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RESEARCH MEMORANDUM

OFF-DESIGN PERFORMANCE OF DIVERGENT EJECTORS *

By Milton A. Beheim
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SUMMARY

The off-design performance of fixed- and of variable-gemetry di-
vergent ejectors was investigated. The ejectors) which were designed
for turbojet operation at Mach 3, were investigated in the Mach number
range 0.8 to 2. The performance of a fixed-geometry ejector with high
secondary-flow rates was competitive with that of more complex variable-
geometry ejectors. Variable-geometry ejectors with compromises to re-

- -duce mechanical complexity produced performance reasonably close to that
-of an ideal variable ejector.

fINTRODUCTION

Simple fixed-geometry divergent ejectors designed for good perform-
ance at high flight speeds (e.g., Mach 3) suffer large performance losses
at low speeds. This loss results from jet overexpansionS which depends
on the geometry and the jet and stream interaction. Analyses have shown
that the performance of such an ejector can be so poor at low speeds
that an airplane would not be able to accelerate to the high design
speed. In other cases where sufficient thrust was available during
acceleration, excessive fuel consumption occurred.

The following techniques of solving the problem are considered in
this investigation: (1) Compromise the design performance to improve
off-design performance; (2) employ variable geometry; (3) employ large
amounts of secondary airflow to fill in the excess area of the exit.
These schemes were investigated in the NACA Lewis 8- by 6-foot tunnel

fG THE r in the Mach number rtnge 0.8 to 2.

SYMBOLS

N I CD boattail drag coefficient ba. ed on maimum cross-sectional area

794. D boattail plus base drag

*Title, Unclassified.

LAT" W.J 
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dB base diameter

de exit diameter

dm maximum forebody diameter

d primary-nozzle diameter

dr  spoiler diamet.r

ds  secondary-nozzle diameter

F ejector gross thrust

Fi  gross thrust of ideal completely expanded primary flow

I axial distance from primary-nozzle exit to ejector exit

M Mach number

M1 bypass mass-flow rate

ms  secondary mass-flow rate

MO maximum capture mass-flow rate of inlet

P p primary toual pressure

PS secondary total pressure

P0  free-stream total pressure (upstream of model)

P1  local Pitot pressure

pB base static pressure

Pbt boattail static pressure

Pe exit-plane static pressure

P0  free-st.am static pressure (upstream of model)

Tp primary total temperature

Ts  secondary total temperature

V0  free-strean velocity

COIDETAL



NACA RM E58GICa CONFIDENTIAL 3

w P primary weight-flow rate

ws  secondary weight-flow rate

y normal distance frcm body surface

a divergence angle, deg

P boattail angle, deg

Subscripts:

ab afterburning

4 local

nb no afterburning

APPARATUS

Ejector Models

Thirteen different ejectors were used in this investigation, each
identified by number. Sketches of the ejectors are presented in figure
1, and each sketch is accompanied with a table of the geometrical param-
eters. These parameters are also suunarized in table I. Ejectors 1 to
12 were mounted on the cylindriciai~l section of the model, which had an
8-inch outside diameter. With ejector 13 the outside diameter of the
cylinder was reduced from 8 to 6,4 inches by an abrupt step 22 inches
upstrea of the exit plane.

Ejectors 1 to 9 and 13 had 'Low boattail angles representative of
nacelle-type installations. Ejectors 10 to 12 had high boattail angles
as with c '-rtain fuselage-type inistallations.

Ejectors 1 to 9 were investigated with either of two primary-
nozzle-exit diameters corresponding to operation with full afterburning
and with no afterburning. The rmtio of nonafterburning to afterburning
primary-nozzle diameter was 0.75.

Ejectors 1 to 6 (figs. l(a) to (d)) were fixed-geometry types with
various values of the geometrical parameters that affect ejector per-
formance (such as expansion ratio, seconda'iy diameter ratio, divergence
angle, etc.). All ejectors except ejector 3 were conical. Ejector 3
had a divergent wall contoured (by the method of ref. 1) to produce
nearly axial flow at the exit plane.

CONFIDENTiAL



4 CONFIDENTIAL NACA RM E58Gla

Two modifications of ejector 1 to improve the off-design performance
are shown in figure l(e). They were (1) spoiler rings to encourage jet
separation, and (2) air injection through annular slots in the divergent
wall to encourage jet separation and to fill in excess flow area at the
exit plane. These techniques were investigated independently and also
simultaneously.

One type of variable-geometry ejector (7) that was investigated is
illustrated in figure l(f). The divergent portion was assumed to be com-
posed of several leaves that could be rotated in such a manner as to vary
the exit area while maintaining a fixed secondary diameter. As flight
Mach number (and simultaneously nozzle pressure ratio) decreased, the exit
area would be decreased to provide the correct expansion ratio. The two-
step boattail geometry that is shown would result in higher boattail drag
at Mach 3 than would occur if a single boattail angle had been selected,
but it would incur less drag with low-speed positions. An actual variable
ejector of this type was not constructed; but rather various positions of
the movable portion corresponding to operation at various Mach numbers
were selected, and models were constructed to simulate these conditions.

Another variable-gemetry ejector (8) that was investigated is shown
in figure l(g). As with ejector 7, the divergent portion was assumed to
be constructed of leaves that could be rotated to vary exit area while
maintaining a constant secondary diameter. However, in this case the
boattail was kept fixed. As a result, as exit area decreased, base area
increased. The model was designed with a removable base plate to investi-
gate the effect of base bleed flow. Again, fixed-geometry models were
constructed to simulate various positions of interest of the movable por-
tion of the ejector.

A third type of variable-geometry ejector (9) that was investigated
is shown in figure 1(h). In this case the boattail and exit area were
both fixed and the secondary diameter was variable. The divergent wall
was assumed to be constructed of leaves that were hinged at the exit plane.
At the design Mach number the secondary diameter would be at its minimum
vaulue and would be large enough to permit the passage of the cooling
secondary airflow. At lower than design Mach numbers the secondary diam-
eter would be increased to permit the flow of sufficiently large quantities
of secondary air to fill in the excess flow area at the exit plane and
prevent overexpansion of the primary flow. As with the other variable
ejectors, fixed-geometry models simulated positions of interest of the
hypothetical variable ejector.

As indicated earlier, ejectors 10 to 12 (figs. l(i) and (j)) had
higher boattail angles than those discussed thus far. They simulated a
family of fixed-geometry ejectors with various values of the geometrical
parameters. Only one primary-nozzle popition (corresponding to full
afterburning) was investigated with these models.

CONFIDENTIAL
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Ejector 13 is shown in figure l(k). It also was a fLAed-geometry
type, and again only one primary-nozzle position was investigated (that
corresponding to full afterburning).

