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ABSTRACT

A least~squares method for evaluating aircraft stability ‘
derivatives and transfer function constants from flight test fre- .
quency response data is derived. The normalized least-squares
equations for rotating vectors are derived by minimizing the sum of
the squares of the residual vectors without regard to the phase
angles of these residuals.

This method was applied to longitudinal oscillation data ob-
tained from flight tests of a USAF bomber-type B-25J aircraft. It
is shown that a linear dependency in the longitudinal variables of
motion must be resolved before any solution can be obtained. The
assumption of a linear relationship between the stability derivatives
for the forces or moments resulting from the rate of change of the
angle of attack and the pitching velocity eliminated this dependency
and gave acceptable results., The lift cauwsed by pitching velocity
must be included in order to obtain a reasonable value for the 1lift
resulting from elevator deflection,

Close agreement was obtained for the related values of the
transfer function constants from the data of several independent
measwrements.,

The application of vector algebra greatly simplifies the numerical
computation required to obtain the normalized equations.
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INTRODUCTION

Considerable effort has been expended in recent years to improve flight
test methods of evaluating aircraft stability derivatives and transfer
functions. These improved methods are required to provide more accurate data
for the design of automatic control equipment and to give the aircraft de-
signer a better check on wind tunnel and estimated parameters. Satisfagtory
aircraft handling qualities are also usually expressed in terms of some
stability parameter, thereby necessitating flight tests to determine compli-
ance with specifications,

Most flight-test methods of evaluating aircraft stability parameters are
primarily steady-state maneuvers. A standard approach is to maintain constant
as many variables of the gircraft motion as possible while measuring the
effect of the remaining variables. For example; the slope of the 1lift curve
is usually found by measuring the change in the angle of inclination of longi-
tudinal axis with changes in the air speed in straight and level flight. This
method is subject to various possible errors, however., Lift resulting from the
change in elevator position and 1ift caused by changes in the flow field re-
sulting from propeller ®"wash" and airspeed changes are included in addition to
1ift resulting from change in angle of attack. Also, when the lift ccefficient
is a function of the Mach number, this method cannct be applied. The elevater
effectiveness is usually evaluated in static methods by measuring the elevator
deflection required to offset a known moment applied te the aircraft. This
moment change is obtained by shifting the center of gravity location. Again
some error is involved in this method, since some elevator deflection is re-
quired to overcome the pitching moment resulting from changes in the airecraft
angle of attack. This change in the angle of attack is a by-preduct of the load
shift between the wing and the tail as the position of the center of gravity is -
changed, These methods have the further disadvantage of requiring extensive
flight-test time and expert piloting technique.

The method described in this report adopts the approach of activating all
of the variables of the aircraft motion simultaneously while retaining the oper-
ating conditions as constant as possible, Values of the stability parameters
are then deduced in accordance with the theory of probability. It is necessary
to use an equation describing the relationship between the response and the
stability parameters, This relationship can be expressed in the form of equa-
tions of motion or as transfer function eguations.

The flight test evaluation of the stability parameters by this method
requires that each variable included in the egquations be measured directly or
be derived from measured data. The evaluation of the transfer function ¢on-
stants in the equation for the rate of pitch resulting from elevator deflsction
requires that the first, second; and third derivatives of the angle of pitch be
obtained, as well as the elevator angle and its first derivative., With the best
instrumentation techniques available to date, it has been found practicable to
measure only the first pitching derivative with an acceptable degree of accuracy.
The remaining derivatives must, therefore, be cbtained from the measured rate
by analytical, numerical, or graphical means,

WADC-TR-52-71 1



Two possible techniques for exciting the variables of the aircraft motion
under constant flight conditions are the transient method and the sinusoidal
oscillation method. In the transient method the aircraft is disturbed from
a steady-state condition by a step or pulse type motion of the aircraft con-
trol surface. The oscillation method consists of obtaining the aircraft
motion by a sinusoidal variation of the control surface about a trim point
at various frequencies, .

The transient method requires a minimum of fiight time and has the fur-
ther advantage of being applicable to flight conditions other than straight
and level, such as climbs, descents, or turns. However, the evaluation of
the variables of motion and all required derivatives with sufficient accuracy
to permit solving for the stability parameters does not appear feasible in
the time plane. 1In the above example of the transfer function constants for
the rate of pitch, & can be measured directly. If the time history of the
rate of pitch is quite smooth, the second derivative of the pitch rate can be
obtained with fair accuracy by standard numerical or graphical methods. How-
ever, if the third derivative is then obtained similarly from the second, the
inaccuracies are no longer tolerable., For those elastic aircraft having bend-
ing modes that appear on the record in addition to basic airframe response,
even the first derivative that is obtained by graphical or numerical methods is
of doubtful value,

The oscillation method requires extensive flight-test time and is essen-
tially restricted to straight and level-flight conditions. However, the re-
maining derivatives of the components of motion can be obtained analytically ik
the frequency plane with ease and accuracy from the phase and amplitude of any
measured components. The measured component can be expressed as a rotating
vector in th complex p%aﬁe by the relationship § = |6l et W, The second deriva-
tive is @ = iwoe e Consequently, the derivative of a rotating vector
can be obtained by advancing the phase angle by 90 degrees and increasing the
amplitude by the factorw. Higher order derivatives can be evaluated similarly.
The oscillation method has a further advantage in that the recorded data can
be corrected for the error introduced by the dynamic response characteristics of
the instrumentation by applying phase and amplitude calibrations at each fre-
quency.

The aircraft responsesobtained by the two methods above can be related
analytically by Fourier or Laplace Transformation theory. This provides a
means of taking advantage of the best features of each technique., The flight
test time can be minimized by recording measured responses in the time plane
and transforming these responses to the frequency plane to take advantage of
the simplified analyses procedures available. The transform theories assume
that the principle of superposition applies, that is, that all components of
the motion are additive and that the system can be represented by a set of
linear differential equations with constant coefficients. Therefore, any non-
linearities existing in the response characteristics can, possibly, lead to
prohibitive errors in the transformation from the time plane to the frequency
plane, The wvalidity of the transformation can be checked by observing the
agreement in several frequency response characteristics obtained by analyzing
transients having appreciable differences in frequency content., A numerical
method for accurately obtaining the Fourier transforms of arbitrary time
histories is given in Reference 1.

