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Abstract

Numerical optimization technique with Navier-Stokes code has been used to
reduce the drag of conventional ogival nose. Forebody optimizations are perforred
for supersonic laminar and turbulent flow conditions. To alleviate the computing
time of aerodynamic drag calculation, axisymmetric boundary condition is
implemented in the 3-dimensional Navier-Stokes code. The automated optimization
procedure with gradient based method results in a drag reduction of 4 %.
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Aly $[9]& Haack-Adams body 59 71&¢] & &3 4 7HA 718F 459 4% 2 (linear
combination) .2 AM2L BAFL Aoy ojuie] A4LEELE HAUSE YL, Stochastic 3
8} o]&9] § EofQl Simulated Annealing(SA) A3} 71'Y-& TY3d 7129 Gradient 714t
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B a7 EAHL 2&402 dl¥gss fEHPAY] Nose 22 ®ol AMEHI Ue
Karman OgiveE, AA1#<Q HE7164E Eol7] Siste] Uy I Avle FASA F9d
Zd 93t Bt e =g zt+ Nosed AAld ok Karman ogiveZ} Slender body ©l&
o o3 A" FH-& :2IslA Slender body o5t ©] P& Navier-Stokes code® ©]-&3t
W Karman 345 &3] ¢ ze e HdAx shesteizt gddd.
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AA HHgE ge, AARHS UBET U old AR(YF A4 : Performance index, 54
g4 : Objective function)S HZA3HFHA3} : Minimization, ™3} : Maximization)3tE 2, Fo]
A od ZAE(FTE A : Constraints)& A FE YANAM AAE4E(design
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2.2 rmulation
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T F4E 47 fEME AN, 4P 59 AAY Moz g X3 FAES
FAse Zol Y4Holt.
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A3l o Wol 2oy V1A FPES] YA BF Tol TAF sholnh A WA ygoR
£ #A-2 Fourier 49 polynomial spline fitting £ #Q%g4s-=2 Fdsty I ASFES 4
ARG 2 L3t AANSE AS4S FoldA AAFHo2 FA4E T3 WPiold. 53] AW
A Wy AANFSE adE FATFE Jehge i s8R P4 FolAn &7 HPF3
perturbation®d Fg AT+ XA Hiles WyPez Ul & ded & AFdae 7|
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Slender body ©l&e] &J&H URLAHQ Ogive el WAHEEsSH o] 4o H¥E3H
(Volume) ¥ Wave drag= Uelde 42 g3 2013l

S(¢) = TP = Lf—[ b1(¢—ﬂ22¢) — bk sin’g

S (_1\n sin(n—1)¢ __sin{n+1¢
_n§3( b b"[ n—1 n+l1 } (2)

o, _xl_ = % (1-cos¢)

_ 2P, b D, _ P& .2

v=Bbn-7) % = "4 2 ®
A (DA b, =0(n=3)oln b, #0, by =09 7% Karman ogive’} S, b, =0, by+0o]H
Sears-Haack bodyol®, &;#0, b,#00]"8 Haack-Adams body7} HEZ E dFdi=
b #0, b, =0, b,#0 (n=3) 7} 24 Karman ogive?] W3tg HFA o] "t}
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= e o] EEE= A 5 A

— 2 _ ___sin2
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47 it bm
(&, b1=—7;,§, X =(—1) “—,fl, m=12,.., 0 )

A3 o]&Q] Slender body ol&cl &3t Zolst 71AWNAo] AAHHULT B+ H42PFHL Z2e
ol x,=0(m=21)ol}, vMYaAHRE 13e CFDE e 48 Atdxe o AFs
o] ojd - ZHA He FAgo] HATHL e Aol Hgsde ZAAAM ABE A5 o
AFE(x, m=1,2,..., N)E AAd4+2 293

T&ERA0IZAE Ogive TA ATFINNA 71&717F &3 ¢l @& 7HARSR 3 =3,
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dS(x)/dx > 08 AHE-EKT
3. 3984

3.1 ARAA

A5 B35 o] £33 A" F4o dE AseE AAAE YA FES A5 B
ol 9§ AAFA7Y-E HEagh dol PP e %H0F ol 1 % FAHoE YR
on BWd £AF WO Z+ Fig 1, Fig. 2 A & £ gle vlg 2ol F7% &F AT
el Azl7t 383 Sol7lx& X 7i7te4E FJd Fee) 50 T2 Wi old
FAggel R AAzAL ARFEALEZN A3 A4 v FEY JEF AR
ARz HAsA.