Tunnel Installation

A schematic sketch of the installation of the model in the tunnel is
shown in figure 2. The downstream portion of the walls of the 8- by
6-foot test section have been perforated to permit operation at any Mach
number from 0.6 to 2.1. The support struts were swept forward 450 to
attain a more continuous blockage area distribution for more uniform flow
at transonic speeds. Primary and secondary air were ducted separately to
the model through the support struts.

Pitot pressure profiles normal to the body just upstream of the boat-
tail are shown in figure 3 for several tunnel Mach numbers. Survey rakes
were placed in the plane of the strut and also normal to it. Their axial
locatiou is indicated in figure 2. Ignoring unusual distortions of the
profiles, it appears that boundary-layer thickness was about 0.8 inch at
Mach numbers 2, 1, and 0.8, and about 1.3 inches at Mach 1.35.

Local Mach numbers (denoted by MI ) computed by means of the Rayleigh

equation from the local body static pressure and the Pitot pressure far-
thest from the body are shown in figure 3. These Mach numbers show a
circumferential variation that probably was due to the weke from the
support strut. At tunnel Mach numbers 2, 1, and 0.8, the local Mach number
was lower in the region behind the strut, and at Mach 1.35 it was lower in
the plane normal to the strut. The reason for this shift of the low Mach
number region as tunnel Mach number is varied is not apparent.

Boattail static-pressure distributions also indicated a varying de-
gree of circumferential variation. This variation was greater at higher
tunnel Mhch numbers (e.g., Mach 1.35 compared with Mach 0.8) and also
generally with higher boattail angles. The worst condition investigated
(ejector 5 or 6) is shown in figure 4 at severa1 tunnel Mach numbers.
l'ne boattail angle in this case was 7.50. The region of lowest pressure
was behind the strut at Mach 1.35, but at Mach 1 it was in the plane normal
to the strut. At Mach 0.8 the pressures were fairly uniform. Although
ejectors 10 to 12 had higher over-all boattail angles (in two steps) than
ejector 5, the pressures were more uniform. The pressures of other ejec-
tors with lower-angle single-step boattails were also more uniform.

COWIDENTIAL
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PROCEDURE

Experimental Procedure

All ejectors were investigated at several Mach numbers. With ejectors
I to 12 several values of primary-nozzle pressure ratio were employed at
each Mach number, and with each pressure ratio several values of secondary
flow were investigated. Only one primary-nozzle pressure ratio with
several values of secondary flow was investigated at each Mach number
with ejector 13.

For ejectors 1 to 9 full afterburning was assumed for Mach numbers
1.35 and greater) and no afterburning for Mach numbers 1.35 and less.
The assumption of the Mach number at which afterburning was turned on did
not affect the generality of the conclusions. For ejectors 10 to 13 full
afterburning was assumed to occur over the Mach number range of the in--
vestigation. Total temperature of both primary and secondary air was
about 800 F.

Data Reduction

Weight-flow rates were obtained with standard ASME orifices. Pri-
mary total pressure was computed from the primary weight-flow rate and
measured static pressures in the primary nozzle upstream of the con-
vergent portion. Secondary total pressure was measured with rakes up-
stream of the primary-nozzle-exit station.

Because the force-measurement apparatus did not perform with con-
sistent accuracy during the test, ejector gross thrust (exit-plane total
momentum) was generally computed from the sum of the total momentum of
tuhe primary and secondary streams at reference stations within the ejector
plus the sum of wall forces in the axial direction between the reference
stations and the exit plane. In general, this procedure gave satisfactory
results. Exceptions occurred when large quantities of secondary airflow
were used (specifically, the exceptions were ejector 8, Mach 1.35 with no
afterburning, and ejector 9, Mach numbers 1.35 and 1.0 with no afterburn-
ing). In these cases the thrust computed by this procedure slightly ex.
ceeded the maximum theoretical value with the given recondary and primary
weight-flow rates and total pressures. This discrepancy is illustrated
in figure 5 for ejector 8. At Mach 1.35 (fig. 5(a)) the measured value
of adjusted thrust ratio (computed from the gross thrust obtained by the
procedure described) exceeded the maximum possible value at very high
values of secondary-flov ratio. This did not occur at Mach 1.0 (fig.
5(b)), which was the more typical situation. It is believed that this
error was a result of circumferential variations of the secondary flow
that were not detected with the instrumentation employed and that became

CCAFI"2fIAL
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important only when the secondary-flow rate was unusually large, For these
exceptional cases, the maxtylum theoretical values were used in the ANALYSIS
section.

With the modified versions of ejector 1 (i.e., with spoilers aid with
air injection) the wall surfaces were too irregular to evaluate the wall
force. Therefore, the data from the force-measurement apparatus (a
strain gage and bellows arrangement) were used of necessity. For these
configurations the apparatus appeared to be operating reasonably well.

Ic

CThrust Ratio

In the ANALYSIS section of the report an effective thrust ratio
(F - msV0 - D)/Fi is evaluated that required a knowledge of the gross-

thrust ratio F/F i and the boattail plus base drag D. At some Mach

numbers where these data were not obtained, an estimated value for small
secondary-flow ratio was computed by the following procedure: (1) If
the expansion ratio was correct for the particular nozzle pressure ratio
(fully expanded)., a 2-percent loss in gross-thrust ratio was assumed to
account for friction losses in the nozzle. (2) Additional losses in

gross-thrust ratio due to flow divergence at the exit plane were computed
assuming F/F i = (1 + cos %)/2. (3) If the primary flow was underex-

panded, the additional loss in gross-thrust ratio was computed from a
calculation of exit-plane momentum. (4) If the primary flow was over-
expanded, estimates of gross-thrust ratio were made based on earlier un-
published data. (5) Boattail drag was computed from reference 2.
(6) The configurations for which these estimates were made did not have
bases; therefore, bease drag was not needed.

RESULTS

The basic data are presented in figures 6 to 22. Parameters pre-
sented are thrust ratio, ejector pressure ratio, boattail drag coeffi-
cient, and either base pressure ratio (if a base existed) or exit
static-pressure ratio as functions of secondary-flow ratio. The exit
static-pressure ratio is useful as an indication whether or not the pri-
mary flow is overexpanded.

ANALYSIS

The data of figures 6 to 22 have been used in an analysis of the
performance of the ejectors over a Mach number rsne to obtain a compar-
ison of the solutions considered for the off-desig ejector problem. As
a basis for comparisori, nozzle pressure-ratio schedules with Mach nunber
were assumed as shown in figure 23. Two schedules were used: the
schedule for ejectors I to 12 is typical of that for engines in use

OcZFLmImAL
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currently or planned for the near future, and the schedule for ejector
13 is for an advanced, hypothetical, low-pressure-ratio turbojet using
a transonic compressor with a design Mach number of 4.

The performance parameter upon which the analysis is based is an
effective thrust ratio (F - msV0 - D)/Fi, defined as the ejector gross

thrust minus the free-stream momentum of secondary air minus the drag of C
the boattail and base (if there is one) divided by gross thrust of the
ideal fully expanded primary flow. With this parameter, configurations
designed for a given engine and nacelle size but having different after-
body geometries and secondary flows can be compared directly.

