586 E. D. MARTIN AND H. LOMAX

20 Shanks, D., “Non-Linear Transformations. of Divergent and
Slowly Convergent Sequences,” Journal of Mathematics and Physics,
Vol. 34, April 1958, pp. 142.

21 Bellman, R., Methods of Nonlinear Analysis, Vol. 1, Academic
Press, New York, 1970.

22 Henricl, P., Elements of Numerical Analysis, Wiley, New York,
1964.

23 Hafez, M. M. and Cheng, H. K., “On Acceleration of Convergence
and Shock-Fitting in Transonic Flow Computations,” Memorandum,

AJAA JOURNAL

ATJAA JOURNAL

Dept. of Aerospace Engineering, University of Southern Calif, Los
Angeles, 1973.

24 Steger, J. L. and Lomax, H., “Generalized Relaxation Methods
Applied to Problems in Transonic. Flow,” Lecture Notes in Physics,
Vol. 8, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1971, pp. 193-198.

25 Cole, J. D., Perturbation Methods in Applied Mathematics,
Blaisdell, Waltham, Mass., 1968.

26 Ashley, H. and Landahl, M., Aerodynamics of Wings and Bodies,
Addison-Wesley, Reading, Mass., 1965.

VOL. 13, NO. 5

Subsonic Cascade Flutter with Finite Mean Lift

MasaNOBU NaMBA*
Kyushu University, Fukuoka, Japan

This paper gives a method of calculating the unsteady aerodynamic forces and predicting the flutter conditions
for unstalled two-dimensional cascade blades operating with finite mean lift force in subsonic flows. In this method
the unsteady effect of the oscillatory motion of a pressure dipole of a finite steady strength is represented by
the equivalent effect of a stationary pressure quadrupole with a fluctuating strength, and all the disturbance quantities
are treated on the basis of linearization. Some numerical results are provided for a cascade of flat plates in
translational oscillation at finite mean angle of attack. The effect of the Mach number upon the unsteady
aerodynamic forces and the marginal flutter conditions are investigated. The critical reduced frequency for a given
angle of attack decreases for compressor cascades, while it increases for turbine cascade with increase in the
Mach number. The contribution of the finite time mean part of the lift force to the unsteady component of the lift
force is heavily influenced by the Mach number. The possibility of negative aecrodynamic damping at the resonance
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conditions is indicated.
Nomenclature
C, = mean lift coefficient defined by Eq. (32)
C 1. Cra Cr, = unsteady lift coefficient iefined by Eq. (33)
= blade chord
K , K,a K, = kernel functions for disturbance pressure [see Eqgs. (5-

. 10) and Appendix A]
Ku, Ku,, Ku, = kernel functions for disturbance velocity [see Egs. (21—
23))

K, K, K, = y-components of Ku, Ku, Ku, respectively (see
Appendix B)

M, = Mach number of undisturbed flow

p = disturbance pressure

p = mean disturbance pressure

s = pitch/chord ratio

t = dimensionless time scaled with respect to ¢/U,

U, = undisturbed velocity of fluid

u = disturbance velocity

a = mean disturbance velocity

v, Uy, Uy = y-components of u, 4, U, respectively

X,y = dimensionless coordinates scaled with respect to ¢ (see
Fig. 2)

Z(x) = mean position of the blade camber (see Fig. 2)

Ao = mean angle of attack (see Fig. 2)

¥ = angle of stagger (see Fig. 2)

a() = Dirac’s delta function

Apg(x) = mean pressure jump across a blade

[ = nondimensional small quantity

ea(x) e = displacement of the blade scaled with respect to ¢
(see Fig. 2)

e, e = unsteady component of disturbance pressure due to

unsteady pressure dipoles
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iht = unsteady component of disturbance pressure due to
unsteady pressure quadrupoles

eApg(x) e = unsteady part of pressure jump across a blade

eAPga(x) € = the first component of eApz(x) et

eApg, (\) e'* = the second component of eApg(x) e’

eii, e' = unsteady component of disturbance velocity due to un-

steady pressure dipoles

e = unsteady component of disturbance velocity due to un-
steady pressure quadrupoles

= reduced frequency (= wc/U,)

= interblade phase angle divided by 2

= density of undisturbed fluid

= angular frequency of blade oscillation

= real part

= imaginary part

ep, €

Y
£
<
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I. Introduction

N the past 20 years many studies have been done on the

vibration of cascade blades, and the theoretical methods of
treating the unstalled cascade flutter for two-dimensional in-
compressible flows are well developed.! 3 However, modern
axial compressors and turbines are designed to operate in high
subsonic or transonic flow conditions, and there exists an urgent
need to establish a method of predicting the compressibility
effect upon the cascade flutter.

In most of the theoretical work done on the vibration of
cascade blades in compressible flows, it has been assumed that
the mean deflection of the air through a cascade is very small
or zero.*” ® According to the incompressible flow theories, how-
ever, the unstalled bending flutter can not occur unless the
mean deflection of the air (in other words, the mean lift force
on the blades) is large. In order to account for the bending
flutter therefore, it is essential to allow for the finite mean lift
force.

