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NOMENCLATURE

A Reference area, model base area, 0.3491 ft
2

ALPI Model support angle of attack, deg.

ALPHA Model angle of attack, deg

ALPHAD Time rate of change of ALPHA, radians/sec

BETA Model sideslip angle, deg

CLMA Slope of the pitching-moment curve, radian-'

CLMQ Damping-in-pitch derivatives, aCLHT/3(Q'D/2V) +
BCLMT/a (ALPHAD.D/2V), radian-'

CLMT Pitching-moment coefficient, pitching moment/QAD

CONFIG Model configuration number

D Reference length, model base diameter, 0.6667 ft

GAMMA Phase angle between the forcing moment and the
angular displacement, deg

INERTIA Model moment of inertia about the pivot axis,
0.408 slug-ft

2

K Average height of carborundum grit used on boundary
layer trip (if zero, no trip is used), in.

L Reference length, model base diameter, 0.6667 ft

LP Distance between model base and beginning of
plate, ft

LS Distance between model base and sting flare, ft

K Free-stream Mach number

NT? Angular restoring moment of the cross-flexure
pivot, ft-lb/rad

ONEGA-W Wind-on an.,,ar frequency, radians/sec

P Free-stres, static pressure, psi or psf

PB, PB1, PB2 Ratio of base pressure to free-stream static
pressure

PHIB Balance roll angle, deg
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PHIM Modelroll angle, deg

PHIl Model support roll angle, deg

PLATE Plate number used (if zero, no plate is used)

PT Free-stream total pressure, psfa

Q Free-stream dynamic pressure, pof

Q Pitching velocity, radians/sec

RE Free stream unit Reynolds number, ft-

RED Free-stream Reynolds number based on DI
RFP Reduced frequency parameter (OMEGA-W-D)2V, radian

j RUN Run number

THETA Wind-on osc.illation amplitude, ±deg

TT Free-stream total temperature used in data
reduction, deg R

V Free-stream velocity, ft/sec
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The work reported herein was sponsored by the Arnold Engineering

Development Center (AEDC), Air Force Systems Command (AFSC), Arnold
Air Force Station, Tennessee, under Program Element 65807F, and Control

Number 9R02-00-9. The results were obtained by ARO, Inc., AEDC Division
(a Sverdrup Corporation Company), operating contractor for the AEDC.

The test was conducted in the Propulsion Wind Tunnel Facility (PWT),

Aerodynamic Wind Tunnel (4T) under ARO Project No. P41C-A9 from September.
26 to October 3, 1979. This test provided data in support of the
research project "AEDC Dynamic Stability Research," ARO Project Number
V32F-09. The AEDC Research Monitor was Mr. Alexander F. Money, and the
Test Project Monitor was Mr. Bob L. Uselton of ARO, Inc. This work is

a continuation of the work reported in Refs. 1 and 2.

The objective of the test was to determine sting-support interference
effects on the measurements of static and dynamic stability derivatives
and base pressure. This included:(1) defining critical sting length by
the measurement of pitch-damping derivatives for two frequencies of
oscillation, (2) investigating the effect of sting length on yaw-damping
derivatives as a function of angle of attack, and (3) investigating the
effect of splitter plates, located behind the model, on pitch damping

derivatives.

The model was a 15 percent spherically blunt 7 deg cone. Data were
obtained at a constant model oscillation amplitude of ± 1 deg, using the
VKF (von Karman Facility) 1.C Forced Oscillation Test Mechanism. Two fre-
quencies of oscillation, nominally 5.6 Hz and 3.1 Hz, were tested. At
the high frequency, both pitch-damping and yaw-damping data were obtained

as a function of angle of attack (0 to 28 deg) at Mach numbers 0.2 to
1.3. At the low frequency, pitch-damping data were obtained at angles
of attack of 0 to 20 deg at Mach numbers 0.2 to 0.9. The effective sting
length was varied from 1 to 3.4 model diameters by extending a conical
flare to various stations-iIng the sting. Two model wake splitter plates
were also investigated. The Reynolds number based on model diameter ranged
from 0.2 x 106 to 3.6 x 106 and the reduced frequency parameter varied
from 0.006 to 0.049.