Fixed Geometry and Low Secondary Flow

If a fixed-geometry ejector is designed to provide peak performance
at a particular design Mach number, and if off-design performance is not
a consideration, then the ejector of necessity must have the correct
expansiom ratio for that Mach number, and the flow divergence at the
exit plane must be small. Ejectors 1 to 3 are of this type with a design
Mach number of 3. Assuming that a 2-percent secondary-flow ratio is
sufficient for cooling purposes over the Mach number range 0.8 to 3, the
performance of these ejectors in this Mach number range is shown in fig-
ure 24. Performance of all three ejectors was very poor in the transonic
speed range with no afterburning operation. Ejector 2, which had a
larger secondary diameter than ejector 1, showed better jet separation
characteristics than ejector 1 only at Mach 0.8. The performance of
ejector 3 with a contoured divergent wall was about the same as that of
the conical ejectors.

The off-design performance of these fixed-geometry ejectors can be
improved, at the expense of on-design performance, if the divergence
angle is increased or if the expansion ratio is decreased. A higher
divergence angle would improve the jet separation characteristics and
thus reduce the degree of jet overexpansion (although the pressures in
the separated region may still be lower than is desirable because of the
base-pressure phenomenon (ref. 3)),. With a smaller expansion ratio, the
flow would not be as badly overexpanded at off-design conditions.

With ejector 4 the expansion ratio was the correct value for Mach 3
operation, as with ejector 1, but the divergence angle was increased from
90 to 250. The performance of this ejector is compared with that of

ejector I in figure 25, again for a flow ratio of 0.02. The high Mach
number afterburning performance of ejector 4 was estimated to be somewhat
less than that of ejector I because of the higher divergence angle, but
large improvements in performance occurred at Mach numbers 0.8 and 1.0.
However, no improvement was attained at Mach 1.35 with no afterburning. If
the afterburning hd been c~ctinued to ome lover Mach number tban Mach
1.35 (ga Math 1) with ejector 4, this region of low performance could
have been avoided.

COWFIDDITAL
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With ejectors 5 and 6 the expansion ratio is decreased to that cor-
responding to complete expansion at Mach 2.2. With 2-percent flow ratio
the performances of ejectors 5 and 6 were identical and are also com-
pared with that of ejector 1 in figure 25. Except for the region where
underexpansion losses were appreciable (near Mach 3), ejector 5 or 6
provided higher performance than. either ejector 1 or 4. The loss in
performance of the compromised ejectors (4 to 6) was about the same at
Mach 3) but ejectors 5 and 6 were superior at all other Mach numbers.
Therefore, it appears that a decreased expansion ratio is a much better
compramise than an increased divergence angle.

Fixed Geometry and High Secondary Flow

The reason a fixed-geometry ejector performs poorly at Mach numbers
less than design is that the exit area is too large for the available
pressure ratio. If the secondary flow were increased sufficiently at
this condition, it would fill in the excess exit area and prevent over-
expansion of the primary flow. In designing a fixed-geometry ejector
that will employ this technique to improve the off-design performance,
it is necessary to select a proper value of secondary diameter to opti-
mize over-all performance. It is desirable that there be sufficient
secondary flow to prevent primary-flow overexpansion and also that the
secondary flow have as high a total pressure as possible so that over-
all performance will be high. If the secczidary diameter is too large
for the amount of secondary flow being used, then throttling losses of
the secondary air would occur, with an accomparying loss in ejector per-
formance. On the other hand, if the secondary diameter is too small,
it may be impossible to pass sufficient air at the available pressure.

The effect of increased secondary flow on off-design ejector per-
formance is shown in figure 26 for ejectors 3 and 6 and for two posi-
tions of the variable portions of ejector 9. These data were obtained at
Mach 1.35. The secondary diameter ratios were not necessarily the opti-
mum values for the various exit diameter ratios. The effective thrust
ratios increased rapidly as flow ratio incrased even though full free-
stream momentum of the secondary air was charged against the ejector.
Thus, large gains would be realized if the drag and weight of the inlet
system that provides the additional air can be kept low.

One method of obtaining this additioual air is the use of auxiliary
inlets. Another method that was considered in detail is the use of the
excess air-handling characteristics of a fixed-capture-area main inlet
at lower than design speeds. Typical of inlets of this type is the one
illustrated in the sketch of figure 27. With this inlet the compression
surface is varied at each Mach number so as to maintain an inlet mass-
flow ratio of I, and excess air is disposed of through some sort of by-
pass system (see ref. 4). For an assumed engine operating with an inlet

CONFIDENTIAL
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of this type, the schedule of bypass mass-flow ratio is shown in figure
27. If it were possible to duct all of this bypass air around the engine
and use it in the secondary passage of the ejector (assuming an after-
burning primary temperature of 35000 R and a nonafterburning temperature
of 16000 R), then maximum available seconadary-flow ratio would be as
shown in figure 27. Estimating inlet pressure recovery, assuming addi-
tional total-pressure losses in ducting the bypass air back to the ejec-
tor, and taking the upper schedule of nozzle pressure ratio of figure 23,
the maximum available ejector pressure ratio becomes that shown also in
figure 27. In the analyses that follow, where secondary air is assumed 0
to be obtained from the inlet bypass, the limits of available weight
flow and of available pressure shown in this figure will apply. Mechan-
ical problems of ducting large quantities of high-,pressure air around
the engine are not considered.

Figure 28 shows the improvement in performance of ejector 6 when
large amounts of secondary air are supplied by the inlet bypass. In
this case the secondary-flow rate (also shown in the figure) was re-
stricted by the pressure limit. Although the secondary diameter ratio
selected for this ejector was not necessarily the optimum, the improve-
ment in performance was large. As discussed earlier, ejector 6 is a
compromised version of a Mach 3 ejector (i.e., the expansion ratio is
less than ideal at Mach 3). Data at high secondary-flow rates were not
obtained with ejectors that were not compromised (e.g., ejector 2), but
the beneficial effects of high secondary flow would be obtainc I with
these ejectors also.

The effect on performance of using spoilers with ejector 1 is shown
in figure 29. The spoilers were assumed to be retracted for high-speed
afterburning operation and extendad for transonic nonafterburning oper-
ation. At Mach numbers 0.8 and 1 the spoilers caused jet separation as
they were intended to do, and hence improved perf ormance relative to the
basic unmodified configuration, but failed to do so at Mach 1.35. Even
when the jet did separate, however, the pressures in the separated re-
gion were still less than P0 because of the base pressure phenomenon

described in reference 3. Thus, performance remained relatively low.
Using inlet bypass air, air injection with the spoilers eliminated the
loss in performance at Mach 1.35 as shown in the figure, but the result-
ing performance was no better than that of the basic ejector. At Mach
numbers 0.8 and I the performance was about the same with air injection
plus spoilers as with the spoilers alone. With air injection alone
(with the air again supplied by the inlet bypass), about the dame im-
provement in performance was attained at Mach numbers 0.8 and 1 as with
the spoilersg, but there was no improvement over the basic ejector at
Mach 1.35. 7tz secondary-flow rates again were limited by the pressure
available.