WADC-TR-52-71 2



SY¥BOLS AND NOTATION

g[ perturbaticn elevator deflection, radians

e perturbation angle of pitch, radians

e . ritching velocity, do/fdt,; radians/second u

e pitching acceleration, dee/dteg radians/second2
& perturbation angle of attack, radians

& perturbation flight path angle, radians

W ;ngular frequency, radians/second

p air density, slugs/feet3

T m/pVS, second

1 phase angle

€ downwash angle at the tail, radians

dé€/dx rate of change of downwash angle at the tail with angle of attack,
z sumation of secalar preducts

4 determinant of coefficients

Cr, 1ift coefficient, 2mg/p ves

Cy, rate of change of 1lift coefficient with angle of attack

CQ; rate of change of 1ift coefficient with elevater deflection

CLé rate of change of 1lift cocefficient with pitching velocity

C%ﬁ rate of change of lift coefficient with rate of change of angle of

attack"

C%i‘ rate of change of 1lift ccefficient with angle of attack acceleration
Ch moment coefficient, 2IyAP V?SC

qu rate of change of moment coefficient with angle of attack

ch rate of change of moment coefficient with elevator deflection

Ch rate of change of moment coefficient with pitching veleccity

WADC-TR-52-71 | 3



C.. rate of change of moment ccefficient with rate of change of
i angle of attack
Crm.. rate of change of moment coefficient with acceleration of angle
e of attack
A in~phase component (with subscripts e, d, 6, e, n) .
B out-of-phase component (with subscripts &,d , &, «, n)

A,B,C,E transfer function constants (with subscripts 0, 1, 2)

D differential operator, d/dt

i imaginary unitgzﬁﬁz. (complex notation)

i unit vector along vertical axis, (vector notation)
v true velocity, feet/second

lt tail length, feet

Iy aircraft moment of inertia about lateral axis; slugefeet2
m aircraft mass, slugs

a aircraft vertical accelieration, feet/second2

S wing area, square feet

C mean aerodynamic chord, feet

n normal acceleration, g's

g acceleration due to gravity, 32.2 feet/second®

h 21y/fv230 9 seccnd2

WADC-TR-52~71 Iy



THECRY

Having obtained an accurate expression of the motion of all variables
of interest, the problem consists of obtaining values for the associated
parameters of edch variable, namely; the stability derivatives or the
transfer function constants., For simplicity, the theory will be developed
for the stability derivatives in the 1lift equation assuming that 1ift will
result only from the incremental changes in the angle-of-attack and elevator
deflection. Equation &, Appendix I, will then be written as

Cre + Cy f= -C.n (1)
L L/ L

This equation relates the 1lift forces to the vertical acceleration at any
instant of time, irrespective as to whether the motion is any arbitrary
transient or a steady-state sinusoidal oscillation., 1In the latter case, the
variables can be considered for any given frequency to be constant amplitude
vectors rotating in the complex plane with fixed phase relaticonships. These
amplitudes and phase angles can be experimentally determined for a number of
different frequencies at a constant flight configuration.

If these data were obtained without error of any form and the above equa-
tion described the aerodynamic and inertial forces completely, it would then
be possible to solve for the unknown derivatives directly. The variables
could be resolved into components along the real axis for as many frequencies
as there are unknowns. A simultaneous solution of these real equations would
yield the accurate values of the derivatives., Since neither of these assump-.
tions is true, this approach leads to large errors in practice. Random
errors may be present that are larger than the effect of some derivatives at
the particular time in the cycle selected for taking real parts. The effect of
a neglected stability derivative will alsc be large when its associated vari- '
able has relatively large components along the real axis as compared to some
included variables., Standard curve fitting theory for scalars can be extended
to minimize these errors when the variables are rotating vectors.

The problem of obtaining values of the stability derivatives in the sim-
plified lift equation given above will now be considered when the phase angles
and amplitudes have been obtained from flight data for a number of frequencies.
Any values that are found will not satisfy the equations exactly at each fre-
quency point at which data are obtained, This is expressed algebraically by
transposing all of the terms in equation 1 to the left-hand side and retaining
the residual resulting from the inequality on the right-hand side.

= 4 i = l 2 ® o o 2
Clbf‘i + cLJJi 4 Cpng = vy s 25 3 m (2)
where m = the total of fregquency points
v = residual
Since all terms on the left are vectors, the residual, vy, will also be a

vector at each frequency. It is now required to find values of the de~
rivatives that will mske the amplitudes of these residuals small. The
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relative phase angles of these residuals that result from minimizing these
amplitudes are of no concern at this point. Later, it will be shown that
these phase angles can be used as an indication of the validity of the
equation being fitted.

It can be shown (Reference 2) that the most probable values of the un-
knowns will be such as to make the sum of the squares of the residuals a
minimum. The square of a residual vector is a scalar equal in magnitude to.
the square of the amplitude of the vector,

- 2 2 2 2
zviezvl +V2 +V3 + 5 o o V
2 (3
= f£(C Cy ) i=1,2, 3, « o - m
( hs LJ 9 y 3
The condition that this function be a minimum reguires that its partial
derivatives with respect to the unknocwns be zerc,
: _ +C.n + 2(C *CJ*C%)@‘Q
5%, 2(016( it CLJJi Py A A Lo "L (L)
+H.,2(craam+cLJ +Cn = 0O
or 015“12 + CLiaicﬁ = <20pnjo g3 1 =1, 2, 3 o o o Mo (5)
d
Similarly, when
.o
! (6)

% J

Equations 5 and 6 are the normalized equations for the least-squares solution
for two unknown coefficients of variable vectors. The indicated products of
the various pairs of vectors are defined as the scalar or dot products
(Reference 3). The scalar product of two vectors is numerically equal to the
product of their amplitudes times the cosine of the angle between the two
vectors. This is equivalent to multiplying the vector of the variable being
normalized by the respective components of the other vectors aleng this
normalized vector. In this way each individual equation is normalized for
each unknown parameter at that unique angle at which the assoeiated vector is
at its peak or maximum value. It is apparent that each parameter will have
the maximum effect on the response when its vector is at its peak value. It is;
therefore, logical that the parameter should be so selected that it ylelds a
minimum error at the point where it has maximum effect. Basically, in the
equations given above, this amounts to resolving the vectors into real parts
with the angle-of-attack vector lying on the real axis when normalizing the
equation for Cy_ and then resolving the vectors into real parts again with the
elevator-deflection vector lying along the real axis when normalizing the
equations for CIEf o