A microfilm copy of the final data has been retained in the PWT at
AEDC. Inquiries to obtain copies of the test data should be addressed
to AEDC/DOT, Arnold Air Force Station, Tennessee 37389.

2.0 APPARATUS

2.1 TEST FACILITY

The Aerodynamic Wind Tunnel (4T).is a closed-loop, continuous flow,
variable-density tunnel in which the Mach number can be varied from 0.1
to 1.3 and can be set at discrete Mach numbers of 1.6 and 2.0 by placing
nozzle inserts over the permanent sonic nozzle. At all Mach numbers, the
stagnation pressure can be varied from 400 to 3400 psfa. The test sec-
tion is 4-ft square and 12.5 ft long with perforated, variable porosity
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(0.5- to 10-percent open) walls. It is completely enclosed in a plenum

chamber from'which the air can be evacuated, allowing part of the tunnel

airflow to be removed through the perforated walls of the test section.
The model support system consists of a sector and boom attachment which
has a pitch angle capability of -7.5 to 28 deg with respect to the tunnel

centerline and a roll capability of -180 to 180 deg about the sting center-

line. A more complete description of the tunnel may be found in Ref. 3.

2.2 TEST ARTICLE

The model was a flat base 7-deg half angle cone with a nose blunt-
ness ratio (nose diameter to base diameter) of 15 percent. The moment

reference axis was located on the model pivot axis at 60.9 percent of
the model length aft of the model nose. The model was constructed of

stainless steel and had a total weight of 30.4 lbs and a moment of
inertia about the pivot axis of 0.408 slug-ft 2 . A sketch of the model
and external dimensions is shown in Fig. 1.

Rings of stainless steel coated with carborundum grit were used
as boundary layer trips at some of the test conditions. These trip

rings were spotwelded to the model just behind the model nose. Trip
details and the location on the model are shown in Fig. 2.

The model, when mounted to the Test Mechanism (described in Section
2.3 below), had an effective sting length of 3.4 model diameters and an
effective sting-to-model diameter ratio at the model base of 0.22. The
effective sting length was shortened by positioning a conical flare (Fig.

3) at 3.3, 3.0, 2.5, 2.0, 1.5, or 1.0 model diameters to the rear of the

model base. The flare was mounted to the motor housing such that it did

not touch the sting forward of the motor housing. This eliminated the
possibility of the flare's changing the sting frequency chazacteristics or
model tare damping. This sting configuration and the associated conical

flare components were designed and bulit at AEDC by the VKF, and were also
used during the Ref. I and 2 tests.

Two types of model wake splitter plates, which attached to the
conical flare, were also investigated. A circular clamp was attached to

the-long plates (No. 8 Plates) to minimize vibration at the forward end

of the plates. Neither the clamp or the plates touched the sting.
Plate details are shown in Fig. 4, and plate installation details are

shown in Figs. 5 and 6.

A sketch of the model installation is presented in Fig. 7. A photo-
graph showing a typical model-sting configuration in the test section

is shown in Fig. 8.

2.3 TEST MECHANISM

The VKF 1.C Forced Oscillation Test Mechanism (Figs. 9 andO.10)

utilizes a cross flexure pivot, an electric shaker motor and a one-

component moment beam which is instrumented with strain gages to meas-
ure the forcing moment of the shaker motor. The motor is coupled to

the moment beam by means of a connecting rod and flexural linkage which
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convert the translational force to a moment to oscillate the model.
at amplitudes up to 43 deg (depending on flexure balance) and fre-
quencies from 2 to 8 Hz. The cross flexures, which are instrumented
to measure the pitch/yaw displacement, support the model loads and
provide the restoring moment to cancel the inertia moment when the

system is operating at its natural frequency. The moment beam is
not subjected to the static loads, and can be made as sensitive as
required'for the dynamic measurements.

Two different sets of cross flexure pivots were used to obtain
data at the high and low oscillation frequencies. The high frequency
(z 5.6 Hz) was obtained with the 0.150 in. thick cross flexures, hav-
ing a stiffness of 466 ft-lb/rad. These were used for Runs 4 to 199,
inclusive. The low frequency (Z3.1 Hz) was obtained with the 0.100
in. thick cross flexures, having a stiffness of 141 ft-lb/rad. These
were used for Runs 200 to 270, inclusive. The same moment beam was

used throughout the entire test. It has a thickness of 0.046 in., and
is capable of measuring a total moment of 9.8 inch-lbs.

