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NOMENCLATURE

A Missile reference area, cm2.
C,  Total missile roll moment coefficient.

C,  Static roll driving moment coefficient.

C, Linear roll damping moment coefficient.
C, Induced roll moment coefficient.

(Cz +iCy;)  Complex transverse aerodynamic moment expressed in the non-rolling frame.

C.,(v} Roll-orientation-dependent restoring moment coefficient.

Cn Restoring moment coefficient derivative.
o
Cn Unmodulated restoring moment coefficient derivative.
&0
! (C, *+C, ) Pitch damping coefficient derivative.
q &
k Ch -Chm ,:Ch Coefficients of the roll arientation-dependent static moment expansion.
E N T
Cn Linear magnus moment coefficient derivative.
pa
Cn(y)  Roll orientation-dependent normal force coefficient.
Cn Unmodulated normal force coefficient derivative.
0’0
Cn Cn Coefficients of the roll orientation-dependent normal force expansion.

¥ 82 ’ Y 84
Cgn(y)  Roll orientation dependent side-force coefficient.
C,m{y)  Roll orientation-dependent side-moment coefficient.

C,m (1) Roll orientation-dependent side-moment coefficient derivative.
24

sm. s Linear, roll orientation-dependent side-moment coefficient derivative.
N

(Cy +iCy)  Complex transverse force coefficient expressed in the non-rolling frame.

d  Missile reference diameter, cm.

e




Cxn, k;z(c;q +Ch.)-

o
Missile polar and transverse moments of inertia, Kgm-m2,
Nutation and precession modal vectors.

Initial values of the nutation and precession modal vectors.

Missile axial radius of gyration.

Missile transverse radius of gyration.

Nutation and precession modal amplitudes.

Missile mass, kg.

g )

\' ly )

Roll rate, rad/sec.

pd/V.

Missile angular velocity expressed in non-rolling frame.
Steady-state roll rate.

Dynamic pressure, 1/2pV2.

—kt'ZC,*n_'&z.
R/(w) —w,).

TR 2CEA (7).

I

y
N L4+ -1
N‘Yﬁz(lx 1)

Nondimensional arclength.

..2 *
cy +k°C
Nc‘o a mpa
Fast time scale.
Slow time scales.

Time, sec.
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(u,V,w) Missile velocity vector expressed in the non-rolling frame.
V  Magnitude of the missile velocity, m/sec.
(X,y,2) Inertial frame coordinates.
(X,Y,2,) Missile-fixed coordinate frame.

X, ?, 2,) Missile non-rolling coordinate frame.

GREEK SYMBOLS ]
ar  Total angle of attack.
v  Cross flow orientation relative to cruciform.

u/V.

U

8  Magnitude of the complex angle of attack.
€  Smallness parameter.
61,0, Nutation and precession mode slowly varying phase.

A Detuning parameter.

=

Complex transverse angular velocity expressed in the non-rolling frame.

¢  Complex angle of attack expressed in the missile-fixed frame.

weed

Complex angle of attack expressed in the non-rolling frame.

p  Air density kgm/m3.

¢  Missile roll orientation. ;
¢, Missile initial roll orientation. 3
Y(s)  Total phase of the planar motion amplitude. ;

¥;  Total phase of the j*h modal amplitude, k.

vyt
wj  Frequency of i modal amplitude k. )
i i )
; w  dwi/dT,.
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MATHEMATICAL NOTATION
] ( ) Denotes differentiation with respect to non-dimensional arclength.

(") Denotes differentiation with respect to time,

(7) Denotes matrix.

(")  Denotes quantities expressed in the non-rolling frame.

(") Denotes the complex conjugate.

| | Denotes the magnitude of a complex or vector quantity.
Im  Imaginary part.
Re  Real part.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

The angular motion of a finned missile has long been the subject of extensive experimental and analytical
investigations. Much of this work has been a part of the normal aerodynamic design phases of both guided and
unguided missiles. However, all too often, the more serious and ambitious of these investigations are undertaken as
a direct result of unexpected flight failures, at the expense of time and resources already invested in the design. In
hindsight, these flight instabilities are often found to arise from fundamental inadequacies in the missile design or
failure on the part of the designer to recognize an important mechanism of aerodynamic coupling.

One of the most severe types of flight instabilities encountered in the free flight of a finned missile is described
by large-amplitude angular motion when the missile rolling velocity is in the vicinity of the missile natural frequency
(fundamental resonance). This undesirable behavior has been shown to arise as a result of the aerodynamic coupling
which exists between the vehicle axial and transverse aerodynamics. This so-called “roll-yaw coupling” has been
responsible for the anomalous behavior of several contemporary configurations and, in some instances, has resulted
in unacceptable dispersion levels so as to severely degrade weapon effectiveness.

In spite of the vast amount of literature available on the subject, a complete and thorough understanding of
the phenomenon has successfully eluded the flight dynamicist for many years. While there have been significant
contributions made in recent years!~7 in the form of partial solutions, the problem to date. in three degrees of
freedom, remains unsolved.

While previous works have treated the possibility of missile resonant behavior in the vicinity of fundamental
resonance, they have all had one basic assumption in common: the existence of a small configurational asymmetry,
which acts as a harmonic forcing function and is the cause of the subsequent resonant behavior.

If one considers the resonance phenomenon in a somewhat more general light, it seems plausible that the
inherent lack of complete axial symmetry introduced by the presence of the fins has the potential for introducing
resonant behavior. Missile transient response, in the presence of roll-orientation-dependent aerodynamics. at a
number of critical rolling velocities, is precisely the subject of this report. By an analysis of the yawing motion.
with the rolling motion known 2 priori and vice versa, an understanding of coupling mechanisms introduced by the
roll-dependent aerodynamics may be gained.

The general case of the angular motion of a symmetric missile having nonlinear roll orientation-dependemt
aerodynamics, cubic in angle of attack, and constant roll rate is treated via the method of muitiple scales. Using
the resulting first-approximate solution, missile transient response is investigated and three critical roll rates are
identified at zero spin, resonance, and one-half rescnant spin. Plane autonomous system theory is used to exhibit
the nature of the motion and its dependence on initial conditions.

The induced rolling motion of a cruciform missile with a-priori yawing motion is then studied, using a gener-
alized version of the method of multiple-time scaling to obtain the conditions for roll entrainment. Solutions are
shown to be singular at zero spin. resonance, and one-half resonant spin;and additional solutions valid in the vicinity
of these roll rates are generated.

Finally, the full nonlinear problem of combined pitch-yaw-roll motion, with roll orientation-dependent axial
and transverse aerodynamics, is studied, with no a priori assumptions regarding the motion. Cri..cal roll rates are
identified and useful stability criteria are derived.




CHAPTER 11

EQUATIONS OF MOTION AND AERODYNAMIC MOMENT EXPANSIONS

A. EQUATIONS OF TRANSVERSE ANGULAR MOTION

In order to introduce the subject and gain insight into the problem, the equations of motion of a rigid, cruci-
form, free-flight missile having both aerodynamic and inertial symmetry are presented. In the work that follows,
use will be made of three frames of reference: an inertial frame, a missile-fixed system, and the “aeroballistic”’ or
nonrolling system.

The (x, y, z) coordinate system of Figure 1 is an inertial frame, with freestream velocity V directed along the
x-direction. The niissile-fixed frame (X, Y, Z) is an orthogonal system, rigidly attached to the missile, with the
X-axis along the longitudinal axis of symmetry, the Y-axXis containing a fin, and the Z-axis completing the triad.
It is convenient to express the equations of motion in terms of dynamical quantities defined in the “‘aeroballistic”
system, (X, Y. Z), which is allowed to pitch and yaw with the missile but does not roll. Transformation of vector
quantities between the missile-fixed and nonrolling systems is then completely specified by a rotation about the
missile X-axis through the roll angle & defined by

¢ = fpdt 2.1)

where p is the missile roll rate and t, time.

Many excellent developments of the equations of motion of a symmetric missile can be found in the literature
and for the sake of brevity will not be repeated here. Instead, the nonzenclature and results of Reference 8 will be
used in writing the equations of angular motion in the nonroiling coordinate system in terms of the translational
(u, ¥, W) and rotational (p, q. T') velocity components expressed in that frame. From Reference 8 the exact
equations of missile angular motion, with constrained center of gravity may be written*

- iy

+ Pyt 3
¢} +ic} (2.2)

~t

a - iPi

KTHCE +iCR) (23)
where the complex angle of attack, EN and the complex angular velocity, g, are given by

vV o+ iw
v (Q4)

e

_ _(d+if)d

i = (2.5)

* Assumptions of constant velocity and the omission of gravity are implicit in the use of Equations (2.2) and (2.3).
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27

2.8)

In compliance with the methods of Reference 8, the independent variable t has been replaced by the nondimensional

arclength, s, defined by

=N
s-fddt

Q9

with ( )’ denoting differentiation with respect to s. The complex moment coefficient in the nonrolling frame

(C; +iCy) has been multiplied by the density factor (pAd/2m)




-+ e,

pAd
m

(C;‘;—""'C%) = (Cﬁ\ +iCi). (2.10) | :

RPN

-~

Now for small angles of attack, the quantity, v, is essentially constant at a value of unity since

32 =1 - 82 (2.11)

where § represents the magnitude of §. Therefore, if attention is restricted to small-amplitude motion, the effect of
the geometrical nonlinearities 4 and 7 /¥ may be approximated by8

7 =1 (2.12)
and
¥y =0. (2.13)

With the elimination of these geometrical nonlinearities, the only task remaining is a specification of the functional
; form of the aerodynamics.

