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Summary.—The theories of supersonic flow past slender, smooth, pointed bodies of arbitrary cross-sectional shape,
due to Ward?, and of the flow past slender bodies of revolution with discontinuities in profile slope, due to Lighthill?,
are applied and extended to calculate first approximations for the aerodynamic forces on bodies of elliptic cross-section
with discontinuities in profile slope. Open-nose bodies are included in this class, but only the external forces are
considered. The investigation is restricted to bodies the major axes of whose cross-sections are co-planar and whose
cross-sections have constant eccentricity.

General expressions are deduced for the wave drag, lift, induced drag, and pitching moments of such bodies. The
drag formula bears a marked resemblance to that for the equivalent body of revolution (i.e., the body of revolution
with the same axial distribution of cross-sectional area), but the discontinuities introduce a slight difference in one
term. The lift formula is identical with that already deduced by Ward for a particular case of the present problem.

The general theory is applied to elliptic cones, and a comparison is made with Squire’s solution of this problem®.
Numerical results® for the wave drag of bodies of revolution having straight and parabolic profiles are also extended
to bodies of elliptic cross-section.

1. Introduction.—In Ref, 1 Ward has presented a method of obtaining approximate solutions
of the linearized equation of supersonic flow for slender, pointed bodies of arbitrary cross-
sectional shape. For Ward’s method to be applicable, the bodies must be free from discontinuities
in surface slope.

For the special case of bodies of revolution, Lighthill* has extended the slender-body theory
to include bodies with discontinuities in surface slope. Open-nose bodies are included in this
classt. It is apparent from Ref. 2 that discontinuities in slope introduce jumps in pressure
which are wholly different in magnitude and form from the pressures encountered on smooth
bodies (these pressure jumps are, in fact, two-dimensional expansions or compressions). How-
ever, the effects of the discontinuities decay very rapidly along the body, so that when the
pressures are integrated over the body, the resulting expressions for drag and lift bear a marked
resemblance to the results of the simpler theory for smooth bodies.

In the present paper we consider the supersonic flow past slender bodies of elliptic cross-
section for which the major axes of the cross-sections are co-planar and whose cross-sections
have constant eccentricity. A velocity potential is found of the general form derived by Ward
‘for smooth bodies. This potential enables us to calculate not only the complete flow about
smooth bodies of elliptic cross-section, but, with certain modifications, also the external aero-
dynamic forces on bodies having discontinuities in slope, provided that these discontinuities
are spaced well apart.

* R.A.E. Report Aero. 2466, received 4th September, 1952.
+ It is assumed both in Lighthill’s and in the present paper that the flow is undisturbed ahead of the nose, i.e., that
there is no ‘ spillage ’.
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The basis of the method for dealing with the discontinuities is that the general form of Ward’s
solution may be used to deduce asymptotic expressions for the disturbances from the discon-
tinuities, and if these are handled with sufficient care they yield a first approximation to the
aerodynamic forces. The method should be applicable to bodies other than elliptic ones, if
the solution is known for smooth bodies of the same cross-sectional shape.

2. Awn Outline of Ward’s Theory.—Let (r,, 0,, 5,) be a system of cylindrical polar co-ordinates
such that an undisturbed stream at infinity, of velocity U, is flowing parallel to the s;-axis in
the direction of increasing s,. Let ¢ be a pertubation potential such that the velocity com-
ponents in the directions of increasing 7,, 0,, s, are

o U .
Uarl’ 7180 < + 3 831

Let » be the Heaviside operator with respect to sl, we write f(p) for the operational form of
a function f(s,). The linearized equation of supersonic flow is then

82
IR LT e @)

or o or, 72 a0t
where f = +/(M?* — 1). The use of this equation as an approximate form of the exact equation

of motion for the problem of flow past slender bodies has been fully investigated and justified
by Lighthill*® and Ward".

Consider a pointed body of length O(1) and of maximum thickness £, where ? is small compared
with unity. The restrictions on the shape of the body are stated by Ward as follows. ‘ The
angle which any tangent plane to the body boundary makes with the undisturbed stream direction
must be small and O(#), and the rate of change of this angle along the direction of the body
must also be small and O(#). One further restriction on the shape of the body is required in
general : this concerns the radius of curvature of any section of the boundary of the body by a
plane perpendicular to the stream direction. If 4 is the diameter of the section then the curva-
ture must be (at most) O(1/d) for all points where the section is convex outwards; there is
no restriction at points where the section is concave outwards. This last condition is not always
necessary for bodies at zero incidence, but is always required if we wish to calculate the flow at
incidence within a known approximation.” The reasons for these restrictions will become
apparent from what follows. w

If », denotes the normal to a section of the body in a plane s, = constant (Fig. 1), the boundary
condition may be written

o __dn BN . dn
ayl‘dsl<1+,s* . .. . . . . .. (22

A general solution of (2.1), giving waves travelling outwards and backwards from the axis,
is, assuming convergence of the series,

¢ = AK,(Bpr) + § [A.(p) cos nl, + B,(p) sin n0,] . K,(Bpr,), .. (23)

where the X, are modified Bessel functions of the second kind, and the A, and B, are arbitrary
functions of jJ which must be chosen to satisfy the boundary cond1t1on

Near the body 7, is small and O(f) ; and by taking the largest two terms of K, and the largest
term of each of the other K,, Ward obtained an approximate perturbation potential ¢,, given by

st

¢a:;%[0_zglogzl+b_0+ %1%.2{"} .. . . .. .. (2.4)
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where
7 =7 €%, ay = — Ao(p) ,

—4 S

b= (log 36p + V)anlp),  ae=3n —1) ! (é) (4, + iB,), (25

and y is Euler’s constant. The error of ¢, as a solution of the exact equation of motion
is O(¢* log* ).

The value of 4, as a solution lies not so much in its series form—which may, indeed, converge
only outside the body, and will then have to be continued analytically elsewhere—but in the fact
that we need now only seek a function (¢, — b,) which is a solution of Laplace’s equation in
(r1, 0,), and so all the methods of classical hydrodynamics are at our disposal.

The reason for Ward’s restriction on the curvature of any section now follows from a knowledge
of incompressible ‘corner flows’. At a convex corner an incompressible stream attains an
infinite velocity ; at a concave corner it comes to rest. Thus his restriction ensures that the
circumferential component of velocity 84,/e7, is always O(%).

By examining the boundary condition, Ward found that the coefficients a, are O(#**?) ; and by
integrating 8¢,/0», around the body contour he showed that
S'(s
“0(31)=“2(;)’ . . .. . .. . .. . .. (2.6)
where S(s,) is the cross-sectional area of the body. Interpreting (2.5) by the product theorem,
and using 4,(0) = 0 for a pointed body, Ward obtained

bo(s1) = -21; [S’(sl) log 18 —J 1log (s, — ) S"(u) du} : - o o (2.7)

0

Now if the perturbation velocity 2¢,/¢s, is to be small everywhere clearly S”(s;) must be small
everywhere, and this accounts for Ward’s first two restrictions above on the shape of the body.

