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RATIONALE 

The intent of this document is to provide a basic understanding of the effects of inlet total-pressure distortion on the 
performance of gas turbine engines, particularly in military applications. 

In Revision D, only changes to Section 3 have been made to make the document consistent with ARP1420C and ARP6420. 
These changes include removing definitions inconsistent with the intent of the previously mentioned SAE Aerospace 
Recommended Practices (ARPs) and to add clarity to the remaining definitions. 

In Revision C, an introduction was incorporated to include material inadvertently omitted from Revision B. The introduction 
describes usages of distortion assessments during typical phases of aircraft propulsion system development and operation. 

Revisions to AIR1419B were made to reflect new knowledge in the following areas: 

• Computational fluid dynamics (CFD) has become widely used for design and analysis,

• Highly offset inlets have imposed additional challenges,

• Full authority digital electronic control (FADEC) systems have become commonplace,

• New methods of distortion synthesis have been developed,

• New instrumentation techniques have been developed,

• New techniques for data acquisition, storage, and processing have been developed,

• Testing methodology/procedures have changed, and

• Some previously state-of-the-art techniques have become obsolete.

The philosophy that was adopted to implement the changes was: 

• Only material was added that did not exist in original document, and

• Dated references to “state-of-the-art,” “current technology,” etc. were revised.
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PREFACE 

Industry and government agencies concerned with aircraft design and operation recognize a need to improve methodology 
and communication on spatial total-pressure distortion aspects of the inlet/engine compatibility problem. The appearance 
of modern turbofan engines in the late 1960s focused attention on this need, and there followed a period of intense activity 
to develop engineering techniques for assuring adequate stability. These techniques were identified, formulated, and 
exercised independently in various parts of industry to solve flow distortion problems on specific systems. The aircraft and 
engine companies form a matrix of cooperative engineering activity in the international military and civil aircraft market, and 
a third dimension is added by the group of customers. The three groups needed to consolidate individual experience, 
establish common ground, and gain a perspective concerning the applicability and accuracy of these techniques. Adequate 
resolution of the aircraft/engine stability problem would depend upon generating generally usable guidelines addressing 
analysis, test, data processing, and information transfer which would be applied in a manner consistent with the expected 
severity of the problem. 

The SAE International Aerospace Council Divisional Technical Committee S-16 (Turbine Engine Inlet Flow Distortion 
Committee) was formed in 1972 to examine the aircraft gas turbine engine/inlet compatibility development process, as 
affected by flow distortion, to assess what experience was common throughout industry, or what could be agreed as 
desirable to make common. The Committee formulated a number of guidelines to improve communications and minimize 
repetitive workloads among program participants. It recognized that practices employed to cope with flow distortion effects 
were young and changing and that in several critical areas, practice was not sufficiently common or defined to warrant 
establishing guidelines. For these reasons, the guidelines were purposely limited, and were organized and published in 
March 1978 as Aerospace Recommended Practice ARP1420, Gas Turbine Engine Inlet Flow Distortion Guidelines. 
ARP1420 was circulated widely in the U.S. and European aeronautical industries. Significant comments and opinions were 
expressed, and were carefully considered by the Committee prior to submitting the ARP to the SAE Aerospace Council for 
publication. 

The S-16, in its proceedings, produced a wealth of information which, in its entirety, contained a significant part of the flow-
distortion-related corporate knowledge of the industry as it existed in the mid-1970s time period. The Committee decided 
that this information, organized into a generally available document, would provide a source of knowledge for engineers 
new to the problems of inlet-engine compatibility. The Committee, therefore, compiled Aerospace Information Report 
AIR1419, Inlet-Total-Pressure Distortion Considerations for Gas-Turbine Engines, to amplify the information contained in 
ARP1420 and to provide a corporate memory. 

SAE Technical Committee S-16, through its members and liaison representatives, represents a cross section of the part of 
government and industry having the major share of the responsibility for assuring economical, safe, and instability-free 
propulsion systems. The organizations that sponsor S-16 and make possible, through the members and representatives, 
ARP1420, AIR1419, and other inlet distortion documents, should be commended. These documents exist today because 
of their active concern for the distortion problem and their willingness to provide resources to obtain solutions. The members 
and representatives collectively contributed hundreds of hours of work between Committee meetings to assure worthwhile 
results and productive meetings. 

INTRODUCTION 

This document contains engineering information for use as reference material and for guidance. Inlet total-pressure 
distortion and other forms of flow distortion that can influence inlet/engine compatibility require examination to establish the 
effect on engine stability and performance. This report centers on inlet-generated total-pressure distortion measured at the 
Aerodynamic Interface Plane (AIP), not because this is necessarily the sole concern, but because it has been given sufficient 
attention in the aircraft and engine communities to produce generally accepted engineering practices for dealing with it. The 
report does not address procedures for dealing with performance destabilizing influences other than those due to total-
pressure distortion, or with the effects of any distortion on aeroelastic stability. The propulsion system designer must be 
careful to assure that, throughout the development process, other forms of inlet flow distortion, which can have just as 
serious effects on system stability and performance, have been effectively addressed. 

The report deals with spatial total-pressure distortion, as defined by an array of high-response total-pressure probes. Time-
variant total-pressure distortion, synthesized from statistical data, can provide useful information. However, the consensus 
of SAE S-16 is that such techniques are not developed sufficiently to permit general guidelines to be formulated. 
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Concepts which are fundamental to this report are: 

a. Inlet flow quality can be characterized, in a form relevant to engine distortion response, with numerical descriptors 
derived from an array of high-response total-pressure probes. 

b. Propulsion system stability can be controlled by the aircraft and engine designers. 

c. Engine stability can be demonstrated by tests using equivalent levels of steady state distortion. 

The report is organized into nine technical sections (Sections 3 through 11) followed by a summary, expanding upon the 
ideas and recommended practice set forth in ARP1420. Sections 3 and 4 deal with stability margin, loss of stability pressure 
ratio, and procedures for correlating the loss of stability pressure ratio with total-pressure distortion. Through use of the 
terms and procedures discussed earlier, Sections 5 and 6 develop engine stability and performance assessment techniques 
for handling total-pressure distortion by putting them into context with other destabilizing influences and performance 
detriments. Section 7 describes various test procedures, equipment, and methods currently available for generating the 
information needed to apply distortion assessment techniques. Section 8 discusses interface instrumentation, data-
acquisition system accuracy, frequency response, record length, recording systems, and the data management procedures 
necessary to minimize communication errors among participating organizations. Section 9 reviews available computational 
techniques that can be used to model compressor response to inlet distortion. Section 10 provides a brief discussion of 
other forms of distortion at the inlet/engine Aerodynamic Interface Plane, while Section 11 describes other factors that can 
affect engine operability, along with a review of other considerations involved in assessments of inlet/engine compatibility. 
A summary of the information in the document is presented in Section 12. 

The distortion descriptor is the vehicle by which engine reaction to inlet distortion is forecast and assessed, from program 
outset well into field use of the system. ARP1420 defines the distortion descriptor as a non-dimensional, numerical 
representation of the measured inlet pressure distribution, and provides a means for identifying critical inlet flow distortions 
and for communicating during propulsion system development. Central issues are the distortion descriptors, methods of 
correlating them with performance and stability changes, and test and information acquisition techniques. Use and accuracy 
of the descriptors vary, depending upon the stage of the engine development, but their definitions and purpose remain 
constant: to assess status, forecast stability, and identify required engineering activity. 

The activities associated with distortion descriptor use can be categorized for convenience in phases (Table 1), recognizing 
that there is little consensus concerning the definitions of these phases and that no clear lines of demarcation exist between 
them. 
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Table 1 - Distortion assessment uses during the propulsion system life cycle 

PHASE ACTIVITY AIRFRAME MANUFACTURER ENGINE MANUFACTURER STATUS AT  
END OF PHASE 

1. Conceptual Studies 1. Analytical evaluation of candidate 
aircraft and propulsion system 
configurations 

2. Mission evaluation 

1. Establish inlet distortion trends 
2. Evaluate alternative inlet designs and locations 
3. Estimate maneuver limitations 
4. Evaluate armament locations 
5. Evaluate airframe/propulsion system integration  

1. Include inlet distortion effects in 
selection of engine configurations 
based on past experience 

1. Candidates that can potentially 
meet requirements 

2. Preliminary definition of 
stability requirements 

2. Preliminary Design 1. Design, analysis, and test of inlet and 
engine components 

2. System design selection 
3. Establish flight maneuver envelope 

goals 

1. Determine preliminary distortion characteristics 
2. Evaluate airframe/propulsion system integration 
3. Determine preliminary airflow matching 
4. Establish distortion level goals for inlet 
5. Perform periodic stability assessments jointly with 

engine manufacturer 

1. Define stability margin 
requirements and select 
compression system design 

2. Define engine distortion tolerance 
goals 

1. Distortion goals defined 
2. Mission defined 
3. Inlet/engine compatibility 

approach defined 
4. Propulsion system defined 

3. Development 1. Development of required quality 
through continuing analysis and test 
of airframe and engine components 
and systems 

1. Verify airflow matching 
2. Define inlet design effects on distortion 
3. Identify critical distortion patterns/levels 
4. Establish distortion level commitments 
5. Perform periodic stability assessment jointly with 

engine manufacturer 

1. Establish distortion level 
commitments 

2. Define patterns for qualification 
tests 

3. Correlate stability margin and 
performance changes due to 
distortion 

1. Distortion commitments 
agreed upon 

2. Data bank established 
3. Full scale inlet/engine 

compatibility tests performed if 
necessary 

4. Propulsion system ready for 
production 

4. Engine 
Qualification or 
Certification 

1. Demonstration of required levels of 
propulsion system 
stability/compatibility 

1. Perform joint stability assessments 
2. Perform wind tunnel tests of production changes 
3. Perform installed performance calculations of 

“status” configuration  

1. Demonstrate engine operation 
with distortion 

1. Propulsion system with 
acceptable performance and 
stability at specified conditions 

5. Flight Test 1. Demonstration of propulsion system 
operation 

2. Inlet and engine improvements flight-
tested to produce best combination of 
performance and stability 

1. Establish flight/maneuver envelopes 
2. Determine distortion levels at propulsion system 

limits 
3. Resolve deficiencies 
4. Compare flight test and wind tunnel data 

1. Correlate flight and development 
data 

2. Identify sources of flight-revealed 
stability problems 

1. Propulsion system 
performance and stability 
demonstrated over flight and 
maneuver envelopes 

6. Operational 1. Collection of operational data 
2. Propulsion system modified as 

necessary 

1. Evaluate propulsion system modifications 
2. Evaluate operational anomalies 

1. Service, overhaul, and 
modification evaluation 

2. Operational troubleshooting 

1. Operational capability 
monitored 
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1. Conceptual Studies Phase 

This phase, the initial step in the life cycle for an aircraft system, is characterized by analytical evaluations of candidate 
aircraft/propulsion system configurations. Generally, no new testing is planned for this phase and information for the 
evaluations is based on historical sources. Recognition of and planning for a stability assessment during concept evaluation 
serves to assure that (1) distortion effects are a prime consideration in the selection of the candidate propulsion system, 
(2) those conditions that are considered areas of risk are given particular attention during the subsequent design and 
development phases, and (3) distortion patterns, inherent to the type of aircraft inlet, are defined to enable the engine to be 
designed with consideration for predominant patterns.  

The distortion descriptor is used to determine the relative standing of several candidate inlet configurations. Specific items 
to be evaluated include design concept and location, inlet performance, and aircraft maneuverability, as affected by 
distortion, armament location, approximate inlet/engine matching characteristics, overall distortion trends with inlet 
geometry, and primary and secondary airflow requirements. The descriptor is used to evaluate the stability characteristics 
of candidate compressor and engine configurations, their sensitivity to distortion, the stability margin available for distortion, 
and potential problems peculiar to the various thermodynamic cycles and engine control modes. 

This phase should end when the overall aircraft and the propulsion system configurations that can best meet generalized 
mission requirements are defined. Limiting operating conditions within the anticipated flight envelope should have been 
identified, including but not limited to those due to inlet total-pressure distortion, unstart, buzz, temperature distortion, swirl, 
water ingestion, armament-exhaust-gas ingestion, and unusual amounts of engine bleed or power extraction. The 
consequence of loss of stability margin associated with these conditions should have been assessed and a procedure 
established for continuously tracking compatibility throughout the development program. 

2. Preliminary Design Phase 

This phase is the second step in the development cycle, during which mission requirements are defined in more detail and 
a baseline vehicle has been selected. Airframe-inlet integration and inlet component testing have begun with small scale 
models to update compatibility estimates and to define the extent of required development work. Preliminary indications of 
the extent of the distortion problems to be expected are identified using data obtained from steady state and dynamic probes 
located at the inlet/engine aerodynamic interface plane. Fan and compressor performance maps, flow path geometry, and 
blade sizes are estimated. Where appropriate, applicable engine components are tested with distortion patterns 
characteristic of the inlets being considered by the airframe contractor. 

The distortion descriptor is used to aid in selecting those inlet/airframe components that result in a favorable flow field. 
Preliminary distortion characteristics are determined for critical aircraft operating conditions. The distortion descriptors are 
used to assess the effects of distortion on the engine and its components. Engine simulations, with transient capability and 
control logic, are initiated and used to perform preliminary engine stability audits, to define engine stability margin utilization, 
and to aid in establishing distortion goals for the inlet. 

Engine distortion tolerance estimates are used to establish the allowable airflow range for inlet/engine matching, 
supercritical or subcritical limits, start/unstart procedures, control criteria, bleed configuration, boundary layer diverter 
design, noise requirements, maneuver capability, lip shape and radius, low-speed flow augmentation, and low-speed 
crosswind capability. 

At the end of this phase, initial stability audit coordination has occurred between engine and airframe companies. The basic 
inlet and engine configurations have been defined but require further refinement. The vehicle mission has become well-
defined. Provisions for coordinating any mission changes will have been made. Agreement should exist between airframe 
and engine contractors on: 

• The distortion goals for the inlet and the engine at specific points within the flight envelope. These represent the 
maximum level of distortion the inlet will generate and the level the engine will tolerate. 

• The type, severity, and number of equivalent classical patterns to be used during initial development testing. 
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• The distortion patterns from subscale inlet testing to be used for engine development tests. 

• A well-defined compatibility program including the definition of the data transmission formats, test sequence, criteria for 
decision making, the scope of dynamic distortion tests, demonstration points, type of instrumentation, and location of 
aerodynamic interface plane. 

3. Development Phase 

This phase starts when system mechanical configurations are defined and terminates when the propulsion system is ready 
for field use. The airframe, inlet, and engine configurations are refined through extensive test programs. The performance 
and compatibility of the airframe/inlet system are developed through wind-tunnel tests of large-scale models, and of the 
engine, through engine and component tests using suitable distortion generators. A full complement of dynamic 
instrumentation, located at the agreed AIP, is utilized during testing. Prior inlet distortion and engine tolerance commitments 
are updated based on realistic test data and changing requirements. 

Updated stability margin and stability pressure ratio changes due to distortion are obtained from compressor rig and engine 
tests with inlet distortion. Distortion stability coefficients are adjusted correspondingly, and the process is repeated as engine 
design changes occur. The descriptor is used to verify inlet distortion levels, and design variables such as throat height, 
ramp position, cowl shape, bleed and bypass are examined for their effects on distortion. Updated distortion patterns, 
obtained from wind tunnel and flight tests, are used to refine stability and performance assessments. Descriptors and engine 
simulations are used to focus attention on components requiring further development. At the end of this phase, the airframe 
and engine have demonstrated compatibility throughout the required flight envelope. 

4. Engine Qualification or Certification Phase 

This phase represents the period during which tests are performed to clear the engine for initial flight testing, for limited 
production, and eventually, for full production. Qualification or certification requires quantitative assessments of engine 
performance and stability at a number of selected conditions. Distortion patterns are used during this phase to define the 
inlet/engine interface test conditions. The test conditions are defined in terms that include: 

• Inlet/engine interface conditions 

o Airflow 

o Total pressure (local point-by-point values) 

o Total temperature 

o Altitude ambient pressure 

• Installation interface conditions (aircraft service requirements) 

o Customer bleed  

o Power extraction 

• Engine operating conditions 

o Engine power setting 

o Engine service bleeds (inter-compressor, anti-ice) 

o Control trim status 

At the conclusion of this phase, the engine configuration will have demonstrated acceptable performance and stability for 
the specified sets of operating conditions. 
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5. Flight Test Phase 

Distortion testing through the early part of the development phase defines necessary design changes and provides an 
assessment of system performance and stability well in advance of flight. Flight testing may identify design changes and 
may uncover problems requiring further development because ground test facilities are limited in their ability to simulate the 
full flight and maneuver envelopes. 

The primary engine uses of distortion descriptors are to correlate flight and ground test data, and to identify sources of flight-
revealed performance and stability problems. Comparisons are made with previous engine stability predictions at specific 
steady-state and transient operating conditions. Stability assessment procedures may be updated and improved. Flight 
stability limits are identified and tracked in terms of descriptor level, aircraft Mach number, altitude, attitude, and inlet and 
engine control parameters. 

The flight test phase is complete when adequate aircraft propulsion system performance and stability have been 
demonstrated over the flight and maneuver envelopes and there are no further requirements for flight-generated 
compatibility information prior to certification for full production. 

6. Operational Phase 

During this phase, system engineering changes, alterations in aircraft usage, maintenance effects, and aging effects are 
assessed for their impact upon inlet/engine compatibility. If additional testing and instrumentation are required, use of the 
distortion descriptors would be identical to that previously described in the flight test phase. 

The complexity and expense of a compatibility program to execute the multi-phased process described will depend on 
system requirements. The program for a re-engining of an existing aircraft, or development of a podded installation for which 
significant background data exist based on similar designs and similar applications, may be uncomplicated and inexpensive 
to execute. More stringent mission requirements may force severe departures from experience, thus incurring added risk 
and therefore added program complexity and expense. The information in this report can be used as necessary to create a 
development method to minimize the risk of inlet/engine compatibility problems. The degree to which information regarding 
descriptor formulation and use, assessment techniques, and testing outlined in this document is applied to a specific 
program should be consistent with the expected severity of the compatibility problem. 
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1. SCOPE 

This SAE Aerospace Information Report (AIR) addresses many of the significant issues associated with effects of inlet 
total-pressure distortion on turbine-engine performance and stability. It provides a review of the development of techniques 
used to assess engine stability margins in the presence of inlet total-pressure distortion. Specific performance and stability 
issues that are covered by this document include total-pressure recovery and turbulence effects and steady and dynamic 
inlet total-pressure distortion.  

1.1 Purpose 

The purpose of this document is to provide specific information about determining the effects of inlet total-pressure distortion 
on turbine-engine performance and stability. Testing methodologies and computational fluid dynamics (CFD) approaches 
are described. Types and scales of testing hardware are discussed with applications for each.  

2. REFERENCES 

2.1 Applicable Documents 

The following publications form a part of this document to the extent specified herein. The latest issue of SAE publications 
shall apply. The applicable issue of other publications shall be the issue in effect on the date of the purchase order. In the 
event of conflict between the text of this document and references cited herein, the text of this document takes precedence. 
Nothing in this document, however, supersedes applicable laws and regulations unless a specific exemption has been 
obtained. 

2.1.1 SAE Publications 

Available from SAE International, 400 Commonwealth Drive, Warrendale, PA 15096-0001, Tel: 877-606-7323 (inside USA 
and Canada) or +1 724-776-4970 (outside USA), www.sae.org.  

AIR5396 Characterizations of Aircraft Icing Conditions 

AIR5656 Statistical Stability Assessment 

AIR5686 A Methodology for Assessing Inlet Swirl Distortion 

AIR5687 Inlet/Engine Compatibility - From Model to Full Scale Development 

AIR5826 Distortion Synthesis/Estimation Techniques 

AIR5866 An Assessment of Planar Waves 

ARP246 Orientation of Engine Axis, Coordinate and Numbering Systems for Aircraft Gas Turbine Engines 

ARP1210 Gas Turbine Engine Interface Test Data Reduction Computer Programs 

ARP1420 Gas Turbine Engine Inlet Flow Distortion Guidelines 

AS681 Gas Turbine Engine Performance Presentation for Computer Programs 

AS755 Aircraft Propulsion System Performance Station Designation and Nomenclature 

Cotter, H., "Integration of Inlet and Engine - An Engine Man’s Point of View," SAE Technical Paper 680286, 1968, 
https://doi.org/10.4271/680286. 

Kimzey, W. and Ellis, S., "Supersonic Inlet Simulator - A Tool for Simulation of Realistic Engine Entry Flow Conditions," 
SAE Technical Paper 740824, 1974, https://doi.org/10.4271/740824. 
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2.2.2 Braithwaite, W.M., Graber, E.J., Jr., and Mehalic, C.M., “The Effect of Inlet Temperature and Pressure Distortion 
on Turbojet Performance,” AIAA 73-1316, November 1973. 
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2.4 Symbols and Abbreviations 

1D, 1-D One dimensional 

3D, 3-D Three dimensional 

A  Area 

A/B Afterburner 

AC Alternating current 

A/C Aircraft 

A/D Analog-to-digital 

AEDC Arnold Engineering Development Center 

AGARD Advisory Group for Aerospace Research and Development 

AIP Aerodynamic interface plane 

AIR Aerospace Information Report 

AOA Angle of attack, degrees 

AOS Sideslip angle, degrees 
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APD Amplitude probability density 

ARP Aerospace Recommended Practice 

ASME American Society of Mechanical Engineers 

ATF Altitude test facility 

AP Pressure distortion transfer function 

AT Temperature distortion transfer function 

b Stability limit line loss weighting or superposition factor 

B AIP distortion parameter weighting or superposition factor 

BLC Boundary layer control 

bp The ratio of the loss of stability pressure ratio due to a 180 degree one-per-rev low pressure region with 
radial distortion to the loss of stability pressure ratio due to a pure circumferential 180 degree one-per-
rev pattern 

bT Superposition function which accounts for coupling effects between the circumferential and radial 
components of total-temperature distortion 

CCP Circumferential total-pressure distortion offset coefficient for sensitivity or portion of sensitivity lines not 
passing through the origin 

CCT Circumferential total-temperature distortion offset coefficient for sensitivity or portion of sensitivity lines 
not passing through the origin 

CDGCp Distortion generation coefficient 

CDTCp Distortion transfer coefficient 

CFD Computational fluid dynamics 

Ch Radial offset term for the hub 

Ci Constant (offset) for ring i 

CRp, CR Radial total-pressure distortion offset coefficient for sensitivity or portion of sensitivity lines not passing 
through the origin 

CRT Tip radial total-pressure distortion offset coefficient for sensitivity or portion of sensitivity lines not passing 
through the origin; radial total-temperature distortion offset coefficient for sensitivity or portion of sensitivity 
lines not passing through the origin 

Ct Radial offset term for the tip 

D Diameter 

DFRC Dryden Flight Research Center 
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DPC Circumferential distortion parameter 

DPR Radial distortion parameter 

DPS AIP distortion screening parameter 

DTC Temperature distortion parameter 

ECS Environmental control system 

EXp Extent function which accounts for change in loss of stability pressure ratio due to the extent of the total-
pressure pattern differing from 180 degrees 

EXT Extent function which accounts for change in loss of stability pressure ratio due to the extent of the total-
temperature pattern differing from 180 degrees 

f Frequency 

F Force 

FADEC Full authority digital electronic control 

Fg Gross thrust 

FOD Foreign object damage 

f(θ) Combined pressure and temperature distortion superposition and spatial orientation function 

( )−θif  Extent function 

FX Axial force distribution 

g Acceleration due to gravity 

HCF High cycle fatigue 

HP High-pressure 

HPC High-pressure compressor 

ID Inner diameter 

IGV Inlet guide vanes 

IR Radial intensity parameter 

JSF Joint Strike Fighter 

KCi Circumferential distortion sensitivity for ring i 

KCP Circumferential total-pressure distortion sensitivity 

KCT Circumferential total-temperature distortion sensitivity 

Kr Average radial sensitivity 
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KRAD Radial distortion factor 

KRi Radial distortion sensitivity for ring i 

KRp Radial total-pressure distortion sensitivity 

KRT Tip radial total-pressure distortion sensitivity 

KT Temperature distortion sensitivity 

Kθ Circumferential distortion factor 

L Characteristic length 

LP Low-pressure 

LPC Low-pressure compressor 

LWC Liquid water content, the mass of the supercooled liquid in a unit volume of dry air 

m Mass 

M Mach number 

m  Mass flux 

MFR Mass flow ratio 

MLC Meanline code 

MPR Multiple per revolution 

MVD Median volumetric diameter (half of the LWC is of greater diameter and half of the LWC is of lower 
diameter) 

N Number of instrumentation rings; turbine engine rpm 

NACA National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics 

NAPC Naval Air Propulsion Center 

NASA National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

NATO North Atlantic Treaty Organization 

NC Core speed, rpm 

NC Engine rpm corrected to standard sea level conditions 

NF Fan speed, rpm 

NR Non-random 

NSMS Noninterference Stress Measuring System 

OD Outer diameter 
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P Static pressure 

PAV Average pressure, usually for a ring 

PAVG Average total pressure of the AIP 

PAVLOW Average pressure in the extent 

PFAV AIP average total pressure 

PLA Power lever angle 

PMAX Maximum total pressure of the AIP 

PMIN Minimum total pressure of the AIP 

PR1 Pressure ratio on undistorted flow stability limit line 

PRDS Distorted flow pressure ratio 

PRi, PR(i), PRi Pressure ratio i 

PRDS Pressure ratio on distorted flow stability limit line 

PRO Pressure ratio on undistorted operating line 

PSD Power spectral density 

Pt’ Relative total pressure 

Q Rate of heat added to a fluid 

r  Radius 

RANS Reynolds averaged Navier-Stokes 

RFG Random frequency generator 

RMS Root mean square 

rpm Revolutions per minute 

RSS Root-sum-square 

S Superposition function which accounts for coupling effects between total-pressure distortion and total-
temperature distortion 

SFC Specific fuel consumption 

SLCC Streamline curvature code 

SM Stability margin 

SSA Statistical stability assessment 

S-16 SAE Turbine Engine Inlet Flow Distortion Committee 
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SW Shaft work 

T Temperature 

TDC Top dead center 

TR Total temperature ratio 

U Velocity, local wheel speed 

UC Convective velocity 

V Velocity; absolute velocity 

Vm Axial velocity 

VR Relative velocity 

VSTOL Vertical/Short Takeoff and Landing 

Vt Tangential velocity 

WA, WA2 Compressor inlet corrected airflow 

WB Mass transfer rate across boundary 

α, AOA Test article angle of attack; absolute air angle 

αi Weighting factor for ring i 

β, AOS Test article angle of sideslip; relative air angle 

βmetal Blade metal angle 

γ Ratio of specific heats 

δ Temperature ratio; deviation 

ΔPC/P Circumferential pressure distortion intensity element 

ΔP/PC Circumferential total pressure distortion term 

ΔP/PR Radial total pressure distortion term 

ΔPR/P Radial pressure distortion intensity element 

ΔPRS Loss of stability pressure ratio 

ΔPRSC Stability pressure ratio loss due to circumferential total pressure distortion 

ΔPRSR Stability pressure ratio loss due to radial total pressure distortion 

ΔPRST Stability pressure ratio loss due to temperature distortion 

ΔSL Loss of stability limit line 
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ΔSM Loss in stability margin 

ΔT/TC Circumferential total temperature distortion term 

ΔT/TR Radial total temperature distortion term 

(ΔT/TC)25 Level of HPC inlet circumferential total-temperature distortion 

η Efficiency 

θ
- Extent in degrees of a low-pressure region 

θ+ Extent in degrees of a high-pressure region 

λ Wavelength 

ρ Density of air 

σ One standard deviation 

τ Characteristic time or time constant 

ϕ Auto-power spectra 

ω Pressure ratio loss 

Subscripts 

1 Blade entrance 

180 Related to a 180 degree pattern 

2 Blade exit 

25 Inlet/engine station 25 

c Circumferential 

h Hub 

HPC High-pressure compressor 

HUB Related to the hub 

i Ring number 

p Pressure 

r Radial 

t, TIP Related to the tip 

T Temperature 

U Associated with velocity component U 

θ Related to extent 
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3. STABILITY MARGIN AND LOSS OF STABILITY PRESSURE RATIO 

Compressor stability margin definitions fall into two general classes: (1) stability margin defined at constant corrected airflow, 
usually at the compressor inlet, and (2) stability margin defined at constant corrected rotor speed. 

