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PREFACE
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Georgia, for the Air Force Aero Propulsion Laboratory, Wright-Patterson Air
Force Base under Contract F33615-73-C-2032. The report covers work done in
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herein is pari of the Air Force Aero Propulsion Laboratory's joint program
with the Department of Trensportation to define and control the noise
emission of aircraft propulsion systems. .

Mr. Paul Shahady was the Air Force Aero Propulsion Laboratory's Project
Engineer. The program is being conducted under Project 3066, Task t4. Dr.
Gordon Banerian was the Project Manager for the Department of Transportation.
Lockheed's Program Manager was Harry E. Plumblee, Jr.

Major contributors to the work performed under this contract and pre-
sented in this series of reports are: Robert H. Burrin, Peter D. Dean,
Philip E. Doak, Michael J. Fisher, Sham S. Kapur, Jark C. Lau, Geoffrey M.
Lilley, William T. Mayo, Donald M. Meadows, Christopher L. Morfey, Philip
J. Morris, David M. Smith, H. K. "Bob" Tanna, Brian J. Tester, and
M. Clay Whiffen.

The assistance of the following individuals is gratefully acknowledged:
C. Benton Reid, who_operated the test facilities and data acquisition systems;
Edward C. Mills, who did the electronic design for the laser velocimeter cir- ]
cuitry discussed in this report; J. P. McKenna, who kept up with the budget
and other administrative details; and last, but certainly not least, most
gracious appreciation is extended to Barbara C. Reagan for her superb typing
of all the manuscripts.

Gratitude Is expressed to the Unlversity of Southampton for permitting
Professor Philip E. Doak, Professor Geoffrey M. Lilley, Dr. Michael J. Fisher,
and Dr. Christopher L. Morfey to participate in the performance of the research
reported herein.
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individuals referred to above for helpful discussions during the writing of
this summary volume. Also, special acknowledgement is due Robert H. Burrin
for his assistance is assembling all the illustrations included in Volume I,

This report was submitted on 23 June 1976.

Publication of this report does not constitute Air Force approval of the
report's findings or ccnclusions. It is published only for the exchange and
stimulation of ideas.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The fundamentals of jet noise generation have been studied in great detail
over the pa.t twenty-five years. Lighthill's early work identified the basic
jet noise generating mechanisms and provided the foundation for the numerous
studies that followed. Much of the research following Lighthill's early work
advanced the understanding of the jet noise generation process. However, in
1970, it was still not possible to theoretically (or even empirically) predict
the complete characteristics of the noise field of a heated, supersonic jet,
with ever a faint degree of confidence. With the almost certain, even though
delayed, introduction of supersonic passenger aircraft and the equally certain
regulatory action against excessive noise from these aircraft, it appeared
necessary to the U. S. Department of Transportation (DOT) and the USAF Aero
Propulsion Laboratory (APL) *hat the noise generation and radiation mechanisms
of supersonic jets must be better understood. In order to promote this under-
standing, a series of fundamental research contracts was initiated in mid-1971,
These contracts were jointly funded by the DOT and the AF.

As a means of clarifying the history of this series of research investi-
gations, a flow chart identifying the various contracts and technical publica-
tions which describe the contract results is shown in Figure 1.1. In the
first phase of the AF/DOT program, three contractors participated in a problem
definition study and state-of-the-art assessment. Lockheed's program produced
a six-volume final report that included (i) a critical review of current jet
noise theories, (ii) a description of Lilley's theory for jet noise generation,
(i1i) a set of detailed supersonic jet noise measurements over a limited
temperature range to show both effects of temperature and quantitative devia-~
tions of existing theory from measurement, and (iv) an assessment of optical
measurement techniques for establishing the flow characteristics in the free
Jet.

At the end of the Phase | program, contracts were established with
Lockheed and G.E. to enter into a detalled program of fundamental theoretical
and experimental studies of jet noise generating mechanisms and jet turbulence.
During this Phase |l program, in addition to a series of five oral briefings
to interested governmental, university, and industrial observers, a number of
publications and technical papers were produced which described progress in
Lockheed's program of supersonic jet noise studies. This current report is
part of a four-volume final report and serves as an overview summary of the
significant findings from both Phase | and Phase || studies.

As a matter of current interest, Immediately following the Phase 11
contract, Lockheed has begun a third program, with the gonl of fitting all the
results derived in the first two programs into a rather complete fundamental
Jet noise prediction analysis and associated computer programs.

In this volume of the Phase 1 final report, a summary of relevant
results produced during the first two contracts will be given, with major
emphasis on the Phase Il results. However, the justifications produced during

the Phase | program relevant to the problems with the Lighthill analogy theory
and the requirements for an adequate theory for describing jet noise genera-
tion and radiation, as well as a derivation of the Lilley theory will also be
included.
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This summary report is accompanied by three other volumes. Referring to
Figure 1.1, Volume || covers progress since the interim report. All the in-
formation contained in the papers referred to in the publication list is also
contained in either the interim report or else in Volume Il. Volume 1l is a
compendium of turbulent mixing noise data and as such can be used as an
independent source of accurate jet turbulent mixing noise data by other re-
searchers. Volume IV contains similarly accurate data on shock-associated
jet noise.

This brings the reader up to date on the history of the program. It will
be necessary in the following to reference the various programs and the first
contract will be called either the Phase | or else Exploratory Program. The
second contract will be referred to as the Phase |1 program or Detailed Inves-
tigation.

This summary report will consist of three maior sections. The first
(Section 2) wiil outline the problems with theoretical work on jet noise
existing prior to the Phase | contract. The second (Section 3) will outline
the requirements for an adequate jet noise theory as developed during Phase |,

and the third (Section 4) will summarize the results from the Phase ii oro-
gram. In addition, several appendices are included to discuss facility cali-

bration, LV design and calibration, and other interesting information obta:ned
during the LV measurenent program.

et
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2. REVIEW OF PREVIOUS WORK

In order to establish the requirements of a consistent approach fur
analyzing and theoretically modeling jet noise generation, the following sub-
sections are presented which describe the earlier theories and their conceptual
and mathematical difficulties and advantages, as well as comparisons of these
theories with reliable experimental results,

2.1 EXPERIMENTAL ASSESSMENT OF LIGHTHILL'S FORMULA FOR ISOTHERMAL JET NOISE

The Lighthill theory of aerodynamic sound generation!s2, in general, and
jet noise generation, in particular, as well as notable extensions by Ribner3
and ffowcs williams“, have proved their worth in explaining many of the ob-
served features of jet noise. However, detailed comparisons of jet noise
characteristics such as those first discussed by Ribner3 and conducted in
detail by Lush5, show serious areas of discrepancy between the "acoustic
analogy' theory of Lighthill/Ribner/Ffowcs Willlams and the very careful ex-
perimental results of Lush. Since this detailed and carefully conducted study
by Lush5 formed the basis for evaluating current theory at the time the Phase 1
program began, it Is useful to summarize Lush's findings and to use them as the
primary Justification for the approach taken in the current work.

While the Lighthill formulation of the problem of jet noise generation is
mathematically exact, a penalty is paid for this exactness in terms of a source
function, which cannot be Identified exactly. Thus, practical usage has been
limited to an approximate form of this source term without, in general, an
assurance that important generation or transmission phenomena are not being
ignored.

Lush shows clearly that practical application of the Lighthill formula*
is in serious error for higher frequency jet noise at angles corresponding to
maximum noise emission. Specifically, the formula overestimates considerably
the high-frequency noise, particularly at angles close to the jet exhaust. His
method indicates that these overestimations occur when the path length of the
sound through the shear layer becomes comparable to or greater than the
acoustic wavelength., Before discussing the detalls of Lush's comparison, a
brief discussion is given of Lighthill's theory and approximations normally
invoked for practical applications.

2.1.1 Practical Application of Lighthill Theory

The Lighthill theory! predicts the far-field intensity in the form

“We should differentiate clearly at this point between the Lighthill theory
which may be exact and correct, and the Lighthill formula by which we infer
th: approximations necessary to the theory to rende.- it in a form suitable
f.  practical estimation procedures.
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where Tyj = pvivj + Pij - agadij.

For practical estimation purposes, the foilowing assumptions are normally
adopted:

(a) T,. may be approximated by the single term PViVy-

¥

(b) The frequency weighting term implied by the time differentiation of
T;: scales on jet efflux velocity; that is, the turbulent field is
je{ Strouhal number dependent.

(c) The fluctuating (turbulent) and mean velocities contained in Tj;
are proportional to jet efflux velocity.

(d) Both the shear layer width and turbulence scales are independent of
jet efflux velocity, at least for conditions where the local-flow
Mach number Is everywhere less than unity.

There is, of course, strong experimental support for items (b), (c), and (d)
from numerous Investigations of turbulent flow fields and their insertion into
the basic theory leads to the Lighthill formula

£(o) VJ° 2
| « D
(®) (1 - Mc cos8)?

where f(8) is dependent on the type (i.e., longitudinal or late-al) of quadru-
poles contributing.

While the Lighthill formula was generally accepted as more or less valid
for subsonic jets, there were many worrying deviations noted in the literature
between experiment and theory. Bushell®, in a very thorough study of model
and full-scale engine data noted that the 8th power velocity dependence at
high subsonic velocities was gradually reduced to something approaching Lth
power dependence at low subsonic velocities. In his analysis of these results,
he concludes that the observed deviations probably result from upstream dis-
turbances and interactions with the nozzle. These problems have led to
critical examinations of rig design and other potential jet noise sources, such
as "lip noise."

In order to accurately determine the extent by which the Lighthill theory
(and imp!.vements by Ribner and Ffowcs Williams) actually deviated from care-
fully conducted experiments, Lush examined all the potential problems in jet
rig design and jet noise testing and designed a rig for unheated jet tests
which appeared to be free from the recognized problems. These test results
were then compared by Lush with the Lighthill theory with a technique espec-
ially devised to highlight deviations between theory and experiment and

furthermore, to reveal the physical reason for the disagreement. In the
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following subsection, this work is outlined in reasonable detail, since it
uniquely highlights one aspect of the prcblem with Lighthill's basic theory.

2.1.2 The Analysis Method by Lush

The Lasic analysis method adopted involves rewriting ghe Lighthill formula

(as suggested by Lilley7 and discussed in detail by Ribner®) as,
8
vy
1(8) &« =S [K; +K,f(8)]

(1 - Mccos8) 5

where K; is a constant of proportionality relevant to the set of randomly
oriented quadrupole ''sources' associated with seif-nolse; i.e., the turbulence-
turbulence interaction term of T;i. K, is a similar propertionality constint
for the quadrupoles associated wI{h the turbulence-mean shear interaction term
and f(8) is the directionality factor associated with these quadrupoles.

It should be noted here that, to predict the directionality ¢f the noise
for a given flow velocit; both the ratio K;/K, and the form of f(6) must be
known. However, this difficulty is completely avoided if the variation of
intensity with jet effiux velocity at a given angle to the jet axis Is
monitored.

The variation of noise intensity with jet efflux velocity for various
angles to the jet axis is shown in Figure 2.1. It is apparent that, at 90°,
the predicted Yf dependence Is obeyed with convincing accuracy. However, as
the angle is reduced, comparison with theory becomes progressively worse, with
theory overestimating measured values. To investigate this phenomena in more
detail, a spectral comparison was conducted but as a function of a reduced,
nondimensional frequency defined as

fD
F= v (1 - M. coss) (2-3)

where f is the observed acoustic frequency, D Is the jet diameter, and V, is
the jet efflux velocity. The philosophy leading ¢o the choice of this parame-
ter is as follows. Consider a source being convected at Mach number M. in a
direction making an angle 8 with a line joining the source to the observer, i(f
the source frequency, observed in its moving reference frame, is fg, then to
the stationary observer the apparent frequency will be

fs

f= (1 ="M, cos8)

(2-4)

i.e., the well-known Doppler frequency shift effect.

Thus, the term f(1 -Mccose), in the equation defining our ‘educed non-
dimensionalized frequency, F, corresponds to the actual source ‘requency. Due
allowance is, therefore, made for the fact that a given convected scurce will
appear to have various frequencies, depending on both the angle relative to
the jet axis from which it is observed and its convection speed.
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Finally, the source frequency fg is nondimensionalized to form the
Strouhal number F=fsD/V;. This nondimensional form is based on the observa~
tion that moving-axis turbulence frequencies, which determine source frequencies,
scale on both jet diameter and jet efflux velocity. Thus, by monitoring acoustic
levels for a given value of F, one is insured of monitoring the same sources
irrespective of the jet velocity, their convection speed, or the angle from
which they are viewed.

Thus, following the Lighthill formulation for such a given set of sources
(i.e., F=const.), we would expect their intensity again to follow a law of the
form [for small convection Mach number, where a2MZ << (1 -M. cos8)?]

VJ8

I(F=const.) & e |
(l 'Mccose)s

(2-5)

To test the correctness of the Lighthill formula, Lush® selected four values of
F, namely 0.03, 0.10, 0.30, and 1.0. Results are again presented separately
for each angle of the jet to avoid, as b~fore, uncertainties associated with
the relative contribution of the randomly criented and preferentially oriented
quadrupoles, respectively,

The results for the four values of F at 90 tc the axis are shown in
Figure 2.2. A convincing comparison of data with the anticipated '"theoretical
intensity" is apparent. Thus, for the 90° position, not only is the overall
Intensity predicted reasonably wel', but also the variation of the individual
""frequency'’ components.

However, similar analysis of results at 15° (Figure 2.3) produce a com-
parison of theory with experiment that is totally unsatisfactory, at least for
the higher values of F. These, in facté show an overall varlation with jet
efflux velocity appreciably less than B Clearly, extrapolation of the high-
speed noise levels from_the low-speed values according to the theoretical
formula V8(1 ~Mc cos8)™> would result in large overestimates of these higher-
frequency” components, and these overestimates would become increasingly worse
for higher speed.

A dramatic demonstration of the magnitude of these observed discrepancies
can be made by considering noise spectra measured at 90° and 15° to the jet
axis as shown in Figures 2-- and 2-5, respectively. The Lighthill formulation
would suggest that these spectra should be dependent on Strouhal number, with
peak frequency proportional to jet efflux velocity. (ndeed, at 90° (Figure
2.b4) this is correct, and a convincing collapse of data can be obtzined.
However, for the 15° results, the peak frequency is essentially independent of
jet velocity, again clearly showing the lack of high-frequency energy at these
small angles.

Analysis of the results presented abcve indicated that, whenever the wave-
length of the sound is large compared with the path length of sound through the
turbulent flow field, predictions of the Lighthill formula are correctly obeyed.
However, once this condition is violated, sound appeared to be produced with
appreciably lower efficiency. Refraction is the effect most commonly used to
explein this defect of sound energy near the jet exhaust axis.
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However, if this is the only effect, then total power should obey the
theoretical estimates, since the power once generated is merely redirected. The
fact that this is not the case was also established by Lush, and his comparison
is shown in Figure 2.6. It appears that the higher-frequency components exhibit
a complete lack of convective amplification, which would help explain this
reduction in source efficiency.

Finally, it is appropriate to consider the significance of these results
to the noise of heated supersonic jets. First, further increase of speed above
; that considered by Lush (~1,000 fps) using hot unchoked jets will increase
source frequencies so that an even more noticeable portion of the acoustic
spectrum will fall into the range where acoustic wavelength is less than the
path length through the turbulent flow. From these viewpoints, therefore, if
better understanding of noise generated by pure turbulent mixing was to be
achieved, irrespective of further complications of locally supersonic flow,
shock waves, and other factors, a detailed theoretical model of noise genera-
tion by quadrupole sources contained in a shear layer of finite dimensions was
required. This problem was ignored by Lighthill in favor of the simplified
formulation by his analog theory.

4 Thus, in summary, the very careful comparison of jet noise experimental

3 results with Lighthill's predictions produced major disagreements at high
frequencies. Here, Lush speculated that both refraction and a reduction in
source efficiency was contributing to the high frequency defect in sound level
near the exhaust axis and the failure of total radiated sound power to match
the theoretical value at high source frequency/high velocity combinations.
Lush showed, in addition, a peculiar low frequency Increase in nolse (compared
to the theory) at small anales and low frequencies.

This assessment of the severzl areas where the Lighthill theory failed,
even for the case of unheated jets, led to a further examination of jet noise
theories in general and the requirements of a new theory to make up for the
observed discrepancies discussed above. The following section Is a summary of
this critique of the various competing theories at the time the Phase ! pro-
gram was initiated. :

2.2 COMMENTS ON MAJOR AERODYNAMIC AND JET NOISE THEORIES AVAILABLE IN 1972

In this subsection, a critique by Doakd of existing Jet noise theories is
summarized. Although Lighthill's equation has already been compared with
experiment and was shown to be inadequate for detaliled predictions of jet
noise, it is presented in another context in this section to provide a basis
for discussing competing theories at the time Doak's review was completed.

Reference has been made to "'acoustic analogy' theorlies of aerodynamic
noise. It is useful to state exactly the Lighthill definition of an acoustic
analogy of jet noise. He discusses a method of identifying the aerodynamic
sound sources in an equivalent, uniform acoustic medium at rest. The following
is a direct quotation from Lighthill (Ref. 1, pp. 566-567):

13




ISR <L ABESE S

bty =N

T

T N TR T e AT 87 M e e

TN g T G v g vy

e

(S 39" wougy) 49MO4 D131SNODY dARIIQ-£/| jJO 3aduapuadag AIi1d0|aN 9°Z =24nbi4

oe/Fp 607
0 1°0- Z°0- €70~ °0- S°0- 9°0- L°0-
1 _ ;
! | [ ° 1 |
o' @
0£°0 O
oL'o Vv
€0'0 © —{os
r
B A
(6 50> "W - 1) 53 -
~
w
\ —408 =4
D ~r
:ANZ - —.v n w
Cw+1) Ia \ v z =
& 2
damod _mu_uw._owr_._. —406 w
\ =
o
o 2
\ g
o
8 Joor ~
[« %
> m
v
a —=4011
%
€
0Z1




Comaddening a fluctuating §luid §Cow occupying a €imdted
part of a very Carge velume of §ludd of wihdich the wemainden
48 at nest, them the equations governndng the §luctuations
of density in the real §ludd will be compared with these
which would be appropriate to a und form acoustic medium at
nest, which coinedded with the neal fludd outside the
negion of glow. The diffenence between the two sets of
equations will be considered as 4§ (t wene the cfgect of a
gluctuating exteanal force gield, known (§ the §Cow (3
known, acting on the sadd uniferm acoustic mediwn at 1est,
and hence nadéating scound in (t acconding to the otdinary
Laws of acoustics.

This scheme has two advantages. F(ust, since we are net
concenned (sce §1) with the back-neaction of the sound on
the glow, (t (8 appropadate to consdder the sound as pro-
duced by the §luctuating {low aften the manner of a forced
osci{llation. Sccondly, (t (s best to take the §ree suystem,
on which the forcding (5 considered to occur, as a widgom
acoustic medium at xest, because othemeise, aften the
sound prodeced has been estimated, (t would be necessary
to consdden the moddgccations due to s conveetion wth
the tunbulent gCow and propagation at a varcable speed
wcthion (&, whieh would be digfceult to handCe. But by the
me thod just descadbed, all the egfects are weplaced by
equivalent forcing terms and dncorporated n the hypothet-
{cal force field.