WADC-TR-52-T1 6




Using the definition given for the scalar products the nommalized equaticns
can be simplified,

oo = Jexd \fhcos %‘d’
= 1 ffoos (g - &) (7)
= fexb ygl(cos g, cos ¢J + sin %( sin %,)
where | | indicates the absolute length of the vector

M is the angle between the& and § vectors

g, 1s the angle between & and the real axis

¢J is the angle between § ard the real axis
Let Ay = lxl cos &, Ay V! cos ¢J9
B, = kx} sin %(9 By Id1 sin ¢J
Thenx -&f = Abyg+ BBo (8)

Similarly, the remaining scalar products can be found in terms of real and
imaginary components of the complex variables, Equations 5 and 6 become

= + = A + B B ) (9)
Z(A:Ci + %2(1) + CI:{E(%‘iA‘{i %[iBQri) =zCL“"@:i ng oy ny

I@( 1
2 2y _. A +B.B_ ) (10) _
CI&g(ﬁiAJi B ) CIE@(Z(%Q fh 0 F 2oply ta, Ty

"

C

The amplitudes of 81l the vectors are usually given in terms of a unit input, and
the phase angles are all referred to the input vector which, in this case; is the
elevator deflection. Therefore, the elevator deflection vector will have a unit
length lying along the real axis in every case. Then AJ = 1 and Bp = 0 and
the normalized equations become i i
_ 2 2y v .54 =3c.(a A +B B ) (11)
GIbrz(Aai + %{i) CIJ 3 ':g“L @ n, ey 0y

c E (‘XCLAH ; i = 19 29 59 e o o Mo (12)
i

L4+
S
The original vector equations can also be separated into real and imaginary
parts and these scalar equations normalized by the conventional least-squares
method, When all the real and imaginary equations are summed in the normalizing
process, the same equations as given above will result. This approach, however,
makes it difficult to visualize the basic validity and effectiveness of the
method,

The least-squares method for vectors can now be applied to obtain values
for all of the moment and 1ift derivatives included in the equations of
motion in Appendix T, It is first necessary to resolve the linear dependency
that exists between the variables of motion, as shown in the derivation,

WADC-TR=52-T1 7



before normalizing the eguations. In the simplified theoretical evaluation
of the stability derivatives, it is found that the & and © derivatives are
dirattly related by a constant equal to the rate of change in downwash angle
at the tail with change in aircraft angle of attack (Reference L). This can
be expressed algebraically as

C“& = KCmé (13)

d
where K = '-g, the change in downwash angle at the tail with change in
aircraft angle of attack.

Substitution of equations 13 and 1l into equations 7 and & of Appendix
T will reduce the equations to three linearly independent variables,

Ce+C d+C -(8+8) = nb (15)
m m
, P e ©

C, & +C.f+C, (6 +Kt) = -Cpn , (16)

I& L L"

g e

The solution of these equations by least-squares will yield values of the )
derivatives directly. These derivatives will act along the new vector,
(8 + Kx), and thereby include the effects of the éx derivatives., Since thee&
derivatives are relatively small the effects of inaccuracies in the assumed

values of K should be minor., Equations 15 and 16 will be written in matrix
notation for compactness before normalizing.

c
I
Ejé_ j = morl

The normalized equations for m data points can be obtained directly by scalar
multiplication of each equation of motion by each element in the matrix of

variables in twrn and summing the results, - -
b ‘ T of Zex - (6 + Kx) C'jsc (18)
Sa oo 242 Zd -8+ ®) c,
J€ e ° (8 + k) EJ°(5+I€§Z)E(§+I@?)2_ LC;;_
= ZQCLn o &X € néx
CyD oo °r  1Z héd ,, o
E«CLn"(é*K@})jaL £h5°(9*}§)js=m
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Expanding and simplifying the scalar products and letting Ja AJ + iBJ

= 1, the normalized equations become - -
cmxg zAgc Zhhg * BuBs C%{
S, m Eay + Kig s,
Tah, + BB Ea, + Khy E(0+ fe) ) _Lcjé 1 .
) - (19)
(EE“CL(%;An M %xBn)
= ZECLAn
2 -Cp, (A A, + B B:) + K(AA, + B@‘&Bn)a j=1
'-iwh(_ﬁuBé ~ B Ag)
or i-wh Bg
S;wth(Aa(A‘é + ByBg) j=m
) Similar solutions can be made for obtaining values for the transfer .

function constants given in eguations 12, 13 and 21, Appendix I. The
normalized equations for the constants in the equation for é/@r will be de-
rived first. Rewriting equation 12, Appendix I, and transposing terms to
eliminate fractions gives

A + AD0 + A2D2é = By + ByDd . (20)
To obtain a unique solution for the constants;, it is first necessary to reduce
the number of unknowns by one. Since Ap is almost entirely made up of known
quantities, it is the constant most convenient to eliminate. This can be done
by dividing through by As. Rearranging and placing a bar over the remaining
constants to indicate division by Ap; the equation becomes

o — s o - 7 2 - 20
BO§+ BngK’ = AlDG AO@ = De (21)

Substituting D = iw and writing in matrix notation gives
[J dwd -iwd - é] '§07 - [;_@?é] (22)
B
L5t
o

The normalized equations for m data points can be written directly by the
method given previously.

WADC-TR-52-71 9



Z.8.4

S e iwef S-4-iwd

Z-o (~309)

0 F.iwh (-08) Z(- 9%

o

= > W) o
| lF‘I |

o

= (23)

Expanding the scalar products under the summation symbols and letting
1, the nomllzed equations beOOme

EJ 2 wJJ Ziwdd
s J° 1wJZ(iNJ)
z Jm@fi««(iw@ (- 1)
S 40 ZT- iude
s Fod |
< w01 ud]
S wag-iwe
S w259
J_” AJ + iBJ =
m 0 ZuwBy E—Ae
o 2w ZE-uFA Z-uBg
ZwB; i-wA £w2é2 0
S- 4, E-1Bs o £&

R

W=

0.