The cross flexure pivot, moment beam, and flexural linkage assem-
bly, which is referred to as the Balance Assembly (Fig. lOb), is sup-
ported by a long, slender cylindrical sting with a 1 deg taper. The
.sting is instrumented with strain gages to measure the static and
oscillatory deflections of the sting in both the pitch and yaw planes.

A penumatic- and spring-operated locking device is provided on
the balance to hold the model during tunnel start-up and shut-down.

More detailed information regarding the VKF 1.C Forced Oscillation
Test Mechanism may be found in Ref. 2.

2.4 TEST INSTRUMENTATION

2.4.1 Forced Oscillation Instrumentation

The forced-oscillation instrumentation (Ref. 4) utilizes an elec-
tronic analog system with precision electronics. The control, monitor,
and data acquisition instrumentation are contained in a portable console
that can be easily interfaced with the instrumentation of the various
wind tunnels at AEDC.

The control instrumentation provides a system which can vary the
oscillation amplitude of the model within the flexure limits. The
oscillation amplitude is controlled by an electronic feedback loop
which permits testing of both dynamically stable and unstable config-
urations.

Data are normally obtained at or near the natural frequency of the
'model flexure system; however, the electronic resolvers permit data to
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be obtained off resonance. All gages are excited by d-c voltages,
and outputs are increased to optimum values by d-c amplifiers.
Typical balance outputs from an oscillating model are composed of

oscillatory components (OC) superimposed on static components (SC).
These components are separated by bandpass and lowpass filters. The
SC outputs are used to calculate the static moment coefficients and
static sting deflections. The OC outputs are input to the resolver
instrumentation and precise frequency measuring instrumentation. The
resolvers utilize very accurate analog electronic devices to process
the OC signals and output d-c voltages. The output d-c voltages are
porportional to the amplitude squared, the in-phase and quadrature
(90 deg out-of-phase) balance components (forcing torque), and the
in-phase and quadrature sting components. An analog-to-digital (A/D)
converter converts these outputs to digital signals. The data are
recorded for a period of time selected from approximately 2 to 60 sec
at a sample rate appropriate for the type test and wind tunnel.

2.4.1 Model Base Pressure Instrumentation

Model base pressures were measured with 2 Sunstrand (Kistler) 314D
Servo pressure:.transducers located on the tunnel plenum chamber wall.
The locations of the orifices with respect to the model and sting are
shown in Fig. 11.

3.0 TEST DESCRIPTION

3.1 TEST CONDITIONS AND PROCEDURES

3.1.1 General

A summary of the nominal test conditions at each Mach number is
listed below.

M PT, psfa TT, deg R Q,_psf P, psf V, ft/se REx10-,ft REDxi0

0.2 400 554 11 389 230 0.24 0.16
820* 550 22 797 230 0.50 0.33
2000 566 54 1945 232 1.18 0.778
3200 586 87 3112 236 1.81 1.M
3600* 593 98 3501 238 2.00 1.33

0.4 870 553 87 779 454 1.00 0. 7
0.6 410 558 81 321 671 0.64 0. 3

1300 549 257 1019 666 2.08 1.1
1630* 569 322 1278 678 2.50 1.%
3200* 581 632 2508 685 4.77 3.I

0.8 1320 555 388 866 870 2.49 1.J6
0.9 1260* 556 422 745 965 2.49 1.J6

2800* 603 939 1656 1005 5.00 3.33
0.95 800 550 283 448 1005 1.64 1.J

1020 554 360 571 1009 2.07 1.38
1220 556 431 683 1011 2.46 1.14
1600 560 565 895 1014 3.20 2.13
2200 567 778 1231 1021 4.33 2.1M
2800 578 990 1567 1030 5.37 3.58