B. AERODYNAMIC FORCE AND MOMENT EXPANSIONS

In the case of a cruciform missile, the static restoring moment is not only a function of the angle of attack !
but is also dependent on the orientation of the plane of the angle of attack relative to the cruciform, as shown !

2 in Figure 2. Experimentally, this modulation of the static restoring moment with roll angle is observed to be quite
small, for most low-aspect-ratio missile configurations.~1!1 Typical variations of static restoring moment with roll !
orientation are shown plotted in Figures 3 and 4. i
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z 2 Y. Z — NON-ROLLING

reed

AFT LOOKING FORWARD

Figure 2. -- Roll-Orientation-Dependent Aerodynamics
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In addition to static moment variations, experiment has also shown the existence of a roll-orientation-dependent
side moment and its corresponding side force. This “induced” side moment is caused by the lack of complete axial
symmetry introduced by the presence of the fins. Thus, when the cross-flow vector impinges on an asymmetric
body cross section, at specific roll orientation angles a side-moment arising from this asymmetric pressure distribu-
tion results. For typical low-aspect-ratio configurations, wind tunnel tests have shown these side forces and moments
to be reasonably approximated by harmonic functions of the roll orientation angle, y.1! Typical variations of side-
force and side-moment with roll orientation are shown in Figures 3 and 4.

Given some rather basic assumptions concerning the origin of the fluid forces acting on a missile possessing
n-gonal symmetry, Maple and Synge!2 have shown that simple rotational and reflectional symmetry considerations
can sometimes place unexpected restrictions on the functional form of the missile aerodynamic force and moment
system.

The basic hypotheses of the theory are twofold. The first is the aerodynamic hypothesis;13 i.c., the aerody-
namic forces and moments acting on the missile are completely specified by the instantaneous translational and
rotational velocity of the missile relative to the fluid. The second is the assumption that these forces and moments
may be represented by a power series expansion in the transverse translational and angular velocity components of
the missile. In recent years, the validity of the aerodynamic hypothesis has come under scrutiny, and in some
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instances, modifications to the theory have been proposed. Considerations of such mechanisms as nose-generated
vorticity and its interaction with the aft body have suggested the possible inclusion of terms that would reflect the
recent history of the flow as well as its present state. Nevertheless, over the years, the theory has essentially remained
intact, providing the mathematical framework for the basic aerodynamic force and moment expansion.

Only the basic results of the theory are presented herein. A development of the static, roll-orientation-
dependent force and moment expansions may be found in the appendix. For a general treatment of the subject, the

reader is referred to the original work of Maple and Synge,!2 as well as a somewhat abridged version by Zaroodny.14

The essence of the method is embodied in the observance of the aerodynamic force and moment expansion
under coordinate transformation. The physical reasoning of these operations may be summarized as:

a. The aerodynamic force and moment expansion, in the nonrolling system, must remain invariant under roll
transformations through an angle 2a/N, where N is the number of planes of rotational symmetry (fins).

b. The aerodynamic force ard moment expansions are *‘antisymmetric” under a reflection of the coordinate

Roll Angle (References 10 and 11)

system about a plane containing a fin (cruciform missile).
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If these operations are performed for a cruciform missile and attention is restricted to the static-roll-
orientation-dependent terms of the first harmonic in 4y, the following force and moment contributions (to fifth
order in §) result:

: ={_r 2 -i4
(C;,""ICZ)—[(.N +CN 625817+CN

Sl ]E (2.14)
Xy R 78

and

Rl Cm,,5464ei41 + ]g (2.15)

Equations (2.14) and (2.15) offer a considerable amount of information concerning the form of the roll-orientation-
dependent aerodynamics of a symmetric cruciform missile.

First, it can be seen that the terms linear in angle of attack are free of any y-dependence. From this fact, it
follows that the effects of roll orientation must be limited to terms cubic in the angle of attack and higher. Terms
of lower order in & are incapable of disceraing the presence of the fins. Secondly, if Equations (2.14) and (2.15) are
expanded into real and imaginary parts, it is seen that for expansions third orderin & and lower, the “in-plane” and
“out-of-plane” components due to roll orientation must be equal. For example, the in-plane component of
Equation (2.15) is given by

in-plane o

= — 3 S
C C o+ mez& Cosdy + Cm7545 Cosdy + ... (2.16)

m m
0
while tne out-of-plane component may be written

=-C_ ,83Sindy~C_ .85Sindy + ... 2.17
Mayyt-of-plane m, 52 Y m,s4 Y ( )
It is easily seen that descriptions of the roll orientation-dependent static moment, up to third order in &, must have
the side moment and modulation component of the restoring moment equal in magnitude.

In the study of roll orientation-dependent forces and moments that follows, terms up to third order in § and
harmonic in 4y will be retained.

With the static-roll-orientation-dependent forces and moments defined, inclusion of aerodynamic damping
(Cmq +Cm d)’ and a linear magnus moment, Crrlp o Tesults in the total aerodynamic force and moment system to
be considered.

(Cy+iC3) =|-Cx  +Cy zaze"“*]g (2.18)
a, L2
(Cy +iCh) = {-ic;‘a + ic’,‘,‘761<52<=-i“7 + c;‘ma]z - icmdg' + c:nqa (2.19)
o

Incorporation of Equations (2.18) and (2.19" into the equations of motion with the assumptions of constant
velocity, small geometrical angles (¥ = 1), and the omission of gravity terms® yields a second-order differential
equation in the complex angle of attack

~

£+ (H-iP)F' ~ (M+iPT)f = (R+iPS,)8% 7E + 3C}, 52e‘.ze-“‘v(g)'gi (2.20)
Y




where
-2
= _ * *
H = CN% (c% + Cm&)kl @21
= k-2C*
M =k Cmao (222)
T=cCy +kC; 223
R, *4Ch,, (223)
= -20%
R = -k (2.24) ;
and ‘
* 4IY
= - - 2
- ch o] -

The axial and transverse radii of gyration are denoted by k, and k, respectively, and (7) denotes the complex
conjugate. Note that the right-hand side of Equation (2.20) is composed of both lift and moment terms which are
nonlinear in angle of attack. These nonlinearities are partially a resuit of the complex exponential ¢4 a5 well as
the nonlinear angle of attack dependence, as expressed in the Maple-Synge expansion. i

C. DYNAMICS AND AERODYNAMICS OF ROLLING MOTION

The equation of rolling motion of a symmetric missile is also taken from Reference 8 and may be written
simply as

Lp = q AdC (2.26)
X 9. ?

where C, is the total aerodynamic roll moment coefficient, which, for the purpose of the present analysis, is taken
as the sum of a linear damping and a static aerodynamic roll moment, CQS.

3
3
'
5
4

d
Co = Cp, %7+ Co (2.27)

Now if the Maple-Synge symmetry arguments are applied in the case of the roll aerodynamics of a cruciform

p missile, it may be shown that the static roll moment terms must take the form (see the appendix)
F o0 oo o0
, Cog = Z Cod2t + Z 54N )_ 82¢By, Sin 4Ny (2.28)
=0 N=1 =0

While this particular expansion is based on tetragonal symmetry, it does not require missile reflectional symmetry
and hence can be used to account for fin misalignment.

Now if Equation (2.28) is expanded for the lowest-order terms (€ = 0) and terms quintic in angle of attack and
higher are omitted, it may be incorporated into Equation (2.26) to yield the differential equation of rolling motion
to be considered




. d
b = qAd {cgo * O+ Oy BY Sy } (2.29)

where the coefficients in the formal Maple-Synge expansion have been replaced with the more familiar Cgo
(roll driving), and C,__, (induced roll). It should be noted that while Equation (2.29) contains the lowest-order
terms which describe the induced roll moment, the 82, 54 dependence of the roll driving moment coefficient has
been omitted, since these terms display no roll orientation dependence. Hence their retention was not considered
essential in the present study of induced rolling motion.

Typical induced rolling moment coefficient behavior with roll angle is shown plotted in Figure 5 together with
yaw moment coefficient data taken on a cruciform missile configuration at subsonic Mach numbers. Also shown
plotted are the analytical approximations to the data which resulted from a least-squares fit with the Maple-Synge
functional form.
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CHAPTER 111
ANGULAR MOTION WITH PRESCRIBED ROLLING MOTION

A. NONRESONANT SOLUTIONS

1 The full nonlinear problem of pitch, yaw, and rolling motion, in the presence of roll orientation-dependent
aerodynamics is the ultimate objective of this analysis. However, it will be instructive in what follows to partially
decouple the motion by considering the transverse angular motion with the rolling motion prescribed a priori. While
this is not representative of the free-flight condition, it hopefully will exhibit the effects of the roll-dependent forces
and moments on missile stability and provide insight that will be useful in the solution of the full coupled problem.