ZweA
2&&?Eé

0
2w

(2i)

Similarly, the normalized equations for the constants in the angle of
attack and normal acceleration transfer functions are fourd to be

n 0 ZwB, ZT-A,

o Zw2 E-Pa E-B
S wWhy 5 —uFhy 2l 0
3 By =W 0 b3 @:2

" m 0 S -A, ZwB,

o Zu? £ Py z-ufa_
S-A, z,wan Z n 0
SwB, S-4fA 0w
5 0 £wl E-WE

[ =P
=-uB,
Sw 2n2
0
L z whAn =

WADC~TR-52=71

% =5y,
2] - |2
K 0
1 22

=471 5
: g
Ewlp E
n 0
b3 “waBn Al
= wh E,

e~

(25)

= (26)



APPLICATION OF METHOD AND DISCUSSION OF RESULTS

The least-squares method for vectors was applied to actual flight test
longitudinal response data to obtain values for the stability parameters. The
test aircraft was a twin-engine light bomber-type B-25J and is pictured in
Figure 1, Appendix I. A complete set of frequency response characteristics
for the air speed, altitude, and center of gravity range of this airpldne has
been measured in flight. These measured responses are intended to provide a
store of flight-test data for the development of data reduction methods and
to investigate the possibility of extrapolating the results of limited test
programs, The test methods and instrumentation are described in Reference 5.

The response data, used to demonstrate the application of the methods of
this report, were obtained at an altitude of 10,000 feet; 155 mph indicated air
speed, and with the center of gravity located at 27 per cent of the mean aero-
dynamic chord., The low air speed was selected to provide a large range of
values of the reduced frequency, K, where

(JC
K = 57 (27)

(. is the frequency of oscillation in radians per second.
C is the wing chord, feet
V is the free stream velocity, feet/second .

Unsteady flow effects are, theoretically, a function of the reduced frequency.
The results obtained from this example will give some indication of the possibili-
ty of evaluating these unsteady flow effects from flight-test data.

The measured frequency response characteristics of the aircraft pitching
velocity and normal acceleration to sinusoidal elevator oscillations are given
in Figures 2 and % respectively. OSome of the scatter in the data is zaused by
the small variations in air speed; altitude, and weight that occwurred during the
course of the oscillation tests., The parameters and responses obtained at each
frequency are listed in Table 1, Columns 1, 2, &, 9, 15, 1§, £7, and 2,

Table 1 alsc presents a procedure for obtaining all of the scalar products
and sums of products required for the normalized least=squares equations for
the 1lift and moment derivatives and the pitching velocity, normal acceleration,
and angle-cf-attack tramnsfer functicn constants. When only the stability
derivatives are required, this table can be redwced from 5) columns to LD,

‘A convenient short-cut method of solving simultaneous linear equations
on a desk calculator is outlined in Table 2 and is self-explanatory. The
theory ard development of this method are explained in References 6 and 7.
Basically, it consists of combining the steps that are normally required in
reducing the equations, one variable at a time; into a complete operation for
each element, The advantage, when using a desk calculator, is that the results

WADC--TR-52=71 11



of intermediate steps are retained in the machine; thereby eliminating writing
down the results of each step.

The solution of the normalized equations of motion for the stability
derivatives is outlined in Table 3. The augmented matrix, in this case con-
sists of the matrix of coefficients together with the right-hand columns for
the 1ift equation and the moment equation. The matrix of the coefficients
will be the same for the 1lift and moment equations as shown in the derivatien
(Appendix I). The auxiliary matrix for the coefficients needs only to be cal-
culated once to obtain both the 1lift and the moment derivatives. The second-
right hand column in the awxiliary matrix is found by the same steps as the
first.

By arranging the variables in the equation of motion in the order of
descending magnitude before normalizing, it becomes possible to check the
effect of neglecting the smaller derivatives on the values obtained for the
remaining derivatives, This can be done by assuming that the wvalues of the
derivatives to be neglected are zerc and completing the remaining solution as
before, This is shown in Table 3 where CLé is assumed equal to zero and values

for the remaining 1ift derivatives are found. Then CLé and C1,, are both dropped

to obtain a solution when only Cy is left. This methed will not work if inter-
mediate derivatives are assumed zéro and the remaining derivatives to the right
are not zero,

Te values of the derivatives listed in Table i agree closely tc values
obtained by other methods where comparable data are available, The slope of
the 1ift curve, Clgs Was found to be 5,111 compared to the value of 5.25 from
wind tunnel results (Reference 8). The value of the pitching moment deriva-
tive; Cp , equal to -.553, agrees well with the wind tunnel value of -.525
(Reference 8). : ) .

Theoretically, the 1ift and moment resulting from elevator deflecticn are
related as follows (Reference l):

Cny = = 1t X CL/C = -2,57C

where C = the mean aerodynamic chord

%{
= 9,69 feet for the B-25J

1 = the effective tail length = 25.9 feet for the B-25J.

Tt can be seen that the results in Table 3 where Cp = -1.418 and Cy = 0.556
are in good agreememt with this equation, The same relationship should hold

for the pitching velocity derivatives, however, the agreement is not as good
here for Cmé = =0,270 and CLé = 0,111,

As pointed out in the previocus section, the effect of the rate of change
of the angle of attack is included by an assumed linear relationship with the
rate of pitch derivatives, The derivative, Cy,, 13 so small that it can be
neglected without appreciable effects on the %ilues for the remaining 1ift

WADC-TR=52-T1 12



derivatives, This was verified by actuwally carrying cut the soluticn and ob-
taining values of 5,061, 0,526, and 0,19 fbr’C&xg CE{’ and C1,. respectively.
=)

When the 1ift caused by pitching velocity is not included; the value
found for Cp , is considerably reduced (0,287), although the relative effect
on C;y 1is mﬁ[h less (5.206)., The value for the slope of the lift curve when

the angle of attack is the only variable included, is 5,176, .