Any approach to the problem will encounter a great difficulty
in mathematical treatments if it strictly takes account of both
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Fig. 1 a) Oscillating dipole, and (b-d) the singularities as its
components.

the finite mean lift force and the compressibility effect. This is
because the second-order terms of the mean flow disturbance
and the cross products of the mean disturbance and unsteady
disturbance are in strict sense not negligible compared with the
first-order terms of unsteady disturbance, and therefore nonlinear
treatments will be generally required. However, some attempts
have been made to treat the problem in the scope of linearization.
Kaji and Okazaki’ applied the semiactuator disk theory to the
cascade flutter in compressible flows, and provided some useful
information on the effect of compressibility. We should bear in
mind, however, that the applicability of their theory is limited
because of the assumed small spacing of the blades and small
interblade phase angle. Recently Nishiyama and Kobayashi®
have published a theoretical study of flutter of the subsonic
cascade based upon the linearized thin airfoil theory. They
neglected all the nonlinear terms and the cross products of the
unsteady and steady components of the disturbance in solving
the differential equations for the steady and unsteady acceleration
potentials, but they took account of the effect of relative displace-
ment of the biades with finite mean blade circulation. The
linearization in their theory will be justified later in this paper.

Unfortunately, however, they mistakenly applied the quasi- .

steady solution to evaluation of the effect of the relative dis-
placement. In other words the flowfield at a given instant is
assumed to be identical with the steady flowfield corresponding
to the instantaneous blade positions. We should notice that a
quasi-steady solution for the velocity field is valid only for in-
compressible flow cases, where the disturbance propagates at
infinite velocity of sound. When the velocity of sound is finite
however, a definite time is required for a disturbance due to
movement of a blade to reach a distant field point, and therefore
the quasi-steady treatment breaks down.

This paper presents a more complete theory which adopts the
linearization like the theory of Nishiyama and Kobayashi,® but
takes into account the finite velocity of sound in dealing with
the effect of the relative movement. The theory is applied to a
cascade of flat plates vibrating with translational motion at finite
mean angle of attack in subsonic flows, and the effect of com-
pressibility upon the unsteady aerodynamic forces and the
marginal flutter conditions are investigated.

1I. Basic Concept

The basic assumptions made in the present theory are as
follows: 1) the fluid is inviscid and behaves as a perfect gas;
2) the flow is isentropic, subsonic, and two-dimensional; 3) the
steady component of the lift force is large compared with the
unsteady component; 4) the steady component of the lift force
is not too large, so that it can be determined from the linearized
equations for the steady disturbance ; and 5) the unsteady com-
ponent of the disturbance is governed by the linearized acoustic
wave equation for a uniform flow.

There are some controversial aspects in assumptions 3-5.
Assumption 3 is required because the steady part of the lift force
does not play an important role upon the unsteady pressure
field if it is very small and of the same order as the unsteady
part. On the other hand assumptions 4 and 5 are needed in
order to simplify the mathematical treatment. To make assump-
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tions 3-5, however, implies that we neglect the nonlinear steady
terms and the products of unsteady and steady components of
the disturbance with retaining the linear unsteady terms, al-
though the former are not necessarily small in comparison with
the latter.

Nevertheless the present model is expected to retain the
essential features of the phenomena. What we are most concerned
with is the unsteady aerodynamic forces acting on the blades.
The contribution of the steady part of the disturbance tc the
unsteady part of the aerodynamic forces comes mainly from the
unsteady upwash induced by the unsteady displacement of the
singular points at which the lift force acts. As shown in Appendix
C, the proposed perturbation will be rational if the reduced
frequency of the blade vibration is small and of the same order
as the mean angle of attack.

The concept of pressure dipoles representing lifting surfaces
is well established. We can easily find, then, that the effect of
small unsteady displacement of a dipole is equivalent to the
effect of a quadrupole of unsteady strength. As Fig. 1a shows,
consider a pressure dipole in a uniform flow of velocity U, The
dipole is making a vertical simple harmonic oscillation with an
angular frequency w and a small amplitude ¢a. Here ¢ is a non-
dimensional constant which is small compared with unity, and a
denotes a dimensionless length normalized by a characteristic
length ¢, which is later used as the blade chord. Let the strength
of the dipole be composed of a finite steady part Ap and a small
unsteady part ¢éAp e, where A = amc/U, is the reduced frequency,
and ¢ denotes the dimensionless time scaled with respect to ¢/U,,.
From the assumptions above it follows that the disturbance
pressure p should satisfy

O ’p = —(Ap+eAp e*)o(x) (y—ea ™) 1
where O 2 is d’Alembertian defined by
2* 2 0? 0*
=1-M2)——+-—5—-2M, -M,? = 2
¢ ( >6x2 ay* 0x ot or @
and §( ) denotes Dirac’s delta function ; besides M, denotes the
Mach number of the undisturbed flow, and the coordinates x
and y are dimensionless ones normalized by c.
Applying Taylor expansion to the right-hand side of Eq. (1),
we get
—(Ap+eAp €*)5(x)8 (y—ea €*') =
—ApS(x)&'(y)—eAp €*5(x)0'(y) +
ealAp e 5(x) 8" (y)+ O(e?) 3)
Equation (3) implies that if the terms of order ¢* are neglected,
the effect of the oscillating dipole can be resolved into the
following three components, 1) a component due to a fixed dipole
of steady strength Ap, 2) a component due to a fixed dipole of
fluctuating strength ¢Ap e, and 3) a component due to a fixed
quadrupole of fluctuating strength caAp . Therefore the flow-

field of Fig. 1a can be obtained by superposing the three flow-
fields of Figs. 1b-1d.