CONIFIDERTIAL
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Although the level of performance was low, a further comparison of
the performance of the basic ejector 1 with the performance with air in-
jection is presented in figure 30. At Mach 1.35 (fig. 30(a)) the per-
formarce of the basic ejector was higher at a given flow ratio than that
with air injection. Therefore, at this Mach number it would be better
not to use the air-injection slots and to pass all available secondary
air through the secondary passage of the basic ejector. At Mach 1 (fig.
30(b)) slightly higher performance was obtained at a given flow ratio
when air injection through the slots was employed. At Mach 0.8 (fig.

0 30(c)), the performance was higher when the slots were employed, even
(Cwith zero secondary flow, than with the basic ejector. Increasing sec-

ondary flow through the slots produced relatively small improvements in
performance. Wall pressure distributions showed that with the slots
open the primary flow did not overexpand internally as much as with the
basic ejector.

Variable Geometry and Low Secondary Flow

An idealized variable-geametry ejector would have the following
features: (1) variable exit diameter to obtain the ideal expansion
ratio, (2) variable secondary diameter to produce a divergent shroud for
each exit position, (3) variable boattail angle to avoid base area as
exit diameter is varied, with leaves sufficiently long thbat boattall
drag is negligible. An exit of this type was not tested, because with
the nozzle always on design and with negligible drag the effective thrust
ratio is known to be about 0.97.

A simpler version of this exit was investigated and is designated
ejector 7. The secondary diameter was kept fixed as exit area varied,
and internal and external lines were varied with a single set of leaves
that were short, and therefore boattail drag was not negligible. The
schedule of exit diameter ratio employed is shown in figure 31. The
ejector was designed so that the ideal expansion ratio was attainable
for afterburning operation between Mach numbers 1.35 and 3. It was
assumed that during the transition from afterburning to nonafterburning
operation at Mach number 1.35 the exit area was not changed. This re-
sulted in overexpansion at Mach 1.35 (nonafterburning). At Mach numbers
1 and 0.8, the exit diameter was nf ar the ideal value. However, at Mach
numbers I and 0.8 the exit diameter was less than the secondary diam-
eter (since te latter was kept fixed.), with the result that the shroud
was convergent rather than divergent. Such a configuration can have
relatively low thrust particularly at low secondary-flow ratios and high
primary pressure ratios. Alternatives would be to keep the exit diameter
at least as large as the secondary diameter and permit overexpansion (as
at Mach 1.35, nonafterburning) or to determine some optimum intermediate
exit position. The selection of a different pivot point of the leaves
that would permit secondary diameter to vary as the leaves rotated might
avoid this problem.

CONFDER=A
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The performance of ejector 7 is presented in figure 32 for 2-percent
flow ratio. Also shown for reference is the estimated performance of the
ideal variable ejector described earlier. Although ejector 7 would have
the ideal expansion ratio at Mach 3, its performance will be less than
that of the ideal ejector because of the boattail drag. Its relatively
low performance at Mach numbers 1.35 and 1 (nonafterburning) was due to
overexpansion and to the convergent shroud, respectively.

Another ejector that also was mechanically simpler than the ideal
variable ejector was ejector 8. The secondary diameter and also the
boattail were fixed. The schedule of exit diameter ratio employed with
this ejector is shown in figure 33. The flow was slightly underexpanded
at Mach 3 in order to alleviate the off-design problem somewhat. The
diameter ratio was near the ideal value at Mach numbers between 2 and
1.35. For this ejector the exit diameter was never less than the value
of the secondary diameter in order to avoid the problem of the conver-
gent shroud. The shroud becaui- cylindrical at Mach 1.35 and remained so
at all Mach numbers less than that. This resulted in overexpansion for
nonafterburning operation.

The performance of ejector 8 with 2-percent flow ratio (without base
flow) is presented in figure 34. Again the performance of the ideal
ejector is presented as a reference. At Mach 3 it is estimated that the
performance of ejector 8 would be less than that of the ideal ejector
because the flow is slightly underexpanded and because of boattail drag.
At transonic speeds the performance is lower because of (1) overexpansion,
(2) boattail drag, and (3) base drag.

Variable Geometry and High Secondary Flow

The improvement in performance of ejector 8 by employing large
amounts of base flow to eliminate the base drag is also shown in figure
34. It was assumed that the air was provided by the inlet bypass. The
drop in performance for nonafterburning operation was due partly to
overexpansion of the primary flow and also to the total-pressure losses
of the secondary flow.

Ejector 9 also was simpler than the ideal variable ejector in that
the exit area and the boattail were fixed. The schedule of secondary
diameter ratio that was employed is presented in figure 35. By means of
extrapolated data and one-dimensional-flow calculations, these values
of diameter ratio were selected as those that would match the available
bypass flow schedule satisfactorily. The performance of this ejector
is presented in figure 36. As described in the Data Reduction section,
the measured values of thrast ratio exceeded the theoretically maximum
possible value for nonafterburning operation. The theoretical values are

CONFIDMnTIAL



NACA RM E58GlOa CONFIDENTIAL 13

shown in figure 36 where this problem occurred. The performance at Mach
3 again would be less than that of the ideal ejector because of boattail
drag and because the flow was slightly underexpanded (de/% = 1.6). The

drop in performance for nonafterburning operation occurred because the
secondary total pressure was less than free-stream total pressure as a
result of the losses assumed in the maximxm-pressure-ratio schedule of
figure 27.

Compariscn

The best performing ejectors of those considered thus far are com-
pared in figure 37. The performance of fixed-geometry ejector 6 with
high secondary flow was within the range of performance encompassed by
the more complex variable-geometry ejectors. The highest performance
in the low Mach number range was obtained with ejector 9.

Ejectors with Full Afterburning

Ejectors 10 to 13 we'e investigated with full afterburning over the
entire speed range. The supersonic performance of ejectors 10 to 12 has
been obtained in an earlier investigation, and the speed range is ex-
tended into the transonic range in the present report. The performance
of these ejectors based on the same pressure-ratio schedule as that of
the previous ejectors is shown in figure 38 for 2-percent flow ratio.
Ejector 10, which differed from ejector 11 only in that it had a smaller
secondary diameter, had about the same performance as ejector 11. Be-
cause these ejectors had high boattail angles representative of some
fuselage-type installations, boattail drag was high, and thus the general
level of performance was low. Ejector 12 had a higher expansion ratio
(corresponding to complete expansion at Mach 3) than ejectors 10 and 11.
For a given engine and fuselage size, an increase in expansion ratio
would result in an increase in exit area and hence a reduction in boat-
tail area. The increased airerexpanion losses with the higher expansion
ratio at off-design conditions would at least be partly compensated for
by the decreased boattail drag. However, because of details of model
construction, ejector 12 had a smaller primary-nozzle area than ejectors
10 and 11; whereas exit area, fuselage area, and boattail geometry were
identical. Hence the data of figure 38 do not show the net effect of a
simple change in expansion ratio, but rath-br show the effect of Mach
number on the performance of various ejector geometries. As with ejec-
tors 10 and 1.., the level of performance of ejector 12 was low because
of high boattail drag, but additional losses occurred with ejector 12
because of the greater degree of overexpansion of the primary flow.