One of the reasons that the value found for Cy; is only slightly affected
by neglecting the smaller 1ift derivatives is that%¥he sums of the products

in the normalized equations are predominately composed of the responses in the
low frequency range. At these frequencies;, the angle of attack effect is large,
whereas the amount of 1ift from the elevator deflection and the rate of pitch
are approximately equal and 180 degrees out of phase, thereby having little

net effect. At higher frequencies, these latter derivatives become increasingly
important as their associated variables are relatively large and their relative
phase angle changes,

. At the high frequencies, the effects of other higher order derivatives
such as the 1ift and moment resulting from the angle of attack acceleration,
CI& and C.., , should become appreciable. To examine these effezts the

normalized equations were obtained from the results of a small range of frequency
and solved as in the example in Table 3, The sums of the products from six ad-
jacent frequency points such as 1 through 6, 2 through 7, etc., were taken from
Table 1, The values of the derivatives found in this way are plotted versus she
median frequency of each group in Figures I, and 5. The derivatives fcund in
Table 3 are plotted as dashed lines over the entire frequency range tc provide a
comparison with the overall averages,

~ The angle of attack stability derivatives show consistent trends which can
be attributed to the angle of attack acceleration derivatives. The variables
& and &« are vectors along the same line but 180 degrees out of phase. The re-
sponse caused by the & stability derivatives wilil elther increase or decrease
the effective value of thea stability derivatives depending on the relative
signs, The remaining parameters are surprisingly constant throughout the
frequency range, considering that the theory of unsteady flow indicates varia-
tions of these derivatives with frequency. The scatter in the low frequency
range is believed to be caused by errers in the data resulting freom slight tur-
bulence; although variation in the speed of the aircraft during the oscillation
cycle may have contributed also.

. The normalized 1lift equations for these limited frequency ranges were also
solved neglecting first the CLo and C,, derivatives and then alsc the Cy deriva-
tive. The results are plotted in Fig@e 6. The importance of including these
latter derivatives in the solution at high frequencies is clearly shown in this
graph., Values found for the slope of the 1lift curve are more than double the
theoretically expected size in the high frequency range when these derivatives
are neglected.

The effectiveness of the least-squares process in fitting the esquations of
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motion to the original data can be examined by plotting the phase angles and
amplitudes of the residual vectors for all frequencies., If the equations of
motion include all of the forces that act on the aircraft, the residuals should
consist of small vectors with random phase angles caused by the normal dis-
tribution of errors in measurement. If consistent trends do appear in the plets
of the phase angles of the residuals versus frequency, it should be possible to
find another stability parameter for the equation of motion. This parameter
should be nearly in phase with the residuals. This effect is demonstrated in
Figures 7 a and 7 b, where the phase and amplitudes of the residuals are plotted
for several 1ift equations. The 1lift derivatives are obtained from Table 3,

The top graphs in Figures 7 a2 and 7 b are the amplitudes and phase angles
of the residuals; respectively, when only the lift from angle of attack is con-
sidered. The amplitudes are quite large and the phase angles are mostly in the
vicinity of 200 degrees, Now, since Cy ,acts along the 0 or 180 degree vector
line; it would appear that a value cou %g’be obtained for this parameter., The
effect of including Cy , in the equation of 1ift is shown by the residuals in the
middle graphs, Flguresd% a arnd 7 bo The fit has been improved, as shown by the
decrease in the sum of squares of the amplitudes., However, the phase angles
stilt show a fairly consistent trend., The inclusion of the Cy. and Cp, deriva-

tives reduces the amplitudes of the residuals still further wh? e the scatter
in the phase angles becomes considerably more random.

It is possible that further analysis will reval other derivatives that
will improve the fit of the 1lift or moment equations to the data, Care would
have to be exercised to avoid introducing linear dependencies in the variables .
of motion in order that valid results would be obtained.

The effects of some consistent errors in the measured flight-test data
can be pointed out at this time. Calibration errors in air speed; altitude,
temperature, weight, and the moment of inertia will be consistent for all fre-
quency points. These items appear primarily on the right-hand side of the
normalized equations of motion., Since the equations are linear these errors
will affect all of the stability derivatives by the same percentage. Ilhe true
air speed is also involved in the computation of the angle of attack, so,
additional error will result if this item is not accurate, Control surface de-
flections are difficult to measure accurately because of twist and distortions
in the surface caused by the air loads. Since only the amplitude is usually
in error, the effect on the accuracy of the derivatives is minor., The surface
effectiveness will be in errcr inversely as the error in measurement while the
other parameters will not be affected.

The transfer function constants were alsc computed from flight test data
using average values of the flight conditions and flight test values of the
stability derivatives., These computations are shown in Table 7. The computed
values of the constants are compared in Table & with those obtained directly
from the normalized equations., The agreement is good for most constants al-
though there is apprecisble difference 1n several cases such as BO The effect

of these differences was examined by plottlng the transfer functions for the
pitching velocity in Figure &, The results are in very close agreement throughout
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the frequency range. The actual flight test results are plotted in Figure &
also to show the ®"fit® obtained by the two methods, The transfer function
equations fair the fiight test data very closely in all respects except for
the amplitude ratio in the low frequency range.

The individual data points could be weighted, prior to normalizing, by a
factor proportional to their relative accuracy of measurement. It can be
seen that this would improve the accuracy of the parameters that are obpained
in the solution since the effect of the less accurate data in the normalized
equations would be decreased, The errcrs in the data cbtained from flight
test are predominantly of an incremental nature resulting from reading in-
accuracies. In the normalized equations for the stability dsrivatives, the
weighting is automatically included by summing the data directly as measured.

In the normalized equations for the transfer function constants the results
of high frequency oscillations comprise the largest part of the coefficients as
a result of the high powers of the frequency that are invelved, Since the re-
sponses in this frequency range are small these results are probably less ac-
curate and therefore should have less weight, That this might be the case is
indicated by the comparison of the plots of the transfer function equation
using constants from the least-squares solution and of the actual flight data
(Figure 8).

