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Noise from a Circulation Control Wing
with Upper Surface Blowing

M. Salikuddin,* W. H. Brown,} and K. K. Ahuja}
Lockheed-Georgia Company, Marietta, Georgia

The work presented in this paper represents a first step in understanding and evaluating the noise
characteristics of a circulation control wing (CCW) with upper surface blowing (USB). It was found that high
frequency noise was dominated by the effects of the circulation control jet and that low frequency noise was
dominated by the effects of the upper surface blowing. The individual effects of the CCW and USB can be
superimposed to yield a good approximation of the resultant effect in a combined CCW/USB configuration.

Introduction

HE circulation control wing (CCW) concept is a

mechanically simple, high lift system that employs
tangential blowing over a rounded trailing edge with an ex-
penditure of minimum amounts of jet momentum and mass
flow, to yield very high lift augmentation.'? The basic
aerodynamics of the circulation control wing concept involve
the adherence of a thin, tangentially ejected jet sheet to the
rounded trailing edge of an otherwise conventional airfoil.
This phenomenon, called the Coanda effect, is produced by
a balance within the jet sheet between centrifugal force and
the low static pressure lifting force, generated by the jet
velocity Vg (Fig. la). This device initially provides a blow-
ing-type boundary-layer control, but achieves its high-lift
capability by controlling the airfoil stagnation points to in-
crease the circulation around the wing. Due to the absence of
a long mechanical flap, this circulation control is achieved at
considerably lower momentum coefficients than those
needed in the somewhat similar tangentially blown flap
systems.> The primary mechanism of the CCW lift
augmentation is the increased streamline deflection, which
accompanies movement of the stagnation points; the overall
result is to produce an effective camber which is considerably
greater than the geometric value.
~ Further, by combining the circulation control (CC) and
with upper surface blowing (USB) in a CCW/USB con-
figuration, as shown in Fig. 1b, some very significant
benefits are obtained from the ability of circulation control
phenomenon to entrain and control the engine thrust direc-
tion.%” The rather complex and heavy USB mechanical flap
system and its supporting structure and actuators can be
eliminated and replaced by the stationary circulation control
(CC) round trailing edge and internal blowing plenum. For
the CCW/USB system, the thrust deflection. angle depends
on the CC plenum pressure, slot mass flow, and the
geometry of the CC trailing edge. The CCW thrust deflec-
tion angle is changed nearly instantly by a control valve or
pressure regulator which modulates the slot .mass flow. The
thrust can be deflected pneumatically up to 160 deg, thereby
providing high lift, the possibility of vertical flight, and
thrust reversal, all without complex mechanisms. The near-
instantaneous thrust deflection variation provides quick-
responding direct lift and flight path control.?
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All the high-lift benefits of the CCW/USB configuration
notwithstanding, the acoustic performance of the configura-
tion is not available in the open literature. Therefore, a
CCW/USB model with full-span circulation control ability
was designed, fabricated, and tested in Lockheed’s free-jet
anechoic wind tunnel to evaluate the acoustic performance
of this system. The noise measurements were taken in two
planes: flyover and sideline. The acoustic performance of thé
D-shaped nozzle (used for the USB) operated alone, the
CCW operated alone, and the USB systems were also
evaluated. A limited number of wake survey tests using a
five-hole probe to evaluate the thrust-turning capability of
the system were also conducted. These results are presented
in detail in three Lockheed engineering reports.-!! The noise
of a circulation control wing with upper surface blowing and
forward speed is too complex to permit a thorough analysis
in a journal article. Nor was it possible within the scope of
the experimental effort to address all the possible interac-
tions. of the many variables that are involved. Salient
features of noise data from the flyover plane and some wake
survey results are presented in a form that makes these
results most easily usable by researchers who want to
generate noise prediction capabilities.

Experimental Setup and Test Procedure

Measurements to evaluate the acoustic performance of the
CCW/USB system and its individual components were carried
out in an anechoic free-jet wind tunnel. The facility is capable
of providing continuous free-jet velocities up to 105 m/s, with
a circular test section of 0.71 m diam."?

The USB/CCW model design represents a four-engine air-
craft, which can achieve good STOL performance and not be
severely penalized in cruise by concessions to high-lift perfor-
mance.!? Model and operating variables are summarized in
Table 1.