Stability margin defined at constant airflow has advantages for inlet-engine airflow matching and stability assessment. With 
this definition, both inlet distortion and engine distortion tolerance can be expressed as functions of airflow. Consequently, 
the corrected airflow passing through the aerodynamic interface plane can be used as the common denominator for both 
inlet distortion and engine distortion tolerance. 

Stability margin defined at constant corrected rotor speed has advantages for the engine manufacturer as most compressor 
design procedures and testing are carried out at constant corrected rotor speeds. Also, stability margin at the limiting rotor 
speed can typically be experimentally determined without extrapolation. Some engine configurations (e.g., auxiliary power 
units and single spool turboprops) are designed to operate at constant mechanical speed. It often makes sense to consider 
completing stability margin assessments using the constant corrected speed accounting method for these engine 
configurations. Additionally, for compression components which exhibit flat speed-line characteristics (i.e., small pressure 
ratio changes with relatively large changes in corrected airflow), constant corrected speed stability margin assessments can 
improve the resolution of the destabilizing terms used in the assessment.  

NOTE: When constant corrected speed stability accounting methods are being used, it is often necessary to provide a 
compressor corrected airflow versus corrected speed characteristic to the inlet design team thereby facilitating 
corrected airflow matching at the aerodynamic interface plane. 

The inlet/engine compatibility guidelines of ARP1420 recommend a total-pressure distortion methodology which uses 
constant corrected airflow accounting. This section discusses that definition and the rationale for its choice. Additionally, the 
corresponding constant corrected speed stability accounting definitions are provided to facilitate appropriate use of that 
method. 

3.1 ARP1420 Definitions and Rationale 

ARP1420 recommends that stability margin accounting be defined using the constant corrected airflow approach with airflow 
defined at the inlet of the compression component. The recommended ARP1420 stability margin is calculated as the 
difference between the stability pressure ratio and the operating pressure ratio, normalized by the operating pressure ratio. 
Referring to Figure 1, the ARP1420 undistorted percent stability margin available is defined as: 

 100
PRO

PRO1PRSM ×
−

=  (Eq. 1) 

 

Figure 1 - ARP1420 stability margin definition 
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The ARP1420 loss in stability pressure ratio due to inlet total pressure distortion (ΔPRS) also is measured at constant inlet 
corrected airflow with the variable geometry, if any, in the scheduled position. ΔPRS is the loss in percent stability pressure 
ratio due to inlet distortion normalized by the undistorted stability pressure ratio. With reference to Figure 1: 

 100
1PR

PRDS1PRPRS ×
−

=∆  (Eq. 2) 

The loss in stability pressure ratio is normalized by the undistorted stability pressure ratio rather than by the operating 
pressure ratio because the operating pressure ratio may not have been defined when compressor rig tests were made to 
determine the effect of distortion on compressor stability. Also, a better comparison among compressors from different 
engines can be made using a distortion sensitivity that is independent of the operating point. By creating a distortion 
sensitivity correlation for the compression system that is independent of the operating point, the same correlation can be 
used in multiple engine configurations which are derived from that single unique compression system. 

While stability margin at constant corrected airflow is the recommended approach for typical stability margin accounting, 
there are sometimes good reasons to consider conducting stability margin assessments using a constant corrected speed 
approach. Such an approach might be used for operating condition changes that result in small changes in compression 
system pressure ratio while at the same time exhibiting large changes in compressor corrected airflow along a constant 
corrected speed line. Engines which are routinely operated at constant mechanical speed, low-pressure-ratio fans, and 
some centrifugal compressors exhibit such behavior. For that reason, stability margin accounting along a constant corrected 
speed has become a stability margin accounting approach used by some engine manufacturers. Equations similar to those 
used in Equations 1 and 2 are typically used for constant corrected speed stability margin accounting.  

NOTE: All margin and destabilizing factors associated with a specific operating condition in a stability margin accounting 
process must be consistently accounted for. That is, constant corrected airflow-based audits require that stability 
margin and all line item destabilizing factors must be derived from a single consistent constant corrected airflow line 
for the specific operating condition being evaluated, while constant corrected speed-based audits must ensure that 
stability margin and all line item destabilizing factors must follow the corresponding single consistent constant 
corrected speed line associated with the specific operating condition being evaluated. In what follows, equation 
designations with an "a" are associated with distortion-based constant corrected airflow stability accounting and 
equations designated with a "b" are associated with distortion-based constant corrected speed accounting. 

Fan data, both with and without inlet distortion, are shown in Figure 2 to illustrate the definitions of stability margin and loss 
of stability pressure ratio due to inlet distortion. 
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Point Number Corrected Airflow Pressure Ratio 
  1 87.9 2.45 
  2 89.3 2.49 
  3 92.2 2.58 
  4 96.4 2.72 
  5 89.3 2.45 
  6 93.1 2.58 
  7 96.4 2.70 
  8 89.3 2.07 
  9 94.4 2.28 
10 96.4 2.36 

Figure 2 - Fan map to illustrate stability margin definition 

Using the nomenclature of Figure 2, ARP1420 constant corrected airflow stability margin, with no inlet distortion, at 89.3% 
airflow is: 

 %29.20100
)PR(

)PR()PR(
SM

8

82 =×
−

=  (Eq. 3a) 

Alternatively, the corresponding constant corrected speed undistorted flow stability margin is calculated as: 

 ( )
%40.15100

)WA/PR(
)WA/PR(WA/PRSM

9

91 =×
−

=
 

(Eq. 3b) 
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In the example shown in Figure 2, the dashed lines represent a shift in performance due to inlet distortion. The loss in 
stability pressure ratio at constant corrected airflow due to distortion is calculated at the stability limit airflow with inlet 
distortion. At 89.3% inlet airflow: 

 %61.1100
)PR(

)PR()PR(
PRSΔ

2

52 =×
−

=  (Eq. 4a) 

Alternatively, the equivalent distorted constant corrected speed loss of stability limit line, ∆SL, is calculated as: 

 
%57.1100

)WA/PR(
)WA/PR()WA/PR(SLΔ

1

51 =×
−

=
 

(Eq. 4b) 

With reference to Figures 1 and 2, the stability margin with distorted flow for constant corrected airflow is: 

 %36.18100
)PR(

)PR()PR(
100

PRO
PROPRDSSM

8

85
dist =×

−
=×

−
=  (Eq. 5a) 

In a similar fashion, the corresponding distorted stability margin at constant corrected speed is: 

  %59.13100
)WA/PR(

)WA/PR()WA/PR(SM
9

95
dist =×

−
=

 
(Eq. 5b) 

The change in stability margin at constant corrected airflow is related to the loss of stability pressure ratio, ΔPRS, by: 

 PRSΔ
100
SM1PRSΔ

)PR(
)PR(PRSΔ

PRO
1PRSMΔ

8

2 





 +=








==  (Eq. 6a) 

Similarly, the change in stability margin at constant corrected speed is related to the loss of stability limit line, ΔSL, by: 

 SLΔ
100
SM1SLΔ

)WA/PR(
)WA/PR(SMΔ
9

1 





 +==  (Eq. 6b) 

Substituting the corresponding numerical values from this example yield for constant corrected airflow: 

 61.1
100

29.20161.1
07.2
49.2SMΔ 






 +==

 
(Eq. 7a) 

While for constant corrected speed accounting we get: 

 
57.1

100
40.15157.1

4.94/28.2
9.87/45.2SMΔ 






 +==  

 
(Eq. 7b) 

For the constant corrected airflow example, at 89.3% airflow: 

 %93.161.12029.1SMΔ =×=  (Eq. 8a) 

While the corresponding constant corrected speed accounting passing through the same stability limit point yields: 

 %81.157.11540.1SMΔ =×=  (Eq. 8b) 
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3.2 Recommended Definitions of Stability Margin 

While many definitions of stability margin have been used in the past, the propulsion community has generally reached 
consensus on the two stability margin accounting approaches discussed and illustrated in 3.1. The current consensus 
stability margin definitions in terms of the nomenclature and numerical values of the undistorted flow lines in Figure 2 are 
provided in Table 2, illustrating that the numerical value of stability margin is dependent on the stability margin definition. 

The list of stability margin definitions in Table 2 is not comprehensive and while other definitions do exist, this document 
recommends use of the constant corrected airflow approach to facilitate simple and effective communication between 
engine operability and airframe inlet design teams. As stated previously, in some circumstances there may be benefits to 
use constant corrected speed accounting methods and as such, the second stability margin definition is provided in Table 2. 

Table 2 - Recommended stability margin definitions 

Number Definition 
Percent Stability 

Margin  

1 
 15.25 

(Refer to ARP1420) 
Constant Corrected 

Airflow 

2† 
 

14.30 Constant Corrected 
Speed 

†  WA denotes compressor inlet corrected airflow. 

NOTE: For compression systems exhibiting vertical compression system corrected speed lines, the constant corrected 
speed accounting process decomposes into the constant corrected airflow approach and yields identical stability 
margin results. However, for all non-vertical speed line characteristics, care must be taken to assure that all 
accounting line items included in a stability audit consistently follow the constant corrected airflow approach for 
constant corrected airflow audits or the constant corrected speed line approach for constant corrected speed audits. 

3.3 Stability Margin with Inlet Distortion 

Clean-flow stability available margin, distorted-flow stability margin, and the loss in stability margin due to inlet distortion 
calculated for the two definitions of stability margin presented in Table 2 are compared in Table 3. Clean-flow stability 
margins in Table 3 range from 15.40 to 20.29%, while the corresponding loss in stability margin due to the test level of 
circumferential distortion ranges from 1.81 to 1.93%. 

Table 3 - Comparison of stability margin definitions show different distortion accounting levels 

Definition 
Number 

Data Points Undistorted-Flow 
Stability Margin, 

Percent 

Distorted-Flow 
Stability 
Margin, 
Percent 

Constant 
Corrected 

Airflow 

Constant 
Corrected 

Speed 

Loss in 
Stability 

Margin Due 
to Distortion, 

Percent 
Undistorted 

Flow 
Distorted 

Flow ΔPRS ΔSL 
1 2, 8 5, 8 20.29 18.36 1.61 ------------- 1.93  
2 1, 9 5, 9 15.40 13.59 ------------ 1.57 1.81 

The effects of inlet total-pressure distortion on engine stability can be accounted for consistently using either of the 
compressor stability margin definitions listed above. Definitions which give higher values of stability margin usually have 
greater sensitivity to distortion so that all definitions reproduce the test stability limit point for the test level of inlet distortion. 
However, each method may estimate a different stability-limit-remaining value prior to reaching the compression system 
stability limit. 

Rotor speed and airflow relationships are required, both with and without inlet distortion, to match inlet operating airflow for 
constant speed stability margin definitions. Constant airflow stability margin definitions, on the other hand, enable rapid 
assessments of distortion effects on stability margin to be made at the matched inlet and engine airflow. Stability 
assessments made at constant inlet corrected airflow, defined at the aerodynamic interface plane, simplify communication 
across the interface plane since inlet performance, inlet stability, inlet distortion, engine performance, and engine stability 
are all functions of the corrected airflow at the interface plane. 

100
)PR(

)PR()PR(

10

104 ×
−

( ) ( )
( ) 100

WA/PR
WA/PRWA/PR

10

103 ×
−
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Different definitions of stability margin give different numerical values for stability margin and loss in stability margin, as 
illustrated by Table 3. This can cause confusion in inlet/engine compatibility studies because each definition provides a 
different numerical description of stability. Consequently, an engineer trying to compare the stability of propulsion systems 
that utilize different definitions of stability margin and different accounting procedures has to understand different 
methodologies and then translate stability margins into a common reference frame for comparison. This translation may 
require data that are not readily available, such as compressor maps with and without distortion. Such a translation will 
certainly require additional work for accurate comparison of different audit system results. 

The ARP1420 constant-corrected-airflow stability-margin definition and the associated ΔPRS definition are recommended 
by the SAE S-16 Committee to meet the need for a consistent approach to quantifying inlet/engine stability assessment with 
inlet total-pressure distortion. Stability accounting systems based on these definitions are widely used and have been 
successful on all applications to date. 

The use of the ARP1420 definition of stability margin for inlet total pressure distortion assessment does not preclude the 
use of alternative stability margin definitions for compressor design and development purposes. As stated in ARP1420, a 
particular engine configuration may require an alternative stability margin definition. In this case, the stability margin 
definition, stability margin loss, and stability assessment procedure need to be specified. 

3.4 Stability Limit Line Extrapolation in the Compressor Overspeed Region 

In the example of Figure 2, the stability limit line was defined up to the operating airflow by testing at higher rotor speeds on 
the compressor rig. In some test rig situations, the achievement of high corrected rotor speeds and corresponding airflows 
may not be possible. For example, rig power supply constraints may make it impossible to determine experimentally a 
stability limit line at high airflows in the compressor overspeed regime. If the operational limit rotor speed is achievable, 
extrapolation of the stability limit line still may be required to extend the stability limit line to the highest operating airflow. 

It is common practice to test compression components without distortion and at one level of distortion. Linear interpolation 
is used to estimate the loss of stability pressure ratio due to differing inlet distortion intensities. The following example shows 
how different stability limit line extrapolations can affect this estimation procedure. The same undistorted speed line in 
Figure 2 also appears in Figure 3, but in Figure 3 it is assumed that the speed line shown is a limiting speed line. A speed 
line with radial distortion intensity of 0.10 also is shown in Figure 3. Stability limit line extrapolation 1 is the same stability 
limit line as shown in Figure 2 for undistorted operation. Stability limit line extrapolation 2 is a higher stability limit line 
extrapolation. The matched inlet-engine airflow has been selected as the test airflow with inlet distortion, 94.9% airflow, so 
that stability accounting can reproduce the test conditions. 

The effect of these different stability limit line extrapolations on estimates of the ARP1420 stability margin for various levels 
of distortion are shown in Table 4. 
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 No Inlet Distortion Limiting Speed 

 With Radial Inlet Distortion Limiting Speed, ΔPR/P = 0.10 
Point Number Pressure Ratio Airflow 

  9 2.71 94.9 
10 2.67 94.9 
11 2.35 94.9 
12 2.30 94.9 

Figure 3 - Fan map to illustrate effect of stability limit line extrapolation 

Table 4 - Effect of stability limit line extrapolation on stability accounting 

Inlet 
Distortion 

Level 
(ΔPR/P) 

SM - Stability Margin 
with Inlet Distortion 

ΔPRS - Loss in Stability 
Pressure Ratio 

Due to Inlet Distortion 
Stability Limit 

Line 1 
Stability Limit 

Line 2 
Stability Limit 

Line 1 
Stability Limit 

Line 2 
0 16.1 17.8 0 0 

     0.05   9.1 10.0    6.0    6.6 
     0.10   2.2   2.2  12.0  13.3 
     0.11   0.8   0.6  13.2  14.6 
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It can be seen by examining Table 4: 

• A higher undistorted stability limit line is compensated by an increased loss in stability pressure ratio with inlet distortion, 
so that both stability limit line extrapolations produce the same distorted stability margin for the test conditions of ΔPR/P 
= 0.10. 

• A high stability limit line extrapolation (2) gives higher stability margin estimates for distortion levels that are lower than 
tested and lower stability margin estimates for distortions higher than tested. 

Distortion tests should be conducted at or above maximum anticipated distortion levels because interpolation is ALWAYS 
safer than extrapolation. 

4. STABILITY PRESSURE RATIO CORRELATION 

Estimation of the loss of stability pressure ratio (ΔPRS) due to inlet total-pressure distortion is fundamental to accomplishing 
a stability assessment (Section 5). ΔPRS, defined in Section 3, can be correlated using the distortion descriptor elements 
described in this section. This section also discusses the rationale underlying the selection of these distortion descriptor 
elements. 

Sample probe readings based upon screen test data are given for a variety of patterns useful for constructing a stability 
pressure-ratio correlation system and for checking out a distortion descriptor element computation program. To aid this 
process, the data are given in terms of probe-by-probe total-pressure readings and the associated contour plot; the results 
are presented as descriptor element values and illustrated with bar charts. 

Three correlation systems are described to familiarize the reader with the type of data required for constructing a stability 
pressure ratio distortion correlation system and to illustrate achievable accuracies. Section 4 ends with discussions of 
methods for and problems of screening inlet data and formulating a universal screening procedure. 

4.1 Distortion Descriptor Element Definitions 

Aerodynamic Interface Plane total-pressure probe data are used to describe inlet distortion directly in terms of the probe 
readings (pattern) and numerically in terms of distortion descriptors that are related to the severity of the distortion. Distortion 
descriptors provide a means of identifying critical distorted inlet-flow conditions and of communicating during propulsion 
system development. A universal distortion descriptor is beyond the state-of-the-art; however, distortion descriptor elements 
have been identified (refer to ARP1420) for use in structuring a distortion descriptor for a particular engine. These elements 
are used to define each distortion descriptor system and its associated computation procedure. The distortion descriptor 
elements are used to quantify the distortion at the AIP. Fundamental to the distortion-descriptor elements is the set of 
pressure-probe readings that are used to describe the total-pressure distribution. The pressure probes usually are arranged 
in rake and ring arrays, as described in Section 8. Circumferential and radial distortion elements, which are calculated using 
the pressure-probe readings, are defined on a ring-by-ring basis. Inlet spatial distortion is described in terms of 
circumferential and radial elements and is discussed in detail in the following paragraphs. 

Circumferential distortion is described for each instrumentation ring in terms of intensity, extent and multiple-per-revolution 
elements. 

Intensity: The circumferential distortion intensity element (ΔPC/P) is a numerical indication of the magnitude of the pressure 
defect for each ring. 

Extent: The circumferential distortion extent element (θ-) is the angular region, in degrees, in which the pressure is below 
ring average pressure. 

Multiple-per-Revolution: The circumferential distortion multiple-per-revolution element (MPR) is a numerical indication of the 
“effective” number of low-pressure regions for each ring. 

The radial distortion intensity element (ΔPR/P) describes the difference between the ring-average pressure and the face-
average pressure for each ring. Both positive and negative values of radial intensity are possible. Positive values reflect a 
ring-average pressure that is below the face-average pressure. 
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4.1.1 Circumferential Distortion Elements - One-Per-Rev Patterns 

The “intensity” and “extent” elements of circumferential distortion are obtained by linear interpolation of the pressures in a 
given instrumentation ring i. Typical pressures for the probes in the ith ring for a representative one-per-revolution pattern 
(one pressure defect in 360 degrees) are shown in Figure 4. Theta minus, −θi , is the circumferential extent of the low-
pressure region measured in degrees. It is defined by the intersection between the ring average pressure and the linear 
interpolation which subtends the low-pressure region. 

 ( )
 i i 1 2i Extent θ−θ=θ= −  (Eq. 9) 

Intensity,  

 ( ) ( )
( ) i 

i i 

i PAV
PAVLOWPAV

P
PC −

=






 ∆  (Eq. 10) 

where: 

 ( ) ( )∫ =θθ=
360

0
i pressure average i ringdP

360
1PAV

i
 (Eq. 11) 

 ( ) ( )∫
−θ

− θθ
θ

=

i

dP1PAVLOW i
i

i  (Eq. 12) 

P(θ)I is a function resulting from a linear fit between the data points. 

The intensity element is equal to the shaded area of Figure 4 divided by the product of −θi  times (PAV)i, and:  

 Multiple-Per-Rev = (MPR)i = 1 (Eq. 13) 

 

Figure 4 - Ring circumferential distortion for a one-per-rev pattern 
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4.1.2 Circumferential Distortion Elements - Multiple-Per-Rev Patterns 

The circumferential distortion intensity and extent elements for multi-lobe distortion patterns also are determined by a linear 
interpolation procedure. A pattern with two low-pressure regions separated by two high-pressure regions of extents +θ 1i  and 

+θ 2i  appears in Figure 5. In all that follows, the analytical expressions are written for the kth low-pressure region for Q low-
pressure regions for each ring. The extent and intensity elements of each low-pressure region are calculated using 
Equations 9 and 10. 

4.1.2.1 Patterns with ++ θ≤θ minik   

If the pattern has low-pressure regions circumferentially separated by high-pressure regions with extents less than or equal 
to +θmin , it is considered as an equivalent one-per-revolution low-pressure region. +θmin  is specified by the descriptor developer 
and is a function of the predicted or measured engine response to distortion. A value of +θmin  of approximately 25 degrees 
is suggested in the absence of other information. 

In Figure 5, 

 ( ) ( ) i 34i 12

Q

1k
ik

-
iExtent θ−θ+θ−θ=θ=θ= ∑

=

−  (Eq. 14) 

 
( ) ( )

( ) I 

I I 

i PAV
PAVLOWPAV

P
PCIntensity −

=






 ∆
=  (Eq. 15) 

where: 

 ( ) ( )∑ ∫
= θ

−
−

θθ
θ

=
Q

1k
i 

i
i 

ik

dP  1PAVLOW  (Eq. 16) 

 

Figure 5 - Ring circumferential distortion for a multiple-per-rev pattern 
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Hence,  

 

∑

∑

=

−

=

−

θ

θ





 ∆

=






 ∆
Q

1k
ik

Q

1k
ik

ik 

i 

P
PC

P
PC  (Eq. 17) 

Multiple-per-rev = MPR = 1 for this case. 

4.1.2.2 Patterns with ++ θ>θ minik  

If the pattern has low-pressure regions circumferentially separated by high-pressure regions with extents greater than +θmin  
then the multiple-per-revolution element is greater than one. 

Intensity 
i P

PC







 ∆  is the
ik P

PC







 ∆  corresponding to the maximum value of 







θ







 ∆ -
ik 

ik P
PC

. 

Extent −θi  is the −θik  corresponding to the maximum value of 







θ







 ∆ -
ik 

ik P
PC

. 

The multiple-per-revolution term is defined as the number of equivalent low-pressure regions, the equivalence being based 
on the ratio of the total integrated area beneath (PAV)i in Figure 5 to the largest single area beneath (PAV)i. This is given 
by the equation: 

 ( )








θ






 ∆


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
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 ∆

==
−

=

−∑

ik
ik 

Q

1k
ik

ik 
i 

P
PCmax

P
PC

MPRrevolution-per-Multiple  (Eq. 18) 

4.1.3 Radial Distortion Elements 

The radial distortion intensity of a ring is defined as the difference between the face-average pressure and the ring-average 
pressure divided by the face-average pressure. Both positive and negative values of radial intensity therefore occur; positive 
values reflect a ring-average pressure that is below the face average. A typical tip-radial distortion pattern is shown in 
Figure 6. The arrows indicate the difference in radial pressure for ring 5. For the general ring, i, the radial intensity is given as: 

 
( ) ( )

( )PFAV
PAVPFAV

P
PR i 

i

−
=







 ∆  (Eq. 19) 

where:  

PFAV is the area-weighted face-average pressure. For N rings at centers of equal areas: 

 ( )∑
=

=
N

1i
i PAV

N
1PFAV  (Eq. 20) 

It should be noted that the definition of the radial intensity implies that 0
P
PR

N
1 N

1i i
=






 ∆∑

=

. 
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Figure 6 - Radial distortion pattern 

4.2 Rationale for Element Definitions 

The definitions of the distortion-descriptor elements given in 4.1 were chosen for a number of reasons. The most important 
requirement was that the elements should describe well-established facts, that is, the stability of an engine compression 
component is sensitive to the magnitude of a circumferentially varying total-pressure defect (circumferential intensity), the 
time a blade spends in the defect region (extent), the number of defects encountered by a blade in one revolution (multiple-
per-rev), the magnitude of a radially-varying total-pressure defect (radial intensity), and whether the circumferential and/or 
radial defects occur in the hub, mid-span, or tip regions of the compression-component inlet (refer to SAE 680286). 

The particular form of the circumferential distortion intensity element was chosen to aid in making hand calculations by 
avoiding complicated mathematical expansions and to avoid sensitivity to a single-probe low total-pressure reading. The 
latter was accomplished by averaging the pressures in the low total-pressure region, thus avoiding an expression such as 
(PMAX - PMIN)/PAVG which is descriptive of the flow, but does not take the response of the turbomachinery into account. The 
circumferential intensity element was nondimensionalized by the ring-average total pressure rather than face-average total 
pressure in an attempt to reduce the apparent “double bookkeeping” that occurs when analyzing complex aircraft patterns. 
This “double bookkeeping” occurs when the low total-pressure region may contribute to both the circumferential and radial 
intensity elements so as to effectively make the defect appear more severe than it actually is. 

To reduce the computation time for the time-variant distortion descriptor elements, linear interpolation is considered 
adequate for determining the angular extent (θ-) of a low-pressure region, thus avoiding differing results due to the type of 
interpolation used (Fourier curve fit, polynomial, spline). This pragmatic approach to handling large amounts of data 
produces results that correlate to an acceptable degree of accuracy. 

A continuous functional representation, indicating the presence of multiple-per-rev regions, rather than an integer jump 
function, was chosen because the stability response of compression components varies in a continuous manner, depending 
on the relationship between the intensity-extent products for each of the low-pressure regions. 

4.3 Sample Element Calculations 

As an aid to interpreting and calculating the distortion-descriptor elements, an example inlet pattern, illustrated in Figure 7, 
is examined in detail. The corresponding probe readings, normalized by face-average total pressure, are given in Figure 8. 
The pattern has two low pressure regions separated by more than 25 degrees in the outer rings and is termed a “two-per-
rev pattern.” The ARP1420 recommended probe array is superposed. The calculation of the circumferential distortion 
elements for the inner ring where the circumferential profile is only a one-per-rev profile is illustrated in Figure 9. The intensity 
element (ΔPC/P) is 0.02 per Equations 10 and 12. The extent element (θ-) is 157 degrees and the multiple-per-rev element 
(MPR) is 1.0 per Equation 13. The calculation of the circumferential distortion elements for the outer ring is illustrated in 
Figure 10. This ring has two low-pressure regions separated by more than +θmin . In this case, the intensity is equal to the 
value associated with the largest area under the ring-average total pressure. The multiple-per-rev factor is equal to 1.1 per 
Equation 18. The values of the radial distortion elements, as calculated according to Equation 19, are illustrated in Figure 11. 
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All distortion elements for each ring of this pattern can be illustrated using a bar graph display as shown in Figure 12. This 
type of display makes it possible to obtain quickly the following characteristics of the pattern: 

a.  The circumferential intensity is greatest at the tip. 

b. The circumferential extent is greatest at the hub. 

c. The only multiple-per-rev content exists at the tip. 

d. The radial intensity is greatest at the tip. 

This format gives the data and the results in both tabular and pictorial form and will be used to summarize the data and the 
results for the sample distortion patterns of the next subsection. The data for this example as well as the results are given 
in Figure 8. 

A pattern with two low-pressure regions separated by less than +θmin  is illustrated in Figure 13. The circumferential distortion 
intensity element for the outer ring was calculated according to Equation 15 and has a value of 0.026. 

 

Figure 7 - Example of inlet pattern 
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Figure 8 - Sample pattern definition and results 

 

Figure 9 - Circumferential distortion elements for inner ring 
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Figure 10 - Circumferential distortion elements for outer ring 

 

Figure 11 - Radial distortion elements 
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Figure 12 - Distortion-descriptor elements for the example inlet pattern 

 

Figure 13 - Equivalent one-per-rev pattern 
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4.4 Example Distortion Patterns 

Example distortion patterns are given in this paragraph for use in checking computer program results and to illustrate the 
results obtained when calculating the distortion descriptor elements for each of the patterns. The elements of the probe-by-
probe data arrays are the probe readings normalized by the area-weighted face-average total pressure. 

Each of these patterns is taken from screen test data. Although the patterns of 4.4.1 through 4.4.6 were intended to be 
classical patterns (180 degrees one-per-rev square wave, hub-radial, and tip-radial), and/or stylized combined patterns 
(180 degrees one-per-rev + hub-radial, 180 degrees one-per-rev + tip-radial, and 90 degrees one-per-rev + tip-radial), the 
actual patterns often had significant differences from the intended patterns. Careful attention to detail is required when 
designing a distortion screen if the desired pattern shapes and distortion element values are to be achieved for all test 
conditions. 

4.4.1 180 Degrees One-Per-Rev Circumferential Distortion Pattern 

The information relevant to this pattern is given in Figure 14. The ring circumferential intensity values are nearly constant 
and the angular extent of the circumferential distortion is uniform from ring-to-ring. There is no multiple-per-rev content and 
very little radial distortion content. 

 

Figure 14 - 180 degrees 1/rev circumferential distortion pattern 
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4.4.2 Hub-Radial Distortion Pattern 

The information relevant to this pattern is given in Figure 15. This hub-radial pattern has almost no circumferential distortion. 
The angular extent and multiple-per-rev elements have little physical significance. 