The effect of increasing the weight of low frequency data points was in-
vestigated to determine whether the nfit" in this region could be improved,
This was done quite simply by including only the first 17 data points in the
normalized equations, These results are also included in Table 8., 1In most
cases these values are in close agreement with those obtained from the previous
golution, The frequency response characteristics for the pitching velccity from
these constants corresponded so closely to those already shown in Figure & that -
it was not possible to plot the resulis as a separate curve.

The consistent results obtained throughcout this investigation give a strong
indication of the validity and accuracy of the aercdynamic theory, flight test
measurements, and data analysis methods, For example, the constants, A and A_,

are common to each of the three transfer function equations investigated. The
data for the rate of pitch and the normal acceleration were obtained simultan-
ecusly but by independent measurements. Yet the agreement in the values of these
constants obtained from these two sources is quite good as also is the wvalue

found by substituting stability derivatives and flight conditions inte the theo-
retical expression for these constants (Table 8),.

The piots of the derivatives in Figures I and 5 are other illustrations of
these consistent results, 8ince the data selected for each set of derivatives
covered only a very small frequency range the equations for the six data points
in each group are nearly the same in magnitude. 1In other words, the equations
are nearly parallel and therefore the results are highly sensitive to errors,
The values plotted in these figures show little scatter, however, The magni-
tude of the normal acceleration residuals in the lower graph, Figure 7 a, com-
pared to the size of the measured data in Figure 3 is another example, Note
that the scale in Figure 7 a is five times as large as Figure 3,
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The method of least squares for vectors alsc provides a possibility of
solving for the aircraft longitudinal moment of inertia, The transfer function
A, is directly proportional to the moment of inertia. All the remaining con-
stants are divided by in the solution of the normalized equations, There-
fore, the values found for those constants which are not a function of I, before
division by .5..2'1'111 be inversely proportional to the moment of inertia., These
inclide K, Bys B, T, Eog’ and E;. By keeping all the other flight conditions
constant and obta}.nirig data at two values of the moment of inertia differing
by a known increment; it is possible to arrive at an explicit solution for the
total momemt of inertia for each of these constants.

WADC-TR-52-71 16



CONCLUSI ONS

The method of least~squares for vectors provides a method for evaluating
aircraft longitudinal stability derivatives from frequency response data pro-
vided the linear dependency existing between the variables of motion is eliminatec,
The assumption of a linear relationship between the angle of attack rate and
pitching rate 1ift and moment derivatives eliminated this, dependency anqd gave
acceptable results, This method of least—squares can also be used to find value:
from flight test fregquency response data for the constants in the aircraft trans .
fer function equations,

The 1ift caused by pitching velocity must be included for conventiocnal air-
craft in order to obtain reasonable values for the lift resulting from elevator
deflection.

The use of vector algebra greatly simplifies the numerical computation re-
qQuired to obtain the normalized equations.
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APPENDIX I
DERIVATION OF LONGITUDINAL DYNAMIC RESPONSE EQUATIONS

The motion of an aircraft in flight is prescribed by aerodynamic, pro-
pulsive, gravitational, and inertial forces. The equations of motion of an
aircraft for small perturbations from a steady-state flight condition have
been derived in considerable detail in Reference 9. For the dynamic motien
considered in this report, the incremental changes in forward velocity are
considered negligible, The system of axes are fixed in the body during the
motion with the longitudinal or X axis being parallel to the flight path
during level flight. Nose-up moments and angular displacements; velocities,
and accelerations are positive, Normal acceleration and force components are.
positive downwards, Elevator displacements and hinge moments are positive
when the trailing edge is moved dowrwards,

The equations for the pitching and normal acceleration degrees of free--
dom can now be derived in the form that was found most convenient for analyzing
flight-test response data,

N = Iy'é (1)
F, = ma, (2)

where M is the sum of the aerodynamic moments about the lateral axis, pound
feet,

Iy is the aircraft moment of inertia about the lateral axis, slugwfeete
6 1is the aircraft pitching acceleration, :ﬂ::tdian/sec:w::nd2

F, is the sum of the aerodynamic forces along the vertical axis; pounds
m is.t.he aireraft mass, slugs

a, is the aircraft vertical acceleration, fee*t;/sec‘;cmd2

The important incremental variables of aircraft motion that are capable
of producing aerodynamic moments about the lateral axis are the angle of attack
(x), the elevator deflection (4 ), the pitching velocity (é)s and the rate of
change of angle of attack (x), Usually, only the angle-of-attack and the
elevator deflection are considered important in prodweing normal accelerations.
In the higher frequencies of the range being considered, the 1ift resulting
from pitching velocity also becomes an appreciable part of the total 1ift and
is, therefore, included in the development of the equations of motion. The
1ift resulting from e« has small effect on the aircraft motion but, since its
inclusion simplifies the analysis of the flight-test data, it will be retained
here,

Equations 1 and 2 can now be written in the form of moment and 1lift
coefficient equations,
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1pvP s0uc LPPscd + ¢, 1fvesco + 0y LfvPscx = I8 | (3)
L AR % ng2! g2 y
102 1o2g S ipy?s8 + ¢ Llfv-sx = -men (L)
¢, =fv¥sx + ¢ xfVsd + ¢, =frsé =
where C_ or C 5 i =, d, b, or« are the respective moment or lift co-

efficien%s or, fiore generally, stabilitv derivatives, "
P is the air density, slugs/feet’

V is the true velocity, feet/second

S is the wing area, square feet

C is the mean aerodynamic chord (mac), feet

n is the normal acceleration, g's

2
g is the acceleration due to gravity, 32.2 feet/second

Trénsposing the common terms to the right hand side and letting

h = zxy//’vescg second (5)

cp = 2me/fV°S I
the equations become

C“b:a + Cmc(J+ Cmé o + Cn&o‘t = ho@ (7)

Crax+C,d +C,_ 6 +C. & =-Cpn (8)
W LT Tk g -

If the elevator deflectiond o 18 considered as an input forecing function,
a simultaneous algebraic solution of these equations of motion will define the
regsponse of any variable of the aircraft motion. This solution will be ex~-
pressed as the ratio of two polynomials in D, the differential operator;, d/dt,

and corresponds to the transfer function equation as given in servomechanism
theory,

The normal acceleration, a_, is related to the rate of change in the
angle between the horizontal and the tangent to the flight path, ¥ . This
is a result of the fact that velocity is a vector and an acceleration occurs
when the direction of the velocity is changed.

a, = ng = V= V& =~8)orn-= g‘(é’:mé) | (9)
The equations can now be expressed in oparatiohal form.
C..-hD)e = -C (10
(cu}xa»c%in)ew(m6 ) nyd’ ) )
(CI@( + C]@[D + 2713) & + (CLé - QT)Q = =CI2{
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whereT = m/f VS, second.