In this chapter a solution is sought to the differential equations of yawing motion, in the presence of roll
orientation-dependent aerodynamics, where the roll rate is, at most, slowly varyingin comparison with the frequency
of the yawing motion. .

An inspection of the nonlinear roll-dependent terms on the right-hand side of Equation (2.20) reveals that the £
imaginary part of the coefficient R + iPS,, is quite small in comparison with R for roll rates characteristic of a finned ‘
missile, and hence may be approximated by the real part only. In like manner, it can be shown® that the lift term
containing CN752 is several orders of magnitude smailer than the moment term and will therefore be neglected.

In the development of the approximate solutions which follow it will be instructive and more physically
meaningful to change the independent variable of Equation (2.20) from arclength to time which is easily accom-
plished through the use of Equation (2.9) and the assumption of constant velocity. With the above approximations
in mind, Equation (2.20) may be rearranged and written in the time domain as

. : A i
f_oF 23 P —idyy
E - iPE - wipf = €luk + ifuk + xi8%e g

where
PO = PIx/Iy
wh = M2/l
ezyl = ~HV/d
3.1
e2u, = PeTV/d
X1 = Rv?/4?
8% = Ef

*The term F/F is proportional to the frequency of the yawing motion which for normal epicyclic motion is usually on the order of
1072 rad/cal.




and € is a small dimensionless quantity of order § which has been introduced into the linear damping and
magnus terms such that the forcing terms to the unperturbed differential equation are of order 83.

In order to obtain an approximate solution to Equation (25) with roll-dependent aerodynamics and constant
spin via the method of multiple scales, two independent time scales Ty and T, are introduced such that

t =Ty + €T, (3.2)

Here the fast time scale T is associated with the yawing motion, while the slow time scale T, is associated with
quantities changing slowly along the trajectory such as dynamic pressure, aerodynamic coefficients, etc. Thus,
derivatives with respect to time t, are transformed to partial derivatives according to

2,20

d
= 33
5 (3.3)
A solution to Equation (3.1) is sought in the form of an asymptotic expansion in the smallness parameter € of
the form:

E(t) = €§,(To, Ty) + €3E5(Ty, Ty) + ... (3.4)

which remains uniformly valid. This is equivalent to the condition that 53 / E, remains bounded for all Ty and T,.
The introduction of the smallness parameter e, into the equations of motion and the assumed form of the
asymptotic expansion for E(t) may, at first, seem somewhat arbitrary. However, a successful application of the
method of multiple scales transforms the nonlinear differential Equation (3.1) to a sequence of linear partial dif-
ferential equations in the Ej(t).

Substituting Equation (3.4) into Equation (3.1) while making use of Equation (3.3) and equating equal powers
of e one obtains

2%E) 3F,

8 051 o |

a%E; 3%, -20% JF af .

—_ 23 2T = l+.P 1 l+.~+ = 3 ide 36
o2 0 T, 0% T aTeT, T T0aT, T M e, Wby xalE)e (3.6)

The general solution to Equation (3.5) is the usual epicyclic solution

iw2T0

£1(Tp. Ty) = K (T)e' 170 + Ky(T,)e (3.7)

where w, and w, are the nutation and precession frequencies respectively, given by

(
W, = 7<Po s+ P2 - 4w(2)>. (3.8)




Having obtained a solution to Equation (3.5), Equation (3.7) may be substituted into Equation (3.6) to obtain

~

2~
0 E3 A 623 2% iul

iw, T,
- wOE3 = Wle 2°0

To + er

IPO -
T3 Ty
+X1ei4¢o{kzl;ei(4p-3wl)'l‘o + 2RI, 4P~ 201" 9D To

—a— (4D _ o idon )
+K%K1el( P-2wy-w )T, + K%Kzel( P-2w,-wy)Ty

+2K, K21 209To Rge““"‘3“’2”°} (39)
where
: &, ,
1
and
. K, . .
Wy = 1(P0—2w2) ‘m + 1u1K2w2 + 1u2K2 (3.11)

Implicit in Equation (3.9) is the assumption of constant spin such that
¢ = ¢y + ply (3.12)

Now pg’rticular solutions to Equation (3.9) contain secularterms of the form ToeleTo, which, as T becomes 4
large, cause £3/ £, to become unbounded. Therefore, to obtain a uniformly valid expansion, the K; are chosen such
that the secular terms vanish, i.e., wj = 0. The complex modal vectors, K; may be represented by their respective
amplitude and phase and substituted into Equations (3.10) and (3.11) while separating real and imaginary parts to
obtain the modal damping and phase differential equations:

TR T

Ek_l (M wy + 1)

a1, = Py - 20 G.13)
dk (3w + 1)
d—T2 = ‘;,1—_22'2— (3.19)
2 0 w2 1
do, _doy its 1-
I, (3.15)
where ]
Kj = k"eloj
13
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With the secular terms removed, Equation (3.9) may now be solved for E3 to obtain

- T(%ew,To kgelf,z’l.o 3K12K2€iv3T0 3R1R%eiu4'ro
E3(T0.T2) = "X] 7 3 + - 2 -+ 5 3 + 3 ~ 2 (317)
vi —Poyy +wi  v; T Pgry twy vy - Pgry twg v Pyvg + wp
where i
Vl = 4p_ 3(4)1 :
V?. = 4p"‘ 3(4)2
(3.18)
vy = 4p~ 2w — wy
vy = 4p- w; — 2wy
Thus the complete solution E(To, T,) up to order €3 may be written
- . . Ksew‘ 1}
(T, T,) = eKlelwlTo + eKze'w2T° - &, 2_1___2
vi — Pory + wp
l—(%eszo 3K%K2elv3T° 3—Kll_(%ew4T°
+ + + (3.19)

v% —Pgry + w(z) V% = Pgvy + w% V% ~Pgyy + w(z)

Equations (3.13) through (3.15) indicate that to a first approximation, for nonresonant motion, the behavior
of the modal amplitudes is unaffected by the presence of the roll-orientation-dependent aerodynamics.* Figure 6
shows a comparison between solutions generated with Equation (3.19) and a direct numerical solution of ]
Equation (3.1).

10.0 75.0
p=0 EXACT 5
Cn,. = 94 . APPROXIMATE P=0 - EXACT
W ;
Cn,. = 00 * APPROXIMATE .
50 + Cm,z = 00 ’
500 | ky, = 0.077
3 oL ky, = 0.013
] 3
= 00+ <
s 2
3 % .
- 25.0 7
501 ;
100 b —— - - — - e +— 0.0 + + + +
-100° -5.0 0.0 5.0 100 0.0 20 40 6.0 80 100
{VIV) (deg) Time (~ sec) i 4
Figure 6. - Comparison of Approximate and Exact Solutions: Nonresonant Spin
*[dentical results may also be generated, vsing the method of averaging. (Reference 15) ¥
14 ik
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Missile aerodynamic and inertial characteristics used in the calculations may be found in Table 1.

It should be noted that Equation (3.19) becomes singular when »; = w; ;. A close inspection of possible
singular roll rates reveals that Equation (3.19) ceases to be valid at zero spin, p = w; and approximately one-half
resonant spin p = (3w; +w,)/4. At these roll rates, »; approaches either w; or w,, which introduces additional
secular terms into Equation (3.9) which were previously not taken into account.

B. RESONANT SPIN

Solutions which are valid at resonant spin may be generated by a consideration of Equation (3.9) with v} = w,
to obtain:

= 53 i40g] iw,T
~ whly =[wy + xK]e P01 To

+w2e1w2T0 +x ei4¢0[l—(gei(4wl—3w2)T0
+3RIR,e P 91797 To 4 3k R3eMCw17292To] (3.20)

With the elimination of secular terms, the damping and phase differential equations for the variation of the modal
amplitudes take the form

. dl(l . R idog;3 _
i(Pg —2wy) d—Tz + i Kjwy + Ky + e 9Ky =0 (3.21)
dK,

With secular terms eliminated, Equation (3.20) may now be solved for §3(T0, T,) which is valid only at resonance
(p = wy) to yield

. k3eiMTo 3K3K, e 2o 3K, R2e"To
i, 3 , KiK, , KK

£3(To. Ty) = xg€ (3.23)

2 _ 2 2 _ 2 2 _ 2
nj —Pony twi  n Pony + w  nj — Pgng + wy

where

n; = 4w; — 3w,
ny = 2w; ~ wy (3.29)
ny = 3w; ~ 2wy

The complete solution E(TO, T,), valid at resonant spiﬁ, may now be written

— M T
: . , K3e'M%o
~ T T 4 2
E(Tg.Ty) = eKpe' 170+ eKpe' 270 + e3xye’ %

2 _ 2
nl Ponl + wo

S, — 9 in,T
3KIK,e' ™20 3R, K330
+

(3.25)
n% - Ponz + OJ% n:z; - P0n3 + (.l)(z)
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Table 1. — Missile Aerodynamics and Configurational Characteristics

MACH NUMBER 0.78

FLIGHT ALTITUDE 6000 km

REFERENCE DIAMETER, d 27.3 cm

MASS, m 272.1 kgm

POLAR MOMENT OF INERTIA 2.7kgm - m>

TRANSVERSE MOMENT OF INERTIA 54.5 kgm — m?

