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ABSTRACT

Dynamic properties of the K-Gill propeller vane (k vane) are assessed from perturbation theory, wind tunnel,
and field comparison experiments. Measurement errors for average wind speed are negligible. The dynamic
response of the k vane can be described with a single response length that is the propeller’s distance constant
at a45° angle of attack. Measurement errorsin longitudinal and vertical wind speed variances and the momentum
flux due to propeller inertia can be described and corrected for as if the k vane were a simple first-order system.
Standard spectra as well as spectra measured by the k vane itself can be used to calculate correction coefficients.
In the latter case no information on atmospheric stability and boundary layer height is necessary. Transfer of
lateral wind speed variance can be described as if the k vane were a damped harmonic oscillator. Measurement
errors in lateral wind speed variance, however, are usually negligible because loss of high-frequency variance
is compensated for by amplification of variance at the natural wavelength of the vane.

The propeller’'s distance constant and the vane's natural wavelength derived from the field comparison ex-
periments are both smaller than those derived from the wind tunnel experiments. When the k vane is used at
elevated levels (z > 20 m), however, measurement errors become small and the exact values of the distance
constant and the natural wavelength become insignificant. Parameters derived from the field experiments for the
35301 model are a response length of 2.9 m, a natural wavelength of 7.8 m, and a damping ratio of 0.49. When
the k vane is used at levels higher than 20 m, the momentum flux lost due to instrument inertia will usually be
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less than 10%. This means that the k vane is a suitable sensor for flux measurements on tall masts.

1. Introduction

The K-Gill propeller vane (k vane) is an anemometer
for measuring turbulent fluxes as well as mean flow
properties. The k vane consists of two propellers—one
oriented 45° upward, the other 45° downward—that are
aligned into the mean wind direction by a vane. From
the angular velocities of the propellers, horizontal and
vertical wind speed components can be calculated. From
the instantaneous values of the horizontal and vertical
wind speed, momentum fluxes can be calculated using
the eddy correlation method. Advantages of this design
above its precursors, for example, the Gill UVW system
(Gill 1975) or twin propeller-vane anemometers with a
horizontal and a downward-looking propeller used ear-
lier (Large and Pond 1981, 1982; Ataktiirk and Katsaros
1987), are (a) its symmetry for up- and downdrafts, (b)
the propellers are operating at moderate angles of attack,
so the cosine response is well defined and no stalling
of the propellers occurs, and (c) thereis no need to align
the instrument in the mean wind direction. Extension
of the main shaft above the pivot of the vane and pro-
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peller mounting has improved symmetry even more. A
similar design has been presented by Desjardins et al.
(1986), but the k-vane anemometer in its present form
was first introduced by Atakturk and Katsaros (1989).
So far the k vane has been used mainly to measure
momentum fluxes over sea (Katsaros et al. 1987; Kat-
saros et al. 1993).

The k vanes discussed in this paper are used in a
research project concerning turbulent fluxes of momen-
tum and sensible heat in the atmospheric boundary layer
over heterogeneous terrain (Verkaik 1997). Six k vanes
have been installed at three levels (20, 100, and 180 m)
at the 213-m meteorological mast of the Royal Neth-
erlands Meteorological Institute (KNMI) at Cabauw
(van Ulden and Wieringa 1996). In this project k vanes
were preferred above, for example, sonic anemometers
because the latter fail to operate in rain, wet snow, and
heavy fog (Wyngaard 1981). Since our purpose was to
operate continuously at Cabauw for at least a year, we
could not consider using fair-weather instruments. An-
other operational advantage of the k vaneisthat it does
not need to be pointed into the wind, as is the case with
many sonics.

One copy of model 35301 and seven copies of a spe-
cial model 35301DTX (manufactured by R. M. Young
Co., United States) have been tested in the wind tunnel.
The 35301 model has also been tested in a field com-
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Fic. 1. Picture of the k vane.

parison experiment. The 35301 will be referred to as
the “old” k vane and the 35301DTX as the “DTX.”

The propellers and vane al have limited response
times, so measurement errors can be expected when the
k vane is exposed to high-frequency turbulence. In the
present article the magnitude of the errors due to k-vane
inertia is assessed by perturbation theory, wind tunnel,
and field experiments. Based on the spectral behavior
of the k vane, simple methods are presented to correct
for instrument inertia.

2. Instrument description

The total height of the k vane (see Fig. 1), including
the base and extension tube, is 1.01 m; the distance from
the top of the base (diameter 0.16 m) to the vane arm
and propeller mounting is 0.60 m. The diameter of the
main shaft is 29 mm, while the minimum distance from
the main shaft to the propellersis 0.18 m. The vane arm
extends 0.40 m from the main shaft and the vane di-
mensions are 0.30 m X 0.36 m. Sturdy carbon fiber
thermoplastic (CFT) propellers are used (diameter 0.20
m, pitch 0.30 m).

Model 35301DTX is a dlightly different version of
model 35301. The original shafts of the propellers and
vane have been replaced by stronger ones, the mounting
of the propellers has been modified to ensure a90° angle
between the two propellers, and additional electricwires
have been inserted to enable us to place thermocouple
electronics in the extension tube above the pivot of the
vane. We extended our k vanes with electrolytic level
sensors (Inclinometer NB3, AE Sensors, the Nether-
lands) and thermocouples. The level sensor can be used
to correct for alignment errors, and the thermocouple
enables the k vane to measure sensible heat fluxes. We
first intended to mount the level sensor at the beginning
of the vane arm. This resulted in an erroneous reading
of the level sensor since vane movements generate cen-
tripetal accelerations. A solution to this problem was
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found in mounting the level sensor inside the top of the
extension tube on the axis of the main shaft.

3. Interaction between propeller and vane
dynamics

Propellers and vanes have been used for many years
in meteorology, and many articles have been devoted
to their dynamical properties. Propeller dynamics (ap-
pendix A) and vane dynamics (appendix B) relevant to
the k vane are briefly summarized. In this section the
interaction between propeller and vane dynamics of the
k vane will be discussed.

a. K-vane response to a turbulent wind field

An excellent analysis of the interaction of propeller
and vane dynamics for a propeller vane in a turbulent
wind field was given by Zhang (1988). From pertur-
bation theory he found an expression for the over- or
underspeeding of the propeller vane in terms of pro-
peller and vane parameters and turbulent wind velocity
spectra. In this section the analysis will be extended so
that it can also be applied to the k vane. The overspeed-
ing error, artificial vertical wind speed, and measured
(co-)variances will be expressed in terms of thek vane's
propeller and vane parameters and spectra of atmo-
spheric turbulence.