Solution of the operational equations by use of determinants yields the transfer
functions

: B, + B.D
ia O 1 . (12)
d AO + AlD + A2D .
o CA + C.D
PR - (13)
AO+A1D+A2D
- -C_C + 27¢C
where A, CQmeé m "Lg Ty (1h)
A= C. Q. +2TC. =hC, =C_C.., +2TC (15)
1 g Mg mg T« mt Le Ty
Ap = mth&mz’r‘h (16)
Bp= C;r C, =C, C 17
0 Iéf n Iéch (17)
B, = C C, =C_C =2TC (1)
oy kY Y
Co= CuCy =0C, C =2TC (19)
0 n}{Lé IE{IIIe mJ .

The transfer function for the normal acceleration is obtained by combining
equations 12 and 13,

vV x 8 E D + E.D°
e e @
8 AO+ AqD + ASD
where EO = %VBO/g = V(C%{C%x = CE’CWK)/g (22)

= = - C € C
By = VG - B/g= ViCyOlry =0yl O ing * Prgn)/e  (23)

E, = VW/g = VhCIér/g (2L)

The amplitude ratio and phase angle lag of any variable in response to a
sinusoidal oscillation of the elevator can be obtained from the transfer
function equations. These will be derived for the pitching rate only, as the
procedure is the same for the remaining variables., The elevator angle is
expressed as a function of time

L= A sin wt | (25)

where]J]is the peak positive value of the elevator deflection in radians.
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tJ is the angular velocity of the oscillation in radians per second.

Then § _ Bp * 31D > |{] sin wt (26)
AOY + AlD + ASD

For sinusoidal motion the differential operator, D can be replaced by iw,
where 1 is the imaginary unit, -1, '
o Bn + iwB
Now & = O 1 || sinwt (ar)
(Ag = AP) + iy

The complex numbers in the numerator and denominator can be expressed as
vectors in the complex plane having an amplitude and a phase angle, that is;,

L)

A + iB =r’ei¢

where [~ = VAQ + 32 (28)

g = tan™t

Bof -H.cJZBl IJ} . ) ) .
= : sin (Wt - ¢, + & (D
2 2, 2 : 1 2
(AOwAQUZ‘) ~Way
where §, « !
By
¢2 = tanml “ﬂAl
AO - A

The condition that must be satisfied in order that a unique set of wvalues
will exist for the stability derivatives in equations 7 and & is that the
coefficients of the derivatives must be linearly independent. This is expressed
mathematically by stating that the determinant of the coefficients of n equa-
tions with n unknowns shall be non-zero, The determinant of ccefficients that
must be considered in this case is the same for the moment and 1ift equations
and is . .
a1 01 &
&o Je éz 6{2
a3 d3 033
%) d 1, Ol &y

This determinant can be shown to be equal to zero because of the relationship

= A (30)
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given by equations 8 and 9. Solving equation & for o« gives

c L C1, . Crg
ainmc_l'nia.ci&m_‘*eimgfioc (31)
L Tk I T
= Kng + Ky * Kséi + Kty R
where K, = - g_l',; etco. 1i=1, 2, 3, Lo
LI
Substitution of equation 31 in A gives 4
<K1n1¥1§1°?1 (Epd))d16p6y | [(K361)d 1601 |  (Kyy)d1600y
A -[(Kang¥edae| | |(Kado)fo0zxa | 4 [(K302)d20mma | o f(Kigo)f 200
(ko s | * [(kadz)s 3093%3|  |(K383)d 3093 | (ogis) st 9
(K 0L [ [(KedlALOIRL | [(x38) 18| | (KigkL)dLolskiy

The three determinants to the right are equal to zero since each has two
columns that are in constant proportion. In the same manner the remaining
determinant can also be shown to be equal to zero by the substitution of

g(&i—é() for ny in equation 32,
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TABLE 3

SA¥PLE SOLUTION OF NORMALIZED EQUATIONS FOR STABILITY DERIVATIVES

Colums Summed in Table 1 to Obtain Augmented Matrix:

@ @ D) -© -@ :
@ZD m QE» "QE; -<59
(See Theory, Equation 19) :
Augmented Matrix:
20.72385 -2,1065) 17.89218 107.27281 ~13,320576
-2,1865), 22 -13.3578), -1.65182 -18,33820
-17.89218 -43.3578L, 169.81986 91.%212)2 5.79131
Awiliary Matrix:
20.72385 ~,10165 86337 5.1763l, -.6206
-2,1065] 21.78587 -1,90670 «28699 -.50383%
17.89218 -41.53%912 75.16967 .14125 = 26959
Solutions from Auxiliary Matrix
cLé = .1l125
cL = .28699 - .14125 x (-1.90670) = .55631
J .
cL = 5,1763L - 11125 x .86337 - .5563L x (-.10165) = 5,1109)
‘&
Cm° = "026959
-
cmﬂr = -.90383 -~ (-.260%9) x (-1.90670) = -1,1,1786
qu = -,64206 - (-.26959) x 86337 - (-1.441786) x (-.10165) = -.553)2

If CL -is assumed to = 0, then:
8

C, = +28699
Céi = 5.1763L - .28699 x (~,10165) = 5,20551
If C; and C, are assumed to = O, then:
L Ly
CI = 5,1763,
&
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TABLE L

SAVPLE SOLUTION FOR THE PITCHING VELOCITY TRANSFER FUNCTION CONSTANTS

Columns Summed in Table 1 to Obtain Augmented Matrix:
m 0 @ -@ -@;D .
0 @ -9 -® -G
@ -® &) 0 0
- -®& - o @ ®

(Reference Theory, Equation 2l)