AERODYNAMICS
Cy, = 430 Cmq * Cy, = —500
Cp, = ~420 C"‘va = 5.00
Cnye = 911 CQO = 0.20 ‘
Con, g2 = =308 Co o = 106 i

Co, = 20

16




Several important comments regarding the distinction between Equations (3.19) and (3.25) should be made.
While Equation (3.19) is valid for all spin except p =0, w) /2, w,, Equation (3.25) is valid at p = w, only. For non.
resonant spin, the effect of the roll-dependent aerodynamics was not discernible. However, at resonance (p = wy),
the nutation amplitude may be strongly affected by X, and ¢;. This characteristic of sensitivity of the stability of
the motion to initial conditions gives some insight into the mechanism of resonance-related instabilities whereby
the missile stability is dependent upon the amplitude as well as the initial phase of the motion.

The validity of Equation (3.25) was checked by comparison with direct solutions of Equation (3.1) at resonant
spin and the results of these calculations are shown in Figures 7 through 10 where two identical configurations are
released at slightly different initial conditions. Figure 8 is seen to depict stable motion while the motion of Figure 10
shows the configuration to be slightly unstable.

Additional insight into the sensitivity of the motion at resonant spin to varations in initial conditions may be
gained through a decomposition of Equation (3.21) and displaying the slowly varying dynamics of the two-
dimensional system in an amplitude-phase plane. Separating Equation (3.21) into real and imaginary parts, the
nutation mode behavior may be represented by

dky (i, Xy 3 o
aT, = <W> ky - m kj Sin g, (3.26)
—dTZ = —PO — 2w, kl Cos 50 3 -27)
10.0 —
= w
P= — EXACT
’ Cn =94 * APPROXIMATE
”
5.0 Cm 2= —300
- k1 = 0044
©
= 001 =00
2
H
)
-50 +
g
b
; ; -10.0 t —t t
F -10.0 -5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0
P {viV}{deg)
Figure 7. — Complex Angle of Attack History at Fundamental Resonance with
Nonlinear, Roll-Dependent Aerodynamics
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3
-5.01
-10.0 +— } +
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Figure 8. — Missile Transient Response at Fundamental Resonance with
Nonlinear, Roll-Dependent Aerodynamics
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k1 = 0044
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Vigure 9. — Complex Angle of Attack History at TFundamental Resonance with

Nonlinear, Roll-Dependent Aerodynamics
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Figure 10. — Missile Transient Response at Fundamental Resonance with
Nonlinear, Roll-Dependent Aerodynamics

where

By = 4(¢g—6,)

(3.28)

Solutjons to Equations (3.26) and (3.27) are shown as trajectories in the k% ~ B plane of Figure 11. Initial condi-
tions leading to stable motion are seen to be those originating below the dashed line denoted as the separatrix. It is
now clear that the principal features determining the stability of the missile at resonance are the amplitude of the
nutation component k;, and the relative phase, §;.
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CHAPTER IV
INDUCED ROLLING MOTION WITH PRESCRIBED YAWING MOTION

In the previous chapter, attention was focused on the nonlinear yawing motion, while the rolling motion was
constrained at constant rofl rate. While this can hardly be considered representative of free-flight conditions,
considerable insight was gained into the effect of the roll-dependent side moment on missile stability. In this
chapter, this philosophy is applied in a study of the induced rolling motion where a solution to the nonlinear roll
dynamics is scught while the yawing motion is constrained to be epicyclic.

A. NONRESONANT SOLUTIONS

The roll differential equation, Equation (2.29), which was previously derived in Chapter II to include the lowest-
order roll-dependent terms consistent with the Maple-Synge expansion. may be rewritten in slightly different form
with the introduction of the smallness parameter e. whose magnitude is of the order of the total angle of attack, as

d ~r i
d—f— = 62{00 + 05p + allm(z4e 'M’)}
where
q Ad
o, = 1 (a.1)
Ad
2 - Yo
€0 I Cv764
Ad?
2 = qon
€°0,y ———VIX CQp

Approximate solutions to Equation (4.1) are sought using the generalized version of the method of multiple scales.’
If Equation (4.1) is considered in the absence of the induced roll term, the solution exhibits the usual slowly varying,
exponential behavior of the roll rate, which is associated with the slow time scale T, such that

d . 2. 9
TR 3T, “4.2)

Inclusion of the induced roll term introduces a nonlinear forcing function whose excitation will be dependent upon
the amplitude and frequency of the assumed missile angular motion, £(t). If the familiar epicyclic motion of a
symmetric missile is assumed, it is evident that the resulting solution p(t) should contain components whose fre-

quencies are linear combinations of the epicyclic frequencies w, and w,. In view of this, it is assumed that E(t) is
given by

2 e
B = ) K (4.3)

i=1




where
dwj 44
T (44)
and the asymptotic expansion for p(t; €) is of the form
pti€) = po(Ty) + €2py(¥y, ¥2.9,Ty) + ... (4.5)

Thus time derivatives of p(t) will be converted to partial derivatives with the independent variables ¥;, ¢, and T;.

Substitution of Equation (4.5) into Equation (4.1) while making use of Equations (4.2) and (4.4), and
equating all terms of order €2 results in the linear partial differential equation

ap; apy ap, 4 i4(v,-0)
wy ﬁ-l- + W, a—wz + Py a—¢ = w3(T2) + allm[Kle !

+K3e (279 4 43K, BV T4

+6KIK2? V1T ¥2720

+aK K3 V13V 0] (4.6)
where
wq(T,) = dp0+o +o0 @a.7
= —— P )
3th2 de b2 4] 0
and
i6;
Kj = kje ' 4.8)

Particular solutions to Equation (4.6) become unbounded as y; and ¢ become large. Therefore, it is required that the
secular term w3 vanish, yielding the differential equation

== = 0y + 03P “4.9)

for the slowly varying spin. With the exclusion of the secular term, a particular solution to Equation (4.6) may
be found

22
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4 4

ok " 01ky s
pa(t) = g —w)) Cosd4(y,-¢) + g —g) Cosd4(y, - ¢)
40,k3k, G v 30,k?k3 . n
+4p0 30, - o Cos (3¢ +y, —4¢) + 3pg =y - o Cos 2(yy + ¥y — 2¢)
4alk1kg

apy - @, - 3w, Cos (¥ +3y, ~ 4¢) (4.10)

Solving Equation (4.7) for py(T,), the complete expansion for p(t), with induced rolling moment in the presence of
epicyclic yawing motion becomes

4
0,T, . 90 o,T 5 [ ki -

t;e) = Oe22+_ e22_1 + 0] —————— Cos 4 -

p(t;e) = py(o) 02( ) te l4(p0"w1) os 4(Y; —¢)

8 Cos 4($; - 9) __ Mk Cos (39 + U, —4
+ os -¢) + +9, -
4(p0—w2) (w2 ¢ 4p0 "'3(4)1 - w, OS( ‘p] Wz ¢)

3k3k3

PO 4k, k3
+2P0“w1 = Cos 2(Y; + ¥, —2¢) + 3

m Cos (¥, + 3y, —4¢)] 4.11)

Inspection of Equation (4.11) again reveals the existence of discrete, singular roll rates at which the solution is no
longer valid. If the denominators of the e2-terms of Equation (4.11) are allowed to vanish, considering only positive
values of py, the three singular roll rates are identified as

Pp ¥ wi

Py = Bw; +wy)/4 4.12)

Po = (W) twy)2

which are identical to the singular roll rates resulting from the case of constrained rolling motion of Chapter III.
Since the functional forms of the induced yawing moment, and induced roll moment are quite similar, this result
is not surprising.

B. RESONANT SOLUTIONS

When the rolling velocity is in the vicinity of the above singular roll rates, additional resonant solutions must
be generated which are valid in the vicinity of these points. If Equation (4.6} is considered in the vicinity of funda-
mental resonance, and if the ; are interpreted as ijO, it is evident that the term o]Kf exp [4i(y, —¢)] will be
stationary for perfect resonance, p = w;. For roll rates in the vicinity of resonance, py = w), this term will, at
most, be a slowly varying function of time, T,, and hence will give rise to secular terms in the expansion p(t).
Therefore, in order that the solution remain valid for large time, it is required that

S0 4 o * ag + okd Sina(d, - 9) = 0 4.13
X 2Pg + 0g + 0k Sind(y| —¢) = (4.13)
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Equation (4.6) then becomes

p, dp, 3p, i4(y,- i .
B 4.i4(5-0) , 03y 03U ts,-40)
W) Bw—l + Wy m + pg a—¢ = a,lm[Kze 2 + 4KjK,e

+6K2KZ2 V17V 720) 4K1ngiw,+3w2—4o)] (@.14)

which displays a particular solution valid at py = w, :

0.k} - 40,k3k, P
pa(t) = m Cos 4(y, —¢) + Tpg = 307 —; Cos 3y + Y, —49)
30,k3Kk3 s 40,k k3 als
+m COSZ(¢1+¢/2—_¢) +m Cos(w1+3w2 4¢) “4.15)

In like manner, approximate solutions which are valid at zero spin, py = w; + w;, and one-half resonant spin,
Py = (3w, *+w,)/4 may also be generated. For zero spin, the variation of the first-order solution py(t} is given by

T " OPotopt ok3K Sin 2(3, + §5 - 2¢) (4.16)

while the second-order term in the expansion is found to be

G k4 4
Py(t) = ———— Cos4(§, ~¢) + ———— Cos 4(J; - 9)
2 4(pg —wy) 1 4(py ~ W) 2
4o,k3k, 40,k k3

- Cos (3%, +§, —4¢) + Cos(P, +39,-4¢)  (4.17)

P —_— —_—
4py ~ 3w ~w 4py — wy ~ 3wy

Finally, the first-order rolling motion at one-half resonant spin is governed by

- 3 N ~ -~
d—Tz— 0,pg t 0y +401k1k2 Sm(3¢l +¢12_4¢) (4.18)
and the second-order solution becomes
4 4

a9 ¢ il Cosa(d, -
py(t) oy =) os4(y —¢) Iy =y os 4(Y, — ¢)

3k2k3 2 45 -2 4K, k3 " e 419
—_— - —_— - .
Tpe—wr —o; 201402 -20) + g Cos(ly +30;-40) (419)

It should be emphasized that Equations (4.13) through (4.19) are valid for the discrete roll rates only.