The upper surface blowing was achieved by using a D-
shaped nozzle, with the straight edge flush with the wing sur-
face, impinging at an angle of 20 deg to the surface. This im-
pingement angle provides adequate flow spreading over the
wing surface. The wing is constructed with a solid leading edge
section which is followed by a replaceable trailing-edge sec-
tion. The replaceable downstream section consists of a set of
ribs, top and bottom cover plates, and the circular trailing
edge.

The circulation control blowing air was discharged parallel
to the Coanda surface and essentially parallel to the flow
across the full 48-in. span of the wing’s upper surface. This
was accomplished by contouring the trailing edge of the ad-
justable cover plate. The contour was shaped such that the
path of the blowing air forms a convergent nozzle. This extra
care was required because, at model scale, a straight-cut trail-
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Table1 CCW/USB model and operating varlab]es
' USB nozzle (D shape)

Exit area 4.69 in.? (30.25 cm?)
Equivalent diameter, dy 2.44 in. (6.2 cm)
Impingement angle 20 deg

Chordwise position on wing  7.5in. (19.05 cm)

Wing (symmetrical)

15 in. (38.1 cm)
2.25in, (5.7 cm)
0.328 in. (0.83 ¢cm)
0.012-0.048 in.
(0.0305-0.122 cm)

Chord, ¢

Thickness, ¢

Trailing edge radius, r
Slot height, A

Operational variables

0-740 fps (0-225 m/s)
Tunnel velocity, Vi 0-350 fps (0-105 m/s)
Slot velocity, Vy 0-1120 fps (0-340 m/s)
Angle of attack 0 deg

Jet velocity, V)

ing edge (which is blunt) forms a convergent-divergent nozzle,
or discharges the blowing air at an angle that promotes separa-
tion from the Coanda surface.

The experimental configuration is shown in Fig. 2. The D-
shaped nozzle was connected to the 10-cm-diam supply duct,
at an angle of 20 deg to the axis. The nozzle exit was flush
mounted on the midchord and midspan position of the CC
wing. A wooden fairing, built for this test configuration,
sealed the gap between the nozzle and the leading edge of the
wing to minimize interference. The wing was mounted on one
anechoic chamber wall, with zero angle of attack, and was
placed in front of the 71-cm-diam free-jet nozzle. The midsec-
tion of the wing was placed along the vertical central plane of
the free-jet nozzle. To accommodate the 20 deg impingement
angle of the nozzle and to keep the deflected flow (due to the
circulation control) within the bounds of the tunnel flow, the
nozzle supply duct was raised in the free-jet 20 cm from the
center line. In this position, approximately 58 cm of the wing
was immersed in the tunnel flow.

Far field data were measured by several 0.635-cm-diam
B&K microphones on a polar arc in the flyover plane.
Microphone distances were radially measured from the trail-
ing edge of the wing at the midspan point. Polar angles, 6,
were measured from the downstream direction of a line
parallel to the tunnel axis and passing through the trailing edge
at midspan. Microphones were positioned at 10 deg intervals
Between 6 =40 and 120 deg. Most of the microphones were at
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Fig. 2 CCW/USB system installed in the free-jet anechoic wind
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Fig. 3 A typical set of wake survey showing the effect of slot veloc-
ity, V¢ on the wake velocity profile and the flow deflection angle & for
the CCW-alone configuration; Vy=63 m/s, h=1.22 mm.

a distance of 10 ft (2.44 m) from the midspan trailing edge
point. Only a few extreme microphones were placed closer to
the trailing edge to avoid interference by the anechoic chamber
walls at those angles.

The basic test procedure consisted of measuring the far-field
signals with 9 microphones placed on the arc for each test con-
dition. The microphone signals were recorded on a multi-
channel analog tape recorder for post processing. Reduction
to Y3-octave band spectra was done by using a FFT analyzer
followed by processing on a computer to include calibration
and tunnel corrections. Apart from the acoustic runs, some
wake survey runs were made to examine the relationship be-
tween the noise and the thrust deflection angle. A rake of
seven five-hole probes was manually traversed in the midspan
plane of the wing, at a distance of 1.5 chord lengths (i.c.,
57.15 cm) from the trailing edge.
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Fig. 4 Effect of slot velocity ¥ on the flow deflection angle 5 for the
CCW-alone configuration, at different flight velocities, V.
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Fig. 5 Effect of slot velocity ¥ on the flow deflection angle & with
and without jet velocity V;; V'7=63 m/s.