*Primary Test Conditions

8-- ---



-6 -1-6H PT, psfa TT, deg R Q, psf P, psf V. ft/sec REx1O ft REDx1 -

1.10 1200* 555 476 562 1140 2.51 1.67

2640* 600 1047 1236 1185 4.99 3._3
1.20 1200 556 499 495 1222 2.53 1.'8
1.30 1300* 556 555 469 1299 2.73 1.;2

1600 568 683 577 1313 3.26! 2. 7
2200 578' 939 794 1325 4.39 2.92
2560* 588 1093 924 1336 4.99 3.33
2700 591 1153 974 1339 5.23 3.28

*Primary Test Conditions

The reduced frequency parameter at the high oscillation frequency
(5.6 Hz) ranged from 0.008 radians at Mach number 1.3, to 0.049 radians
at Mach number 0.2. At the low oscillation frequency (3.1 Hz), it
ranged from 0.006 radians at Mach number 0.9, to 0.027 radians at Mach
number 0.2.

The variables for each configuration are listed in Table I. The
Test Summaries, which contain all configurations tested and the vari-
ables for each, are shown in Tables 2 and 3. Table 2 contains the
summary of the model boundary layer and trip effectiveness investiga-
tion (Runs 26 to 46), and Table 3 contains the summary of the support
interference investigation (Runs 49 to 269).

Testing procedures in the yaw oscillation plane were identical to
those in the pitch plane, except that the entire forced oscillation
mechanism was rolled +90 deg (PHIB m 90).

3.1.2 Data Acquisition

After establishing tunnel conditions and model attitude, the model
was unlocked, and brought to a constant oscillation amplitude of ±l deg

by using the Forced Oscillation Control System. The system was allowed
to stabilize at the system resonant frequency before data were recorded.

At each angle of attack, generally two data points were taken. Data
were obtained over a 60 second time interval at each, data point. The
balance and sting gage outputs and frequency instrumentation were read
from the forced oscillation instrumentation console by a Digital Data
Acquisition System (DDAS), at a rate of approximately 54 *ample& per
second.

The Automatic Model Attitude Positioing System (AM~$) was used
to control the model position. A list of model angle of attack require-
ments were programmed into the AMAPS prior to the teat. After data were
obtained at a given angle of attack, the A(APS was manually activated,
and the model was automatically pitched to the next angle of attack on
the AMAPS list.

3.2 DATA REDUCTION

Data from the DDAS were combined with tunnel model attitude and
base pressure instrumentation data and sent directly to a DEC-10 System
Computer. Average values of the balance and sting gage outputs were

9



calculated by the computer, and used in conjunction with the remain-
ing DDAS outputs to calculate the dynamic derivatives. Both the SC
and OC sting gage outputs were used to correct the data for sting
bending effects. The method used to reduce the data is given in
Refs. 4 and 5.

A print-out of each reduced data point was obtained approximately
2 minutes (Real Time) after the DDAS sent the unreduced data to the
computer. Summary data were printed-out at the conclusion of each
angle of attack sweep. Reduced data were also plotted during the test,
using the IBM-370 computer Interactive Graphics System, which received
the reduced data from the DEC-10. Usually, the data were available for
plotting on the IBM-370 Graphics System within the same amount of time
(2 minutes Real Time) as the reduced data print-out. This enabled close
monitoring of the data during the angle of attack sweep, and allowed
cross plots (cross checks) to be made with similar configurations obtained
earlier in the test.

3.3 UNCERTAINTY OF MEASUREMENTS

In general, instrumentation calibrations and data uncertainty esti-
mates were made using methods recognized by the National Bureau of Stand-
ards. Measurement uncertainty is a combination of bias and precision
errors defined as:

U=± (B + t9 5S)

where B is the bias limit, S is the sample standard deviation, and t95

is the 95th percentile point for the two-tailed Student's "t" distribu-
tion, which for degrees of freedom greater than 30 is equal to 2.

Estimates of the measured data uncertainties for this test are
given in Table 4a. With the exception of the Test Mechanism, data un-
certainties are determined from in-place calibrations through the data
recording system. Static load hangings on the Forced Oscillation
Mechanism simulated the range of loads and deflections anticipated during
the test, and measurement errors are based on differences between applied
loads and deflections and corresponding values calculated from the mech-
anism calibration. Load hangings to verify the sting and balance cali-
brations are made in the tunnel prior to testing using a special cali-
bration model.

