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Drag coefficient of blunt nose and rounded nose cylinders versus fineness ratio I'd

Fig. 2 Drag coefficients for different shapes
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Fig. 3 Design of a cannonball
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Fig. 4 Total input force
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Fig. 5 Stress intensity of a cannonball

Fig. 6 Safety factor of a cannonball

Fig. 6 & ¥&ro] 5}2]%7)717 2]

HA7A 4

S 3 adolt) ¢HEAASIE 1 B AW
g =2 eFar, gtow s Ech Aq7|A Ha
FAAGI) 2 B} 3u2 ¥R f=via
st 4= Qluh. Egh] ZE3slE FZ o A
2 u) o]AFo] Fojof ThafE )
7EL.3_ H]—HJOE ;LF/}J,} 3“"132]0] o]E
Z}EE 50, 20 0°% Al sjads] B oAy
SHAAIG7F 2 e} 2 gho] =& AT
4. BE
geHor Aldd ¥eho] LR NS
doZ u W e FAHY AGs FI &
Atk oyer FZAHEe] Ego] st
QS FEA Fe s A BHS o] &5ty
Tk EERe] I ofF oS5 WA}
Aol dojA kA FAS HAst=d ul$-
a3 eaott, FF AFE Eeho] L£H
A5 doZ u 3 Y A ¢ 59 A4S
sk A g ol
=7

1. P. A Henne, 1990, “Applied Computational
Aerodynamics”, Panel Method 4-1 ~ 4-67

2. Sighard F. Hoerner, 1993, “Fluid Dynamics
Drag”, Hoerner Fluid Dynamics

1160