Thrust Deflection for the CCW/USB Configuration

A limited number of tests were conducted using a rake of
seven five-hole probes to evaluate the thrust-turning capability
of the CCW/USB system. The trailing-edge wake survey tests
were conducted for the CCW configuration alone, as well as
for the CCW/USB combination, to indicate the effect of CC
slot blowing on the flow deflection. Noise is the primary thrust
of this paper. However, some flow deflection data are
presented to help correlate the acoustic performance of the
CCW/USB system with its aerodynamic behavior. The bound-
ary layer thickness on the wing was not measured because it
is not- a major factor in determining the noise of the
CCW/USB conflguratlon
~ The processing of the measured data involved the conver-
sion of the measured pressures into the resultant velocity vec-
tors. For each position, seven velocity vectors (one for each
probe) were generated, covering about 8.9 angular degrees,
each being separated by 1.27 deg. Therefore, a continuous
wake survey was achieved by moving the probe rake in inter-
vals of 10 deg. The wake velocity vectors thus obtained are
plotted on an arc, which is in the midspan plane dnd centered
on the trailing edge. An overall turning angle 8 for each flow
condition was determined by mieasuring the vector inclination
at several positions.

Fig. 6  Effect of jet velocity ¥ on the flow deflection angle & for the
CCW/USB configuration; Ve=305 m/s, V=63 m/s.

The acoustic characteristics of the CCW/USB system are
presented as functions of various flow velocities, which is the
usual convention for acoustic data because it is most useful.
To correlate the thrust deflection behavior of the CCW/USB
conflguratlon with the noise data, the flow. turning angles are
also presented as functions of various flow velocities (or Mach
numbers) instead of the corresponding momentuin fluxes.
However, other variables have been included in the text so that
momentum fluxes, which are directly related to the flow
velocities, can be easily computed by the user.

Effect of Slot Velocity

A typical set of wake profiles for the CCW-alone configura-
tion with V=63 m/s at different CC Jet velocities Vg are
plotted in Fig. 3. For Vs=0 m/s, there is no flow turning
(6=0 deg) and the wake profile is symmetric about the line
parallel to the tunnel axis and passing through the chord of the
wing. However, with the initiation of the CC jet, the wake
flow turris downward. The turning angle § increases with in-
creasing Vg, and hence with the CC jet momentum. These
results are summarized in Fig. 4, where the flow deflection
angle § is plotted with respect to CC Mach number (¥/c,) for
two different flight velocities. The angle 6 increases with in-
creasing Vg (or momentum) for a given V. However, the ef-
fect of increasing V'r.is to reduce the amount of turning angle
8 for a fixed V,. This is due to increased momentum of the
freestream.

The effect of the CC jet on the wake profile of the
CCW/USB configuration is shown in Fig. 5. In this case, the
USB velocity was fixed at V, =176 m/s, which is.equivalent to
a fixed thrust level. For V=0 m/s, there is no measurable
flow turning. However, as soon as the CC jet is turned on, the
flow starts turning down and, similar to the CCW-alone con-
figuration, the turning angle & increases with V. As expected,
the turning angle 6 reduces with increasing V;. This behavior
is also shown in Ref. 13 for the static condition where flow
turning angles are plotied with respect to the CC jet momen-
tum for various fixed USB jet momentum levels (i.e., thrusts).
In Fig. 5, the variation of § with ¥V for CCW configuration is
comipared with those for CCW/USB configurations, which in-
cludes the D-nozzle and the fairing. It is possible that. the
defléction angles for CCW/USB. configuration could be ef-
fected by the D-nozzle and the fairing wakes in the tunnel
flow. However, it is reasonable to assume that the influence of
these wakes is negligible since the tunnel velocities Vi utilized
in the experiments were smaller than the USB (V) and CCW
jet (V) velocities.
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40 T T T T T T

1 ——
\ h=122an
st - .
\:] ‘@’fﬁ
P o d— Vs 305 m/s\(
Jop \0\ \ B
\
\ \

"
/
L

FLOW DEFLECTION ANGLE, 8 (DEG.)
2
<
e
v
P

v =0als
v I (cowy

vy = 176 w/s

(CCW/UsB) o\ N 4
7 N

v

2N
vy o= 305 mis o
¢

L L 1 2
0 0.04 .08 g.12 0.16 0.20 0.24%
/

.28
Y1/,

Fig. 8 Velocity of flight velocity V', on the flow deflection angle 6
with and without jet velocity V,; V=305 m/s.