A direct compuarison of the approximate solutions to Equation (4.1) using the method of multiple scales with
direct numerical solutions is complicated by the singular nature of the problem at the three discrete roll rates men-
tioned above. Typical roll rates of interest for operational air-launched ordnance range from zero spin to the onset
of Magnus instability which is usually several times resonance. Therefore a comparison of the approximate solutions
of this chapter with direct numerical integrations of Equation (4.1), over spin rates of interest will necessitate the
use of multiple resonant and nonresonant solutions which must be “matched” in an appropriate manner such that
continuous coverage of the roll spectrum is achieved.

In practice, this matching is achieved through the introduction of a detuning parameter A, which is used to
1 stightly detune the singular solution as the roll rate varies about the singular roll rate. For example, in the case of
3 fundamental resonance, the roll rate is detuned according to

p= w + A€ (4.20)
where v =0(1). Substitution of Equation (4.20) into Equation (4.13) yields

5 = 92P0 + 0 + 01k} Sin 4(8) = ¢ ~XT,) (4.21)
2

Thus, through the introduction of the parameter A, the “matched™ asymptotic expansions of Equation (4.5)can be
used to describe the nonlinear rolling motion over the entire spectrum of roll frequencies.

Figures 12 through 18 display the missile induced rolling motion for yawing motion of various amplitudes. )
Missile physical properties and aerodynamic characteristics used in the calculations were shown in Table 1. For the
purposes of these calculations, approximate solutions generated by the method of multiple scales, were matched
at points which were chosen to lie midway between resonant roll rates. While more elaborate methods may be
devised, the present method proved reasonably successful as evidenced by the agreement displayed in Figures 12
through 18 for a variety of initial conditions and design roll rates. These results display the dependence of the
roll rate history on initial conditions and angle of attack for a passage through resonance to the design roll rate
of 3w,. As the amplitude of the yawing motion increases, the rolling motion becomes dominated by the large
induced roll effects, and the validity of the perturbation analysis becomes questionable at angles of attack
in the neighborhood of 30 degrees. In addition, the inaccuracy of the asymptotic expansion of Equation (4.5) for 4
large time, is evidenced by the growing phase difference “»etween the approximate and exact solutions.

Missile roll behavior ir the vicinity ot resonance may be demonstrated by an inspection of Equation (4.13)
together with an analysis of the following numerical results. Figures 19 through 21 show missile roll rate historjes
passing from resonance (p; =w,) to a design roll rate of 3w, under the influence of progressively larger yawing
motion which is predominantly precessional. As predicted by Equation (65), the roll rate approaches its design
value with only minor variations even as the amplitude of the yawing motion approaches some 30 degrees.

Stability of the rolling motion at resonance is demonstrated by the results of Figures 22 through 27 where

the missile design roll rate was chosen as p.; = w;. The diminished influence of large amplitude precessional motion

' is again displayed by the results of Figures 22 and 23 while Figures 25, 26, and 27 indicate the drastic change in
L the character of the rolling motion under the influence of large-amplitude nutational motion.
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CHAPTER VY

COMBINED ROLL-YAW INTERACTION

The results of the preceding chapters have been instrumental in providing quantitative insight into the
mechanisms of resonance instability as related to the effects of roll orientation-dependent aerodynamics. In addi-
tion, stability criteria useful to the designer have surfaced as a by-product of approximate solutions generated by
the perturbation methods. While the two specific conditions studied, i.e., free yaw with prescribed rolling
motion and induced rolling motion with prescribed yawing motion, have been instructive, neither can be considered
totally representative of free-flight conditions. In this chapter, approximate solutions are sought which are represen-
tative of the full nonlinear problem of combined roll-yaw interaction.

The simultaneous differential equations governing the combined roll-yaw problem may be taken directly from
Chapter III (Equation (3.1)) and Chapter IV (Equation (4.1))

- iPo¥ ~ WBE = 2y +ieluy +xp8% 1 7E CRY)

and
p= e“(a0 +0yp) + Im(3%e"14%) (5.2)

Note that the smallness parameter € has been introduced into Equation (5.2) in a slightly different manner, such
that terms on the right-hand side are of equal order of magnitude.

Approximate solutions to the system of nonlinear Equations (5.1) and (5.2) are again sought using a generalized
version of the method of multiple scales similar to that of Chapter IV. It is assumed that £ and p possess uniformly
valid expansions of the form

E(t;e) = eEl(wl,wz,Tz) + 5333(%, Va0, Ty) + ...

(5.3)
p(t;€) = po(Ty) + e*py (W1, V2.0, Tg) + ... ‘
where
dwj
TS = wj, (54)
and
\ T = €T, (5.5)

The slow time scale T; is chosen so as to characterize the slowly varying nature of the modal amplitudes while the
variable T, is introduced into the roll expansion in order to accommodate the comparatively slow variation of spin ‘ J
due to C,_. In addition, the assumed expansions of Equation (5.3) differ from previous expansions in that £ may
now exhibit roll dependence through the independent variable ¢.
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Equations (5.3) may now be substituted into Equations (5.1) and (5.2) to obtain partial differential equations
in the independent variables wj. Tj and ¢. Equation (5.3) may be incorporated into Equation (5.2), equating all
terms of order €4 to obtain

p, dpy 9p, [ dpg ] .
Wy — 4wy T——+pg—=—=|~5— +0yto0 + 0yIm(Ee14%) 5.6
awl 2 awz Po a¢ dT4 0 2Po 1 (E] ( )

Equation (5.6) is identical to the roll partial differential equation which resulted from the analysis of Chapter IV
with the exception of the fact that £; is no longer constrained to be epicyclic with constant amplitudes and fre-
quencies but may vary in accordance with Equation (5.1).

Equation (5.3) may be substituted into Equation (5.1) and terms of order € and €3 equated to obtain partial
differential equations for the solution of £, and £;.

Terms O(e):
22 - iPeAE) - W3E = 0 (5.7
Terms O(e3):

2’ 8’ dw 3f  dw, 3

2% - [T IRR 2% = ——
/ (23) lPO‘/(E3) w0£3 2(4.21 aw]a’rz 2""2 a\bzaTZ de aW[ dT2 awz

~

3 . 5 .
+iPy oT, + o Z(E) +ipgky + Xli?elw (5.8)
where
L) d
Y= w— 4+ wy — 59
o, " 77 oy, (59)

and the epicyclic frequencies wj are taken to be functions of slow time T,, to characterize the slow variation of the
wj with mach number, dynamic pressure, etc. Thus Equations (5.6) through (5.9) represent the governing equations

for El s Po» 33, and py.