III. Disturbance Pressure Field Due to Oscillating
Cascade Blades with Finite Mean Lift

As Fig. 2 shows, we consider a cascade of zero-thickness blades
with an angle of stagger y and a pitch/chord ratio s. All the
blades are making simple harmonic oscillation with the same
amplitude and the same reduced frequency A but with a constant
phase angle 270 between one blade to the next. Let the time
mean angle of attack @_, be finite and the amplitude ea(x) be
small. Then we can consider that the lifting pressure jump across
a blade is composed of the finite steady component Apg(x) and
the small unsteady component eApg(x) e,

Applying the concept in the previous section, each blade may
be represented by superposition of the three kinds of singularities,
dipoles of steady strength Apg(x), dipoles of fluctuating strength
eApg(x) et 2™ and quadrupoles of fluctuating strength
—sa(x)Apg(x) e#F ™ Here m (=0, +1, +2,...) denotes the
blade number. We should note that all the singularities are
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Fig. 2 Coordinate

- = X
0
\\ea(x)éﬂ

fixed in the stationary parallel line segments denoted by
y=mscosy and —3 < x—mssin y £ 4. Then, ignoring the dis-
turbance effect of order &2, we can represent the disturbance
pressure p(x, y, t) with the three components as follows

p(x,y,1) = p(x, )+ €™ p(x,y)+e e* px, y) @
where p(x, y), £ e p,(x, y), and & e p,(x, y) are the disturbance
components due to the steady dipoles, unsteady dipoles, and un-
steady quadrupoles, respectively. According to the basic assump-
tions each component should independently satisfy the linearized
acoustic wave equation, and we can ultimately obtain the integral
representations for each component as follows

1/2 .
plx,y) = J App(O)K y(x— &, y) dE ®)
~1/2
1/2
Isa(xv y) = J /zAl}B(é)Kpn(x_éry) dé (6)
-1
1/2
pilx.y) = J App(Q)ald)Kp(x— &, yyde ™)
—-1/2

where the kernel functions K (X, ¥), Kpa(x,y), and K,(x,y) are
the solutions of the following differential equations

V*2K,(x,y)=— Y, S(x—mssiny)d'(y—mscosy) (8)

m= -~

& *ZKpa(Xv y)=- Z 8(x —ms sin 7)8'(y — ms cos y) e2™ (9)

m=—o0

O*Klx,y)= Y d(x—mssiny)d"(y—mscosy)e>™  (10)

HereV *2 and (*?2 are the differential operators defined by
V*2 = (1—M,2)0%/0x+8%/0y* 1
and
O*2 =7 *2_2iAM 2 8/0x+ M 2 (12)

respectively. A brief description of the solution of Egs. (8-10)
as well as the explicit expressions of the kernel functions are
given in Appendix A.

IV. Disturbance Velocity

According to basic assumptions 1-5, the disturbance velocity
u(x, y, t) should satisfy the linearized Euler equation of motion

Du/Dt = —Vp/(p,U,) (13)

where D/Dt = 8/0t+0/0x, and p, denotes the density of un-
disturbed fluid. Then, since the pressure p is resolved into the
three components as shown by Eq. (4), the disturbance velocity
u(x, y, t), likewise, can be resolved into the three components
as follows

idt &

u(x, y, 1) = u(x, y)+¢ e iy(x, y)+e ¢ i, (x, y) (14

where a(x, y), ,(x, y), and @,(x, y) should separately satisfy Euler
equation of motion as follows

ou/ox = =Vp/(p,U,) (15)
(1/1+ a/ax)ﬁa = - Vﬁa/(po Ua) (16)
(M'+ a/ax)ﬁr = Vﬁr/(po Uo) (17)

system and notations.
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Using Eqs. (5-7) and integrating Eqgs. (15-17), we can finally
reach the following integral forms

172

i) = J | AnORuG- Lz s
172

U, (x,y) = J Ap (&) Kuy(x—&, y) dE (19)

PoUs) 12
172

U,(x, ) = f a(@)Ap()Ku(x—¢, y) d& (20)

poU, ) 1/2

where the kernel functions Ku(x, y), Ku,(x, y), and Ku,(x, y) are
defined by

Ku(x,y) = —J_ VK pd @1
Kuy(x, ) = —e“xr SEVK (L y)dC 22)
Ku,(x, ) = — ¢ f | ORVK, e 23)

The expressions of the y-components of the kernel functions
in the forms convenient for calculation are given in Appendix B.

V. Determination of Lifting Force

Let the time mean position of the zeroth blade camberline
be denoted by y = z(x). Then its instantaneous position is given
by

y = 2(x)+ca(x) e 24)
Since the singularities for the zeroth blade are placed in the
line y =0 instead of y = z(x), we can evaluate the upwash
velocity at the blade by
o(x, ea(x) €, 1) =
2(x, 0)+ ¢ e {a(x) 0v(x, 0)/0y + Tu(x,0)+ ,(x,0)} + O(&?) (25)
where v, D, ,, and ¥, are the y-components of wu, @, @, and G,
respectively. Then the condition of tangency of the streamline
along the blade camberline can be expressed by
0(x,0)/U, = Z'(x) (26)
{al(x) 08(x,0)/0y + Balx, 0} + B,(x, 0)}/ U, = ida(x) +d(x)
Combining Eq. (26) with Eqgs. (18-20), we get the following
integral equations for determining Apg(x) and Apg(x)