The underlined portions are incorporated to highlight the assumptions of

Lighthill's theory, as he analyzed the difficulties of realistically accounting

for the obvious interactions of sound with the flow both in the process of

generation and propagation.

2.2.1

where

and

Lighthill's Theory and Dimensional Analysis

Lighthill's exact acoustic analogy equation for the mass density is

o

. A ‘.\
Fo " "‘ _ "\.“ - . I‘ Ti ‘I

IXj ot IXGIX;
Ti_i = pViVj + (p - Cb;\)\\'ij - Sij
RIVN IV v v
S.. = | —-—-‘—+-_—-J--2|——-l:-«\'i-l+‘~l-"u+."_!'—'—k—\\'--*,
ij X I axg H)| |3 | ax T

(2-6)

(2-7)

(2-8)

The constant ¢y is mathematically arbitrary but in keeping with the philosophy
behind the analogy; Lighthill regards it in his physical interpretation of the

duced from
credad i @
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theory as the speed of sound in a suitable reference medium. Lighthill assumed
that the physical situation was one in which a disturbed, sound generating flow
field would exist only within a limited volume of the fluid, outside of which
would be fluid at rest, apa~t from ""acoustic' disturbances propagating out from
the source region. |If the speed of sound in this outer fluid is taken as cq
and if only acoustic disturbances exist there, the homogeneous part of Equation
{2-6) should exactly describe the mass density fluctuations In this region.
Thus, to justify application of the analog in a given situation, one needs to i
establish the existence, in that case, of a region of real surrounding fluid, £
having a uniform mean temperature corresponding to a sound speed c,, which is

suitably quiescent. For an inviscid, non-heat-conducting fluid in the outer

region, it can be shown that 32T ;/dx{9x; falls to zero faster than

(3%p/3t2) - c2v2p, for low Mach numbers.” Doakd demonstrates by reference to

the Rayleigh ?lnearlzed equations that in the limit of a nearly quiescent

medium, of Stokesian viscosity and thermal conductivity, the right-hand side

of Lighthill's exact equation for aerodynamic sound generation, Equation (2-6),

does not reduce to zero completely in comparison to the left-hand side. He

shows, in fact, that the case of a Stokesian fluid, Equation (2-6), reduces in

the limit of an amblent medium, to a homogeneous wave equation in pressure

rather than density. Furthermore, he questions the wisdom of formulating an

acoustic problem in terms of density rather than pressure, but concludes that

both the density and "preferred" pressure formulations (Doak9, pp. 56-57) are

conceptually valid within the limits of the analysis.

I

However, the main shortcoming of the ''acoustic analogy'' approach lies In
the inability of the experimenter to accurately determine the effective
sources. The terms 32(pvivi)/3xj3x; that represent, in the form of equivalent
sources, convection of the sound waves that are generated elsewhere, are
usually small compared with the dominant terms depending upon only the turbu-
lent (i.e., solenoidal) velocity components. Therefore, hot-wire anemometer
measurements of the equivalent source terms will usually not reveal these con-
vection effects although, of course, the convection of the equivalent
"turbulent quadrupole sources' themselves will be readily apparent. Hence, a
prediction of the radiated sound field from the "acoustic analogy' equation in
such circumstances will not include the physically real, and generally signifi-
cant, effects of the convection of the sound waves themselves in the flow.
This important limitation applies to all "analog'" and some ''true source' (to
be defined in a following section) theories. However, it is important to
stress that Lighthill's theory is exact and would provide the exact solution
If the source teris could be completely described.

With this important reservation in mind, we may now examine how Lighthill's
theory has been applied In the correlation of jet nnise. From a very simple
point of view, Lighthi1110 was able to deduce that the sound energy radiated
would be proportional to (in the absence of ccavection effects)

i'zw"VJ

pocos

where T2 represents a mean-square fluctuation of the quadrupole strength T;j,
w is a typical frequency and V a typical eddy volume. Then by arguing that

16
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Now in the mixing negion, the §luctuations of tenms Like
PViVj 4n the quadrupole strength T;; are in proportion to
poU% changing Little with x, but the typical frequency w
galts away Like U/x, while the typical eddy volume V

grows Like x3. We should therefore expect the power out-
put 2o vary as pov§/agx per unit volume of mixing region
But since the volume pen unit Length increases with x, the
sound emitted per unit Ze:ﬁth of fet should nemain
condtant in this readion, the total up to x =U4d being
proportional 1o

8 42
Pn V) d
1/unit length «-Jl—ﬁé——— (2-9;
Co

This is the well-known US law of jet noise and careful measurements show
that it is applicable over a particular subsonic velocity range. The convec-
tion effects mentioned above refer to the ''convective amplification'" due to the
motion of the sources relative to the observer. This factor was correctly
derived by Ffowcs Willlams!! and modified Equation (2-9) by the factor

(1 - M cose)™" (2-10)

where M. cos® Is the convection Mach number in the direction of emission based
on the atmospheric speed of sound.

A well-known solution to Equation (2-6) is obtained! provided refraction,
diffraction and the effects of solid boundaries are neglected. This is given
as

(n,1) (2-11)

o(x,t) - Id i -y g myg) 2Ty

n
5 ) Tx-yl oM ey ot

ncy

where Y is the source position, x is the receiver position, coM is the uniform
speed of source
X-y
T =t - 2yl (2-12)
Co

and n is the moving coordinate defined by

T
n=y-co J M(t') dt'.
0

(2-13)

A fairly straightforward analysis, based on this solution leads to the results
that the spectrum of radiated noise is Strouhal number dependent; that sources
contributing to the peak of the spectrum are contained in a region near the

end of the potential core; that the low-frequency noise is generated downstream
of the potential core in the fully deveioped region with the spectrum shape
heing related to the square of the Strouhal number; and, that the high-frequency
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noise is generated in the mixing region, with the spectrum shape inversely
related to the square of the Strouhal number.

These scaling laws highlight the obvious importance of Lighthill's theory
since without these estimates it would not be possible to estimate the noise
to within an order of magnitude, as Lighthill stated in the following extrac-
tion from Reference 1:

This paper 48 concerned with the general probLem: given
a fluctuating §luid glow, to estimate the sound nadiated
grom it. Part 11 will take up the question of turbufent
§Lows propen, with special neference to the sound f§ield

04§ a turbulent jet, fon which a comparison with experi-

ment {4 possible.

The problem's utility may be questioned on the grounds
that we never know a fluctuating fluid §Low very accu-
nately, and that therefonre the sound produced in a given
process could only be estimated very noughly. Indeed,
one could handly expect, even with the great advances in
knowledge of turbulent §Low which have fately been made,
that such a theony could be used with confidence to pre-
diet acoustic intensities within a factor of much £ess
than 1.. But, on the othen hand, one could certainly
make no congident estimate even to within a factor of
1000 on existing knowledge, and furthen, the range of
antensities in which one is intenested 48 at Least 1014,
Also, nothing is known at present concerning how diffen-
ent sonts of changes in a flow pattern may be expected
2o alter the sound produced, and this is a serdious
Ampediment to those experimenting in novel cﬁidd& 04
aerodynamic sound production., Clearly, such knowledge
can anise only from a procesr 4in two parnts, the first
considening what sont of Muotuu,ténﬁ §Low will be gen-
erated, and the second what sound the §Low will produce.

The proposed method of attack, in which §inst the de-
tails of the §Low are to be estimated, for aerodynamic
principles not concerned with the acoustic propagation
0f fLuctuations in the §Low, and secondly the sound
§ield is to be deduced, precludes the discussion of
phenomena where there 44 a significant back-neaction of
sound produced on the {Low field i{tself. But such
back-neaction can be expected unfess there L8 such a
nesonaton present to amplify the sound.

Actually it seems Likely from the theony in its present
form that quantitative estimates of the sound field will
be obtainable (a8 will be seen in Part 111} only gon

the sound radiated into g§ree space; and thus they will
neglect not only neighboring tesonatons, but clso all
effects of nefraction, diffraction, absorption on
scattening by sofid boundarnies. But the general nesult
04 these effects could often be sketched in subsequently,

18
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in the Light of existing knowledge. Again, the estimates
hefer only to the enengy which actually escapes §rom the
fow as sound, and to its dinectional distribution; thus,
the departures grom inverse square-faw radiation which
are to be expected within a very few wavelengths of the
§low, due to a standing wave pattern will not appear in
the estimates, although they are implicit in the genenal
theony., As a §inal restriction the theony s effectively
congined in its application to completely subsonic f§Low,
and could harndly be used to analyze the change in charac-
ten oy the sound produced which 48 often observed on
trhansition to supersonic §low at Least if, as Cave-Broum-
Cave sugoests, it 4s due to high-frequency emission of
shock waves.

2,2.2 Ribner's Contributions to Jet Nolse Theory

Based on Lighthill's model, Ribner12 deduced that the noise power emitted
by a slice of the jet is essentially constant in the mixing region (x° law)
and falls off extremely fast (x~7 law) in the fully developed jet. Ribner
has made a number of significant contributiors to our understanding of Jet
noise. His own ''dilation theory''13 is really a reformulation of Lighthill's
theory and as such suffers from the same limitations., However, Ribner's work
on directivity and the quadrupole correlation governing the pattern of jet
noise is useful. He proposed!l4 (following the original phraseology used by
Lilley?) to separate the contributions of various quadrupoles into "shear
noise' and "self noise." The former quadrupoles contribution being non-zero
only when the mean flow is nonuniform (i.e. possesses shear), the latte.
quadrupoles being free of cross-coupling with the mean flow. Based on this
separation the total noise power emitted from a unit volume at a point y
was found to be

p(y,3) = A + B(cos*6 + cos26)/2 . (2-14;
self shear

This results in what Ribner refers to as a '"basic'" quasi-ellipsoidal pattern
of jet noise directivity.

Ribner however also recognized the Importance of refraction on jet noise
directivity and various workers at the University of Toronto, Institute of
Aerosgace Studies, have made erperimental and theoretical analyses of refrac-
tion!15-13, Based on these results, hacGregor et all9 derive the "basic"
pattern from theory and experiment.

However, it will be shown that this approach for describing jet noise,
though valid, is unnecessary and subject to excessive difficulty in describ-
ing the source. By reformulating the problem in terms of a convected wave
equation with all refractive and convective terms on the left-hand side, the
effects of refraction, diffraction, and convection are automatically included
in the solution, Further theories simiiar to Lighthill's and Ribner's
analog are available such as those of Bschorr20, Meecham2!, and Crow?2,
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These were also critically examined by Doakd in his comprehensive review in
the Phase | work,

2.2.3 Phillips' Theory

T A b RAe e Tt kit A A,

We will now consider the work by Phillips23. We may classify Phillips
theory as a ''true source' theory in which an attempt is made to identify the
sources of the acoustic radiation field in the real, moving, inhomogeneous
fluid and not in an equivalent (and fictitious), uniform acoustic medium.
Phillips' equation, a convected wave equation, may be written as

<

2 fe2 o). P2 . VidVi p%
x| 9Xj De2 Y axj X} th

I vj dvy 2 dvg .
YAy p‘é?j'l“(?s}] axj '3'33?;5‘}) (2-15)

where r = 2n p; o = #n(p/py), <2 =z vp/o, and y = cp/cy.

Philips' interpretation of his equation suffers from a fundamental over-
sight. He Interprets Equation (2-15) as follows:

The terms on the Legt-hand side are those of a wave equation
in a moving medium with a variable speed of sound, the par-
tial time derivatives of the ondinary wave equation being.
neplaced by dernivatives following the motion. The §inst
tenm on the night-hand side represents the generation of
pressure fluctuations by the velocity gluctuwtéom in the
sluid while the remaining tenms descnibe the effects of
entropy fluctuations and §luid viscosity.

? In fact, the left-hand side of Equation (2-15) does not have the full, correct
differential operator appropriate for pressure disturbances '"'in a moving
medium with a variable speed of sound.'' There are no terms in the operator
expressing the effects on propagation of the pressure disturbances of any
shear in the flow. These terms arise from what Phillips mistakenly identified
as entirely a ''source' term, namely

ov; )

-‘Y———
axj ax,

on the right~hand side of his equation. This term contains a shear refraction

term whick, in a strictly logical manner, sheuld be included on the left-hand

side of Equation (2-i5). For a given Mach number, the shea~ refraction term is

significant for wavelengtnhs comparzble to, or greater than, the shear layer

) thickness, as well as the tendency of shear retraction to be more important at

3 higher Mach numbers. it is aiso possible tc show that the shear refraction

3 terms in the disturbed flow itself, relative to the leading source term of the

; material derivative of Equation (2-15) are of order (L,?/Lp%),where L, Is the
iength scale characteristic of che turbulent 'eodics' and Lp is the acoustic
wavelength. L,/Lp is believed to be smail, and hence the shear refraction

20
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terms are normally swamped in the disturbed flow by the source terms. Thus,
the experimenter is quite unable to provide the theoretician with the informa-
tion that the latter needs about such convectior and refraction terms in the
form of "equivalent source'' data.

However, !f the ''source terms'' could be completely identified then, of
course, Phillips' theory is exact. We might also point out that Phillips'
solution does not describe the far-field noise since his solution represents an
infinitely wide shear layer or the inner solution in a method of matched asymp-
totic expansions.

2.2.4 Conclusions of Critique of Analog Thenries and Pnillips' Theory
and Requirements for a Consistent Theory of Jet Nolse

The convection and/or refraction terms on the right-hand side of the
acoustic analogy equation and Phillips' equation are lincar in the derivatives
of the dependent variable, pressure, for which the solution is required. Omis-
sion of these convection and/or refraction terms affects both the propagation
characteristics with respect to frequency and directionality and the effective-
ness with which a given forcing function can cause the medium to fluctuate as
an effective source of acoustic radiation. Thus, the aralog theorieg do not
take account of the effecte of the presence of the flow on the intrinsic
efficiency with which a given source can produce far-field radiant acoustic
energy. In general, the radiation impedance seen by a given acoustic source in
a given acoustic environment depends upon all the properties and characteristics
of the entire environment, both in the near and far fields.

0f course, in the acoustic analogy formulation, all equivalent sources are
regarded as |f embedded In an ideal "acoustic' medium, and hence, again, if
these equivalent sources are all accurately determined, the predictions of the
radiated sound field will be correct and the radiation impedance problem, being
well understood for such an ideal "acoustic'' medium, presents no difficulties.
If, however, the equivalent propagaticn-type source terms are not included with
sufficient accuracy in the source data, then not only may the distributions in
angle and frequency of the radiated sound be in error, but also the total
radiated sound power it 21f may be in error, because the homogeneous part of
the acoustic analogy equation does not yleld radiation impedarces that are
appropriately modified to make up for the omiusions or inexactitudes of the
relevant equivaient source terms.

Thus, even the order-of-magnitude accuracy, as well as the detailed
accuracy, of predictions of radiated sound from the acoustic analogy equation
can depend very critically upon equivalent source terms that are small and
largely undetectable by available experimental methods, in comparison to the
leading equivalent source terms due primarily to the '"turbulent' (that is,
vortical) velocity fluctuations in the disturbed flow. In this respect, the
acoustic analogy approach is undoubtedly more liable to error, and more likely
to lead to confusion and misinterpretation in the analysis of experimental
results, than is the Phillips' equation approach, in which at least some of
the convection and refraction terms due to mean veloci!ty variation and thermal
inhomogeneity in the disturbed flow can be more accurately taken into account
in the predictions, and in which, as a consequence, the radiation impedance
effects will be similarly included.
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In the preceding discussion, it has been shown that the principal weakness
in practice of all analog theories is that their predictions are too sensitive
to the details of the equivalent source distributions which cannot be identified
and measured to the accuracy required. Conceptually, therefore, for engineering
purposes, the analog theories are unsatisfactory since they do not provide un-
equivocal identification of all the various separate and distinct factors that
can influence the radiated sound. In particular the theories conceal, rather
than revea!, the influence of convection and refraction of the sound itself by
the disturbed flow.

Based on these observations, it is concluded that a more correct form of
convected wave equation which would give better analysis and prediction of the
generation and radiation of zerodynamic noise, must contain only terms of
quadratic and higher order in the perturbation quantities, retained and placed
on the right-hand side as a source function. The '"true source' model proposed
by Phillips did not meet this criterion due to the inclusion of a shear refrac-
tion term on the right-hand side of his equation.

This basic fact was recognized some time ago by Pridmore-Brown2l and by
Mungur and his co-workers25,26, in analyzing the propagation of sound in flow
ducts with sheared flow. Evidence from flow duct experiments27 shows con-
clusively that the effects of both Phillips' convection terms and the shear
refraction tarm are significant. Thus, in his reviewd, Doak concluded that
because of the conclusive evidence concerning the shear refraction terms, none
of the existing theoretical predictions of aerodynamic noise from either mix-
ing reglons or boundary layers, could be regarded as complete and correct.

At best all predictions are incomplete; at worst they are incorrect.'

This review has laid the foundation for the requirements of an unambiguous,
theoretical approach to the problem of defining aerodynamic noise generation, in
general, and jet noise, in particular. In the following sections, a unified
theory of aerodynamic noise generation and a theory for jet noise generation
from a region of parallel transversely sheared flow which meets the requirements
detalled above will be outlined.
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3. THEORETICAL DEVELOPMENTS IN JET NOISE

As a part of the fundamental studies supported by the AFAPL and DOT on
supersonic jet noise in Phase |, Doakd developed a unified theory of aerody-
namic noise generation and Lilleyz8 completed his work on jet noise generation
in a parallel transversely sheared heated flow and reported on his final theo-
retical result which is now termed the Li!ley equation. |In the following, a
brief summary of Doak's discussion will be presented, including a discussion
of the relevance of his method of identification of acoustic, thermal, and
vortical components In noise generation and radiation. Following this,
Lilley's equation will be derived and its adherence to the rules of identifi-
cation introduced by Doak will be demonstrated.

3.1 DOAK'S UNIFIED THEORY OF AERODYNAMIC NOISE GENERATION

Doak29 began his work on a unified theory of noise generation in the early
1960's when he published his work on inhomogeneous acoustic wave equations for
continuous media. In this early work he developed the fundamental ideas
"... relevant to the identification of the actual physical sources of intermally
gererated gound and to the formulation of tne theory in such a way that these
cun be convineingly related to physical quantities that are measurable in
practice." He derived an inhomogeneous convected wave equation in terms of mass
density fluctuation for sound generation in a continuous medium, however, this
derivation suffered from many of the problems with which Phillips23 also was
faced. This result had linear terms on the right-hand side in the
pw(av;/axj)(BVJ/ax;).... type terms and thus was not suitable for properly
separating generation from propagation.

However, in his work during the Phase | studies, Doakd fully realized the
significance of the distinction between source and acoustic terms in consider-
Ing aerodynamic nolse generation as outlined in the previous section. In order
that the impact of Dnak's thinking not be diluted, the present section will
include the relevant extractions from his work on the importance of clear
identification of source terms and propagation or diffusion terms.