Propagation of the bias and precision errors of measured data
through the calculated data were made in accordance with Ref. 6. Un-
certainties in the calculated tunnel parameters are given in Table 4b,
and uncertainties in the dynamic parameters are given in Table 4c.

The quoted uncertainties are based upon steady-state operation and
do not reflect the effects of the wind tunnel environment. In some

instances the damping data (CLMQ) will show slightly larger scatter in
the repeatability, usually on the order of about 5-10 percent. Also,
the large quoted uncertainties for CLMA are the result of the small
magnitude of the measurement and the fact that the wind-on measurement
level is about the same level as the wind-off measurement (particularly
at lower angles of attack).

10



'4.0 DATA PACKAGE PRESENTATION

The Data Package includes tabulated and plotted data, data notes,
run logs, and nomenclature. The tabulated data includes summary data,
point-by-point data, wind-off tare data. and toraue calibration data.

'Plotted data include (1) individual plots of CLMQ, CLMA, CLMT, and PB2
as functions of angle ot attack, and (2) comparison plots which depict
sting length ratio (LS/D), Reynolds number, frequency, and splitter

plates effects. A sample of the Tabulated Data and Plotted Data is

presented in Appendix III.

Verification plots of the pitch-damping data and base pressure
ratio data are shown in Fig. 12. The plots indicate good agreement
between the extrapolation of the present results (0.2 < M < 1.3) and
the previous supersonic-hypersonic results (2.0 < M :. 8) reported in
Refs. 1 and 2.
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Not to Scale

Eastman*b 910

0.00 Thickness Adhesive

0.90 .500de Grit

All Dimensions in inches

Average Height

Trip Grit Size of Grit, in.

1 #60 0.012

2 #36 0.020

Fig. 2. Boundary layer trip details.
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All Dimensions in Inches
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Section A Sect ion B
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b. Plate 8

Fig.lo( Splitter P~late Details
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I a. Plate 1 installed, LS/D -1.0

b. Plate 8 installed, LS/D -3.3

Fig. 6 Photographs Of Splitter Plate Installation
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370 Cross Flexure Sting Motor Housing a13 Diam

70Can Flare - 15 deg

D iam __ Locking A rm 1-deg Sting Taper

1.80 1. 76 Diam
5.01.0--38.67 --- 10.49 - 10.56

All Dimensions in Inches

3Fig. 9. Details of VKF I.X Forced oscillation

Test Mechanism

I a. Overall View

I iMode I Locking Ar ms

Flexural'Li nkage

Morinent Reari

b. Close-Up View of Balance Assembly

Fig. 10. Photographs of VKF t.C Forced Oscillation

TUst MeChdni.SM
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All Dimensions in Inches

Model Pivot Axis

PB1 Sfainless Steel Tubing
0.093 0. Diam., Attached

0.25 to Sting with Spotwelded
Nichrome Strips

Sting
~2.5

_ _ _ _ _ ___ To Pressure

2 Transducers

PB2

Orifice Diameter Top View - Looking
= 0.062 1. Diam. Down on Model from

the Tunnel Top Wall

Fig. 11. Location of Base Pressure Orifices
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Symbol Data Source THETA = 1 deg ALPHA -0 LS/D 3.3

O- Present Test OSCILLATION FREQUENCYz-5.6 Hz

* Refs.I and 2 Tests TURBULENT BOUNDARY LAYER OVER MODEL BASE

_8FLAGGED SYMBOLS: LS/D 3.0

-6

-4 0
CLMQ

-2

0 I l I I i _ £ I

1 .0

0.9

0.8

0.7

0.6

PB

0.5

0.4

o.3

0.2

0.1

0 ' _ - IJ I. . J
0.2 0.4 0.6 1.0 2.0 3.0 5.0 8.0

M

Fig. 12. Data Verification Plots
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APPENDIX II

TABLES
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TABLE 1. CONFIGURATION IDENTIFICATION

CONFIGURATION LS/D MTF FREQUENCY,Hs

1 3.4 466 5.6

2 3.3

2A 3.0

3 2.5

4 2.0

5 1.0

6 1.5

19 3.3 141 3.1

19A 3.0

20 2.5

21 2.0

22 1.0

23 1.5

25
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TABLE 2. MODEL BOUNDARY LAYER AND TRIP EFFECTIVENESS

RUN SUMMARY

CONFIG 1 LS/D - 3.4 PITCH OSCILLATION

OSCILLATION FREQUENCY f5.6 Hz

RLUiJ M. PT. )Seo R F /x l - 'L ALPBOJJE,

I TFIP No.