A. NONRESONANT SOLUTIONS

The general solution to the homogeneous Equation (5.7) has the usual epicyclic form and may be written
directly as

2 .
£ =) Ky(Tye (5.10)
71
where

; kjeiej 5.1

e
n

and
v = wiTy (5.12)
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Equation (5.10) may be substituted into Equation (5.8) to obtain the partial differential equation governing §3
resulting in

. N . . . e e
$H(E;) ~ P Y(Ey) ~ iy = wiet +wpe¥2 + XI[K?CI( eI gD

+3K3R, e G0NV 3R, K3l 40V17292)] (5.13)
where
dK, dw
= _.__ - 1
and
dK, dw,
Wy = (PO 2(02)‘—' + i(ﬂle tuy - dT )Kz (5.]5)

In order to obtain a uniformly valid solution to Equation (5.13) that remains bounded as T, > <o, it is required that
the secular terms vanish (w;, =w,=0), which results in the differential equations characterizing the slowly
varying Kj’s

dK

i(Py - 21) ‘+-( + d“")x 0 (5.16)
i(Py—2wy) == +ilmyw, tu = .
0 1 de 1] 2 dT 1
K dw2
i(Py - 2w2)— + x(ulwz +py - dT K, = 0. (5.17)
With these secular terms removed, the particular solution to Equation (5.13) becomes
Es - alei(4o-3w,) +a2ei(4¢-3wz) +ay ei(w 29y -vg) i(4¢-w,-2w,) (5.18)
where
-x1K}
a = 3 >
(4pp ~ 3wy)" — Py(4pp ~ 3w,) +
%3
-X K
o = 2 - (5.19)
(4pg — 3w;)” — Pg(dpg — 3wy) + wp
Qa3 = 2 "
(4py -~ 2w ~wy)” ~ Pyldpg ~ 2w ~w)) + wj
and
-3x, K K}
a4 =

2
(4py —wy —2w,)” — Pyldpg — w) —2wy) + W}




Returning to the differential equation of rolling motion, Equation (5.10) may be substituted into Equation (5.6),
and again eliminating the secular term, the slow variation of py(T,) is given by

il = 520
—mi'ao +02P0—0 ( )

The particular solution to Equation (5.6), with the secular term removed, may then be written

Pa(t) = By Cos4 (¥, —9) + B, Cos 4 (Y5 — 9) + 3 Cos (3¢, + ¥, — 49)

+84 Cos 2 (§, + ¥, ~26) + B5 Cos (§, + 30, —49) (5.21)
with
4
B = .—ail._.
! 4(P0 —wl)
By = alkg (5.22
2 4(pg —wy) 22)
3
B - 401k1k2
37 4py-3w; —w,
6 - 30,k{k3
4 2pp-wy —wy
3
B - 401k1k:
i 3 490 -Ww) T 3&)]
and
¥j = wiTy +6; (5.23)

Inspection of Equations (5.10) through (5.23), which constitute the first and second approximate solutions for p(t)
and £(t), reveals that the full problem of combined roll-yaw interaction may be treated as a superposition of the
two previously treated problems, so long as the assumptions regarding the perturbation nature of the problem
remain valid.

B. RESONANT SOLUTIONS

Similar to the behavior investigated in Chapters I and IV, the higher-order approximate solutions for coupled
yawing and rolling motion, @3, P4), become singular as the roll rate approaches the distinct values of zero spin,
resonance (p = w;) and approximately one-half resonant spin. This difficulty is evidenced by the singular behavior
of the terms of Equations (5.19) and (5.22) as p, approaches one of these critical roll rates. Further evidence may be
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obtuined through an observation of the nonhomogeneous terms of Equations (5.6) and (5.13) as the roll rate
approaches the above critical values. Selected high frequency terms become stationary or, at best, are slowly varying
functions of time (T, Ty), which give rise to secular terms in the expansions for p and £. Perturbation solutions
which are valid in the vicinity of these singular roll rates must be generated individually and these solutions
“matched” to obtain continuous approximate representation of the motion. Solutions valid in the vicinity of
resonance are generated in what follows. For the sake of brevity, derivation of solutions valid at pg = 0.
(3w + wy)/4 are omitted but may be easily derived in a manner similar to the case of resonant spin, p = wy -

At resonance, the y; and ¢ are interpreted as wiTy and pyT, respectively and Equation (5.13) may be
rewritten, grouping stationary terms, as

42(E;) - Py (E;) ~ WiE; = [Wl + x@?e'“"’] oY1 4 wzeiwz
+ xg[ K3 4073 4 3k K2 OV 2D 3R§K2e“4°"2"l"‘”2’] (5.24)
In order for the solution to Equation (5.24) to remain uniformly valid, it is required that the secular terms vanish

420 = ¢ (5.25)

wy +x; Kie
wy = 0 : (5.26)
The solution of Equation (5.24), with secular terms removed, may now be obtained as:
(1) = e $07VD 4 g 020V age 4PV17202) (5.27)
Thus the resulting asymptotic expansion for £(t), valid at fundamental resonance, is written as
ite) = eE.(w, Wy, Ty + 63%3(\1/1 Vo, 9. Ty) (5.28)

with §1 and §3 given by Equations (5.10) and (5.27) respectively.

The solution to the nonlinear rolling motion at resonance is generated by a consideration of Equation (5.6)
as p > w,. Grouping stationary (slowly varying) terms, Equation (5.6) may be expanded and rewritten as:

— |- .
“1 39, ““’za_\z;2 * P05 S| TaT, TPt 02k *ooiky Sm4(01—¢0)]

+al[k3 Sin 4 (§, - ¢) + 4k}k, Sin (39, + ¥, —49)
+6k3i3 Sin 2 (§, + § - 20) + 4k, k3 Sin (¥, + 39, —44;)] (5.29)

Elimination of the slowly-varying secular terms yields the governing equation for pg:

dpy 4 o

‘E = 00 + 02p0 + olkl Sin 4(0] _¢0) (530) %
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¢
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The uniformly valid solution for p, is then solved for directly and is found to be:

Pa(t) = By Cos 4 (¥, ~ ¢) + B3 Cos (3¥ + ¥, — 49)
+84 Cos 2 (Jll + \7/2 =2¢) + Bs Cos(@, + 3$2 ~4¢)

C. STABILITY AT RESONANCE

Equations (5.27) through (5.31) comprise approximate solutions to the combined roll-yaw motion valid in

the vicinity of resonance. While these results contain considerable information regarding the

coupled motion at resonance, they are nonlinear, time-varying, coupled differential equations that yield little quanti-
tative information without recourse to direct numerical integration. Additional insight into the stability of the
motion, in close proximity to resonant spin may be gained through a small perturbation analysis of Equations (5.27)

through (5.31).

Equation (5.25) may be expanded into real and imaginary components to yield the differential equations

governing the slowly varying nutation amplitude and phase

, 3
dky Mywy + Hp — wi) xiki 2
?ﬂ"( Po — 20, ) K1 TP - 20, Sn4@- )
dpy X1k}

M, TR 2, TV

The governing differential equation of rolling motion at resonance is taken from Equation (5.30) as

dp() 4 o ~
E= oy + 0py + 01ky Sind(o-¥)

An investigation of the combined rolling and yawing motion in the neighborhood of py = w, prcceeds by consider-
ing the phase ¢ — wl to be essentially stationary, or at most a slowly varying function of T, at resonance. Allowable
perturbations about resonance are made possible through the introduction of the detuning parameier A, such that

Pg = wy t €2\

where \ is of order unity. Substitution of Equation (5.35) into Equations (5.32) through (5.34), with the interpre-

tation of Y, as wy Ty, yields the following nonlinear system

dky ey ey @y xiki Sin "
de Po - 2(4)1 1 PO 2(4)1 in
ar _ .. % 2

E— 4R Po — 200[ kl CoJ‘

d\ _ 4 o

T, - o,ky Sin I’

(5.31)

character of the

(5.32)

(5.33)

(5.34)

(5.35)

(5.36)

(5.37)

(5.38)




where

I = 4(¢g — 6, +ATy)

and higher-order terms in e have been neglected. Implicit in Equation (5.39) is the fact that p; = w; has been

selected as the steady-state condition.

Stability of the motion at resonance can be analyzed by a small perturbation analysis of Equations (5.36)

through (5.38) about the point (kg, Iy, 0) by introducing the perturbations

kl=k0+£

and expanding about (ky, [y, 0) to yield the following perturbation equations

adT_kz = (n, +3n, SinTg)k + (n,k3 Cos Tp)¥
d'? A . a
T, = 4\ - (8ny CosTp)k + (4’021((2) Sin [y)7y
dx . s 4 2
aT—z = (401 Sin Fo)k + (olko Cos r0)7
where
N (#1"’1 *H - w'{)
1 Po - 2(1)1
Xy
N =~ s~/
2 Po - 2w1

Stability of this linear dynamic system is governed by the characteristic equation
Det(sI—-A) = 0
where
(ny -3,k SinTg) —(mk3 CosTy) O
A=| —(8nykgCosTg)  (4mkSinTy) 4

40,k3 Sin Ty (0;k§ CosTy) 0O

The roots associated with the characteristic Equation (5.46) are shown graphically in Figures 28 through 32
for various values on nutation amplitude, k. The root loci of Figures 28 through 31 indicate the possibility of

41
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Figure 28. — Root Locus at Resonance, kq = 0.087
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Figure 29. - Root Locus at Resonance, kg = 0.175
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only mild instabilities associated with these roots with increasing frequency as the nutation amplitude increases.
However, strongly divergent instabilities are possible due to a third real root, which may be large and positive.

The analytical results of Equation (5.46) were verified by direct numerical solutions of Equations (5.1) and
(5.2) with the results shown graphically in Figures 33 through 38. Mild instabilities about resonance are depicted
by the total angle of attack and roll rate histories in Figures 33 through 35 for various values of nutation amplitude.
As the amplitude of the motion is increased, the mild oscillatory behavior of the nutation arm becomes more
pronounced in agreement with the perturbation analysis.

The oscillatory behavior of the nutation amplitude associated with the solutions of Figures 33 through 35 is

shown in Figure 36. Frequencies characteristic of this behavior are seen to be in agreement with the root loci of

Figures 28 through 30. Note that the missile roll rate has departed significantly from its equilibrium value, p = wy,

] where the perturbation assumption is no longer valid. In Figure 37, the missile stability in the vicinity of resonant

spin is shown to be quite good for initial conditions producing small amplitude motion. In contrast, Figure 38

illustrates the sensitivity of the missile stability to small changes in initial conditions for large amplitudes motion.