COoInDnTiAL
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The effect of secondary flow on the performance of ejectors 10 to
12 at Mach 1 is shown in figure 39. Again, appreciable increases in per-
formance occurred as flow ratio increased.

The effect of secondary flow on the performance of ejector 13 is
shown in figure 40. The nozzle-pressure-ratio schedule was lower than
that for the previous nozzles (see fig. 23). The magnitude of the in-
crease in performance as a result of increasing the flow ratio differed
with Mach number but was appreciable at all Mach numbers. The greatest
improvement occurred at Mach 1.5.

SUM4ARY OF RESULTS

The off-design performance of fixed- and variable-geometry divergent
ejectors has been investigated. The ejectors were designed for turbojet
operation at Mach 3 and were investigated in the Mach number range 0.8
to 2. The following results were obtained:

1. Large performance losses occurred at off-design Mach numbers
with simple fixed-geometry ejectors designed for peak performance at
Mach 3.

2. Compromising design performance by increasing the divergence
angle or by decreasing the expansion ratio produced large gains in off-
design performance. A decreased expansion ratio was a better compromise
thai an increased divergence angle.

3. Increasing the secondary airflow to fill in the excess exit area
of fixed-geometry ejectors at off-design conditions produced large gains
in performance and made them competitive with fairly complex variable-
geometry types.

4. Variable-expansion-ratio ejectors with compromises to reduce
mechanical complexity produced performance reasonably close to that of
an ideal variable ejector.

5. An ejector with a fixed exit area and a variable secondary diam-
eter with high secondary airflow produced the best performance of the
types investigated.

Lewis Flight Propulsion Iaboratory
National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics

Cleveland, Ohio, July 15, 1958

CONFIDEUTIAL



NACA RM V58GlOa CONFIDENTIAL 15

REFERENCES

1. Clippinger, R. F.: Supersonic Axially Symmetric Nozzles. Rep. No.
794, Ballistic Res. Labs., Aberdeen Proving Ground, Dec. 1951.

2. Jack, John R.: Theoretical Pressure Distributions and Wave Drags for
Conical Boattails. NACA TI 2972, 1953.

3. Baughman, L. Eugene, and Kochendorfer, Fred D.: Jet Effects on Base
Pressures of Conical Afterbodies at Mach 1.91 and 3.12. NACA R4E57E06, 1957.

4. Gertsma, L. W., and Beheim, M. A.: Performance at Mach Numbers 3.07,
1.89, and 0 of Inlets Designed for Inlet-Engine Matching Up to
Mach 3. NACA RM E58B13, 1958.

CONFIDENTIAL



16 CONFIDENTIAL MACA EM E58Gl~a

coI% 0D t 0 0o 'o # Go U) c% IH HHH H H 4 H H H-

-pa c

03Q 0000 00 U) U
9 0 0 0 l 0 10

Uo) U * ) ) )) ) WU)w L
%r- - r r-- ~ r-c- - 0 0 0 0

8 0 0i 0 0 0 0 0 r- 0 - r-0

0 4-) 43U

00 * U)c:, H - H MgH)g

to n) nU o c ) Go

0- H- N U) a) U)l r- V)

0 0 0 0 0 0l 0 0-

0

aS ~~H H U)

0 CWIENT'A



-NACA EM E58GlO& CCKFIDEN]TIAL 17

.de/,ir,,ab 1

dm 2 :3'/p,ab 1. N'eectur 1i

-7~~~ 4" \-Ejector 1)~et

(a)ru~nn djctr 1 d, d I/2:a dpn/z.37 .7;dd~

rB ps/pab

(a ) Ejector 3~n: dp,nb/dp,ab 075; d'dp,ab

dB is'Irab=ab0

130 ~ ~ 875,b 3

_______________________ J.Ta

(ci E~jector 4: dp,nb/dp,ab 0.75; dx/dp,ab-

Cl,/Jpab 1.4k
I/d p /d 10.875ct:r~

'I E.8 (eject-cr r

Eect,r 6 /d,ab =1~

= ~(eJectr )

(1) Eject'ro arI-.i i P rtl~t - 0.' .; d../1 ,ab -0

Fu~re' 1. -E~e't r Peometri:3.

CONKfZIMIAL



1.8 COFIIIAL NACA RM E58G10a

dr dp,ab

.15 d p , a b

1.85 dp,ab .0625 dp,ab (all slot$)

(e) EjectOr 1 with spoilers and 
air injection.

2de/dp,ab = 1.8 (at M = 3)

ds/dp,ab - 1.05

- . I- /dpab = 1.5

pivot70 0 2 = 1 1. 5 0 ( a t 9 - 3 )

a 14' (at M =3)

(f) Ejector 7: dp,nb/dp,ab 0.75; di/dp,ab ' e.0.

• ~Pivot [/pab=16

:-- 7--- dedpab = 1.6 (at M- 3)

,ds/dp, b 1.05
L/dp ab = 1.69

p 6.50a . 9.50 (at M 3 )

(g) Ejector 8: dp,nb/dp,ab 0.75-; d,/dp,ab 
= 2.0.

/ . /dp,ab 1.6
ds/dpab 1.C, (at X 3)
I/dp ab =19

a 5. (at X 3)

(h) Ejector 9: dpnb/Jp,ab- O,7,; d/.'dp,ab p.0,

Figure 1, - >rnt~ruei Eje-t<r £e~metries.

conF IAL



3.9

~ACA~4 58GIOa

S d / p,b - ' ( ,ec to r

r Il/dp ab 0.

Ejectr 11 2.51 (ejector 10)

~e~t~t10 2 (, ettr 11)

dpBflp,ab

as/6p~lb -1.2

CP ~1/&p,ab 1.

dBIlp,ab 18

/dpa =10 b /p~
- ~ ~ jector1Z dp~nb/P

defdptaLb -1
14 ~~ 1/ .12

I/l%,ab



20 CCINFIflXNTIAL NACA RM E58G10a

00

00

00

U,

00

CONWMIA



NACA 1RM E58G10a CONFIDENTIAL 21

______._______"___________ 22 1.8-

1.6 -

Support strats
Raskes

(a) Mach number, 2.0.