Since 9¢/0s, is O(#* log ¢) and 24/or,, 3¢ /720, are O(t), Ward took as his pressure coefficient

od 3¢\’ 134\ £ 1ot

He went on to develop general expressions for drag and lift : these forces are O(¢* log #) and
O(#), respectively, and the errors due to the approximate form are O(#* log®¢) and O(#* log?®?).

3. The Open-nose Body.—A necessary condition for the use of the approximate form ¢, is
that the body be pointed and that the streamwise surface slope dv,/ds; be continuous along the
body. This ensures that the source and multisource strengths a,(s,) tend to zero as s, — 0,
and are continuous functions of s, (except at the base of the body). In this section we observe
why this condition is necessary in the basic derivation of ¢,, and then examine the order of the
potential and its derivatives when it is not satisfied. For convenience we place a discontinuity
at the front of the body, writing S(0) # 0, (dv,/ds,),_, 7= 0, and assume that d»,/ds, is continuous
for s, > 0. This step involves no loss of generality, for if a discontinuity exists at some point
further along the body we introduce a new disturbance potential at that point, and the observa-
tions below then apply to this potential.

For ¢4, to be a valid approximation not only 7, but also pr, must be small everywhere on the
body. Now as s; — 0 the operator  may be considered to tend to infinity, since

m flo) = lim f(p), .. B
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provided that both limits exist. This is a standard rule in the operational calculus®. However,
we also have the interpretation rule

I(Prl)f—ifC—i), L By

so that if s/, is everywhere large and O(¢~')—and this is the case for a pointed body—we are
justified in assuming pr, is everywhere small and O(f). ¢, merely represents the first two terms
of an asymptotic expansion of the true potential in the variable s,/#,, and is therefore a good
approximation everywhere on a pointed body ; for an open-nose body it is not valid over an
initial region of the body of length O(f), but thereafter it again becomes an increasingly good
approximation.

We now establish two results, which we shall require later, regarding the magnitude of the
true perturbation potential ¢ when s, is small. We assume that the velocity normal to the rim
of the open-nose body is everywhere supersonic, and that the arbitrary constant in ¢ is chosen
to make ¢ = 0 upstream of the body.

(i) Immediately downstream of the rim we have ¢ = 0 because the equations of continuity
and momentum require that the potential be continuous.

Further, the perturbation velocities are those corresponding to two-dimensional flow. This
may be shown by replacing the surface of the body by a distribution of * supersonic sources ’ ;
the potential at any point on or outside the body is obtained by integrating the incremental
source potential over the appropriate region (Fig. 2). As the point P approaches the disturbance
from the rim of the body the area of integration becomes a small plane surface over which a
constant normal velocity is required, and the flow is wholly analogous to that at the supersonic
leading edge of a wing, all the perturbation velocities being O(f). (In the limit the area of in-
tegration tends to zero, and since the incremental potential is integrable, the potential, unlike
its derivatives, tends to zero at all points immediately behind the disturbance from the rim.)

(ii) When s, is O(¢), the potential is at most O(¢%).

The potential may be written

(}5(1’1,11,81):[ &—dvl, .. .. . .. .. . .. .. {33
rq

where the path of integration PQ is a line v, = constant, s, = constant between the disturbance
from the rim and the point in question. Now it follows from the form of the general solution
(2.3), and also from physical considerations of the flow, that the normal velocity |3¢/d»,| cannot
be of a greater order outside the body than on it, and is therefore O(f). Since the length of the
path PQ is also O(f), ¢ must be O(#).

4. The Approximate Potentials for Bodies of Elliptic Cross-section.—4.1. The Elliptic Body.—
Let (x, v, s) be a system of rectangular Cartesian co-ordinates such that the s-axis is the axis
of the body. We consider a body of the form

x2 2

;1—2—{—%2:]‘2(3) N 70 )
and extending from s = ¢, to s = ¢,. We assume that f(s), f'(s), f"(s) are all O(1) except at a
finite number of points denoted by s =¢, (f =0, 1, . . .u) where f'(s) is discontinuous ; and

that 4, B are O(f). In certain cases (see section 8.1) the minor-axis parameter B may be O(f*).
We also assume that all the intervals (¢; — ¢,_,) are O(1). The cross-sectional area is

S(s) = nAB f3(s),



and we write
S'le.+) — S'lei —) = 2=ABf(e) [ f'(e; +) — f'le; —)] =4S/,
with the convention that f'(c, —) = f'(c., +) = 0.

4.2. The Potential at Zevo Incidence—The boundary condition (2.2) may now be written
for zero incidence,

o __

S @}

AB f(

" Jiero- (-5}

We now make the following transformation :

S O P

(4 fory 2 0) .. .. . ..o (4.2)

(4.3)

42
{A4?% — BY g . 4.4
B yz[_w ﬁ”“}mﬂ - (44)
S =0

-

(We introduce o because the operations ¢/2s and 9/6¢ will not be the same : the first will imply
keeping x, v constant and the second keeping 4, x constant.) (4.4) is of course the Joukowski

transformation

(4 — B*)f*(o)
=+ i , . .. .. . .. .. .. (4.5)

where 2 = x 4 1y, and { = Ae”.

The ellipse (4.1) becomes in the {-plane the circle

A+ B

——2-——f(a). . . . .. . .. .. .. (4.6

Since the transformation is conformal in planes s = constant, an element of the normal at
the contour in the z-plane will become an element of normal in the ¢-plane and be magnified by
the factor |d¢/dz|. Hence if »,is the normal in the ¢-plane, the boundary condition becomes

A=

o _ o dv
v, Ovdyy’ . (4.7q)
..,
: o _ ABfle) ['(o) ds
Yy B? {dC
{Azfz(g) - <1 —_ Zz> A**(o) cos® y}
_ 5'(s) &
 2af(o) 4/(A*sin® p + B* cos® u) d¢|’ (4.70)
From (4.5) we find that on the body
@;Z — 2 a1 2 2 2
gl a3 g VWisintu + Bfcosty), N X )

5



so that the boundary condition becomes

% Sl)
o4~ nld £ BYfle) .. .. . .- . . .. (4.9)
Therefore to obtain the potential ¢,, for a smooth pointed body at zero incidence we need
merely place a source of suitable strength at { = 0, and add the term b,, and so we have

S'(o O B
boo = 2—(7}) log 4 + 9, l:S (o) logé —JOS (u) log (¢ — u) du] . .. .. (4.10)
Ditferentiation of (4.10) gives
e 1| g ,
o —Zn[S (o) log 5 J _Oilog (0 — u)dS (u)} , . .. .. (4.11)

the last term being a Stieltjes integral®*. Thus a discontinuity in profile curvature at a point
o == g, say, introduces a term

— 5 [S"(g ) — S"(g 1 log (s — g)

which is singular at ¢ = g. However, as is shown in the Appendix, the error in pressure is
very localized, and the resulting error in drag is only O(# log®¢), provided that the distance
between successive discontinuities in curvature is O(1).