Or the type of dependent field variable to use, it is stated:

The finst step towands achieving the "separate" understanding of 'all
the phenomena of compnessible, notational §Low,' that Crow has sug-
gested as necessary for the problem of aerodynamic sound (see Ref. 22,
p. 43), obviously must be to identify the various phenomena. Having
previously anived at general conclusions similarn to those expressed
by Crow, Doak had studied some aspects of this problem of identifica-
tion?9-31, and had Laten come tv the concfusion3Z,33 that a satisfac-
tony d{dentification could not be achieved if pressure, mass densdity
and particle velocity wene negarded as the primarny, dependent gield
variabfes. Principal among the considerations fLeading to this con-
clusion was the fact that the Pridmore-Brown shean refraction
tenm?4-26,28,34 could not be isolated and unambiguously identifdied
except in the special case o4 a §low with a purely thansverse shear
(see the discussions of Lilley's theoryll 4in neference 9), when
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particle velocity was used as a primary dependent field variable. A
thonough study of the mathematical difficulties {nvolved in elimi-
nating centain field variables in gavor of others, §rom the basic
thanspont equations, showed that this Lack of generality of the
Pridmone-Brown shean negraction term could be traced in part to the
fact that, whn the particle velocity {8 separated into its unique
iuotational and sofenoidal components, neither the mean of the
Luotational compunent nor that of the solenoidal component is nec-
essanily zero. This has the consequence that, through the equation
0f mass trnansponrt, the mass density appears to have a direct depen-
dence upon both the inrotational and solenoidal components of the
parnticle velocity. This consequence, in tuwn, plays a significant
nofe in preventing the elimination of any two of the three scalar
§ield variables (pressure, mass density and the scalar velocity
potential) grom pvivj, or its derivatives, 4in favor of the thind.
Thua, one cannot obtain an inhomogeneous partial differential
equation fon any scalar quantity, in terms of quantities associated
with the solencidal particle velocity field, which could be assumed
2o be known more on Less independently.

1t appearns that the best that can be done, with the varticle veloc-
ity as a fdeld variable, {s tc produce Augcuéi.ve approximation
schemes, Like thosz of Chu and Kovasznay3>, or of Morfey36, on to
obtain formulations valid to second onder Like that of Lilley?8,
whereas the aim is to produce a generally valid system of coupled
partial differential equations for the "acoustic,” "turbulent" and
"thenmal" compunents of the motion, which reduce to the Stokes-
Kinchof4-Rayleigh system in the Limit of small amplitudes and small
gradients. Phillips' equation and the generalized Rayleigh equa-
tions? suffer grom exactly the same difficulty, which fon these
equations appeats principally as the insoluble problem of eliminat-
ing, in the general case, two of the three scalar field variables
gnem Phillips' supposed "sounce" teum, (av,/axj)(avjlax;).

The clean implication of such unsuccessful exercises of elimination
of scalan variables, especially in view of the fact that some of
the difficulties arose in the relationships imposed by the mass
transpont equation, was that another vecton field vardiable, other
than the panticle velocity, should be tried, and that it should be
a variable that produced an as-simple-as-possible form of the mass
transpont equation. Obviously. therefonre, the €£inear momentum
density was a possible choice of dependent vector gield variable,
£in place 7 the particle velocity.

He then goes on to justify his scheme for identifying the separate

"acoustic," "'thermal,' and "vortical" components of motion,

Finst, thene is a single, simple, obvious and by itself wholly
sufgicient neason why an i{dentification scheme 44 necessary, on
conceptual grounds. This {8 thot the question 'How {8 sound
generated in a disturbed §Low?' L& completely meaningless unfess
one knows what "sound" 48 "in" the disturbed §low. The acouttic
analogy theories ane framed on the premise that this question
cannct be answered, in practice, because conditions inddide the

24

o T SRR




s S IS £ 0, FRRAIPS OO TR A TR LT Y N N D P T T SRR SR IS T R DI RSN THESN, fr I RN TN
.

disturbed §low are too complicated. With these theonies, éven at
best, only association of an external svund §ield with each panti-
culan disturbed fLow i8 possible and the question of how this
external field is genenated can be answered onty by an "as if"
analogy. Such an association {8 not generally possible because of
the practical difficulties in obtaining independent estimates of
centain equivalent towrce terms.
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Second, there 48 a practical, as well as conceptual reason why an
Addentification scheme is necessary. Accurate observation by
measwiements of the complicated conditions inside a disturbed §low
4 veny difficult and costly «n both time and equipment. ULtimately,
f Auelevant measurements of "equivalent" quantities, rather than of
the essential quantiiies, arne therefore particularly wastegul.

5 Third, a theony that is not a unified theory is no theony at all,
but menely a collection of nules. As the observation by Crow
Amplies, aerodynamic sound generation is an intrinsic part of ithe
whofe problem of compressible, notational, §luctuating §luid §Low,
and must be considered as such. It must, therefore, eventually be
formulated as a part of this whole probfem. The science of mag-
netism could conceivably stilL be wholly and "mote easilfy"
descnibed, as it once was, in terms of actual and/on equivalent
magnetic dipoles as sources, with the Biot-Savart Law cons.igned to
oblivion, but if this philosophy had been adopted in the past,
thene would now be no science of electromagnetism,

Fourth, and §inally, even if it {8 acknowledged that an {dentif<-
cation sciizme 48 necessary, it might be argued that nothing better
than the genendlized Rayleigh equations 48 eithen needed or desin-
abfe. Aften all, these equations can be interpreted, for the
desined purpose of identification, through a successive approxima-
tion scheme involving unambiguously identifiable higher-onrden
Anteractions, such as that of Chu and Kovasznay35, 1In this case,
04§ cournse, the generalized Rayleigh fonm of Phillips' equation,
would be that taken as generally "identifying" the "acoustic” type
of motion. As Long as nothing better can be gound, it would
centainly be best to adopt the generalized Rayleigh equations fon
this purpose, and to develop appropriate approximate §oamalisms
grom them, gon particular classes of applications. This, in fact,
48 what Phillips?3, Litley?8, and others wonking §rom PhilEips
equation have done, on attempted to do. Nevenrtheless, it 48
abundantly clear, grom the many detailed comments made previously
in this neview (about, for example, the siear nefraction team
difficulties, the cumbensomeness of successive arproximation
methods, and the elimination and specific identification problems
mentioned in the §inst three paragraphs of this section), that the
g nenalized Rayleigh equations do not provide a Logically satis-
factony {dentification scheme in the genenal case, and that
centain of the nonlinean ternms (n these equations give ndse to
special difficulties of interpretation and reduction in specific
practical applications. Thus, if something betten than the
genernalized Rayleigh equations can be found, there {8 centainly
scope gon L4 use.
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Following this, Doakd outlines his -=hoice of primary field variables and

justifys that choice:

As primany dependent §ield variables for a Stokesian §luid (or other
continuum), Doak chooses the pressure, p, the mass demsity, p, and
the Linear momentum density, pvi. The Linear momentum density is
separated into its unique solfenoidal and irnrotational parts:

pvi = Bj - ap/ax; (3-1)
whenre
By = curl; (A) (3-2)
40 that
3B;/3x = 0. (3-3)

QL and § arne thus, nespectively, the vector and scalar potentials of
e Linear momentum density. As a vector field variable, the Linear
momentum density has certain a priori advantages over the particle
velocity. Finst 48 the well-known fact that the Linear momentum of
any system of particfes can be changed only by the action of external
fonces. As far as the system itself is concerned, it {8 therefore a
conserved quantity, ivrespective of the nature of the intewnal intenr-
action fonces. Second, the &inear momentum density 48 to scme extent
more diréctly measurable than particle velocity. Forn example, a hot-
wine anemometer {8 known to more nearly measure Linear momentum
density then particle velocity.

A point to be made in passing is that this particular advantage is no

longer a very strong reason, since as will be discussed later in this summary,
we have developed a laser velocimeter for measuring the components of fluctuat-
ing velocity in supersonic heated flows.

Doak

In concluding his remarks concerning the selection of field variables,
states:

Thus, with the auxiliany condition that B; 48 purely solenoidak,
there ane three primany scalan field variables (p, p and y) and one
primany vecton field variable (Bj}. 1In nespect to the objectives

0§ an identification scheme, the advantages of these field variables
are at once apparent from the mass transport equation, which becomes
simply (and exactly;

2y, -

a Poisson equation fon the scalarn potential ¢ {in tenms of the rate
0§ change of mass density as a source team.
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Finally, Doak names his new field variables:

...The scalan potential, ¢, of.the Litear momentum density can be
neganded, fon identification purposes, as depending only upon the
fluctuating mass density (and vice versa) and not at abf ex-
plicitly, upon eithen the sofLenoidal Linear momentum density, Bj,
g}c azhzafauw:s, tz. To kﬁh:s Adentify thue'quam‘m 'Z;, wd p',
0 call em odynamic, meaning 'associat (th time-
varying mass density' iliy #augy to 'electrodynamic,' which of )
[ course means 'associated with vanying electrical charge density')3?Z 1
‘ Since ay/axi 48 thus, by definition, the pyknodynamic part of the 1
Linean momentum density, s0 Bj must, by Logical consequence of this, :
be called the pyknostatic part of the Linear momentum density.

These variables are used to derive a wave-type equation which Doak says :
leads to: {

Natunal and physically meaningful identifications of 'acoustic' and
'thenmal' parts of the fluctuating mass density, scalan potential
and pyknoaymaric pressure. The nesulting equations pemit elimina- '
tion of the 'acoustic' parts of the pressure and mass density in :
favorn of the 'acoustic' part of the scalar potential, for which a ‘
fourth ondern inhomogeneous vartial differential equation can be

obtained [equation (43) of reference 33].

ALso he has shown that unden somewhat more general conditions, a
§4i4th orden inhomogeneous particl differential equation for the
total §lu-tuating scalar potential can be obtained [equation (25)
0§ negernence 33].

Thus, taken together, the studies of Doak3?,33 and Crow?? provide
very strong evddence that, forn the entine nange 0§ subsonic and
supersonic jet glows, (a) only the “ilurbulent” and "thermal"
gluctuations can be negarded as contributing to the generation of
aerodynamic sound and [b) the convection and refraction of the
sound by the disturbed §Low must be taken into account explicitly.

In a later development, Doak37 showed that his theory, in the limit of a
transversely sheared, parallel flow, reduced to a generalized analog of the
Landahl-Lilley equation.

Of Lilley's equation, he unequivocally stated9:

1t has to be concluded that none of the existing theonetical pnre-
dictions of aerodynamic noise from either mixing negions on boundary
Layens, excepting only that of Lilley?8 can be neganded at present
as complete and correct, At best atl other predictions ane incom-
plete; at wonst they ane incorrect. Fon full emphasis of this point,
it has to be added that 'all other' in this context means 'absofutely
all othern' predictions of the generation and radiation of aerodynamic
noise grom jet mixing negionr and boundary Layers, and includes the
predictions of Lighthill, Ribner, Powell, Phillips, Ffowcs Williams,
Crow, Pao and Lowson, asd all predictions made by others using the
basic formulations of these authons. In Schubert's wonk!$ also,
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because of his assumption of a nelatively Low Mach number and his
adoption of Obukhov's 'quasi-potential,' it twwns out that the shean
nefraction effects have not been completely taken into account.
Lilley's necent wonkl8 is the only formubation of an aerodynamic
noise generation and nadiation problem in which the shear nefraction
tenms have been properly necognized and .included.

Rk A e At el et AL 2 Lot ey

Thus, while Doak's theory was not reduced to numerical solution during
this program, it provided the foundation for a unified theory of supersonic
jet noise generation and furthermore formed the very fundamental yardstick for
the evaluation of other jet noise theories.

It has been briefly remarked that Lilley's equation was the foundation of
our analytical and numerical results in the detailed study of supersonic jet
noise. Thus, to set the stage for work to follow, the derivation of Lilley's
equation will be outlined,

R~ bttt et S S el i s iaten allngh

3.2 LILLEY'S EQUATION

A derivation of Lilley's convected wave equation is accomplished in the
following manner?8. For an inviscid, ideal, non-thermally conducting gas

\

]

: v Y
:; 10, keyg (mass balance)

p Dt XK
Dv;
e T )
bt P axX] 0 (1inear momentum balance) > (3-5)
5 %% ) l.%% =0 (energy balance - isentropy
P ° condition). )
With the aid of the definitions
r = log p/p_
b a2 = yp/p (1ocal isentropic sound speed)

where p_is a constant, reference pressure, these three equations can be
combined into two equations in r, a_ and vi:

Or + vk _

bt ¥ By 0, (3-6)
Dv;
29r L. 0. -

Taking the divergence of the second of these two equations and subtracting
from it the material derivative of Equation (3-6) gives Phillips' equation23:
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2 vy dv:
d (a2 ar ) _D2r P2Yi (3-8)

oxi aX; Dt =Ty axj X}
It can be shown that the material derivative of Equation (3-8) produces [upon
making use of (3-7)]:

b 2 zar)-03r- V] 3 (230 ). 5, VB2V Wk -
Dt 3xi (a axj pt3 2 Ixj 3xj a 2y 9] OXK 9X{ (3-9)

Consider now the perturbation situation assumed by Lilley, namely

+ ]
r = log £ = 10 —(E-%—-p—-)- =p'/p = r' (3-19)

(i.e., the mean pressure is uniform and the pressure fluctuations are relatively
small);

vi = (9 (xg) + vy, va, v3) (3-11)

where the fluctuating velocity components are small compared to the speed of
sound;

aZ = a2(xy) + a?' = a2(x,) + Sz(x)[ ﬁl - %lj . (3-12)

For these assumptions, Equation (3-9) becomes

) Ix2 dxy 9xy
)
vy v av&
-2y 3;3-—13,( 3-,-(—‘- + higher order terms. (3-13)

This is the usual general form of Lilley's equation and it completely
satisfies the requirements of having all linear acoustic/mean flow and acoustic/
mean temperature interaction terms on the left-hand side, while the remainder of
the terms on the right-hand side are quadratic or higher order in the fluctuation
quantities.
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4. SUMMARY OF RESULTS

The review material and theoretical development presented in Sections 2
and 3 portrays the situation at the beginning of the Phase 1! contract, which
was a complete theoretical and experimental investigation of the generation
and radiation of supersonic jet noise. The initial theoretical approach had
been selected in the Phase | conceptual studies and the experimental problems
which had to be dealt with were determined. These problem areas had to be
solved to achieve the goal of providing accurate data (i) for verification of
the theory, once numerical solution had been accomplished, and (ii) to provide
a basis for analytical model development, as necessary.

The specific program objectives were:

(1) the study of solutions to and limitations of and development of
extensions to Lilley's theory of jet noise generation; this study would consist
of (a) the further development of a deterministic large-scale model of turbu-
lence as a source of jet noise, (b) the study of numerical solutions of
Lilley's theory for assumed jet noise source distributions, and (c) the study
of numerical solutions of Lilley's theory for jet noise source distributions
computed from the deterministic turbulence model;

(2) the development of and qualification of anechoic facilities suitable
for measurement of far-field, hich-temperature supersonic jet noise without
significant interference with the noise genz2ration and radiation process;

(3) the acquisition and analysis of data from jet noise and turbulence
experiments necessary for validation of the theoretical models and predictions;
in addition, these experiments were to provide the basis for new theoretical
nodels as required; and

(4) the development of optical instrumentation for providing the necessary
turbulence data, in this case a laser velocimeter for the measurement of turbu-
lence velocity intensity, scale, spectra and convection speeds, as well as mean
flow velocity. |In addition, the instrumcnt must provide cross-spectra and
cross-correlation information from orthogonal turbulence components at a point.

At the end of the Phase | ''conceptual study' program, the state-of-the-art
theory had been established. It was also established at that time that several
problems existed with regard to experimental observations. The published jet
noise experimental data suffered from several problems which fell in the
following categories:

o Facility contamination - The majority of published data appeared to
suffer from some form of this problem. Contamination resulted from
(i) free-field interference which ranged from reflections from wedges
in ill-designed anechoic rooms to ground reflections in outside facili-
ties, (ii) jet mixing interference such as insufficient entrainment air
or wake impingement in anechoic rooms, and (iif) upstream noise and
turbulence in jet rigs leading to erroneous far-field noise scaling
laws.
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o [Inadequate envelope of jet operating conditions -~ There was no single
data source which covered the desired span of exit velocity and temper-
ature. There were many ad hoc tests which covered selected portions of
the data range, but as a result of suspected facility contamination,
many of these were questionable to some degree.

o Separation of effects —All of the supersonic jet noise data published
contained both shock-associated noise as well as turbulent mixing noise.
There had been no attempt to separate the effects by testing with
properly designed convergent-divergent nozzles. We had designed and
manufactured three con-div nozzles in the Phase | program and had con-
ducted preliminary tests in an available anechoic room, but were faced

: with some of the facility contamination problems discussed above.

Ehat

In addition to the jet noise data problems, there was no instrumentation
available for mezsuring turbulence characteristics in a high temperature super-
sonic flow. The Laser Velocimeter (LV) had been identified as the most pro-
mising instrument for accomplishing this and the development of an LV, which
measured components of mean and turbulent velocity and turbulent spectra in
{ this high temperature supersonic fiow environment, was a goal during this
program.

In this section the experimental program will be discussed, including
reference to facility or instrument validation. Following this will be a
summary of the results obtained in the theoretical and numerical studies,

k.1 EXPERIMENTAL PROGRAM

This subsection will include descriptions of the results from both the
noise and the jet flow experiments. Complete descriptions of these results are
given in the interim report and Volume Il of this final report.

4.1.1 Jet Noise Experiments

The jet noise program was conducted in two phases. In the first phase,
the turbulent mixing noise was carefully examined. In order to accomplish this,
in addition to extraordinary care in the facility design and calibration, a set
of three carefully designed and precisely machined convergent-divergent riozzles
were tested at their design operating conditions (as determined optically from
Schlieren photographs) in order to eliminate the noise of shocked jet flow.

The shock-associated jet mixing noise was studied by conducting tests at condi-
tions equivalent to the turbulent mixing noise test conditions, but with a
convergent nozzle, incorporating screech suppression. Thus, the shock-
associated noise contained only the broad-band component associated with turbu-
lence-shock cell interaction.

Before conducting the noise tests, the facility was subjected to extensive
calibration testing. These calibrations consisted of inverse square law tests
in the anechoic free-field environment, ambient noise tests, instrumentation
noise tests, jet rig internal noise tests, and jet noise near-field/far-field
determination. These results are summarized in Appendix |.
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4.1.1.1 Turbulent mixing noise experiments+

Results from jet noise experiments have been published in the past by a
large number of investigators. However, one of the most useful studies was
that conducted by Lush3, in which the characteristics of turbulent mixing noise
from unheated jets operated at subsonic exhaust velocities were examined experi-
mentally in great depth. The inadequacies of the freely-convecting quadrupole
theories!~4, which do not account for the changes in radiation efficiency due
to the shrouding of the sound sources in a jet flow by the mean flow environment,
were highlighted by Lush (as discussed in detail in Section 2 of this report)
over his restricted regime of jet operating conditions. As we now know, these
differences between Lighthill theory and experiment are a result of acoustical
mean flow interactions, and the detailed differences must be carefully docu~
mented in addition to providing data for detailed comparison with Lilley theory
solutions.