 

Figure 15 - Hub-radial distortion pattern 
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4.4.3 Tip-Radial Distortion Pattern  

The information relevant to this pattern is given in Figure 16. This tip-radial pattern has essentially no circumferential 
distortion. The angular extent and multiple-per-rev elements have little physical significance. 

 

Figure 16 - Tip-radial distortion pattern 
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4.4.4 180 Degrees One-Per-Rev + Hub-Radial Combined Distortion Pattern 

The information relevant to this pattern is given in Figure 17. This 180 degrees one-per-rev + hub-radial combined distortion 
pattern has fairly uniform circumferential angular extent, and tip-radial distortion intensity elements. There is minor multiple-
per-rev content in the tip. 

 

Figure 17 - 180 degrees 1/rev + hub-radial combined distortion pattern 
  

SAENORM.C
OM : C

lick
 to

 vi
ew

 th
e f

ull
 PDF of

 ai
r14

19
d

https://saenorm.com/api/?name=b515c84efd321ae6b1ed699db6e8f575


 
SAE INTERNATIONAL AIR1419™D Page 47 of 224 
 
 
4.4.5 180 Degrees One-Per-Rev + Tip-Radial Combined Distortion Pattern 

The information relevant to this pattern is given in Figure 18. This 180 degrees one-per-rev + tip-radial combined distortion 
pattern has fairly uniform circumferential and angular extent distortion elements. There is no multiple-per-rev content. The 
tip-radial-distortion content is not as uniform as might be desired. 

 

Figure 18 - 180 degrees 1/rev + tip-radial combined distortion pattern 
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4.4.6 90 Degrees One-Per-Rev + Tip-Radial Combined Distortion Pattern 

The information relevant to this pattern is given in Figure 19. This 90 degrees one-per-rev + tip-radial combined distortion 
pattern has essentially uniform circumferential and angular extent distortion elements. There is no multiple-per-rev content 
in this pattern. The nonuniformity of the tip-radial content is similar to that of the 180 degrees one-per-rev + tip-radial 
combined distortion pattern. 

 

Figure 19 - 90 degrees 1/rev + tip-radial combined distortion pattern 
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4.4.7 Two-Per-Rev with Lows Closer than 25 Degrees and with Tip-Radial Distortion Pattern 

The information relevant to this pattern is given in Figure 20. This pattern is treated as a one-per-rev pattern which has a 
nearly uniform circumferential extent of approximately 140 degrees. The circumferential distortion level is nearly uniform 
ring-to-ring with a value of approximately 0.07, and the radial distortion is located at the tip with a value of 
approximately 0.02. 

 

Figure 20 - Two/rev with lows closer than 25 degrees and with tip-radial distortion pattern 
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4.4.8 Two-Per-Rev with Lows Further Apart than 25 Degrees and with Tip-Radial Distortion Pattern 

The information relative to this pattern is given in Figure 21. The multiple-per-rev descriptor element for this pattern has a 
value of almost two, making it a “bona fide” two-per-rev pattern. The extent of the largest low-pressure region is 
approximately 71 degrees. The circumferential distortion is essentially uniform from hub to tip with a value of approximately 
0.07 and a tip-radial-distortion value of approximately 0.02. 

 

Figure 21 - Two/rev with lows further apart than 25 degrees  
and with tip-radial distortion pattern 
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4.4.9 Aircraft Pattern 

The information relevant to this pattern is given in Figure 22. This pattern has strong mid-span circumferential distortion and 
strong tip-radial content. The circumferential distortion is essentially 180 degrees in extent, and no multiple-per-rev content 
is present. 

 

Figure 22 - Aircraft pattern 
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4.5 Correlation Methods 

The loss of compressor stability pressure ratio is related to the distortion-descriptor elements given in 4.1. There does not 
appear to be any simple or unique form for combining the elements to correlate the loss in stability pressure ratio that will 
meet the accuracy requirements for every compressor. However, the equation given below and in Figure 23 is general in 
nature and can be expanded to include nearly any distortion descriptor used to date:  

 ∑
=

×







+






 ∆

+





 ∆

=∆
N

1i
i

i
i

i
i 100C

P
PRKR

P
PCKCPRS  (Eq. 21) 

where:  

ΔPRS = the loss of stability pressure ratio due to distortion, expressed as a percent of the undistorted stability pressure 
ratio and 

 N = the number of instrumentation rings 

 KCi = the circumferential distortion sensitivity for ring i 

 KRi = the radial distortion sensitivity for ring i 

 
iP

PC







 ∆ = the circumferential distortion intensity for ring i, defined in 4.1.1 

  
iP

PR







 ∆  = the radial distortion intensity for ring i, defined in 4.1.2 

 Ci = a constant (offset) term for ring i 

 

Figure 23 - Basic equation for calculating stability pressure ratio loss (ΔPRS) 
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The sensitivity and offset coefficients are generalized coefficients and will vary with distortion content (extent, multiple-per-
rev), compression system design, and operating conditions. They are derived from test data and should be of sufficient 
accuracy to correlate the effect of critical distortion patterns within ±2% of stability pressure ratio. For practical purposes, 
the generalized coefficients are often expanded. An example of the expanded circumferential sensitivity is given in 
Figure 24. This expanded sensitivity is a function of the defect location (hub, mid-span, or tip), the extent and multiple-per-
rev circumferential distortion descriptor elements, as well as the reference sensitivity. The reference sensitivity, usually 
based on a 180 degrees one-per-rev circumferential distortion pattern, is generally represented by a constant at a given 
corrected speed. If significant nonlinearities occur in the loss of stability pressure ratio with the level of intensity relationship 
for the reference pattern, especially at high levels, the relationship can be treated as being piecewise linear. This then leads 
to reference sensitivities which vary with level of intensity and contribute to the offset term, Ci. 

 

Figure 24 - Example of expanded circumferential sensitivity 

The loss in stability pressure ratio for downstream compression components can be calculated according to Equation 21 
through the introduction of distortion transfer and generation coefficients in the sensitivity parameters. Methods for 
accomplishing this are discussed in 4.5.1 and 4.5.2. 

The following paragraphs provide examples of three methods that have been used to correlate the loss of stability pressure 
ratio for compression components. In two cases, the correlation makes full use of ARP1420 distortion-descriptor elements, 
but the elements are not used in conjunction with an aircraft program. The third is in use with an aircraft program, but the 
circumferential distortion intensity is not the ARP1420 definition. Further, examples of correlations, based on distortion 
elements similar to those derived in ARP1420, are given to show the broad range of components that can be treated using 
this correlation method. 

4.5.1 Method A 

Method A has been used to correlate data from a three-stage fan in terms of ARP1420 distortion descriptor elements with 
the same accuracy as an existing distortion index that has been verified by distortion screen tests, propulsion system tests, 
and flight tests. 

The example shows a data correlation in terms of four empirical correlation coefficients, namely circumferential sensitivity, 
radial sensitivity, hub-radial offset, and tip-radial offset. Fictional, but typical, values of these correlation coefficients are 
presented as functions of inlet corrected airflow. 
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The philosophy of Method A is: 

a. The circumferential sensitivity of Equation 21 is expanded to include ring-weighting factors, an extent factor, and a 
multiple-per-revolution factor. 

b. The loss in stability pressure ratio due to circumferential distortion is proportional to a weighted average of the distortion-
descriptor elements over the entire interface plane. 

c. The loss in stability pressure ratio due to radial distortion is evaluated for two annular regions. For an interface plane 
defined by five instrumentation rings, the hub region consists of the inner two instrumentation rings and the tip region 
consists of the outer two instrumentation rings. 

d. The loss in stability pressure ratio due to radial distortion is the higher of the losses evaluated for the hub and tip regions. 

e. The loss in stability pressure ratio due to combined circumferential and radial distortions is obtained by algebraic 
superposition of circumferential and radial terms. 

f. Correlation coefficients are functions of corrected inlet airflow only, and are independent of the distortion pattern. 

g. Loss in stability pressure ratio due to inlet distortion is measured from an undistorted stability limit line with uniform inlet 
flow as defined in 3.2. 

4.5.1.1 Definition of Terms 

ΔPRSc  =  the loss in stability pressure ratio due to circumferential distortion expressed as a percentage of the undistorted 
stability pressure ratio 

N =  the number of instrumentation rings 

αi =  the weighting factor for ring i. To represent an existing distortion index, αi was selected to be inversely 

proportional to the instrumentation ring diameter, subject to 1
N

1i
i =α∑

=

 

Kc =  the average circumferential sensitivity, determined empirically 

iP
PC








 ∆  = the ARP1420 circumferential distortion intensity of ring i 

-
i θ  =  the ARP1420 circumferential extent of the distortion in ring i in degrees 

MPRi  =  the ARP1420 multiple-per-revolution element for ring i 

ΔPRSh  =  the loss in stability pressure ratio due to hub-radial distortion expressed in percent of the undistorted stability 
pressure ratio  

ΔPRSt =  the loss in stability pressure ratio due to tip-radial distortion expressed in percent of the undistorted stability 
pressure ratio  

ΔPRS = the loss in stability pressure ratio due to inlet distortion expressed in percent of the undistorted stability pressure 
ratio (ARP1420 definition) 

ΔPRSr =  the loss in stability pressure ratio due to radial distortion expressed in percent of the undistorted stability pressure 
ratio  
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Kr =  the average radial sensitivity, determined empirically 

iP
PR








 ∆  = the ARP1420 radial distortion intensity of ring i. This intensity can be either positive or negative. 

Ch, Ct =  the radial offset terms for the hub and tip, respectively. Usually one is close to zero, denoting the region closest 
to stability pressure ratio loss, while the other is negative, reflecting the higher stability margin of the region 
furthest from stability pressure ratio loss. 

4.5.1.2 Formulae for Loss of Stability Pressure Ratio 

The loss in stability pressure ratio due to circumferential distortion is obtained from a weighted average of distortion-
descriptor elements over the interface plane. 

 100
MPR

1
180P

PCK PRS
N

1i i
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i
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
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
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
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

 ∆
α=∆ ∑

=

−

c  (Eq. 22) 

The ring weighting factor, extent function, and multiple-per-rev function of Equation 22 were based on experience with 
similar fans; consequently, the circumferential sensitivity, Kc, is the only empirically determined correlating parameter in 
Equation 22. 

The loss in stability pressure ratio due to radial distortion is the higher of the loss of the hub or tip regions. Equation 23 
describes the loss in stability pressure ratio in the hub region which consists of rings 1 and 2, weighted equally. Equation 24 
describes the loss in stability pressure ratio in the tip region which consists of rings 4 and 5, weighted equally. Equation 25 
determines whether the hub or tip region is critical for the stability of the particular radial inlet pattern and inlet airflow under 
investigation. 
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 (Eq. 23) 
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 (Eq. 24) 

 ΔPRSr = larger of ΔPRSh or ΔPRSt (Eq. 25) 

Circumferential and radial terms are added: 

 ΔPRS= ΔPRSc + ΔPRSr (Eq. 26) 

The set of Equations 22, 23, 24, 25, and 26 are equivalent to general Equation 21. An example illustrating this equivalence 
is presented later in this section. 
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4.5.1.3 Correlation Coefficients 

a. Circumferential Distortion 

 The circumferential sensitivity is established from tests with 180 degrees classical inlet distortion screens. A typical 
variation of circumferential sensitivity with corrected airflow is shown in Figure 25. 

b. Radial Distortion 

 Typical variations of radial sensitivity, hub-radial offset, and tip-radial offset are given in Figures 26, 27, and 28, 
respectively. The combination of radial sensitivity, hub-radial offset, and tip-radial offset is used to model the piecewise 
linear loss of stability pressure ratio with radial distortion, as discussed below. Under ideal conditions (no error), one 
radial offset should be zero while the other should be either zero or negative. From Figures 27 and 28, it can be seen 
that below 60% airflow the hub-radial offset is significantly negative while the tip-radial offset is not zero, but is between 
0.0 and -0.02. This nonzero tip-radial offset reflects error in the undistorted stability-pressure-ratio measurement. This 
correlation assumes that the undistorted stability pressure ratio was measured between 0 and 2% lower than the true 
value in this airflow range. Similarly, the nonzero hub-radial offset above 95% airflow describes an undistorted stability 
margin that is assumed to be measured a fraction of a percent lower than the true value. 

 

Figure 25 - Circumferential sensitivity 

 

Figure 26 - Radial sensitivity 
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Figure 27 - Hub-radial offset 

 

Figure 28 - Tip-radial offset 

c. Piecewise-Linear Radial Distortion Correlation 

 The loss in stability pressure ratio due to hub-radial distortion usually has a significantly different characteristic than the 
loss in stability pressure ratio for a tip-radial distortion of the same magnitude, as illustrated in Figure 29. The stability 
limit line of a fan can usually be increased by a small amount of either hub-radial or tip-radial distortion. Consequently, 
the piecewise-linear curve shown in Figure 30 is faired through the data of Figure 29. An increase in the stability limit 
line (negative ΔPRS) over the undistorted stability limit line for hub distortions with an intensity of less than 0.1 is shown 
in Figure 30. The slope of the line (radial sensitivity) is assumed equal for both hub and tip distortions. If there were 
more data points to justify different slopes, then different sensitivities could be used for hub-radial and tip-radial 
distortions. 

The use of hub- and tip-radial offset terms to describe the intercepts of the linear correlation lines on the zero distortion axis 
is illustrated in Figure 31. The equation used to correlate loss in stability pressure ratio due to radial distortion is illustrated 
in Figure 32. In this example, the hub constant Ch = -0.06 while the tip constant Ct = 0. This can be interpreted as the hub 
having 6% more stability margin than the tip, which can be used to offset the destabilizing effects of hub-radial and 
circumferential distortions. The loss in stability pressure ratio is the maximum value calculated from either the hub or tip 
correlation equations. For this example, the hub is critical for hub-distortion intensities greater than 0.05, while the tip is 
critical for hub distortions less than 0.05 and for all tip distortions. 
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Figure 29 - Example of radial distortion data 

 

Figure 30 - Radial sensitivity evaluation 
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Figure 31 - Constant term 

 

Figure 32 - Modeling radial distortion 
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4.5.1.4 Example Calculations 

Evaluate the loss in stability pressure ratio for the aircraft pattern shown in Figure 22 at 100% airflow. 

From Figures 25, 26, 27, and 28 at 100% airflow, Kc = 0.55, Kr = 0.7, Ch = -0.002, and Ct = -0.096. 

For an annular AIP with a hub-to-tip ratio of 0.33 and rings on centers of equal area, circumferential weighting factors are 
αi= 0.303, 0.219, 0.180, 0.157 and 0.141.  

Evaluating Equation 22 for the pattern defined by Figure 22 gives ΔPRSc = (0.00615 + 0.00671 + 0.00619 + 0.00341 + 
0.00181) x 100 = 2.42.  

Evaluating Equation 23 gives ΔPRSh = (-0.0162 - 0.0096 - 0.002) x 100 = -2.78 

Evaluating Equation 24 gives ΔPRSt = (0.0041 + 0.0237 - 0.096) x 100 = -6.82 

From Equation 25, the hub is critical, therefore  ΔPRSr = -2.78 

From Equation 26, ΔPRS = 2.42 - 2.78 = -0.36 

This particular pattern results in a small increase in stability pressure ratio at this operating condition because the gain in 
stability margin with hub-radial distortion more than offsets the loss in stability margin due to circumferential distortion. 

4.5.1.5 Equivalence of Method A to the Basic Equation 

Method A can be put into the form of the basic Equation 21, using Equation 27 which relates the ring sensitivity, KCi, to the 
average sensitivity, KC, and by Equations 28 and 29 which set some of the terms to zero as a result of Equation 25. 
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 (Eq. 27) 

If Equation 25 indicates that the hub is critical, then  
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If Equation 25 indicates that the tip is critical, then  
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 (Eq. 29) 

The basic Equation 21 is shown below together with an array which shows each of the terms of the equation evaluated for 
the example of 4.5.1. Each line of the array represents the terms of one ring of Equation 21 with the hub ring at the top. 
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For this example, Equation 25 indicates that the hub is critical, therefore: 
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 296.0PRS −=∆  (Eq. 32) 

The radial ring sensitivities and offset terms of Equation 21 can change with the inlet distortion pattern, whereas in the 
alternative, equivalent equations for calculating loss in stability pressure ratio (Equations 22, 23, 24, 25, and 26), the 
sensitivities and offset terms are functions of inlet corrected airflow only and are independent of the inlet distortion pattern. 

4.5.2 Method B 

In this paragraph, an expansion similar to that of Equation 21 is developed to show how each term may be obtained. 
Although the following method has been used for a number of compression components, the information contained herein 
has been developed for a fictionalized fan compression component with two stages. This distortion sensitivity methodology 
is based on decomposing any aircraft pattern into its circumferential and radial elements and estimating the loss in stability 
pressure ratio due to each element. The loss in stability pressure ratio for each distortion element is based on sensitivities 
determined from classical and stylized pattern testing. 

4.5.2.1 Definition of Terms 

Correlation of the loss of stability pressure ratio for the fan component is accomplished using the empirical relationship: 

 







+






 ∆

+







+






 ∆

×=∆ pppppp CR
PR

PKRCC
PC

PKCEXbPRS  (Eq. 33) 

where:  

ΔPRS  =  the loss in stability pressure ratio 

bp = superposition function which accounts for coupling effects between the circumferential and radial 
components of total-pressure distortion 

EXp = extent function which accounts for change in loss of stability pressure ratio due to the extent of the total-
pressure pattern differing from 180 degrees 

KCp = circumferential total-pressure distortion sensitivity 

ΔP/PC =  level of inlet circumferential total-pressure distortion 
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CCp = circumferential total-pressure distortion offset coefficient for sensitivity or portion of sensitivity lines not 
passing through the origin 

KRp = radial total-pressure distortion sensitivity 

ΔP/PR = level of inlet radial total-pressure distortion 

CRp = radial total-pressure distortion offset coefficient for sensitivity or portion of sensitivity lines not passing through 
the origin 

Equation 33, when it is written in the form of Equation 21, is similar to an expansion of Equation 21.  

 C
PR

PKR
PC

PKCPRS +





 ∆

+





 ∆

=∆  (Eq. 34) 

where: 

 Ppp KCEXbKC ××=  (Eq. 35) 

 pKRKR =  (Eq. 36) 

 pPpp CRCCEXbC +××=  (Eq. 37) 

The bracketed terms (Equation 33) represent the loss in stability pressure ratio due to pure 180 degrees one-per-rev 
circumferential and pure radial distortions, respectively. The circumferential total-pressure distortion term ΔP/PC was 
determined from the maximum value of the expression: 

 
( ) ( )∑

=

−
=

∆ 2

1i

i i 
2
1

 AVGFACE P
MIN RING P AVGRING P

PC
P  (Eq. 38) 

or 

 
( ) ( )∑

=

−
=

∆ 5

4i

i i 
2
1

 AVGFACE P
MIN RING P AVGRING P

PC
P  (Eq. 39) 

where:  

i denotes a ring (the hub ring is denoted by 1 and the tip ring by 5).  

Note that the definition differs from the ARP1420 definition for the circumferential distortion level element, but is related to 
it for well-behaved patterns. The radial total-pressure distortion term ΔP/PR was determined from the maximum value of 
the expression 

 
( ) ( )






 −
=

∆
 AVGFACE P

  AVGRING P AVGFACE Pmax
PR

P i  (Eq. 40) 

Only positive values are considered. The maximum value usually is contributed by either i=5 (tip-radial) or i=1 (hub-radial). 
This definition is identical to the ARP1420 radial distortion level element definition. 
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4.5.2.2 Coefficient Determination (Constant Corrected Speed) 

This paragraph reviews the manner in which the coefficients of Equation 33 were determined. Prior to this discussion, it is 
instructive to examine the coefficients in more detail to determine what they represent. Equation 33 can be arranged to give 
the following form: 

 







+







 ∆
+×








+







 ∆
=∆ pppppp CR

PR
PKREXb CC

PC
PKCPRS  (Eq. 41) 

Equation 41 can be written in the following form: 

 R
R,180,C

R,,C

180,C

R,180,C
180,C PRS

PRS
PRS

PRS
PRS

PRSPRS ∆+










∆
∆












∆
∆

∆=∆ θ  (Eq. 42) 

where: 

 ΔPRSC,180 =  KCp (ΔP/PC) + CCp and represents the loss of stability pressure ratio assuming the low pressure region 
has an extent of 180 degrees and that no radial distortion is present 

 
180,C

R,180,C

PRS
PRS

∆
∆  = bp and represents the ratio of the loss of stability pressure ratio due to a 180 degrees one-per-rev low 

pressure region with radial distortion to the loss of stability pressure ratio due to a pure circumferential 
180 degrees one-per-rev pattern 

 
R,180,C

R,,C

PRS
PRS

∆
∆ θ  = EXp and represents the ratio of the loss in stability pressure ratio due to a circumferential low-pressure 

region of arbitrary angular extent with radial distortion to the loss in stability pressure ratio due to a 180 
degrees one-per-rev low-pressure region with radial distortion 

 ΔPRSR = loss in stability pressure ratio due to radial distortion assuming no circumferential distortion is present 

The methodology screens defined in Table 5 were used to establish the loss in stability pressure ratio at the given corrected 
speeds. Further, this table indicates which screens were used in determining each coefficient. 

Table 5 - Methodology screens and coefficient determination 

Type Coefficients 
180 degrees 1/rev KCp, CCp 

hub-radial KRp,Hub, CRp,Hub 

tip-radial KRp,Tip, CRp,Tip 

180 degrees 1/rev + tip-radial bp 

135 degrees 1/rev + tip-radial 
90 degrees 1/rev + tip-radial 

EXp 

Circumferential Distortion Sensitivities 

The circumferential distortion sensitivity coefficients were determined from test data which were obtained using 180 degrees 
one-per-rev screens. The data are shown in Figure 33. Straight lines have been faired through the data and the origin. It 
was assumed that the radial distortion levels are sufficiently low (0.015 on the average) such that any loss of stability 
pressure ratio due to radial distortion could be assumed to be zero. In this case, Equation 33 can be written in the form: 
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PCP

CCPRS
KC p

p ∆
−∆

=  (Eq. 43) 

Since the coefficients bp and EXp are identically equal to one. Because straight lines can be drawn through the data and the 
origin, the circumferential distortion offset coefficient is identically equal to zero. The manner in which the lines are faired is 
based upon experience and an examination of the degree of correlation at the completion of the first pass in this iteration 
process. The results of Figure 33 have been reduced to 180 degrees one-per-rev circumferential distortion sensitivities 
using Equation 43 and are plotted as a function of corrected speed in Figure 34. 

 

Figure 33 - Loss of stability pressure ratio due to 180 degrees 1/rev  
total-pressure distortion 

 

Figure 34 - One/rev total-pressure distortion sensitivity 
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Radial Distortion Sensitivities 

The radial distortion sensitivity coefficients were determined from test data that were obtained using graded1 hub- or tip-
radial screens. The data are shown in Figure 35. If the circumferential distortion is assumed to be negligible such that it 
produces no loss in stability pressure ratio, then Equation 33 can be written as  

 
PRP

CRPRS
KR p

p ∆
−∆

=  (Eq. 44) 

 

Figure 35 - Loss of stability pressure ratio due to hub- and  
tip-radial total-pressure distortion 

As in the case of circumferential distortion sensitivities, CR is zero for the line segments which pass through the origin. The 
hub-radial distortion sensitivity is given in Figure 36. To obtain the tip-radial distortion coefficients, it is necessary to 
determine whether the level of distortion is such that the line segments pass through the origin or whether the lines intercept 
the ordinate. This determination can be made by reference to Figure 37, and will permit entry to Figure 38 for the appropriate 
tip-radial distortion sensitivity coefficients, that is, 

1TRK and 
1TRC are associated with R1 while 

2TRK  and 
2TRC  are associated 

with R2. 
  

 
 
1 A graded pattern, as opposed to a uniform square pattern, is one in which the total-pressure losses are faired to a minimum to avoid creating significant 
levels of turbulence due to screen edge mixing of a shear layer. 

SAENORM.C
OM : C

lick
 to

 vi
ew

 th
e f

ull
 PDF of

 ai
r14

19
d

https://saenorm.com/api/?name=b515c84efd321ae6b1ed699db6e8f575


 
SAE INTERNATIONAL AIR1419™D Page 66 of 224 
 
 

 

Figure 36 - Hub-radial total-pressure distortion sensitivity as a function of speed 

 

Figure 37 - Tip-radial-distortion logic guide as a function of speed 
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Figure 38 - Tip-radial distortion sensitivity coefficients as a function of speed 

Superposition Factor 

Once the circumferential and radial distortion sensitivity coefficients have been determined, it is possible to determine the 
superposition factor bp from data obtained by testing 180 degrees one-per-rev + tip-radial combined distortion screens. This 
is accomplished through use of Equation 33 since the angular extent function EXp is identically one. Hence, Equation 33 
can be written in the form 

 
pp

pp

p
CC

PC
PKC

CR
PR

PKRPRS
b

+





 ∆









+






 ∆

−∆
=  (Eq. 45) 

The results, expressed as a function of the ratio (ΔP/PR)/(ΔP/PC), are given in Figure 39 with corrected speed as a 
parameter. Based on experience and by iteratively examining correlations of aircraft patterns, the superposition function is 
forced to be less than or equal to one. 
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Figure 39 - Combined circumferential and radial total-pressure  
distortion superposition factors as a function of speed 

Extent Function 

The extent function can be determined from the data obtained from testing the 135 degrees one-per-rev + tip-radial and 90 
degrees one-per-rev + tip-radial screens, the previously determined circumferential and radial distortion sensitivities, and 
the superposition factor. Equation 33 now can be written in a form to permit solution for the extent function, EXp: 

 


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




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




 ∆



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


+






 ∆

−∆
=

ppp

p p

p

CC
PC

PKCb

CR
PR

PKRPRS
EX  (Eq. 46) 

The results of these computations are shown in Figure 40 as a function of distortion angular extent with corrected speed as 
a parameter. The angular extent, θ-, is determined by averaging the angular extents of the two rings giving the maximum 
value of ΔP/PC. By definition, the extent function has a value of one at 180 degrees. Further, based on experience and 
iterative examination of aircraft pattern correlations, the extent function is constrained from exceeding one. 
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Figure 40 - 1/rev total-pressure distortion angular extent function 

This methodology permits Equation 33 to be used for estimating the loss of stability pressure ratio due to any pattern which 
falls within the range of the parameters tested. 

4.5.2.3 Coefficient Determination (Constant Corrected Flow) 

Because compression components normally are tested at constant speed, the first step in developing the loss in stability 
pressure ratio correlation as a function of corrected flow follows the method outlined in the previous paragraph. Translation 
of the corrected speed results to a corrected flow form is accomplished using a flow/speed correlation. Generally, this is 
based on results obtained from cycle deck predictions. 

Distortion Transfer and Generation Coefficients 

The effect of inlet distortion on a compressor located downstream of the fictionalized fan can be estimated using 
Equation 33. However, two additional facets of the stability estimation process are encountered for such cases: (1) the 
transfer of total-pressure distortion through a fan, and (2) the generation of total-temperature distortion due to the change 
in total-pressure distortion through the fan component. 

Because total-temperature is handled in a manner similar to total-pressure distortion, Equation 33 can be extended in the 
following manner for estimating the loss of stability pressure ratio of a high-pressure compressor (HPC) (see 
Reference 2.2.1):  
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 (Eq. 47) 
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Where the terms in the first line of the equation are given in 4.5.2, except that (ΔP/PC)25 and (ΔP/PR)25 are the 
circumferential and radial distortions measured at the HPC inlet. The remaining terms in the equation are defined as follows: 

S  =  Superposition function which accounts for coupling effects between total-pressure distortion and total-
temperature distortion 

bT  =  Superposition function which accounts for coupling effects between the circumferential and radial 
components of total-temperature distortion 

EXT  =  Extent function which accounts for change in loss of stability pressure ratio due to the extent of the total-
temperature pattern differing from 180 degrees 

KCT  =  Circumferential total-temperature distortion sensitivity 

(ΔT/TC)25  =  Level of HPC inlet circumferential total-temperature distortion 

CCT  =  Circumferential total-temperature distortion offset coefficient for sensitivity or portion of sensitivity lines not 
passing through the origin 

KRT  =  Radial total-temperature distortion sensitivity 

(ΔT/TR)25  =  Level of HPC inlet radial total-temperature distortion 

CRT  =  Radial total-temperature distortion offset coefficient for sensitivity or portion of sensitivity lines not passing 
through the origin 

Since it is the high-temperature regions which cause the loss of stability pressure ratio, Equations 38, 39, and 40 can be 
used to quantify the levels of temperature distortion through use of the following substitutions: 

TC
T∆  for 

PC
P∆

−  

T RING MAXi for P RING MINi 

T RING AVGi for P RING AVGi 

T FACE AVG for P FACE AVG 

TR
T∆  for 

PR
P∆

−  

The loss of stability pressure ratio for the high-pressure compressor can be estimated if the sensitivities and superposition 
functions are known and if the plane 25 distortion levels are known in terms of a plane 01 (engine inlet) distortion level. 
Hence, the following relationships can be written: 
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 (Eq. 48) 
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Pf
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T  (Eq. 51) 

where Equations 48 and 49 represent total-pressure distortion transfer and Equations 50 and 51 represent total-temperature 
distortion generation. Both explicit and implicit distortion transfer and generation coefficients are illustrated in Figures 41 
through 44. Equations 48 and 50 can be written in the following forms:  
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P  (Eq. 52) 
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25 PC
PCDGC
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T  (Eq. 53) 

where CDTCp and CDGCp are the distortion transfer and generation coefficients, respectively, for circumferential total-
pressure distortion. These coefficients are examples of explicit coefficients which are illustrated by the examples of Figures 
41 and 42. The radial distortion transfer and generation coefficients are implicit coefficients (Equations 49 and 51) and are 
illustrated by the examples of Figures 43 and 44. 