For a body with discontinuities in f’(s) we follow the general approach of Ref. 2 and put
b0 = 9o 1 iéu Poi »

where ¢, and its first derivatives are to be continuous along the body, and the ¢,, are to represent
the disturbance effect of each discontinuity ; that is each ¢4, and its derivatives are to be zero
for ¢ < ¢; and continuous for ¢ > ¢,.

To obtain a suitable approximation for ¢, we merely replace the S'(s) in (4.10) by the con-
tinuous function

J S"(u) du = S'(o) — > A8/, (e <o < ¢iyy) .
0
We now have }

i A ’
o= Ln{[b o) = EOAS/}IOg % —J S"(u) log (o — ) du}+0(i4 log®?), (4.12)

a':PQ . __1 ” é% __ ’ _ ”
= Zn{s (o) log 5 Ju 0~log (6 — u) dS (u)} , . .. .. (4.13)
S/ -

a@ﬂ 1 ’
re 2 — A
on @A [S () — 2, }

* When dealing with functions having discontinuities in an interval of integration we shall be careful to write Stieltjes
integrals in the form f’; _Jw) dg(u). By expressions of the form J' 2 f(#) g'(u) du we shall mean the sum of Riemann
integrals taken between the points of discontinuity.

+ Although all the expressions for the potentials derived below are of the general form of ¢, as defined by equation
(2.4), we shall omit the subscript « when dealing with bodies having discontinuities, because the approximate or asymp-
totic form of these expressions is in general indicated by the presence of an order term or by the symbol ~.

6
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it may be noted that in our approximation 8¢,/00 is not in fact continuous at ¢ = c;, as was
specified above. However, its singularities are the result of discontinuities in S”(¢), and not

of those in S’(¢), and are of the same localized type as those already encountered on a smooth
body.

Comparing (4.14) with the boundary condition (4.9) we deduce that the boundary condition
for o,; is
Opo; __ A4S/

= 97 (on the body, for ¢ > ¢)) . . .. . . .. (4.15)

Thus the asymptotic expression for o,; is

’
1

AS
Bos ~ 0 1og 2 - b(o) O O (2

where by;(¢) must be evaluated from the original definition (2.5), since we now have a,,(c,) #= 0.
(4.16) then becomes

Po; ™~ o 1Og2 I . - . e . v (417)

and this expression becomes an increasingly good approximation for ¢ — ¢, > O(f), (section 3
and Appendix). Thus the asymptotic value of the complete potential is, for C; <o < ¢;y,,

g

2 i
bo ~ 2—17{5’(0) log% - 3 AS/ log (6 — ¢;) — f S"(u) log (¢ — u) du} , .. (4.18)
‘0
where the ~ here denotes that (4.18) becomes a valid approximation some distance behind
each of the discontinuities on the body. Comparing this with the potential for a smooth body
(4.10), we note that the two expressions are very similar, but that the b,; have introduced a

new termi.

4.3. The Incidence Potential.—For the flow at incidence we consider incidences «, and o,
applied in the x;s,- and y,s,-planes respectively (Fig. 3), and we assume that «, and «, are
at most O(f). The relation between the co-ordinates with respect to the wind axes (¥, yi, s1),
and the co-ordinates with respect to the body axes (x, v, s), is then given by

z =2z + s,ae’" + OF)
s=s + 0@, .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. (4.19)
where o = 1/(a,® + &%) and n = tan™ (op/oy) .
We take as our complete velocity potential
@ =[Ucosa.s+ Udgy| + [Usina(x cosy + ysiny) + U ¢,]
=Ucosa.s + Ud,+ Up®, .. .. .. .. .. (4.20)

where ¢,® is more than a perturbation potential, for it includes the uniform cross-flow at
infinity. The complete boundary condition is then

0 dv ]
2 @) — 7 Z @
av(¢o+¢1)—ds{COSoc—l—aS(qSH—qSl )], .. .. .. . . .. (4.21)
so that the boundary condition for ¢, (we shall hereafter drop the superscript (2)) is
0
4%:0+mm%w,” O



the order term being O(#) immediately behind a discontinuity in slope. Hence for smooth,
pointed bodies a suitable potential is given by

. %[Ce_m L4 +Jz)C SY0) ] . (4.23)
and
4. = 92{52< %) log ¢ + bufo) + M[C e + (4_%’23@)_1(') ” o 4

Although it is written in terms of the co-ordinates with respect to the body axes, (4.24) is of
the required form (2.4) for ¢,, because by (4.19) the expression inside the curly brackets is an
analytic function of z, as well as of { or z, except for negligible terms of O(¢*) ; and also

bo(o) == by(s1) + O(#) .
For a body with discontinuities we could again divide the potential ¢, into continuous and

discontinuous parts, but since the term &, occurs only in conjunction with the zero-incidence

potential, it is immediately apparent that the asymptotic form of ¢, will in this case be an
expression identical to (4.23).

5. The Pressure Coefficient.—We have, writing q for total velocity,

2 2N\ 2
cp=1—%~2+0[< — ]

and by (4.20) this becomes

o oo oo % LTI AN
Cp=o'— ( > < v>“<81+ar>+0[<88>}' o

For smooth, pointed bodies we may use the approximate forms ¢,,, ¢,,, and this expression is
sufficiently accurate for all points on and near to the body.

For bodies with discontinuities in slope (5.1) may be used on the body to predict the aero-
dynamic forces. It is true that behind points of discontinuity the O-term is only O(#%), but as
these regions are only of length O(#) the effect on lift and drag is O(#*) and O(f), respectively,
and therefore negligible. Similarly in the term (8¢4/07)® we may use the asymptotic forms of
the previous section, although these are not good approximations immediately behind points
of discontinuity*. 9¢/0» is of course known exactly on the body from the boundary condition.

It remains to consider the term — 29¢/ds, which is O(f) immediately behind a discontinuity
and will have to be handled with some care. We cannot simply substitute the asymptotic
value of 6¢/0s, for two reasons : (i) the lift and drag contributions of the true 8¢/6s in the regions
where the asymptotic form is invalid are O(#) and O(#*) respectively, i.e., of the same order

as the total lift and drag; and (ii) the singularities of the asymptotic form at s — ¢; are non-
integrable (see (4.18)).