The propeller response equations, Egs. (A2) and (A3),
can be written as

S= coyR = E[vcop) cosy — Au,]

= K[VC(¥) cosy — Au], (3.

where S is the output generated by the propeller and
has dimension [c] X m st X yzand Risthe propeller's
pitch factor and radius, and w is its angular velocity.
Here V is the total wind vector; C(i) is the cosine re-
sponse function, where s is the angle of attack; Au; is
the correction; and K, k, and c are calibration constants.
The mean angle of attack of the wind on the k-vane
propellersis s = 45°. When linearized at ¢ = 45°, EQ.
(A4) yields

C(4) = C, — C,Ay = 0.83 — 0.3Ay. (3.2)

The accuracy of Eq. (3.2) is better than 3% when |Ay|
< 15°. When U is along the positive x axis, the angle
of attack for the top propeller s, is given by

[cosB’'0
10 .0
[TIIV| cosih, = TV, T = %Esnﬁ B
o—-1no
b+ g
\% =g v’ g (3.3
ow 0o

where B is the direction of the vane measured from the
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positive x axis and T is a unit vector paralel to the
propeller axis. Here U is the average wind speed, and
u’, v’, and w' are turbulent wind speed fluctuations with
zero average. Retaining only terms up to the second
order, the angle of attack for the top propeller in atur-
bulent wind field can be written as

Al:[ftop = lptop — 7l4
Wr urWr 12 + 12
— e+ B
where ¢’ = v'/U. For the bottom propeller only the

sign of w’ changes. From Egs. (3.3) and (3.4) the along-
axis wind component can be derived. Again, retaining
only terms up to the second order this component equals

Ugiop = |V|C(l/’top) Cos‘/’top = C(‘/’top)TV

r__ U r2 r2
u aW+aA—g P'? w
u G\ 2 U2

_ CU
V2

1+

(3.5)

where A = ¢'B’ — B'?/2anda= 1+ C,/C,. Averaging
this equation results in

C,uU —
e

where A represents the ‘v error.” The positive corre-
lation ¢'B’, which may cause propeller vanes to ov-
erspeed due to vane motion, was overlooked by
MacCready (1966). From Egs. (3.5) and (3.6) it can be
shown that

G, o5
C, 2

2
G a4

c uz)’ (3.6)

u - U
Bitop Bitop
Ubiop =
Bt —
* Ug.top
u — aw — C
=—+alA —A) - =
0
¢’2 — 0-345 W’2 — 0.2
X ( > — 0z =], 37

Zhang (1988) derived the following expressions for
the propeller response S

D dS

U—Ba = K(Uﬁ—AUf)—S, (3.8)
S=S,(1+5) = K@ —Au)(1+5s), (39)
Td—i +5 = (1+uy—su, + (1+ QU (3.10)

where e = Au,/u, and = = D/u,. Here D is the pro-
peller’s distance constant. Inserting (3.7) in (3.10), ne-
glecting €, and retaining only terms up the second order
results in
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dsp
dt

, U —aw\(u —aw —
=<1—30p+ 0 )( 0 >+a(A—A)
_C¢rooh Cwioag
C 2 C, Uz

For the bottom propeller again only the sign of w’
changes. Averaging Eg. (3.11) yields correlations be-
tween s’ and u’ and between s’ and w'. Evaluation of
s'u’ and s'w’ startswith the approximation of Eq. (3.11),
using first-order terms only:

Tds'/dt + s = u'/U — aw'/U. (3.12)

Following the same procedure Busch and Kristensen
(1976) used for the determination of cup anemometer
overspeeding, we find

T + Sop

(3.12)

SU
o |7 S uw [ Cuu(w)
T P ,
U J, 1+ (wr)? U J, 1+ (w7)?
(3.13)
and
SW g
uw' |7 Cu(w) oy |7 Suw)
- do—aZe | @4
U JO 1+ 7% | 15 @n? %
(3.14)

Here S, and S, are the variance spectra of u’ and w’,
and C,, is the cospectrum of u’w’. The spectra are nor-
malized so that [; S, (») do = [; Cy(w) do = 1.
Again for the bottom propeller only, the sign of the
second term in Egs. (3.13) and (3.14) changes. The fol-
lowing expressions can now be derived from Egs.
(3.12), (3.13), and (3.14):

— — o2 “ S(w) do
+ — 22Ul _ =y
S om TS top 2U2<1 o 1+ (w1)?
ol “ S, (w) dw
+2ar Y 1— [ 2o :
2a Uz(l 1t ()’ (3.15)
7 _ 00w | Su(w) do
(Sblm - Sop)2 - 4a2U2 1+ 1202 . (316)

o]

Instead of averaging the total horizontal wind speed
and wind direction, the instantaneous horizontal wind
speed and direction are decomposed in eastward and
northward wind components. Rotation of v" and w' to
zero can be done after a measurement interval has been
completed. So the wind speed in the x direction indi-
cated by the k vane is given by
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U,= U (1 + 8) = cosp’ cosAy|V,,|, (3.17)
where Ay is the measured inclination of the wind vec-
tor and & is the overspeeding error. Here |V, | is the
measured total wind speed,

V%:( S >+( Sun
K(Co - ClAlpm) K(Co + ClAlpw

The inclination of the wind vector Ay is calculated
from measured s, and s;,,. To correct the measured
responses for cosine response, i, and i, must be
known. Using an iterative process described by Ataktirk
and Katsaros (1989) Ay~ can be solved. A necessary
assumption to solve Ay is Ay, = —Ahg, OF g, +
Yo = 72, which is only true when ¢’ = B’. From
Eqg. (3.4) note that generally ., + iy > /2. This
will result in two different errors: The total wind is not
correctly decomposed in vertical and horizontal parts,
and the cosine response correction is applied using a
smaller angle of attack, resulting in an overestimation
of the wind speed.

From afirst guess of Ags® (= 0) the next step of the
iteration yields Ay@:

. (318
)> (3.18)

- S, 1—CJCAYW
T Ay = .
ta”<4 4 ) 1+ CICAY® S

(3.19)

Retaining only terms of the first order, this can be sim-
plified to

Ay = —( (3.20)

- Sop) _1A (»[I(l) .
0

The result of the iterative process will be

1 , , - C.\" S’Jm B S’O
A = S(Sm ~ Sop) > (—g) = =2 (321)
n=0 0

2a

For fast propeller response (wr < 1) this equation
yields Ay = w'/U.