1 1/2 ‘
3 f App(8)K,(x—¢£,0)d = Z'(x) @7
po Uo i12

-1

1 1/2
3 J AppuO)Koa(x— ¢, 0)dl = ida(x)+d'(x)  (28)
Po Uo -1/2
1/2 1/2
J App(Q)Koplx—¢,0) d£+j Ape(O)alE)K,(x— &, 0)dE +
-1/2

-1/2

1/2 o
a(X)j App(&) - Ki(x—£,0)dE =0 (29)
~-1/2 dy
where K,, K,,, and K,, are the y-components of Ku, Ku,, and
Kau,, respectively. Furthermore the unsteady part of the pressure
jump across the blade is for convenience resolved into two
components as follows

Apy(x) = Appu(x)+ Apg,(x) (30)
Equation (28) implies that the first component eApg,(x)e*
corresponds to the unsteady pressure jump in the case of ‘the
blade oscillation at zero mean lift force. On the other hand,
Eq. (29) means that the second component sApg,(x)e'* is the
unsteady pressure jump due to the unsteady upwash caused by
the unsteady quadrupoles or, in other words, caused by relative
displacement of the dipoles of finite steady strength loaded on
the blades.

The amplitude function a(x) depends upon the oscillation
mode. If the blade oscillation is of translational motion, we
can put a(x)=1. On the other hand, if the oscillation is of
pitching motion about the midchord, then a(x) = x. For the
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oscillation of the coupled mode of translation and pitching
about an arbitrary axis position, the aerodynamic force and
moment can be obtained by linear combination of those for the
two fundamental cases mentioned above. Therefore we have
only to solve the integral equations [Eqgs. (28) and (29)] for
a(x) =1 and a(x) = x.

The most preferable method to solve the integral equations
[Egs. (27-29)] will be to expand Apg(x), Apg.(x), and Apg(x)
in terms of the so-called Glauert series which satisfies the Kutta
condition at the trailing edge and possesses the proper type of
infinity at the leading edge. Since this method has been widely
used by others,2*>%? no detailed description will be necessary
here. Only the first four terms in each series have been considered
in obtaining the numerical results in the present paper.

V1. Resonance Condition

As is well known,*~® the compressibility of the fluid gives
rise to the so-called resonance phenomena in unsteady flows
through cascades. With the notations in the present paper, the
resonance condition can be expressed as

47? cos? y M2 sA )2
Q-Z ﬁzsz —[(V+U)2— ﬁa {(V‘Fg)tdn 'y+éa’s’y} ]:0
(31)
As for the definitions of the notations, see Appendix A. It can
be seen from Appendices A and B that the kernel functions
Ka(x, ), K, (x, ), Ku (x y), and Ku,(x, y) become infinite at the
resonance conditions since they involve tiie terms of order Q,~
It follows from Eq. (28) that the first component of the unsteddy
lift force App.(x) vanishes at the resonance condition. This
confirms the results in Refs. 4 and 5. It should be noticed,
however, that the second component Apg,(x) does not necessarily
vanish, but in general remains finite at the resonance condition.
This is because not only K ,(x—¢£,0) in the first term of Eq. (29)
but also the second term involving K, (x—¢,0) tend to infinity
of order Q,”!. In this condition the infinite induced velocity
due to the quadrupoles represented by the second term of
Eq. (29) can only be cancelled by the opposite infinite induced
velocity due to the second component of the unsteady lift force
“Apg,(x) of nonzero value represented by the first term of Eq. (29).
As seen later from the numerical results, this brings about the
possibility of the resonance flutter which can occur even at very
small but nonzero mean angles of attack.

VII. Cascade of Flat Plates of Translational Oscillation

In this paper we shall not attempt an extensive study, but
shall concern ourselves only with a flat plate cascade of trans-
lational oscillation. This is because this case, in which the finite
mean lift force plays an important role on occurrence of flutter,
is the most fundamental case to be explored.

Let us denote the time mean angle of attack by a_, which
is the angle of the time mean direction of the chord-line with
respect to the far upstream flow direction. Then z'(x) = —a_
in Eq. (27). Since we are dealing with translational oscillation,
we can put a(x) = 1, and therefore ¢ denotes the amplitude of
vertical displacement divided by the chord length. We define
the mean lift coefficient C, by

. 1 1/2
Cp= %'5060‘2 J” v Apg(x) dx (32)
and the unsteady lift coefficients €, €, and C,, by
CL 12 eApp(x)
Cra| = J‘ eAPga(x) |dx/(mp, U, q) (33)
Cof 7 LeAbR(x)

where g ¢ = igU, 4 e denotes the velocity of the blade oscil-
lation. We should note that C,/a_, and C,,/&_, are in-
dependent of &., because of linearization. From Eq. (30) it
follows that

CL = CLH oo oo (CLI‘/&— ao) (34)
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Fig. 3 Comparison with the previous incompressible flow theories by
Shioiri' and Whitehead.?

As is well known,? if the mechanical damping is neglected the
condition for the vibration to be self-excited is given by
A(Cy) >0, where 2() denotes the real part. Therefore the
marginal flutter condition is represented by

‘%(CL)zﬂ(cLa)_'—&—so‘%(CLr/&—w) =0 (35)
and hence the critical angle of attack for flutter is given by
A per = = '%(éLa)/*%(éLr/&—oo) (36)

In the following, using some numerical results, we shall investi-
ate the characteristics of the unsteady lift force coefficients
Cp,and C,,/a_, and the dependence of the flutter conditions
upon various parameters. The calculations have been conducted
on the electronic computer FACOM 230-60 in Kyushu
University.