 

Figure 41 - Circumferential total-pressure distortion transfer coefficient 
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Figure 42 - Circumferential total-temperature distortion generation 
coefficient due to total-pressure distortion 

 

Figure 43 - Radial total-pressure distortion 
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Figure 44 - Radial total-temperature distortion due to radial total-pressure distortion 

Considerable effort is being exerted to determine temperature distortion effects on compression systems, temperature- and 
pressure-distortion superposition effects, and distortion transfer and generation coefficient definitions. Although the method 
discussed in these paragraphs represents the state-of-the-art, it has not yet been reduced to common practice. 

4.5.3 Method C 

In this method, Equation 21 is expanded to formulate regionally-averaged AIP total-pressure parameters, e.g., for the fan-
inlet hub and tip regions, in terms of the ARP1420 descriptor elements. Loss of compressor stability pressure ratio at a 
given inlet corrected mass flow is correlated with the distortion parameters utilizing radial and circumferential sensitivities 
which are independent of the AIP pattern. The regionally averaged parameters with appropriate low-pass filtering (4.6.4) 
are used to define screening parameters directly applicable to inlet time-variant distortion (4.6.3). 

The form of combinatorial algebra needed to correlate loss of compressor stability pressure ratio to the desired accuracy in 
a particular case depends on the complexity of the AIP pattern, compressor type (e.g., single or dual stream), and 
compressor radial and circumferential sensitivities. Downstream (high-pressure) compressor stability pressure ratio can be 
correlated explicitly with numerical AIP distortion descriptors through the use of upstream (low-pressure) compressor 
distortion transfer functions. 

4.5.3.1 Definition of Terms 

MPR,,
P
PR,

P
PC −θ

∆∆  = Total pressure distortion elements defined in 4.1 

ΔPRS = Overall loss of stability pressure ratio at constant corrected inlet flow 

ΔPRSC = Stability pressure ratio loss due to circumferential total pressure distortion 

ΔPRSR = Stability pressure ratio loss due to radial total pressure distortion 
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b = Stability limit line loss weighting or superposition factor 

Kc = Circumferential distortion sensitivity 

KR = Radial distortion sensitivity 

B = AIP distortion parameter weighting or superposition factor 

DPC = Circumferential distortion parameter 

DPR = Radial distortion parameter 

DPS = AIP distortion screening parameter 

−θe  = Effective distortion extent factor 

α = A numerical exponent 

( )−θif  = Extent function 

CR = Radial offset term 

IR = Radial intensity parameter 

ΔPRST = Loss of stability pressure ratio due to temperature distortion 

f(θ) = Combined pressure and temperature distortion superposition and spatial orientation function 

KT = Temperature distortion sensitivity 

DTC = Temperature distortion parameter 

AP, AT = Pressure and temperature distortion transfer functions 

4.5.3.2 Rationale 

Equation 21 may be expressed for the full AIP or a tip or hub region at the AIP in the form: 

 ( )RC PRS bPRSPRS ∆+∆=∆  (Eq. 54) 

Introducing circumferential and radial distortion parameters, DPC and DPR, for pure patterns 

 ( )DPCKPRS CC =∆  (Eq. 55) 

 ( )DPRKPRS RR =∆  (Eq. 56) 

The terms KC and KR are empirically established circumferential and radial compressor sensitivities and are independent of 
the pattern. Then, for a combined distortion pattern 

 ( ) ( )DPRKbDPCKPRS RC ×+=∆  (Eq. 57) 
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which may be written 

 ( ) ( )[ ]DPRBDPCKPRS C +=∆  (Eq. 58) 

where: 

 
C

R
K

KbB ×
=  (Eq. 59) 

The term B is a specified function of corrected flow and is independent of the pattern. Equation 58 may be used to define a 
screening parameter: 

 DPS = (DPC) + B (DPR) (Eq. 60) 

For pure circumferential distortion DPR = 0. 

For pure radial distortion DPC = 0, B = 1.0. 

4.5.3.3 Correlating Parameters 

A full discussion of all possible expansions of DPC and DPR is beyond the scope of this discussion. Illustrative examples 
are provided below. 

DPC 

A general form of DPC, explicit in the ARP1420 elements for a region comprising j rings at the AIP (j ≤ N) is: 
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where: 
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−  (Eq. 62) 

depending on the shape of the circumferential pressure profile. 

The effective distortion extent factor, −θe , and multiple-per-rev exponent, α, depend on compressor dynamic response to 
circumferential extent and are specified functions of compressor inlet corrected flow. Descriptor elements are centered 
about the circumferential position surrounding the minimum total pressure in the region. 

For classical one-per-rev circumferential patterns having θ- extent terms greater than −θe , DPC is equal to the ARP1420 
circumferential distortion intensity descriptor element (ΔPC/P). 
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For an important class of inlet distortion where radial and circumferential total-pressure defects occur in the same region, 

and for that region where either radial intensity elements, 
i P

PR







 ∆ , are small compared with the circumferential intensity 

elements, 
i P

PC







 ∆ , or compressor radial sensitivity, KR, is low, ΔPRS may be correlated with DPC alone. If, for example, 

this holds for the AIP, then (DPC)j = (DPC)N. For dual-stream low-pressure compressors (axial-flow fans), separate core 
flow (ID) and bypass flow (OD) DPC parameters appropriate to core engine and fan OD stability may be utilized. 

DPR 

The general correlation of radial distortion presents difficulties as ΔPRSR may not be monotonic with DPR, as illustrated by 
Figures 45 and 46. In such cases, a method logic, analogous to that embodied in f(θ-) for circumferential distortion, needs 
to be incorporated into DPR to enable a unique radial sensitivity, KR, defined positive, to be used for correlating ΔPRSR. A 
typical form applicable to hub and tip sensitive compressors may be defined such that:  

 RRR CCI DPR −−=  (Eq. 63) 

The term CR is a radial offset term specified as a function of compressor-inlet corrected flow and represents a limiting value 
of the radial intensity parameter, IR, and,  
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1I  (Eq. 64) 

 

Figure 45 - Effect of radial distortion on a fan designed for a tip-radial profile 
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Figure 46 - Effect of radial distortion on a fan designed for a hub-radial profile 

For tip-radial distortion, IR is positive. For hub-radial distortion, IR is negative. The computational logic caters to the 
experimental observation that ΔPRSR may be negative, i.e., a degree of radial distortion may have a favorable effect on the 
stability limit line. 

The application of Method C is conceptually similar to that of Method A (4.5.1) for circumferential, radial, and mixed inlet 
distortion patterns. Circumferential and radial sensitivities, KC and KR, are similar to those of Figures 25 and 30. 

4.5.3.4 Downstream (High-Pressure) Compressors 

Loss of stability pressure ratio due to total-pressure distortion may be correlated, as indicated above, utilizing distortion 
parameters defined at the high-pressure compressor (HPC) entry. This is not sufficient for determining the effect of AIP 
pressure distortion on installed HPC stability, however, because total-temperature distortion, created by the low-pressure 
compressor, can produce a significant loss of HPC stability limit line. Moreover, the spatial orientation between regions of 
high total temperature and low total pressure is also significant. Losses of stability pressure ratio due to pressure and 
temperature distortion may be additive or may cancel depending on their spatial orientations, intensities, and extents 
(Reference 2.2.2). These are all linked via the LPC distortion transfer characteristics to the AIP pressure distortion which, 
itself, may be time-variant. 

A method for dealing with this complex problem is described below. For simplicity, it is assumed that only circumferential 
elements in the distortion are significant at the HPC entry - not an unreasonable assumption for engines having multistage 
low-pressure compressors. Otherwise, the method for DPS (4.5.3) may be utilized. 

The total loss of HPC stability pressure ratio due to combined temperature and pressure distortion is: 

 ( ) Tp PRS fPRSPRS ∆θ+∆=∆  (Eq. 65) 

where:  

f(θ) = a combined superposition and spatial orientation function defined at the HPC entry 
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ΔPRSp and ΔPRST correspond to losses of stability pressure ratio due to the total-pressure distortion and the total-
temperature distortion, respectively. Defining pressure and temperature distortion parameters DPC and DTC and 
corresponding sensitivities as KP and KT such that: 

 
( )
( )DTCKPRS
DPCKPRS

TT

pp

=∆
=∆

 (Eq. 66) 

and introducing LPC distortion transfer functions 

 ( )
( )AIP

p DPC
DPCA =  (Eq. 67) 

 ( )
( )AIP

T DPC
DTCA =  (Eq. 68) 

then, it may readily be shown that 

 ( )[ ]( )AIPTTpp DPC K A fK APRS θ+=∆
 (Eq. 69) 

Usually, Ap < 1.0 and AT > 0. 

The square-bracketed term in Equation 69 can be regarded as an overall or composite sensitivity factor for correlating HPC 
stability pressure ratio loss with AIP distortion, allowing (DPC)AIP to be used as a screening parameter applicable to time-
variant distortion. Thus, for core engine stability assessment, (DPC)AIP may be defined in the hub region of the AIP and 
related to the ARP1420 descriptor elements using, for example, a relation like Equation 61. It should be noted that the value 
of the composite sensitivity factor now depends on engine component matching. 

4.5.4 Substantiation of Correlation Methods 

The wide range of applicability of Equation 21 when expanded for special applications, as illustrated by the discussion of 
4.5.1, 4.5.2, and 4.5.3, is more dramatically illustrated by the results shown in Figures 47 through 54. These results are 
taken from rig component and engine tests and cover a wide variety of compression components, including fans with one 
to three stages and compressors with eight to sixteen stages. Lines of ±0.02 ΔPRS (two standard deviations) have been 
superimposed about the line of perfect correlation. This tolerance value is generally accepted within the industry for inlet 
patterns that are critical for stability. It is clear that Equation 21 provides a framework around which the loss of stability 
pressure ratio for compression components can be correlated and represents the effects of inlet total-pressure distortion on 
stability limit line degradation. 

4.6 Inlet Data Screening 

The realities of establishing inlet/engine compatibility communication between the airframer and the engine manufacturer 
with their diverse needs and non-optimally time-aligned development programs cause inlet data screening to be a sensitive 
issue. With proper recognition of the requirements and constraints of each party, as discussed in the following paragraphs, 
a mutually beneficial dialogue can take place. 

4.6.1 General Considerations 

The requirement for a universal Aerodynamic Interface Plane flow distortion descriptor which will: (1) define the quality of 
the air supplied by the inlet and (2) describe the effect of the severity of the flow field upon engine stability, is in direct 
contrast to the requirement for engine-specific information to predict the effect of any distortion pattern upon engine stability. 
This dichotomy exists, especially when both the inlet and engine development programs start about the same time. Ideally, 
an inlet development program would be structured such that distortion sensitivity data would be available from engine 
component tests prior to the start of inlet development testing. The largest impediment to a “universal inlet distortion factor” 
is that, a priori, the engine manufacturer cannot predict how the radial distortion will couple with the circumferential distortion, 
nor whether a compression component will be hub- or tip-distortion sensitive. 
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Figure 47 - ΔPRS correlation of J85 data 

 

Figure 48 - ΔPRS correlation of a research fan 
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Figure 49 - ΔPRS correlation of F101 fan 

 

Figure 50 - ΔPRS correlation of J58 compressor 
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Figure 51 - ΔPRS correlation of a turbofan compressor 

 

Figure 52 - ΔPRS correlation of a turbofan core 
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Figure 53 - ΔPRS correlation of F100 fan 

 

Figure 54 - ΔPRS correlation of TF41 fan and compressor 
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4.6.2 Examples of Engine Dependency 

If an engine were designed for a specific application, such as an inlet which might have a significant amount of outer-wall 
boundary layer, then the fan might be designed for a tip-radial profile. In this case, the effect of radial distortion, relative to 
the clean-inlet stability limit line on which the loss in stability pressure ratio (ΔPRS) is based, might take the form shown in 
Figure 45. Low values of tip-radial distortion may lead to negative values of ΔPRS and, hence, “gains” in stability margin 
relative to the clean (uniform) inlet flow condition. 

On the other hand, if the fan were designed for a hub-radial profile, as might be produced by a centerbody, then the effect 
of radial distortion on the fan might take the form shown in Figure 46. In this case, low values of hub-radial distortion will 
lead to “gains” in stability margin relative to a clean inlet flow. 

Because of the choice of types of engine, be it turbojet, augmented turbofan, or non-augmented turbofan and because the 
fan designer has the choice of designing for a uniform inlet profile or for hub- or tip-radial profiles of varying intensity, it is 
essentially impossible at this time to develop an inlet flow distortion screening parameter which is universal and quite 
independent of engine sensitivity parameters. To a lesser extent, the multiple-per-rev (MPR) factor is also an impediment 
to establishing a universal distortion screening parameter. Multiple-per-rev patterns have a dominant effect upon stress 
levels, and hence, the pressure ratio at which the “effective” stability limit line may be set. For example, a compression 
system may have been designed for an application that produces essentially a one-per-rev pattern, but at a subsequent 
date, it is used in a bifurcated-inlet-duct propulsion system with a two-per-rev pattern. The “effective” stability limit line may 
have to be reset so that stress limits are not exceeded or the compression component will have to be redesigned. In either 
case, the sensitivity to distortions of the same level will generally change. 

By establishing communication between the airframer and the engine manufacturer sufficiently early in a program, it should 
be possible to develop meaningful inlet distortion screening parameters which will assure that the airframe manufacturer 
obtains optimal information from wind-tunnel testing efforts and will be able to provide the engine manufacturer with inlet 
patterns which can be used to influence compression system design. 

The distortion-descriptor elements are independent of compression system characteristics. Since circumferential distortion 
always causes a loss of stability pressure ratio, minimization of the circumferential distortion intensity element will always 
be beneficial. Discussions with the engine manufacturer should indicate the most desirable radial profile for the given 
application, that is, whether a uniform profile or whether a hub, tip or a combination profile is desired and which component 
of distortion should be minimized. 

4.6.3 Inlet Data Screening Techniques 

Screening of time-variant inlet data identifies inlet patterns that cause the greatest loss of stability pressure ratio. It follows 
that screening parameters should be proportional to stability pressure ratio loss, and therefore, the screening parameters 
which use ARP1420 distortion-descriptors will have a form similar to the basic equation used for calculating ΔPRS. 

Screening techniques have been used successfully with many different distortion descriptors. A separate screening 
parameter is used for each component of the compression system that can initiate loss of stability. Also, separate screening 
parameters may be used for the hub and tip regions of a fan. Each screening parameter usually will select a different inlet 
pattern from time-variant inlet data. A stability assessment, which includes all destabilizing influences, is used to select a 
set of critical patterns and associated operating conditions for use in engine stability verification testing. 

If engine stability has been determined to the point where all terms have been defined in the equation used for estimating 
the loss of stability pressure ratio, then screening can be done on the basis of ΔPRS for each component. It is customary 
to provide guidelines representing the component distortion tolerance in the form of an allowable ΔPRS. These guidelines 
can be used to normalize the calculated values of ΔPRS to give the screening parameter shown in Equation 70. This 
screening parameter is similar to the current screening parameter ID. A value lower than 1.0 indicates that a level of inlet 
distortion is within the distortion allowance of the component, while a value higher than 1.0 indicates that the inlet distortion 
is greater than the distortion allowance of the component. In such cases, surge or stall would have a significant probability 
of occurrence and the stability stack-ups at these conditions would warrant closer scrutiny. 

 
PRS Allowable

PRS  PARAMETER SCREENING
∆

∆
=  (Eq. 70) 
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The radial distortion at the interface plane usually is completely attenuated by the first compressor. Consequently, screening 
parameters for downstream compressors usually contain only terms that include circumferential distortion. A family of such 
screening parameters is described by the general Equation 71. The terms for each ring are summed (although not always) 
over the portion of the interface plane that measures the quality of the air that passes through the downstream compressor. 
For example, on a particular fan engine with a bypass ratio of one, the screening parameter for the compressor will be 
summed over the inner two rings of interface instrumentation containing five rings. The extent and multiple-per-revolution 
functions may be different for each compressor. The engine manufacturer usually can define such functions, based on past 
experience with similar compressors for use in early screening of inlet data. This form of screening parameter is similar to 
the existing screening parameters Kθ, KC2 and DCθ, insofar as all these parameters include circumferential distortion only 
and the units are in terms of inlet distortion rather than stability pressure ratio, i.e., the screening parameter is independent 
of engine sensitivity to inlet distortion. Here again, it is customary to provide guidelines showing the estimated engine 
distortion tolerance in terms of maximum allowable values of the screening parameter.  

 ( ) ( )∑
=

θ






 ∆
=

R

1i
i

-
i

i
MPRf  f 

P
PC  PARAMETER SCREENING  (Eq. 71) 

For compressors that are sensitive to inlet radial distortion as well as circumferential distortion, a screening parameter of 
the form shown in Equation 72 could be used. If such a screening parameter represents the stability of a fan hub, the terms 
are summed over rings 1 and 2. If the screening parameter is for the tip of the fan, the summation is over the outer two rings 
of the interface plane. The term describing circumferential distortion includes extent and multiple-per-revolution elements. 
The radial term has a superposition factor “b” which describes the ratio of radial distortion sensitivity to circumferential 
distortion sensitivity. This screening parameter is the equivalent of the existing screening parameter Ka2. Here again, the 
engine distortion tolerance can be described in the same units as the screening parameter. 
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The examples of screening parameters shown in Equations 70, 71, and 72 look different because they are tailored to 
different requirements. However: 

a. They all use ARP1420 distortion-descriptor elements combined in the same manner as in the equation for calculating 
stability pressure ratio loss. 

b. They all can be used for comparing inlet distortion to engine distortion tolerance. 

Current practice is to calculate the distortion screening parameters in near-real time from the digitally acquired data and to 
identify the peak values. This procedure for high speed screening of inlet data is discussed in 8.4.1. 

4.6.4 Inlet Data Filtering (Averaging) 

Central to the issue of selecting dynamic inlet patterns for replication by screens, and thereby validating adequate engine 
distortion allowance using steady-state distortion patterns, is the thesis that a low total-pressure region must last long 
enough to cause a loss of stability pressure ratio. Therefore, by low-pass filtering analog probe data (or performing the 
equivalent running average on digitized probe data) in conjunction with the use of the engine manufacturer’s distortion 
computation algorithm, a distortion pattern may be selected for replication by a steady-flow distortion screen during engine 
testing. 

The appropriate averaging time (Reference 2.2.3) can be selected by running an engine in a controlled dynamic-distortion 
environment such as that produced by a random-frequency generator or a turbulator. The loss of stability pressure ratio 
data are correlated versus averaging time using screen-determined distortion sensitivities to establish the filter cutoff 
frequency (averaging time) which produces the minimum difference between the measured and calculated (using the largest 
peak distortion just prior to instability) losses of stability pressure ratio. 
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It is important to note the relationship between “the steady-state inlet distortion level” associated with dynamic distortion 
levels and the steady screen-produced distortion which replicates the maximum dynamic distortion pattern. The steady 
screen-produced distortion will equal the maximum dynamic distortion level while the steady-state inlet distortion will be 
less, sometimes by as much as a factor of two. An example of the correlation between steady-state screen distortion and 
dynamic-distortion-induced instabilities (from three different sources) is shown in Figure 55, taken from Reference 2.2.4. It 
can be seen that when total-pressure data are properly filtered to remove high frequency data that do not contribute to loss 
in stability pressure ratio, dynamic distortion will produce the same level of stability-pressure-ratio loss as steady-state 
distortion of an equivalent magnitude. 

 

Figure 55 - Stability limit line loss versus instantaneous spatial distortion 

4.7 Independent Control of Variable Geometry 

When compressor variable geometry is scheduled as a function of a defined engine operating parameter such as corrected 
rotor speed, stability margin can be defined by the ARP1420 method using compressor maps representing variable 
geometry in the scheduled position. Errors from the scheduled geometry setting can be accounted for by utilizing terms 
describing the effects of these errors on the stability limit line and operating airflow. Engines with fan geometry under the 
direct control of the pilot have been proposed for some applications. In such cases, the variable geometry setting is an 
independent variable adding a new dimension to compressor maps, stability margin definition, and stability accounting. 

5. STABILITY ASSESSMENT 

The overall purpose of a propulsion system stability assessment is to assure that the design meets the aircraft operational 
goals. It is a vital part of the propulsion system design and development process, providing the inlet and engine designers 
with data for defining operational capability and identifying any configuration changes needed, and the program manager 
with material for allocating development time and resources. To be effective, the stability assessment procedure must be 
timely, visible, and continuous from conceptual studies to operational service. 

Stability assessment involves determining the inlet distortion and the baseline (essentially clean flow) engine stability, and 
accounting for the destabilizing influence of the AIP distortion as well as other engine operating and installation factors. AIP 
flow distortion may not be restricted solely to time-variant, spatial, total-pressure distortion. It is important at the outset of 
any stability assessment to identify when the AIP distortion can be accounted adequately in terms of total pressure alone. 
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The assessment of the influence of total-pressure distortion on engine stability forms part of a total procedure necessary to 
determine installed engine stability and stability margins. An assessment of all destabilizing effects must be made so that 
the contribution made by inlet distortion can be put in perspective. Stability assessments take various forms and are updated 
throughout the propulsion system design and development cycle. The methodology described in Sections 3 and 4 addresses 
the “classic” turbomachinery aerodynamic instability whereby constituent compressors stall and reduce engine airflow, to 
produce rotating stall, engine surge (oscillating reverse flow), or combinations of these post-stall instabilities. Other important 
aspects of engine aerodynamic stability include control system effects and afterburner stability, both of which may be 
affected by AIP distortion. Engine distortion tolerance depends on the stability margin allocated and available when other 
destabilizing factors, operating on compression component operating lines and stability limit lines, are taken into account. 

This section discusses the impact of AIP total-pressure distortion on engine stability in the broader context of an overall 
stability assessment. 

5.1 Stability Assessment Philosophy 

The assessment method depends upon the anticipated severity of the stability problem (for example, new engine/new 
installation, established engine/new application, the input information available, and the degree of complexity and expense 
of the assessment). Distortion stability assessments are unique in that they are complex and not amenable to standardized 
“cookbook” treatment. As stated previously, the scope of the assessment depends on the status of the propulsion system 
development which dictates the quantity and accuracy of the component test data on which the assessment is based. 
Assessments will emphasize different facts: an assessment supporting the engine compression system designer’s needs 
might emphasize stability margin sensitivity to blade shape, spool matching, and flow-path configurational changes for an 
anticipated distortion pattern. An assessment supporting the inlet designer’s needs may stress the sensitivity of the engine 
to the various elements in the AIP distortion descriptor for various inlet configurations. The assessment may be largely 
empirical, i.e., engine tolerance to distortion may be derived through engine tests with suitable instrumentation, such as 
described in Sections 7 and 8, rather than being synthesized through the use of component test data and suitable engine 
computer simulations. 

Although some features of distortion stability assessments make each assessment unique, assessment outputs are similar 
in that they provide estimates of stability margin utilization at critical points in the flight envelope and engine tolerance to 
distortion, and identify the margin required to achieve acceptable AIP distortion levels. All destabilizing effects must be 
considered to conduct a meaningful stability assessment. Destabilizing effects which influence both the component 
compressor operating lines and compressor stability limit lines have been compiled and are presented in Table 6. These 
factors may be random and/or non-random. Once numerical values for each significant factor have been determined, the 
stability assessment may proceed. Some of these factors are illustrated in schematic form in Figure 56. 

The more significant operating line assessment factors for a given engine build are: 

a. Deterioration 

b. Bleed 

c. Horsepower extraction 

d. Reynolds number effects 

e. Steady-state inlet total-pressure distortion and temperature distortion 

f. PLA transient (including augmentor operation) 

g. Variable geometry control tolerance and transients 

h. Gas-path control system sensor(s) in distorted regions 
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The more significant stability limit line assessment factors are: 

a. Deterioration 

b. Reynolds number effects 

c. Time-variant inlet-total-pressure and temperature distortion 

d. Variable geometry tolerances and transients 

Table 6 - Stability assessment factors 

Factor 
Operating 

Line 
Stability 

Line 
Inlet Distortion:   
 a. Steady-State Total-Pressure Distortion X X 
 b. Temperature Distortion X X 
 c. Swirl Distortion X X 
 d. Maximum Instantaneous Total-Pressure Distortion  X 
Ram Recovery X  
Horsepower Extraction X  
PLA Transient X  
Engine Deterioration X X 
Fuel Control Deterioration X  
Deterioration Effect on Transient Fuel Flow Rate X  
Fuel Control Tolerances X  
Variable Geometry Control Tolerances X X 
Engine-to-Engine Variation X X 
Engine Variation Effect on Transient Fuel Flow Rate X  
Compressor Bleed X X 
Reynolds Number Effects X X 
Nozzle Matching Effects X  
Humidity X X 
Control Mode X  
Back Pressure Distortion X X 
Compressor Interaction Effects X X 
Transient Variable Geometry Effects X X 
PLA Transient Heat Transfer X X 

Steady-state effects of bleed, horsepower extraction and Reynolds number are contained within the engine digital 
simulations used to define the operating pressure ratio of the compression component at the selected operating condition. 

Early stability assessment procedures used a direct algebraic summation of the worst possible combination of destabilizing 
factors to arrive at the required stability margin. As the list of identified destabilizing factors grew longer, the resulting demand 
on engine stability margin also grew, compromising performance and weight, and it became recognized that the probability 
of all worst cases occurring simultaneously was low. It has been established that some destabilizing factors should be 
summed statistically to establish more realistic stability-performance-weight trade-offs. This approach is justified in that the 
Root-Sum-Square (RSS) combination of the random effects retains the overall probability of the individual effects. One 
approach to statistical assessment is shown in AIR5656. 
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Figure 56 - Typical compressor destabilizing factors7 

For an individual compression component, the net stability margin is defined by the relation:  

 ( ) ( )[ ]RNRBaselineNET  SM SMSMSM ∆+∆−=  (Eq. 73) 

where: 

( )∑
=

=∆=∆
n

1i
iNR factors random-non to due loss marginstability algebraic  Total  SM SM   

( ) factors random to due loss marginstability  square-sum-root Total SM SM
m

1j

2 
j R =∆±=∆ ∑

=

 (ΔSMRSS) 

The loss in stability margin due to distortion is computed using the total-pressure distortion descriptors discussed in 
Section 4. Other destabilizing effects are evaluated from engine/control data obtained through testing and analysis. All 
destabilizing effects are combined to determine the net stability margin. 
  

SAENORM.C
OM : C

lick
 to

 vi
ew

 th
e f

ull
 PDF of

 ai
r14

19
d

https://saenorm.com/api/?name=b515c84efd321ae6b1ed699db6e8f575


 
SAE INTERNATIONAL AIR1419™D Page 89 of 224 
 
 
The limitations of current stability assessment procedures should be recognized in applying assessment results. Errors 
associated with total-pressure distortion assessment can occur because (1) the value of the distortion descriptor varies with 
the amount and accuracy of test data, (2) other AIP flow distortions, such as in-phase oscillations, vortex ingestion and swirl 
may exist and not be accounted for in the assessment, and (3) summations of individual effects may result in an 
oversimplification of the actual process. 

5.2 Stability Assessment Procedure 

The stability assessment process, Figure 57, is independent of the complexity of a particular assessment. The results 
identify the residual stability margins for the compression system components examined at the critical steady or transient 
operating points, the types and levels of distortion that are most likely to cause loss of engine stability, and the need for 
additional engineering activity. The assessment procedure depicted in the figure is an integration of background experience, 
test-derived information, and synthesis techniques concerned with accounting inlet flow distortion effects and other 
destabilizing factors. The procedure produces information that is analyzed either to forecast or evaluate the stability status 
of a propulsion system at critical flight operating points. 
 