Note that although both solutions of Figure 38 have identical initial conditions, with the exception of small
variations in Iy , their angular motion and resultant spin rates are significantly different.

While not directly applicable to the small perturbation results, Figures 39 and 40 show total angle of attack
and roll rate histories for configurations with fin cant with a resulting design roll rate of 3w,. The results of
Figure 39 show stable missile angular motion when initial conditions are chosen in accordance with previous root
loci predicting stable motion (k; = 0.3, Iy = 3.6). The steady-state roll rate is seen to exponentially approach its
design value with apparently little influence from the missile angular motion. However, when the initial phase angle
Iy is chosen such that the dominant real root of the linear perturbed system is large and positive, the divergent
angular motion of Figure 40 is obtained together with a rapid divergence of the roll rate to a value well beyond
the intended design value of p.; = 3w, . The critical value of spin producing the onset of magnus instability for this
particular configuration was calculated to be (p/w;),;, = 11.0. The maximum roll rate produced by the resonance
instability was approximately(p/ca)1 N, ax ~ 9-2, justbelow that spin needed for magnus instability.

=445
Iy =2.04
/ 170 = 0.54
: 4 t si—t +—8+—+B8—+—— Re
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[ Figure 32. — Root Locus at Resonance, kg = 0.436

44




) \..\’ L - e s L T Yohore ek e e ) it \M

0 . R o
~ 1 i
= |
N {
& un- j
" |
- .
g :
o« !
3w i
o o )
[+ 4 '
o
Gotirm b e +-- T S B Tl SRR
0.0 05 10 15 20 25 3.0 35 40 45 5.0
TIME (sec}
S
Q7
j Pss = wy
o §+ kq, = 10.0 deg
§ ! kzo =11 deg
X ; I'g = 3.80 deg
2o
2 E&T
& g i
i [T 1
| o
W oo
- d
‘ o8t
2> N
< :
- ;
5 ;
=Y
e S.‘:D\
‘ /\\/\/\/\/\/\/—\/\/\/\/
|
S+ 4 y F s | } } e
0.0 05 10 15 20 25 3.0 35 4.0 45 5.0
TIME (sec)

Figure 33. — Missile Stability at Resonance

45

Ty




bcdont g o

it ARG ATt N

TOTAL ANGLE OF ATTACK (deg)

M s A3 o WA b

75

° 25 50
STt

25

0.0

10.0 20.0 30.0 40.0 50.0

00

ol JA_W .

I 1 I i 1 i i 4 i
05 10 15 2.0 25 3.0 35 4.0 45 0
TIME {sec)
Pss = w1
ky, = 15.0 deg
T ky, = 1.1 deg
g = 3.80 deg
4
4
| - z z 4 -
0.0 05 1.0 15 20 25 3.0
TIME (sec)

Figure 34. — Missile Stability at Resonance

46




ROLL RATE (P/uq)

TOTAL ANGLE OF ATTACK (deg)

el |
0 |
o T !
2 —+ + + + + I e — - - i
0.0 05 10 15 2.0 25 3.0 35 40 45 5.
TIME (sec)
o
o
0
Pss = wq
g___ k1° = 20.0 deg
k2, = 1.1 deg
Fo = 3.80 deg
o
st
=
S
o
S+
sl } | —} ; — 4 4 4 }
0.0 05 1.0 1.5 20 25 3.0 35 4.0 4.5 5.0
TIME (sec)

Figure 35. — Missile Stability at Resonance

i i cetiine,

P




NUTATION AMPLITUDE — k, (rad)

04 -1

0.3 1

02+
FIG. 34
0.1
FIG. 33
0 } { + —t
0 1.0 20 30 40

TIME (sec)

Figure 36. —Behavior of the Nutation Component at
Various Amplitude Levels

48

v




+
r < 5
w ( i
> §
< | ;
[+ 4 | :
-
<5 w
a2 ~T
e
| — ;
‘ =3 S e 4 4 : 4 ; - | ]
k 00 05 10 15 20 25 3.0 35 4.0 45 50
TIME (sec)
)
2
Psys = wq
g__ ky, = 6.0 deg
) -
8 kzo = 1.0 deg
v Iy = 4.00 deg
2o
E&T
g
|19
(o]
Yge
2’7
g
I
5 e
= 27T
NN
\.//\//'\ e N B ﬁ
=4 —+ — + + + +- + + —
0.0 05 1.0 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 5.0
TIME (sec)

Figure 37, -Stable Angular Motion in the
Vicinity of Resonant Spin




e

o

-
3
~
2
w
=
g
[ 4
-t
-t
o
-4
X
Q
£
<
w
o
Y]
-l
o
4
<
-l
«
-
O
-

l‘{:

&

-

\

4

3

"

-+
L

b
T T

25 30 35
TIME (sec)

4.0

-7.5

20.0 30.0 40.0 500

10.0

PSS = 3w1

k1, =25.0 deg
k2, = 5.7 deg

[‘o =27

"

&0.0

-+

4
T

0.5 1.0

NI E SRR O e S s

TR oo~ -

1.5

"
T

4

n
¥

2.0

25 3.0 a5
TIME (sec)

35 4.0 5.0

Figure 38.—Sensitivity to Initial Conditions
—Large Amplitude Motion

50

4.5 5.0

e A T ] NIy




e o eco o ik

k]

LR

T

75

5.0

S
|
\
|
|
|

ROLL RATE (P/wq)

e

R

).“ N

sihan il ol Lo

S4— + + —+ + —~—
0.0 05 10 15 20 25
TIME (sec)
e
2
Pas = 3wy
_ qj ky, = 17.2 deg
2 Q7T -
L‘t kg, = 5.7 deg
b4 F“ = 3.6 deg
O
E e
4 8T
“w
(]
3 o
<
I
-
2 3
3 | R — 4+
0.0 05 10 15 20 25
TIME (sec)
Figure 39, —Stable Passage Through Resonance
51
it I P S SRS ST 5 T T o ok s P R MM

A

w |
o




ROLL RATE (P/uwq)

TOTAL ANGLE OF ATTACK (deg)

200
—

+

T
r_

] |

-+

0.0

0.0

S
2]

2.0 25 3.0 35
TIME (sec)

Y
(3]

5.0

59 6?.0 700

30.0

10.0
1

-+

+

+

I\ 1 |
1

4

1.0

—T

15 20 25 30 35
TIME (sec)
Figure 40. —Unstable Passage Through Resonance

52

-+

45

» ¥




CHAPTER VI

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The free-flight angular motion of a symmetric cruciform missile, in the presence of nonlinear-roll-orientation-
dependent aerodynamics has been treated in a manner amenable to deriving practical stability criteria. An aero-
dynamic force and moment system, consistent with arguments of rotational and reflectional symmetry have been
incorporated into the equations of motion. The method of multiple scales has been employed to obtain approxi-
mate expressions prescribing the missiles angular motion for the following conditions:

1. Free-flight yawing motion in the presence of nonlinear-roll-orientation-dependent aerodynamics with
prescribed rolling motion

(]

Free-flight rolling motion in the presence of linear damping and nonlinear induced roll moments

3. Aerodynamically coupled, free-flight yawing and rolling motion both away from, and in the neighborhood
of resonant spin.

For the case of free-flight yawing motion with a priori rolling motion, an application of the method of multiple
scales yields first-approximate solutions identical to those generated by the method of averaging. Critical roll rates
are identified, and solutions valid in the vicinity of resonance are derived. Approximate solutions show good
agreement with direct numerical solutions for moderate angles of attach and as such should provide useful stability
criteria.

Nonlinear rolling motion with prescribed yawing motion was analyzed using a generalized version of the
method of multiple scales. Singular roll rates of zerospin, resonance, and one-half resonant spin were identified
and solutions valid in the neighborhood of these roll rates derived. Comparisons with direct numerical integrations
were accomplished by matching resonant and nonresonant solutions throughout the roll rate spectrum. Approxi-
mate solutions were shown to remain valid for moderate angles of attack below 30 degrees.

The complete problem of coupled nonlinear rolling and yawing motion was investigated and approximate
solutions describing the motion were found to be simultaneous solutions of the prescribed roll and yaw cases.
Solutions valid in the vicinity of resonance were derived and combined with small perturbation methods to derive
useful stability criteria.

The above analyses have clearly shown the existence of resonance instabilities due solely to the inherent lack
of complete axial symmetry introduced by the fin cruciform. Through the use of the derived approximate solutions,
stability criteria may be used to investigate the frequency of occurrence or susceptibility of candidate configurations
to resonance instabilities.
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APPENDIX
MAPLE-SYNGE THEORY

The essence of the Maple-Synge theory lies in its representation of the fluid forces and moments as power
series expansions in the cross velocity components and in its arguments of the symmetry of these forces and
moments under coordinate transformation.

For purposes »f illustration, the derivation of the static forces and moments are considered here. For a more
complete treatment, the reader is referred to Reference 12.

