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SUMMARY

An analysis is presented of a VIOL power-
plant system, comprising several turbojet engines
ucsed as ges generators, driving through power
turbines a series of centrifugel fans disposed along
a common schaft on the wing centerline, For the
chosen fan pressure ratio of 2.0, it is demonstrated
that a bypass ratio of about 2.0 is decsirsble to
minimize the powerplant system weight to perform
a given mission; it appears, however, that the
system proposed is almost 50% heavier than a
comparsble Z-axis fan-in-wing system,
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1.0 Introduction.

Among the various studies of lifting devices
for VIOL alrcraft by the Mechanical Engineering Division
of the National Resesrch Council, both upward-facing (Z-axis)
and forward-facing (X-axis) fans have been examined, In
this note the third element of the triad is considered -
spanwise —facing (Y-axis) fans (a typical arrangement is
sketched in fipgure 1),

_ The merits of the Y-axis fen are not inconsider-
abley, and lie chiefly in the mechanical attractiveness of
a long, continuous shaft, driven from a sinrle turbine
possibly in the fuselage of an alrcraft, with several fan
units coupled together. The poscsible disadvantages of the
system include the fact that air must be brought in and out
of the axial direction iIn progressing through the lifting
machinery.

It is the purpose of this memorandum only to
examine a possible arrsngement of turbo machinery for a
Y-axis configuration. It does not attempt to establish
the best method of air intake for the lifting wing (forward-
facing, upward-facing, etc), nor does it attempt to establish
the method of air exhaust (downward-facing slots, rotating
nozzles, etc.),

It has been assumed on the basis of powerplant
volume conslderations that the Y-axis fan is mocst suitable
for highly loaded lifting systems, i.e., characterized by
high efflux velocities and hence low mass flows. This
study has been carried out assuming a fan pressure ratio
of 2, whichzcorresponds to a nozzle area loading of almost
3000 1lbs/ft“. Space considerations have led to the
consideration of centrifugal rather than axial fans., By
using the same gas generator as in the previous Z-axis
studles, it has been possible to maske realistic comparisons
of the two schemes.

2.0 Methods of Analysis

The aims of the present analysls were to determine
sizes, areas and velocities suitable for achieving the
peformance requirements set out above, The following
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relations were used:

(a) Modified Isentrcpic Compression

-
P ATC y-1

2
?_—@‘TOC‘?

1 T

(b) Centrifugal Compressor Equation
2 2
AT = op (VTO-VTi ) (2)
2J?bcp

(Note that this equation has been generalized to include
an incoming tip speed, as well as a leaving tip speed.)

(c) Continuity
N o=,

(d) Definition of Mach Number

M=v/'YfORTS (4)
(e) Adiebatic Flow of a Fluid in & Centrifugal Field
2 2
o) 2 Jé?o Cp

3,0 Impeller Configuration with Radial Inlet

The idea in using a radial-inflow inlet (see
sketch below) for a centrifugal compressor was two-fold:

(a) it eppeared to provide a simple method of getting
the air distributed and into the rotor, and

(b) 1t appeared to make possible a very simple rotor
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construction with untwisted, axial vanes,
¥ -

Against these advantages had to be weighed the higher tip
speeds required (Fig. 2) for a given pressure ratio (Equ.2).

The limiting factor in this design turned out to
be the area of the throeoat of the compressor rotor -
station B iIn the sketch above., Even with a Mach number as
high as 0.8, this proved the controlling dimension for the
chosen parameters (Fig., 3). One of the reasons for this
problem is the appreciable drop in total pressure as the
working medium flows inwards against the centrifugal
field (doing work on the rotor, which is subsequently put
back in on the way out), which results in a low density,

It is probable that the present design - based
on the srea-mean section - is unduly optimistic in the
minimum throat which can be tolerated -« since 1t does not
take into account non-uniformities as the flow is turned
in the radial-axial plane,

L0 Conventional Impeller Configurations

By way of comparison with the special impeller
described above, a conventional centrifugal impeller with
an axial inlet was designed to the same performance
gpecification, Pre-whirl vanes were considered but dis=-
carded because of the adverse effects on size of low static
pressures as seen above, One important advantage of the
conventional compressor is its appreciably lower tip speed
for the same pressure rastio (955 ft/sec as compared with
1200 ft/sec above).

Permitting an axial Mach number of 0,5 at inlet,
the compressor sees a relative Mach number of 0,825 at
the inducer tip, which does not seem excessive for current
practice.