3.2 CFD 84

ZHEHM e ZAE UH{14]e 7o s § PNS(parabolized Navier-Stokes) CodeE ©l§
3t F3t AP (space marching)e. 2 FHASFE Tt FAFH M4 FYTE Fol7] 9
8le] F7tolatsl FA o) A& Roeol FDS(Flux difference splitting) ‘$'d< AH&-stich.
HA4ETS] TS A Rew = 10°¢ AFAA 575 5502 7/M¥T B399 4A vgA =27
o dAnE ALY} FAFE Rer = 2998 x 10°Y A$9 ¥f 5802 /MR AS Dz
W3ty HHYP4S TG
E3) Zdolwa zt AF9 crossflow FHdM 3L U3 BAZA(9/96=0)& HE&3e
2N 3o zE 32 AA FAzF ¢ U9 RAE 2F Ao daAAMY ALFgoEHN
AAREL AHT 5 do] AXALE 21Hoz 2Y F AUh o Wy g7 s 324
el Hn JEF FES FEEE 71FS A U

4. A% 2 AR JE

284 FEY YA Nose BHo 2 Wol A= = Karman ogiveR o} 22 882
= 848 737 98, A3 l/d=3 ¢! Karman ogiveS 27|84 2 Mach 2.6, ¥4 «
=0 oA F3} AsW(space marching)dle PNS Codez2 2% 2 dFsidoz 2tz HAss 4+
RES=8

AAS g8 Al8-A AW d¥ SPECe] Linpack DP 57 MFLOPSS! 125MHZ9] PA-RISC
7100 CPUE AF8-3k= HP000 735/125 71%9) workstation® AM&-3¥on, 1 39 £{F/4%F
Aa-g o8 Yo 3§ CPU-timee o 135% AL foH dFHF 4L fdMs 246 2 A=
7F &8 H Ak
HAHE £y 6719 AAASE AHE-39en, Fig. 3 2 Fig. 4 dA & 5 3l 8k 2ol &
FHA 2 GHAM 2% o 208 Ax e CFD A =i FHFE Wyl Eum o]
Fe AA3] AslEltsl oF 10089 AHFE Fola sEF2AL WFIIY

Z5RF ML ol&F HAZE Re = 10° oA o]20] Fed Yl Karman F43 3
g5l AL Fig. 5 o veRAC. HAHI Fixs ZuotAdPdAe & |EUr glley
Wave DragollAl oF 4 % o149 ZAE &Q0E 4 dx, o] AA3A7t HHF k4o o}
d g uggddeMT F4 WA= A HA T4 RIS 3 A=A g3 JFHs A
FHAbel el Off-Design ©2 Mach = 1.8, 22, 3.0 Z}zto] ths] A4 AnE F71¢ Fig. 7
g B £ Kol A g g IFAFAE FUE 5 gl

GHAE A4S 48 /19 sRaxd AF3e Ree = 2998 x 10°04 HAHzE SRy
o}, Al Mach = 1.8, 2.2, 30 °lA{2] Off-Design A4t 237t F71€ Fig. 8 & wd £547%
A we} go] A FohdA TE HA F4S FAY 5 A P4 A3 AP Fig. 6 A B
= Hle} o] FHR/T A} FAIFE & 5 A
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o 712¢] CFDdl 93 33348 23383 HH3 S8 AAgo=H By F8&83FHon

253" dAAAE 74T 5 U .

o Ogive FHlo] FEHA-E 93] T+ 3W(space marching)3tE PNS Codedl &2H ZAA=

AL HegozH HMd Ao AL YE Fo HA HAHIH L85 AE FAS A

Z 4 AU

o Ogive AL 3837 938 ¥4 Y2 Fourer sine 52 Uedla AAASEN O A
+5 dgozy AAdey ALE 24 FAAF £IAHL B AU A3 BAsS

T 5 AuUth

0 2&4&gdoA] Pl FEH B Nose 42 wo| AHE-59 Slender body ¢l &9

o A3 PF4Q Karman ogiveE H4AE 2 HAAQAEIAE 13 dE CFDE o] 83l &4

gte 24 Wave dragollA oF 4 % AXY &8 F42a0E Yeghlle 23 Hsld N2 34

< 78 £ AA

0 FRAEOL ANY A9} URAEOD ANY T A BF 4U54 L FAYy ug

A FASHE BQa FEGALE A AATNE 4L £ AU
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Fig. 1  Typical laminar flow grid
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Fig. 2 Typical turbulent flow grid
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(I/d=3, M=2.6, ReL=29.98x106)
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