R 1.47ks I 1.27-

1.6 0 Behind trut

A Normal to strut

(b) ?ksb numers 1.35

Figure 3. - itot pressure profiles upstream of battail.

con f DAL



22 CONFIDlENTIIAL NACA RM E58G10a

_0

00

43

to~

't3

43 43

000

04)

C-4 -4

-ul~~4 11'pqvoa Qn

4, p4IA



"Now- 7.50

41.9

.0

86

-to

04sru :flr

,afo

ld-woma,- stroa

Fi".4



MCA RKJ

00

1:LoV98

0t

14.

?,o 4.



AAk

99

.9

4

.90S

4 in.b~t



26 CON~FIDENTIAL RACA BM 15BG1Oa

(0

1.00

0

43 (a) Mach number, 1.35.

.9

0 .1. 3.4 .5 .6 .7 .8

Secondary-flow ratio, T

(b) Mach number, 1.0.

Figure 5.- Comparison of masured an~d wimum, thrust ratios for ejector 8
with no afterburning.

C~F~t1IAL



MACA IRM X58Q1Oa COtNIDINIAL 27

ci 0

0

o 0

14
CQ0

ao^o
ODH

14

a 0*4

0 ' .

'0

UL,



28 CON~FIDENTIAL NACA BM E58G1Oa

.. 7

4-iIL

0..6

.5C .5

.4 .4.

0 0 . 8 .O 0 .0 .. .0 .0 03 .0 10
Seodryfo rato,

A 3 9 2.8 0..
3:0 ur 7. 2.5frnac fr'" r2

al; W 1TIA



NACA RM E58GJ-OS C OWFIfEIRTIAL 2

00040

C%

C)
.4)

'-MA

d4~de~fl~ C~~4 '~ 10

U! 4,0

TAM 01,4a wm da/a 'IV-1 ,1/94 toIAL



30 CONXFIDIENTIAL ~ NACA. EM E58G1Oa

0 6.8

. 7.

.. 86

.02 30 0 5028 .6 0 0 04 . f 0 . 0
7 0 4.8 2s

54eco8 3.7 Af2.6' 1 A 2.2
() Aebri~ 3.) 2Q&tru~d,() ~atr.*ri.1 1d 8oat2ahru~eMc ~-~,i3. ahrL,1~ inn;Mct.35 2.5ber O.

112ure S q Prtortc -t e.llidtor 4



NACA BRM E58G1Oa COFr IL31

04

1010p
1.3p

D1. C
0 .

41 0 5:

~ ~~o~~ .0 .. .C' .0 .1 .. .1 . . 2 .. 0... ..... .. .1 .1 . .C ~

-0~~r-1 Tato . ir

0 a 0o Fae~1~ a'~ e,1~ b oso 1.g ~hsao.10 ~ or~~'1

0 .i wb~5 06

Pi~~gure 10.0Promne Veetr5

02 0E~TA



32 COI~l2TA.NACA RM E58Q1Oa

4~
-I t~ 0' i- IE :

It)
0 40il

M -

4 -4U

mil0

C100)

0 4-

4t-

J L

Lo -. ow

coo7
ITt I

Cct~Fn2~TbA



-aNACA RM E58G1Oa CON~FIDlENTIAL. 33

C.7

p0p

. O 06.8~ 0 5.1
.6 05.8 04

4)4

4-w

Jzy771 7[,E~~
4

3: 3 T

CJ4) tv

1.0 -7 1.0 1. f -T 1.0 - *

0

4.

4-.

.4 P flIL 7±L .7+L±
0 .02 .04 .06 0 .02 .04 M4 0 .0 .04 C

Secondary-flow ratio, TPI-,

(a) No afterburning; Mach (0) go afterburning; Mac kc) Na afterharning;' Mach

Figure It. - rerfcrmance of #etrI '.rth x~olifrrc.

CMFItEWTTAL



34 CONFIDERTIAL NACA BM E58G10a

41T IM RMR I
PUTHIMA U Iffo

'1

tm HH C

4)

M Cd

4) Lqg'

4

00 -

P4

CD 4) N

4).

0 JU H

14)

ftip
tt*4.*:

coI IAL



NACA flM E58G1Oa C ONFIDENTIAL 35

i. P- if

, MT,

-4

CT)

0000

c)

P03% 0

4

!v WHI 4. y' 17A0

~~ l

Cn A IT 1T 1Acd



36 CONFIflENTLUI NACA 1RM E58G1Oa

c-fl
0
(0

I U)

1-) V4)* :i 11, rM Ii ip U il)i. t

0I~ r 0~, o < V T"." ..... t
"Mili 'Ifirl, lp, M -T111 11 4 1 3

K",

44i f'3!
ill II A figf-P it-' 1 41 M-T IHI I,:::0

fiM~~~ !,I In' - 'R

11h .3-

M, IfC U4t)

4-,

w C

3--I1 iw- I-4 U 3-4 - 3 it : X,4V

MTMM.14 IF-, m A,



NACA RM E58G10a CONFIDENTIAL 37

L

I M
94 V-1
w $6 to in-W to v) N ct 
41

P,7
o r

........... ...
it be 0 0 cu

,7 Ift, RuliI
co Ln u) in cm cm 0 00

trgi 1 u;

- to I 4;
oj ot '4111 i#zr, bDffi, 1!!- 1.,.v4 oo*<v 

c:41 J)4T:

iti IT
WAII

cj
44 

0 4
AR W 4111"IT

o s :

21: oc', cm a c\j o 0 cq
(\j c

T
iiii Vi W M 61, ME- l Thh9kh ofiffflkhift j!iit $bf "N I U h ft?I. it - '191141 flr T. ift -h R I

gio Y! "T, R W
p fli M LF: 41T rd 4 41!

i 4

P, rJ p )M hi TO
INN t Its"T", ITTF1. Pr 0t! tti T o rd It.I , 'm V il-'Iftfi - , AMP 14 o%

lu", .,t llill 1-i", iT Ir 14 cd r4
It4 w aA 4141h, ili L T.,z I

r J 44
tV,

lVi co 1. 127 Iii li"'I till Tit; L, Y44
A, T; Lit 117

R M o o
it it,, 1;4 'n U

0 to w'D 0, z'D -w mz 0 to; A
o7 to cu cu

44C3 0 04 f,

k,

09 Ill
H cQ

59 11ti Mi .: H." HIM

Iflum, ON,, W 1 9 PUHIM149H.E 11
Rti_ti ,TD, W 'Al TE, !I

f-If
lL

21 W oat [FIT
171 Itl TW M'

it! to

t.4 Itit; ti: !IHI-

55
11"d

CY
tn te) 14

1300-4
Fill !l"

Ci u) V) cm m

4
dal' d 1014va Od/Jd

Oliva 49TIJ41 oarecaad jo),OaCa 218ap JTe 41eoa oansvojd-n4v%1 lixg

CONFIDENTIAL



38 CON~FIDENTIAL NACA R4M ES38G1Oa

if 0

t. 4.2

TVA' (I

00~ 0-

Ww

44 t It

'74,

000

00

COIFIlUMIAL



NACA RM E58G1Oa CONFIENTIAL 39

TIM ~~~ Il) liil g

H I*C- k2i i

U...~~~~ IF, 0 U t

Tim,

.1i~~~~~ 05 1 :-,:i

.0 r

4+ 41 1!-': .;

000-4

00

gigg 0

4h~~~- t -ll!I &1 "

o 0
f-4 - 4a Od d

1~~7M 41w~ 1ntj t:7ex~ad.oo ~ ~ x T~0

C ~t~F~lENT/2



40 CONFIDENTIAL INACA IRM E58G1Oa

.9 .9 C.-

.93
Tit

44

.2W.