We now transform (5.1) into a more convenient form. From (4.18) and (4.22) it follows
that on the body

9o 9;’{’_0 . 9 o O
'y 0, le., 0; » =0, 1.e., =0
so that on the body (5.1) becomes in terms of the variables (4, u, o)
h Cp = Cp o+ Cp 15
where 2
3y . Oy 04 dg
Cpo= ( ey as> ( ) (5.2)
8¢1 8(,61 op
Cor= —~2< o as> (A » (5.3)

* These arguments can also be developed more rigorously by the method of the Appendix.
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Differentiating the first two equations of the transformation (4.4) partially with respect
to s, substituting the value of 1 on the body, and solving for 94/ds, 8u/ds, we obtain

A _ A+ B AB

ha—S - (0') 2 <1 — A?sin® s B* cos? 'u>., (54)
o _f(0) _ B

3~ flo) cotu( 1 APsin® g + Bicostu ) . .. .. .. (5.5)

These expressions are O(f) and O(1), respectively, so that in (5.2) and (5.3) only 8¢,/6¢ and 2¢,/0¢
are ever O(t), the terms (94,/04)(94/9s) and (9¢,/0u)(@u/ds) being always O(#*). Accordingly we
may use the asymptotic forms for these latter terms ; (in the case of 9¢,/24 the exact and asymp-
totic forms are of course identical on the body by virtue of the boundary condition).

It is convenient to combine the last two terms of (5.2) at this stage. From (4.8), (4.9) and
(5.4), we have on the body

3o 01 25'(0) _ , A+B( AB
2 R ¢ )

o2 8s  a(d + B)f(o 2 A*sin® u 4 B? cos®
< ) _ 5"(o) (4 + By
dz; 7?4 + B)? f*o) 4(A*sin®*u 4 B*cos®u) °

Hence

224 N AB
Cpo= — O+ABf()<Azsin2p+Bzcosz,u_2>' N )

It may be of interest to note that while there is no circumferential velocity on a smooth pointed
body of elliptic cross-section at zero incidence, or at some distance behind a discontinuity on
any elliptic body [see equations (4.10), (4. 18)] a circumferential pressure gradient does exist.
The effect of this gradient is of course to curve the streamlines on the surface of the body.

6. The Drag at Zero Incidence—The drag integral may be written

D K v |
%—pUzzf ds%Cpog‘; d‘U P . . . .. .. . (6.1)
where ’
7 dy oy S’
ds ~ os \/{ ( ) } Qﬂ\/{Az — { } ; (6.2)
and

dr = \/{ ()} O (-

By substituting these expressions into (6.1) and writing Af(e) cos u for x on the body, we obtain

¢ 2n
D | S B
MPUF%JS(G)@JC“@. Co e L (64
0

We now consider the contributions of the various terms in C,,, (5.6). From — 23¢,/3c we

have, by (4.13),
_ JJ 'S'(o) do [S”(a) log 214 BI(0) -_J log (s — u) dS”(u)J . (65)

4
‘o



From each — 28¢,,/30 we have a term
1 2n y 3
1 (o) OP08
*nJOdﬂJC.S(U) 20l g e 88

We cannot substitute our asymptotic value for 2¢,,/éc here, for the reasons already noted ;
however, we may proceed as follows. Let

aai
fa‘fgﬂdazpi(a,m, . . . . . . . . .. (8.7)

c

where 9¢,,/00 represents the true value, and the integral is taken along a line 4 = constant on
the body. Then integrating (6.6) by parts, and noting that F(c;, ) = 0 by (6.7), we obtain

*ij dﬁ{-_rw F,.(a,u)ds'(o)] O (X))

" gy "800 di
(POi(U) lu’) = (POi(CiJ M) +J 78-;0 dG +J\c a; Zd(;' dd b]

Now

i

where the true (as opposed to the asymptotic) value of oq,(c;, ) is zero (section 3), and on the
body, by (4.15) and (4.6),

% _ A4S/

7 ald + B)flo)’

. A+ B

do = '*i_f (o)
Hence

"800; " A4S/ f
R TR

by (4.17)

a8/ B(4 + B)f{c:)
== éy_{ lOg 774“(70‘7 ;—C,) . . .. .. . . .. (69)

It is shown in the Appendix that if we substitute this asymptotic expression into (6.8) the
error is O(#*). We have in fact overcome the difficulty by working with the asymptotic form
of o,,, instead of that for 9¢,,/ds, and by applying the true value of ¢,; at ¢ = ¢,, We now have
for the drag contribution of the — 29¢,,/00 terms

B ;1! oy s;[S' e, +) 1og P4 +4li)f£€f) 4 J " log (o —c) dS’(a):l . (6.10)
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From the last term in C,,, (5.6), we have

c, fr2on
11", " AB
1 (™
= ——| S'(o) . ABf*(¢) . 2rn do
2
J
R N PPN
— — 5| S%0) 3 log flo) do
J ‘o .
1 n—1 ‘e ,
= — 5,2, [S™cier —) log fleivs) — S™(ei+) log flci)]

+ %J " §'(0)S"(0) log flo) do .

‘o
The drag is the sum of (6.5), (6.10) and (6.11). (6.5) may be written

{J S'(0) $7(0) log fle) do -+ tog PAEEN S yrsne,, o) — 53, 1)

Q

0
]

_ J " S'to) do f log (¢ — u) dS”(u)} .

The first terms of (6.10) and (6.11), and the second term of (6.12) combine to give

B(A + B) f(c)
1 :

1 » ne
— 5. Eo (45/)? log

and the remainder of the drag is

€yt Cy o
_ L AS,-’J log (¢ — ¢;) dS'(s) + —}v J S'(s) do J log (¢ — u) dS”(u) .

7T i=0 0=

. (6.11)

. (6.12)

. (6.13)

. (6.14)

Reversing the order of integration in the last term, and then integrating twice by parts gives

1 J ' ds"(u)r log (¢ — %) S'(0) do

T,
u =gy

J" S" (u) duJu log (¢ — u) dS’(o0)

‘o a

= ——}t {J S () d%J‘ log (6 — u) S"(0) do
‘0 u

. (6.15)



The last term in (6.15) combines with part of the first term in (6.14) to give

1z ”
—- 2 AS,;'J S"(o) log |o —¢fdo, .. . . . .. (6.16)
‘o
and the remainder of the first term in (6.14) is
1 n—1 , " ,
—%igo AS; j=1ZHAS,-v10g (g —rc) . .. .. .. .. .. (6.17)

Hence, collecting terms, we finally have

D _ 1" 1 I 1
ip—ﬁ-z = Z—RJ' J S (O‘) S (%) log FT‘""’ ;/t-| do du + ;t: izo AS,- Jv S (G‘) log do

% o — ¢

! 4 *ilf,,, ne 4 5
t o 5450, 3 45 g 4o, 2, (A5 g g ey OO - (6.18)
1= wt ot
-5 J J log |, 4S'(e) a5'(w)
Zﬂi:O 13 gﬁ(A _{—_B)f(cz) ) - .. .. « . .

where the asterisk denotes the ‘ finite part of * the double Stieltjes integral (¢f. Ref. 2, equation
(37)). (6.18) is extremely similar to the expression for the drag of the equivalent body of revolu-
tion (i.e., the body of revolution which has the same area distribution S(s)), the only difference
being in the last term. The drag of the body of revolution is greater by an amount

Lot siplog 218
gn 2, USPloBG Sl L (819)

which is always positive and independent of Mach number. However, if A and B are approxi-
mately equal, so that

14___ 1/2
S=1+007,

then

so that the difference in drag of the two bodies in this case is only O(#*), which is negligible to
the order of accuracy of the theory.