Comparison with the Incompressible Exact Theories

The present theory linearizes not only the unsteady component
of the disturbance properties but also the steady component, and
furthermore it neglects the cross products of the steady and un-
steady components. In order to check the validity of this treat-
ment, we shall compare the results for the unsteady lift force in
an incompressible flow obtained by the present theory with those
by the previous incompressible flow theories.!* Figure 3 shows
the dependence of C, upon the interblade phase difference o in
the case of an incompressible flow. In spite of the rather large
mean angle of attack of a_, = 55.85° the agreement is satis-
factory especially for the real part which determines the flutter
condition. We should notice that the Shioiri’s theory! omits the
terms of @_ 2 in calculating the blade force. This may be one
of the reasons why the present theory shows better agreement
with the theory by Shioiri’ than with that by Whitehead.?

First Component of the Unsteady Lift Coefficient C,,

Since this component corresponds to the unsteady lift co-
efficient for the zero mean lift conditions, it has been already
investigated by others.*>> However, in order to facilitate the
comparison with the second component, we had better reconfirm
its characteristics. Figure 4 shows how the relation between
C;,and the interblade phase angle 2no is influenced by the Mach
number M, In the following figures the resonance points are
marked by R.P. In all cases shown in this paper where the
reduced frequency 4 is not large, the resonance occurs for a given
nonzero Mach number at a pair of ¢. In other words in the
present cases, Eq. (31) can be satisfied only when v = 0, giving
two real roots of ¢. The superresonance region where the non-
decayirig disturbance occurs corresponds to the region of o
between the resonance points in which the in-phase condition;
ie, o = 0or o = 1, is included, while the other region bounded
by the resonance points where the in-phase condition does not
exist is the subresonance region, where all the unsteady pressure
disturbance decay at far field.

First, we can see that |Cp,| becomes large as M, increases,
except near the resonance points. Second, the absolute value of
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Fig. 4 Dependence of the first component of the unsteady lift co-
efficient C,, upon the phase difference ¢ and the Mach number M,.

the real part of C,, takes a maximum value near the out of
phase point o = 4. Third, €y, falls to zero almost abruptly at
the resonance points. Finally, the real part of C,, never becomes
positive at any value of ¢. This implies that the pure bending
flutter does not occur at zero mean deflection.

Second Component of the Unsteady Lift Coefficient C,,

_ Since C,, is evidently proportional to the mean lift coefficient
Cy, it would be better to examine the normalized value C,,/C;.
An example in Fig. 5 shows the variation of C,,/C, with ¢
and its dependence upon M,. In subresonance region the real
part Cy,/C; takes a positive maximum value near ¢ =% and a
negative minimum value near ¢ = 3. The positive maximum
value for positive stagger angle y decreases as M, increases,
while the negative minimum value for positive stagger angle y
slightly decreases with increase in M, The zero point of
#(C,,/Cy) at which it changes the sign usually lies between
1 < o < 3 for positive stagger angle y, and it moves towards
smaller ¢ as M, increases. o
As for the effect of the reduced frequency A upon C.,/C,,
though not illustrated by figures in this paper, it is found that
[C‘ 1-/Cy| is heavily influenced by A, and it generally decreases
as A increases as far as the subresonance region is concerned.
Very sharp fall in Cp,/C, occurs at the resonance points,
but as previously suggested, 2(C,,/C;) is found to remain finite
there. Tt may also be worthwhile to note that in the super-

A =02
06 7 =45
oo L s =10
~
tg' 0
&
-06
0 0L RP
i3 f)
P
S
S L
-1.0F \

Fig.5 Dependence of the normalized second component of the unsteady
lift coefficient C,,/C, upon the phase difference o and the Mach number

o
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Fig. 6 Variation of the critical mean angle of attack &_ ., with the
phase difference ¢ and the Mach number M,.

resonance region the imaginary part of Cy,/C, is very small. It
means that the second component of the unsteady pressure
jump eApg, €' is nearly in phase with the blade velocity in the
superresonance region. When y is positive, #(C,,/C.) has a
positive maximum in the superresonance region too. This maxi-
mum value is found to overtake that in the subresonance
region when either M, or A becomes large.

Critical Angle of Attack a_ .,

Figure 6 shows an example of the variation of the critical
angle of attack &_ ., with 6 and M, In the subresonance region,
- e fOr a given M, takes a positive minimum value around
¢ =0.15 and a negative maximum value around ¢ = —0.15.
Since in the present case of a cascade of flat plates the negative
angle of attack with a positive angle of stagger 7 corresponds
to a turbine cascade, we can say that the critical angle of attack
becomes minimum at a phase lag angle of about 60° for both
the compressor and turbine cascades, as far as they are n sub-
resonance condition. It should also be pointed out, however, that
the phase lag o at which a_ . becomes minimum, decreases
with increase in M, in the case of turbine cascades. It should be
noted also that the minimum of &_ ., in the subresonance region
for the turbine cascade is smaller than that for the compressor
cascade, and that the former decreases with increase in M, while
the latter increases with M,

In the superresonance region, which is confined to a very
narrow region around ¢ = 0 in the present example of not large 4,
the critical angle of attack &_ ., also takes a positive minimum
value at a positive value of ¢ for y > 0. This minimum value
for a given M, is larger than that in the subresonance region,
as long as either M, or 4 is small. The minimum value of &_ ,
in the superresonance region is, however, almost insensitive to 4,
though not illustrated by figures in this paper. On the other
hand, as is seen in Fig. 6, it decreases with increase in M,. Conse-
quently, the minimum value of &_, in the superresonance
region is surpassed by that in the subresonance region when
either M, or 1 becomes large. It should be noted, however, that
even in the case of M, = 0.8, the minimum value of &_ ., in
the superresonance region is so large that the superresonance
flutter seems unlikely to occur for a conventional compressor
cascade operating at not too large angle of attack.

