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An extensive set of tests were carried out on a 1/6 scale
model of the CF-105 intake in : 5! Supersonic Tunnel at
Cleveland, The test Mach No.'s were M = C.63, 1.5, 1.7, 1.8,

2.0 & 2,1, and covered an angle of attack range = -2.5° to +9.5
and yaw ¥ = =3 to +9°,

The results presented i his note have been selectec
wailable (at the time of writ e final conf
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Intake Stabllity Cont'd.

In summary, it could be sald that buzz did not occur at
angle of attack tested at Mach numbers less than 1,7. At hicher
buzz did occur at low mass flow ratios and became severe
les of attack. The level flight buzz
n Fig,i2. for engine windmilling

Intake Modificaticns

The only intake modifications made as a result of the

g ‘cagse In the width of e porous suction strip on the
width was approximat twice and the hole area four times

This modificati n was necessary to achieve a reasonable

stable mass flow rance at M = 2.0 and i1t also gave a substantial

increase in pressure recovery at the engine match point,

angle of attack
of yaw
pressure
ich number
flow thro! compressor face

flow through free stream tube with
equal to inlet projected area
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