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Numerical Analysis on Passive Control of Pressure Oscillation
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2. Cavity Flow
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3.2 Data Analysis
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Overall Sound pressure level(OASPL, SPL)2 A&
AREA Q] &S #@ES dehdn A4 JsF 499

o A RMS)E o83 vh&3 ol AHojd

A7E YeERlE FEZE 5739 3 Ho
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o, p =10~ °(Pa)elh.V
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3.3 Result & Discussion
Azt HEE 98 FAEHAS Tl € 4 IEe FXET9 Rossiter A& HluwsSiT
Table. 2% John Ross® A#WV3} Rossiter 2, oA ALt AE43E YAt ® 2 A
Aol A 7 HA} Al WA R=ol sigste vt FHEA #HRHAE & }9_‘%, 71 AuiAQl A
A Bee 2 gSEdan AF/4B4% 10% 45 o2 Bk B3, FxY A 7 46 ~
499 (0.0331(s) ~ 0.0352(s)®] whatr QI Fig. 2 ~ Fig. 594 45 59 A9l A5
7l g AEE & F vk wEbM 2D _Comp-2.1 P 4 Aot HE Ao~z ARE3h
frEe Fo B d4s & mAgita @ vk

Table 2. Rossiter RE AFF

e
2
-U

b
N
N
)
of

(e}

Mode 1 | Mode 2 | Mode 3
Experiment 170 Hz 380 Hz 595 Hz
Rossiter (Hz) 173 Hz | 405 Hz | 636 Hz
Present (Hz) 191 Hz X X

Fig. 2. — 46149 vpstr BE Fig. 3. ¢ = 470149 mhahs 2

Fig. 4. t = 489149 w3l X Fig. 5. t = 49°1419] w3l £ X
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4. Flow Control

4.1 Computational Setup
5 AolE Y8l F-111 %5(L/D = 6.799¢ o 48 dgAzG WA Ay A3aEo] 2o
& F% F5 Aojo] AFE3 Leading edge extension® RampZE 2 -83lt}l. Leading edge extension
o ode Adatd, HAAA WtE FEN AREe wded RS st wiolt. 2dT &
@2 o] S o] dHNEE Ao AUt Rampe 4HE AAAA wHso] Huo] A
wol YT AL AMSE WHelth X. Zhang V& RampE ©| 43 u} 5 Lol AE @e A
58 EolA E oy vslg 25048 5SS adHoR At B AT HAE JH
7245 Hgsta F WS 2433 Ramp extensiong A& wgkth 7t ]Oi H“ﬂ"ﬂ el dol, A,
Eol 55 v AXEE FAY VA1 4 P gk FR= Fig. 67 Table 4~6°] it}
F-111¢& 31X 60600ftell A mF8l4= 0.7122 &30S sty olu f-5F2712 Table 39 9l
e -
b T
I Table 3. Alo] Alo]= {5 =ZA(L/D = 6.79)
(a) Baseline (b) Leading Edge Extension Reynolds No. Mach No.
‘l*i 1 6246000 0.712
" 1 h — 3t (Pa) 2 =(K)
6.97 % 10° 216.65
(c) Ramp (d) Ramp Extension
Fig. 6. Baseline®} #% Ao Aolx A
Table 4. Leading
Edge Extension Table b. Ramp Table 6. Ramp Extension
/L t/D /D h/D /L h/l t/D
LE Ext 1 1/20 1/10 Ramp 1 1 1/10 Ramp Ext 1 1/10 1/20 1/10
LE Ext 2 1/10 1/10 Ramp 2 1 1/5 Ramp Ext 2 1/10 1/10 1/10

4.2 Result & Discussion

Table 7. Ao} wWralo] W& 0ASPL

OASPL(dB)
Baseline 139.01
i i type 1 139.48
Leading edge extension tvpe 2 T
Ramp type 1 135.86
type 2 131.34
Ramp extension type 1 135.85
type 2 130.43

Fig. 7. Baseline v}3l¢ &% Fig. 8. Leading Edge Extension 2 u}3}l¢ £ X
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Fig. 9. Ramp 2 v}&4 £X Fig. 10. Ramp Extension 2 v}l ¥

4.2.1 Leading Edge Extension

Table. 7914 & 4 95%°] Leading edge extensiong AF&3F Ag-ole= EW3 gy7t gl =,
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4.2.2 Ramp
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4.2.3 Ramp Extension
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5. Conclusion
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