. Augmented Matrix:

o2 0 100.54611 30,1538, 295.11151
0 679.0712 295.11151 -100.54611 -4690.1187

100.54611 295.,1151 960.15451 0 0
30.1538) -100.54611 0 82.81077 960.15451

Auxiliary Matrix:

22 0 L.57027 1.37062 13. 12779
0 679.0712 ;3502 -.1,806 -6.90666

100.54611 295.41151 372,12172 -.25279 1.85475
30.1538) -100.54611 -9),.07162 8.81),09 1. 004,56

Solutions from Auxiliary Matrix:

A L. 00456

K, - |

Ki = 1.85475 - L.00L56 x (-.25279) = 2.86706

ﬁi = -6.90666 - 1,.00456 x (~.1L806) - 2,86706 x .L3502 = -7.56097
ﬁb = 13.02779 - L.0OLS6 x 1.37062 - 2.86706 x 4.57027 = -5.16,18
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TABLE 5

SAMPLE SOLUTION FOR ANGLE OF ATTACK TRANSFER FUNC TLON CONSTANTS

Columns Summed in Table 1 to Obtain Augmented Matrix:

@

2.91508

“72 ] 87690
~L11.54),32
0

73 ,66311

-3,31258
-.6060L
1.98562
14, 16667

m 0 -@
0 € -@
@ @ 0
(See Theory, Bquation 25)
Augmented Matrix:
22 ' 0 29.3122l, 22,1065
0 679.0712 -72.87690 -29,.3)22L
29.3L22) -72.87690 73%.66311 o]
2,1065L -29.3422), 0 20,72385
Auxiliary Matrix:
22 0 1.33373 -09575
0 ) 679,0712 -,10731 -.044320
29.3422) -72.87690 26.70806 -.22307
2,1065L  -29.3L22) -5.95827 17.925L5
Solutiong from Auxiliary Matrix:
KO = )1, 16667
Ki = 1,98562 - (-.22307) x L.16667 =
61 =
60 = -3.31258 - .09575 x L,.16667 - 1.33373 x 2.91508 =

WADC-TR-52-71
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-.6060L - (-.04320) x L.16667 - (-.10731) x 2.91508 = -,11322

=7.59U7



TABLE 6

. SAMPLE SOLUTION FOR NORMAL ACCELERATION TRANSFER FUNCTION CONSTANTS

Colums Summed in Table 1 to Obtain Augmented Matrix:

m 0 -® @ -@ -G
0 @ -2 -G? 0 -G)
-©® -€9 ® 0 G3 D)

@9 -6 0 GL -GD 0
-@) 0 ) - @D D),

(Reference Theory, Equation 26)

Augmmted Matrix:

22 0 -6.91452 -227.21809 -679,0712 955,147050
0 679,0712  227.21809  955.447050 0 L195.8905
-6.91452 227,21809 1070,17.5.4 0 -955.,47050 1ol1.9625
-227.21809 955.47050 0 l9L1.9625  1195.8905 0 :
-679.0712 0 -955.47050 L195.8905  L8370.050 -63366,258

Auxiliary Matrix:

22 0 -.31429 -10.32809 -20,86687 L3.4304L7

0 679,0712 « 331,60 1.)0702 0 6.17886
-6.91)52 227.21809 991.97L20 ~.39,,27 -1.17835 3,869%6
-227.21809 955.47050 -391.11280 1096.66347 -2.,98951 L1.99,99
-697,0712 0 -1168.89579 -3278.,7851 16230.83L9 -+ 79940

Solutions from Auxiliary Matrix:
E2 = - 0799h-0
A = 2,60518
Y = 3.95l53
E = 1,19013

L46.90L90
WADC-TR-52~71 : 2
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TABLE 7

TRANSFER FUNC TION CONSTANTS COMPUTED
FROM FLIGHT DATA

Parameters Obtained From Flight Test Datas

»

2
.180 sec c

h - = =,553 c = 5.111
ave mcx 1&

Tave = 3000 SeC CmJ = “’10}418 CL = 0556

Vave = 265 ft/sec | Cmé = =,270 sec CLé = o110 sec
g = 32.2 ft/secc  C_ = ~.122 sec C.. =  .063 sec

Transfer Function Constants Calculated from Flight Test Parameters:

2.
Y 0 -
K l =
B’O =
ﬁl =
ﬁo =
Ul =
£, =
B -
E2 =

WADC~-TR-52-71

hCp ~2hT= -1,091 sec?

&
(CLoché - C‘%x CL; +2TCx )/a, = Le28k ec ™2
(CI&Cmg + 27‘(;;115 "“hCLoc - Cm&cLé + 2T cx&/A2 = 2,998 sec::“ls
(Clc'?m« ) CIbch}/ by = ~6.399 sec” )
(CH&CLJ - cI&ch -~ 27”ch) /A2 = 7,816 sec
(c ng?La - Cra?mé - QTC‘% VA, = =T.T52 sec™
hCLJ/Aa = =0,092 sec‘“l
V(C"ér Cr. - QLJCmq)/’gAZ . 52.33l sec

. = Cy Cpo c . ~ O )
v(chCLé ~Cléf my * AIJC%[ + crmc%f)/gA2 0,527 sec

VnC, /gA, = <0.755
Ly 2
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TABLE 8

TRANSFER FUNC TTON CONSTANTS FROM FLIGHT TEST DATA

2
= (go + EiD)/(Kb + D +D )

YA .
From Data Points From Data Points From Stability
1 through 22 1 through 17 Derivatives, Table 7
K 5 4,005 3.8L0 L.23L
Kl 2,867 2.917 2.998
§O =5.16l ~5,116 ~6.3%
B-l ‘“70561 "7 0778 "7 0816
&/ = (5. +C.D)/(E +ED+0°)
(4 0 1 0 1
"A’O L.167 Le174
Il 2,915 2,959
g, ~7.599 ~7.732 ~7.752
6’1 =0,113 0,122 -0,092
- - - - 2
n/p = (E0+E1D+E2D )/(Ey + KD + D)
KO 3,950 4,188
Kl 2,605 2,889
EO 116.905 51,211 52,33l
‘El 1.190 0.L,85 0.527
E2 =00799 ~0.655 =0,755
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