From Egs. (3.6), (3.9), (3.18), and (3.21), V,, can now
be calculated:

ﬁnzl_i_sl,)tm_*—srop_(st’)tm—i_sgp)z
U 2 8
1 C. 2 C, 2
+ S — =AY + S sL, + =AY
4(sm Suo )+ 3 B
C Ag C, Ay C, oz Cioy
Stop U _zsbtm i +EE+C2U2
— C,0?
+ah - =% 3.22
C. 2 (3.22)

Now 6 can be calculated from Egs. (3.17) and (3.22):
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s St Sy, Cif0h (S~ Sw)?
2 C\ U 432
C 0.2 sz
+ + == - —. .
aA C. > 2 (3.23)
Averaging this equation yields [using Egs. (3.15) and
(3.16)]
T " Sy(w) do C,
S§=—1-| ———|+|az+—=
U2< o 1+ ((m’)2> (a C(,)

" Su(w) dw\  C,
1+ (wn)?) 26,77

0-2
X — 1—
)
* 1-2al(a— 1)(wlw,)?
X<1 L= w7lw?) 1 dlwtlar ) 4

(3.24)

The first term and the first part of the second termin
Eq. (3.24) represent the propeller overspeeding; the sec-
ond part of the second term is the result of the dis-
crepancy between the measured and real (instantaneous)
inclination angle. The real wind inclination is usualy
larger than the measured inclination. Inclination of the
wind vector will reduce the angle of attack on one pro-
peller while increasing the angle of attack on the other.
However, theincreasein response of the former islarger
than the decrease in response of the latter. So, the net
effect will lead to an increase in the jointly measured
horizontal wind speed. The correction to the total wind
speed, which is applied using the measured inclination
angle, islargest at zero inclination. When theinclination
angle is underestimated, propeller responses are cor-
rected using a too-large correction, resulting in an ov-
erspeeding error. The third term in Eq. (3.24) represents
the total v error. It is smaller than that derived by Zhang
(1988) since decomposition of wind speed into hori-
zontal components is done before averaging. In case of
an infinitely fast propeller vane response, so that ot <
land B’' = ¢', & equals zero.

For the measured vertical wind speed, Eq. (3.17)
changes to

’2_

W . |Vm| Sl;tm B Sh:;p S fim s'2 top
—_— = = A P =
TR AT 2a 4
(3.25)
which yields after averaging
__uw /([7 Cufw) do
T =" (1 fo T+ (on): ((M)2>. (3.26)

Note that 7 is always negative. Using the measured
momentum flux we can write

_uim/UZ = (U m)(Wm - W_m)/u2

-5

°’|

(3.27)

S
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Evaluating this equation, al terms higher than the
first in 6 and m can be neglected since no spectra higher
than the second order are available. Equation (3.27) then
yields

—uz, uw f’“ Cuw(w) do
Uz uz J, 1+ (e7)?
which is the regular first-order transfer function. In the

same way the measured longitudinal and vertical wind
speed variance can be expressed as

(3.28)

02, — —2 02 (" §(vw) dw
o5 =Ty AWTO 359
U 0 ) T+ (@ G2
and
o2 — o2 |7 S(w) dw
Iwm _ 5 _ —2_ % | 2\ U0
VR 07 ), 1T+ (@ 30

So for all variances the regular first-order transfer func-
tion applies with aresponse length equal to the distance
constant of the propeller at 45° angle of attack. The
transfer of lateral wind speed variance is given by Eq.
(B4).

b. Gyroscopic stability propellers

Wieringa (1967) and Busch et al. (1980) mention the
possibility of the angular momentum of the propeller
(L) to be responsible for the gyroscopic stability of the
vane. This applies, however, only to propeller vanesthat
can swivel in two directions, which are called trivanes.
For vanes that can rotate only about a single axis, gy-
roscopic stability of propellers is not possible, as will
be explained below.

Vane movements will alter the direction of L, so dL/
dt is in the horizontal plane. Therefore, forces that are
induced by azimuthal movements act in the elevation
direction on the propeller axis. The propeller vane or
k-vane axis cannot be elevated. Azimuthal movements
of trivanes, however, can change elevation angles and
vice versa

The only way gyroscopic stability could possibly in-
fluence vane dynamics is by increased friction, as a
result of the torque, on the bearings that support the
vane. However, these torques will be small compared
to other torques on the vane. For U = 12,5 m s* the
k-vane propellers will rotate at 150 rad s *. To assess
the moment of inertia of the propeller, a tiny load has
been attached to the tip of one of the blades and then
the period of oscillation has been determined. The mo-
ment of inertia found this way equals 8.6 X 10-° kg
m2. The angular momentum of the two propellersL .,
+ Loyoe = 1.8 X 1072 kg m? s7*. Typical angular ve-
locity of the vane equals 0.75 rad s—*. So the torque on
the propeller axisis 1.4 X 10-2 N m. The torque on the
vane blade at 3° from equilibrium equals 0.4 N m at
thiswind speed. So, in general, torques from gyroscopic
stability are very small compared to torques on the vane
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blade; however, those torques are perpendicular. In the
case of the k vane, the torque by drag on the extension
tube is probably much larger.

4. Wind tunnel experiments
a. Propeller tests

The author has tested the CFT propellers (model
08254) in the wind tunnel of the Department of Me-
teorology of the Wageningen Agricultural University
(WAU). This wind tunnel has an octagonal working
section with a length of 0.4 m and a radius of 0.2 m
(Monna 1983). So it isjust large enough to do propeller
tests (radius 0.1 m). Step changes in wind speed were
used to determine the propeller’s response length. To
perform step-down tests without significantly disturbing
the mean flow, a fine cotton wire was wound round the
propeller shaft. By pulling the wire the propeller was
sped up like a top. This way propeller velocities of 4
m s* could be achieved. When the propeller is speeded
up in reverse direction, the same procedure can be used
for step-up tests. Equation (A5) has been fitted to the
measured response to determine the response time. Only
the tail of the response curve, after 60% adaption, has
been used.

Results are summarized in Fig. 2. The response time
T isplotted asfunction of U... The solid line corresponds
to 7 = D/U,, with D = 3.0 m, the overall average. From
this figure it is clear that for small U.’s, 7 is less than
would be expected from D = 3 m for both the step-up
and step-down tests. The dashed curve givestherelative
decrease of D for step-up tests in percentages. For U,
< 4m st D decreases with 30%, so at low wind speeds
the propeller responds quicker.