Effect of Upper Surface Blowing

Figure 6 shows the decreasing flow turning angle with in-
creasing V, for the CCW/USB configuration at various USB
flow rates (i.e., thrust levels) and at fixed V. and V. The
resultant velocity in the wake increases with increasing V.
This effect for the static condition is consistent with that
shown in Englar et al.’* and Eppel et al.!4

Effect of Flight Velocity

Figure 7 shows the effect of flight velocity V' on flow turn-
ing angle at various CC jet velocities Vg. It can be clearly
observed that the flow turning angles decrease with increasing
Vr and are very high at lower flight velocities. However, the
flow turning angle is rapidly decreased with increasing flight
speed. The magnitude of the flow turning angle is increased
with Vs for a fixed V.

The variations of flow turning angle é with respect to V;/c,
for the CCW/USB configuration are plotted in Fig. 8, with
and without V. In the absence of V;, the flow turning angle is
very high at lower flight velocities. For the static condition, as
demonstrated in Ref. 14, the flow turning angle is as high as
160 deg. However, as the USB jet is turned on, the flow turn-
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ing angle drops considerably, even in the static condition, as
observed in Fig. 8.

Conclusion

1) The CCW/USB system is able to pneumatically produce
thrust deflection similar to that of the lower thrust levels by
USB with mechanical flaps.

2) The thrust deflection, or the flow turning angle, increases
with increasing CC jet momentum. However, the flow turning
angle decreases with a fixed CC jet momentum, with increas-
ing USB and/or increasing flight velocity.

3) The effect of slot height on flow deflection is negligible
for a fixed CC jet momentum. '3

The aerodynamic results presented in this section are very
useful in understanding and correlating some of the acoustic
behavior of the CCW/USB configuration presented in the
following sections of this paper.

Acoustics of the Upper Surface Blowing System
USB configuration ‘was identical to the CCW/USB con-
figuration, except that the slot of the circulation control wing
was closed (i.e., #=0) and the air supply to the wing plenum
was shut off. :

Spectra

Typical Y3-octave SPL spectra at various polar angles at a
given jet velocity are shown in Fig. 9. Clearly, an SPL peak is
observed at all polar angles. The peak level and frequency in
the spectra increase with increasing jet velocity (not shown
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here).® These results show that, similar to jet noise of a single
nozzle, the effect of increasing flow velocity is to widen the
difference between the SPL at small angles and larger angles
with the jet axis. This is very clear for the polar angles: 60, 90,
and 110 deg.

Jet Velocity Dependence

To examine the effect of increasing velocity on USB noise,
the SPL’s are plotted for different jet velocities at two polar
angles =90 deg in Fig. 10. Based on the results presented in
Fig. 10 and in Ref. 9, the sound pressure levels increase at all
frequencies and at all polar angles with increasing jet velocities
similar to a round nozzle configuration.

To determine a scaling law for the SPL spectra with respect
to USB jet velocities (V;), the Over All Sound Pressure Levels
(OASPL’s) and the peak SPL’s at § =90 deg are expressed as
Log, (V,/c,)™. The exponent m for OASPL and peak SPL is
found to be 7.4 and 7.9, respectively.® It should be noted that
the similar exponent for a round jet is 8.0.

Acoustics of the Circulation Control Wing

Spectra

Typical Y5-octave SPL spectra at various polar angles at a
given slot velocity are shown in Fig. 11. A low frequency
hump (around 2 kHz) is observed at all polar angles.
However, this hump tends to merge into the rising broad-
band noise with increasing slot velocity (not shown here). At
this stage, it is not clear what causes this hump. One possible
cause is the internal noise generated in the circulation control
flow supply duct by the control valve and other hardware.
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Other than this hump, an additional peak in the spectra is
observed at all polar angles and slot velocities.® The levels
and the frequencies of this peak increase with increasing slot
velocity. Unlike the jet noise of a single nozzle, the effect of
increasing slot velocity is to reduce the difference between
the SPL at small angles and larger angles with the jet axis,
but only at high frequencies.