-P41t

.7 .7

.,P.,- -

a0 4:40

02 .02

1 0

P0 02 .04 0a2.4 0.20

1.53 Wedp 1.3 dedp0.3

Fiur 17. -.efrac f jco 1ihotbs lw

cc~F~n1~r4A



-IACABM 58GOacoIFIDEflTAL 
41

(0kRME8G0

(0o

An

tAoil 
a

r- co Ir 0-

5 0

H 
~

(NJ~ 
~ ~ .AU 

)

0 A

AlCf 

w A

o IO( 

0olv 

agad ajlf T- . lns i
Til 140--

.ftjC,

CONFIDENAIA



42 CON~FIDEN4TIAL ~ NACA E{M E58010a

.4T it 4  1

H Hi

.... H. .0

5~ i

4ii; 43 ti l'4

1 41 . ,M

H 49

Ili rft. .4rf I,- ;V 0

'; 

't

14 1 4, ! o
ti H7-

tA/.t r X~Zl~. d~ '41J aO/d 0

VtI
c~Tjtv0'og

T E:~IA



NACA RM E58G1Oa CON~FIDEN~TIAL 43

000

cn
0 

0

URN.

mu h. .V *

HE jI

1 H111,AME min

T1 1H 0:1 a

9 ! Hit

HIS 

p

URI I
NO.

EMMA KH A m0

4.4i , A RP i ~ RH 04-.0

p ~ ~~~ ITN-4IfU

INS EMMUSAn Q Q
ty,

moo!.
ism MW .. r

f9D [V ; ........ am pto A

.M A P 1T~j :11r~i1;l~ '_Adf

0 0 0M
Mi M P0

Mgt f t' 'n

%WU4

n A.

Ut- .

-. '. -'v_7

.. . . 4. .Z

TO 0 ... ..

1 YI

CONFIDENTIAL



44 CONFIDlENTIAL NACA IRM E5BG1Oa

a a, q

T'!i~~ ~ ~~~ NUHHIIH! lp i N

it

IvI
pI I!IHd : p1. '!:i : h I! 0

Hih i mi Vll 0

tld~~0 4)?0in

1 4- 
4

it 4- -C

0 ATOE NH;11i TF~W k)hW::A0

I, u !, !i ~ di i1:4 1:::: f
U7 M M -61 W,

too II;

NMI

"sill T

0i0< ON 1 WS
IV W4 IN T, 0 1% a.,0.. 0 :I* R MRil 11d

H H H 44 1M

g!~; a* v 1

AV~ c 4I fl11r 1A!1



NACA 3M E56G1Oa CONFIDEN~TIAL 45

77

.8 0 0 2

71~

.~'4 .0 ~ .i~ 1' ~ A0 4 ~ .1. .1' ~ .4 .~ d 1 .
Mo : K sje -y

FiuePOLLeromne feeco 2

0 I~lEJTTL



46 CONFIDENTIAL NACA RM E58G1Oa

0 -4--] Mach Primary
43. t_--'" number, pressurerto

L,0 2.0 7.2.9 0] 1.5 3 .6

1 .0 2.44.0

.0 177, 411

4, .6

-) tto15 .

1-4
.O

p 1.4

07

1 !0
+3 Q

x0

04

.04 .0.0 0 . .14 .16

S~ceondry-flo- rat1io,

Vig~re Ft bPfor--At:e of t^tIor 1!.

CCvIwSTVLL



NACA RM E58G10a CONFIRENTIAL 47

...............
.............. ............

-F I ----------- 
fit i 1 14

................

f CC)
...................... : : .!, .

0
14 Alit 1 SEAt T ff

t In Ali Nil; 4 S
TO $t* 1 - Iwo Fi

................. ............ 
T,# V i

41, .............. 
4

w -21

lk 0 $41S NI'Mm"Um" f -f- 1,1#wwrl ,14

I- - X 414+

WaWl ",T CD 006

Mwou.Qu 4 ; I
43

ID 
................. ................

i0wl -if lf 4 T. !
-111*4014:1, -T'A 0 1 W A 051 "OR

1 MAP W.

01 MEN +
00 cl 014

47! 1i WNW

r4
.............t

VMS iW4 :7
t. r4

A
w TY. 7

777 TV r-4

T

T- TV10

FU All

0 12 lily
-7 T- F to v 040

COMM=



48 CONIFDENT~IAL NACA IRM E58G1Oa

0
1.0

.8Ft-

TA Ejector0 1
07 01

.4p

2,l Estimated performance4 -

.6 .6

i-1 ft-i .f1Afterburner off Aferburner on, - -I 1
1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.2 2.4 2.6 28S 3.0

Mach number, N,,

Figure 24. -Effect of flight Ma~ch number on fixed ejector performance. Secondary.±low ratio, 0.02.1.0-y- I

.8

4,4

.4. 1.2~ ~ 1. ' -P 0 22 . .
--- ~~ ~~ - rutr eimt~ efrmc -

Fiur M Xfetofdeig c -2oise ihfxdelcos e.:Nyfo aio00t

a ~Ca-4I,-tA



1NACA EM E5BG1Oe. CONFIDEN~TIAL 49

1.0

4+4

P4

..2 ...
:T

1#41 T + .. ...

per~rmnt at at 135
77 -4T -HTA



t -

50CONFIDE!TIAL NACA EM E58SUJO

14Nh RM**t to

4-:
r., P, c

4f P

4+i 00

f-0

~ nor;uupdt

C NF44*TA



liACA RM E58G1Oa CO1NFIDE1MIAL 51.

0)0

Ma 4)

i-~~~~ ~ ft45.4 '

?~ I 4r 1
'~A I

HH

93 +4+44Z .s q ... .. -- C
a-OA~~~m- A 04A. U~

........... ..



52 CON~FIDENTIAL NACA RM E58010a

70

a) (D

0 I0
JV

4t-;' 0P 0i± tia ,-4 0:,T 4

14., Al 4

7 jj

(H P4, 4 4-4)11

AT 0

0 1~-CD Lt

it~. A0T MTpU

0QFDE~ IAI



NACA BM E58G1OB C ONFIDENT TAL 53

0

4 4 - 7 T 0 Basic

44

(a) Mach number, 1.35.