Response timesfor step-down tests seem to be smaller
than for step-up tests; D for step-down tests equal s about
half the value of D for step-up testswhen U <2 m s,
A possible explanation is the friction of the bearings.
This will increase the deceleration of the propeller and
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TABLE 1. Model 35301 vane properties from wind tunnel tests.
Least squares
Overshoot method Both
Veer A, (M) 13 %) 13 6] 13 2
I 0.48 (0.04) 0.51 (0.02) 0.50 (0.03)
Back A, (M) 15 ) 12 (1) 14 (3)
I 0.58 (0.03) 0.59 (0.06) 0.58 (0.03)
Both A, (M) 14 ) 13 (1) 13 2
0.53 (0.06) 0.55 (0.04) 0.54 (0.06)

decrease its acceleration. However, the step-down re-
sponse at low wind speeds is not very well described
by Eq. (A5), and the scatter of individual measurements
is considerable.

b. Vane tests
1) DETERMINATION OF Ay AND {

The author has tested the k vanes in the wind tunnel
of Delft University of Technology, Faculty of Mechan-
ical Engineering and Marine Technology, Laboratory
for Aero- and Hydrodynamics. The open working sec-
tion of this wind tunnel is 0.7 m in height, 0.9 m in
width, and 1.6 m long. Vane tests were done with the
propellers mounted on the k vane. At several wind
speeds the vane was given a deviation (less than 15°)
of its equilibrium position and then released. Vane and
propeller responses were recorded using a Campbell
21X datalogger. This procedure was repeated twice for
both back and veer wind deviations and for every k
vane used at Cabauw. Specia care was given to the
symmetry of the experimental setup since some k-vane
tests suggested different response characteristics for
back and veer wind.

Results are shown in Tables 1 and 2; standard devi-
ations are given in parenthesis. The results have been
evaluated by two methods. First, overshoot ratios and
the time between successive overshoots have been de-
termined. From Eq. (B6), the damping ratio { can be
calculated, and the time between two successive over-
shoots multiplied by the wind speed equals the half-
damped wavelength (A,). From this the natural wave-
length (A, = A, /1 — {?) can be calculated. Second,
Eqg. (B2) was fitted to the vane response by a least
squares fitting procedure, and from this A,, and ¢ were
found. As can be seen from Tables 1 and 2, differences

for back and veer wind were still found but are not very
significant. Not all k vanes showed stronger damping
for back wind deviations; some k vanes showed equal
response for both veer and back wind deviations. From
this it can be concluded that asymmetric response is not
caused by the wind tunnel but probably by the k vane
itself. However, no satisfactory explanation has been
found for it.

2) TORQUE ON THE VANE AS FUNCTION OF ATTACK
ANGLE

The description of vane response as a damped har-
monic oscillator is based on the assumption M = Ng,
where the torque M increases linearly with the angle of
attack B. The validity of this assumption has been tested
in a wind tunnel experiment. A fine cotton wire was
attached to the end of the vane arm. Using a pulley and
some little weights, a force could be applied to the vane
arm. With the wind tunnel running at constant speed
more weights were added. This procedure was repeated
for two wind tunnel speeds (6.5 and 10.1 m s*1) and
for two k vanes. Results are shown in Fig. 3. The or-
dinate is M/U? and the abscissa is 8. Two important
features are clear from Fig. 3. First, M/U? does not
increase linearly with B; rather, a parabolic increase
seems to fit the data. Second, in veer wind deviations
(k vane is turned in a back wind direction), M/U? in-
creases faster compared to back wind deviations for
these k vanes. Dynamic tests of the samek vanereveaed
slightly stronger damping for back wind deviations,
which suggests the opposite.

From Fig. 3 it seems there is a little offset in vane
response for B > 0. If so, the vane would have an
equilibrium position with B8 # 0. Regression results in-
dicated only insignificant offsets, however. For 8 < 0

TABLE 2. Model 35301DTX vane properties from wind tunnel tests.

Least squares
Overshoot method Both
Veer A, (M) 11 %) 13 ) 12 2
I 0.44 (0.09) 0.49 (0.09) 0.46 (0.09)
Back A, (M) 12 3 13 &) 12 2
I 0.6 (0.1) 0.58 (0.09) 0.6 (0.2)
Both A, (M) 11 %) 13 2 12 2
0.5 (0.1) 0.5 (0.1) 0.5 (0.2)
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least squaresfitting yields M/U2? = —(0.061 + 0.004);
for B > 0, M/U? = (0.045 = 0.003)8.

3) INFLUENCE OF PROPELLER ROTATION ON VANE
DYNAMICS

To check empirically the theoretical considerationsin
section 3b, vane response tests have been repeated with
fixed propellers. In spite of the conclusion that no effect
could be expected, there was a clear difference in vane
response. Both A, and ¢ decreased to 9 (1) m and 0.43
(0.06), respectively, so the vane isindeed better damped
when propellers are rotating. The same effect was ob-
served earlier by Wieringa (1967). Scatter in A, is con-
siderably lesswhen propellersarefixed, especially using
the least squares method. In Fig. 4 the difference in
response between fixed and rotating propellers can
clearly be seen. When propellers are rotating, the vane
is usually critically damped after the first overshoot.
This behavior cannot be described by Eq. (B2), which
assumes equal overshoot ratios for successive over-
shoots. With propellers fixed the vane behaves much
more in agreement with Eqg. (B2) so the least squares
method will be much more successful.

Flow distortion is certainly different with the pro-
pellers fixed than with propellers rotating or removed.
The latter experiment was not carried out, unfortunately.
It is difficult to understand, however, how flow distor-
tion by the propellers can have such aremarkable effect
on the vane dynamics.

5. Field comparison experiment
a. Experimental setup

A field comparison experiment was carried out in
June and July 1994 at the meteorological site of WAU.
Thesite has afreefetch of more than 20 obstacle heights
in most directions (Bottema 1995). A sonic anemometer
(Solent A1012R2, Gill Instruments, United Kingdom)

Fic. 4. Influence of rotation propellers on vane response.

was used as reference instrument. The k-vane model
35301 and sonic were place on top of a 20-m mast
(diameter 0.15 m, open lattice structure), each on either
side of a1.5-m-long boom. The gap in the potentiometer
of the k vane was oriented toward the sonic (150°).
Nearly 300 28-min runs of raw data have been collected
at a sampling rate of 10.4 Hz and spectra were com-
puted. Both the finite response of the sonic as well as
the separation between the sensors are insignificant
when compared to the distance constant of the k vane
(Bottema 1995).