In order to study these acoustic/mean-flow interaction effects quant!ta-
tively at all jet operating conditions of interest, it was vital! to obtain
turbulent mixing noise data of high accuracy over extensive ranges of jet
velocity and exhaust temperature and to experimentally isolate the effects of
velocity and temperature.

In order to accomplish this, the range of interest of the jet noise control
parameters at the exhaust (velocity and temperature) was determined and a map of
the various interrelated parameters (i.e., pressure ratio, density, Mach number,
stagnation temperature) was constructed. This is shown in Figure 4.1. Since
jet static temperature and jet velocity are the noise control parameters, a test
plan was devised with independent variations of each of these. In the turbulent
noise tests, Ii* was necessary to minimize shock noise contamination. Thus,
three convergent-divergent nozzles were designed by the method of characteris-
tics, constructed from inconel and tested to find the actual operating point.
These nozzles are represented by the Mach 1.4, 1.7, and 2.0 lines in Figure
4.1, The convergent nozzle was used for all tests up to pressure ratios of
1.89. Note also that the variation of specific heat ratio, y, with stagnation
temperature was incorporated in the design of the test diagram, as y varies
from 1.40 at ambient temperature to 1.31 at 2000°F.

It is convenient to discuss the experimental results first at 30°, in order
to minimize the added complications of flow acoustic interactions, and then to
show the effects at other angles. There are three interesting velocity ranges
in which to examine .he temperature effects on spectra at 90°. These three
ranges are illustrated in Figure 4.2 wnich shows the velocity dependence of
overall noise at 90° for four values of jet temperature. The isothermal case
(Ty/To=1) shows the expected 8th power velocity dependence (actually 7.5
powers, to be discussed later). However, as the temperature is increased, two
apparently different effects are observed. At high velocity, the noise is
reduced as expected from dimensional analysis based on Lighthill's theory.
However, at low velocity, an increase in temperature causes an increase in noise

This section summarizes the results of jet noige experiments conducted during
the Phage II program. More comple e discussions of these tegis and the data

are found in References 38, 39, and 40 and Volume II, Section 2 of thie report.
A complete listing of the turbulent mixing noise data i8 included in Volume IV.
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leading to speculation of the existence of an additional noise source. A de~
tailed examination of the spectra for velocities below, at and above the
reversal of temperature effects reveals other clues concerning the origin of
the observed effect.

Figure 4.3 shows a comparison of measured spectra at low speed, Vj/ag=0.4,
for the isothermal jet (test point 2, see Figure 4.1) and at a high temperature
(TP 41). The isothermai jet shows the characteristic broadband spectrum while
the effect of elevated temperature clearly is to provide a significant noise
increase, particularly in the lower frequencies.

Results for a medium velocity, Vj/a,=0.8, are shown in Figure 4.4, Here
all measurements on the constant velocity line between TP 6 and TP 45 have been
included. At first sight it Is tempting to conclude that the lower frequency
portion of the spectrum Is independent of temperature, while clearly the higher
frequencies decrease progressively with increased temperature. However, a
careful review of the data at a series of velocities in this region, indicated
that this is an oversimplified view. As can be seen from Figure 4.4, the
levels at these lower frequencies first decrease as one proceeds from TP 6 to
TP 18 and then begin to increase again as the temperature is further increased.

Finally, at high velocity, it is observed that the spectrum decreases
uniformly with increased temperature as shown in Figure 4.5. As can b2 seen
from Figure 4.1, this data for Vy/ap=1.47, covering the vertical line from
TP 62 to TP 49, ylelds a large range of jet efflux temperature (i.e., Ty/T,
varies by a factor of 5 between the lowest and the highest values). In the
high frequency range, above 10 kHz, the spectrum for TP 52 actually crosses
that for the lower temperature, TP 57. |t was thought at first that this was
Indicative of shock-associated noise, due perhaps to poor ''on-design'' operation
of this particular M=1.40 nozzle. However, a systematic study of other data
indicated that this uncharacteristic high-frequency contribution occurred
irrespective of the velocity line considered and always was associated with the
test point on that line for which the jet efflux temperature was closest to the
ambient temperature; i.e., the rate of decrease of spectral level above 10 kHz
was always at a minimum for the isothermal jet. When the jet temperature was
different from the ambient, irrespective of the direction of this difference,

a more rapid decrease was observed.

From these experimental data, one can speculate on scaling laws. In the
early part of the [hase || program, a semi-empirical scaling law model was
postulated in order to explain the measured results quantitatively. This
scaling law model consisted of two noise sources. The first was ''Reynolds
shear stress noise,'" and the second was referred to as the ''temperature fluc-
tuation noise." The starting point for this model was an equation for sound

pressure,
2 2
(22 (9] (1), ()2 -
P Kl (pc) ('a—o' (ao + Ky ﬂ-) ag . (" 1)

The first term represents ''Reynolds shear stress noise'' that dominates at high
V,/ag, whereas the second term represents '"temperature fluctuation noise' that
dominates at low Vj/a, and high T,/T, jet operation. It also will be noted
that, for the moment, the power law dependence on velocity of the Reynolds
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shear stress term has been left to be determined. The (V;/ay)2 portion of the
dependence arises from the second time derivative on the assumption of the
Strouhal number dependence of the acoust!c radiation. The value of n, however,
depends essentially on the variation of mean square turbulence level with
velocity.

The postulated model indicates that the velocity dependence of the Reynolds
shear stress contribution should be obtained from data for which the jet efflux
temperature is equal to the ambient. In this case the second term on the right-
hand side of the above equation is precisely zero. The velocity dependence
therefore was obtained from spectra measu.ed along the horizontal line of Figure
.1, joining test points 1 and 63. After considerable examination of the data,
it was found that the intensity for the isothermal case scaled best with 7.5
powers of velocity. This suggests that the turbulence intensity does not scale
linearly with mean velocity and, in fact, suggests a turbulence scaling of
AT2«V,0.875, This implies that the normally accepted peak turbulence level
of lk.S% (from available hot-wire measurements) at velocities of the order
Vj/ag =0.5 might decrease to about 12% at Vj/ag=2.0. This point will be dis-
cussed in more detall later, when high velocity turbulence measurements with
the Lockheed-Georgia Laser Velocimeter (LV) are presented, which qualitatively
support the observation above from the 90° acoustic data.

It was also possible to establish a temperature scaling factor. This was
determined to be of the form suggested above by examining the data at a constant
velocity ratio for variation in jet temperature.

The somewhat surprising aspect of this data examination was that the scal-
ing law model compared favorably with the measurements only when the two noise
sources were assumed to be completely correlated in the statistical sense. The
final form of the scaling law for noise radiation at 90° was found to be

S(w) = a2 + 2732 /b2 + b2

where

aZ = §p(wg) ('_.::_::)'2 (_\_Q_)7.5

L)

e e ()

and where S;(wg) and St(wg) are the master shear stress noise and master tem-
perature fluctuation noise spectra, respectively, and are given In Figure 4.6.
Ts is the source region temperature, AT is the temperature difference T -T,,
and w/wg =V /a, (for scaling purposes). An example of the validity and useful-
ness of the scaling law model is shown in Figure 4.7, where a comparison be-
tween the measured and predicted overall SPL's for all data at 90° is presented.

It Is emphasized that although the semi-empirical scaling law model
summar i zed above was found to be accurate for the prediction of noise at 90°
to the jet axis, and indeed can be used for prediction purposes in the future,
the theoreticai work conducted subsequently during the Phase || program (and
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discussed later in this section) provides more physically realistic for the
temperature effects at 90°.

In order to examine the effects of temperature at other angles, it is
useful to examine the directivity of overall intensity, shown in Figures 4.8
through 4.10 to gain an overall impression. At low velocity (V)/ap=0.5, it
can be seen that the effect of heating observed previously at 6 =90° holds at
all angles; that is, the noise increases with heating. The directivities for
Ty/To=1 and 3.4 are virtually parallel. On the other hand, at the medium jet
velocity ratio of 0.9, the effect of heating is to produce a decrease in noise
level. It is interesting to note that in Figure 4.9 over the range of T;/T,
considered here, there is no effect in the vicinity of 6 =40°, and as 6 in-
creases or decreases from 40°, there is a progressive reduction in overall
intensity with heating. Finally, at Vj/ag=1.47 (Figure 4.10), the reductions
become very large indeed, especially near the jet axis.

The major effects of temperature on the noise spectrum and the variation
of these effects throughout the speed range are illustrated in the vicinity of
the peak radiation angle at 6 =45° in Figures 4.11 through 4.13.

At low jet velocity (Vj/ap=0.5, Figure 4.11), the effect of elevated
temperature is to provide a significant noise increase at the lower frequencies,
and a significant noise reduction at the higher frequencies. As the jet velocity
Increases, the noise increase at lower frequencies becomes less dramatic, and at
high velocities (V /ap=1.47, Figure 4.13), the ncise levels at these frequen-
cies in fact decrease with jet heating. |In contrast, the effect at higher
frequencies does not reverse as one proceeds from low to high Vj/ag; the reduc-
tions in spectrum levels at these higher frequencies increcase In magnitude as
VJ/ao increases throughout the speed range.

At all velocities considered, the effects of jet heating described above
alter the peak frequencies in a consistent manner; the peak frequencies de-
crease as the jet exit temperature ratio increases from unity. This suggests
that it may be possible to scale the peak frequencies as a function of
temperature.

As discussed in Section 2, it is imperative for comparison with theoreti-
cal results to extract directivity information from the jet noise data for
constant source frequency. This was done in considerable detail for all the
data taken. Those results will be shown, as appropriate, when comparing theory
with experiment in Section 4.2.

h.1.1.2 Shock-associated noise

This experimenal study' deals in particular, with the broadband component
of shock-associated noise. To put the problem in perspective, when a conver-
gent nozzle is operated at subcritical pressure ratio or when a convergent-
divergent nozzle is operated at design pressure ratio, t'= acoustic spectrum

Yhese resulte are described in detail in Volume II, Section 7 and complete
tabulations of the data are given in Volume IV.
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is broad and smooth, and consists ~f turbulent mixing noise. On the other
hand, whery a convergent nozzle is operated at supercritical pressure ratio
(under-expanded) or when a convergent-divergent nozzle is operated at off-
design Mach number (under-expanded or over-expanded), the resulting acoustic
spectrum contains an extra noise contribution, due to the presence of shock
structure in the jet flow, in addition to the basic turbulent mixing noise.

The shock-related noise can be divided into two distinct types, each having its
own characteristic properties. The first component is discre‘e in nature,
usually with several harmonics, and is often referred to as the ''screech'' com-
ponent. The second component is broadband in nature with a well-defined peak
frequency. The former has been studied fairly extensively in the past, whereas
the broadband shock-associated noise component has not veen examined in great
detail. In the present study, it is this broadband component that is investi-
gated; and in order to examine its trends and dependencies accurately, the
contribution from the screech component to the total sound field is suppressed

without altering the turbulent mixing noise characteristics to any significant
extent.

From early work, it is well known that shock-associated noise is primarily
dependent on pressure ratio and is virtually independent of jet temperature,
whereas turbulent mixing noise is controlled by velocity rather than pressure
ratlo. Thus, it can be concluded that shock-associated noise will be most
significant in low-temperature, high valocity jete. rurthermore, it is also
known that shock-associated noise is more or less omni-directional and would
thus be expected to dominate at angles where turbulent mixing noise is minimum,
that Is, in the forward arc.

In order to quantitatively establish the characteristics of broadband
shock-associated noise, It was necessary to formulate a test plan comparable to
that described for turbulent mixing noise. In previous experimental investi-
gations, It was observed that the intensity of shock-associated noise varied as

| « g%, where g = (Mj2 - l)i.

Thus, as in the turbulent mixing noise tests, It is necessary to establish the
exact variation of intensity with the control parameter. This led to the con-
struction of a test diagram similar to Figure 4.1, as shown in Figure 4.14. In
addition to the parameters of interest, TJ/To and B, lines of constant velocity
ratlo, VJ/ao, and corstant stagnation temperature, TR/To are shown, based on
Isotropic relationships. Corresponden.e between the shock-associated noise
tests and the turbuient mixing noise tests occurs at B values of 0.94, 1.34,
and 1.70, which corresponds to the design conditions for the Mach 1.4, 1.7 and
2.0 con-div nozzles. |In addition, the temperature conditions chosen are those
used for the turbulent mixing noise tests. Thus, for many of the test points,
the pure turbulent mixing noise data can be compared directly with the
shock-associated noise spectra.

To continue the preliminary assessment of the significance of broadband,
shock-associated noise, the effects of temperature and velocity ratio are shown
at three representative angles in Figure 4.15. In this chart, the turbulent
mixing noise from subsonic jets and supersonic jets operating at the design
pressure ratios is used as the reference and is displayed by the solid line and
open-circies, whereas the shock noise from a convergent nozzle is shown by the
solid symbols. This clearly shows the dominance of shock noise at large angles
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to the jet axis for super-critical pressure ratios. As temperature is increased,
the significance of shock noise decreases for a given velocity ratio.

As a means of both testing the validity of the previously observed g scal-
ing and further confirming the relative orders of magnitude of shock-associated
noise and turbulent mixing noise, the noise from the convergent nozzle test is
compared with turbulent mixing noise in Figure 4.16 for four different values of
jet temperature ratio. The combined noise from the convergent nozzle tests for
low values of B (just above choking) has approximately the same intensity value
as the pure turbulent mixing noise, with this turbulent mixing noise dominance
increasing with increasing temperature (corresponding to a velocity increase
for fixed B). Once the shock-associated noise assumes dominance, 8" scaling is
observed up to B =1 (M=1.4). Temperature appears to have only a minor effect
on overall shock-associated noise intensity at 135° to the jet axis.

Finally, the variation of shock-associated noise with observer angle 6 is
examined in Figure 4.17, where the results from under-expanded and fully-expanded
jets for 8 =0.94 are compared at four values of T;/T,. For the unheated case
(Ty/Tg=0.73), the shock-associated noise dominates over the turbulent mixing
noise levels at all angles greater than the peak angle. As the jet efflux
temperature is increased, the turbulent mixing noise contribution increases,
while the shock noise remains essentfally unaltered. The relative significance
of shock-associated noise therefore diminishes as T;/T, increases, and at the
highest temperature considered (T;/T,=2.27), the directivity in the rear arc
is primarily controlled by the mixing noise, whereas in the forward arc the
total noise levels are dominated by shock-assoclated noise. For all values of
Ty/To, the directivities from under-expanded jets in the forward arc are
essentially flat, indicating that the sound radiated by the presence of shocks
in a jet flow is fairly omni-directional.

The spectral characterlistics of broadband shock-associated noise are
illustrated in Figure 4.18, which shows narrow-band spectra of both pure turbu-
lent mixing noise from a C-D nozzle operating at its design pressure ratio and
combined turbulent mixing/shock-associated noise from a convergent nozzle
operating at the same pressure ratio. It is observed that the shock noise con-
tribution does not modify the spectrum in the low frequency range, but at
frequencies above the peak frequency the shock noise dominance is maintained.

If the shock noise spectra are examined for a systematic variation with
emission angle, a rather interesting feature is observed. Figure 4.19 shows
the 1/3-octave spectra for the isothermal jet at a Mach number of 1.37
(B = 0.94) for a representative range of angles. For clarity the 1/3-octave
spectra at various anglus are plotted on a sliding vertical scale, and the
peak frequencies are joined by a broken curve. |t can be seen that the peak
frequency of shock-associated noise decreases as the observer angle (relative
to the downstream jet axis) increases. |t appears that the peak frequency
exhibits a Doppler shift phenomenon, at least in a qualitative manner.

This is confirmed by examining the data at all test conditions, which
supports the model, postulated by Harper-Bourne and Fisher41, of a moving
source interacting with the stationary shock pattern as the noise generation
mechanism. .
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Figure 4.19 Variation of Peak Frequency with Angle
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Further examination of the frequency spectra revealed that the peak fre-
quency also scales on velocity, Mach number and diameter according to the
following relationship derived by Harper-Bourne and Fisher, fp‘=VJ/BD.

The complete set of test results is presented in Volume 1V of this report
and complete analysis of the results is given in Volume I1I.

4.1.2 Jet Flow Evneriments

Once it was accepted that the Lilley theory and equation for a unidirec-
tional parallel radially-sheared flow was an acceptable model for studying both
jet noise generation and the acoustic/mean flow interactions involved in
propagating the sound from the source region to the far field, it became
crucial to have an accurate description of all the jet flow quantities, with
particular emphasis on the velocity. A vast body of data existed on low veloc-
ity jJets from hot-wire measurements, but turbulence measurements in particular
were not available for jets at supersonic velocity and/or high temperature.

The development of the Laser Velocimeter during this contract made it possible
to obtain a limited amount of information on mean velocity and turbulence
intensity and spectra near the end of the contract.

The Laser Velocimeter is described in Appendix I1T and the calibration (or
qualification) of the LV based on comparisons with hot-wire neasurements are
given in Appendix Il1. In the following discussion, a summary of results+£rom
measurements in high velocity jets and some basic scaling laws are given.''

4.1.2.1 Jet flow measurements

The measurements in the jet were conducted under four jet flow conditions:

Jet Mach Number, M) Jet to Ambient Temp., Tj/T,
1 0.28 1.00
2 0.90 1.00
3 1.37 1.00
4 0.90 2.32

(The absolute velocity of the Jets in Cases 3 and 4 is the same.)

Radial and centerline distributions of the basic quantities (e.g. mran
velocity, and turbulence intensity) were obtained for these variations in Mach
number and temperatures leading to new insight into effect: of these on the jet
structure.

Radial distributions of the mean velocity exhibited dynamic similarity for
a given Mach number when plotted in terms of U/V; and n* [defined by

tThe instrument developed by Lockheed-Georgia is deseribed in detail in
Reference 38 and Volume II, Section 5.

ttThese data are described in detail in Reference 61 and Volume II, Section 6.

57

- et s sl



e L Ty —

‘
B e - - - - Lo

(r=rg.5)/x]* The axial distance to which similarity could be achieved de-
pended on ihe jet Mach number, and varied from eight to sixtecen diameters
downstream irn the range of Mach numbers encountered. This distance correlated
directly with the potential core length and on the basis of the present results,
was estimated to be twice the potential core length.

Radial distributions of the turbulence intensities and the covariance
u'v' normalized by Vj and Vj°, respectively, did not collapse. However, the
radial turbulence distributions appeared to vary consistently with changing
jet flow conditions, and the distributions were such that the peak occurred
near n*=0 at all axial locations where similarity existed in the mean velocity
distributions. The peak turbulence value generally tended to decrease with
both increasing downstream distance and Mach number. At Mach 0.28 and x/D=2.0,
the peak intensity of the axial velocity fluctuations normalized by v, was
about 18%, and the radial component was about 14%, and the peak value of the
covariance was about 16 x 107 VJZ. Figure 4.20 shows a summary of the peak
values of these turbulence characteristics as a function of the axial station
and the Mact. number.