 

Figure 57 - Stability assessment process 

Blocks A, B, and C in Figure 57 provide the input data necessary to conduct the distortion assessment. Synthesis refers to 
the process of developing estimates of the effects of destabilizing factors through analysis of component test data and 
analytical predictions. In early development, the synthesized items in Block B are usually based primarily on prior experience 
and analytical estimates. As development progresses, the synthesis activity relies more heavily on the expanding test data 
base, permitting the analysis activities to produce more accurate indications of stability margin. As development nears the 
qualification phase, testing objectives become more oriented toward stability evaluation, permitting the assessments to 
become, correspondingly, more oriented toward validating previous forecasts. 
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An example of the output section of the stability assessment process is presented for a fan/compressor propulsion system. 
In this example, the propulsion system is assumed to be operating at an altitude flight condition where the inlet distortion is 
defined by the information contained in Figure 22. 

An illustrative estimate for a fan operating at 98% inlet corrected airflow is presented in Figure 58. The baseline operating 
pressure ratio, PRO, is 3.0 and the baseline stability pressure ratio PR1 is 3.75. The baseline SM is: 

 25100
0.3

0.375.3100
PRO

PRO1PRSMBaseline =×
−

=×
−

=  (Eq. 74) 

The loss in fan stability pressure ratio due to inlet total-pressure distortion can be calculated using an expansion of Equation 
21 in the following form: 
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This equation is similar to Equation 33 for a 1/rev pattern since MPR = 1. 

The maximum circumferential distortion is the average of any two adjacent rings: 
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 (Eq. 76) 

The circumferential extent is equal to the average of the extents of the two adjacent rings used to calculate the 
circumferential distortion and is equal to 177.6 degrees. 

The maximum radial distortion occurs in the tip (ring 5): 

 0678.0
P
PR

max
=







 ∆  (Eq. 77) 

The value and source of the fan coefficients used in the calculation are given in TABLE 7. These coefficients apply at 95% 
corrected fan speed which corresponds to the matched-inlet corrected airflow of 98%. 

 ( )( ) ( )[ ] ( )[ ]{ } ( ) %9.4100038.00678.074.000599.046.0995.00.1PRS =×−++=∆  (Eq. 78) 

The loss in stability margin due to inlet total-pressure distortion and the other assumed stability margin utilizations for this 
example are presented in Table 8. 
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Figure 58 - Fan stability assessment example 

Table 7 - Fan stability-pressure-ratio loss coefficients 

Coefficient Value Source 
KCP 0.46 Figure 34 
CCP 0 since ΔPRS curves pass through origin of Figure 33 
KRT 0.74 Figures 37 and 38 
CRT -0.038 Figures 37 and 38 
bP 1.0 Figure 39 
EXP 0.995 Figure 40 
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For the purpose of determining net or residual stability margin, it is assumed that the total random effects may be used to 
lower the stability limit line or raise the operating line. For this example, it is assumed that the stability limit line is lowered 
so that: 

 44.30.30208.0507.3PRO
100
SM5PR6PR =×−=×

∆
−=  (Eq. 79) 

The net or residual stability margin is then given by: 

 ( ) %3.10100
PRO

3PR6PRSMNET =×
−

=  (Eq. 80) 

Table 8 - Fan stability margin assessment 

Destabilizing 
Factor Assumed Cause 

Pressure Ratio (PR) and 
Stability Margin Loss (ΔSM) 

Non-Random 
(NR) 

Operating Line Shift Due to AIP 
Total Pressure Distortion 

015.32PR =  

5.0

100
PRO

PRO2PRSM

=

×
−

=∆  

Operating Line Shift Due to 4% 
ΔP/P Augmentor Spike 

0.4SM =∆  

135.3
0.304.0015.3

PRO
100
SM2PR3PR

=
×+=

×
∆

+=

 

Stability Line Loss Due to Reynolds 
Number, ΔPRS = 1.5 

694.3
75.30015.075.3

1PR
100
PRS1PR4PR

=
×−=

×
∆

−=

 

87.1

100
PRO

4PR1PRSM

=

×
−

=∆  

Stability Line Loss Due to Time-
Variant AIP Distortion, ΔPRS = 5.0 

507.3
75.305.0694.3

1PR
100
PRS4PR5PR

=
×−=

×
∆

−=

 

25.6

100
PRO

5PR4PRSM
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62.12
25.687.10.45.0SM TOTAL NR

=
+++=∆  

Random (R) Operating Line Effects: 
- Variable Geometry Control 

Tolerances 
- Engine-to-Engine Variations 

 
1.1SM ±=∆  

 
2.1SM ±=∆  

Stability Line Effects of Engine-to-
Engine Variations 

3.1SM ±=∆  
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A similar example can be constructed for the compressor, where the effects of compressor inlet-total-pressure and total-
temperature distortion need to be assessed taking into consideration the fan distortion transfer characteristics at fixed-
throttle or transiently matched conditions. It is generally accepted that the data obtained from the two inner instrumentation 
rings, which are located in the core stream, are sufficient for developing core distortion sensitivities and distortion transfer 
correlations. 

The results of an example calculation, illustrating the assumptions made, in a format suitable for comparison with the fan 
stability assessment are presented in Table 9. In this example, the residual fan stability margin is 10.30%, and the residual 
compressor stability margin is 3.27%. The critical component would appear to be the compressor. However, to proceed 
further, it may be necessary to calculate the probability of occurrence of an instability. This is discussed in AIR5656. At a 
given operating point, the critical component is that component having the highest probability of instability. It is important to 
note that the critical component at one flight, inlet, and engine operating condition need not be the critical component at 
other conditions. Because of this fact, stability assessments have to be conducted at several points throughout the 
operational flight envelope. 

Table 9 - Typical stability margin assessment 

Destabilizing Effects Component 
Fan Compressor 

OPERATING LINE Non-Random Random Non-Random Random 
 Inlet Distortion 0.5 - 0.7 - 
 PLA Transient 4.0 - 6.0 - 
 Variable Geometry Control 

Tolerances - ±1.1 - - 

 Fuel Control Tolerances - - - ±1.15 
 Engine to Engine Variation - ±1.2 - ±1.25 
STABILITY LIMIT LINE     
 Reynolds Number 1.87 - 0.36 - 
 Inlet Distortion 6.25 - 7.50 - 
 Engine to Engine Variation - ±1.3 - ±1.35 
TOTAL 12.62 ±2.083 14.56 ±2.169 
BASE STABILITY MARGIN  25.0  20.0  
NET STABILITY MARGIN 10.30  3.27  

5.3 Distortion Stability Assessment 

The above examples illustrate the impact of inlet-total-pressure distortion on the fan and compressor stability. The loss in 
fan stability margin due to AIP total-pressure distortion represented approximately 25% of the baseline fan stability margin, 
and the loss in compressor stability margin, due to the combined effects of total-pressure and total-temperature distortion 
at compressor entry, accounted for approximately 37.5% of the baseline compressor stability margin. 

The distortion stability assessment procedure is shown graphically in Figure 59. As previously stated, the procedure is 
iterative and the level of confidence in the assessment increases through the propulsion system development process. 

Section 4 describes the methodology involved in establishing ΔPRS and distortion sensitivities through correlations of 
compressor data. Typical data from which correlations are derived are presented in Figures 25 through 46. 
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Figure 59 - Distortion stability assessment 

5.3.1 Circumferential Distortion 

The effect on the stability limit line of one-per-rev circumferential distortions (MPR = 1.0) of varying extents from rig tests of 
a three-stage compressor with distortion screens is shown in Figure 60. Similar examples, derived from engine tests, are 
shown in Figures 61 through 64 for the J85-GE-13 engine. Results for a two-per-rev circumferential distortion can be seen 
in Figure 65 (Reference 2.2.5). Each test result provides distortion response data. An example for one-per-rev 
circumferential distortions appears in Figure 66. The experimentally established ΔPRS are plotted here in terms of a 
distortion descriptor. The descriptor is represented by the product of the ARP1420 circumferential extent and intensity 
elements together with a correlation coefficient which varies with corrected airflow. The distortion descriptor is a special 
form of Equation 72, applicable to this compressor. The slopes of the correlation lines of Figure 66 represent the sensitivity 
of the compressor expressed in terms of the descriptor, i.e., screening parameter level as discussed in Section 4. Thus at 
92% design airflow: 

 Parameter Screening54.1
100
PRS

 ×=
∆  (Eq. 81) 
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Figure 60 - Example of one-per-rev square wave circumferential total-pressure distortion 

 

Figure 61 - Example of one-per-rev circumferential  
total-pressure distortion, 90 degrees extent 
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Figure 62 - Example of one-per-rev circumferential  
total-pressure distortion, 180 degrees extent 

 

Figure 63 - Example of one-per-rev circumferential  
total-pressure distortion, 45 degrees extent 
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Figure 64 - Example of one-per-rev circumferential  
total-pressure distortion, 22 degrees extent 

 

Figure 65 - Example of two-per-rev circumferential total-pressure distortion 
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Figure 66 - Compressor sensitivity to one-per-rev  
circumferential total-pressure distortion 

  

SAENORM.C
OM : C

lick
 to

 vi
ew

 th
e f

ull
 PDF of

 ai
r14

19
d

https://saenorm.com/api/?name=b515c84efd321ae6b1ed699db6e8f575


 
SAE INTERNATIONAL AIR1419™D Page 99 of 224 
 
 
5.3.2 Radial Distortion 

The effect on the stability limit line of a severe hub-radial distortion established from rig tests on a three-stage compressor 
can be seen in Figure 67. Results, derived from tests of the J85-GE-13 engine with hub-radial, mid-span, and tip-radial 
profiles, are shown in Figures 68 through 72 (Reference 2.2.5).  

 

Figure 67 - Example of hub-radial total-pressure distortion 
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Figure 68 - Example of hub-radial total-pressure distortion, narrow extent 

 

Figure 69 - Example of hub-radial total-pressure distortion, wide extent 
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Figure 70 - Example of mid-span-radial total-pressure distortion 

 

Figure 71 - Example of tip-radial total-pressure distortion, narrow extent 
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Figure 72 - Example of tip-radial total-pressure distortion, wide extent 

Correlations similar to those for circumferential distortion can be developed from these data. Since radial distortion effects 
can be favorable, it may be necessary to apply a methodology which accounts for the fact that ΔPRS changes are not 
monotonic (Section 4, Figures 45 and 46). 

5.3.3 Combined Circumferential and Radial Distortion 

The distortion patterns encountered during normal aircraft operation are a combination of circumferential and radial profiles. 
It is necessary that all correlation methodologies collapse data of this format. The loss in stability margin exhibited by the 
J85-GE-13 engine when combined inlet distortions were imposed on the engine is presented in Figures 73 and 74. 

The examples point up the fact that acquisition of stability response data can be time-consuming and expensive. To 
minimize the work involved it is important to identify, from inlet tests, the major features of the AIP distortion early in the 
preliminary design and development phases of a program. Assessment procedures for turbofan engines are complex and 
involve developing a methodology to account for spool interaction and induced radial-flow and bypass-ratio effects through 
and at the exit from the fan. 

Test data may not be available in the conceptual design, preliminary design, and early development phases of a new 
system. The baseline ΔPRS equation, Figure 23, is equally applicable to theoretical and semi-empirical stability assessment 
methods using the ARP1420 distortion descriptor elements. Theoretical and semi-empirical methods encompass spool, 
stage, and blade-row models incorporated into numerical computer simulations of the engine. These tools, together with 
background experience, provide a basis for stability assessment in early design and development phases of a program. 
The computer methods are applied in conjunction with steady and transient engine computer decks (refer to AS681J). 

The results of a stability assessment, expressed in terms of an AIP distortion descriptor and compared with flight test results, 
are shown in Figures 75 and 76. Fixed-throttle engine operation appears in Figure 75, and throttle transient (accel) operation 
appears in Figure 76. The examples show that the fixed-throttle assessment correctly predicted the flight stability limit. The 
throttle transient results serve to illustrate the influence of AIP distortion on acceleration capability. Prior to flight test, such 
assessments may be used to identify critical inlet/engine compatibility conditions within the flight envelope. 
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Figure 73 - Example of combined hub-radial and circumferential total-pressure distortion 

 

Figure 74 - Example of combined tip-radial and circumferential total-pressure distortion 
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Figure 75 - Comparison of distortion stability assessment  
with flight test results for fixed throttle 

 

Figure 76 - Comparison of distortion stability assessment  
with flight test results for snap-throttle transients - no surges 
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6. PERFORMANCE ASSESSMENT 

Propulsion system internal performance is assessed normally by evaluating inlet performance in terms of total-pressure 
recovery and installed engine performance at the corresponding value of AIP face-average total pressure, PFAV. Engine 
thrust, fuel consumption, airflow, and accel/decel times at appropriate inlet/engine operating conditions are established by 
treating the AIP airflow as an equivalent one-dimensional flow. Assessment procedures take into consideration changes in 
engine and matched engine-component performance resulting from losses of inlet total pressure, and account for control 
interactions. 

In many cases where the AIP airflow pattern is substantially uniform so that spatial total-pressure distortion, PFAV 
fluctuations, and turbulence levels are low, these assessment procedures provide adequate performance accuracy. The 
effect of inlet flow distortion is small and well within experimental measurement scatter. Engine and engine component 
performance tests with simulated distortion are not usually necessary. 

When the engine inlet airflow is distorted significantly, assessments of installed engine performance on a face-average total-
pressure basis may be insufficient, and a procedure for accounting the effect of spatial total-pressure distortion, and perhaps 
flow unsteadiness, may be desirable. The assessment procedure adopted for a particular engine installation may, depending 
on the anticipated severity of the problem, involve synthesizing overall engine performance from estimated or empirical data 
using appropriate computer simulations, and from engine tests with simulated inlet distortion. The assessment of the effects 
of distortion then forms part of an overall assessment of installed engine performance at selected aircraft mission and 
powerplant operating conditions. 

Distortion assessment procedures take different forms according to the type and development status of the propulsion 
system. They need to be constructed to account for the effects of changes in engine-component performance maps, 
component matching changes, and changes in control system pressure and temperature input signals (engine control 
interactions) resulting from modifications to flow profiles at intermediate stations throughout the engine. Results may be 
expressed directly as installed thrust, airflow, fuel consumption, and other relevant performance parameters for a defined 
AIP distortion pattern or, explicitly, as changes relative to face-average or equivalent uniform flow performance. It may be 
desirable for some purposes to widen the scope of the distortion assessment to correlate overall performance changes with 
relevant AIP distortion elements or combinations of those elements for a range of patterns and levels of distortion. 

Practical difficulties arise in synthesizing and measuring performance changes specifically due to distortion. Accuracy 
problems are experienced since changes are derived from small differences between large estimated or measured flow 
quantities. These can cause uncertainties in assigning numerical values to threshold levels of distortion below which 
performance losses can be regarded as negligible, in establishing meaningful numerical performance/distortion sensitivity 
or trade factors, and in deciding on the extent of testing required to establish valid distortion response data. 

6.1 Inlet Pressure Recovery and Distortion 

Aspects of inlet performance relevant to engine performance assessments are discussed in terms of inlet type and location, 
the definition of AIP face-average total pressure, and distortion in the following paragraphs. 

6.1.1 Inlet Type/Location - Distortion Characteristics 

Average total-pressure recovery and distortion characteristics at the AIP differ markedly according to inlet type, location on 
the airframe, and mode of operation. Inlet designs of conventional powerplants range from relatively simple round-lip, short, 
straight duct configurations, appropriate to podded subsonic transport aircraft, to complex, sharp-lipped, long, curved duct 
configurations for highly integrated subsonic and supersonic combat aircraft. 

The simple podded inlet designs are very efficient. They provide close to 100% recovery and virtually zero total-pressure 
distortion at most major performance points within the normal aircraft flight envelope. Total-pressure-defect regions are 
generally of the tip-radial or wall-boundary-layer type and are comparable to those observed in engine component and 
engine test facilities. Total-pressure distortion problems may need to be addressed at high inlet crossflow conditions to 
provide for emergencies outside the normal operational envelope. 
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The more complex inlet designs provide lower inlet recovery as a consequence of larger total-pressure-defect regions at 
the AIP. Distortion patterns generally contain radial and circumferential elements. Numerical inlet performance 
characteristics are used together with pattern data to establish the need for and to conduct quantitative assessments of 
engine performance in distorted flow. Data for three inlets are presented in Figures 77, 78, and 79. The steady or time-
averaged inlet data are expressed in terms of ARP1420 recommended distortion descriptor elements and area-weighted 
face-average total pressure. 

 

Figure 77 - Supersonic, two-dimensional, external-compression inlet,  
Mach 2.0, cruise incidence, fixed ramps 
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Figure 78 - Supersonic, two-dimensional, external-compression inlet,  
distortion characteristics during low-speed operation 
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Figure 79 - Short subsonic bifurcated inlet 

The figures illustrate several features relevant to the assessment of installed engine performance. The long-duct supersonic 
inlet in a typical cruise configuration exhibits low radial and circumferential distortion (Figure 77). Installed engine 
performance is predominantly dependent on the face-average total-pressure level. An assessment of performance changes 
due to distortion is unlikely to be necessary in this case. Low speed data for a different supersonic inlet design are presented 
in Figure 78. Distortion elements are higher for the intermediate and maximum flow conditions. An assessment of 
performance changes due to distortion is likely to be necessary in this case. The short subsonic bifurcated inlet (Figure 79) 
exhibits peak recovery at cruise incidence, and the circumferential intensity elements are high. Both recovery and distortion 
deteriorate with incidence. An assessment of performance changes due to distortion may be required in this case also. 

6.1.2 Face-Average Total Pressure 

Alternate definitions of face-average total pressure are possible at the AIP in distorted flow conditions. This situation stems 
from the fundamental fluid mechanical difficulty of constructing a unique one-dimensional or equivalent face-average flow 
that can simultaneously account for mass flow, momentum, and energy-flux variations across the AIP. Definitions which are 
employed include flow-continuity, area-weighted (area-averaged), mass-flow-weighted, momentum-weighted, and entropy-
derived face averaging. Differences in the numerical values of the alternate face-average definitions can be on the order of 
1% of the face-average total-pressure level, depending on pattern shape. 
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Area-averaged total pressure is used widely throughout the Aerospace Industry, has considerable technical merit, is simple 
and easy to apply, and eases inlet and engine data acquisition and processing requirements. Area-averaging greatly 
facilitates the definition and quantification of distortion at the AIP, and is the recommended basis of ARP1420 guidelines. 
Alternative definitions, appropriate to a particular propulsion system development, such as mass-flow weighting for 
compressor efficiency accounting, can be related to the area-averaged value for defined AIP patterns. 

When instrumentation rings are located at centers of equal area: 

 ( ) ( )∑ ∑ ∫
= = 





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



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N
1PFAV  (Eq. 82) 

where:  

N = number of instrumentation rings and (PAV)i are the ring-average total pressures 

The numerical distortion descriptor elements are defined relative to the area-averaged AIP mean total pressure, PFAV. The 
above definition implies that: 

 ∑
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
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PR  (Eq. 83) 

where:  

iP
PR








 ∆  are the radial intensity elements 

ARP1420 guidelines for assessing installed engine performance in distorted flow conditions thus involve accounting for 
baseline uniform-flow performance using the area-averaged AIP total pressure, and performance changes due to distortion 
relative to this area-averaged datum. 

In this context it may be noted that, by virtue of the area weighting involved, PFAV is related to the conservation of 
momentum flux at the AIP. 

6.1.3 Inlet Data Acquisition 

As time-averaged performance is of prime interest, it is usual to base assessments on steady-state AIP pressure data 
obtained from a low-response instrumentation array used for sub- and full-scale inlet tests (Section 8). Early assessments 
of inlet performance use small-scale inlet data, accounting for Reynolds number effects at defined performance conditions 
within the operational envelope. Testing at the maximum Reynolds number that is both practical and affordable is 
recommended. This practice places the data acquisition Reynolds number as close as possible to the flight Reynolds 
number, minimizing the extrapolation necessary to perform a Reynolds number correction to the steady state total-pressure-
recovery data. This practice also improves the data acquisition accuracy by placing the pressure sensed by the transducers 
more toward the center of their operating range. Additionally, this would minimize any adjustments necessary to the 
subscale model geometry to account for differences between subscale and flight Reynolds numbers. For a given scale of 
inlet model there will be a minimum Reynolds number below which performance data would be unacceptable due to the 
issues mentioned above. 

6.2 Engine Performance Data 

Prior to discussing guidelines for procedures to assess the effects of distortion on performance, illustrative examples of the 
effects of distortion on engine and engine compression components are presented to highlight the main technical issues 
and candidate data needs. The data presented apply to time-averaged or steady-state distortion and performance. 
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6.2.1 Compression Components Response to Distortion - Examples 

The upstream, low-pressure compressor or fan is unshielded from, and is most likely to be affected by, the inlet flow 
distortion. Significant changes in the fan performance map can occur. 

Compressor rig tests with screen-simulated total-pressure distortion should include classical (square-wave) patterns and 
simulated aircraft inlet patterns (7.2). Tests using classical patterns provide information on the types of distortion to which 
the compressor is most sensitive. Tests are conducted for both stability and performance evaluations and usually include 
distortions more severe than those corresponding to aircraft mission performance points. The test data provide a basis for 
deriving compressor numerical performance/distortion sensitivity factors. 

The results obtained from rig tests of a five-stage axial compressor with three classical time-averaged circumferential 
distortion patterns are presented in Figure 80. The multiple-per-rev elements were unity. At these levels of circumferential 
distortion, which are typical of those encountered in the mixed radial and circumferential patterns of inlets at cruise 
conditions, flow and efficiency losses were less than 1% and were of the order of the measurement accuracy. Area-averaged 
compressor performance was not greatly affected. 

The results of a seven-stage axial compressor test with classical circumferential screen patterns are shown in Figure 81 
(Reference 2.2.6). Screen details are presented in Table 10. 

In this case the predominant distortion effect for the more severe patterns (screens 3 and 4) was loss of corrected flow, 
particularly close to the stability limit. Efficiency changes (not shown) also occurred. The data give an indication of the 
measurement scatter problem for less severe distortions (screens 1, 3, and 2 of No. 1). 

The results of tests of the same seven-stage compressor with hub-radial and tip-radial patterns are shown in Figure 82. 
Classical and graded tip-radial patterns were tested. A mixed classical pattern consisting of the tip-radial and 90 degrees 
circumferential screens was also tested. Screen data are presented in Table 11. 

The dominant effects observed were loss of compressor corrected flow for the hub-radial distortion and a gain in corrected 
flow for tip-radial distortion when the compressor is unchoked. AIP distortion, tip-radial distortion in this case, does not 
necessarily produce losses in compressor corrected flow. The increase in corrected flow due to the graded tip-radial 
distortion, screen 21, was mitigated to some extent by adding the circumferential distortion element, screen 2, which had 
very little effect on flow when tested alone (Figure 81). 
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Figure 80 - Effect of classical circumferential inlet distortion patterns 
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Figure 81 - Rig compressor tests - classical distortion 

Table 10 - Classical circumferential screens 

Screen 
Extent (θ-), 
Degrees 

Intensity (ΔPC/P) 
(100% Flow) 

Multiple-Per-Rev 
(MPR) 

Clean Flow O - - - 

1 ∆  45 0.06 1 

2 �  90  0.044 1 

3 ◊ 180  0.064 1 

4 Y  90 0.07 1 

5 X 2 X 45  0.046 2 SAENORM.C
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Figure 82 - Rig compressor tests - radial and mixed distortion 

Table 11 - Radial and mixed screens 

Screen Distortion Type 
Radial Intensity 

(ΔPR/P) 
Radial Extent 

(Percent) 
Clean O - - - 

13 ◊ HUB-RADIAL 
(CLASSICAL) ±0.04 50 (Area) 

14 ∆ TIP-RADIAL 
(CLASSICAL) ±0.055 50 (Area) 

21 � TIP-RADIAL  
(LINEAR) 

RING: 1 2 3 4 5 
100 

 -0.15 -0.03 +0.02 +0.06 +0.10 

2 + 21 X MIXED SCREEN 2 + 21 100 

The data illustrate several points relevant to the assessment of distortion effects on performance: 

a. Testing with classical patterns provides important quantitative insights into compressor performance response. 

b. Some distortion elements can have a favorable effect. 

c. The interpretation of test data for moderate distortion levels can be occluded by data random error and repeatability 
scatter. 

The combined tip-radial and circumferential distortion pattern (screen 2+21) results imply that upstream compressors should 
be tested with inlet patterns to determine the performance changes. 

The results of testing on a three-stage turbofan are shown in Figure 83. The inlet pattern for this turbofan is illustrated in 
Figure 84. Overall fan performance was affected significantly, corrected flow and efficiency changes being approximately 
2%. In this case, additional data relevant to changes in split-flow outer diameter (OD) and inner diameter (ID) performance 
characteristics and bypass ratio may be required for analysis. 
  

SAENORM.C
OM : C

lick
 to

 vi
ew

 th
e f

ull
 PDF of

 ai
r14

19
d

https://saenorm.com/api/?name=b515c84efd321ae6b1ed699db6e8f575


 
SAE INTERNATIONAL AIR1419™D Page 114 of 224 
 
 

 

Figure 83 - Rig compressor tests - screen simulated distortion 
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Figure 84 - Simulated inlet-distortion screen #1 

The assessment procedures can use compressor test results in the form of modified performance maps for specified 
distortion patterns, as discrete changes due to those patterns, or as changes correlated with numerical distortion descriptors. 
An example correlation for a three-stage research compressor tested with a number of classical patterns is shown in Figure 
85 (Reference 2.2.6). Fan corrected flow, pressure ratio, and efficiency changes for nominal matching of the operating line 
correlated well with radial distortion. Tip-radial distortions were favorable, and hub-radial distortions were unfavorable. 
Circumferential distortion elements were not dominant in this case. The particular distortion descriptor used for the 
correlation is defined by a combination of radial distortion elements: 

 
( ) ( ) ∑

=








 ∆
=

− N

1i i

ID 
P
PR

N
1

PFAV
PFAVPAV  (Eq. 84) 

where:  

iP
PR








 ∆  are the radial intensity elements, and N denotes the number of instrumentation rings describing the ID region 

of the patterns. (For this example, N = 2, and (PAV)ID equals the average pressure in the ID region.) 
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If the major effects of distortion are not confined to the upstream compressor, then compression component distortion 
transfer data - principally total pressure and temperature data - may be required to assess the effect of AIP distortion on 
downstream components. Pattern and numerical distortion descriptors at the low-pressure-compressor exit would be 
required for this purpose. 

 

Figure 85 - Distortion effects on three-stage fan compression 

6.2.2 Engine Response to Distortion - Examples 

Engine tests with total-pressure distortion play an important part in the assessment of performance changes due to 
distortion. The results of tests conducted in a direct-connect altitude test facility on a turbofan engine with inlet distortion 
simulated by a screen at Mach 0.9, 40 000 feet, standard day conditions appear in Figure 86. Data are presented in terms 
of changes in corrected fuel consumption and corrected gross thrust relative to tests with undistorted inlet flow. No significant 
trends in the corrected gross thrust and fuel flow changes due to distortion were observed in the data range from 70 to 
100% corrected fan speed for this limited sample test case. Airflow changes were on the order of 0.5%. 

HU
 

HU
 

HU
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Engine tests in both undistorted and distorted inlet flows are necessary to establish distortion effects. Individual data points 
can be misleading. A factor of some importance in the interpretation of the data is that of accounting for screen pressure 
loss which affects the engine test Mach number/altitude setting for a given nominal flight condition, the power extraction, 
and the intercomponent match. No corrections for engine final nozzle rematch were necessary in this choked nozzle 
operating case. 

 

Figure 86 - Turbofan engine performance with inlet distortion 
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Results obtained from turbofan engine tests conducted on a sea-level test stand with a classical circumferential inlet 
distortion pattern can be seen in Figure 87. Significant changes in corrected gross thrust and specific fuel consumption were 
caused by the inlet screen. Specific fuel consumption increased by 6% and thrust decreased by 2% relative to undistorted-
flow engine performance. These changes were not due solely to the effects of distortion, however, but to the combined 
effect of distortion and loss of inlet recovery which caused engine component rematching with the unchoked mixed-flow 
nozzle. Corrections to the measured results for the effect of the screen losses reduced the magnitudes of the performance 
changes so that they fell within the undistorted-flow engine-performance data scatter. Corrections for average total-pressure 
loss are necessary in order to isolate the effect of distortion if the screen loss does not correspond to that of the inlet loss. 
Tests with uniform screens designed to simulate the distortion screen pressure losses may be required to establish the 
appropriate corrections and validate cycle deck calculations. 