At the resonance points the critical angle of attack, &_ .
sharply falis to zero. This means that at the resonance points
there is a possibility of occurrence of flutter even at a very small
mean angle of attack. However it should also be noticed that
even a small departure from the resonance points can give rise
to recovery from the flutter of this type.

Critical Reduced Frequency 4.,

For a given &_, there is a value of A for which the minimum
of @_,., coincides with the given a_,. This is the critical
reduced frequency 4, and the flutter occurs at A lower than 1,
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Fig. 7 Variation of the critical reduced frequency /., with the mean

angle of attack &_,, and the Mach number M,; ---- incompressible
flow theory by Whitehead.?

of a given 4_,. Figure 7 shows the variation of 2, with a_,
and M, for y = +45° and s = 1.0. Hereafter, the resonance
flutter is not considered.

First, we see that A, for the compressor cascade (y > 0) is
generally smaller than that for the turbine cascade. Second, A,
decreases as M, increases for the compressor cascade, while A,
increases with M, for the turbine cascade. In Fig. 7 the results
by Whitehead? for the incompressible flow case are also shown
with broken lines. Agreement with the present results for M, = 0
is satisfactory unless @, is too large. _

It should be noted that the mean lift coefficient C, increases
with M,. Therefore in order to evaluate the effect of compres-
sibility upon 4, for a given mean blade loading, A, should
be plotted against C,/s. Figure 8 shows how the depen-
dence of 4, upon Cp/s is influenced by the Mach number.
From this standpoint then, we can say that the compressibility
reduces A, not only for the compressor cascade, but also for the
turbine cascade unless the mean blade loading is too large. In
this figure the results of the semi-actuator disk theory by Kaji
and Okazaki’ are also shown with broken lines. Fairly good
agreement can be seen in the present case of the pitch/chord
ratio of s = 1, as far as &_, is not too large.

Figure 9 gives the results for a larger pitch/chord ratio of
s = 1.5.Itis seen, however, that the accuracy of the semi-actuator
disk theory deteriorates for large pitch/chord ratio. Comparison
between Figs. 8 and 9 indicates that 4., decreases with increase
in s. It should also be noted that in Fig. 9 the effect of M, upon
Ao 18 Teversed when C, /s becomes large.

VIII. Conclusion

The effect of a pressure dipole of a finite steady strength
making small oscillatory motion is shown to be equivalent to
the combined effect of a stationary dipole of the steady strength
and a stationary quadrupole of a fluctuating strength. This
concept can be successfully applied to evaluating the effect of
relative motion of the blades with finite mean lift in compressible
flows. The present method of analysis is found very useful for
predicting the compressibility effect upon the unsteady aero-
dynamic forces and the marginal flutter conditions for a cascade
of unstalled blades operating at finite but not too large mean
angle of attack.

The proposed method has been applied to a cascade of flat
plates in translational oscillation, and the following conclusions
have been obtained. The critical reduced frequency for a given
mean blade loading decreases with increase in the Mach number

Fig. 8 Variation of the critical reduced frequency /., with the mean
lift coefficient per pitch C./s and the Mach number M ; ---- semi-
actuator disk theory by Kaji and Okazaki.”
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Fig. 9 Variation of the critical reduced frequency 1., with the mean
lift coefficient per pitch C,/s and the Mach number M,; ---- semi-
actuator disk theory by Kaji and Okazaki.’

for turbine cascades with small blade loading as well as for
compressor cascades. For turbine cascades, however, this effect
of the Mach number decreases as the blade loading increases.
The critical reduced frequency for a given mean angle of attack
increases with the Mach number for turbine cascades, while it
decreases with increase in the Mach number for compressor
cascades. In the ordinary range of the angle of attack the super-
resonance flutter is unlikely to occur. At the resonance conditions
the aerodynamic damping can become negative even for a very
small but nonzero mean angle of attack.