The spreading rate of the mixing layer was observed to decrease with
increasing Mach number. This agreed with trends indicated by earlier studies
using pitot tubes. The rate of decrease was however more rapid in the present
study. Cary 2 and Knott, et all43 carried out mean flow measurements using
respectively, an interferometer and a burst counter type LV. The spreading
rates determined from their results agreed with those found in the present
study; since they were using remote sensing instruments also, the agreement
would suggest that the present results are correct and that the pitot-tube
measurements were affected hy having the measuring prohe inserted into the flow
region. An empirical equation was derived, based on the results for jets at
ambient temperature (TJ/ﬂD-l.O), which related spread rate to Mach number. The
equation is given by: &, =0.165~0.045 Mj%, where &, is the rate of change of
vorticity thickness with axial distance.

The decrease in spreading rate of the mixing layer in turn caused an in-
crease In the potential core length (x.) with increasing Mach number. The
relationship is given by: x_/D=4.3 + 1.1 M2,

Centerline distributions of the mean velocity and the turbulence intensi-
ties moved downstream with increasing Mach number. In particular, the axial
and radial turbulence intensity peaks were located at progressively greater
distance downstream with increasing Mach number. The movement of the curves
could be identified directly with the stretching of the potential core, and
distributions of the mean velocity were brought to a common curve when the
axial distance was normalized by the potential core length. Figure 4.21 shows
the collapsed data. However, such a good collapse was not possible with the
turbulence intensiiy distributions because of the general tendency for the
normalized turbulence ‘ntensities (u'/VJ and v'/Vy) to fall with increasing
Mach number. However, all the peaks of the distributions tended to be
located close to x/xc =2.0, thus giving support to the choice of the poten-
tial core length as a normalizing factor.

A general equation was derived based on Witze's formulation! of the
centerltine distribution of the mean velocity. The equation is:

*where ro.s is one-half of the centerline veloctty and U is the ocal
veloeity.

58

e s e w2 SPIETT

B e et e o SR

S e



B atdatdx -1

°
o X
\d\ — at‘u
. ~— <
’L”‘-_ \..‘s ‘\EL\ i,
S
/ -\- — ..>
1 | 1 4 [\ | [l i 1
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
X/
u v ot /y .2
(U/VJ)peak (V/VJ)peak (U'V'/VJ )peak NJ
o] o d 0.28 1SOTHERMAL
0 ] o 0.90 ISOTHERMAL
JAN y'N A 1.37 ISOTHERMAL
o ¢ 0.9  HEATED

Figure 4.20 Peak Values of u/vy, v/Vy, and :I'V./VJZ vs X/D

59

16
14
12

S o O

PRy



-

AP T TR PVAGR Y Ee LA el s

S e

o

e i

RN Sy R P

ﬁgﬁﬁawﬁ\f .

-t

8°¢

h°Z

Ix/x sa Ca/n 1274 24nbByy

Ix/x
0'2 9°1 Al g e

1 1 f L LS L | L4 ¥ LB

{O%/% - 1)/0} dx@ - | = PA/N -
(£
o6-0 O
gz 0 O

Fw

60




o dhic e Sl ATRZY A i s D L " 3 et IR Clad .

U/V =1 -expl{o/(1 -x/xc)}, where x. is a function of the Mach number as ex-
pressed above, and a may be approximated by a constant value of 1.35. The
curve for this equation is also shown in Figure 4.21, and it is observed that :
there is good agreement with the collapsed experimental results.

B R o LI P NCTR Ty, Y ST

Radial distributions of the mean velocity at different Mach numbers were ‘
found to collapse when the radial distance was expressed in terms of oin* .
where o = (0.165 - 0.045 My2)~!. Since 0, is related to the more commonly used '
spread parameter o used in Gortler's solution by u=-¢?nl. the results are
plotted in terms of on* in Figure 4.22. The curve for Gortler's error function
profile“5 is also shown. The agreement between the collapsed experimental data
and Gortler's error function profile suggests that a general equation for the
radial distribution of the mean velocity for jets of varying Mach numbers, may
be given by: U/V;=0.5 {1 +erf on*}, where o =10.7/(1-0.27 M;?).

Radial distributions of the mean radial velocity also collapsed when
plotted in terms of ojn*.

The heated jet was not studied in as great a detail as were the jets at
ambient temperature. However, there is sufficient data to throw some light on
the effect of heating the jet. It was found that for a constant Mach number
of 0.9, the heating of the jet had the tendency of increasing the spreading
rate of the jet mixing layer with a consequent reduction in the potential core
length. |f the jet efflux veiocity is kept constant and the jet heated (i.e.,
a comparison between case 2 and case 4 —M;=0.9, TJ/T°-2.32 and MJ=1.37,
Ty/To=1.0; VJ/a°-1.37) the increase in spreading rate is greater than the
increase observed for heating at fixed jet exit Mach number.

4.1.2.2 Noise scaling at 90° based on turbulence scaling

Returning now to the discussion in Section 4.1.1.1 on noise scaling at
50° for isothermal jets, it was observed that the intensity varied as 7.5
powers of jet velocity , rather than 8, and a dimensional analysis pointed
to a slight reduction in the turbulence intensity with Mach number as the most
probable reason for this observed effect. The very simplified scaling pre-
sented in Section 4.1.1 suggested that for 7.5 powers of jet exit velocity, a
peak turbulence intensity functional relationship with jet exit velocity of

v o« y,0-875

would be required. This type of dimens/onal analysis assumes that the turbu-
lence intensity peak and radial distributions are constant and similar,
respectively, in the annular mixing region. As can be observed from Figure
4.20, this is not true. Thus, to obtain an average pezk value of turbulence
intensity, the observed peak values from Figure 4.20 are averaged in the
region from two diameters to the end of the potential core, which should be
a representative region for high frequency noise generation. From this
average peak at each Isothermal Mach number condition, the following power
law behavior between turbulence and jet exit velocity is obtained:

u'Ny = 167 (Vy/ay)=+085

v'/Uy

(]

11 (Vylag) o210
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Thus, the variation of peak turbulence intensity with jet exit velocity quali-
tatively exhibits the trend predicted from observaton of the acoustic intensity
at 90°,

Based on the actual form of the measured variation with Mach number of
both radial and axial turbulence intensity as well as the variations of jet
spread rate and potential core length, and their effects on local Strouhal
number, a more rational scaling relationship between 90° noise radiation and
the turbulence can be derived. In doina this it is still convenient to assume
that the jet density is constant and that refraction and source convection
effects may be neglected at 90°. For transonic and supersonic velocities, the
neglect of refraction is questionable since '!2nsity gradients are significant
even for the isothermal jet exit condition. From this dimensional analysis
(based on Lighthill's analysis!0), the following scaling law is derived:

‘(9“9001 TJ/TO-I) o (VJ/ao)s‘a [3-9+(VJ/30)2]-

In the region of 0.7 5V;/a, <2, this relationship is most closely approximated
by (within £.5 dB)

| « (VJ/&Q) 75 ’

thus confirming that the modified power law behavior observed in the noise
measurements at 90° is directly related to changes in the jet structure due to
Mach number. One should be cautioned not to interpret the above result as an
indication of two types of sources, since the a+bM2 behavior Is a direct
result of potential core stretching with increasing Mach number.

This example above is probably the most elementary to which the turbulence
data will be applied; however, it is an out<tanding demonstration of the use-
fuiness of an Instrument which can perform the detailed measurements of the jet
structure necessary t ldentify and validate the origins of jet noise. The
potential utility of this instrument will be invaluable in jet noise and turlu-
lence research and it is envisioned that the instrument will be uvsed routinely,
within 2-3 years in wind tunnel testing. Thus, what began as a development
project on an instrument for studying jet noise genaration has opened new
vistas in several fields of aerodynamic research, development, and testing.

4.2 TURBULENT MIXING NOISE THEORY AND COMPARISON WITH EXPERIMENT+

As discussed in Section 3, Lilley's equation is an exact expression to
second order which specifically isolates, on the left~hand side, all the
linear fluctuating terms that are associated with sound propagation, Includ-
ing interactions with mean flow and mean temperature gradients (within the
restriction of a parallel flow, with only radial gradients), while the right-
hand side contains only products of higher order fluctuating terms. The
equation is formulated in terms of the primary field variable of interest,
acoustic pressure.

ohe
'This work ig described fully in References 28, 38, 46, 47, and 48, as well as
Volume II, Section 3.
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Lilley's equation can be utilized to study radiation from various types
of multipole sources, either fixed or moving and either deterministic or
random. It can also be used to study the generation of sound in a turbulent
mixing region, provided the major characteristics of the turbulent velocity
fluctuations necessary to make up the source function are known. In addition,
the transition points of homogeneous Lilley equations are useful in determin-
ing regions within the flow fiecld where propagation or else exponential decay
occurs. These regions of exponential decay, sometimes called ''shadow zones'
have been used by Fisher and Szewczyk 9 to explain the operation of certain
types of suppressor nozzles. This phenomenon is referred to as shielding,
i.e. of the noise sources from the observer.

Thus, Lilley equation solutions permit identification and separation of
source generation effects from acoustic/mean flow interaction effects. It is
expected that this type of analysis will ultimately iead to an exact under-
standing of how various types of suppressor nozzles operate and will also form
the basis of a design tool for new suppressor nozzle concepts.

In Lhis phase of the work, there were the major objectives stated in the
Introduction to Section 4, as well as severai sub-objectives. |t had been
determined that the Lilley equation solutions would be considered only for
turbulent mixing noise studies and that shock-associated noise would be ex-
amined via another model, although the Lilley equation does not have this
restriction as such. The primary objectives then were to develop numerical
solutions to Lilley's equation for assumed turbulent mixing noise source
distributions, and to compare these solutions with experiment over as broad
a range of velocity and temperature conditions possible. In order to
properly evaluate source solutions, it was necessary to devote significant
effort to source descriptions. in this regard, a new philosophy was adopted
in the turbulent mixing noise quadrupole source model in that particle dis-
placement, rather than particle velocity was the source field variable.

Also, new types of temperature source mechanisms were identified and

used, along with the Lilley equation propagation characteristics, to expiain
the effects of temperature on jet noise generation. Finally, as a means of
physically characterizing the numerical results, as well as providing a
simpler means for obtaining solutions in applicable regions, limiting analytic
solutions were developed for both low and high frequencies. |In addition to
requiring an accurate description of the sources of noise generation, the
Lilley equation is fairly sensitive to the mean velocity and temperature dis-
tributions and, as such, requires an accurate description of these quantities.

Rather than dwell extensively on the mathematical aspects of the Lilley

equation, a brief summary of results achieved during this research will be
given, followed by a comparison of relevant solutions with experimental data.

4.2.1 Monopole Source Solutions

The main achievements of the initial part of the Lilley equation
investigation can be summarized as follows:
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h,2.1.1 The solution of Lilley's equation

A method of solving Lilley's equation numerically, based upon the Green
function technique, was first carried out in detail for an assumed (volume
acceleration) monopoie source distribution immersed in a parallel sheared flow

of nonuniform velocity and speed of sound. It was felt that these monopole
F solutions would lead to a better understanding of the major physical character~
istics of the Lilley equation solutions and would provide the basis for preli-
mininary comparison with jet noise data as well as with measurements cf
radiation from "artificial' sources inserted in the jet flow.

4.2.1.2 Preliminary jet noise source model

As a preliminary model for the source of jet mixing noise, the assumed
source distribution consisted of a ring of incoherent point sources of
arbitrary radlius, so that the sources could be positioned at realistic loca-
tions in relation to the velocity profile (e.g. on the lip-line where the
turbulence intensity, and hence the actual source strength, is at or near a
maximum in the initial mixing region).

The point source had an arbitrary axial convection velocity and axial
coherence; the corresponding convective amplification effect could be calcu-
lated with a simple analytic formula, independently of the Lilley equation.

4,2.1.3 Numerical results and comparison with experiment

Numerical solutions to the Lilley equation with the above source mode!
were obtained for a range of jet exit velocities up to and including sonic
speed but only at the isothermal condition (i.e. where the speed of sound is
uniform throughout the sheared flow and equal to the ambient value). The
numerical results were displayed as a function of ring source radius over a
wide frequency range and compared with the corresponding plug flow results to
demonstrate the importance of source location (i.e. ring source radius) and
real velocity profile effects.

The error function was used for the velocity profile shape in the poten-
tial core/initial mixing region, and its accuracy was verified by comparisons
with measured data. In addition, a preliminary comparison of theoretical
results with measured isothermal jet noise directivity data in the form of
""difference spectra' was conducted. For the purposes of that comparison the
acoustic-mean flow interactions for the required quadrupole jet mixing noise
source distribution were assumed to be the same as those predicted by the
Lilley equation for the monopole source distribution. Also, no attempt was
made to allow for the variation of effective axial source location (and hence
for velocity profile variation) with source Strouhal number. Only one axial
location, at the end of the potential core, was used for the whcle Strouhal
number (frequency) range.

Experimental (stationary) point source directivity data were studied in
some detail and two forms of the Lilley equation, with a volume displacerent
and a volume velocity point monopcle source function, were solved to yield
theoretical directivity predictions. The results were compared with some of
the measured data published by Ribner and his colleagues!5-19,
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.2.2 Jet Noise Source Solutions

During the main part of the Lilley equation investigation, the major
accomplishments were numerical and analytic solutions for multipole sources,
the derivation of a modified Lilley equation and detailed comparisons with
measured jet mixing noise data, as outlined below.

4.2.2.1 Solutions of Lilley's equation

The Lilley equation numerical solution technique was extended to include
radial dipole and radial-radial quadrupole source functions and hence all the
different quadrupole source types. The theory developed for that purpose
allows solutions for multipole source distributions of any order to be derived
from a single basic numerical solution.

Also, closed-form analytical solutions to the Lilley equation were de-
rived for the limiting cases of high and low frequency.

4§,2.2,2 Jet noise source model

One of the major modifications to the Lilley equation was the introduc-
tion of a new source function. The reasons for the rejection of the original
(volume a2celeration) source function and the derivation of the new volume
displacement source function were justified by extensive analytical and
numerical work and by appealing to the well-established scaling laws exhibited
by measured Jet mixing noise data. The volume displacement and volume accel-
eration quadrupole source functions are both valid second-order =pproximations
to the basic Lilley equation source function, but the corresponding Lilley
equation solutions are radically different at low Mach number. The low Mach
number asymptotic mean velocity dependence of the radiated intensity is vJsfor
the volume acceleration quadrupolz but is VJa for the volume displacement
quadrupole, in agreement with the scaling law exhibited by the measured data.
The other major modification was a new (volume displacement) dipole source
terr for nonisothermal jet flows, which Is dascribed below under the heading
of comparisons with measured data.

4,2,2,3 Numerical results and comparisons with measured data

Following the introduction of the new displacement source, numerical
solutions to the Lilley equation were obtained over an extended range of jet
exit velocities, up to twice the ambient speed of sound, and for a wide range
of jet exit temperatures, from one-half to nine times the ambient temperature.

The effects of temperature on the measured noise Intensity spectra at 90°
to the jet axis were investigated and analyzed first on the basis that the
effects might be entirely understood in terms of acoustic-mean flow interac-
tions, that is, interactions between the mixing noise (isothermal) quadrupole
sources and the axisymmetric nonuniform mean temperature field, including the
mean density gradient, This was followed by a second investigation in which
the measured data was correlated on the basis that an additional dipole source
mechanism appears in nonisothermal jet flows, its radiztion intensity being
proportional to the sixth power of the jet exit velocity. Distance and angle
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calibrations were applied to the measured noise data to allow for the finite
distance between the nozzle exit plane and the effective axial source location.
The same data calibrations were employed in the following.

Following the early work, the mean velocity profiles for the transition
and fully developed regions of the jet mean flow field were chosen and their
accuracy verified by comparisons with measured data. In addition, the mean
temperature profile in each jet flow region was obtained by assuming similar-
ity between velocity and stagnation temperature profiles. The speed of sound
profile in the original Lilley equation and the mean density profile in the
modified version both were related to the mean temperature profile by assuming
that the jet fluid is a perfect gas with a constant specific-heat ratio.

A detailed, comprehensive comparison of theoretical results with measured
isothermal and heated jet noise directivity data was carried out. The varia-
tion of effective axial source location, and hence flow profile, with source
Strouhal number (frequency) was also incorporated.

Experimental (stationary) point source directivity data recently published
by Ribner and his colleagues were re-examineu and compared again with our
theoretical results after a correction was made to a parameter definition in
their work by Ribner 50, Also, new experimental point source measurements taken
at Lockheed-Georgia were compared with Lilley equation theoretical directivity
results.

It should be noted that no attempt has been made in general to calculate
absolute noise levels with measured or assumed source function data since,
strictly speaking, that was not part of the original objective. This work has
been concerned with the ''convective and refractive' effects in a heated jet
and these largely control the directivity of the radiated noise intensity. For
isothermal jets the absolute levels at 90° to the jet axis are mainly deter-
mined by the magnitude of the turbulent velocity fluctuations, correlation
volumes, etc. However, there Zg a significant refractive influence on noise
intensity levels at 90° to the axis of nonisothermal jets; hence, the
detaliled investigations summarized above.

Finally, the comparisons between experimental point source directivity
measurements and solutions to appropriate forms of the Lilley equation will not
be inciuded in this report, but will be published at a later date. This part
of the investigation was curtailed when it was realized that the theoretical
results were critically dependent on a correct modeling of the experimental
point source. The presenc investigation was not directly corcerned with
artificially excited jet exhaust flows. Experiments of this type were origi-
nally included to provide an independent check on the validity of the Lilley
equation description of the propagation type of acoustic-mean flow interactions.
Once the importance and complexity of experimental point source modeling became
apparent the exercise was terminated and all the effort was concentrated on the
jet mixing noise investigation,

4.2.3 Lilley Data-Theory Comparison
For the purposes of this data-theory comparison, two different types of

deviations from the classical theory are introduced and the success of the new
theory in accounting for these problems is detailed.
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As discussed in Section 4.1.1.1, measured data on hot jets at low Mach
numbers (Uj/a,=0.3 to 0.6, where Vj is the jet exit velocity and ¢, is the
ambient sound speed) show significant increases in far-field intensity,
relative to isothermal jets of the same velocity. At 90° to the jet axis, the
measured velocity dependence is VJ6 in contrast to the VJe Lighthill predic-
tion. Figure 4.23 demonstrates this for a low Strouhal number, S=0.1, where
the increase in low velocity noise due to heating is quite pronounced (S =fd/V,
where f is the observed frequency and d is the jet diameter).

The second problem is illustrated in Figure 4.24, where the measured
directivity of isoti-ermal jet noise at two supersonic jet velocity conditions
for a modified Strouhal number Sp=0.3 (Sp,=SDy, where Dy is the modified
Doppler factor) is compared with the 5th power of Doppler amplification (Dp=>)
derived from classical theory. Clearly, there is no real agreement in shape
and there are significant deviations at every angle away from 90°.