The resultant impeller geometry, sketched in
figure L, 18 clearly much smaller than the radial-inflow
arrangement, which was designed for the same mass flow and
pressure ratio (Fig. 3)o
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5,0 Fan Installation Arrangements

Having established an impeller gesometry suitable
for a pressure ratio of 2,0 and a mass flow ratio of I3
lbs/sec, the next part of the study consisted of attempting
to establish weight and size data for an installed unit,
After several evolutionary steps, the arrangement shown
in Figure 5, was selected on the basis of light weight., A
unit 1s seen to comprise two impellers back-to-back, drawing
their airflow from inlet plenum chambers, and discharging
to a pair of radial, vaned diffusers. Each diffuser,
discharging at s Mach number of about 0.2, empties into an
outlet plenum, which subsequently supplies lifting and/or
thrusting nozzles. The resulting unit size is L™ diameter
by Uh" long, and is estimated to weigh 200 1lbs,

6,0 System Performance Studies

A series of cyecle calculations was performed,
with the aim of establishing the optimum split of 1lift
between the hot main gas streem and the cold 2ir through
the fans, For these calculations, 2 conventionalized gas
generator was assumed with the following cycle parameters:

Compressor P.R = 9,0
e = .85
% Bleed = .02

Combustor T1T = 1300°K
PL = .05
ch = .98
Turbine ”T = ,85
7u i

This corresponds very closely to the gas generator
assumed in previous studies of the Z-axis (fan-in-wing)
system. A series of turbine-fan combinations were sub-
sequently fitted to the gas generator, successively
removing more energy from the hot stream and transferring
it to the fan stream. These components were specified as
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fellows:

Fan PR = 2,0
J;vF = .80
PL, = ,05

Fan Turbine /fn = .85
7w

1l
.
Q0
0

The independent variable examined was the bypass
ratio, which was allowed to inecrease until no further
energy was available from the main stream, - a value just
over 3 in this case., The cycle studies yielded specific
thrusts of the main and fan streams, and were thus used
to generate airflow requirements for the twe streams;
these results are seen in Figure 6., & typical cycle
calculation is shown in Figure 7, which usesthe NRC cycle
calculation programme described elsewhere (Ref. 1 and 2).

It will be seen that between bypass ratios of 2
and 3, there is very little change iIn specific fuel
consumption, as an Ilncreasing amount of thrust is generated
by the fans et the expense of the main stream. A weight
analysis is required to assess the relative desirability
of fan stream and main stream thrust,

7.0 Mission Weight Analysis

The cycle performance data presented above were
ucsed to compute total system welghts (powerplant +
hovering fuel), for a conventionsl VTOL mission used in
previous studies (Ref. 3). The assumptions made and the
results derived are summarized in Table I, along with
comparable data for a Z-axis fan-in-wing arrangement,

Increases in bypass ratio were produced by using
successively larger numbersof the standard fan indicated
above; changes 1in gas generator mass flow were accommodated
by keeping the number constant at L gas generators, and
changing their mass flows. It is seen in Figure 8 that
minimum system weights occur between B=2 and B=2.5,
although the curve is veryflat; for installation simplicity
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a value of B=1.85 comprising 10 tandem fan units has been
accepted as typical of the system.

The weight of the powerplant system is dis-
appointingly large, the minimum value being shout 3% of
the aircraft ell-up-weight., The comparable value for the
Z-axis fan-in-wing srrangement was sbout 2L4%, so the
present Y-exis arrangement is appreciably inferior on this
criterion. There is of course the possibility that the
Y-axls arrangement, combined with wing surface flow control,
may show a superior cruising fuel consumption; experiments
currently proceeding in the Gas Dynamics Laboratory should
shed some light on this question.

A brief look at a lower fan pressure ratio (1l.7%5
instead of 2.0) was taken with the results shown in
Figure 9, A slightly lower system weight is computed,
provided the bypass ratio rises to about 3.0; the optimum
is however only marginally superior.

8.0 Conclusions

1. The Y-axis arrangement considered herein, with
centrifugal fans of pressure ratio 2, produces system
weights appreciably higher than the Z-axls fan-in-wing
arrangement, (34% of aircraft gross weight, as opposed

to 2’-’-%) °

Ce The use of a radial-inlet type of compressor
leads to an appreciably larger impeller, and hence a more
bulky installation.

3. The lightest combination of fans end ges generators
was with a bypass ratio of about 2.0, in which case about
60% of the 1lift was generated by the fans and L0O% by the
hot mainstream efflux.
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TABLE I

VTOL ATRCRAFT MISSION
Aircraft Gross Welght 1,0,000 1b,
Installed Thrust (33% Reserve) 53,300 1b,
Payload 10,000 1b.
Hovering Duration 10 min,
Fuel Allowances - Tankage 3%

Reserve 15%
Cruising Range 500 mi .
Crulsing Altitude 20,000 ft.
Crulsing Speed 0,6 Mach
Cruising Lift/Dreg Ratio 15
Y-AXIS FANS Z=AXIS PANS
1.85 Bypass Ratio 17.0
2.0 Fan Pressure Ratilo 1.143
L80 (+L) Gas Generator Mass Flow 197 (+8)
860 (+20) Fan Flow 3,350 (+8)
6,500 (=) Gas Generator Weight 5;200 (+8)
2,000 (+20) Fan Weight 2,000 (+8)
1,000 Turbine Welght
9,500(23.8%) Powerplant Weight 7,600(15,0%)
l4,210(10.6%) Hovering Fuel 1,780(lL.5%)

13,7L0(3le4%) Powerplant+Hovering Fuel 9,380(23.5%)
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