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Technical Comments.
Comment on "Offset Thrust Axes

and Pitch Stability"

A. W. Bloy*
University of Manchester,

Manchester Ml 3 9PL, England, United Kingdom

IN a recent Technical Note, Solies1 has considered the effect
of thrust offset due to low- or high-mounted engines on the

static longitudinal stability of an aircraft. At low speed and
with no thrust effect the condition for static stability is that the
pitch stability derivative Cma < 0, which is achieved by posi-
tioning the e.g. ahead of the neutral point of the aircraft. Etkin2

(p. 189) gives a more general criterion for static longitudinal
stability derived from the constant term E in the characteristic
quartic equation. Taking the derivative CZu as zero, this crite-
rion reduces to

E=-CL(2CmCL+CmCJ>0 (1)

where the subscript zero indicates the trimmed reference flight
condition. Static stability then also depends on the speed sta-
bility derivative Cmu. Since CZa < 0, static stability is dimin-
ished if Cmu < 0 with a divergent mode produced if E < 0.
Etkin2 gives" an example that shows the effect of Cma and Cmu
on the time to double for the divergent mode.

Now consider the effect of thrust offset on the speed stability
derivative Cmu. At the trimmed reference flight condition the
pitching moment coefficient due to the offset thrust is balanced
by an aerodynamic pitching moment coefficient Cmaero, so that
the pitching moment coefficient about the e.g. Cm is given by

, = cm -Q— V/ (2)

where ZT is the distance of the thrust line below the e.g. The
speed stability derivative Cmu then has two terms associated
with the variation in dynamic pressure and thrust with speed
and is given by

dT
2T0zT

ipu0Sc (3)

For turbojets thrust is almost constant with speed, whereas for
propellers or turbofans thrust decreases with speed, i.e., (dT/
du)Q < 0. A high thrust line for which ZT < 0 therefore gives
Cmu > 0 and enhances static longitudinal stability with the op-
posite effect produced by a low thrust line.

The conclusions made by Solies1 appear to be based only
on the effect of the variation of thrust with speed with no effect
on stability predicted for constant thrust jet aircraft. The same
incorrect conclusion is made by Raymer3 (p. 429). To predict

stability it is not necessary to make response calculations sim-
ilar to that made by Solies.1 Static stability or instability can
be simply determined from the sign of E, which depends on
Cma and Cmu as given by Eq. (1). E can be expressed as

E = - (Cm/2CLo)l (4)

which in the case of a constant thrust turbojet and taking
—CLa reduces to

E= 2C2
LoCLa[-(Cma/CLa) - (T0zT/mgc)] (5)

The term within the brackets is precisely the stick-fixed
static margin derived by Solies4 with the condition L = rag
imposed and as determined from conventional flight tests. It
follows that the condition for longitudinal stability is that the
static margin with L = mg is positive as opposed to the pitch
stability condition Cma < 0.
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Reply by the Author to A. W. Bloy

U. P. Solies*
University of Tennessee Space Institute,

Tullahoma, Tennessee 37388

BLOY'S comments are helpful in clarifying the role of the
speed stability derivative Cmu in conjunction with offset

thrust lines. Since he does not give a physical interpretation
of the equations, I offer the following in support of his
arguments.

The thrust moment MTo = T^ZT of a constant thrust device
does not change with angle of attack nor with velocity, and
therefore does not directly affect longitudinal stability. This
view was expressed by Raymer1 (p. 429) and adopted in my
articles.2'4

This view, however, did overlook the role of the aerody-
namic moment,

Maer0o = = -MTo (D
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