To show how this new work narrows the gap, the main theoretical results
on jet mixing noise is given in three parts: (1) the effect of temperature on
jet noise at 90°, (2) isothermal jet noise directivity, and (3) hot iet noise
directivity. Prior to displaying these solutions, the mean flow assumptions
are outlined.

4,2.3.1 Lilley equation flow parameters

In the Lilley equation model the unsteady pressure field of the turbulent
Jet flow is regarded as a set of small amplitude waves superimposed on a
steady, axisymmetric, parallel shear flow (of uniform pressure) with velocity
(u(r), 0, 0], sound speed S(r) and density 5(r). Realistic profiles for these
mean flow quantities are used, as sketched in Figure 4.25; the profiles are
characterized by the vorticity thickness &, the "lip-line radlus' ry, the
center-line values Ui, ¢j, pj, and the ambient values U=0, ag and py. In all
the numerical calculations the fluid is assumed to be a perfect gas with
constant specific-heat ratio y so that the sound speed and density profiles
are replaced by a temperature profile T(r) with center-line and ambient values
Ty» To- Hence, the nondimensicral flow parameters are §/ry, U;/ag, Y and T{/T,.

The flow parameters are delermined by choosing an axial station, Xg, in
the jet flow for each modified Strouhal number. The choice is guided by experi~-
mental results for the apparent or effective axial distribution of mixing noise
sources in real jets. At high frequencies (i.e. large Sp), the axial station is
located within the initial mixing/potential core region and then Ry =rg,, where
ro is the nozzle or actuail lip-line radius, Ui =V and T; =Ty, suffix 'J"
indicating jet exit conditions. 1In this region only 8 or 8/r, varies with axial
position. At low frequencies the axial station is downstream of the end of the
potential core and all the parameters vary with axial position, although §/r,
iz constant in the fully developed region.

Within the parallel sheared flow the turbulence mixing sources are repre-
sented by a ring of convected, statistically-isotropic point quadrupoles and
dipoles (denoted by SIPQ and SIPD) of radius r=rg, where U=Ug=¢gU; and T=Tg
(also & =2, B=pg).
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Figure 4.25 Typical Radial Profiles in Basic Cylindrical Flow, Showing
Relation to Actual Jet Flow
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5.2.3.2 Effect of temperature on jet mixing noise at 90°

To illustrate the theoretical effects of heating on the noise radiation
at 90° to the jet axis, some numerical solutions to the Lilley equation for
the SIPQ source model are shown in Fig. 4.26 in the form of a flow foetor.t
This is defined as the ratio of the far-field intensity to its value without
the jet flow, the source strength being held constant. The horizontal scale
is the nondimensional frequency parameter, ko, i.e. 2rm(8/)A) where A is the
wavelength of sound outside the flow. Clearly, ko8 is a far more important
parameter than the one based on the nozzle radius, kofos the latter is varied
over a wide range (specified in Figure 4,26), but the resulting flow factor
variation, indicated by the vertical band, is quite small. For small values
of ko8, these results show that the radiation from the SIPQ source can be
amplified when those sources are placed within a nonuniform density field.
The amplification mechanism Is the incomplete cancellation of the radial-radial
quadrupole field in the presence of radial density gradients. Failure to
cancel at low frequencies is due to the dependence of the radiation from each
of the radial dipoles making up the rr~quadrupoles on the local density. The
basis for this explanation is the low frequency limit shown in Figure 4.26,
vihich is a new analytical solution to the Lilley equation and is discussed
fully in Volume 11, section 3.2.5. |In that same discussion, the high fre-
quency or geometric acoustics limit is also derived. Clearly, these asymptotic
results are usaful over a wide range of koS .

Although the Vow frequency amplification mechanism can be related to the
low Mach number condition, since ko8 «Vj/a, at constant Strouhal number, it is
argued that it camot entirely explain the low Mach number increase in noise
levels with heating observed in practice (e.g. see Figure 4.23). The amplifi-
cation mechanism, which can be referred to as one of scattering by the mean
density gradient, is closely related to one of those described by Morfey5! in
his extension of the Lighthill analogy to Include the case of flows of non-
uniform density. However, that work51 also uncovered an unsteady density
field scattering mechanism; when the Lilley equation is modified to include
this effect, an additional dipole source is introduced into the source func-
tion. That new source is found io explain temperature effects at 90°
reasonably well (see Volume 11, Appendix 3E) and leads to excellent directivity
predictions for hot jet mixing noise (see Volume |1, Appendix 3G) as illus-
trated in the final part of this summary.

4,2.3.3 \Isothermal jet mixing noise directivity

A comprehensive study of the directivity of isothermal jet mixing noise
is described in detail in Volume Il (see Appendix 3F). The comparisons between
measured data and the corresponding Lilley equation solutions cover a wide
range of modified Strouhal numbers (i.e. frequencies), 0.1 <Sy, <3.0, Mach
numbers, 0.5 5VJ/aos 1.95 and polar angles, 223° $655135°. The study clearly
demonstrates that outside the cone of silence, i.e. when cosfy is in the
range

FIn these resulvs the error function temperature profile has been used
[Volume II, equation (2-83)]; it is independert of Mach number, unlike the
general case when similarity is assumed between veloeity and stagnaticn
temperature profiles.
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- a /(85 - Ug) < cosby < ag/(Zg + Us), (ug/es <11

the directivity shapes can be predicted from the Lilley equation solutions
with considerable accuracy. This major achievement is illustrated in Figures
4,27 and 4.28 for the same examples given previously in Figure 4.24. The
improved agreement involves only a small change at some angles but the
congigtent accuracy of the new prediction and the large changes from the
classical Dy~5 law in the forward arc demonstrate the validity of the new
Lilley equation results,

In order to achieve this agreement outside the cone of silence, it has
been necessary to process the measured data so that the polar origin for the
directivity angle is located at the effective axial source location (as in the
theoretical model) and to use an eddy convection velocity that varies with Sp
in a realistic way, that is, decreasing with decreasing Sp.

Inside the cone of silence the over-prediction by the D=5 law is con-
trasted with an under-prediction by the Lilley equation solutions, as in
Figure 4.27 and 4,28, The most likely reascn for this large discrepancy is
that the direct radiation from the large-scale turbulence structure, the
subject of a parallel investigation described in Section 4.3 is not included
In the comparisons presented here. At the lowest Strouhal number considered,
Sy =0.1, this must be an important source of acouscic radiation inside the
cone of silence. Almost of equal importance though, particularly for higher
Strouhal numbers, Sp 20.3, is a lack of realism in the present, aszumed source
function model; the actual source distribution in the radial-azimuthal plane
has been modaled by a ring source, that is, radially it is a point source. At
angles well Inside the cone of silence the ring source of a given radius may
be very effectively shielded by the flow, giving rise to low predicted levels.
In reality, however, other parts of the actual source distribucion nearer the
outer edge of the sheared flow are les. well shielded and if their contribu-
tions to the radiation levels were included, a significant increase in pre-
dicted level would result, Thus, there is an urgent need to replace the
present ring source model with a radially distributed source, in order to
evaluate the relative importance of the two most likely causes for the large
discrepancies inside the cone of silence, the unrealistic source model and
large-scale turbulent structure radiation.

4,2.3.4 Hot jet mixing noise directivity

A theoretical model for the variation of jet mixing noise with jet exit
velocity and temperature at 90° to the jet axis has been evaluated and found
to be in reasonable agreement with the measured data, aithough there are some
significant deviations occurring at high velocities (see Volume ||, Appendix
3E). The model is based upon a source function made up of quadrupoles and
dipoles, i.e. on a modified right-hand side of the Lilley equation. The dipole
sources result from the scattering of turbulent pressure fluctuations by un-
steady density fluctuations within nonisothermal jet flows. The relative

+When Uas 2T the lower bound is re;laced by -1,
8 8 ¢ %
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weighting of this source combination is determined mainly from the measusud
isothermal and hot jet noise spectral data at 90° to the jet axis.

The Lilley equation can then be used to predict the directivity of hot
or nonisothermal jet noise, given that weighted source combination. However,
in the preliminary study described in Volume 1| (Appendix 3G), an attempt has
been made to separate out temperature effects from those that cause disagree-
ment between measurement and theory at isothermal conditions, in order to test
the complete theoretical model specifically with regard to temperature effects.
This was accomplished by comparing calculated and measured changes with tem-
perature in the radiation directivity. Thus, in Figure 4.30, for example,
heating the jet to an exit temperature of ~3-1/3 times the ambient temperatures
reduces the level at 90° by ~3 dB (relative to isothermal conditions). This
determines the quadrupole/dipole relative weighting and also allows a Lilley
equation directivity to be calculated for this jet temperature. The difference
between it and the calculated Isothermal directivity is then compared with the
corresponding-measured difference.

Rather than present predicted and measured differences for comparison,
absolute levels are recovered by adding both to the measured isothermal levels,
as in the examples of Figures 4.29, 4.30, and 4.31; the Lilley equation predic-
tion is shown as a continuous line. The agreement with the measured hot jet
data is remarkably good at this jet exit condition (that is, a velocitv ratio
Vy/ag#0.9 and a iemperature ratio Ty/To® 3.3). In Figures 4.29 through 4.31
the frequency parameter S, takes the va?ues 0.3, 1.0, and 3.0. At Sp,=0.1
(Figure 4.29), despite the negligible change.in measured levels at 90°, the
theory reproduces the trend of lower measured levels at small angles. At the
higher frequencies, the measured changes at 90° of -3 dB and ~6 dB (Figures
4,30 and 4.31) remain about the same in the forward arc but both widen to
~15 dB at the smallest angles; both features are accurately reproduced by the
Lilley equation-based predictions.

Clearly in those examples and others inc!uded in Volume |i, the modi-
fied Lilley equation mode! (with the new dipole sources) mi st contain an
adequate description of all temperature dependent flow-acoustic interactions
within a heated or nonisothermal (shock-free) turbulent jet.

4.3 THEORY FOR NOISE FROM LARGE-SCALE TURBULENT STRUCTURE'k

In Phase 1, Lilley28 proposed a model for the generation and radiation of
sound in a turbulent mixing region. The central feature of the radiation model
was the derivation of Lilley's equat 'on which explicitly included mean flow/
acoustic interactions as previously discussed. The model proposed for the
turbulence was based on a decomposition of the fluctuating flow field into
Fourlier components and the proposition of a dominant wave motion. It was
proposed to use this model of the turbulent structure to geierate the source
function in Lilley's equation and then proceed to calculate the radiated noise
from this turbulence model. Thus, the objective of this part of the program

TThis 1o a cummary of results which appear in References 38, 54, and §5, and
Volwne II, Section 4.
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was to define and calculate a wave-like structure for the turbulence. In the
Phase |l research, it was assumed that the time-dependent component of the
turbulence was composed of two parts: a large-scale wave-like component and

a fine-scale random component. In the work to follow, only noise radiation
from the large-scale component will be considered, whereas the work summarized
in Section 4.2 was concerned with noise radiation from small-ccale turbulence.

In this summary a general introduction to the wave-model will be given and
some of the results of the calculations will be discussed. The reader is re-
ferred to Volume |l for details of the analysis and numerical techniques.

L.3.1 Method of Approach

The ideas for modeling the turbulence proposed by Lilley28 had been pursued
by Sharma52 and Morris53. The former study considered the boundary layer and
the latter considered a two-dimensional mixing layer. The concepts proposed in
these models were used as a starting point and it was intended to sequentially
study the incompressible axisymmetric jet, the compressible two-dimensional
mixing layer, the compressible subsonic axisymmetric jet and the compressible
supersonic axisxmmetrlc jet. The first two of these cases were reported in
1974 by Morris5% and Kapur and Morris®5. These turbulence models were essen-
tially different to the final model used though the ideas expressed are rele-
vant to turbulence modeling. For the purposes of determining the radiated
noise, a modified approach was developed and the compressible axisymmetric jet
was modeled in this fashion. This model is described in the next section.

4,3.2 The Turbulence Model

A laminar flow, whether it is bounded or free is known to exhibit certain
characteristic modes when it is perturbed. These fluctuations may represent
the first stages of transition from laminar to turbuient flow. Measurements
of fluctuations in both naturally and artificially excited flows have shown
that these fluctuations are wave~like in bcth space and time. Thus, it was
natural to perform a decomposition of the unsteady equations of motion assuming
a wave-like form for the fluctuations. Since these fluctuations were also very
small in relation to the magnitude of the mean flow, it was also natural to
linearize the resulting equations. An analysis of this kind for a viscous
fluid leads to the classic Orr-Sommerfeld equation for a parallel mean flow.
This equation is homogeneous and introduction of boundary conditions relevant
to the flow being considered leads to a two-point boundary value problem. The
order of the homogeneous differential equation depends on the geometry of the
problem and whether the flow is compressible or incompressible. The parameters
in this eigenvalue problem are the Reynolds number, the Mach number, the wave-
numbers in two dimensions and the frequency of the fluctuation. Various combi-
nations of these parameters enable the boundary conditions to be satisfied and
are hence eigenvalues. The Reynolds number and Mach number are real quantities
by definition, however, some physical reasoning must be used if either the
frequency or wavenumber are taken to be wholly real rather than complex. For
various reasons, early analytical and subsequently numerical solutions of this
boundary-value probiem chose to keep the wavenumber real. This implied that
variation in amplitude of the fluctuation took place in time. However, most
established flows develop spatially and most good agreement of theory and
experiment has occurred when the frequency is made real and the wavenumber is
complex. This provides variation in amplitude with space rather than time.
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The essential difference between the boundary layer equations for laminar
and turbulent flows is the existence of extra terms which are nonlinea- in the
fluctuations. These terms include the shear and normal stresses. The modeling
of these stresses has been the consuming interest of researchers and has led to
the development of such concepts as the mixing length and eddy viscosity. In
this latter case the motion of the fluctuations is assumed to provide one extra
viscosity to the fluid which, in most cases, is far in excess of the fluid
viscosity. When this assumption is made, the boundary layer equations reduce
to an equivalent laminar boundary layer form, with an added viscosity whose
behavior has to be determined. This concept has led to considerable success
in predicting the development of a turbulent flow and the assumption of an
eddy viscosity will be used in the present model.

With this obvious link between laminar and turbulent flows, a model
of the flow may be proposed which consists of three components; a time-~
independent component, a wave-like periodic component, and a random time
dependent component. All three of these components may be obtained from
experiment by techniques such as time-averaging and phase-averaging. The
equations and boundary conditions for the wave-like component are identical to
those of the assumed periodic fluctuation in a laminar flow except for the
presence of terms which represent the fluctuating random stresses. |If an
assumption is made as to the value of the eddy viscosity, this turbulent flow
eigenvalue problem may be solved in an identical fashion to the laminar flow
case. There are two further physical assumptions to be made before the
linear wave model is complete. Firstly, it will be assumed that in spite of
the axial variation of the mean flow properties, the characteristic oscilla-
tions at any axial location may be approximated by making a locally parallel
flow assumption. Secondly, because of the dynamic nature of the instability
process in a jet flow, the local fluctuations may be determined by an inviscid
stability analysis; that is to say that even the turbulent Reynolds number is
sufficiently high to render the problem essentially Inviscid.

The fundamental flow model may now be summarized. A disturbance of a
fixed frequency is generated in the flow. This could be an oscillation in the
jet-pipe boundary layer, some fluctuating mass flow, or an infinitesimal
exterior influence. As this wave propagates downstream lts rate of growth is
determined by the characteristics of the local flow profile. In fact, the wave
will encounter regions of growth, neutrality and decay. The maximum amplitude
of the fluctuation will occur at the axial station where it is a locally neu~
tral disturbance. This process of growth and decay is found to be confined to
the nozzle exit region for high frequencies and is spread over a longer axial
extent for low frequencies.

Calculations are performed for an isothermal jet with a jet exit Mach
number of 1.4. Though the axial development of the wave is described by an
integral analysis, some aspects of the wave behavior can be determined from
the local stability analysis. The phase velocity as a function of jet width
for the helical, n=1 mode is shown in Figure 4.32. |f the phase velocity
predicted by linear theory is supersonic with respect to the ambient speed of
sound, then a linear coupling of the propagating wave and the acoustic field
occurs leading to direct far-field radiation.

Since the small-scale random fluctuations have been included through
an assumption of an eddy viscosity, they are confined to regions of non-zero
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mean flow gradients. However, the wave-like components of the flow-field
extend beyond the edges of the jet flow decaying as Hankel functions of the
first kind., Thus, the near-field pressure fluctuations in the jet may be
associated with the wave-like structure so long as the distance from the edge
of the shear layer is not sufficiently large to make the locally parallel flow
eigensolutions invalid., Examples of the near-field contours of equal SPL are
shown in Figure 4.33 and 4.34 for an axisymmetric mode and Strouhal numbers of
1.0 and 0.3 and an isothermal jet Mach number of 1.4. The higher frequency
case peaks close to the jet exit and the St =0.3 peaks further downstream.
This behavior is characteristic of near-field pressure measurements.

4.3.3 The Radiation Model

With the flow field apparently weil defined, the mechanism by which these
wave-like motions radiate nolse to the far-field must be examined.

in order for a wave to radiate in some direction tc the far-field, it
must have a sonic phase velocity in that direction. In the locally parallel
flow analysis used above to calculate the near-field, it is found that the
local phase velocity never exceeds the jet centerline velocity. Thus, it
might appear that the dominant near-field structure can only radiate nolse
for supersonic jet exit velocities. However, as the fixed frequency wave
propagates downstream, its amplitude varies and the Fourier transform in the
axial direction provides a spectrum of wavenumber components. Some portion
of this one-dimensional energy spectrum can lead to far-field radiation.
Clearly, the peak in the spectrum will occur close to these values of wave-
number calculated in the local flow analysis, and the higher the jet exit
velocity, the closer this wavenumber peak will come to the band of wavenumbers
that can radiate. However, in spit: of the discreteness of the frequency
fixed in the analysis, the wavenumber spectrum is continuous and hence the
far-field noise is not confined to a single direction. Also, all frequencies
are permissible though the calculations may show some range of frequencies to
radiate dominantly in certain directions.

The variation of the amplitude of the n=1 mode, which is characterized
by the relative wave kinetic energy flux, is shown in Figure 4.35. As dis-
cussed above it is this variation of amplitude with axial distance that is
found to provide the mechanism by which a wave which has a subsonic phase
velocity, calculated from local linear stability theory, may radiate noise to
the far field. The Strouhal number 0.3 wave is seen to reach the greatest
amplitude.

In spite of the essential simplicity of this noise generation and radia~
tion model, the actual calculation of far-field noise is not straightforward.
Two approaches are open. In the first the flow-field and hence the source
term in a Lighthill or Lilley equation is defined and the analysis may
proceed accordingly. However, there is some question in the use of these
models as to the convergence of various integrals and to the true physical
meaning of 'near' and 'far' field when the flow model is essentially the
inner solution in a matctad asymptotic method. The second technique is easier
to use numerically, but has certain physical limitations which will be described
below. In this approach a control surface is constructed in the ambient medium
around the iet. The fluctuations on thi. surface can be obtained from the
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near-field solution and the far-field noise may then be calculated by classical
methods.