 

Figure 87 - Turbofan engine with classical circumferential distortion pattern 
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Inlet flow distortion can affect rated performance if the engine control employs discrete or local-flow parameter sensing, 
e.g., a local exhaust pipe total-temperature signal. In this case very significant changes in performance due to distortion can 
occur due to flow profile effects within the engine, created as a consequence of AIP distortion transfer. Circumferential total-
temperature profiles at high-pressure (HP) compressor and low-pressure (LP) turbine exits for a turbofan engine operating 
at constant HP compressor speed behind the screen-simulated distortion can be seen in Figure 88. The distortion pattern 
is shown in Figure 89. Significant performance changes would result if the engine were controlled to a fixed temperature 
limit using a single local sensor. The performance change would depend on the sensor location relative to the distortion 
pattern. This, in fact, occurred, as can be seen in Figure 90. The changes in normalized specific fuel consumption, gross 
thrust, airflow, and LP and HP compressor speeds were very significant. The data, which were derived from sea-level-static 
tests, are uncorrected for screen loss, which was constant for all screen positions. The data points were obtained by rotating 
the screen. Results obtained from turbofan engine tests where a fan pressure ratio control was being investigated appear 
in Figure 91. Significant changes in fan operating line position were observed for various screen positions. 

 

Figure 88 - Turbofan engine performance with distortion 
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Figure 89 - Simulated inlet-distortion screen #2 
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Figure 90 - Turbofan engine performance—screen position effect 
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Figure 91 - Effect of engine sensor location 

Compression system designs which incorporate variable geometry, e.g., variable stagger stator blading, may employ local 
flow sensors to schedule the geometry. In such cases, the effect of flow distortion on the schedule and the resultant change 
in component matching and overall engine performance should be evaluated. 

The data illustrate that performance assessment procedures may need to account for circumferential distortion pattern 
position and that more than one screen position may need to be tested to cover multi-engine (mirror imaged) installations. 
Engine control mode and sensor selection studies should address the anticipated distortion characteristics. In view of the 
complexity of the question, engine tests would be necessary to account such effects with confidence. 
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6.3 Assessment Procedures 

Procedures for assessing the effect of AIP total-pressure distortion on engine performance are part of the procedure for 
evaluating installed engine performance. A prime concern is to identify the technical need to account distortion effects 
explicitly. This need should be judged against performance and performance accuracy goals and the anticipated severity of 
the distortion problem. Each propulsion system should be considered on its own merits. 

Assessment procedures for determining installed engine performance fall into two broad categories: Performance Synthesis 
and Performance Testing. Synthesis and testing activities interact. They are not sequential, and they evolve as updated 
information becomes available. A logic flow chart for the evaluation of installed engine performance is shown in Figure 92. 

Performance synthesis activities include: 

1. Assessments of baseline undistorted flow or uninstalled performance using estimated or empirical engine component 
data. 

2. Assessments of installed performance based on AIP face-average pressure and engine component data. 

3. Assessments of AIP distortion effects using component distortion response data. 

Performance testing activities are organized to yield performance data for: 

1. The uninstalled engine in undistorted flow. Programs may include sea level test stand and altitude test facility (ATF) 
testing. 

2. The “installed” engine with simulated AIP distortion. Programs may include distortion tests on the sea level test stand 
and in the ATF with simulation of aircraft services, including bleed and power extraction. 

3. The inlet plus engine. Programs may include sea level test stand and free-jet ATF testing. 

4. The installed flight test engine. 

Performance assessments are conducted at operational conditions defined in Table 12. 
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Figure 92 - Installed engine performance assessment guideline 

Table 12 - Operational conditions 

Aircraft Inlet Engine 
Temperature Configuration Power Level 
Altitude Bleed Service Bleeds 
Flight Speed Reynolds No./Scale Power Extraction 
Attitude (α, β) Mass Flow Afterburner 
Thrust (Drag) Level  Thrust Reverse 

6.3.1 Performance Synthesis 

Synthesis methods are organized into steady-state and transient computer programs, or performance and handling decks, 
which incorporate engine component performance maps and matching and control logic in mathematical models of the 
engine. Treatments of uninstalled and installed engine performance based on AIP face-average total pressure are well 
established. For example, steady-state and transient performance presentations for digital computational programs are 
presented in AS681J. Other relevant data are presented in ARP246C, ARP1210D, and AS755D. 
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In assessing installed performance on a face-average inlet pressure basis, engine rematching due to changes in inlet 
pressure level and in non-dimensional engine performance parameters is taken into account. The non-dimensional 
component performance maps correspond to undistorted AIP flow conditions. This implies that the effects of distortion on 
the non-dimensional performance maps (in particular, compressor maps) are assumed to be negligible. Rematching effects 
due to distortion are assumed to be small. Changes in engine internal flow profiles and distortion effects on the control 
system are assumed not to occur. 

Synthesis outputs at matched inlet flow conditions are installed thrust, airflow, fuel consumption, aircraft performance 
parameters, and engine gas generator performance and control parameters. 

The extent to which explicit distortion assessment procedures are incorporated into a performance synthesis methodology 
will depend on the particular propulsion system and initial assessments of the magnitudes of the performance changes likely 
to be involved. Experience may, for instance, indicate that distortion will not affect installed engine performance significantly 
and that detailed assessments will not be required. The quality of information on the inlet and engine available during the 
conceptual studies and preliminary design phases of the power-plant development will be relevant. 

6.3.1.1 Inlet Recovery Guidelines 

The need to account for distortion is indicated by the level of inlet recovery. A level close to 100% indicates a low 
performance effect, while low levels mean that distortion effects might be significant. This stems from the fact that recovery 
and distortion levels are often correlated in the inlet data. Loss of recovery may be used in face-average performance 
synthesis programs to establish performance sensitivity factors - Δ(Thrust)/ΔPFAV, Δ(Fuel)/ΔPFAV - at a given operating 
condition. Losses may be expressed relative to a standard inlet recovery schedule. 

A first assessment of the effects of distortion on turbofan engines can be made by representing the AIP distortion as an 
equivalent OD (bypass) and ID (core) square-wave, radial, total-pressure distortion. Inlet OD and ID recovery factors may 
then be defined and input to engine performance decks incorporating split-flow fan characteristics, i.e., separate bypass 
and core-flow performance accounting methodology. Estimated distortion patterns and actual inlet patterns, if available, can 
be used, and parametric studies can be conducted. The OD/ID split line may be taken as the radial stream-tube 
corresponding to the matched engine bypass ratio. 
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 (Eq. 85) 

For an ID (core) region having n instrumentation rings in the ID flow, the average ID total pressure is related to the face-
average total pressure by: 
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and for the OD (bypass) region having (N-n) rings in the OD flow, the average OD total-pressure is given by: 
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where:  

 ( ) ( ) ( ) PFAVPAV
N

nNPAV
N
n

ODID =
−

+ , and 
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






 ∆  are the distortion radial intensity elements 

The procedure is illustrated in Figure 93. 
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Figure 93 - Split-flow AIP distortion analysis example 

An example performance synthesis output for a separate-flow two-spool turbofan engine operating at sea-level static, 
standard-day conditions, is given in Table 13. Thrust data for engine operation either at constant fan speed or constant jet 
pipe (LP turbine exit) total temperature are provided for cases where the inlet total-pressure loss is confined either to the 
bypass or the core flow region of the AIP (square-wave radial pattern). A local pressure loss of 10% was assumed. The 
effects on thrust are expressed in terms of thrust loss sensitivity factors and are compared to uniform flow thrust loss factors. 
Significant differences occur in the engine total thrust sensitivity, depending on the location of the total-pressure defect 
region and engine control mode. In this example, hub-radial distortion nearly doubled the thrust loss factor in the 
temperature-control mode. Data on engine internal temperature, pressure, spool speed, flow, bypass ratio, and fuel 
consumption changes can also be obtained as outputs. 
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Table 13 - Turbofan thrust loss synthesis 

Engine Control Mode 
Constant Fan Speed 

100% 
Constant Jet Pipe 

Temperature 

Inlet Recovery  
Loss Region 

Overall 
(Uniform 

Loss) 

Core 
 

By-
Pass 

 

Overall 
(Uniform 

Loss) 

Core 
 

By-Pass 
 

      

Local Recovery Loss ~ Percent 10 
(Datum) 

10 (ID) 
0 (OD) 

0 (ID) 
10 (OD) 

10 
(Datum) 

10 (ID) 
0 (OD) 

0 (ID) 
10 (OD) 

Distortion       

PFAV
PAVPFAV ID −  0 +0.0615 -0.0604 0 +0.0615 -0.0593* 

PFAV
PAVPFAV OD −  0 -0.0427 +0.0456 0 -0.0427 +0.0466 

PFAV Recovery Loss ~ Percent 10 4.1 5.7 10 4.1 5.6 

Thrust Loss ~ Percent 15.8 5.9 9.6 16.4 13.1 3.4 

Thrust Sensitivity       

% LOSSRECOVERY PFAV 
% LOSS THRUST  1.58 

(Datum) 1.54 1.73 1.64 
(Datum) 3.3 0.62 

Radial Distortion       

PFAV
PAVPAV ODID −  0 -0.104 +0.106 0 -0.104 +0.106 

Thrust Sensitivity Change ~ Percent 0 -0.04 +0.15 0 +1.66 -1.02 

             
The example, which can be generalized to cover other distortion cases, illustrates three points of general interest: 

a. Turbofan performance synthesis programs can provide valuable and timely quantitative indications of the effect of 
distortion on engine performance for defined AIP patterns - inlet type or parametric patterns - and engine control modes. 

b. Performance changes can be correlated with numerical distortion descriptors (results in Table 13 may be expressed as 
differences). 

c. Such correlations are only valid for a specified class of distortion so that care is required when attempting generalized 
correlations. Different results would be obtained for different ID/OD total pressure distributions. 

Appropriate provisions for engine component rematching at specified propulsion system operating conditions should be 
included in the computational system. 

6.3.1.2 Distortion Data Use 

The assessment outlined above accounts for engine component rematching and control interactions but uses undistorted 
or clean-flow component non-dimensional performance maps and excludes the potential effects of distortion on engine 
control sensing in the mathematical modeling. 
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Assessments of the performance effects of AIP distortion can be updated during the development phase when the effects 
of distortion on engine component performance maps - in particular those of the compression system - are available from 
component rig and engine tests. Distortion test results then can be used in higher-order mathematical models appropriate 
to the powerplant under development. 

Numerical assessment programs using empirical distortion data should provide for the following inputs: 

a. Numerical AIP distortion descriptor elements. 

b. Performance-related AIP distortion parameters. (These combined descriptor elements are not necessarily the same as 
those for stability assessments.) 

c. Performance changes within compressor, main combustion, turbine, afterburner, and nozzle components. 

d. Control system effects. 

A logic flow chart illustrating alternate procedures for synthesizing engine performance changes due to distortion is shown 
in Figure 94. The main points of this procedure are: 

a. Distorted compressor performance maps, available from compressor rig tests with a given AIP distortion pattern, can 
be directly input to the steady-state computer programs (refer to AS681J) as an alternative to the undistorted flow map, 
to enable matched thrust, fuel consumption, airflow and other engine performance variables to be determined. The 
impact of distortion can be established by comparing face-average assessment outputs. This procedure is an important 
turbofan assessment option where ID/OD rematching is important. Split-flow fan performance characteristics are 
required in this case. 

b. Compressor distortion-response data for a given AIP pattern can be expressed incrementally as changes in corrected 
airflow, tt /W δθ∆ , and efficiency, Δη, for specified compressor operating conditions. The increments may be functions 
of several relevant compressor flow variables, for example, Nc and PR (Figure 82). Separate terms for ID and OD flows 
may be necessary for assessing turbofans. The component performance increments may be used as input data to the 
engine matching program to provide absolute or normalized engine performance with inlet distortion. 

c. Compressor flow and efficiency increments may be correlated with the distortion descriptors at specified compressor 
operating conditions provided a suitable background of component testing has been conducted. Correlated changes 
may be input to the engine matching program. This procedure is straightforward for turbojet engine assessments. 
However, care is required in turbofan applications to assure correct ID/OD matching. Distortion transfer data applied to 
downstream components provide similar input data to the engine matching program, which may need to provide for 
estimating the effects of flow profile changes on engine control functions. 
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Figure 94 - Steady-state performance assessment with inlet distortion 

A flexible approach to the organization of performance synthesis procedures should be adopted whenever possible in order 
to facilitate program options. 

6.3.2 Performance Testing 

Engine and engine component tests with distortion provide data essential for the assessment and validation of distortion 
effects on installed engine performance. Component and engine test data acquisition should be regarded as complementary 
processes. Test planning and implementation guidelines are presented in Section 7 together with a discussion of available 
test techniques. 

General points relevant to data acquisition for performance assessments are: 

a. Engine tests provide data for installed components and extend rig experience to include the effects of component 
interactions (rig-engine interference terms). 

b. Engine tests provide development data on flow profile/control system sensor interactions for appropriate patterns and 
pattern positions, which may affect control system design. 

c. Measurement repeatability and accuracy in rig-component and engine tests are primary considerations as the 
quantification of performance changes due to distortion essentially involves measuring small differences between large 
quantities. The validity of performance loss/distortion data correlations and the amount of testing required to establish 
meaningful performance changes rest heavily on the measurement technology employed. Assessments should be 
accompanied by uncertainty analyses. 
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d. AIP distortion patterns tested for performance should correspond to inlet patterns representative of prime mission 

performance points. 

e. The need for tests at distortion levels high enough to produce measurable performance changes should be considered. 

f. The effects of screen loss on engine rematching, in particular for unchoked nozzle operation, need to be isolated if 
distortion-induced performance changes are to be accounted for explicitly. This may require uniform screen testing 
through the requisite test flow range. 

g. Adjustments to nominal test conditions (for example, screen inlet pressure levels) may be required to account for screen 
losses over the test flow range and provide controlled performance assessment data. 

Assessment data acquired from inlet-plus-engine ground facility tests, flying test beds, and flight development prototype 
aircraft are included implicitly in measurements made with gas path instrumentation. The quality of flight-test performance 
assessment data will depend on the extent to which instrument calibrations include the effects of AIP distortion. The 
increased trend towards the use of on-board diagnostic and monitoring data systems provides means for acquiring engine 
performance in service operation. 

6.4 Time-Variant Distortion 

Current methods of accounting for the effects of steady-state total-pressure distortion at the AIP on steady-state engine 
performance use time-averaged data from the low-response instrumentation located at the AIP. Available information is 
insufficient to define the effect of time-variant AIP total pressure distortion and PFAV fluctuations on steady-state engine 
installed thrust, fuel consumption, and airflow. At typical mission performance points, AIP distortion data indicate that 
turbulence levels are low and the performance effect minimal. 

Data available from compression component rig tests indicate that the time-averaged performance may be affected by time-
dependent flow (References 2.2.7 and 2.2.8). Random AIP flow fluctuations may cause losses of corrected flow in the order 
of 1% ± 0.5% RMS total-pressure amplitude (filter range 0 to 1500 Hz). The test results indicate that compressor 
performance responds to a wider turbulence frequency range than compressor stability. 

7. DISTORTION TESTING 

Tests provide the technical data base for the development and verification of the stability and performance assessments 
discussed in Sections 5 and 6. The validity of the assessments depends on the quality of the data base generated during 
the test effort. A program, with techniques defined in terms of the instrumentation, data management, equipment, 
procedures, and analysis and communication of results, should be established by all involved parties to assure maximum 
utilization of the data. 

The primary objectives of distortion tests are to define the flow distortion characteristics of the inlet and to quantitatively 
determine the effects of distortion on the stability and performance of the engine. The scope of the test effort must be tailored 
to the specific needs of the propulsion system. The extent and type of the tests must be balanced with regard for system 
requirements, program milestones, program risk assessments, program schedules, and cost constraints. Tests may be 
required on inlet and aircraft components, engine and engine components, and the propulsion system. Information acquired 
from these tests decreases the risk of incompatibility between the inlet and engine as propulsion system development 
progresses (Figure 95). 
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Figure 95 - Distortion assessment uncertainty during propulsion system life cycle 

7.1 Inlet and Aircraft Component Tests 

A purpose of the inlet system is to supply the desired quantity and quality of air to the engine. A well-constructed inlet 
development program is necessary to identify appropriate performance, weight and cost trades. The tests required depend 
on the degree of complexity and risk associated with individual designs. Highly integrated systems, involving significant 
advances in the state-of-the-art, may require tests that extend over a period of years. With a concomitant engine 
development program, time phasing and appropriate information exchanges become critical to the development of an 
optimal system. In less complex programs, or where a higher degree of technical risk is acceptable, limited tests over a 
relatively short time period may be adequate. 

A checklist, identifying test objectives during various stages of the inlet development program, is given in Table 14. 
Appropriate wind tunnel models, test facilities, major independent test variables, and data requirements are summarized. 
Tests are grouped in three major categories: (1) inlet development tests, (2) inlet verification tests, and (3) full-scale, inlet-
engine compatibility tests. Individual aircraft development programs may require the use of various combinations of these 
tests. 

Inlet/aircraft models of differing scales are tested in a number of facilities to acquire inlet data. Model scale, Reynolds 
number, and facility type can all introduce uncertainties in the data. Tests with short subsonic inlets have indicated that the 
distortion in flight may be significantly different from the distortion measured in scale model tests due to the effect of engine 
pumping, Reynolds number, and other wind-tunnel-to-flight differences. Data in Reference 2.2.9 show that engine pumping 
substantially reduces distortion following separation at high angles of attack. It appears that these effects are most significant 
in close-coupled installations such as those utilized in commercial aircraft. Programs on conventional supersonic inlets 
indicate that, with sufficient attention to detail, good correlation can be obtained between subscale and full-scale model tests 
for selected inlet configurations (References 2.2.10 to 2.2.12). The data indicate that Reynolds number effects on inlet 
distortion due to model scale and/or tunnel conditions were negligible at static and subsonic conditions, provided Reynolds 
number is sufficiently high to preclude non-representative flow and separation in the inlet duct. Full-scale test article data at 
high Reynolds number showed higher total-pressure recovery and slightly lower distortion compared to results with sub-
scale models. Comparable results were obtained in both blowdown and continuous wind tunnel facilities.  
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Flight test and wind tunnel results are compared in Reference 2.2.12. Distortion patterns recorded during flight tests were 
found to be similar to wind tunnel results obtained during static, subsonic and supersonic operation. Flight data resulted 
generally in slightly higher total-pressure recovery and slightly lower total-pressure distortion than recorded during 
comparable wind-tunnel conditions. These differences were smaller than the differences recorded among different aircraft 
at comparable operating conditions. Results, comparing data from full-scale inlet/engine tests with data from “cold pipe” (no 
engine present) tests, indicated that the effects on total-pressure recovery and distortion were negligible. The latter result 
is attributed to good simulation of the acoustic impedance of the engine achieved by locating the choking station (used for 
airflow control) close to the AIP. 

7.1.1 Inlet Development Tests 

Small-scale inlet test results are used to define the inlet/forebody configuration. Tests to evaluate the inlet in terms of the 
flow quality at the AIP, to evaluate inlet drag, to identify appropriate trades, and to optimize performance are described in 
this section.  

7.1.1.1 Internal Performance 

Internal performance (defined by total-pressure recovery and distortion at the AIP, airflow, and the inlet operating stability 
limits) is obtained from (1) isolated-inlet tests, (2) subsonic-supersonic inlet/forebody tests, and (3) low speed inlet/forebody 
tests. These tests are described separately in Table 14. However, no single test accomplishes all the stated objectives. In 
practice, the design process is iterative and requires more than one wind tunnel entry. Each test generates data that are 
used to modify the configuration for the next test. Tests are conducted with small-scale models to permit the use of less 
expensive test facilities. To a great extent, model size is determined by wind tunnel capability, but the model should be at 
least 1/10 scale to achieve accurate geometric similarity. Typically, the allowable projected frontal area of models required 
to simulate the downstream aerodynamic environment should be approximately 1% of the cross-sectional area of the test 
section. The allowable model size for tests in which only the inlet conditions need be simulated can be approximately 15% 
of the cross-sectional area of the test section. Of paramount importance during the conduct of any inlet test is the accurate 
measurement of inlet mass flow. This parameter is the primary correlation variable between various types and categories 
of tests and from subscale to full scale. 

CFD and empirical methods are usually employed to estimate initial inlet performance. Initial inlet tests may be performed 
with an isolated inlet model in a facility that permits frequent access to the model. Geometry, flight Mach number and engine 
airflow are duplicated. The tests update the initial configuration evaluation and performance estimates. Alternate geometries 
(ramp, sideplate, diffuser, internal line, cowl lip) are evaluated. Limited dynamic instrumentation is used to identify potential 
distortion problems. The tests provide sufficient data to permit detailed configuration development. 

An example of an isolated-inlet test facility is shown in Figure 96. The subsonic diffuser model was built to evaluate the 
internal performance of various inlet duct configurations. Total pressure recovery, steady-state distortion, and RMS pressure 
levels were measured by a 40-probe rake mounted at the simulated engine face station. Internal components could be 
changed easily to evaluate different diffusers. Other low-cost techniques are also available for investigating subsonic 
diffusers. One method, employing an altitude chamber as a vacuum source, is described in Reference 2.2.13. 

Inlet/forebody models, tested at low speed, subsonic and supersonic conditions, are configured with a forebody, a wing 
stub, if required, any forward control surfaces, and other aircraft features which affect the flow forward of the inlet. Flow-
field tests are performed to measure the local Mach number and the flow direction of the air entering the inlet. For some 
tests, the inlet is replaced by a rake of flow-field probes and is tested over the Mach number and attitude range. Flow-field 
data are used to optimize inlet placement and orientation. CFD has largely replaced this type of testing. 
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Table 14 - Inlet and aircraft component tests 

Model/Facility/Test Variables Data Objectives 
Inlet Development Tests 
 
 A. Isolated Inlet Model 
  1. Inlet Alone (Scale > 0.1) 
  2. Blowdown Wind Tunnel 
  3. Mach, Inlet MFR, Geometry 
  
  
  
  
  

 
 
Steady-State AIP Pressures 
Limited Turbulence 
Engine Airflow 

 
 
Inlet Sizing 
Internal Diffuser Lines 
Cowl/Sideplate Arrangements 
Initial BLC Configurations 
Bypass/Auxiliary Inlet Configurations 
Inlet Stability Characteristics 
Buzz Frequencies/Amplitude 
Ramp Configurations 
Inlet Shielding Devices for Radar Cross Section (RCS) 

 
 B. Subsonic-Supersonic Inlet/Forebody Model 
  1. Inlet/Forebody with Fwd A/C Control 

Surfaces/Wing Stub (Scale > 0.1) 
  2. Blowdown Wind Tunnel 
  3. Mach, α, β, Inlet MFR, Bleed Airflow, ECS 

Airflow, Geometry 

 
Steady-State AIP Pressures 
High-Response AIP Pressures 
Engine, Bleed, ECS Airflows 
Static Pressure Distribution 

 
Initial Subsonic/Supersonic Inlet Performance and Distortion 

Characteristics 
Boundary Layer Gutter Development 
Inlet Flow Field 
Inlet-to-Inlet Interdependence 
Inlet Control Sensor Locations 
Inlet Control Schedules 
Maneuver Envelopes 
Bleed Separation & Exit Configurations 
A/C Control Surface Vortex Ingestion 
Bypass Configurations 
ECS Scoop Configurations 
Inlet Shielding Devices for RCS 
Inlet Stability Limits 
External Stores Inlet/Engine Airflow Matching 

 
 C. Low-Speed Inlet/Forebody Model 
  1. Same Model as B.1. Above 
  2. Low Speed, Continuous Wind Tunnel 
  3. Mach, α, β, Inlet MFR, Geometry 

 
Steady-State AIP Pressures 
High-Response AIP Pressures 
Engine Airflow 
Static Pressure Distribution 

 
Initial Static/Take-off (Mach < 0.2) Performance & Distortion 

Characteristics 
Auxiliary Inlet Arrangements 
Ground Plane Effects 
Crosswinds 
Nose Gear Wake Ingestion 
Wing Slat Effects 
Off-Schedule Ramp Geometry 
High α/β, Operation to Support A/C Stall Investigations 

 
 D. Drag Models 
  1. Complete Aircraft Model with Appropriate 

Portions of Inlet on Force Balance (Scale < 
0.1), Forebody Model, or Aerodynamic Model 
to Obtain Spillage Drag 

  2. Continuous and/or Blowdown Wind Tunnel 
  3. Mach, α, β, Geometry 
 

 
Inlet Drag Components 
External Static Pressures 

 
Drag Data to Support Inlet Configuration Trades and to 

Estimate Installed Performance 

Inlet Verification Tests 
 
  1. Inlet/Forebody with Fwd A/C Control (Scale ≈ 

0.2) 
  2. Continuous Wind Tunnel 
  3. Mach, α, β, Inlet MFR, Bleed Airflow, ECS 

Airflow, Geometry 

 
 
Steady-State AIP Pressures 
High-Response AIP Pressures 
Engine, Bleed, ECS Airflows 
Static Pressure Distribution 

 
 
Critical High-Response Distortion Patterns and Levels 
Reduced Bleed Requirements 
Inlet Performance Over Flight and Maneuver Envelopes 
Wake/Vortex Ingestion Envelopes 
Duct Loads - Hammershock 
Weapon Bay Doors - Spoilers 
External Stores 
Refined Control Schedules 
External Pods, Scoops 
Inlet Shielding Devices for RCS 
Refined Inlet Control Sensor Locations 
Bypass Door Operation 

Inlet/Engine Compatibility   
 
  1. Full-Scale Inlet Model and Prototype Inlet 

Control, Prototype Engine and Control Tests 
Consist of 3 Phases: 

   a. Inlet Alone  
   b. Inlet Plus Inlet Control (No Engine Present 
   c. Inlet Plus Inlet Control (Engine Present) 
  2. Continuous Wind Tunnel 
  3. Mach, Limited α, Inlet MFR, Geometry, 

Distortion 

 
Steady-State AIP Pressures 
High-Response AIP Pressures 
Inlet/Engine Airflows 
Inlet Static Pressures 
Full Engine Instrumentation 

 
Inlet/Engine Compatibility Demonstration 
Inlet Control Operation 
Inlet Control Response Rates 
Engine Control Sensitivity to A/C Distortion 
Inlet Stability Limits 
Engine Throttle Transients 
Hammershock Loads 
Vortex Ingestion 
Engine Distortion Tolerance 
Flight Test Instrumentation Checkout 
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More than one series of inlet/forebody tests may be necessary to acquire the internal performance data. Tests are conducted 
over the full range of flight conditions from static operation to high Mach number. A full complement of low- and high-
response AIP instrumentation is employed to obtain distortion data. All parts of the aircraft that affect the inlet internal 
operation are duplicated. 

 

Figure 96 - Subsonic diffuser model for investigating internal performance 

As an example, a 0.10-scale B-1 model with a single nacelle dual-inlet design mounted to a complete fuselage forebody 
with stub wings is shown in Figure 97. A weapons bay just forward of the nacelle is simulated. This model was used to 
determine the effects of weapons bay doors and external stores on inlet performance. Tests were conducted to define inlet 
performance in detail, identify the effects of the aircraft and adjacent inlets, define the inlet control requirements, and provide 
data to refine the initial design. 

Diagnostic testing in a low-speed (Mach 0.2) wind tunnel can also be of value for screening configuration changes. Use of 
the low-speed tunnel permits the use of a large-scale model in a continuous flow environment. Flow visualization tests of 
the diffuser can be conducted. In addition, AIP steady-state instrumentation can be used as an evaluation tool. These tests 
permit assessment of inlet changes in the presence of a flow field and are relatively inexpensive. 
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Figure 97 - Inlet/forebody wind tunnel model 

7.1.1.2 External Performance 

The tests described above define and quantify the factors which affect internal performance. Concurrently, tests should be 
conducted to evaluate external performance which includes all drag items chargeable to the inlet (inlet spillage drag, bypass 
drag, bleed drag, and any interference effects of the inlet flow on aircraft drag). Because testing requires a complete aircraft 
model and the external flow field is important, the model is generally smaller than the internal performance model. It is 
designed with several internal balances and extensive static pressure instrumentation to evaluate the drag associated with 
the inlet. These tests provide drag data to evaluate configuration changes resulting from the internal performance tests as 
well as providing data for overall aircraft performance assessments. 