No instrument isfree of error and neither isthe Solent
sonic anemometer. Flow distortion by the sonic probe
may cause an overestimation of 4%—6% in mean wind
speed and 20% in momentum flux, according to Grelle
and Lindroth (1994). Mortensen and Hgjstrup (1995),
on the other hand, report a too-low response of the
Solent for all wind speed components. However, most
effects of flow distortion by the Solent show periodic
behavior (period 120°). In the data selection used in the
present analysis no such periodic effects were found.
So the effect of flow distortion by the Solent on the
results is expected to be small, and no corrections were
applied to the Solent data.

b. Satistical results

In total 139 h of data were collected. Situations with
weak wind were dominant; only 20% satisfied U > 4
m s-*. About 60% of the time unstable situations oc-
curred, and almost 65% of the time the wind did not
have a very disturbed fetch. From every 28-min file
averages and (co-)variances have been calculated in
three approximately 10-min blocks. No detrending was
done. The 28-min averages of v’ and w' were rotated
to zero. A run was considered stationary when the av-
erage total wind speed of all three blocks was within
20% of the 28-min average. From the total dataset re-
gression coefficients were determined. Results are sum-
marized in Table 3. None of the offset coefficients (c,)
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TABLE 3. Results from the field comparison experiment. Regression
parameters ¢, and ¢, from equation k vane = ¢, + ¢, X sonic; ¢, =
0in al cases.

Ac, c, Ac, r2
u 0.06 1.013 0.001 0.999
\% 0.02 0.993 0.002 0.996
W 0.02 0.95 0.01 0.92
a2 0.11 1.011 (0.966) 0.003 0.99
o? 0.06 0.998 0.004 0.99
a2, 0.02 0.769 0.004 0.98
u'w 0.03 0.957 (0.91) 0.009 0.93

was significantly different from zero. Therefore, only
the uncertainty in ¢, (Ac,) is given.

The absolute accuracy of wind direction by the vane
was not determined since the absol ute alignment of both
sonic and k vane is rather difficult. The overall average
wind direction difference was put at zero. The standard
deviation of all 10-min averages differences equaled
0.8°, so the accuracy of the vane is better than 1°. Large
differencesin wind direction wererestricted to low wind
speeds. Maximum differences in the selections U = 1,
2, and 4 m st were 5°, 3°, and 2°, respectively.
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The k-vane-measured o2 and u'w’ are less than the
sonic-measured values. The highest loss is found for
o2 (—23%), as can be expected, since the contribution
of high frequenciesis most dominant in the w spectrum.
The k-vane-measured o2 and o2 are not systematically
less than the sonic-measured values. This is due to the
dominance of low-frequency variance in the u and v
variance, for which the k vane's limited response time
isinsignificant. Moreover, loss of high-frequency v vari-
ance is partially compensated by amplification of vari-
ance at the natural wavelength of the vane. The relative
high regression coefficients for o2 and u’'w’ appear to
result from a few 10-min blocks with extraordinarily
high values. Thewind direction from most of these high-
flux blocksislocated in strongly disturbed fetch sectors.
When data are selected on stationarity and strongly dis-
turbed wind sectors are excluded, the regression coef-
ficients of o2 and u'w’ both decrease with 4% (see
values in parenthesisin Table 3).

Scatterplots of the data selected on wind direction
and stationarity are shown in Fig. 5. There seems to be
no minimum wind speed to ensure reliable measure-
ments. The selection on stationarity, however, tends to

-
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Fic. 5. Comparison of o2, o2, o2, and u'w’ measured by the k vane and sonic. Data were selected for stationarity and undisturbed fetch.
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reject low wind speed situations. The minimum wind
speed in this selection is 0.3 m s

c. Determination of k-vane properties from spectra

After selection of minimum wind speed (2 m s1),
stationarity, and wind direction (undisturbed fetch), av-
erage v’ and w' were rotated to zero. No windowing
or detrending was done. Spectra were calculated from
segments containing 23 data points (approximately 13
min) at 20 frequency bands.

Transfer functions can be calculated by dividing the
k-vane spectra by the sonic spectra. Transfer of o2,
o2, and uU'w’ are dominated by the propeller dynamics
and can be accurately approximated by the simple first-
order equation [EQ. (A6)]. The time *“ constant’” iSD .../
U, where D . is the propeller’s distance constant at 45°
angle of attack. The transfer of 2 is dominated by the
vane dynamics and can be approximated by a regular
second-order equation [Eqg. (B3)].

Equations (A6) and (B3) have been fitted using least
squares method to the observed transfer functions cal-
culated from the selected data; D .. was found to be 2.9
m (05 m), A, = 7.8 m (£x0.9 m), and / = 0.49
(%0.05). Thefitted transfer function of o2, o2, and u'w’
is plotted in Fig. 6 together with the measured transfer
functions of o2 for three different runs. In Fig. 7 mea-
sured and fitted transfer functions of o2 are plotted.

6. Evaluation of instrument response errors

The k-vane overspeeding and the ratio of measured
to actual (co-)variances can be estimated from the k-
vane parameters and spectra of atmospheric turbulence.
Standard spectrafor stable stratification were taken from
Olesen et al. (1984); for unstable stratification, spectra
from Hgjstrup (1982) were used. Cospectraof u’'w’ were
taken from Kaimal et al. (1972). Since the propeller and
vane response is faster for higher wind speeds, al errors

0925 10223 10723 100 23

k (m™)

Fic. 7. Measured and fitted transfer functions of o2

scale with U. Wind speed variances in the surface layer,
however, scale with u, and the boundary layer height
z. To relate U to u, for different heights, the loglinear
wind law with stability corrections was used (Garratt
1992, cf. chap. 3). Relations for o,,,, for unstable strat-
ification were taken from Hgjstrup (1982), and for stable
stratification, values from Kaimal and Finnigan (1994,
cf. chap. 2) were adopted. In correspondence to the site
at which the k vanes are used, a roughness length (z,)
of 0.1 m was taken and z was set at 1000 m.

a. K-vane overspeeding

The k-vane parameters derived from the field exper-
iment (D = 29 m, A, = 7.8 m, { = 0.49) were used
to estimate the overspeeding. In Figs. 8 and 9 the total
overspeeding is plotted for heights from 10 to 200 m
as a function of stability (L is Obukhov length). Cal-
culations for stable stratification are only meant for es-
timation of the order of magnitude of the overspeeding
since surface layer scaling does certainly not apply over

z (m)