Appendix A Kernel Functions K, (X Y), Kpulx, y)
and K ,.(x, y)

The solution to Eq. (8) gives the disturbance pressure field
due to a row of pressure dipoles of unit strength, which is well
known in the classical two-dimensional subsonic cascade theory.
We can express it as

K (x,y)= —{(fcosy-sin 2A—sin y - sin 2B)/
\ {2sB,%(cosh 2B—cos 24)} (A1)
where
BE=1-M> M,=M,cosy, B*=1-M,
A = ni(x sin y+ yB? cos 3)/(sB.2).
B = nf(x cosy—ysin y)/(sp,’)

The solution to Eq. (9) corresponds to the disturbance pressure
field due to a row of pressure dipoles of fluctuating strength
with unit amplitude and phase difference of 2ro. Not a few
papers*~%%° have given the solution in various forms. The
form most convenient for calculation will be that in terms of
rapidly converging Fourier series which Kaji and Okazaki® have
derived starting from superposition of the single dipole solutions
of Hankel function form. Here is shown a more efficient method

of obtaining the solution in the Fourier series form. Assurhe
K 4(x, y) in the Fourier integral form of

1 [® | L
Kpa(x, ¥y = 4;;2‘J\ J Hia, 1) pxTiny gy du (A2)

e

Then it follows from Eq. (9) that

s[5 -

Y exp{—ims(xsiny+ucosy—2nafs)}  (A3)
Then utilizing the identity!® of

Y exp {—imm(u+otan y—2na/s cos P)/(n/s cosy)} =

m=—wn

(2r/scosy) Y S(u+atany—2n[v+al/scosy)

and conducting integration with respect to « and p, we obtain

i e &[4 preos’y—M, ising
Kplx,y) = :gﬁ“'ze@’ ) < 520 -
a V= —oC a v

i sgn 7 sin y> pHiv ol A4y
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where

¢ =M7i}P n=x—ytany, g, =2n(v+a)s

and

Q% = {g.,* cos® y—(q, siny+ A°’M/B.2}/B.>  (AS)
Here ©Q, is a positive real number or an imaginary number
w1th the same sign as i(g, siny+A4), accordmg as 0,2>0 or
Q,% < 0. We can further modify the expression (A4) into a form
more convenient for numerical computation of the disturbance
pressure as will be worked out for K,,(x,y) in Appendix B.
Because of the limited space, however, it is not shown here.

The solution to Eq. (10) gives the disturbance pressure field
due to a row of pressure quadrupoles of fluctuating strength
with unit amplitude and phase difference of 270. It is evident
from Egs. (9) and (10) that

Kpr(xr J’) = _aKpa(x’ y)/ay (A6)

The expression of K,,(x,y) in a Fourier series form similar to
Eq. (A4) is omitted here.

Appendix B Kernel Functions K, (x, y), K,(x, y),
and K,,(x, y)

Using Egs. (A1), (A4), and (A6), we can conduct integration
in Egs. (21-23). Only the results for the y-components are given
in the following:

K,(x,y)=— 25% <Bcosy+

sin y+sin 24+ f cos y - sinh 2B
cosh 2B—¢0s 24

(B1)

Kuox, ) = Koo P0x, )+ Koo®(x, ) + K, ®(x,y)  (B2)

Ku(x,¥) = KO, 1)+ Ko x, )+ K ®x,y) - (B)

Here K, and K, denote the Fourier components of the
longest wavelength in the y direction. The second parts K,
and K, are the singular parts expressed in the closed forms.
The third parts K,,® and K,® denote the regular parts

expressed as uniformly converging Fourier series. Details of the
expressions are as follows:

1 -
Kul®06 ) = = 5y (L sgnml,eraoress
2 B sz Lo sgny—iJ ) zicane, (B4
1 -
i) = =5 gz (1+-sgn B cosy - e AT T
S, a

1 . .
idn 2icA—2\Bly }(__ 2 . : :
4—Sﬂa2 e !:e {( B?cosy-sgny+ifsiny) x

sABa*

R coth (C)— S coth (C)}

g2ioA+ 2Bl {(~ B2 cos y - sgn #— if sin y)R coth (D) —

[;; S coth (D)}} (BS)

=)

K, ®fx,y) = ~3 ﬂ sz(Isgnme™™ ) (I,+p%cosy) x
a v : B o0
eiqu/cos ¥ + 1 eid)n i e2i(v+o’)A X
2567 =T
0

l:(l,. sgnn—iJ,) e~ M 4

sAB.
{ﬁzcosy~sgnn+l< Brsiny- sgnv+| | 2iﬁ>}x
e~ 218l ggn V("+'//):| (B6)

er(O)(Xv y) = -

! —iAin+ i cos ¥
5 {(1+sgnn)P, e Fntiapyicosy
(P,sgnn+iQ,) er2ieA=loy  (B7)
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—iAn+ig y/cos v _

Ko®(x,y) = 5= (I+sgnn)V

Zﬂa

91 [¢2ioA=21BV (S son 5 +iT) cosech? (C) +

i
85,2
2(—V-sgnn—iW)R coth (C)+4U -sgny- S coth (C)} +

e~ 2o AT ABY ((S-sgn y+iT) cosech? (D) +

2(—V-sgn n+iW)R coth(D)—4U -sgnn-Scoth(D)}] (B8)

d U
Ka®(x,y) = 2(1-+—sgnr])e oy <Pv—vS— V— —>><
2 ﬁ v=—a0 v
=0
o0
igycosy _ ____ olén e2ivta)d o
¢ 2sB,° v;m
#0

U
':(—Pv sgny— in)e"”'Qv—{sgnn . <—-vS—- V+->+
v

isgnv-(vI+ W)}e_zm Sg"””"”:l (B9)

Here
W = o—sAM,? tany/(2rp? cosy), = |B|—i4,
= |B|+id, Rcoth(x)=cothx—1,
S coth (x) = x—log (sinh x)—log 2,
I, = (—q,2f*cosy—2q, f?Asiny-cosy+ A2M, > tany-siny)/
{(g,+Asiny)*+ A2 cos?y},

