the critical
spin speed, wg*, was not reached.




1.

2.

3.

11.

lz.

REFERENCES

D.D. Williams, '"Estimated of Energy Dissipation and Nutation
Damping Due to Fuel Sloshing in a Spherical Tank,' Hughes
IDC 2280,03/202, 1 June 1965.

H. Lamb, Hydrodynamics, Dover Publications, 6th Edition, 1932,

A.J. Stofan and A.L. Armstead, Analytical and Experimental
Investigation of Forces and Frequencies Resuiting from Liquid
Sloshing in a Spherical Tank, NASA TN-D-1281, Suiy 1962.

H. Normal Abramson, et al., ''Liquid Sloshing in Spherical Tanks,"
AIAA Journal, Vol. 1, No. 2, February 1963.

I.E, Summer and A.J. Stofan, An Experimental Investigation of the
Viscous Damping of Liquid Sloshing in Spherical Tanks, NASA
TN-D-1991, December 1963.

A.J. lorillo, Analyses Related to the Hughes Gyrostat System, Hughes
Aircraft Company Report SoD 705388, december 1387,

C.R, Johnson, "TACSAT I Nutation Dynamics, '' AIAA Paper 70-455,
AIAA Third Communication Satellite System Converence, 6-8 April 1970,

J.O. Salvatore and W, W, Porter, ATS-V Heat Pipe Tests and
Dimensional Analysis, Hughes Aircraft Company Report 8CG 10319R,
June 1970,

W.W. Porter, "Fuel Slosh Damping Test with ATS Tanks and Test
Fixture,' Hughes IDC 223/2466, 12 May 1970,

R.H. Edwards, '"Fuel Damping of Intelsat IV, Hughes IDC
2245.2/8, 9 May 1969,

J. T. Neer, '"Intelsat IV Fuel Slosh Dissipation Rates and Time
Constants,' Hughes IDC HS312-2286-3-F161, 13 February 1970,

J.R. Neer, "Mesting Notes from the Visit with Dr. H.N. Abrameon of
SWRIL," 12 March 1970.

Rel




bl -T2 ol IR

13. R.H. Bernard, '"Spinning Fuel Slosh Test Error Analysis,'" Hughes
IDC 2223/3405, 1 May 1970.
14, E.R. Martin, "Progress Report — Spinning Fuel Slosh Test," Comsat
Memo TCLS/1130, 26 March 1970.
15, J.T. Neer, "Summary of Comsat Lab Spinning Fuel Slosh Test,"
Hughes IDC, 14 April 1970.
16. J. T. Neer, '"Notes on Comsat Spinning Fuel Slosh Video Tapes,
Hughes Aircraft Company IDC, 1 May 1970.
17. Comsat Memo, ''Status Report — Spinning Fuel Slosh Test," TCLS/1255,
25 August 1970,
18. J.T. Neer, ""Sloshing Frequencies in Intelsat IC Cone-sphere Tanks
as a Function of Fraction Fill," IDC HS312-2286-3-F177,
10 August 1970,
19, 1. Grasshoff, "Summmary of Digital Simulation of Intelsat IV Fuel Slosh *
Tests Using the Williams' Model of Fuel Slosh Effects,"
November 1970, |
20. J.A. Harrison, '"'Direct Measurement of On-Orbit Energy Dissipation
in a Spinning Satellite by Means of a Ground Based Test,' Hughes
IDC 4091, 2/015, 4 January 1971.
21, J.A. Harrison, '""Direct Measurement of On-Orbit Energy Dissipation
of a Spinning Satellite by Means of a Ground-Based Test — Part Two,"
Hughes IDC 4091, 2/035, 23 February 1971,
22. W.J. Russell, The Relationship of Ground Test Results to the Effects
of Fuel Sloshing on the Nutational Stability of a Dual Spin Spacecraft,’’
Aerospace Report TOR -0059(6143)-30, 5 March 1971, {
i
23, H.O, Curtis and J. V. Harrington, Predictions of Margins for
Nutational Stability for Intelsat IV, Technical Report 7% -9, Harrington,
Davenport and Curtis, Inc., Bedlord, Massachusetts,
28 December 1970,
24, H,O, Curtis and J. V. Harrington, Further Considerations of Margins
for Nutational Stability of Intelsat IV, Technical Report 70«10,
Harrington, Eavonport and Curtis, Inc., Bedford, Massachusetts,
31 December 1979,
25. W.W. Porter, '"Fuel Slosh Test Procedures (for HS318) and Related
Topics,' Hughes IDC 413, 10/3, 6 Janurry 1971,
26. G.R. Telle, '"Predicted Fuel Slosh Test Results,' Hughes
IDC 4113.00/5, 11 January 1971,
R-2 =
!
\ -
“" '—--v.w\'.m. . _: s A - ——— . ,..ﬁ~ l




27,

28,

29.

30.

D.B. Krimgold, H.V, Nuttall and W. W, Porter, '"Fuel Slost Test
Results,'" Hughes IDC 4113, 00/26, 16 March 1971.

E.R. Martin, '"Fuel Slosh and Dynamic Stability of Intelsat 1V,'' AILAA
Paper 71-959, presented at AIAA Guidance, Control and Flight
Mechanics Conference, Hofstra University, Hemstead, New York,

16 August 1971,

J.T. Neer, 'Intelsat IV Synchronous Orbit Dedamping Time Constant —
Effects on F'-2, Comparison with Fuel Slosh Tests, and Implications
on Future Missions,' Hughes IDC HS 312-4328-3-6558, CATZ,

24 August 1971.

P.B. Liebelt, Introduction to Optimal Estimation, Addison-Wesley,
1967.

R.3