) i L L i i il
1056 10° 2 3 456 2 3 456 102

Fic. 8. Overspeeding in unstable stratification.
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the whole height range in these conditions. Except for
very unstable conditions, when the turbulence intensi-
ties become very large, k-vane overspeeding or under-
speeding is less than afew percent. Note, however, that
here again the parameterizations used for the turbulence
intensities and spectra are out of their range of validity.
From Eq. (3.26) note that 1 usually will be negligible.
The integral will obtain values from 0.9 in neutral con-
ditions to 0.98 in very unstable conditions; (u,/U)? is
usually of the order of magnitude 10-2, so the resulting
w,/U will be even one order of magnitude smaller.

b. Correction of variances and momentum flux

The measured fractions of second-order moments
have been estimated by integrating the product of the
k-vane transfer functions and the relevant spectra
In Fig. 10 the results are plotted for different values
of z/D and D/L. Here, D, A,, and ¢ were taken from
the field experiment, where z = 1000 mand z, = 0.1 m.
For u'w’ (Fig. 11) the spectrum of Moore (1986) is
used. It represents an average of the unstable spectra
described by Kaimal et al. (1972).

Although D from the field experimentsis significantly
smaller than that from the wind tunnel tests, the ex-
pected loss in (co-)variance is not significantly different
when D, = 3 m/\/cos45° = 3.6 m is used, which is
the result from wind tunnel tests. At 10-m height the
difference for u'w’ is only 3%, and it becomes even
smaller at larger altitudes. Even for o2, which has the
highest contribution of high-frequency turbulence, the
difference remains smaller than 5% in nearly neutral
conditions. For o2 and o2 differences are smaller than
2% in all circumstances. So the exact value of D does
not seem to be critical at higher altitudes. In fact, the
value z, which is hardly ever known, is of the same
importance for o2 and o2. When z values of 500 or
1500 m are used, differences up to 5% in the estimated
|osses are possible.

When Z/L and z are available, the measured variances
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and momentum flux can be corrected using the estimated
|osses from the standard spectra. This has been done for
the data selected on stationarity and undisturbed fetch.
Again regression coefficients were calculated. The re-
sults are summarized on the left-hand side of Table 4.
When compared to the results of the uncorrected data
(Table 3), it can be seen that part of the lost variances
and momentum flux can be restored without increasing
scatter.

When standard spectrado not apply, spectrameasured
by the k vane itself may be used to correct for loss of
variance. Variance spectra can be divided by the ap-
propriate transfer function, and the resulting spectra can
be integrated to obtain corrected variances. Integration
has to be truncated at the high-frequency end where the
signal-to-noise ratio or the transfer functionisvery low.
In this analysis, integration was truncated when the
transfer function was below 0.04. The results are sum-
marized on the right-hand side of Table 4.

Except for o2 the two methods yield comparable re-
sults. When standard spectra are used, the corrections
for o2 become very large in stable conditions because
of the dominance of high-frequency variance. Thisway
noise in the measurementsis also amplified. On average,
however, this leads to a ¢, close to 1 but a somewhat
lower correlation coefficient. Amplification of noiseis
explicitly avoided when calculating the correction co-
efficients from the measured spectra. This may be the
reason why the resulting o2 is lower.

7. Discussion
a. Minimum wind speed

The threshold wind speed of a propeller with well-
maintained bearings is of the order of 0.1-0.2 m st.
From the scatterplots (Fig. 5), including many runswith
U between 0.3 and 1 m s, it can be concluded that
the minimum wind speed the k vane needs for reliable
measurements is of the same order of magnitude. When
bearings wear during long-term field experiments, how-
ever, the threshold wind speed will increase and the
sensitivity of the propellers will decrease. To exclude
any influence of friction at low rotation speed, situations
with U below 1-2 m s~* should not be considered. Note
that the propeller response deviates in the wind tunnel
from its regular response when U is below 4 m s1.

b. Bottema’s results

Bottema (1995) tested the k vane's propellers (model
08254) in the wind tunnel of WAU before the field
comparison experiment took place. He found the cali-
bration of propellers was in agreement with their pitch
and no significant deviations of k from unity [see Eq.
(A2)] could be measured. The threshold wind speed U,,,,
and correction AU, both equaled 0.2 m s~t. The best fit
of measured cosine response was expressed in gonio-
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Fic. 10. Measured fractions of a2, 2, and o2 in stable and unstable conditions estimated from standard spectra.

metric functions, inspired by the expansion formulation
in Busch et al. (1980), and was given in Eq. (A4).
Bottema determined the distance constant at 2.5 m
and claimsthat the dependence on angle of attack agreed
with D(y) = D(0°) / \/cos . From this one would
expect D = 2.9 m for 45° angle of attack. Bottema,
however, reports a value of 3.5 m for D,.. For large

wind speed drops, he reports a faster propeller response.
These step-down tests were performed by poor-man
methods such as quickly opening the wind tunnel door
or by speeding up the propeller by motor and V belt
and then suddenly pushing the belt away.

Because of the size of the k vane (length of arm and
blade 0.7 m, working section wind tunnel 0.40 m X
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Fic. 11. Measured fraction of u’w’ calculated from literature spec-
tra for unstable conditions.

0.40 m), vane tests could hardly be done in the WAU
wind tunnel. For want of something better, Bottemastill
evaluated vane properties from experimentsin thiswind
tunnel. His reported values of the natural wavelength
A, and the damping ratio ¢ vary considerably with wind
speed. Bottema argues that the most reliable estimates
of A, and ¢ were made at low wind speeds because of
undesirable oscillation phenomena at high wind speeds.
AtU=2ms*hefound A\, =4 mand ¢ = 0.4.

c. Propeller response at low wind speeds

The smaller D for both step-up and step-down
changes (Fig. 2) can be the result of the size of the step
change. Doing tests at low wind speeds usually means
applying small wind speed changes as well, especially
for the step-down tests. Hicks (1972) found that ‘‘the
time required for a propeller to respond to sudden in-
creases in wind speed increases with the magnitude of
the fluctuation.” In other words, at low wind speeds,
applying small wind speed changes, the propeller re-
sponds quicker.

Thisalso explainsthe smaller D and larger D .. found
by Bottema. He used wind tunnel speeds of 2, 4, and
6 m s~* when doing step response tests and found a D
of 2.4, 2.7, and 2.8, respectively (M. Bottema 1997,
personal communication). This is in close agreement
with Fig. 2. The reported average value for D is biased
because the wind speeds used were too low. Since the
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propeller responseislesswhen it isinclined to the flow,
Bottema probably used alarger wind tunnel speed when
assessing D,... The resulting response length will be
larger because of this larger wind tunnel speed.