4 t44

CO P4 'r'1T

41U

.6

HU.4.

(c) Match number, 10.

Fiue3.4Arineto-oprd)wt ihscnay lwwt jco
7 and noat44rig

C~ ~ +1IDNTA



54 C ONF IDENTIAL NACA PM E58G1Oa

tit. num er '7.

4.- .. ".

A tebrr of ft'hrnro

1.0~~~_ 12 .4 16. 18 2.2..26 8 3
Xach VueN

F ig 12. -1:fc fdsg opoie o aibegoer jco 7 Scnayfo ai,00

t; HMETIA



NACA RM E58G10a CONFIDENTIAL 55

"T
Jl$l MW 40 ff- awn 4

77' tj I lfl I LIPS -M f, W.-i 4T. CD;V, t'TT T UM W 4 TV-
7

no-

Smz 4-
4++ -4i'l t W NET 4 Mm MUM

"Slit 'o
bo ;q
-H CD ... ........

M ffV
-14:

--- ---- .....
4. mm

CQ

fi + +44,4+f.

14 4 t,
+ 4 01,(M

ott . ............. +4 0

(U

T 1 H 14ji:........ .... ..

#

4444 f 14 V4

7V H tf -fr z 4- 7 Q) 0+ Rt pl l M4 f- T. - - M.. -H
4-

4+
Mi. fl 4 1'. c

V. 1. Tie 0

+

M

t 121: T #

'j7:1 7; t
M + q;-1V 7; v 4

i i"
On +I,".
;;-j. 4 . -1. . -1i ;4

4 147
... ....... +) +

g'i 4
laid

ilr 7
7! =7! 7-;+

ffl ffjiff E a] '44 vil, k.

M 0 - IT + gin 1.4
tit "t.91 k434 c

gt:t +jj 0 +
V+ :141 or -ti Ti T .R4 V R" 45

,t4 im SM IAV-34

40 mri w w mit M M' -
03
SM Hfl P4 -16 -1 +iFi 9 1-41i. 4 i l Ti a N MI -M +)

4 4 + 4

T

" M . -"LE 4 VAV If tt. I

c 1 0
H r-i r-4 r-q H H H

dp/;Ip IoT, -ea aa4aurvTp : Txa

CONFIDMIAL.



56 C014FIDENTIAL NACA RM E58G10a

JIM
4 -1- ........

tT 4#
+r H-4

:#
1 1 M .......... .........

I :: 
------ MT . ............

4-) ffoZz -

M, X: XT.0 0 IMM:
.0 P4 T, 7 'm T

T 43 43 X:
H H 'd ............ ... .....

I IM 4-3 XMI

-1 -- its X T M
Mm Mm I X T..

4-) ----- - M m -t ::I- -- .-
X: X: X

M m xx
ITTM7 T: mq: MIMM T: - -----

M.
4-)

-liP 444 ........ .... Him

.. .... ......

M -1 i CQ
4-)

CM

a Z

+ Hll -H4,-i

-4

+
44. -

# M. . ....... +A f +4-- -,!-H - - + 4-444
HiMit

X ----R M 9 H . . ......

-4+ 'a
4- +

JUl

IA I
X: + r++

4 YX r4 PL,Tftl -i- + t M T -4,
+

t. + q4

+

m m,
CU + + + 4 A4

+ +

3

M:

.44

R

Vnlz-V" 
Hl

a 43

mm

co

C9 1

r-A Ta d dA IOT'4uj AoTJ-4jvpuo3Qs
a - OA'ta a

CONFIDENTIAL



NACA RM ElltlI1a CONFIDENTIAL 57

. . . . . . . . . .. .

M T)
-- -- -- Z ... .... .)

0 ri p ..

q~~~~' ... 4....)...

T ) $.

. ... ..... 
.....

..... ....

... N... .H .... -

Cw m!FVET



58 C ONF IDE U- IAL NACA RM E58G10a

0
T

('D -0 mf TOM

fm MKO -M
STE

M AIN a m 114 0 "t P, I m 'I, co

0
14: 9 Jim TIVIM MUMIUMN

;q MOMP,
4)

+) A
g t
4444 44-4 444 H+ 0

+) 
44rA H4

Mm U M TV V fm w 4" 1 T441

0HHIHH
VFEIEM +)

H-H H+ -441

F.

F:R tt tl 
4-3

H
MW Pill - 4)I V co[tj 64A to
Ham 44%

T4- 0
11 P, 4

ci
$4

mm m

'RO
+

10,

0Q Of fm I

ITT' fq4
4, H- ++4- 't

-,I, LfJ t1h,

NO

r .:
a ME

t ll P r4 $4

+ If

f, All
4 zz

44 
V; Tilt M" A 0

-1% f4t IM

1M. +1

41 'jill: 0It Ifq 4, WX 49M 44'
Z*M 4) r-4'- r$ "t ' 42

-!,'-.W'T 414

MM4

C9 9 llH Tj 
L "OT.4va 'ftOT.X-A"puo3Qs

a OAgm GA
'oT4*j qonzq;

CCWFINMIAL



NACIA RM E58GIOa CONFIDENTIAL 59

9 C

0 4-3
Cd

44 w
CO

H +>

4) k po w "It Wi

+) 0 Id r ci 0 H C\j $1 d C's r d P4 if TTM
U 0 0 0 0 Q) r-i r-4 H :1 l
4) 0 0 to r)

Cd 4) tj cd 4) 4-)to (L) 'D m 0 :t
Mil 

t!
+) 4) MMK V

H Go to : 1.

tr r- CO (3) W HIM,
4 ##

Ic ...... .... I

OAO 000 H
FaH-wr

4-' En 0

+i+i- +H4

-03 0

Mw m 1 C\3 41 0
+)

#
C

h 43

4Vq- M-,, M, 0

X9 U +14 1..
:a 

. y +1

1, 119"T Ml CD

C\; +i4+ i fii

73 1" WITH', t MR >4
40 Wil,

IT

+1+44 +++-+ 4

IM 
tta t

t-It!

W P4a

4.41 d)
4

I T#l j#Z T-

14:

H
44

P4

it,
qH

C 
4-IZ I 0 0

M., IV t-q K1 IMl + T

n NO
44

4 t; cc

4T

L 7 4+

17

Go C.0

0

(oTqi3.z 4gnrq4 "j,4zaj;x

(I OA'm A G OA'm .1
,'oTq,*.x 4onxqq. aAT4oa;jX

CONFINMIAL



60 CONFIDENIAL ~ -,ACA Rm LF OG 10

4))

o( 0

V p.4

13 U

0 T

ci-- o Lo o AU

C~~F~DEN000L 0JAC Li (U ied