0.6 13.00 .O 0Q -1200 101 _

30 I o. -q

iU3 1 T~ 0 o~ - - 1111

i C 0 ao l I - - -

;1. 00 _-G

e0oo 'a. I
_ _ 0.3o 00 1./ o .
___I Z _oo I40 1.q . 1

OA -?oo 3.5

.3 -' 010 3 aOO I3 - 9D
q O .3 aOo /-A ,

0 .i- Xoo 5.3 1

_.poo .- f

26



TABLE 3

SUPPORT INTERFERENCE RUN SUMMARY

NO TRIPS USED

Ik'~- LAE NFG SM REbx/oLOCILLATIa RFP ALPH$),
RVN PLTECONI~ L/DPLANJE We rak< ade!

______ No. __ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

49 NONE a 3.__5- q PTC__11o-t

o a 0.3 oo-

-- __o.gO 0.3 O.0q9 o

/.to - 0,010

_4 O.;)o l'? ~0.009O-~

-0 1 _~1 - -oIS O.009 0-a

_ .6_ 1 ,--?

:2 q 0j,01o~i0

7q Q_ ___ 0-3 _ ~q 0

__040 - 0.01J7 O-DcW
O.FO L.O.0-03 0
0A.J 0,01'), 0 -,)

I -. 1 -. - 0-1 0 ;

190 L- _1.50 5.3 1 0,0O2 0
11 0.q 3.3 I 0.011

- 1 I.1 3.3 1( 0 -0)

IjJ. Qao 1.3.9 ____q
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TABLE 3. Continued
NO THIPs USED