It is apparent from the symmetrical form of (6.18) that the ‘ reverse ' of any elliptic body
has the same drag as the original body.

7. The Forces and Momenis at Incidence.—7.1. The Lateral Forces.—The incidence problem
is somewhat simpler than the drag problem for two reasons. Firstly, the cross-flow potential
(4.23) gives, without further modifications, an asymptotic expression for the true potential
when discontinuities are present ; and secondly, in the integrals below for the lateral forces
and pitching moments the continuous function f(¢) appears where previously we had S'(s).

12



We have for the lateral forces in the directions of increasing x and v,

x e, Bfls) Bf(s)
1o U? :f ds {J (— Cpa|s>0) Ay +J (Cplz <o) dy}

‘o — Bf(s) — Bfls)

e, 2n
=—BJ f(a)doJ C,icosudp .. .. . .. .. (7.1)

‘o 0
c,

” 27
Y:-—AJf(a)aloJ Coisinp dp . O

% 0

Our potential is, from (4.23),

¢1~oc[l—|—ﬂ~t£)z—ﬂ(a)Jcos(y—n), .. .. .. .. (7.8)

where the ~ here denotes that (7.3). becomes a valid approximation some distance behind
each of the discontinuities on the body. We have shown that this is in adequate form for all
the terms in C,,, (5.3), except — 29¢,/d0.

The term o?, and the term — (8¢,/A8u)® |d¢/dz|?, which occurs in the drag of an infinite elliptic
cylinder in incompressible flow, will not contribute anything to X and Y.

The contribution to X of — 29¢,/d0 may be written

2n ("
ZBJ COS u dyJ %%f (o) do

0 ‘o

and if ’ %1 o —
Jco » do = G(o, ) ,
(the integral being taken along a line u = constant on the body), this may be written

ZBj ”COS y2 d,u [f(cn) G(Cm lu) _J

0

Now since 9¢,/04 = 0 on the body
G(o, p) = ¢y(o, u) — y(co, p) - .. .. .. . . .. .. (7.9)

We have shown (section 3) that a perturbation potential tends to zero as ¢ — ¢, but our ¢,
includes the uniform cross-flow ; hence at ¢ = ¢, it must represent a uniform cross-flow in the
entire z-plane :

$1(co, p) = .%(ocze"i")

IS @,

= o f(co)[A cos u cos n + B sin p sin 5] on the body.
Hence G(o, ) ~ a[(A + B)f(s) cos (u — n) — f(co)(A cos u cosn + Bsinusing)], .. (7.6)

and as before we may substitute this into (7.4) ; the error will be O(#*). (7.4) now becomes

°n

G(G,M)f'(a)da]. R 2

‘o

ZBJ COS f. & [A _; B (f*(ca) + f3(co)) cos (& — 1) — f*co)(A cos u cosn + B sin y sin n)J du

= mocosn . B[(A + B)f*(e.) — (A — B)f*co)] . N ()
13



The term — 2(2¢,/éu) (0 [ds) in C,, contributes to X, by (5.5) and (7.3),

» 2n

—2B r flo) dc[

J ‘o v o

BB
— : .cos ud,
A®sin® p + B? cos® o

a(A + B)sin (u —7) . f'(o) cot,u[l

‘n

= — 2rn acosy . B(A — B)J Jle) f (o) do

‘p

= —azmacosy . B(A — B) [fc,) — f*ci)] - .. . o .. (7.8)
Adding (7.7) and (7.8) we have
%ﬁv]‘g = 2z2B* acos y . f¥c,) + O
X B _oB O
C,X_%pUZS(Cn>—2Aoccosn—ZAocl—i-O(t). .. ce . (7.9)
Similarly
C —ZA i —2{41 o 7.10
v =2 pasing = Boc2+ @ . .. .. . . . .. (7.10)

This result is the same as that obtained by Ward" for the particular case of a smooth, pointed
body of elliptic cross-section ending in a cylinder. X and Y have been derived as forces normal
to the body axis, but they are equally ‘ lift * forces to the order of accuracy shown.

7.2. The Induced Drag.—The induced drag is given by

D, sin o

WU U

To our order of accuracy this may be written

Cy 2
(X cosn + Ysinyg) + ?%j:aj S'(o) ch Cprdp .
‘0 0

LU LU o

‘o

I 27
D; X . Y 17
o=y pi oy MJ S'(e) dUJ Cp1du . .. .. .o (7.11)
2

0

The o term in C 4, (5.3), contributes to the integral in (7.11)
o® [S{e,) — S{co)]. . .. .. .. . .. .. (7.12)

Considerations of symmetry show that there is no contribution from — 2(d¢,/és), (z.e., from
the whole second term in (5.3)), and from the last term in C,, we have, by (4.8) and (7.3),

w IJ S'(o) dUJ dotsint (u —) . oAt D) du

2], 0 " 4(A?sin® u 4 B?cos? p)
= — ;:J: S'(o) . 27 o <1 + g cos®n + g sin® 77> do
:—[S(cn)mS(co)]{oﬁ%—gal”—l—%mz{l. .. .. | . .. (7.13)
Adding (7.12), (7.13) and the contributions of the late.ral forces, we have
%fU = [5(ea) + S(%)][E %® + f;‘;l, oc:}r 0@F) . N VA

14



7.3. The Pitching Moments.—For convenience we now take the x- and y-axes in the plane
of the nose, writing ¢, = 0. The moments about these axes in the sense tending to decrease
the applied incidence are then, respectively,

<, 2n
Mx n .
;gl‘PUZ = —AJ Gf(o') do'l[ Cpl sm u d/z& , .. . - . .. (715)
0 0
M [ 2n
%pUZ:—BJ of(o)dch Cpucos udu . S 8
] 0

The integration is of course very similar to that for the lateral forces. From — 22¢,/36 we have
the contribution to M, (¢f. (7.4))

(2r ("