Slot Velocity Dependence

To examine the effect of increasing slot velocity on the
CCW noise, the SPL’s are plotted for different slot velocities
at #=90 deg in Fig. 12. As observed in Fig. 12 and Ref. 9,
the sound pressure levels at all frequencies and the frequency
at the peak SPL increase with increasing slot velocity for all
polar angles. A scaling law, similar to that for the USB jet,
was also applied to the CCW jet velocity V. The exponent
m for OASPL and peak SPL at #=90 deg and #=1.22 mm
is found to be 7.35 and 7.5, respectively.® The exponents for
other angles () and for other slot heights (4) could be dif-
ferent; they were not investigated in this study.

Slot Height Dependence

To examine the effect of slot height on the CCW noise for
a fixed slot velocity of 229 m/s, the SPL’s are plotted for
different slot heights at =90 deg in Fig. 13. As observed in
Fig. 13 and Ref. 9, the sound pressure levels increase at all
frequencies and at all polar angles with increasing slot veloc-
ity, which is qualitatively similar to a round jet. However,
the shift of SPL peak frequency with respect to slot height is
small compared to that for a corresponding change in the
diameter of a round jet. The increase in peak SPL at =90
deg due to the change in slot height from 0.305 to 1.22 mm
(4 times), is about 18 dB, which does not quantitatively
follow the round jet behavior for exit area scaling.

Acoustic Characteristics of a CCW with USB

In this section, the acoustic behavior of the interaction of
CC with USB is described. To appreciate the acoustic
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behavior of the CCW/USB system, it is worthwhile to sum-
marize the effects of individual components and their in-
teractions for a typical condition.

Figure 14 shows typical SPL spectra for various
CCW/USB components at =90 deg with jet velocity V;
=176 m/s (upper surface blowing) and slot velocity Vy
=229 m/s for the static condition. The salient results are as
follows.

Figure 14a: The effect of upper surface blowing is to pro-
duce levels of as much as 25 dB higher than the D-nozzle
alone. As described in Ref. 9, the increased noise due to up-
per surface blowing is believed to be generated by the in-
teraction between the disturbances in the free shear layer of
the wall jet and the trailing edge of the wing.

Figure 14b: On adding CCW to the USB configuration,
additional high frequency noise of as much as 30 dB more
than that produced by the USB-alone configuration is
generated. The noise generated by a round jet with an
equivalent exit area is much lower than that of the CCW jet.
This indicates that a slot jet with very high aspect ratio (i.e.,
1000) certainly behaves in a different manner than a round
jet. The core region in this case is very small compared to
that of an equivalent round jet. In addition, the lower side
of the slot jet is attached to the rounded surface of the trail-
ing edge, which makes it a wall jet on a curved wall, All of
these are possible contributors to the higher observed noise
levels.

Figure l4c: All of the high frequency augmentation is
generated by the CCW blowing, whereas the low frequency
noise is mostly contributed by the USB.
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Spectra

Typical Y5-octave spectra at various polar angles are
shown in Fig. 15. The most common thread of all these
results is that, similar to jet mixing noise from round jets,
the peak noise occurs at small angles to the jet axis.

Jet Velocity Dependence

The effect of ¥, is examined by plotting the SPL spectra
for different V; at a number of slot velocities with 2=1.22
mm in Fig. 16. In this figure, the high frequency noise levels
increase with increasing slot velocity. At V=0 m/s, the ef-
fect of V; is to increase the spectral level throughout the fre-
quency range. However, as the CCW jet is turned on, the
high frequency noise is increased much more significantly
than it is by increasing V.

How the USB/CCW noise varies with jet velocity for dif-
ferent slot heights is shown in Fig. 17. The effects of chang-
ing Vs or h are basically the same, since the slot-jet momen-
tum is altered by changing Vg or h. The only other effect
observed in Fig. 17 is that the effect of ¥ is to increase the
SPL’s even in the higher frequency range for smaller slot
heights. This is because the slot jet momentum at lower slot
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heights is too small to generate enough noise to dominate the
USB jet noise.

In summary, therefore, at all angles the effect of USB jet
velocity is felt at low frequencies for all slot velocities and
frequencies for low slot velocities.

Slot Velocity Dependence

To examine the effect of increasing slot velocity on
CCW/USB noise, the SPL’s are plotted as a function of slot
velocity at two jet velocities in Fig. 18. The sound pressure
levels at all frequencies and the peak SPL frequency increase
with increasing slot velocity.