The faster propeller response for wind speed decreas-
es compared to wind speed increases will reduce the
overspeeding of the propeller. If the difference between
step-up and step-down response times as well as the
magnitude of the wind speed fluctuations was to be
large, the step-down response time could even be small-
er than for a step-up time. In that case the propeller
could underspeed.

d. Field versus laboratory response

For both propeller and vane it seems that the field
response is faster than the tunnel response, resulting in
asmaller D and A,,. For the propellers discussed in this
report D = 3.0 m (wind tunnel) and D . = 2.9 m (field
experiment), which do not correspond at all to the ob-
served increase of D with angle of attack. The param-
eters found for thevaneare A, = 7.8 m, { = 0.49 (field
comparison) and A,, = 13 m, { = 0.54 (wind tunnel).
A reason for the difference may be that the wind tunnel
used is too small for the present propellers. However,
other researchers also found afaster responsein thefield
than in the laboratory (Fichtl and Kumar 1974; Pond et
al. 1979). Because in a turbulent wind field there are
no step changes, the propeller will usually be closer to
its equilibrium response. Hicks' (1972) results suggest
that the faster field response may be caused by the small-
er wind speed changes that are applied. On the contrary,
Horst (1973) explained a larger D found from field
experiments as the result of the increase of D with angle
of attack. Since the field comparison results show less
scatter and the field performance is thought to be of
major importance, the author recommends using these
results only when assessing instrument response param-
eters.

Katsaros et al. (1993) obtained propeller and vane
parameters from laboratory tests. The natural wave-
length and damping ratio they reported compare well
to those found from our field comparison experiment.
The vane they used, however, had dlightly different di-
mensions. The distance constant they reported (2.2 m)
is small. From their report it is not clear whether this
is the distance constant at 0° angle of attack. If so, D

TABLE 4. Regression parameters for the corrected data. Spectra were taken from literature (left-hand side) or spectra measured by the k
vane itself were used (right-hand side).

Standard spectra

Measured spectra

Ac, C, Ac, r2 Ac, C, Ac, r2
o2 0.09 1.038 0.009 0.98 0.06 1.017 0.005 0.992
o2 0.06 1.010 0.007 0.99 0.05 1.002 0.005 0.992
o 0.05 1.03 0.01 0.95 0.02 0.930 0.007 0.98
u'w 0.03 0.96 0.02 0.90 0.03 0.94 0.02 0.87
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is approximately 2.6 m, which is close to the value of
2.9 m found from the field comparison experiment.

e. Simple methods for the estimation of vane
parameters

For simple vanes Wieringa (1967) derived formulas
to estimate their dynamic parameters from the dimen-
sions and weight of the vane (see appendix B). For the
k vane S = 0.094 m? (area of the vane blade), r, =
0.48 m (distance from the vane pivot to one-quarter of
the blade chord), and J,, = 0.086 kg m? (moment of
inertia of the vane). The latter has been assessed by
attaching alittle weight on the vane and then measuring
the period of oscillation. This experiment has been re-
peated for several weights at different distances from
the pivot of the vane. To reduce damping by the vane,
the blade was twisted 90°.

When an infinite aspect ratio is assumed, the torque
parameter a, equals 27, where N/U2 = 0.18 kg, A, =
4.4 m, and ¢ = 0.34. These values compare rather well
with the values Bottema (1995) found (N/U? = 0.16 kg,
A, =4m,and { = 04a U =2ms1). Since the blade
of the k vane approximates a square, the aspect ratio is
not infinite. In fact, a, = 2.0 (span of the vane blade b
= 0.36 m). In that case A, and ¢ should equal 6.0 m
and 0.25, respectively. When using the results of section
4b on the torque on the vane as function of angle of
attack, A, = 8 mand { = 0.2.

The presence of the propellers and their mounting can
certainly not be neglected in case of the k vanes. The
presence of surface before the pivot of the vane will
increase A, as well as . The area of the projection of
the surface before the pivot on a vertical plane S, is
estimated at 0.02 m?, and the distance of the aerody-
namic center to the vertical axisr,, is0.2 m. Thisresults
in an increase of almost 5% in A, and of 9% in ¢ (Wier-
inga and van Lindert 1971).

These formulas apply to simple vanes, however. The
shape of the propellers and their mounting does not
resemble that of a vane. This may explain the large
difference, especially in ¢, between the estimated vane
parameters and the measured parameters.

8. Conclusions

From the field experiment it can be concluded that
the k vane's measurements of average wind speed and
direction are very accurate. Overspeeding or artificial
vertical wind speed will generally be very small. Ov-
erspeeding could be significant in conditions of very
high instability. These occasions usually are accompa-
nied by very low wind speeds. Then the correction Au;,
which is usually neglected, and the different propeller
response at these wind speeds may mask any overspeed-
ing.

Both perturbation theory and a field comparison ex-
periment show that the k vane behaves as a first-order
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sensor. The only relevant instrument parameter for mea-
sured variances and fluxes is D ., the response length
at 45° angle of attack (2.9 m for the 35301 model). This
parameter can best be determined from a field compar-
ison experiment, not from wind tunnel tests. Wind tun-
nel tests show much scatter, and the resulting parameters
do not correspond very well to those from the field
comparison experiment. When used above 20-m height,
however, the exact value of D . is of insignificant im-
portance.

Transfer functions of the (co-)variances can be de-
scribed by the regular first-order [Eq. (A6), o2, 02, and
u'w’] or second-order [EQ. (B3), o?] equations. These
transfer functions together with standard spectra can be
used to estimate the loss of (co-)variance. To do so a
stability parameter and boundary layer height are nec-
essary. After this correction the velocity variances cor-
respond well to those measured by a sonic anemometer.
In very stable conditions the corrections may become
large, increasing scatter in the corrected results.