28| cosp d,u{cnf(cn)G(cm ") —-J G(o, w)[flo) + af'(0)] da} ,
Jo 0

and upon substitution for G from (7.6) this becomes

[‘2:1 . Cpy

98| cosu. a’k ;“B cos (u — n)[c,,fz(c,,) *J 7o) da] . du
Jo 0

= noacosy . B(A —|~B)[cnf2(c,,) —J f¥(o) da] . . .. .. (7.17)

From — 2(¢,/ou)(0u/0s) we have [cf. (7.8)]

‘n

— 2rnacosn B(A — B)Jv of(e)f (o) do

[]

= —aacosy B(A — B) {cnfz(c,,) —J f*(0) dc] . . . .. (7.18)
0

Hence, adding (7.17) and (7.18), we obtain

~%=2nacosn.Bch2(c)—— cnfz(a)ola : .. .. - .. (7.19)

boU* AR '
Hence _ . =

M, B "

LU =2 Vi ocl_(c,, — ¢)S(c.) —J%S(a) doJ + 0@y, .. .. . .. (7.20)

M, 4 [ " |

LU = ZE oczﬂ(c,, — ¢y)S(c,) _LS(G) dUJ + O . . .. .. (7.21)

Thus the X and Y forces act through the same point. The distance from the nose of the
centre of pressure (or, in this case, of the aerodynamic centre), expressed as a fraction of body
length, is given by

C,

1 n
h=1~mJS(a)dU+O(t) O ¢ &3

nean cross-section area
base area )

‘o

—1—
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8. Applications.—8.1. The Restriction on Section Curvature.—In order to satisfy Ward’s
general restriction on the curvature of the cross-section we originally specified that both the
major- and minor-axis parameters, A and B, be O(f). In practice it may sometimes be desirable
to consider bodies whose elliptic cross-section is very flat, that is, to let B be O(#).

This is wholly justifiable for smooth bodies at zero incidence, since the circumferential velocity
is zero in this case. We might also expect it to be permissible for bodies with discontinuities
in slope at zero incidence, since at the actual points of maximum curvature symmetry requires
zero circumferential velocity. However, in this case no rigorous justification 1s possible by the
methods of the present paper, because we have no detailed knowledge of the flow immediately
behind points of discontinuity.

The flat elliptic body at incidence has already been discussed by Ward" for the case of smooth
bodies. Ward suggested that although the flow could no longer be calculated within a known
approximation, the solutions obtained by his method gave a first approximation for sufficiently
small angles of attack, since the forces and moments tend to a finite limit as B — 0. This
argument may be extended to the more general class of bodies considered here.

8.2. The Elliptic Cone at Zevo Incidence.—For the particular problem of an elliptic cone we
may write

fls) =s, S(s) ==nAB s*, S"(s) = 2=AB . .. .. .. .. (8.1

From equations (5.6) and (4.11), we then have for the pressure coefficient on the cone at zero
incidence

Cpo

_ 71_{5"(0) log &y ~J log (v — %) dS”(u)]

AB
72 .
+ 4Bf%o) {Az sin® 4 1 B cos u 2]

= ABI:Z log 4 + 4B 2] . .. .. (8.2

B(A 4+ B) " A’sin*u + B?cos’u

This pressure coefficient is plotted for a range of ratios B/4 in Fig. 4. It may be noted that
as the eccentricity increases the pressure gradient over most of the ellipse first increases and then
decreases, and that a pressure peak appears at the end of the major axis or ‘ leading edge ’.

The drag coefficient is, by (6.18),

4
CD:AB[210g[m3——1:| . - . .. e .. (83)

In Ref. 5, Squire has obtained an exact solution of the linearized equation for flat elliptic
cones, the major axis of his ellipse being finite and the minor axis infinitesimal. Squire’s boundary
condition is that of a wing problem, and may be written

% _%

oy os’
where the corresponding form of our boundary condition is

o _ oy oy
dy 9x0x @s’

Nevertheless we would expect the two solutions to be similar for the common problem of a cone
having A of O(f) and B of O(#*), and this is in fact the case.

16



Squire’s corrected solution consists of two parts as follows :
(i) A constant pressure over the elliptic cone, which in our notation is given by
1= A%) — Ey/(1 — A%
1 — A%® ’
where K and I are complete elliptic integrals of the first and second kinds.

¢, — 245 KV (8.4)

(i) A drag contribution from the singularity at the leading edge. Expressed as fdrce per
unit length normal to the leading edge, this is

F A?

l*‘—n'z = m7, ) (85)
pr 2 . 2 __42~.
R NAS RN
where 7, is the radius of curvature of the leading edge.
In (i), when A4 is O(¢) we may expand the elliptic integrals in series, writing
Kq/(1 — A%% = log ;;L/é 4+ O(flogt) ,
EA/(1 — A% =1+ O log ),
and so we obtain, for B of O(#*),
CP:AB<210gAi/;—2>—i—O(é510gt). . . . .. .. (86

In Fig. 5 this pressure coefficient is compared with that predicted by the theory of this paper
(equation (8.2)). It isinteresting to note that the two values agree well over most of the surface,
and that, instead of Squire’s singularity, the theory of this paper predicts a finite pressure peak
at the leading edge. This peak is in fact O(#*), whereas the lower pressures are O(# log 7).

In (ii) above we have
2

B
= SEOW) . L (87)

Hence we deduce

AC, = AB + 0O(#),
and

@:AB@b&%—l>+MM%Q... . (88

The two expressions (8.3) and (8.8) for the drag coefficient are equal to the lowest order, for B
of O(#*), the difference being O(¢* log £).

Similar agreement may be obtained for the lift of the elliptic cone when incidence is applied
in the ys-plane. It is already well known that the expression for the lift of a delta wing reduces
to that given by (7.10) when the aspect ratio becomes small.

8.3. Comnical and Parabolic Forebodies and Afterbodies.—Ref. 6 presented curves of the drag
predicted by slender body theory for certain families of bodies of revolution. These included
curves of the drag of forebodies and afterbodies of straight and parabolic profile ; the after-
bodies were assumed to be situated behind an infinitely long parallel portion, so that by the
reversibility property mentioned in section 6, forebodies and afterbodies which are the ‘ reverse ’
of one another have equal drag.

17
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[t is now a simple matter to extend these results to slender bodies of elliptic cross-section
with the same area distribution S(s) as the bodies of revolution in question.

[.et R, and R, denote the radii at the initial and final sections of a forebody of circular cross-
section, and let / be the length. Then we have forebodies of straight profile

, —R
."ISOI = 29‘[}{0 Iel l! 0 ,
—R
15/ = 2 89)
and for bodies of parabolic profile,
X R, — R,
IS = Ak Ty - 810)

It follows from equation (6.19) that the drag of the equivalent bodies of elliptic cross-section
is that of the bodies of revolution plus the following term :

for bodies of straight profile,

(YD) 2 DO gl

and for bodies of parabolic profile,

I(,)<> —88(1 /\/> ;j]f;/ﬁ 812

These correction terms are plotted in Fig. 6: comparison with the values of Ref. 6 shows
that in general they are a very small proportion of the drag of the body.