This latter model is used in the present work. The control surface is
cylindrical and its radius is chosen so that the diverging jet flow does not
intersect it until downstream of the region where the frequency fluctuation of
interest dominates the near-field. A correction to the locally parallel flow
solutions is applied so that they locally satisfy continuity and momentum in a
diverging flow. This correction is shown to render the problem independent of
control surface radius. The wavenumber component spectrum of axisymmetric
radial velocity fluctuations on a control surface of nondimensional radius
(1+1/2), where A is the acoustic wavelength, and Strouhal number 0.3 is shown
in figure 4.36. At this Strouhal number sound is radiated to the far-field
for - St My/m sk sSt Mg/m (-m < 8 5 p, where 8 is the direction in the far-
field). The corresponding far-field directivity is shown in figure 4.37. The
peak radiation angle occurs close to the jet axis. A complete set of results
for various frequencies and mode numbers is given in Volume I{1. These results
indicate certain differences between the predicted and the measured far-field
noise. This leads to the conclusion that this conceptually simple technique
has physical deficiencies. The major criterion lies in the assumption that
the axial distribution of a single frequency wave on the control surface may
be expressed in terms of locally corrected parallel-flow eigensolutions. The
analysis does not allow for either upstream or downstream propagation of fluc-
tuations from one station to the next except by means of a piecewise locally
parallel flow approximation. This leads to major discrepancies where the
control surface is far from the edge of the jet such as in the case for low
frequencies close to the plane of the jet exit. However, the calculations do
demonstrate that the basic mechanism described above is capable of radiating
noise to the far-field even when the local near-field solution has a subsonic
phase velocity and it is the method of calculating the far~field not the basic
generation mechanism which is in question.

The reader is referred to Section 4, Volume |1 for further discussion of
this last problem. Also given in more detail are the mathematical derivations,
a discussion of the role of eddy viscosity in the model, the effect of finite
amplitude forced oscillations and the analysis for local corrections for the
effects of flow divergence.

4.4 SHOCK~ASSOCIATED NOISE THEORY

While the evaluation of existing theories for turbulent mixing noise
generation revealed distinct inadequacies with regard to source definition and
flow acoustic interactions, the existing theory for shock-associated noise was
in a somawhat better situation. While the existing theory depended to a great
extent on modeling concepts, rather than on solution of field equations, the
model included a rather specific definition of the source characteristics.
Thus, unlike the Lighthill model, one is delving into the actual characteris-
tics of the shock-turbulence interactions when defining the source of broad-
band noise. However, like the Lighthill analysis, only the Doppler features
of the flow/acoustic interactions are included in the model. Refraction and
diffraction by the jet flow are not included, however, this is not considered
to be nearly as serious at omission as it was for the turbulent mixing noise,
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since shock-associated noise for predicted engine operating conditions normally

dominates only in the forward arc, where these effects can be expected to be
small,

The existing shock-associated noise model of Harper-Bourne and Fisher?! was
evolved by extending Powell's original model152 for the discrete components, but
without the feedback mechanism between the nozzle lip and the first shock. In
this model the end of each shock cell is taken as a compact source of sound and
the relative phasing tetween the sources is determined by the convection of tur-
bulent eddies between them. The model therefore consists of an array of shock-
turbulence interaction sources in line with the nozzle lip and almost equally
spaced with separation L. It is assumed that the convection of turbulent eddies

along this line" of sources causes each to emit sound at the time of arrival of
the eddy.

The model conside~ed the far-field sound pressure to be the sum of con-
tributions from each correlated point source located at the shock positions.
Also, even though the shock locations are stationary, it was shown by an ex-
tensive investigation of the flow characteristics that the source has the con-
vective characteristic of the turbulence, thus justifying the Doppler frequency
dependence.

The theoretical model gives the far-field spectral density of sound
pressure, Gpp(R,e,w), as a product of three terms in the following manner:

Far-Field Mach Group

1
Intensity = Number X Source X .‘;:{ﬁ::ﬁ:ce
Spectrum Dependence Spectrum 9 9
e, e N, 1 e N, o a—
bV /D
w, Vel

where
Ho{o) = croup source strength spectrum

Cm-n(o) = correlation coefficient spectrum between fluctuations at mth
and nth shocks

N = number of shocks
Ln = shock spacing for nth shoc
V. = turbulence or eddy convection velocity

and o = Strouhal number, wl/ag.

The first term includes the basic Mach number or pressure ratio dependence
discussed previously for the overall intensity results. The second term is de-
fined as the normalized group source strength spectrum, and it effectively
represents the combined strength of the shock-turbulence interactions occurring
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at several shock locations. The final term represents the magnitude of the
constructive or destructive interference that occurs when sound waves emitted
from various sources arrive simultaneously at the observation point (R,0).

This interference function is dependent on the number of shocks, N, the shock
spacing, Lp, the angle of radiation, 6, the correlation coefficient spectrum
between fluctuations at various shock locations, Cy.,, and the frequency.
Harper-Bourne and Fisher determined the strength of the correlation coefficient
spectrum by making detalled measurements with a crossed-beam Schlieren system.

In our program of examining and verifying the theory, the following was
accomplished.

The peak frequencies of shock-associated noise were examined in light
of the theoretical model. The presenrce of Doppler shift with angle in the
measured peak frequencies, and the variations of measured peak frequencies with
pressure ratio and temperature ratio, are all found to be in good qualitative
agreement with the theoretical model. Further comparison of measured peak
frequencies with theoretical scaling formulae provide several useful implica-
tions regarding the characteristics of shock-containing jet flows. It is
inferred that the average value of turbulence or eddy convection speed in a
jet flow is approximately 0.7 times the jet efflux velocity, and this fraction
remains nominally independent of the pressure ratio. This observation there-
fore agrees with the measured value of V., obtained mainly from unheated jets
by several investigators. The values of a shock spacing constant, K (shock
cell length, L =KBD) are also calculated, and it is inferred that this
increases with pressure ratio parameter 8. It remains to be seen whether this
trend can be verified experimentally.

A computer program for the prediction of shock-assocliated noise, based on
the model, was developed, and a preliminary comparison of measured and pre-
dicted spectra was conducted. An example is given in Figure 4.38. Although
the predicted spectra are found to be in good agreement with the measured
spectra, It has not been possible to derive any specific conclusion. There are
significant quantitative differences since the comparison was not extensive.
Furthermore, it is suggested that such a comparison will become more meaning-
ful if values of various jet flow parameters, required for input to the pre-
diction scheme, are obtained experimentally. A considerable amount of future
effort is therefore required on various specific aspects of shock-associated
noise, and this is discussed in Section 7 of Volume {1!.
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5. CONCLUSIONS

This program of research on supersonic jet noise has produced several
fundamental advances in the physical understanding and quantification of both
the noise generating mechanisms within the jet flow and the radiation out to
the far field. The total sound field from a heated supersonic jet exhaust
was taken to be comprised of contributions from three types of noise sources
(or noise generating processes). These were (i) the sound generated by small-
scale turbulence associated with the mixing of the jet exhaust flow with ambi-
ent air, (ii) the sound generated by large-scale orderly structure within the
jet flow, and (iii) the sound generated by the interaction between convected
turbulence and stationary shocks at supercritical conditions. Each noise
source has been examined independently as far as possible, and both acoustic
as well as flow characteristics have been investigated in order to link the
noise generation processes with the far-field propagation phenomena.

The theoretical studies on turbulent mixing noise were centered around
the Lilley equation. These studies (i) have successfully explained all the
features of subsonic isothermal jet noise directivity variations with velocity
and frequency, (ii) have explained the relevant features of supersonic iso-
thermal jet noise outside the so-called cone of silence, and (iii) have

explained the effects of jet temperature at subsonic and supersonic velocities,

and in the process have identified new dipole sources of noise in heated jets.
These dipole sources arise from (a) an imbalance of the turbulent mixing noise
lateral-lateral quadrupoles across temperature gradients and (b) scattering of
turbulent pressure fluctuations by unsteady density fluctuations in heated
jets. It was also shown how the jet temperature field affects propagation to
the far field. 1In these Lilley theory studies, it was also discovered that,
rather than the Lighthill "volume acceleration' quadrupole, the jet mixing
noise is generated from a ''vclume displacement" quadrupole. in addition to the
numerical solutions, low and high frequency analytic solutions were developed,
which will ultimately provide the foundation for a nrediction program.

The Lilley theory solutions have also shed light on what may be termed
one of the additional sources of supersonic jet noise generation. The present
solutions do not match experiment within the cone of silence (i.e., a conical
volume with axis along the jet exhaust and whose half-angle is given by the
angle at which rays, parallel to the jet axis within the flow, are emitted in
the ambient atmosphere) for supersonic conditions. Instead, it appears from
examination of the experimental data that another source of sound exists with
a strong directivity in the vicinity of the exhaust axis, whose strength
increases with jet velocity. All evidence suggests that this sound is the
result of radiation from large scale helical instabilities in the jet mixing
region. A theory which describes the development of these instabilities and
the associated jet structure development has been complcted for the case of a
compressible axisymmetric supersonic jet. A model for the noise radiation
from this large-scale motion was also presented and qualitative agreement
with experiment was achieved in the prelim’nary numerical calculations.
However, future calculations of the far-field noise will define the large-
scale source function in Lilley's equation which will take account of the
finite extent of the source region and flow-acoustic interaction effects,
both of which were not accounted for in the work completed.

94




EE T

- a4 g TRy

The third source of supersonic jet noise, mentioned above, arises only in
shock-containing jets. When present, it usually dominates the sound field in
the forward arc. It is referred to as the broadband shock-associated noise.

A theoretical model had been developed by Harper-Bourne and Fisher for this
noise source, and this theory was shown to provide good agreement with the
experimental results obtained in the present program.

The success of the theoretical results hinged on close interaction with
the experimental program. Since some of the effects predicted by theory ex-
hibit only small, but in terms of the generating mechanisms involved physi-
cally significant variations from the primary V 8 dependence for turbulent
mixing noise, it was necessary to acquire precise acoustic and jet flow data.

In the acoustic experimental program, after carefully removing all sig-
nificant external contaminations, a series of tests was conducted which
effectively separated turbulent mixing noise from broadband shock-associated
noise. Furthermore, within each of these two categories, the experiments
provided independent isolation of the effects of temperature and velocity (or
Mach number) on the radiated sound. From these tests, the following conclu-
sions were drawn:

(i) Based on the 90° noise data for isothermal exit conditions in the
range 0.35<V)<2.0, a Vy7:5 velocity dependence was observed,
leading to the inference, subsequently verified by flow measure-
ments, that turbulence does not scale linearly with jet mean
velocity at high velocity.

(i1) At low velocity and high temperature, an increase in noise was
observed, based on the isothermal reference levels, in support of
the theoretical predictions of additional dipole sources resulting
from temperature gradients and scattering from density fluctuations.
Later correlations with the theory showed detailed quantitative
agreement.

(ii1) Data from convergent-divergent shock-free nozzles at supersonic
conditions provided proof that turbulent mixing noise could effec-
tively be separated from shock-associated noise. Temperature
effects at high velocity were reversed from those observed at low
velocity.

(iv) Broadband shock-associated noise data confirmed the validity of the
theoretical model of Harper-Bourne and Fisher over a wide range of
Mach number and jet temperature.

In general, the acoustic experimental data have confirmed the new predictions
of the theory relative to flow/acoustic intcractions, source strength modifi-
cations, and new sources, and have provided an accurate data base for use in
future jet noise research.

In addition to acoustic data, it was necessary to have accurate data on
the turbulence and mean velocity behavior with jet velocity and efflux tem-
perature. This required the development of a sophisticated laser velocimeter,
which was finally accomplished although somewhat late in the Phase || program.
The LV was successfully calibrated against a hot-wire in a low velocity
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environment. Upon conclusion of this calibration., a limited but very useful
experimental program was conducted. From these experiments it was found that:

(i) In progressing from low subsonic to supersonic speed, the jet
structure did not suffer drastic changes.

(ii) increase in Mach number caused the spread rate to decrease and the
potential core length to increase. Useful relationships expressing
this behavior were derived. In addition, the mean velocity profiles,
up to the end of the potential core, were shown to correlate univer=-
sally on specific parameters.

(iii) Turbulence level was shown to scale with mean velocity raised to a
power less than unity, and similarity was not observed in the
turbulence data.

(iv) Based on dimensional analysis, the turbulence data confirmed the 90°
noise observations, i.e. that the observed VJ7°5 behavior is a con-
sequence of reduced turbulence scaling with jet velocity.

(v) Limited experimental data with heated jets showed a drastic increase
in spread rate and a decrease in potential core length.

It can finally be concluded that this program of jet noise research has
provided a theoretical explanation of most of the previously recognized prob-
lems with the old jet noise theory. However, a few specific areas of work
need to be completed before a unified supersonic jet noise prediction schame,
which would calculate the sound field from all types of noise based on funda-
mental principles, can be completed. One major problem is a positive confir-
mation that the discrepancy at supersonic velocity inside the cone of silence
Is due to large-scale noise radiating eddies and that this nolse Is accurately
predicted by the large-scale turbulence noise theory devc loped during this
program. It !s also essential to the ultimate development of a general super-
sonic jet noise prediction capability to provide a unified turbulence and jet
noise source prediction capability for the small-scale turbulence. This
capability hinges on precise experimental evaluation of the turbulence
properties Including the fourth order correlations.

A Phase 111 program, due for completion at the end of 1977, is designed
to provide a jet -noise prediction capability for arbitrary, but axisymmetric
Jet exhaust conditions. In order to accomplish this, theoretical work
described in this report is being continued and experimental work on turbu-
lence and acoustics is underway. Flow field measurements will be accomplished
with a new four-channel, two-point LV for measuring the convected properties
of turbulence as well as for extending the available turbulence and mean
velocity measurements.
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APPENDIX 1

ANECHOIC JET NOISE TEST FACILITY CALIBRATION'

"The resulte to follow are swmmarized from data published by Tanna, Dean, ard
Fisher3d and Burrin, Dean, and Tanna57, as well as information in Reference 38.
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Much confusion about jet noise has arisen in the past as a direct result
of inadequate facilities and insufficient knowledge and control of test condi-
tions. The present facility was carefully designed to avoid, insofar as
possible, other facilities' shortcomings, the design being guided by the
stringent demands of on-going jet noise research at Lockheed. Prior to the
design and construction of the facility, a one-sixth scale model of the
anechoic room was constructed and a comprehensive series of fiow visualization
and temperature mapping experiments was conducted. The results of this model
study dictated the design of the exhaust collector/muffler to provide entrain-
ment and room cooling air in the quantities demanded by the jet operating
conditions. The choice of acoustic wedge material and design was optimized by
conducting an extensive series of performance evaluation tests in a specially
built impedance tube. A plan view of the complete hot jet noise facility is
shown in Figure I-1. The major points are summarized below.

The anechoic room measures 22 ft. (long) x 20 ft. (wide) x 28 ft. (high)
between concrete walls and the flame-retardant wedges are 18 in. long. The
room is anechoic at all frequencies above 200 Hz as can be observed from Figure
I-2, which is a typical intensity-distance result obtained in the room with a
point source with 1/3-octave broadband excitation. The facility is capable of
testing model jets of 2 in. diameter at stagnation temperatures up to 2000°F
and pressure ratios as high as 8. The hot air is supplied by the Sudden
Expansion (SUE) Propane Burner, with afterheating by an electric heater
between the muffler and trke plenum.

Three special features of the facility are:

(a) an acoustically treated exhaust collector that sucks entrainrent air
through the outer channel in quantities dictated by the particular
Jet operating condition with no special forced-air injection or fan
Installation;

(b) an air gap between the concrete wall and the false wall on the
collector side of the room to distribute this entrainment air symme-
trically around the jet axis, as well as to keep the room air-flow
circulation velocities to a minimum; and

(¢) a 'cherry-picker" crane used to gain access to instrumentation, etc.
for maintenance, calibration and set-up, thus eliminating the need
for access platforms., The crane is stowed by remote control under
an anechoic cover during all test operations.

ANECHOIC ROOM MERFORMANCE EVALUATION TESTS

In order to confirm the design criteria and to ensure the accuracy of the
subsequent jet noise measurements, the facility was subjected to rigorous per-
formance evaluation tests at appropriate stages. The major findings are as
follows:

(a) The overall SPL of background (or ambient) noise in the anechoic
room is 45 dB,
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Figure 1-2 Intensity-Distance Plots with Point Sound Source
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(b) The attenuation produced by the lined exhaust collector was deter-
mined approximately by subjecting the outside end of the collector
tunnel to a hroadband noise and measuring the 1/3-octave SPL spectrum
at the entrance to the tunnel. The measured noise reduction of the
collector was 47 dBA, being 20 dB in the 200 Hz band and increasing to
approximately 60 dB in the 10 kHz band.

(c) In order to evaluate the anechoic quality of the room and to ensure
that the proposed microphone distance of 12 ft. (72 D) is in the
acoustic far-field, an audio driver unit placed at the nozzle exit
location was used as the sound source (i.e., poirt source), and the
intensity vs. distance plots at various 1/3-octave frequencies were
obtained with a traversing microphone arrangement. These plots
established that the cut-off frequency of the room was 200 Hz and
that at a distance of 12 ft. the observer was in the acoustic far-
field at all frequencies (above 200 Hz) of interest, as shown in
Figure 1-2.

(d) With the same traversing microphone arrangement, a cold jet (Vy/ap =
0.85) was used as the sound source in a second series of tests and
the intensity-distance plots at various 1/3-octave frequencies were
measured at four angles to the jet axis. At distances greater than
9 ft. from the nozzle exit plane, the intensity conformed to
"Inverse-square law,' except at frequencies above 8 kHz, where the
decay was somewhat sharper because of the increasing atmospheric
attenuation with frequency, as shown In Figure i-3. Hence, it was
established that for frequencies above 200 Hz, the acoustic inter-
ference produced by sources distributed over a finite region of the
jet exhaust flow does not affect the '"inverse-square law'' decay of
intersity for observer distances greater than approximately 54
nozzle diameters,

""ACOUSTIC CLEANLINESS" TESTS

The "acoustic cleanliness' or internal noise aspect of the rig was ex-
amined in the first instance by employing the usual method of measuring the
noise from a cold convergent nozzle at 90° to the jet axis and studying its
velocity dependence.- It was found that the overall SPL followed a V 8 law
within 1 dB between the velocities of 400 and 1000 fps, whereas at velocities
outside this range, the levels were higher. At velocities above 1000 fps, it
was clear that the levels were higher because of the presence of shock-
associated noise. At velocities below 400 fps, however, a careful examination
of the 1/3-octave spectra, together with the combined spectrum of background
and instrumentation nolse of the complete measuring system as shown in Figure
I-4, revealed that, at these low jet velocities, the low and high frequency
ends of the spectra were being lifted by the instrumentation noise.