SPLI.TTEfk IR EDrv/O -CIUAriot PPP AlLP)Af
RNPLAViE COPFI& L5/ PLANE pe AA (.5

No. __ ___ _ __ _

92 NO0e) l j_ ;... -0-A0 0.3 P TC H 0QNLI 0
_9 0. 60 0,0 oIou

/00 040 l Q 1i
101 6 .0fff .012 --

1±i f.1 3. 3 0.009 .2
)03s 0 .9 3i.3 0 . 011

)091 0."o 1.3 Do(

Py 0_(0 0. 05 1 0.G.L~0
I10.60 07 0_1_a

- 10 j 0,010 0
H-).LL.~L J-30.. 11. - - 00 , 0-.20
jg 1.10 3 .3 0. 00-j 0

1 cI _ );t 1,3 o0.qG 0- ao
j-3__i;t 1. 1-16 /.7? o0 0

J..0 0 ~O~0J. - .01 D -a20
- 1. 0.L .010 0

I 5k - - 0.010. D22

S_ .0 0,60 1.L YAW o,0v)
).) 1 1 0.010

p 28



TABLE 3. Continued
NO TRIPS USED

R NM, RE-0 IL(ATION IP t1 )
R V o E C W PLA 04E P r r{l .Le5

X0 N~ONE A .3 0.2, o.3 PI ICH 0.050 0 -- ,2

IQ_ 0-40 o7) __ o.OIC
__3 1 i 0.0, 0

~0 --- _ ~Q.0 0.3 0.0q9I

0. .0 1 0.01GoL
0.q0 _, __ .0O() A-~

aJ2L NO 0a 0.3 0.0),7 o--.)
aoGOb i, too 0,0010 a

;k~_ 02 . if 10_ . 0.) 0

- -- _ 0.jL 1 _ 0.009i 0~

0.10 .Q IjL_ 0.00(, 0

1 Lf_. .0 0 .3 ac1_(__ 0.0w?7 10 3P
1 0.(.0 1. 0o 7.00 -o

DIM - - 1 - 1-3 O.OD: 14IEIE I,3 1. 0_0___ -)
I O.O 0. .oa0G

0O.. o -,,0011 -

*1~~s ________ 0 .____0___ _______________________ -l' I
290-



TABLE 3. Concluded

NO TRIPS USED

RU? L ITEP AAr&1./ , jREL)y/(y'05C1T7'~ RPP ALPHIA,

4'/ NON Q E. t 4O 5-7 P)T .004
G__ 1A 3.0 -C.IQO 0.3 0. OD-

a (0 060 )7 0____0

0-q0 1. O.O 0 .006

30



0 Z~ D~ u 7 0

5- e-.'L C4U
941 - c.&* 4'- 5 ::0

.x 0 i

Z~ 0- 0 1. *g
U ~ O 1-0 0.L Ai . U

V: 00,S.
a i z C

S~i ~ .S ... L Z),UO-0

Ij 1 0
S..' aS v )0 ,

41h Ul OS (4M~

00 
in

411 +1I

Li~fl D1 ow

J,"nj I@ - W *3-sW

S 0 11 .9 a*.

10 0034 I

so__ 45 a C4! 0 44 44
+a

10 %M

UO u

9 4C a. u

31

0(4 ~ 0M0N



34 w

D a
a, a 0

I a
meM

o U,

2 In

a
jo 31un

aa

I v)

%4 1-

a. U32



I

a . 0 0 MC)t -i .( 0r q0 4C 4c o1 )r
mmI-vk o - - - 1_ 9%0)M N__t-w )

0 0; 0a ' 0 0 0 0 4 -

) 0 OD WUnNr
)a a~ 0(0n0cnvc~rfc~mc C) 0 0 hr-(0-r(0 C)% ' )l C~a .) C4 N C4

* n-0tq'eq t~,Cg~~t*
a A

*~~~~~ JOC4f 000000oo o

644

Il* cw44 C4S 4 C,-0 0' 0 0 , q mm-L

. 100

)U63J4 l

w ~ "P

jof

16 0
c w ' a ,

C, 4tpe~I

2 Ua~33



U 

>0 0 0 C>n

+ 1

a i:C q ;Nl - 8 o o00 0 v

;aa

a 21O CIRfl CoCCoo9 00CCoC 99 000
-0U

'a.. a

4, Ua

3030

~U*omiA



0'3 --

0 00 000 0 00oc000000.000000

0000'00O>00000oo.4 O.Cqu k

I f f 0 - 0 N - - C D C';0 ~ 0 ) 0 * 0 , 0* o c4o 0 0 - 0 6 0 ) C

0; 4m.I0 00- NC.) 0N -q t 0 r- 0 0
-4V C-4D~fC 00 0 4 0 0000e MC00000~~ 0... . .. .. . .. .. . .. .

Lnwiw)inmi ) oOoooe70coooo~ooo 00a0 0 000 a
111111 ItI +* +I T+ I I+ +I

.81 
t_ v_ _ _ _ _ I

+ A

'.o Jul 
CDC4.

to~ 4  
Ja V m0.

vU

No a~SO

0010 10 1 D, InU MM

0 U C. 00 MN

LI*0

* CD~u~p'n

a UP o. SI

C.) a~~~d D INNCDCI- 35



I

APPENDIX II

SAMPLE OF TABULATED AND PLOTTED DATA
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SYMBOL CONFIG LS/0 PHIB M RE0X10-6  RFP RUNS

0 3.3 0 0. 90 I. 7 0.0064 208

_4 - ' 1 1 -0.08 -

-12 - - -0.06

-10 - - -O.Oq
CLMQ 8 o o CLMT 0
-8 o -0.02 o o 0

-6 ~00

-'4 0.02-21 1 1 0.02 1
-2 I I I ___O._O__________

-0.4 1 ---.- 1.0 i I

-0.3 0.9 - ( 00

-0.2 0.8 - 0
CLMP PB2

-0.1 0.7
0

0 o - 0.6-

0.1 0.5 -

0.2- 1 0.4 1 1 1 0.
-4 0 4 8 12 16 20 -4 0 1 8 12 .16 20

ALPHR . ALPHA

SAMPLE 2. PLOTTED DATA
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