S84 The Interference Effect of a Forebody on an Afterbody.—It was demonstrated in Ref. 6
that when one considers the drag of a body consisting of a forebody, a parallel mid-portion and
an afterbody, it is often convenient to calculate the drag as the sum of the following three
components :

(i) The forebody drag.

(i) The * principal afterbody drag’ (denoted by D,,), which is the drag that the afterbody
would have if it were situated behind an infinitely long parallel portion.

(1) The interference drag (denoted by D,,) due to the effect of the forebody on the aftel body.

(Curves of interference drag for a number of conical and parabolic bodies of revolution were
given in Retf. 6.

IFor all cases where the distance between successive discontinuities in slope is large with
respect to the thickness of the body, the interference drag is unaffected by the change from a
cireular to an elliptic cross-section.  IFor such bodies the interference drag may be deduced from
the drag formula (6.18«) by subtracting the forebody and principal afterbody drags from the
drag ol the complete body.  We denote the ends of the parallel portion by s = ¢, and ¢,,,, and
the result 1s ¢

D, — ! S"(0) do S"(u) log du
2 Chl 2 . —
J 0 W A1
1 , , "¢y ) 1 " , [ 1
-+ 23 A8, S"(0) log ———do + - T AS; S"(o) log -do
JT i 0 i okt g
kL ‘o
: n 1
45 % A4S/ % 4S/log — (8.13)




This is identical with equation (27) of Ref. 6, and is independent of Mach number.

When discontinuities in slope occur at both ends of the parallel portion, and the length of that
portion is-only of the order of the thickness of the body, we have no sufficiently accurate ex-
pression for the interference drag of the elliptic body, for we have no function corresponding
to the exact form of U,(x) in Ref. 6. However, if this case should prove of real interest, the
difficulty could be partially overcome as follows.

The value of the interference drag when the length of the parallel portion is zero may again
be deduced from (6.184). (The appropriate expression is given below, and in this case the
interference drag is a function both of Mach number and of the eccentricity of the ellipse.) It
should now be possible to guess fairly accurately the variation of interference drag with the length
of the parallel portion, using as a guide the known initial values (8.14), the unique curve given
by (8.13) for long parallel portions, and the known variation for the equivalent body of revolution
(¢f. Figs. 8 and 11, Ref. 6).

To evaluate the interference drag when the length of the parallel portion is zero, we let 4S,_’
denote the final discontinuity in S’(s) of the forebody alone (according to the convention of
section 4.1), and 4S,," the initial discontinuity of the afterbody alone. Then when the two are
joined there is a discontinuity in S'(s) at s = ¢, given by

Askl - ASk—, + AS/«+I P
and the interference drag is found to be

2

‘k “n
%132;2 _1! J S"(¢) do J S"(u) log ! du

un —o
‘o %

1 ks ’ - " 1 1 # , ck " 1
+ - igo A5, LS (o) log(7 — do + 7—”=Ek+ 4S5, JC S"(o) log P do
v 0
1 k-1 n
1+ 'S A4S S AS;log ——
T i=0 j=k+1 C; — €
1

! “ 14 1 ’ ko1 ’ s 1
"l“ ;Ask_ i:§+1AS]' IOg _f— &AS/H- izo AS, IOgC“*‘“

C; — G g G

1

+(4S:) (4S.,) log

4
ﬁh(fl n B)f(c—k)' . (8.14)

Because the last term of (6.18a) has contributed the last term of this expression, the interference
drag is now a function both of Mach number and of the eccentricity of the ellipse.

NOTATION
a, Coefficients in Ward’s approximate potential ¢,, equation (2.4)
A Parameter defining the semi-major-axis of the elliptic cross-section
be Function of s, in Ward’s approximate potential ¢,, equation (2.4)
B Parameter defining the semi-minor-axis of the elliptic cross-section
c; Values of s at which discontinuities occur
C, Pressure coefficient (p — p,)/1p U?
D Drag
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M, M,

=

(ylr 017 Sl

~—

-~ n X

. 9)
(%1, Y1, $1)
X, Y

2, (2)

o

%y, O

B

by b
bo, a0
b1, bar

Po, Poi

Function defining the variation with s of the major and minor axes
of the ellipse

See equation (6.7)
See equation (7.5)
Mach number of the free stream

Pitching moments about the x- and y-axes, respectively, in the
plane of the nose

Heaviside operator with respect to s,

Cylindrical polar co-ordinates with respect to the ‘ wind axes’
‘ Real part of’

Cross-section area

Maximum thickness of body

Cartesian co-ordinates with respect to the body axes
Cartesian co-ordinates with respect to the * wind axes’
Lateral forces in the direction of increasing x and y
X+ iy, (0 + v

Total incidence

Incidences in the x,s,- and y,s,-planes, respectively
V(M —1)

Euler’s constant

Complex variable 1 e’ of transformed (circle) plane
tan~! a,/o,

Elliptic-type co-ordinates with respect to the body axes, see equation
(4.4)

Normal to the body contour in a plane s = constant (s, = constant)
Density of the free stream
Circumferential variable in a plane s = constant (s, = constant)
Exact perturbation potential
Ward’s approximate form of perturbation potential, equation (2.4)
Errors of ¢,, see Appendix
Zero-incidence (drag) potential } )

see footnote to equation (4.12)
Cross-flow (lift) potential

Components of ¢,, see section 4.2
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APPENDIX
The Effect of Discontinuities in the Source and Multi-source Strengths and their Derivatives.

A1, The EWOV of the Asvmptotic Solutions.—In this section we examine the accuracy of the
slender body approximation as a solution of the linearized problem when there are discon-
tinuities in the source and multi-source strengths a,(s;). Welet ¢, denote the asymptotic slender-
body solution ; we let (¢, -~ ¢,) denote the exact solution of the linearized equation with the
source and multi-source strengths of the slender-body solution (i.e., (¢, + ¢,) is defined by (2.3),
with the 4, and B, derived from (2.5) and from the solution of the harmonic problem); and we
let (¢, + #, -+ ¢.) denote the exact solution of the linearized equation which satisfies the boundary
condition (2.2) on the surface of the body. We consider values at a point for which the series

(2.3) and (2.4) converge, and assume that the resultant orders of magnitude are valid everywhere
on and near the body.

Writing a,(s;) = a,z(s1) -+ ta,,(s,) we have

bt = —alpepr) + 3, 2 () e () cos w0y + gutp) sinn 0] Kofopr) (A1)

=1 (%

and

¢, = Qa(P)(V + log ﬁp

-+ 2 [ @ur(p) cos n 8, -+ a,,(p) sin nd]r, ™" . .. .. .. (A2)

n=1

We interpret the first (source) terms in these expressions by standard methods, using the
product theorem in the form

51

J(?) 2(2) r—if flsy —u) dg(u) .