As an example, a 0.07-scale B-1 inlet drag model is shown in Figure 98. This model represents the left-hand dual inlet 
nacelle mounted to the fuselage forebody. Fuselage structural mode control vanes, stub wings, and the opposite-side flow-
through nacelle are simulated. Model drag is measured by an internal force balance supporting the metric portion of the 
system. The model provides incremental inlet drag data for installed engine performance calculations. 
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Figure 98 - Inlet drag wind tunnel model 

7.1.2 Inlet Verification Tests 

This test phase provides the final subscale evaluation of inlet internal performance. Model size is usually 15% scale or larger 
to assure that all forebody and other parts of the airframe which may influence the inlet flow field are represented. The 
overall purpose of verification tests is to define the inlet performance characteristics throughout the required Mach number, 
angle-of-attack, sideslip angle, and corrected airflow ranges. Items that affect the inlet are optimized. The model should fully 
represent each configuration item that has a potential influence on inlet operation. This requires that all scoops, vents, exits, 
and protuberances be simulated. As an example, an F-18E/F model, constructed for this type of testing, is shown in 
Figure 99. 

Auxiliary air induction systems, environmental control system inlets, radar cooling circuit scoops, gun bay purge devices 
and any system exhausts that may influence the inlet flowfield are evaluated during the tests. Flow and recovery 
characteristics are established as functions of speed and angle of attack. The effects of wake and shock ingestion from 
adjacent structures are evaluated. Typical items include flight-test or production noseboom, landing gear, auxiliary tanks 
and pods. An evaluation of aircraft protuberances should be made. Items include angle-of-attack vanes, total-pressure and 
total-temperature probes, and antennae. 
  

SAENORM.C
OM : C

lick
 to

 vi
ew

 th
e f

ull
 PDF of

 ai
r14

19
d

https://saenorm.com/api/?name=b515c84efd321ae6b1ed699db6e8f575


 
SAE INTERNATIONAL AIR1419™D Page 137 of 224 
 
 

 

Figure 99 - 0.176-scale F-18E/F model used for inlet verification tests 

Alternative inlet control-sensor locations are investigated during the tests. Several options can be evaluated simultaneously 
to establish locations that best provide the desired signals. Boundary-layer-bleed systems should be refined to minimize 
inlet drag. The inlet bypass system maintains satisfactory inlet operation during maneuvers while minimizing the total system 
drag (inlet spillage and bypass) for non-maneuvering conditions. Calibrated mass-flow measurements are required. Inlet 
operation in buzz is investigated. Distortion, in-phase pressure oscillation amplitudes, and frequency content at the AIP are 
used to evaluate engine response. Static pressure loads are obtained to determine structural design criteria for the inlet. 

Instrumentation for the inlet verification test phase is comprehensive. Low- and high-response static-pressure taps are 
located in the bleed and bypass systems and in the diffuser. The AIP is fully instrumented with both low- and high-response 
total-pressure probes. Static pressure taps at the AIP can provide further useful information. High-response instrumentation 
may be required in auxiliary air induction systems to determine if pressure oscillations occur. 

Digitized peak time-variant distortion data will provide patterns for stability evaluation by the engine manufacturer. Distortion 
trends with Mach number, angle of attack, angle of sideslip, and mass flow are established. Inlet recovery, stable-airflow 
range, and steady-state distortion data are obtained for use by the engine manufacturer to determine whether engine 
performance is affected. 

Results of verification tests are used to establish the final design of the inlet, including control schedules, bleed and bypass 
requirements, and external flow field effects. Definitive flow distortion and recovery levels are obtained for the final design. 

7.2 Engine and Engine Component Tests 

Engine and engine component tests are required to develop and verify the initial (design phase) assessments of the effects 
of inlet distortion on engine performance and stability. The tests that may be required are based on three engine-inlet AIP 
flow conditions: uniform, steady flow (7.2.1), steady-state distorted flow (7.2.2), and time-variant distorted flow (7.2.3). 

Candidate engine and engine component tests are shown in Table 15. The primary objective and data requirements for 
each type of test are outlined. Since inlet flow distortion may affect the basic aerodynamics of a number of engine 
components as well as interactions between those components and the engine control system, testing of the engine 
components (primarily the compression system components) and the engine is usually required. 
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Table 15 - Engine component and engine tests 

Objectives Tests Data 
Develop Flow Stability 
Define Descriptor(s) 
Define Control Sensor Locations 
Evaluate Off-Schedule Geometry 
Evaluate Bleed Effects 
Evaluate Reynolds Number Effects 

Compressor Rig/Diffuser Test with 
Classical and Flight Patterns 

Stability Pressure Ratio 
Airflow 
Efficiency 
Exit Profiles 
Distortion Sensitivities 
Control Tolerance 
Distortion Transfer 

Define Spool Interactions Dual Spool or Engine Tests with 
Distortion  

Burner Rig Tests with Distortion  

Spool Supercharging 
Bypass Ratio Shifts 
Speed Mismatch 
Stability Pressure Ratio 
Airflow 
Efficiency 
Exit Profiles 
Distortion Transfer 
Distortion Sensitivities 

Evaluate Compressor-Burner 
Interactions 

Define Control Sensor Locations 

Burner Rig Tests with Distortion Burner Pressure Loss 
Exit Temperature Profiles 
Exit Pattern Factor 
Rich/Lean Fuel/Air Limits 

Define Augmentor Stability 
Define Control Sensor Locations 

Augmentor Rig Tests Exit Total Pressure and Temperature 
Pressure Transients 
Rumble and Screech 
Light and Blowout 

Define Control System Destabilizing 
Effects 

Engine Tests with PLA Transients 
and Flight Trajectory Transients 

Fuel System Stability Checks 

Linkage Rates 
Travel Limits and Lags 
Compressor Operating Lines 
Fuel Pressure Pulsations 
Control Tolerance 

Define Engine Stability and 
Performance 

Engine Tests with Classical Patterns 
and Flight Patterns 

Installation Effects at Critical Flight 
Conditions 

Stability Limits 
Airflow(s) 
Efficiency(ies) 
Distortion Transfer 
Speed(s) 
Thrust 
Specific Fuel Consumption (SFC) 

Define Response to Time-Variant 
Distortion  

Engine Tests with Time-Variant 
Distortion 

Stability Limit 
Critical Compressor Airflow 

Define Response to Special User 
Requirements 

Engine Tests with:  Water Ingestion 
 Steam Ingestion 
 Hot Gas Ingestion 

Stable Operating Range 

Direct-connect test facilities provide controlled inlet flow conditions to the engine and are generally used for developing and 
verifying compressor and engine stability and performance. It is neither technically nor economically feasible to obtain 
sufficient data for in-depth assessments from free-jet or flight tests of the propulsion system. 

Inlet flow distortion may significantly affect engine mechanical integrity and life. Experience indicates that distortion may 
increase the risk of exceeding turbine nozzle and blade temperature limits, promote forced compressor rotor vibration and 
coupled blade-disk-mode excitation, increase stator stress loads, and affect compressor flutter onset limits 
(References 2.2.14 to 2.2.17). During engine tests with inlet distortion it is necessary to ensure that engine component 
stress and temperature limits are not exceeded. The aeromechanical limits of the engine components, such as the 
compressor operating limits shown in Figure 100 (Reference 2.2.17), must be considered in test program planning. 
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Figure 100 - Compressor map showing boundaries of four types of flutter 

7.2.1 Uniform Steady-State Inlet Flow 

Testing with uniform and steady inlet flow establishes the baseline performance and stability of the engine and engine 
components. Uniform steady-state inlet flow conditions are defined as those conditions having low steady-state and time-
variant total-pressure and total-temperature distortion. Studies (Reference 2.2.18) have defined uniform steady-state flow 
quality goals as: 

 01.0
P

PP
AVG

MINMAX <
−  (Eq. 88) 

 01.0
P
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RMS
<






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 005.0
T
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MINMAX <
−  (Eq. 89) 
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T
T
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<







 ∆ in the frequency range 0 to 1000 Hz. 

Compressor rig tests usually take place early in an engine development program and precede engine tests. They provide 
a flexible means for evaluating the effects of distortion over a range of throttle conditions using comprehensive 
instrumentation. 

An example of a typical single-spool, single-discharge compressor rig is shown in Figure 101. The facility includes a large 
intake plenum, an inlet bellmouth, and a low-volume, quick-opening throttle valve. The first two items provide high quality 
airflow at the compressor face and the third allows rapid surge recovery. The rig tests define the performance of the test 
compressor from open throttle settings to the stability limit throttle setting at each of several constant rotational speeds. The 
test results are presented as a compressor map defining performance in terms of flow pressure ratio, efficiency, and stability 
limit. If the test compressor is an integral unit of a multiple-compressor-compression system, such as a dual-spool engine, 
then aerodynamic coupling effects between the spools (spool interference) may need to be accounted in the test set-up and 
procedures. 
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Figure 101 - Single-spool compressor facility 

A schematic of a dual-spool rig used to characterize the stability of a fan/low-pressure unit and its corresponding high-
pressure compressor appears in Figure 102. Dual-discharge rigs are necessary for testing fan/low-pressure units, with close 
attention paid to simulating the expected discharge flow schedules. Variances in these schedules can cause significant 
changes in unit performance and stability characteristics. A schematic of the test section of a typical dual-discharge rig 
designed to independently vary fan and low-pressure-compressor discharge-flow schedules appears in Figure 103. 

 

Figure 102 - Dual-exhaust, dual-spool compressor facility 
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Figure 103 - Dual-discharge compressor flowpath 

Engine tests define overall performance and stability, verify the results of component tests (e.g., compressor rig tests), and 
ascertain the effects of component interactions on engine system stability and performance. Tests are conducted to assess 
the effects of the engine operating environment and the effects of the engine operating condition. Environmental 
considerations include the effects of flight Mach number, altitude, Reynolds number, nonstandard day conditions, external 
engine thermal environment, and flight transients where performance or stability characteristics vary prior to the 
achievement of engine thermal equilibrium. Typically, the engine operating characteristics are established with and without 
engine air bleed and power extraction, with control system variations representative of control tolerances, and in steady-
state and transient nonaugmented and augmented control modes. 

Direct-connect sea-level and altitude test facilities can be used for engine baseline testing. A typical direct-connect engine 
test installation in an altitude test facility is illustrated in Figure 104. The salient features of the installation are a critical-flow 
airflow-measuring venturi, a large inlet plenum, and a bellmouth at the engine inlet duct to provide uniform steady flow to 
the engine. Flow straighteners are fitted in the inlet plenum to ensure that the flow is uniform. 

 

Figure 104 - Typical direct-connect engine test installation  
for baseline stability and performance testing 
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7.2.2 Steady-State Total-Pressure Distortion 

Tests with steady-state inlet total-pressure distortion define the effects of classical and composite distortion patterns on 
engine and engine component performance and stability. Testing with classical patterns establishes the basic sensitivity 
characteristics of the engine. Testing with composite patterns establishes performance changes and the loss in stability 
attributable to flight type inlet-distortion patterns. Composite patterns are based on inlet test results at selected operating 
conditions. The established practice in industry is to simulate peak time-variant distortion patterns with steady-state patterns, 
thus avoiding the need for extensive compression system development testing with high-response instrumentation and 
data-acquisition systems. Compressor and engine testing with steady-state total-pressure distortion can be accomplished 
in the direct-connect installations described for testing with uniform inlet flow conditions using steady-state distortion 
generators located approximately one engine diameter forward of the compressor inlet. 

Distortion levels up to 30% (Pmax - Pmin)/Pavg generally are sufficient for most steady-state distortion testing needs. The time-
variant component, ΔPrms/Pavg (0-1000 Hz), should be less than 1% and total-temperature distortion, (Tmax - Tmin)/Tavg, should 
not exceed 1/2%. 

7.2.2.1 Screens 

Wire-mesh screens are used to generate steady-state total-pressure distortion at the compressor and engine inlet, 
Figure 105. Screen systems have several significant advantages. They are relatively simple to fabricate and use. Once 
calibrated, screen systems may be used with limited AIP instrumentation in different facilities having identical engine inlet 
configurations. Rotatable distortion screen assemblies may be used to obtain detailed distortion data from a minimum 
number of installed sensors (AIP and engine internal sensors) at a stabilized engine/environmental test condition and to 
assess engine control system interactions at a constant engine power level position. An example of a rotatable distortion 
screen assembly used for engine testing is illustrated in Figure 106. 

 

Figure 105 - Typical classical and aircraft pattern distortion screens 

Techniques have been developed to aid in the definition and design of screen configurations that result in desired total-
pressure distortion patterns. Selected inlet distortion patterns usually can be established to required accuracies to within 
two to four screen tailoring test iterations. Screens have undesirable operating characteristics in that their pressure losses 
are dependent on the screen porosity (blockage) and approach velocities, so that the simulation of a number of inlet 
distortion patterns requires a screen change with a consequent loss of test time. 
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Figure 106 - Rotatable distortion screen assembly 

7.2.2.2 Air Jet Distortion Generators 

An airjet system can be used as an alternative steady-state distortion generator. Airjet-distortion generators use a 
counterflow (to the primary engine inlet airstream) air jet system in which the jet flow momentum cancels part of the primary 
compressor inlet airstream momentum with an accompanying total-pressure loss. The flow distortion pattern is varied by 
remotely controlling the jet flow rate and distribution. 

A typical airjet distortion generator (Figure 107) is reported in Reference 2.2.19. The system includes a secondary (airjet) 
air temperature conditioning system (to match the temperature of the primary engine airstream), an airjet nozzle array 
(56 equally spaced flow nozzles), and a computerized airjet nozzle flow control system to provide “dial-a-pattern” capability. 
Defined parametric or flight-related patterns can be established within approximately 90 seconds during testing to 
approximately the same accuracy limits obtainable with a screen distortion generator (2% rms error on a probe-by-probe 
basis). The airjet system provides a capability for producing variable-amplitude and variable-pattern steady-state distortion 
at a fixed engine operating condition or a constant distortion level and pattern over a range of engine airflow without 
hardware changes. 
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Figure 107 - Schematic of airjet distortion generator 

The airjet distortion generator requires the use of a full AIP steady-state total-pressure probe array and a secondary air 
supply system. The time-variant distortion levels obtained with the airjet system may be higher than comparable levels 
obtained with screen systems, necessitating the use of high-frequency-response inlet instrumentation (Reference 2.2.19). 
Similar airjet distortion generators are reported in References 2.2.20 and 2.2.21. 

7.2.2.3 Compressor Tests 

Initial assessments of compression system sensitivity to inlet distortion usually are determined by compressor rig testing. A 
typical test sequence starts with a baseline test conducted with a “clean inlet” configuration, as discussed in 7.2.1. The test 
facility is then modified to include distortion-producing devices, and distorted-flow compressor maps are produced for each 
distortion pattern. 

Total-pressure distortion at the inlet of a multi-component system is converted to combined pressure and temperature 
distortion at the inlets of down-stream compression-system components. It may be desirable, therefore, to test HP 
compressors with both pressure and temperature distortion patterns. A schematic of an airjet distortion system which 
accomplishes this objective by injecting high-temperature, high-pressure air at appropriate angles to the inlet flow is 
presented in Figure 108. The injection angle determines the degree of pressure distortion included in the pattern. Another 
system for producing temperature and pressure distortions involves the use of hydrogen burners in combination with 
screens (Figure 109). 
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Figure 108 - Compressor rig test with airjet distortion generator installed 

 

Figure 109 - Test configuration for temperature distortion testing 
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The compressor rig test results are analyzed to assess compressor sensitivity to each inlet distortion pattern. The typical 
test sequence involves testing with classical patterns (Figure 105) such as “pure” 180 degrees-circumferential, tip-radial, 
and hub-radial patterns and then proceeding to more complex patterns such as graded-radial patterns, combined radial and 
circumferential patterns, and two per rev patterns. The classical pattern test data serve to define basic compressor distortion 
sensitivities and offset coefficients, while the complex pattern data allow generalized sensitivities to be derived. 

Testing on a compressor rig imposes constraints which may affect the applicability of the rig test results to a complete 
engine. Insofar as practical, the compressor rig should include a simulation of downstream components if these are 
anticipated to affect the distortion sensitivity of the compressor. Aeromechanical constraints may prohibit testing with high 
levels of distortion, and rig drive-power limitations may preclude testing above design speed. 

7.2.2.4 Engine Tests 

Engine tests are conducted to establish the overall effects of AIP total-pressure distortion on engine performance and 
stability, verify installed compressor sensitivity coefficients and distortion transfer characteristics, and confirm initial 
distortion assessments. Tests at selected environmental operating conditions are performed over a range of fixed-throttle 
settings and PLA transients (accel/decel rates) with representative customer bleeds and power extractions. Diagnostic tests 
with the normal control functions muted can be carried out, and classical or parametric patterns can be tested to determine 
the distortion sensitivity characteristics of multi-spool compression systems using heavily-instrumented engines. For 
qualification or certification testing, test matrix requirements are generally limited to specified engine and environmental 
“rating” conditions using flight-type distortion patterns. 

Engine tests with steady-state inlet flow distortion are performed in the test installations used for baseline clean-flow engine 
performance and stability test assessments, modified to include a selected steady-state distortion generator. An engine 
inlet-airflow metering system, such as a critical-flow venturi, forward of the inlet plenum provides accurate engine airflow 
measurements while testing with the steady-state distortion generator. Engine-installed compressor loading test techniques 
to assess installed compressor stability limits may be employed (7.4). 

7.2.3 Time-Variant Total-Pressure Distortion 

Tests with time-variant inlet total-pressure distortion may be required to assess the effect of random- and discrete-frequency 
pressure fluctuations on compression-system stability and performance. Time-variant distortion analysis techniques are 
similar to steady-state techniques, except that the inlet data are filtered via analog and/or digital data processing systems 
to match the compression system dynamic response characteristics. The objective of the tests is to correlate surge or stall 
events with the maximum time-variant distortion level producing the instability. A “low-pass” filter with a cutoff frequency 
consistent with the time associated with 1/2 to 1 compressor rotor revolution is sufficient to assess the response of most 
current engines (Reference 2.2.22). 

7.2.3.1 Random Frequency Generators 

An example of a random frequency generator installation is shown in Figure 110. A critical-flow convergent-divergent nozzle 
with a variable-position centerbody is used to generate turbulent flow by interaction of a shock wave and a boundary layer 
in the same manner as turbulent flow is generated in an aircraft inlet. A turbulence attenuation screen located downstream 
of the venturi may be used to modify the characteristics of the turbulent flow system. The centerbody may be offset to obtain 
asymmetric distortion patterns. The random frequency generator (RFG) should simulate the length/volume characteristics 
of the aircraft inlet duct from the inlet throat to the compressor face. 
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Figure 110 - Typical random frequency generator test  
installation for engine stability assessment 

Random frequency generators may be designed to simulate specific inlet configurations. The two-dimensional random 
frequency generator reported in Reference 2.2.3 (Figure 111) is designed to produce distortion patterns which are similar 
in shape, level and dynamic content to those obtained from two-dimensional inlet models. Testing an engine with the 
generator provides a means for evaluating pressure-distortion sensitivity and transfer characteristics as well as 
engine/control performance in a realistic environment prior to inlet/engine and flight testing. The random frequency generator 
consists of a duct with a cross-sectional area of 39.85 in2 and 18.5 feet long. The upper and lower duct walls each consist 
of three articulated ramps that may be positioned remotely using screw jacks. Changing the flow channel geometry by 
positioning these ramps induces distortion via boundary layer separation and shock/boundary layer interaction. Distortion 
level and extent are controlled by the particular geometry of the ramp positions and airflow. The turbulence level and ratio 
of unsteady to steady-state distortion are controlled by a full-span monoporosity screen located just behind the aft ramp. 
The distortion levels produced by the RFG are, in general, controllable and repeatable. 
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Figure 111 - Random frequency generator designed to simulate  
flow conditions of two-dimensional inlet configuration 

Typical RFG test results are shown in Figure 112. The data were acquired with an analog recording system and were 
digitized for off-line analysis. The data were filtered to a time constant nearly equal to one engine revolution. The curves 
show (a) 1 second of data with an engine stall near 0.80 second and (b) calculated distortion parameters and face-average 
pressure in an expanded region from 0.75 to 0.85 second. 
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Another method for generating AIP time-variant distortion involves the use of a perforated plate simulator designed to 
reproduce the AIP steady-state total-pressure distortion pattern and the statistical characteristics of the inlet flow. An 
arrangement of slots or holes in the plate can be adjusted to reproduce steady-state and local RMS pressure contours, 
amplitude probability density, and spectral density characteristics (Reference 2.2.23). High-response AIP instrumentation 
is required to develop the simulator. 

 

Figure 112 - Typical engine test results obtained with a random frequency generator 
  

SAENORM.C
OM : C

lick
 to

 vi
ew

 th
e f

ull
 PDF of

 ai
r14

19
d

https://saenorm.com/api/?name=b515c84efd321ae6b1ed699db6e8f575


 
SAE INTERNATIONAL AIR1419™D Page 150 of 224 
 
 
7.2.3.2 Discrete Frequency Generators 

Discrete-frequency pressure fluctuations occur in an aircraft inlet duct due to turbulence and as a result of inlet instability, 
such as buzz, or as a result of duct resonances. The propagation characteristics, the surge, and the performance effects of 
the planar inlet pressure fluctuations may be determined using discrete-frequency generators. They are effective tools for 
evaluating time-variant analytical models which describe the dynamic behavior of compressors. 

Several types of discrete frequency generators have been developed. The air jet distortion generator designs reported in 
References 2.2.20 and 2.2.21 have discrete frequency pressure pulse capabilities. A rotor/stator flow blockage design is 
reported in Reference 2.2.24. The generator consists of a rotor installed between matched stator assemblies. The output 
frequency of the generator is controlled remotely by varying the speed of the rotor. The amplitude of the pressure fluctuations 
can be varied by changing the solidity (blockage) of the rotor/stator assemblies. A similar design concept, the Planar-
Pressure-Pulse Generator (P3G) is reported in Reference 2.2.8. The P3G is a choked-flow device which uses a single-stage 
rotor and stator combination to sinusoidally modulate the minimum area. The frequency of the planar waves is governed by 
the rotor-to-stator spacing (Figure 113). An advantage of this device is its ability to produce planar waves with peak-to-peak 
amplitudes of 10 to 30% of the mean total pressure over a frequency range from 420 to 800 Hz. 

 

Figure 113 - Schematic of planar pressure pulse generator 

7.3 Propulsion System Tests 

Testing of the integrated inlet/engine system prior to installation in the flight test aircraft provides the first verification of 
installed performance and inlet/engine compatibility. Tests on a representative system may be carried out on a sea-level-
static test stand, in an altitude propulsion wind tunnel, or on a flying test bed, depending on installation and program 
requirements. Flight testing demonstrates and verifies the performance and compatibility of the propulsion system over 
flight/maneuver envelopes of the flight test aircraft. 

The types of test, primary test objectives, and basic data requirements which may be needed for system development are 
shown in Table 16. Primary considerations for the selection of the desired test techniques for specific programs include: 
(1) test model availability and cost, (2) test condition/matrix requirements, (3) data and instrumentation system 
considerations, and (4) test facility requirements/limitations. 
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Table 16 - Propulsion system tests 

Objective Tests Data 
System Performance and Stability 

Verification at Sea-Level Static 
Static Tests with Simulated Ground 

Plane and Forebody 
Stability and Performance 
Time-Variant Distortions  
Inlet Recovery 
Stability Pressure Ratio 
Crosswind Effects 
Distortion Transfer 
Power Transients 

Pre-Flight Performance and Stability 
Verification at Altitude 

Altitude Test Cell/Propulsion Wind 
Tunnel Tests with Simulated Flight 
Envelope 

Time-Variant Distortion  
Reynolds Number Effects 
Inlet Recovery 
Stability and Performance 
Inlet Stability Range (Buzz - Unstart - 

Supercritical) 
Failure Modes 
Transients 
Control Interactions 
Distortion Transfer 

In-Flight Performance and Stability 
Verification over Flight and 
Maneuver Envelopes 

Ground and Flight Test Development 
in Aircraft 

Stability and Performance 
Inlet Distortion at Critical Flight 

Conditions 
Additional Pattern Data Bank 
Aircraft Dynamics 
Weapon Firing 
Reingestion 
Behavioral Statistics 
Control Interactions 

7.3.1 Static Tests 

Static tests of the inlet/engine system can provide an early indication of inlet/engine operation at take-off. Test configurations 
represent the aircraft as closely as possible and include simulation of the ground plane, adjacent aircraft structure or 
adjacent engine, as appropriate. Tests enable the effects of the external environment on the flow quality at the AIP to be 
established at static or near-static conditions. 

The General Electric Peebles Cross-Wind Facility (Figure 114) was designed for testing large turbofan engines and 
determining the effects of winds ranging from quartering tailwinds to headwinds. The facility is composed of 13 individually 
controlled fans capable of creating uniform-velocity flows ranging from 15 to 78 knots, and has a capability for ground plane 
simulation and ground vortex suppression. 
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Figure 114 - Peebles crosswind facility  

7.3.2 Wind Tunnel Tests 

In aircraft programs involving significant advances in the state-of-the-art, inlet/engine tests in a wind tunnel can prove to be 
a cost-effective way of demonstrating inlet/engine compatibility prior to the start of flight testing. 

Inlet tests with a cold pipe installation (no engine present) can be conducted to determine the full-scale inlet characteristics 
over a wide range of inlet mass flow ratios. These tests provide airflow calibrations for subsequent use in tests with the 
engine. Although complete aircraft maneuver envelopes cannot be explored, tests with off-schedule inlet geometry can be 
conducted to simulate distortion characteristics observed during previous sub-scale tests throughout the maneuver 
envelope. The effects of known external disturbances (external weapons, control vanes, weapon bay doors and others) can 
be simulated. If variable geometry inlets are employed, programs usually include a second, cold-pipe phase consisting of 
development tests of the inlet and inlet control system. Use of the actual aircraft control system, if timing permits, can be an 
effective means of system checkout and of minimizing the flight test development program, particularly for supersonic 
aircraft. The third test phase includes all three elements: inlet, inlet control system, and engine including the engine control 
system. Emphasis is placed on demonstrating inlet/engine compatibility over a complete range of equilibrium operating 
conditions and engine throttle transients at critical flight conditions. Techniques for intentionally stalling the engine to 
determine structural loads and to verify the system stability limits can be employed. Engine distortion limits can be explored 
by off-scheduling inlet geometry to generate high distortion levels. The use of flight test instrumentation and data reduction 
procedures during these tests can be an effective means of reducing the required effort during the flight test program. A 
successful program requires a high degree of coordination among the parties involved. 

A schematic of a typical free-jet engine test facility is presented in Figure 115. The test facility is configured to duplicate the 
inlet environmental operating conditions at selected points in the flight and maneuver envelopes for defined propulsion 
system operating conditions. A propulsion wind tunnel test installation is shown in Figure 116. 
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Figure 115 - Free-jet propulsion-system test installation schematic 

  

Figure 116 - Propulsion-system test installation in propulsion wind tunnel 
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Model size requirements have a significant effect on the selection of desired propulsion system test techniques. The 
historical growth in engine airflow requirements has led to increased test facility airflow requirements. Semi-free jet (inlet 
simulator) techniques can be used where test facility limitations exist. Semi-free jet tests may be used to produce inlet/engine 
interface flow conditions to a high degree of fidelity over the operating range of the propulsion system. An example of an 
inlet design simulating an aircraft inlet system downstream of the initial compression shocks of an external compression 
inlet is reported in SAE 740824. The basic concepts of the simulator are illustrated in Figure 117. 

 

Figure 117 - Schematic of inlet simulator 

7.3.3 Flight Tests 

Flight tests are oriented to demonstrate propulsion system operational goals and to provide verification of system 
performance, stability, and mechanical integrity over the aircraft flight and maneuver envelopes. Since installed stability 
margin is usually not measured in flight, propulsion system stability is demonstrated by operating to the aircraft-engine 
stability limits. Flight tests will gradually expand the envelope from low speed to supersonic conditions and from nominal to 
extreme altitudes and attitudes. Typical conditions which are tested are listed in Table 17. 