Slot Height Dependence

In Fig. 19, the SPL spectra for different jet velocities at
6=90 deg are shown as a function of slot height 4. As
observed in the CCW-alone case, the SPL levels increase
throughout the frequency range with increasing V. How-
ever, in the presence of USB flow, the low frequency noise
does not depend much on slot height. In addition, the low
frequency peak level becomes dominant over the high fre-
quency peak with increasing V.
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Fig. 22 Spectral variation with flight velocity V' y; § =90 deg; 2 =1.22
mm.

—=— Vg = 229 m/s

The effect of slot height is examined on the basis of dif-
ferent slot velocities in Fig. 20. Clearly, the high frequency
noise increases with increasing 4. It was found that the
dominance of the high frequency noise is increased with in-
creasing V.

Flight Velocity Dependence

Typical effects of free-jet velocity on the SPL spectra at
two emission angles are shown for fixed V,;, Vg, and 7 in
Fig. 21. The results indicated, in general, that flight simula-
tion reduces noise at all angles at frequencies above 3-4 kHz.
At lower frequencies, no set trend is observed. The sources
of this behavior are traceable to similar results obtained for
the CCW-alone and USB-alone configurations. For the
CCW case (see Fig. 22a), flight simulation reduces the high
frequency noise, but increases the low frequency noise.
However, for the USB case, as shown in Fig. 22b, both low
and high frequency noise levels decrease with flight. Since
the low frequency noise is somewhat equally and oppositely
modified by the USB and the CC effects, the combined
SPL’s for the CCW/USB do not show any particular trend,
as shown in Fig. 22c. The above tendency was observed for
various USB and slot velocities.®

The effect of free-jet velocity on the CCW/USB noise
levels is examined at different slot heights for a fixed V; and
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V¢ in Fig. 23. At k£=0.305 mm, where the SPL’s are
dominated by V¥, the noise levels reduce with V; at low and
very high frequency regions; in the mid-frequency range,
there is no clear trend. With increased slot height, the slot
momentum is increased enough to contribute to the SPL’s
over the complete frequency range. Now, the trend in the
low frequency range is driven by two opposing effects due to
the CCW and the USB effects. However, the increase in high
frequency SPL’s due to higher slot-jet momentum made the
frequency range wider, over which a reduction in SPL’s with
increasing V7 is observed.
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Conclusion

Spectral distributions of sound pressure levels for the
CCW/USB system and its components for a typical flow
condition are summarized in Fig. 24. The spectral distribu-
tion of SPL’s for the CCW/USB system has two parts; the
dominant low frequency component is produced by the up-
per surface blowing, whereas the dominant high frequency
component is due to the circulation control jet. Therefore, a
possible way to predict the noise characteristics of the
CCW/USB system is to formulate two separate prediction
schemes which are based on the noise characteristics of the
circulation control and the upper surface blowing. Similarly,
the scaling parameter of the CCW/USB noise characteristics
should be separated into two frequency regions; one for the
low frequency and the other for the high frequency.

All the experimental resuits of this test program can be ex-
trapolated to a full scale aircraft CCW/USB system by using
proper scaling parameters. The present CCW/USB model is,
basically, a 1/8th to 1/10th scale representation of a
reasonably standard full scale aircraft wing-nozzle system.
On this basis, all the frequencies should be scaled down by 8
or 10. The low frequency SPL peak (due to the USB), which
appears around 1.25 kHz, will have a frequency of 120 to
140 Hz for a full scale aircraft.

The high frequency noise due to the circulation control
should follow the same logic. However, in the present model
the slot is much bigger than that of a proportionately scaled
model; this is due to the limitations imposed by the in-
strumentation. The slot height used for the present model,
for example, #=1.22 mm, is even larger than some full scale
circulation control slots might be. Therefore, the scaling in
this case would increase the frequency. For example, the
high frequency SPL peak appearing here at about 12.5 kHz
would appear in the 20 to 25 kHz range for a full scale air-
craft. This scaling, therefore, shifts this noise to a nonaudi-
ble frequency range. Since in most of the operating condi-
tions the high frequency noise is dominant for the
USB/CCW system, this noise will not cause any community
annoyance problem. Therefore, the aerodynamic advantages
of this high lift system can be successfully utilized without
causing any significant noise problem.
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