%=0 -
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The second (doublet) terms are interpreted by differentiating the source terms and their inter-

pretations with respect to x or v and replacing a, by a,;, or a,;. Subsequent terms may be
found similarly. There result

Br —pr,
PR 1S — 1 cos 07 S —u
b, 4 b, = Ju 0 cosh~ i, dao( u) + . ,,,::0_\/{< iy iy z}da,R u) + . ., (A.3)
and
1 2(s cos 0, [ !
b, = ~J log - ( }71 >da0( u) + - , IJ dagplu) + . . . . .. (A4
uo=0 - 220 -
Hence from a discontinuity in the a,(s,) at s; = ¢, we get
s TG v _ cosO Sy T,fj,, y ]
[A(, + ¢,)], = — cosh P (May), + ). \/{ = /)’21’1”\ (Aag); + ..., .. (A5
and
(16, = —log 280 =€) gy €SP (Al

p7, 71
Subtracting, we see that there exists some positive finite number C; such that

(-1¢,); 1s O[( :

S — ¢

)2} for s, — ¢, 2 C,t. .. .. .. (A7)

$.1s closely related to ¢,. By definition ¢, is an exact solution of the linearized equation, tending
to zero as v, — oo, such that

P 2
(F(ZSL —_ C,qsl' on the b()dy . .. .. .- . . .. .. (A.8)

v Ay
Accordingly we assume that

4

(dAp,); 18 O|i»(q 4

t —
71)2 log sy - CJ for s, —e; = Cit, .. .. (A9)

where the log term has been included because with it ¢,/@v, may still be O[£/(s, — ¢,)?], as is
required by (A.8). This assumption is confirmed for the particular case of a body of revolution
by Ward’s quasi-cylinder solution™

In the region s, — ¢, < Cit, (1¢,); 1s O{¢*log [t/(s, — ¢;}]}, and by the arguments of section 2
(b, - by - b)) 15 OF), so that we may write

[, + $)1; s (){fz logs i c} fors, —¢, << Cyt . .. .. (A.10)
1 T Y

We now examine the case where the a,(s,) themselves are continuous, but the derivatives
a,’(s,) are discontinuous. The integrals in (A.3) and (A.4) are then ordinary Riemann integrals,
and integrating these by parts we have

1 B S
b, b, = J [(s1 — u) cosh™? /_ — V{51 —u)® — /327’12}} day’ (u)

<1 e p’rl
4 ,C,O,j 0 J V(s — ) — By day' () 4+ ... L (A1
1 #w=0—
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sy :
and ¢, = — [ (s, — u) log 2 —w) _ (s, — u) | da,' (u)
v =0- /377’1
cos 6, [ *
+— IJ (5 — u) dagg’(u) + . .. . .. .. .. (A12)
1
2%=0—
Proceeding as before we find that
B 4
(4g,); is O} d C} for s, —¢; = Gyt , . . . .. (A.13)
1 7 by
and assume that
180, s 0]t log ! i > Gyt A4
(A¢.); s s —o %8 T, ors, —¢ = G, o .. (A.14)
and find that
[Aldy + ¢)]s 1s O (s, — ¢;) log Svl—«-c-}, ie., is O, for s, — ¢; < Cyf . .. (A.15)
17 Y

So far we have only considered the accuracy of our asymptotic forms in the light of the
linearized equation. However it is known that when no discontinuities are present the error of
the slender body approximation, considered as a solution of the linearized equation, is O(¢* log £),
while the error of this approximation, considered as a solution of the exact equation, is O(#* log® #).
Accordingly we multiply the order terms in (A.7), (A.9), (A.13) and (A.14) by log {¢/(s — ¢;)}
and assume that the errors are then those of our approximation as a solution of the exact equation.

A2, The Effect of a Discontinuity in S"(o) on the Drag of a Smooth Pointed Body.—A dis-
continuity in profile curvature and S”(o), (profile slope and S’(¢) being continuous), is a particular
case of a discontinuity in the a,’(s,), (the a,(s;) being continuous). For convenience let us take
our origin at the discontinuity in question, (¢, = 0). We wish to examine the effect of neglecting
(6, + ¢.) in the integral, taken along a line x = constant on the body,

J(M):[8—%(¢a+¢b+¢5>5'(a>d0, (A8

where /; is the length of the body downstream of the discontinuity, and is taken as O(1), which
clearly gives the maximum possible error. If we introduce :

* 2
Flo, 1) =J%<¢u+¢b+¢ﬁ)d0

o

- ¢u(0’ lu’> —I— qsb(GJ Iu) + ¢C(G’ lu) — gba(ox fu) - (/{’b(O’ lu) — ¢5(0, /1,)

iy da
—Ja—i(¢a+¢b+¢c)%da, e LA

0

(A.16) may be written
I(w) = Fl,, u)S'(l,) ~J F(o, u) S"(c) do . .. .. .- .. .. (A.18)

0
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It may be noted that ¢, is continuous in this case, so that the forms (A.16) and (A.18) are wholly
equivalent even when (¢, + ¢,) is neglected. Now since the distance between successive dis-
continuities is O(1), and /; is O(1), (¢, + ¢.) is O(¢* log* ¢} at ¢ = /; and 0.

Also 7¢/24 1s known from the boundary condition. Hence the dominant term in the error due
to neglecting (¢, + ¢.) in (A.18) is

(Y

I ACyt " ,
[ [$u(o, 1) + b(a, 1)]1S"(c) do = (){ £|S"(o)| do —I—J - logzg |S”(o)| da}

v 0

=O0@log*y) . .. .. .. .. .. ..(A19

A3. The Evror Due lo the Asvmptotic Expressions for F, and G.—TFinally we justify the
substitution of the asymptotic form of F; into the equation (6.8) of the main text. The a,(s,)
themselves are now discontinuous. Essentially we have to justify the neglect of (¢, + ¢.) in
the integral

nll t

(ba + ¢5 + ¢2) d5'(0) .

v oo=0+

The error due to this step is

o Clt

RIeN y o+ p ;
0{ & log; |dS" ()] + 5 Iogz(; |dS’(U)}} . . .. (A.20)
v o=+ i ' ¢
If (¢;.,—¢,) is always O(1), as we have specified, the discontinuities in S’(¢) will contribute
only to the second integral of this expression, and their contributions will by O (¢®log®#). The
remainder of (A.20) is

ot
(){14“ log z do +
a

rCyt M

1

logf; d(r} + £

! J !

1 2 t — 5
&bgaﬁ}“O@y ... L (A2n
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