In order to further substantiate this observation and quantify the extent
of the instrumentation noise contamination, the same series of mixing noise
data were measured, this time with a minimum amount of instrumentation: i.e., a
1/2-in. Briiel and Kjaer (B&K) microphone, a 1/3-octave analyzer and a level
recorder. The corresponding spectra at jet efflux velocities from 300 to 1240
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fps, together with the new background/instrumentation noise spectrum, are
presented in Figure I-5. |t can be seen that the instrumentaticn noise spec-
trum is much lower in level this time and hence the mixing noise spectrum for
Yy =300 fps is no longer contaminated by the instrumentation noise, except at
the lower frequency end due to the presence of a.c. line frequency and its
harmonics. At this stage, therefore, it appears that the acoustic cleanliness
for cold operation of the rig is not affected by internal noise, at least down
to 300 fps, where the tests were terminated.

Having established the influence of the measuring instrumentation noise
on low velocity jet noise measurements, we could proceed to produce additional
evidence for the lack of any significant internal noise levels. Once again,
the tests described below were carried out with the basic instrumentation
system, consisting of 1/2-in. B&K microphones, a 1/3-octave analyzer and a
level recorder, so that the instrumentation noise was kept to a minimum.

In order to establish the magn’tude of the internally generated noise at
a low value of jet exit velocity ratio (VJ/ao==0.32), both cold and hot, a
systematic study was carried out and a typical set of results at 45° to the
Jet axis is presented in Figure 1-6. The background/instrumentation noise is
given by spectrum A in this figure. Spectrum B represents the turbulent mix-
ing noise for the 2-in. diameter cold jet at Vj/ag=0.32. The internal nolise
for this jet operation condition was determined by increasing the nozzle
diameter to 4 inches and keeping the mass flow through the pipework constant.
The jet velocity therefore is reduced Ly a factor of 4, and from the relation-
ship | «=D?V ;8 for the turbulent mixing noise, it can be calculated that the
mixing noise will be 42 dB down in this case, while the internal noise will be
essentially unaltered. The resulting spectrum C shown in Figure 1-6, there-
fore, represents the combined background/instrumentation/internal noise contri-
bution and it will be observed that it is much lower in magnitude than the
corresponding mixing nolse spectrum B,

Once the internal noise had been estimated for the cold jet, it was
necessary to repeat the exercise for the heated case, since the internal noise
spectrum then would be different due to presence of combustion noise. The
mixing noise from the heated 2 in. diameter jet (TJ/T =2.3, VJ/a°=O.32) is
given as spectrum D in Figure I-A. This spectrum exh?bits the characteristic
Increase over the corresponding cold jet spectrum B. In order to confirm that
this increase is a genuine effect of heating, and not a direct result of the
Increase in internal noise, the nozzle diameter was increased to 4 inches as
before and the mass flow through the pipework was kept constant. The resulting
spectrum E therefore represents the combined background/instrumentation/inter:.al
ncise contribution for this heated jet, and once again it is much lower in
magnitude than the corresponding mixing noise spectrum D. In order to further
establish that the result D above was not affected by the type of heating
(heating in Figure 1-6 was achieved with the propane burner), the test was
repeated with the electric heater with the observed temperature effect above
being repeated. This establishes the independence of the result from the
heater system.

In conclusion, therefore, it has bsen established that the internally
generated noise, for cold as well as hot operation of the facility, is not
significant, at least down to Vj/ap=0.32. A'l data for V,/a, >0.32 obtained
from this jet noise rig represent true turbulent mixing noise, unadulterated
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by internal noise. Due to limitations imposed by the background and instru-
mentation noise, however, the lower limit of Vj/ay in the jet noise experimen-
tal programs was restricted to 0.35.

DATA ACQUISITION

In the present experimental program, twelve 1/2 in. B§K microphones Type
4133 with FET cathode followers Type 2619 were mounted on the microphone arc
at 71° intervals from 15° to 974°. The responses were recorded simultaneously
on a l4-channel Honeywell FM tape recorder at 120 inches per second (ips). In
order to obtain the 1/3-octave spectrum from 200 Hz to 40 kHz by using a
Hewlett-Packard real time 1/3-octave audio spectrum analyzer, the tape speed
was reduced to 30 ips on playback. The 1/3~octave levels then were recorded
on an incremental tape recorder for subsequent detailed analysis by means of
a data reduction program developed for use on the Univac 418 digital computer,
This program incorporates the microphone frequency response corrections and
atmospheric absorption corrections. The results finally are displayed to
Include test conditions and computed jet flow parameters, 1/3-octave acoustic
spectra, and computed overall sound pressure levels. The day-to-day repeat-
ability of the complete measurement and analysis system is #0.5 dB.
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APPENDIX 11

THE LOCKHEED LASER VELOCIMETER'

It M e o R A s e

Yohie ie a summary of material appearing in References 38, 58, 59, and 60
Volume II, Section §.
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At the beginning of this Phase || program, the requirement was established
for the development of a Laser Velocimeter (LV) system for the measurement of
mean and turbulence relocity characteristics. Specifically, it was required
that an LV system be developed for accurate measurements in heated supersonic
flows with maximum velocities up to 3000 fps. For mean velocity measurement,
radial and axial distributions were required for both the axial and transverse
components. For turbulence measurements, in addition to the radial and axial
intensity distr'tutions, it was necessary to determine the turbulence spectrum,
correlation and convection information.

After extensive research into optical flow measurement systems in the
Phase | contract, it was concluded that the burst counter type of laser
velocimeter showed the greatest potential as a versatile instrument for turbu-
lence research. Effort was therefore concentrated on developing such an LV,
This has resulted in an instrument which is capable of performing most of the
measurements at subsonic and supersonic speeds which can now be carried out
with the hot-wire anemometer at low subsonic speeds.

The laser shown in the LV Block Diagram, Figure |l-1, generates an iniense
beam of coherent light which is divided into two beams. The two beams are
projected to an intersection in the flow where a fringe pattern is formed by
the coherent structure of the beams. The fringe pattern consists of many
paralle!l sheets of light separated by 10 to 20 microns. The fringe volume is
about 300 microns in diameter and in 1 mm long. Particles of 0.5 to 1.0
microns diameter are injected into the flow and are rapidly accelerated to the
flow velocity. When these particles pass through the fringe volume, they
scatter light at each fringe crossing. The scattered light is focused by the
coilecting optics onto a photomultiplier tube where the light bursts are con-
verted to electrical signals. Since the spacing of the fringes is accurately
known, the frequency of the electrical signal is a linear function of the
particle velocity normal to the fringe plane. The processor converts the fre-
quency to digital form and transmits it to a computer where thousands of such
measurements may be accumulated and processed. Details of the design and
construction of the burst counter LV may be found in Reference 38.

The Lockheed LV, ucveloped as part of this program, is somewhat more
sophisticated than the basic system just described. There are three major
differences; it measures two orthogonal vectors of velocity, includes a veloc-
ity bias to allow reverse flow measurements and includes the time information
necessary to determine flow velocity frequency spectrum.

It was necessary in this study to define both the axial and radial compo-
ments of velocity. In order to accomplish this, two basic systems were designed
with their fringe planes superimposed, but orthogonal to each other. This
involved the development of unique beam splitter and color separator optics to
extract two sets of beams of different color from the multicolor argon laser.
The beams, shown in Figure |1-1, were oriented at right angles to each other
and projected by a lens to the same intersection point in the flow. The light
scattered by a passing particle is separated by filters and each color is
focused on a separate photomultiplier tube., The PMT signals then consitutute
separate velocity vector data. The processor is designed for two-channel
operation and thereby provides separate digital data for each velocity vector.
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: The second refinement of the Lockheed LV is the addition of a velocity

] : bias to the measurement volume. This was accomplished by introducing an

' acousto-optic modulation into one of the two laser beams prior to their inter-

section in the flow. The modulator shifts the light frequency of the beam by

J . an amount determined by the modulation frequency, Figure 11-2. [t can be shown

, that the fringe pattern resulting from this process moves through the fringe

1 ' volume at a velocity determined by the fringe spacing and the modulation fre-

quency. The result is that particles travelling in both forward and reverse ;
directions with respect to the fringe vector produce unique frequencies thereby

allowing subsequent resalution of particle direction.

The data processing techniques necessary to determine the velocity fre-
quency spectrum required the addition of a time interval measurement to the
processor electronics. Frequency spectrum is obtained by estimating the
velocity auto-correlation function from the random (in time) velocity measure-
ments. Fast Fourier transform software techniques transform the auto-
correlation to frequency spectrum. When the two separate channels have the
fringes oriented parallel and are located at points separated in space, the
cross-correlation information produces cross-spectra and convection speeds.
Cross-correlation of the two-channel information at a single point produces a
parameter related tc Reynolds stress. Thus, in its current configuration, the
LV is an extremely versatile instrument.
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APPENDTX I11

COMPARISON OF LV AND HOT-WIRE DATA'

Y hie is a sunmary of work appearing in Reference 61 and Volume II, Section 6.
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Once the LV development was completed, it was necessary to establish the
validity of the LV measurements. Since the hot-wire anemometer has been the
standard instrument for turbulence measurements it was chosen as the standard
for comparison. A test program was carried out to produce a series of LV and
hot-wire measurements from the same test rig at the same test conditions. The
tests were conducted at low jet velocity (Mach 0.28). Mean and turbulence
velocity radial and axial distributions, turbulence spectra, turbulence auto-
correlation coefficients, Reynolds stress, and velocity histogram data were
obtained. The following brief discussion relates the success of this
comparison. A more detailed discussion may be found in Volume 1II.

Figure !11-1 shows the radial distribution of the mean axial velocity ob~
tained with the LV and the hot-wire. The velocity is normalized by the jeu
efflux velocity, V;, and the radial distance is normalized by the nozzle radius,
ro- The agreement between the two sets of results Is good. Experience has
shown, however, that LV measurements of mean velocity are strongly influenced
by the region from which the predom’nant portion of the seeds reaching the
measurement volume originate. Re..zults are presented in Volume ||, which i1lus-
trate this Influence. However, when the jet was seeded evenly from the inside
and the outside, data were obtained which compared well with hot-wire results.

The Jistinctive advantage of the LV in being able to distinguish between
forward and reversed flows may be seen in the histograms of Figure 111-2, The
LV data show that there Is a high probabllity of negative velocitlies in the
mixing region of the jet. However, the hot-wire data do not show this as a result
of the inherent rectification of the negative velocity values by the hot-wire.

Figure 111-3 shows radial distributions of the axial turbulence intensity.
The LV data tend to be higher than those of the hot-wire across the cross-
section of the Jet. After taking account of the known corrections to both the
LV and the hot-wire data, it appears that there Is a nearly constant difference
of about 2% irn turbulence intensity between the two sets of data across the
whole jet. The origin of the net discrepancy is still not clear. However,
on the evidence of work with hot-wires62, it would appear that this may be
due to a misinterpretation of hot-wire measurements.

Figure 11i-4 shows a family of curves of spectra of the axial velocity
fluctuations obtained at a number of radial positions using an LV. Similar
spectra have been obtained in other studies using hot-wires, and direct com-
parison between LV and hot-wire spectra obtained under the same jet flow
conditions appears in Volume Ii.
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APPENDIX 1V

LV-MICROPHONE AND LV-LV CORRELATION
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The potential of the LV as a device for locating sources of sound genera-
tion and for defining statistical quantities directly related to the noise
generation process has long been realized. As a part of this Phase |l work,
two specific correlation techniques were assessed. These were correiation be-
tween one LV channel and a far-field microphone and correlation between two LV
channels, located either at a single-point or at separated points.

LV-MICROPHONE CORRELATION

It 1s shown in Proudman's®3 work based on Lighthill's theory that the
radiated far-field pressure can be directly related to the component of fluc~
tuating velocity in the turbulent mixing region in the direction of the
observer location. Several source location techniques have been discussed in
the past based on this method of approach. Basically, the far-field sound
pressure is correlated with the oriented velocity fluctuation in the source
region.

As part of our instrumentation development program with the LV, the soft-
ware and hardware were developed to enable this in-jet/far-field correlation
to be made. The LV processor electronics were modified as shown in Figure 1V-1,
An analog-to-digital converter was substituted for the input circuitry of the
blue LV channel. The trigge~ing pulse for the A/D sample was obtained from
every particle arcival event attempted by the Green LV channel. When the LV
data was properly validated, both the digitized word from the acoustic signal
and the LV velocity word were transmitted to the computer.

With two very minor exceptions, the software riquired to reduce the LV-
microphone correlation data was identical to that used for al! LV experiments.
One minor exception was in handling the analog data. since the inversion
normally appiied to LV measurements to convert from 8-fringe period to
velocity was inhibited. The software to perform the correlation was identical
to that used to compute power spectra. The data management portion was ex-
tended to allow extra data sets to be included at the end of one data set,
thus enabling an apparently endless amount of data to be added to the correla-~
tion process.

Since the reported correlation measurements between hot-wires and micro-
phones show qui.e small amplitudes, a system checkout situation was chosen
such that one of the jet instability modes was excited. This should give an
artificially high correlation. The set-up is illustrated in Figure V-2, A
1 KHz acoustic signal was present in the jet plenum. This sound radiated to
the far-field from the jet exit plane and also triggered one of the jet in-
stability modes. Correlation between the velocity signal and the microphone
showed a very high vatue, with the peak occurring at the time delay expected
(being the difference between the propagation time from the exit plane to the
observer point and the convection time from the exit plane to the in-jet
point.) This example, however, illustrates the major objection to this type
of test, whereas the reported correlation between the LV and microphone is
high; without a rather complete knowledge of the physics of the situation,
there is no way of determining If this correlation Is between a source region
and a field point or between two points in a propagating wave field. In the
example situation, the correiation must be high since the sound field radiating
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to the far field from the duct also drives the jet velocity field. in most
practical situations, it would be difficult to determine which situation
occurs.

Thus, the major significance of this particular system checkout experiment
is not in the details of the result, but that the correlation could be per-
formed, if a practical application arises in the future. |t was demonstrated
that the technique was mechanically practical and that the time to acquire the
data was not excessive. In this particular test, approximately 100,000 sample
pairs were obtained in about 10 seconds. As stated above, this was accom-
plished by triggering the microphone data acquisition circuit every time LV
data was obtained. The cross-correlation function was then obtained directly
from these data.

As a result of the difficulties in application as a source location tool,
this method was not used further. Instead, it was determined that in-jet
cross-correlations provi le the most useful information relevant to source defi-
nition. The following section outlines our efforts to develop this technique
in the Phase || program,

TWO-POINT VELOCITY CROSS-CORRELATION EXPERIMENTS

Single~point measurements in turbulent flows do provide considerable
useful information of importance from the aero-acoustic viewpoint. Such data
include mean velocity profiles which govern flow acoustic interactions and
turbulunce Intensities which control the absolute source strength. However,
the radiation of noise depends on the statistical relationship between
fluctuations at separate points in the flow. In order to determine such
properties as phase velocities and length scales, It |5 necessary to generate
two-point statistics of the flow field such as spatial correlations and the
related cross-spectral density fluctuastions. An attempt to measure these
functions is detailed below.

A series of measurements of two-point axial cross-correlations of turbu-
lent velocity fluctuations were performed in a jet mounted in a low-speed
wind tunnel. This configuration was chosen to minimize the ''angular window"
required by the laser velocimeter since at the time of the measurements no
frequency si.ifting was available. It was felt that the deviations of Instan-
taneous velocity fluctuations from the axia) direction would be less for a jet
exhausting into a moving stream rather than exhausting into still air.

An existing backscatter laser velocimeter was modified to perform the
single-vector two-point spatial correlations. This optical system was differ-
ent to the forward-scatter system used in the single-point jet measurements.
A second set of beam transmitting and signal collecting optics was fabricated
and together with the original optics the system constituted two separate LV
systems utilizing the same laser. The existing system was a two-vector, that
Is, two color system. These colors were separated by a special mirror and
each was directed to the separate optical systems. The blue optics were
arranged so that they could b: rotated and moved vertically with respect to
the green optics which were fixed to the laser assembly. A drawing of the
system is shown in Figure 1V-3. The two blue beams were aligned exactly on
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the rotational and vertical axes of the optics to prevent the necessity of
realignment when the blue measurement point, P,, was moved with respect to
the green measurement point, P;.

A photograph of the wind tunnel working section showing the jet nozzle,
the transparent working section wall and the laser velocimeter optics is
shown in Figure IV-4. Since, as can be seen in Figure IV-3, neither set of
beams entered the tunnel normal to the tunnel wall, or the axis of the jet,
the two point cross-correlation contained some components of transverse
velocity.

In spite of the deficiency in the system (namely, backscatter optics, no
frequency-shifting, non-parallel optical systems and an early error detection
circuit design), some correlation was evidenced in the data analysis. Because
of the very low data rates and general unsuitability of the system tor this
kind of experiment, this data was not considered satisfactory for inclusion
in the report.* The reason for this unsuitability is discussed below.

Since the light scattered by particles of the order of one micron in the
forward direction Is at least ten times greater than the intensity of the
backscattered light, the signal-to-noise ratio of the backscatter LV is in-
herently lower than a forward scatter system. As the signal-to-noise ratio
increases, so does the probability of double zero-crossing counts. |If the
PMT signal is attenuated so that only larger particles are counted, this
noise problem is reduced but the sampling rate Is also reduced. However, in
order to obtain good correlation data, a high sample rate is required. These
opposing requirements are felt to be the major reason for the unsuccessful
experiment. These difficulties are reduced by using a forward-scatter
system and Improving the counting and error detection circuityv,

A new four-channel laser velocimeter system, designed especially for the
measurement of two-point spatial correlations, is under construction and will
be operational during 1976. The optics will be an augmentation of the present
frame-mounted, two-color system which provides both forward and backscatter
capabilities. A second set of two-color optics will be mounted on a separate
frame so that thes measurement volume can be moved independently of the first
set under computer control. A completely new, four-channel set of electronics,
which will incorporate frequency shifting on all four channels and the latest

¥Coinoidence. In the early LV eystems, before Bragg cell frequency shifting
wae used, the transverse velocity component was measured.by using the fringe
patterns oriented at 45° to the mean flow direction. Thie required coinci-
dence between channels for every data point recorded 8o that the axtal and
transverse componente could be resolved. Since t@e znfroductzon of frequency
shifting, the fringes have been oriented in the direction of the required
measurements. Coincidence between chanmels is, therefore,. no longer a
requirement unless the experimenter ig considering a statistic such as
Reynolda stress, inatantaneous particle direction or velocity vector magni-
tude. The new four-channel syetem will have options which will evable the
experimenter to request coincidence at either measurement volume, Since the
data correlation is entirely statistical, it is neither necessary nor
desirable to require coincidence between one reasurement volume and the other.
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advances in data validation circuits, is also being made. The computer in-
terface has also baen redesigned to allow up to four simultaneous particle
velocity measurements to be transferred to the computer. A block diagram of
the new four~channel system is shown in Figure IV-5. '

The data reduction software will be augmented to allow a large range of
different studies to be performed using the data from the new electronics. It
is anticipated that with the improved signal quality and data rate expected
and computerized measurement volume positioning the generation of spatial
correlation functions and their associated wave number spectra will become a
practical reality for the first time.
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