Instead of standard spectra, spectra measured by the
k vane itself can be used to calculate corrections for the
measured (co-)variances. In that case no information on
atmospheric conditions is necessary. Using this method
high-frequency variance may not be fully restored, re-
sulting in lower estimates of o2. On average both meth-
ods yield fluxes and variances that are correct within
10%.
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APPENDIX A
Propeller Dynamics

The k vane is provided with four-bladed Gill pro-
pellers (Gill 1975). The propellers are helicoidally
shaped, that is, the angle between the blade chords and
the propeller plane is

a, = arctan(yzR/r), (A1)
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where vy is the pitch factor, R is the radius of the pro-
peller, and r is the distance to the propeller axis (Busch
et al. 1980). In absence of drag and friction, the ratio
of the wind speed to the orbital speed of the propeller
tips U/wR equals yk. In this case the angle of attack of
the relative wind on the propeller blade will be zero.
Then the pitch, the length of the column of air that has
passed the propeller after one revolution, equals 27ygR.
In practice wR will be less than U/y, by a factor k.
Inclusion of a correction (Au;) for wind speed inde-
pendent friction results in the calibration equation for
the propeller

U = y.kRw + Au,. (A2)

Note that in this equation, equal to Eq. (43) from
Busch et al. (1980), k will be larger than 1 in order to
reduce w at given wind speed U. Usually kisvery close
to unity (within 1%) and Au; is very small (less than
0.1 m s7%). The correction Au, should not be confused
with the starting or threshold wind speed U,,,. The for-
mer is an offset to be determined from regression of the
calibration curve; the latter is the minimum wind speed
required to start the propeller from rest. Usually Uy, is
larger than Au;.

When inclined to the wind direction, the propeller
response is less than the wind speed component parallel
to the propeller axis since propellers exhibit imperfect
cosine response (Drinkrow 1972; Hicks 1972; Horst
1973). The actual angular response can be written as

C(¥) cos¥ = (yokRw + Au,)/U.  (A3)

To correct propeller response for imperfect cosine
response, C(V) has to be measured in a wind tunnel.
For the propellers used in this experiment (no. 08254,
20 cm X 30 cm), C(W) isin close agreement with

C(¥) = 1 — 0.3 sin2(V) + 0.02 sin(6¥), (Ad)

taken from Bottema (1995). When a propeller mounted
on a vane is placed in a turbulent wind field, it will
generally not be aligned perfectly into the instantaneous
wind direction. Since usually C(W) = 1 for propellers,
its response will be reduced due to lateral and vertical
wind fluctuations, even though the total wind vector is
larger. The corresponding errors were called the v- and
w-error by MacCready (1966).

The propeller response to a step changein wind speed
from U, to U,, can be described by a first-order differ-
ential equation (MacCready and Jex 1964):

U, fot = [U. — U, (O/r, 7= DIU,.(A5)

prop!
The corresponding transfer function for wind speed
variance is given by

T, = (1 + T20?) (A6)

Here D is called the distance constant because it is
assumed to be independent of wind speed. Since 7 is
smaller for larger wind speeds, the propeller responds
faster to increasing wind speed and slower to decreasing

JOURNAL OF ATMOSPHERIC AND OCEANIC TECHNOLOGY

VoLuME 15

wind speed. Placing the propeller in a turbulent wind
field will cause the propeller to overspeed. The mag-
nitude of the overspeeding will increase with D. This
feature is similar to cup anemometer overspeeding and
has been discussed in detail by Busch and Kristensen
(1976). MacCready (1966) called this the u-error of a
propeller anemometer. Here D = U, 7 increases slightly
as the angle ¥ between wind direction and propeller
axis increases. Note that this is only true when U is
equal to the total wind, not to the component parallel
to the propeller axis [compare Busch et al. (1980) and
Bottema (1995)].

For the propeller blades to act as airfoils, the angle
of attack of the relative wind should not exceed 15°.
This restriction is expressed by the following relation:

(A7)

where w, is the equilibrium angular velocity of the pro-
peller. For the propellers used with the k vane (R; =
0.327 m), oo, = 0.6, and w,, /o, = 1.7. This
means that when step-up responses are used to deter-
mine D, only the part after 60% adaption, thetail, should
be used. Note from Eq. (A7) that if  # w,, the angle
of attack is a function of r.

o lw, = Re/r tan(a, + 15°),

min

APPENDIX B
Vane Dynamics

The vane is often assumed to be a damped harmonic
oscillator (Busch et al. 1980; Wieringa 1967). This as-
sumption is only valid if wind torque M on the vane
increases linearly with attack angle g: M = NgB. In ab-
sence of friction, the vane equation can be written as

923 (rﬂ)%

—J== = NB + :
P at

U (B1)

Here J is the moment of inertia of the vane and r,
the distance from the aerodynamic center of the vane
blade to the pivot of the vane. The term in parenthesis
in Eqg. (B1) is the aerodynamic damping. Any friction
that is proportional to U~ 9B3/dt can simply be added
to the aerodynamic damping (Wieringa 1967). The so-
lution to Eq. (B1) for a subcritically damped vane (¢ <
1) is

B = Boexp(—yt — iwt), (B2)

where y = {w,, w, = (NJ)Y?, { = r w,/2U, w? =
w31 — %), and B, = B(t,). The equilibrium value of
Bis0, A, = 2aUl/w, is the natural wavelength, and ¢
is the damping ratio. Friction that is not proportional to
U 9B/at will cause ¢ to be a function of U (Busch et
al. 1980). If M is not linearly proportional to B, the
zeroth and first derivative of 8 mix up and a nonlinear
differential equation results.

The transfer function for wind direction variance is
given by
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T, = [(1 — w?wd)? + (2{wlw,)?]*. (B3)

So the measured wind direction variance and the co-
variances between real and measured wind direction are
given by

2
T

B7 = (0.JUY. f T,5.w) do, (B4)

B¢ = (o,/U)? f 1 - 0¥0})T,S,(w) do. (B5)
(0]
A subcritically damped vane overshoots. The ratio of
two successive overshoots equals

h = BB, = exp[—=dl(1 — {2)¥2].  (B6)

Experimentally w and +y or { can be found by fitting
Eqg. (B2) to the measured response or by measuring
successive overshoots and the time between them.

Vane parameters A, and ¢ can also be calculated from
the dimensions and weight of the vane (Wieringa1967):

A, = 27 (U2INYY2, ¢ = @ A, (B7)

Here N can be estimated from the area of the vane
blade S, the torque parameter a,, and r

N/U2 = r F,/BU? = pa,S/2, (B8)

where F, is the force on the vane blade. The torque
parameter is given by

a, = ¢, /B = c, AB(AE + 2), A = b?/S(B9)

where b is the span of the vane blade, A is the aspect
ratio, and ¢, is the lift force coefficient for infinite as-
pect ratio. Here E is the edge correction and equals the
ratio of the semiperimeter to the vane span. When in-
finite aspect ratio is assumed, a, = 2.
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