Both steady-state and high-response instrumentation may be used at the AIP. In addition, the engine(s) can be instrumented 
to permit measurement of internal engine performance and in-flight thrust. Flight testing provides the opportunity to verify 
performance and distortion levels predicted from wind tunnel data (Reference 2.2.8). Sufficient instrumentation should be 
provided to identify any propulsion problems encountered during the flight test program. 
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Table 17 - Flight test conditions 

Ground Operation 
FOD Screens 
Static Taxi Operations 
Crosswinds 
Runway Conditions 

Low Speed Operation 
Rotation and Takeoff 
Approach and Landing 
Crosswinds 
Auxiliary Inlet Transients 
A/C Stall Characteristics 
Thrust Reverser 

Aircraft Transient Operation 
Accelerations 
Decelerations 
Automatic/Manual Inlet Controls 
Emergency Procedures 

Subsonic Performance 
Throttle and Augmentor Transients 
A/C Maneuvers 
A/C Control Surface Effects 
Weapons Bay Door Operation 
Weapon Release 
External Stores 

Supersonic Performance 
Inlet Control - Automatic/Manual 
Throttle and Augmentor Transients 
A/C Maneuvers 
Emergency Procedures 
A/C Control Surface Effects 
External Stores 

The comprehensive wind tunnel testing described in 7.1, 7.3.1, and 7.3.2 will have provided the data to identify and correct 
any major system deficiencies prior to flight test. It is possible, however, that problems may be encountered during the early 
part of the flight test program due to ground facility constraints. Wind-tunnel size limitations prevent complete duplication of 
the aircraft and may limit incidence and sideslip to less than the aircraft limits, and rapid changes in aircraft attitude or in-
flight conditions cannot be simulated properly. Significant areas need to be explored during the flight test program, 
particularly with respect to flight dynamics. The flight test program provides the opportunity to evaluate refinements to the 
propulsion system design in terms of their effects on aircraft performance and inlet/engine compatibility. For example, inlet 
geometry may have a significant impact on aircraft trim drag. Minor changes to inlet geometry schedules may improve 
performance with essentially no adverse effect on distortion. The flight test program should be structured to explore those 
areas where interaction between the propulsion system and the aircraft may not have been fully tested during wind tunnel 
tests. 

Correlation of flight test and wind tunnel data provides a data bank for evaluating future modifications to the system and for 
the development of new aircraft. Examples of correlations between scale model and flight data appear in References 2.2.11 
and 2.2.12, and several examples of sub-scale to full-scale comparisons appear in AIR5687. 

7.4 Stability Assessment Verification 

Test verification of the validity of stability assessments is based on a building block concept. The quantitative evaluation of 
all destabilizing factors cannot be assessed during a single engine or engine component test. Consequently, stability 
assessments at program milestones are based on the test data available at that time. Hence, test programs must be carefully 
controlled to maximize the applicability of test results. Stability assessments are based on experimental audits at defined 
propulsion system operating conditions. 
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Stability margin destabilizing factors for a typical turbine engine compressor are shown in Figure 118 (Section 5). Normally, 
qualification/certification test engines are not subjected to intentional surge because of the hazard of structural damage and 
delays in engine qualification/certification testing. Consequently, the compressor stability limit line and engine stability 
margin requirements must be determined during component and engine development test programs conducted with 
qualification/certification components. Verification of the operating line excursions caused by control requirements and 
distortion effects may be obtained during the qualification/certification test. Engine operation in the region above the 
maximum predicted operating line but below the anticipated stability line(s) should be accomplished whenever practical. 

 

Figure 118 - Typical test data base/test matrix requirements  
for stability assessment verification 

A test assessment methodology intended to demonstrate remaining margin is illustrated in Figure 119. In the example 
shown, an equivalent maximum operating line is established to account for the estimated internal effects (engine quality 
and deterioration) margin allocations of the stability assessment. By using the equivalent maximum operating line, a portion 
of the remaining margin (estimated net margin available to assure stable operation) can be demonstrated during engine 
testing (Figure 120) without subjecting the engine to surge. 
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Figure 119 - Stability assessment test verification methodology 

 

Figure 120 - Test procedure to demonstrate available margin 
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Several installed compressor loading techniques are available for this purpose. These techniques can be divided into two 
general classifications, transient and steady-state loading methods. The most extensively used transient technique is the 
fuel step method which is based on the use of a controlled transient fuel step to increase the compressor ratio above the 
normal transient or equilibrium operating line. This technique usually requires only minor test equipment modifications, but 
does require transient measurements. Steady-state loading techniques include flow-blockage methods such as “inflow 
bleed” or mechanical blockage systems (Figure 121). Use of either system is straightforward with single fixed-geometry 
rotor configurations. By simultaneous use of both systems, selected rotor speed ratios can be controlled during loading of 
dual rotor configurations, as illustrated in Figure 122. 

 

Figure 121 - Schematic of test hardware for simultaneous loading  
of fan and gas generator hardware 
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Figure 122 - Compressor operating characteristics during compressor loading operations 
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Defined engine and environmental boundary conditions are necessary for engine stability tests. Typical criteria are listed in 
Figure 123. The inlet/engine interface criteria are based on a projected flight condition (mission requirement) and are 
specified using a point-by-point distortion pattern definition. Other environmental criteria which require definition are the 
projected aircraft service requirements such as compressor bleed and power extraction. Engine operating conditions are 
defined in terms of corrected rotor speed, corrected rotor speed ratio, engine service bleeds, and control mode operation. 
The operating condition matrix should be organized on a building block concept. Baseline data are established first; then 
the various destabilizing factors (Reynolds number, inlet distortion, control mode, and aircraft service requirements) are 
evaluated. 
 

INLET 
Corrected Airflow 
Altitude 
Mach Number 
Ram Recovery 
Angle of Attack 
Angle of Yaw 

ENGINE 
Corrected Airflow 
Altitude 
Total Pressure 
Total Temperature 
Distortion Pattern (Point-by-Point Definition) 

Instrumentation Definition 

Circumferential Location 

Individual Probe Values, Plocal/Pavg at 
Corrected Airflow Value 

Installation Interface Conditions (Aircraft Service Requirements) 
Customer Bleed 
Power Extraction 

Engine Operating Conditions 
Corrected Rotor Speed  
Corrected Rotor Speed Ratio 
Engine Service Bleeds (Intercompressor, Anti-Ice) 
Control Function - Steady-State (SS), Transient 
Control Operating Mode - Afterburning, Non-Afterburning 

Figure 123 - Engine and environmental condition criteria  
for test verification of stability assessments 

7.5 Performance Assessment Verification 

Test verification of performance assessments may be required to validate the effects of inlet flow distortion on engine thrust, 
fuel consumption, and airflow. The most significant engine test objective is, in many cases, the evaluation of engine/control 
system interactions and engine-rotor-speed rematch characteristics with inlet flow distortion. For example, maximum-power 
engine performance may be control-limited at different engine operating conditions with or without inlet distortion; or engine 
performance at a selected thrust level may vary due to rotor speed rematch (Section 6). 

Performance tests are conducted on defined engine and environmental boundary conditions, as discussed for stability 
assessments (Figure 123). The effects of inlet distortion may be assessed directly in terms of installed thrust, airflow, and 
fuel consumption for a defined AIP distortion pattern, or in terms of thrust, airflow, and fuel consumption changes relative to 
uniform inlet flow performance for the defined pattern. Because the impact of inlet flow distortion may be small relative to 
experimental measurement uncertainties, it may be desirable to conduct tests in a back-to-back mode (with and without a 
defined inlet distortion pattern) to minimize the effect of measurement bias errors. Back-to-back testing with and without 
inlet distortion screens may not always be practical in direct-connect test installations because test operations must be 
interrupted to manually install the inlet distortion screen. For specific applications, specialized test configurations may be 
used to provide an “on-line” inlet distortion screen change capability. A screen changer assembly successfully used for 
small engine testing is illustrated in Figure 124. The operating time required to change screens is on the order of one-half 
second. Engine power is reduced during the screen change transition period to reduce the possibilities of engine operational 
instabilities during the screen change transient. 
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The air jet distortion generator is also a potential tool for back-to-back testing with and without inlet flow distortion. Transitions 
from uniform inlet flow conditions to defined inlet flow distortion patterns may be accomplished in time periods on the order 
of 90 seconds with the engine operating at a fixed power level. 

 

Figure 124 - Screen changer assembly 

Two basic engine thrust measurement techniques are used for engine performance assessments in ground test facilities. 
Both can be employed for distortion tests and are comparable in terms of measurement uncertainty with uniform 
(undistorted) flow engine tests. Use of both techniques simultaneously provides maximum understanding and the best 
assessment of engine thrust. The external force balance method (Figure 125A) requires assessment of the flowstream force 
at the inlet of the thrust-stand-mounted engine inlet duct. The measurement uncertainty of the stream force is higher in a 
non-uniform flow field and may significantly affect thrust measurement uncertainties during testing with inlet flow distortion. 
The internal force balance method (Figure 125B) is an alternative way of testing to assess the effects of inlet distortion on 
engine thrust performance. Engine fuel flow and engine exhaust ambient pressure measurement uncertainties usually are 
not impacted by inlet flow distortion so that conventional measurement techniques may be used to assess engine 
performance with and without inlet flow distortion. 
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Figure 125A - External force balance system 

 

Figure 125B - Internal force balance system 

Figure 125 - Engine thrust measurement techniques in ground test facilities 
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8. INTERFACE INSTRUMENTATION AND DATA MANAGEMENT 

Instrumentation, data acquisition systems, data editing, and data reduction techniques necessary to acquire total-pressure 
distortion and performance test data are described. Since not all aircraft systems will have the same requirements, examples 
are presented to serve as a guide.  

Inlet/Engine Aerodynamic Interface Plane 

The inlet/engine aerodynamic interface plane (AIP) is the instrumentation station used to define total-pressure recovery and 
distortion interfaces between the inlet and engine. As described below, the selection and configuration of the AIP are 
dependent upon the nature of the program and the specific design of the inlet and engine. The AIP definition, as stated in 
ARP1420, must be agreed upon by all involved parties and should remain invariant throughout the test program. 

AIP Location 

The location of the AIP is a function of the details of engine and inlet design for a particular installation. The guidelines 
presented in ARP1420 are listed in Table 18 for convenient reference. In general, these guidelines suggest that the AIP be 
located within a few inches (full-scale) of the compressor face. This will permit location of the AIP rake downstream of 
takeoff or bypass doors and other inlet variable geometry. In some cases, it may be feasible to locate the instrumentation 
in the fan inlet guide vane (IGV) leading edge to minimize the effect of rakes upstream of the IGVs on the engine. In other 
cases, it may be difficult to locate a rake close to the engine face. One example is an engine without IGVs and with a rotating 
bullet nose. In such a case, it may be more reasonable to locate the rake forward of the bullet nose providing the inlet is 
sufficiently long. During engine distortion tests with installations where the AIP is located appreciably forward of the first 
blade row, the inlet diffuser contours between the AIP station and the first blade row should be duplicated. Photographs of 
AIP instrumentation locations in several flight test aircraft are shown in Figures 126 through 128. Each installation has 
advantages and disadvantages that must be weighed against program objectives. 

Table 18 - ARP1420 guidelines for location of the AIP 

 
1. The AIP should be located in a circular or annular section of the inlet duct. 
 
2. The AIP should be located as close as practical to the engine-face plane. The engine-face 
 plane is defined by the leading edge of the most upstream engine strut, vane, or blade row. 
 
3. The AIP should be located so that all engine airflow, and only the engine airflow, passes 
 through it. The distance between the inlet auxiliary air systems and the AIP should be such 
 that the effect of the auxiliary air systems on distortion is included in the measurements at 
 the AIP. 
 
4. The AIP location should be such that the engine performance and stability are not 
 measurably changed by interface instrumentation. 
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Figure 126 - AIP instrumentation integral with IGVS 
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Figure 127 - AIP instrumentation mounted on aircraft rakes just forward of IGV leading edge 
  

SAENORM.C
OM : C

lick
 to

 vi
ew

 th
e f

ull
 PDF of

 ai
r14

19
d

https://saenorm.com/api/?name=b515c84efd321ae6b1ed699db6e8f575


 
SAE INTERNATIONAL AIR1419™D Page 166 of 224 
 
 

 

Figure 128 - AIP instrumentation mounted on aircraft rakes  
installed upstream of the bullet nose 

  

SAENORM.C
OM : C

lick
 to

 vi
ew

 th
e f

ull
 PDF of

 ai
r14

19
d

https://saenorm.com/api/?name=b515c84efd321ae6b1ed699db6e8f575


 
SAE INTERNATIONAL AIR1419™D Page 167 of 224 
 
 
Probe Location and Density 

Selection of the number and location of probes at the AIP is a compromise between accuracy of the pattern measurement 
and problems associated with data acquisition system complexity and rake-induced flow blockage. Studies have been 
conducted (e.g., Reference 2.2.25) in which specific patterns were evaluated using different rake arrangements. The general 
conclusion is that, for a typical pattern, a 40-probe (8 rakes of 5 probes each) arrangement like the one shown in Figure 
129 is the minimum density of instrumentation required for reasonably accurate measurements.  

 

Figure 129 - Typical 40-probe/rake arrangement 
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The 40-probe AIP rake is normally used because it provides sufficient characterization for inlet distortion and performance 
purposes in the F-15/16 class of aircraft. More complex inlets can produce additional flow content which may require more 
probes to define the higher multiple-per-rev content. Such higher MPR content generally has a more significant impact on 
compression component aeromechanics (high cycle fatigue) than on engine operability. 

For engine programs with rakes integrated with engine vanes, probe locations are dictated by engine strut design and may 
differ from the equal area location methodology used in wind tunnel tests. This can cause differences between flight and 
ground test results. This discrepancy is noted in AIR5687. The wind tunnel test rake should be designed, if possible, to 
match the flight test rake (may be difficult to accomplish if the engine design is not known). 

As an example, the pattern shown in Figure 130 was evaluated in the Reference 2.2.25 study. The pattern is highly distorted 
circumferentially, with relatively low radial distortion. Several probe/rake configurations were used in the study. Each 
probe/rake configuration was rotated through 360 degrees in 20 degrees increments, and pressure readings were taken at 
each probe position for each incremental rotation. Circumferential and radial distortion factors, Kθ and KRAD, were 
computed from each set of data. The results are plotted in Figure 130 where ΔKθ is the maximum Kθ minus the minimum Kθ 
realized for a given probe/rake combination. At least eight rakes are required to define the circumferential distortion. The 
large percentage errors in radial index are primarily due to the low levels of radial distortion. 
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Figure 130 - Distortion factor dependence on probe/rake configuration 

For a particular installation, the type of pattern anticipated may influence the rake selection. For example, an inlet with a 
strong radial distortion may require more than five probes per rake. A bifurcated inlet may require that special attention be 
given to the circumferential location of the rakes in relation to the trailing edge of the bifurcation. 
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Generally, the probes should be of such design that both the steady-state and dynamic components of total pressure can 
be recovered (see 8.2.1). This can be accomplished with various combinations of rake-mounted transducers, close-coupled 
transducers and signal conditioning equipment. Technology in probe design and placement is reviewed in Reference 2.2.26. 

Considerable research effort has been expended to investigate accuracies to which instantaneous distortion parameters 
can be defined with various rake and probe configurations. It has been found that reasonably accurate values of engine 
face distortion parameters can be obtained with fewer than 40 total pressure probes, particularly when sufficient knowledge 
exists to select a proper data fill procedure. Using this approach, the optimum probe location for any given number of probes 
is dependent on the particular distortion pattern and the descriptor to be used. 

In addition to the steady-state and high-response total-pressure probes, flow that contains bulk or localized swirl may require 
special probes to provide information about flow angularity at the AIP. More information about swirl is provided in AIR5686. 

8.1 Applications 

The preceding paragraphs have described the general requirements for probe location and arrangement. Examples 
presented below illustrate a variety of probe locations and arrangements employed in recent aircraft programs. 

Large subsonic transports are not usually subjected to high angle-of-attack conditions. This point, when combined with the 
small range of aircraft cruise speed, usually permits an inlet to be designed with a minimum of engineering resources. 
Important exceptions include initial climbout and crosswind operation. For example, scale-model testing of the Boeing 747 
inlet indicated that the total-pressure defect was restricted to the fan tip. As a result of these data and the constraint imposed 
by a rotating bullet nose on the engine, flight tests were conducted using partial span rakes cantilevered from the inlet wall. 
These rakes extended well into the high-pressure region of the inlet. 

The full-span, high-response rake shown in Figure 131 was used by Pratt and Whitney in a JT9D/747-100 nacelle flown on 
a B-52 test aircraft evaluating thrust reverser induced stalls (Reference 2.2.27). The rake has a bearing-supported ring at 
the hub to accommodate the rotating hub. This type of installation is useful in exploring reverser or crosswind related 
patterns, which may be substantially different from flight patterns. 

A 40-probe array was used throughout the B-1A development program. The program included 0.10-, 0.20- and full-scale 
inlet tests as well as flight tests. Small differences in angular location were necessary among these models due to the 
evolving nature and availability of particular IGV locations. Probes were integral with the leading edge of the IGVs, and 
attempts were made to align the probes with the flow streamlines. Both steady-state and high-frequency total-pressure 
signals were generated from single transducers at each location during the flight test. 
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Figure 131 - Full span non-IGV engine inlet rakes 

On fighter aircraft programs, AIP instrumentation is also used to define both total-pressure recovery and appropriate 
distortion descriptors. Inlet geometry can be variable, and the aircraft is frequently required to perform highly dynamic 
maneuvers. The Integrated Propulsion Control System (IPCS) Program (Reference 2.2.28) employed the 40-probe array 
shown in Figure 129 to evaluate inlet performance and distortion using an F-111 aircraft. The AIP was located approximately 
four inches upstream of the leading edge of the inlet guide vanes. A photograph of the AIP rake is shown in Figure 132, and 
the design is discussed in 8.3.2. 
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Figure 132 - Compressor face rake 

The F-15 program employed a 48-probe arrangement on subscale and full-scale wind tunnel test programs as well as during 
the flight test program. The double probe configuration used for full-scale tests is shown in Figure 133. Dynamic transducers 
were installed in the airframe assembly in a manner that permitted replacement without engine removal. Pressure was 
sensed 4.5 in upstream of the leading edge of the IGVs. Steady-state pressures were sensed at the same inlet station with 
the transducers installed in a controlled environment in the bullet nose. 

The HiMAT and F-16 provide two examples of programs where no AIP data were recorded during initial flight tests of highly 
maneuverable aircraft. However, both programs employed engines with well-developed stability characteristics, and the 
inlets were modeled after proven designs. 

Another example, a subscale XFV-12A, used a 40-probe array in wind tunnel tests to identify inlet-distortion characteristics 
of a VSTOL fighter/attack aircraft. 

In summary, AIP instrumentation for each system was judged on its own merit, balancing costs and technical objectives 
against risks. However, it is evident that whenever relatively new inlet/aircraft concepts are programmed in conjunction with 
the development of a new engine, inlet/engine compatibility characteristics are of sufficient concern to warrant the use of 
the 40-probe 8 × 5 total-pressure rake located as close as possible to the engine inlet. It is this preference that is expressed 
in ARP1420.  
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8.2 Transducer/Probe Characteristics 

A transducer/probe configuration must meet two basic requirements to properly resolve the fluctuations produced by 
turbulent flow: (1) the transducer must have a nominally flat response up to frequencies in excess of the highest frequency 
of interest, and (2) the probe must be smaller than the characteristic size of the eddy producing the highest frequency of 
interest. Both of these requirements are discussed in Reference 2.2.29 and are summarized in the following paragraphs. 

 

Figure 133 - F-15 rake configuration 
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8.2.1 Frequency Response 

Studies of the effect of time-varying flow on compressors, such as the one described in Reference 2.2.4, have shown that 
distortion with frequency content corresponding to the time associated with 1/2 to 1 rotor revolution at the maximum 
operating rpm of the compression component has a significant impact on stability. In addition, higher frequency fluctuations, 
up to 2000 Hz, have been shown to affect compressor pumping characteristics (6.4). A flat transducer response also 
requires that the natural frequency of the transducer be two to three times higher than the highest frequency of interest to 
avoid problems in signal amplification. Further, the transducer must be sufficiently close to the measurement location that 
frequencies of interest are not affected by the installation. 

8.2.2 Probe Size Criteria 

Spatial averaging of the total-pressure fluctuations occurs as the eddy characteristic size becomes commensurate with the 
transducer or probe diameter. The result is that the measured auto-power spectral density at high frequencies is less than 
the actual auto-power spectral density. 

Consider a turbulent flow with convective velocity, Uc. In the free-stream, an eddy would propagate with the flow velocity. 

 UUC  fU λ=  (Eq. 90) 

where:  

fu is one frequency component and λu is its associated characteristic wave length. Suppose it is desired to resolve an 
eddy of characteristic wave length λu using a transducer of diameter D such that D<<λu. 

The characteristic length of the eddy is L = ½ λu, shown in Figure 134. As a rule of thumb, the sensor size should be at most 
one-tenth the size of the phenomenon under examination. Hence,  

 
2010

LD Uλ
==  (Eq. 91) 

Then, 

 
D 20

Uf C
U =  (Eq. 92) 

where:  

fu is interpreted to be the highest frequency to which a turbulent flow can be resolved.  

Two important conclusions can be drawn from the above equation: 

1. The upper frequency limit for a given velocity and accuracy of resolution can be increased by using smaller diameter 
transducers. 

2. The upper frequency limit for a transducer of a given size and accuracy of resolution decreases as the velocity 
decreases. 

For a given frequency component, as the wave length becomes commensurate with the transducer diameter, both high and 
low values of the property being measured will be located simultaneously over the transducer surface, illustrated in Figure 
134. The values will tend to average out each other. In essence, this is the concept of “spatial averaging.” Hence, the spatial 
averaging of turbulence that occurs during any measuring process in a turbulent flow depends upon the interrelationship of 
flow velocity, highest frequency of interest, and transducer diameter. 
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Figure 134 - Sketch illustrating the effect of probe size 

Equation 92 is derived from theoretical considerations and is intended to provide a quick, order-of-magnitude estimate of 
the limiting frequency. Experimental data have been evaluated and are presented in Reference 2.2.29 for specific probe 
sizes. Effects of probe diameter on spatial averaging are shown in Figure 135. Typical smoothed auto-power spectra, ϕ, 
were obtained from the total-pressure fluctuations at a flow velocity of 236 ft/s. The spatial averaging effect is quite apparent, 
and as expected, the smallest diameter probe gives the highest auto-spectral values. 

 

Figure 135 - Effect of transducer diameter 
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Finally, the limiting frequency for which 90% or more of the actual total-pressure power spectra is resolved is given in Figure 
136 as a function of the convective velocity for several commonly used transducer diameters. These data show a limiting 
frequency approximately three times that given by the equation above. Typically, the convective velocity will be of the order 
of 200 to 600 ft/s. Transducers in the 0.06- to 0.125-inch diameter range are available. As shown in Figure 136, it is possible 
to acquire data over the frequency range of interest for stability evaluation. Scaling criteria, discussed in 8.3.3, are also 
applicable to transducer/probe characteristics. 

 

Figure 136 - Frequency below which at least 90% of spectral function is sensed 

8.3 Data Acquisition System 

Foresight in configuring appropriate data acquisition systems can result in large dividends in subsequent data reduction and 
analysis tasks. Recording techniques are described, and guidelines are provided for system accuracy, frequency response, 
and data record length. 

8.3.1 General Description 

The data acquisition system consists of the hardware and software required to sense and record the data. The details of 
the system requirements will depend on the specific high-response transducer selection, sampling rate and data accuracy. 
The signal from the transducers is generally low level (less than 50 mv), and the voltage is proportional to the sensed 
pressure. Each analog signal, filtered if necessary, is input to a digital data acquisition system. Each transducer is 
simultaneously digitally sampled and recorded at a rate consistent with the filtering requirements and the maximum 
frequency of interest. A time code is included for each sample. The design of one system is described in Reference 2.2.30.  

8.3.2 System Accuracy 

A high degree of accuracy in the pressure measurement is necessary in order to quantify the distortion. Small differences 
between pressures become significant in the distortion descriptors presented in Section 4. The problem is made more 
difficult by the large range of inlet pressure levels encountered at different flight conditions. For example, pressures as high 
as 34 psi will be measured at Mach 1.2, sea level, and the pressure will drop to 2.8 psi during operation at Mach 0.9, 
50000 feet. These required pressure ranges make the accurate measurement of even steady-state pressures difficult. 
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Individual steady-state pressures (signals time-averaged to attenuate frequencies greater than 0.5 Hz) should be recovered 
with an error not to exceed ±0.5% (± two standard deviations) of the absolute pressure being measured. Individual dynamic 
absolute pressures (containing data to at least the highest frequency of interest) should be recovered with an error not to 
exceed ±2.0% (± two standard deviations) of the absolute pressure being measured for stability and ±5.0% (± two standard 
deviations) for performance. These errors include all errors introduced by the sensing, recording, playback, and processing 
systems from the point where the pressure signal is being measured to the point where it appears as an output pressure.  

Measurement of dynamic or time-varying absolute pressure is more difficult because transducers with adequate frequency 
response and sufficiently small size are sometimes not accurate enough and often exhibit temperature sensitivity. This is 
especially true for subscale or small full-scale applications. Technical advances have provided significant transducer 
miniaturization, resulting in a relatively small transducer that accommodates an absolute gauge with an integrated heater 
to eliminate temperature sensitivity. These transducers are suitable for many full-scale applications. In full-scale applications 
where the temperature-controlled absolute transducers cannot be used it is generally necessary to apply some form of in-
flight calibration to achieve the accuracy goals stated above. This is particularly true when the operating temperature ranges 
in an exposed inlet rake are considered. The following paragraphs discuss calibration methods that have been used. 

The dynamic content of inlet total pressure is small compared to the overall pressure level. Turbulence RMS levels of less 
than 3% of average AIP steady-state total pressure are typical. This leads to the idea of separately measuring the high- and 
low-frequency components of total pressure in applications where the thermally controlled absolute transducers are not 
applicable (due to size, cost, etc.). Accuracy can then be improved by tailoring transducer and signal conditioning ranges 
to maximize resolution for each of the individual components. Low frequency response measurements can be made with 
larger, more accurate transducers located remotely in environmentally controlled areas to increase accuracy. 

Several different approaches have been used to improve accuracy. The following paragraphs describe four: (a) the use of 
a rake which mechanically zeros a high-frequency-response, differential-pressure transducer, (b) post-test correction of 
average pressure using accurate steady-state measurements, (c) analog or digital summing of low- and high-frequency 
measurements and (d) use of a thermally-controlled absolute pressure transducer. 

In testing an F-111 aircraft, NASA/DFRC used a rake which provided transducer zero-shift data by mechanically applying 
a reference pressure to both sides of the transducer diaphragm (Reference 2.2.31). The concept is shown in Figure 137. A 
solenoid-operated pneumatic actuator positioned the center rod in either the “zero” or “data” position. In the “data” position 
the transducer was connected to the rake probe. In the “zero” or “null” position the reference pressure was vented to both 
sides of the diaphragm. This rake was used in a number of flight test programs (Reference 2.2.28) with reference pressure 
a function of flight condition to minimize the component measured by the high-response transducer. 

The major advantage of this approach was that only one low-frequency-response transducer is required instead of 40. This 
reduces data acquisition and maintenance costs. There are, however, two significant disadvantages: (1) it is difficult to 
prevent leakage in the rake seals, particularly under high-temperature flight conditions, and (2) the steady-state 
measurements are made with the high-frequency-response transducers. 
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Figure 137 - NASA Dryden Flight Research Center rake 

A variation of this approach (Figure 138) was used during the B-1 flight test program. Instead of venting the reference 
pressure to both sides of the diaphragm, the sensed pressure was routed to both sides to provide a “zero” measurement. 
Additionally, the back side of the transducer was routed to a pressure regulated to 5.0 psi above the reference pressure. 
This required a three-way pneumatic valve for each transducer. Valves were cycled once per minute throughout the flight 
with the zero and calibrate positions held for 2 seconds each. In order to maintain signal resolution, provisions were also 
incorporated to change gains as a function of free stream total-pressure level. Although the data reduction effort becomes 
a little more involved, considerable success was achieved in measuring both low- (quasi-steady state) and high-frequency 
total-pressure components with a miniature transducer. (Success in this case means obtaining wind tunnel and flight test 
results that were consistent with each other.) 
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Figure 138 - B-1 flight test data acquisition system 

A second approach, used in inlet/engine testing at NAPC and AEDC, involved the use of a rake having separate probes for 
steady-state and high-frequency-response measurements (Figure 139). In the post-event data processing, the time average 
of the high-response data for each probe was corrected to the steady-state value measured at the same time. With this 
approach, only the dynamic pressure fluctuations were measured with the high-frequency-response transducer. As with the 
zeroing rake, it requires significant post-event processing. This method also requires additional steady-state transducers. 
In addition, there is a measurement defect associated with using side-by-side probes (Reference 2.2.32). 
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