J, =[—q.*B*siny-cosy+q,2A{tany siny(3M,2—2cos?y) +
B2 cosy}+3q, M,2A% tanysin® y+ M ,2A% tany -sin y]/
[B.°Q, {(g,+ Asin y)* + A% cos? 7}],

P, = tany-Q,J,~(q, B> cosy— M Atan y)1,/B.7%,

0, =tany-Q,J,+(g, f*cosy— M, Atan y)J, /8,2,

U = sA?B,*/(2m),
V = 2r{B*(B? cos?y—sin®y)(o + si sin p/2m)+ sdsin> y/r} [(B,2s),
W = 2rfcosy{— 27 sin y(a + sd sin y/271)+
(B cos? y + 3 sin? y)s4/2m} /(B,2s),
S = 2np*(B* cos® y—sin®y)/(Ba%s),
T = 4np3siny - cos y/(B.%s).

Appendix C Justification of the Perturbation Treatment

Let the undisturbed velocity, density and pressure be denoted
by U,, p,, and p, respectively. Further we denote the time mean
parts of the disturbance velocity, density, and pressure by u,
p, and p, respectively, and the unsteady parts by @, p, and p,
respectively. We regard the unsteady quantities as one order
smaller than the steady quantities. Then the zeroth-order Euler’s
equation of motion is

(U, Vii+Vp—F = —p (- V)i—p([U,+i] V)i (C1)
and the first-order equation is

po{0/01+(U, V)ju+Vp—F =

Y+ @V} — p{8/0t+([U,+1u] V)}a—
p(@-V)i— p([U,+a] - V)i (€2)
where ¢ denotes the time, and F and F denote the steady and
unsteady body forces representing the blade force.
In the present problem the magnitude of each property may be
estimated as follows:
ca~ Uy, P~p, Uazozfaor p~ ﬁ/aazr
u~a*w, p~p,U,a*o, p~ [3/002

_po{(ﬁv

where a_ ., a*, o, and q, are the mean angle of attack, the
amplitude of the blade displacement, the angular frequency of
the blade vibration and the velocity of sound of the undisturbed
fluid, respectively. According to the assumption 4 the terms on
the right-hand side of Eq. (C1) should be sufficiently small com-
pared to the largest term on the left-hand side. This requirement
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can be fulfilled if &_, is sufficiently small compared to unity.
Then it follows that the terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (C2)
also can be omitted, since the ratios of those to p,(U, V)i on
the left-hand side are at most of order &_ . Similar estimation
can be made for the continuity and energy equations, too.
Consequently we can reach the linearized steady and unsteady
equations of acoustic type adopted in the text.

Finally, it remains to consider the order of magnitude of the
unsteady body force F which is composed of the effect of the
unsteady lift force and the effect of the blade displacement with
finite lift force. We denote the former by F, and the latter by
F,. Then we can estimate them as follows

Fi~p,U,a*ofc, ¥, ~p,U,a_,a*/c?
Therefore F,/F; ~ a_ . /(wc/U,). Here ¢ denotes the blade chord.

We see that F‘q is of the same order as F, if the reduced frequency
wc/U, is of the same order as &_ .

To conclude, the perturbation adopted in the text is rational
when d_, is small and at the same time the reduced frequency
is as small as &_ .
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Screen Nozzles for Gasdynamic Lasers
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Fine-hole orifice plates (screen nozzles) are considered as a replacement for two-dimensional grid nozzles in
gasdynamic lasers. Analyses are made of the downstream fully mixed state, the flow perturbation decay to that
state, and the optical gain distribution for typical N,-CO, laser conditions. Experiments were conducted with a
screen nozzle mounted on a shock tube. Density nonuniformities were found to be below 19/ at 100 orifice spacings
downstream (30 cm), with gains of 0.6-0.8%//cm. These results agree with predictions and lead to the conclusion
that screen nozzles offer extreme simplicity with only small performance penalty.

I. Introduction

HIGH degree of flow uniformity is required in the cavity of
amodern gasdynamic laser (GDL)if significant distortion of
the extracted beam is to be avoided. This has led to considerable
study of the aerodynamic details of the flow. A review of some of
this work! points out that GDL grid nozzles must be designed
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by the method-of-characteristics and must have carefully
selected entrance profiles,? contoured and flat-wall boundary-
layer corrections,® and nozzle trailing edge truncation compro-
mising conflicting requirements of strength and flow uniformity.*
Further, high operating pressure levels lead directly to small
nozzle scales (0.01-0.02 cm throat height), and to machining and
assembly tolerances that are difficult and costly to meet.

The present paper considers the feasibility of replacing the
standard array of these nozzles with an orifice plate containing
simple drilled holes of specified geometry and size. From strictly
dimensional reasoning, the disturbance level due to the nonideal
nature of the orifice flow would be expected to decay with a down-
stream distance measured in terms of the characteristic orifice
spacing. Thus, with a sufficiently fine scale “screen nozzle,” it
should be possible to achieve adequate flow uniformity at a
distance downstream thatisstillacceptable for the nonequilibrium
aspects of a GDL.

Earlier studies of screen nozzles for supersonic wind tunnels®
identified nonideal features of the downstream flow. These were
waves arising from impingement of the jets from adjacent
nozzles, the wake structure, and waves originating at the duct °
walls. The present study considers disturbances in the body of the
flow in more detail, with emphasis on the N,-CO, GDL