The complex transverse force and moment coefficient expansions, by the “‘aerodynamic hypothesis,” may be
written in the missile-fixed system in the complex angle of attack &, where

= (A1)
as
(Cy +iC,) = )~ Cyt'® (A2)
-
and l
(Coy +1Cy) = :L_: Ceet“E* (A3)
R

The scalar V is the magnitude of the total velocity and (7) denotes
complex conjugation. The coefficients Cj;j, Cy e, are, in general, complex
and may also be functions of spin, Mach number and Reynolds number.

The consequences of tetragonal symmetry may be realized by a
consideration of the cross force and moment coefficient expansions in a
new coordinate syster (X, y;, 2;) obtained by a 90° rotation about the
x-axis. The rotational symmetry of the missile requires that the force Z.Y1
and moment coefficients, as viewed in both systems must be related by

Figure A-1
(Cy, +iC,) =i(Cy +iC;) (A4)

(le +iCnl) =i(Cy, +iCy) (A-5)
with
£ =it (A-6)

and

E, = —i (A7)




Now assuming that the coefficients Cjj and Cgy remain invariant, Equations (A-2) and (A-3) may be substituted
into Equations (A4) and (A-5) to obtain

D CE)'E) =i ) cE'E (A-8)
ij ij
2 Cealt) (E)"=i ) Gt E (A9)
k,¢ k,¢

Since the power series of Equations (A-8) and (A-9) must be equal term-by-term, consideration of Equations (A-6)
and (A-7) requires that

i1 = (A-10)
and

jk-2-1 - (A-11)
or equivalently

i-j=1 =k—-0-1 =4N (A-12)

where N is an integer.

Therefore, the tetragonal symmetry requires that only those values of i, j, k, and £, in compliance with Equa-
tion (A-12), may occur in the cross force and moment expansions.

z2 The consequences of reflectional symmetry may be deduced by a
consideration of the form of Equations (A-2) and (A-3) in a coordinate
system, (X, y,. z;) obtained by reflection about the x-y plane. However,
this reflection has changed the right-handed coordinate system (x, y, z) to
a left-handed (x, y,, z,) system. Thus, the moment coefficient (Cm, +iCny)

y.¥Y2 must be redefined in the (x, y;, z)) system. Maple and Synge (A-2) adopt
the definition that a rotation is positive if it corresponds to a cyclical
rotation of the axes.

With this in mind, the force and moment expressions in the two

¥ 4 systems are related by
Figure A-2 (C,, +iC,) = (C, +iCy) (A13)
and
(Cm, +iCy)) = =(Coy +1Cp) (A-19)
with
g =& (A-15)
A2
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Substitution of Equations (A-2) and (A-3) into Equations (A-13) and (A-14) yields

Y Cie' &Y = ) Ty (A-16)
ij ij
k — —~ -
Con E2) (B = =) Cp (B ®" (A7)
K,¢ k.2
Incorporation of Equation (A-15) leads to the conclusions
Cij = C;; (A-18)
and
Cmyg = ~Cmy g (A-19)

Thus, reflectional symmetry requires the force coefficients Cjj to be real and the moment coefficients, Cry, , to be
pure imaginaries.

In its most general form, then, the force and moment coefficient expansions for a symmetric cruciform
missile may be written

(€, +ic,) = ) oy @ (A-20)
N,j

€ +iCo) = ) Cr @D (A21)
N,®

Expansions of Equations (A-20) and (A-21) for various values of N exhibit the form of the roll-orientation-
dependent aerodynamics. For the case N =0, Equations (A-20) and (A-21) yield

(€, +iC,) = ) Co 87 (A22)
i

(Cm +iCy)_ = )3 Con, 2% (A23)
L

where 82 = £E. Since all the terms in the expansions of Equations (A-22) and (A-23) are collinear with &, it is clear
that the N = 0 terms are incapable of discerning the presence of the fins. However, consideration of the N = %1
terms may be used to generate the roll orientation-dependent terms harmonic in 4y. For N = *1 the force and
moment expansion becomes*

*Here the force coefficients (C’s) have been replaced by the more conventional notation (Cn’s) with the subscript N denoting
normal force.
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, - oo 52 4, Jp 2 4 S (A
€+ lC’)an [CN—1,3 ¥ \'N—ua * CN..l,sl5 ¥ ]E ¥ [CNl,o ¥ CNl.l5 ¥ CN1.28 ¥ ]E (A24)

. - 2 4 £ 2 4 5 (A
Con +1Co)y_,, = [Cn_, 3 +Cm_, 82 #Cm_, 3%+ B +[Cny, #Cmy 8%+ Cin 5% g @)

Equations (A-24) and (A-25) may be put in standard form if the force and moment vectors are transformed
to the nonrolling system through the transformations:

(Cy +iCy) = €"°(Cy +iC,) (A-26)
(C5, +iC3) = €(C,y, +iCy) (A-27) ?
and
T = el% (A-28)

with the result

: = 2 4 2 -idyg
(07+ICI)N=:1 [CN—1,3+CN—1,3 +CN-1.4‘S +CN—1,58 * ]8 ¢t

+[ch’0 + cNmzs2 + cNma“ + ...]54ei“7§ (A-29) *i
-~ 4 iC~ = 2 4 2 -idvg "
i +1C)y_,, = [Cm, , *Cm_, B +Cm, %+ J021* ;
+[le,° + Cmmﬁz + Cmms“ + ...]8“ei47'§ (A-30)
where
y=60-¢ (A-31)

Inspection of Equations (A-29) and (A-30) clearly reveals that the lowest-order terms capable of exhibiting roll
orientation-dependence are third order in §.

Combining the expansions for N = 0, 1, —1, static aerodynamic force, and moment coefficients to third order
in 8 may be obtained

(Gy +iG;) = [CNO o CN0,152 + CN_1,362e_i47 + ]E (A-32)
and

(Cs +iCz) = [Cmo,o + c,,,o,la2 + cm_l'azsze““7 + ]E (A-33)

Since all the Cmi j’s are pure imaginary, Equations (A-32) and (A-33) may be written in the more conventional
aerodynamic notation:

(Cy +iGy)= [CNa +Cy 0%+ chzzﬂe‘i“7 + ]E (A-34)
o
(C +iCy) = i[Cma + cma282 + cmﬁ,aze‘“’ + ]E (A-35)
(¢}
4
A-4 ‘




Static aerodynamic expansions associated with the missile rolling motion may be derived using the same
arguments of symmetry as in the case of missile transverse aerodynamics. The static roll moment coefficient, Cy, is
assumed to have a similar power series representation:

= ). C'P (A-36)
i

where the Cjj are real. Following Maple-Synge symmetry arguments, if C, is viewed in the coordination system of
Figure A-1, Cy must remain invariant, or

CQ = CQ (A'37)

.
Equation (A-37) may be expanded through the use of Equations (A-6), (A-7), and (A-36) to obtain

Y G E = ) CelE ED* = ) el TOFES.

ke ke ke
Since the two series must be equal tenin by term, it is required that

k-2 =1
or equivalently
k — 2 = 4N N

Thus the roll moment coefficient expansion must take the form
+4N £\
Co= ) Cng®™ME® N =
N,Q

Now Equation (A-41) may be rewritten in the slightly different form
N
C = Z [Z CNQ522] E4N
-N =0

where 82 = ££. Now the terms with index N = 0 may be extracted from the summation to yield

Co=) Cos™+ ) D 6% [onet™ + e, (A-43)

2=0 N-1 2=0
which is a statement of the linear superposition of the static roll driving terms, which are functions of yaw amplitude
only, and the induced roll terms which are functions of £ and its conjugate.

Expressing the complex angle of attack £ in the missile fixed system as 8ei7, the roll moment coefficient
expansion may be written

Co= D Cogd?%+ D 84N )" 82{CoepeNT + C_ygoe N7} (A-44)
2=0 N=1 2=0




Since C; must remain a real quantity the condition

C, = C, (A45)

may be imposed and the two resulting infinite series equated term by term with the results

Coe = Cog (A-46)
and

Cne = Cone (A47)

2 Incorporating Equations (A-46) and (A-47) into Equation (A-44) letting Cyo = DNQei43, the roll moment coefficient
expansion yields:

G = Z Cog8™® + Z a*N [22 822Dy, Cos 4(B + Ny) :I (A-48) 1

2=0 N=1 2=0

where § is a constant angle related to the orientation of the fin cruciform in the missile-fixed coordinate system. If
the cruciform is oriented coincident with the y-z axes (as is often the case) symmetry considerations require that
1 the induced roll moment vanish at y = 0, n/2, etc., therefore

PP PR

g =n/8 (A-49)

Thus the final form of the Maple-Synge static roll moment coefficient expansion takes the form

Co =) Cogd + ) 5N 3 52By, SindNy (A-50)
=0 N=1 =0

The lowest-order terms in the expansion may be generated by a consideration of the terms associated with
£=0, 1 to obtain

Cy = Cop + Cg182 + ... + Bypd% Sin4y + By 86 Sin 4y + B,)88 Sin 8y + B, 610 Sin8y + ... (A:S1)

or written in more conventional aerodynamic notation

Co = Coy + Cop02 + ... + C276484 Sin 4y + CQ75656 Sin 4y

+c275858 Sin 8y + cqwmalo Sin 8y + ... (A-52)
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