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ABSTRACT

This study presents the feasibility of CFD(computational fluid dynamic) analysis using
the flow angularity wind tunnel test technique. The CFD analyzed data by the flow
angularity technique has been constructed as the database to get store trajectories by
6-DOF simulation. The database has been checked out store aerodynamic coefficients by the
analyses at each position under wing. After that process, the simulated trajectories by
database have been compared with the store trajectories by CIS(Captive Trajectory
Simulation) of CFD. The trajectories provided by the database of flow angularity have a
good agreement with the store trajectories by CFD.
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