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Study on Supercritical Symmetric Airfoil Design of
Certain High Subsonic Canard Missile

LI Xiaolin, WU Bin, FU Jianming, ZHAO Xinglong, LIANG Wei
(Shanghai Electromechanical Engineering Institute, Shanghai 201109, China)

Abstract: A concept of supercritical symmetric airfoil is proposed in order to improve the aerodynamic capability

of high subsonic missiles. The airfoil is featured by obtuse rounded leading edge, flat surface and bigger enclosed
area. In the case of transonic speed and small angle of attack, supersonic flows exist in most regions of the airfoil

surface. The shock wave is efficaciously prevented from occurring and the scope of boundary layer separation is
decreased, through which the drag divergence Mach number and the lift-drag ratio are increased. A supercritical
symmetric airfoil is designed based on the CFD (computational fluid dynamic) method of solving N-S (Navier-
Stokes) equations and the PARSEC (parametric section) method, and is used for the design of canard fin and tail.
Transonic wind tunnel test is carried out to verify the aerodynamic capability of the missile with supercritical
symmetric airfoil. The results show that the missile with supercritical airfoil has fine lift-drag performance at high
subsonic speed.

Keywords: supercritical airfoil; high subsonic speed; canard missile; symmetric airfoil; airfoil design

2| = L A

7 I A B R A B 5 ] I M0 R R =2 R F 5
L>(NASA Langley Research Center) ) RICHARD
T F 1967 42, B L B T SC(1)-XXX R 51 3#
AIF SC(2)-XXX ZAF| 3 A, 20 40 90 4F (R 3L F
SC(2)-XXX Z 51| 3 7 Nk Ji& 37— % 1 8 I 5t 32
B, HET. TR G AR A B IR R HLE C A
B747.B777,A320,A380,AR]J21,C919,Y20 % K #I

Wr#E B H3:2017-03-24 48 B A #:2017-04-28
EEE I

AR T e 3 Y L R ol B R A R R T
B, b TP R SR S SR AR AT RO G
L1 25 . YB3 G S I I S 3 R RE HE
IS BH 7 R34 B GR 00  AE L n] fd TR A B A g

PR/ B AT PR RE

SCHRLL BT X [ Py A i 53 36 10 B 2w A7 A 1Y

AN AT ME A X I S 3 R B 4R bR 5 R

ZR/NARA987—) VBB AL TR, R R TS 1 R 5 4.



B o X

62 AEROSPACE SHANGHAI

%5 35 % 2018 44 4 1

i Z I8 B 2% R JEIT T o A M5 . afi 4k 1 et il .
SCHRL2 1R FI 5 AE 2 B0 18 (PARSEC) ¥ X # Iif 5t
FARPEAT T At I A R AL 7 35 #E AT T X%
oo SCHRES TR 23 KA T AN HLIL B 52 0 95 5t
X I A RAE2822 3R 7E & 25 i W 75 IR 7 v
BT B R PR AT T BOE AU R A Al st
[LEe

i 5 38 80 B AR A DA it 0 0 O TR S B
Z, HAE CHLA T AL L3RSz ) (HAE B
23 BT I P A A RGE . TSR A LUK
I T 6 FR AME B TRAIL TS LB S 5 e R
BHL S (BT D46 7 5, 3 o A 2 3 T+ 7 18 75 1)
SR A5 AT IV LR I S SRR 5 b ok Bk AR
(Bl 23 T 5 A 22 SR I 1 2 25 (ST 43 7 2 del i
2T # = A= 1) g k72 T 1) o T R B AR B AR PR AN
AR o ARXTAR B I 53 A 0 1 $R A% 16 [ i A

o M7 By s e B S I TG BB BRI R
B AT e T BH U RE » SR A R i 18 8 B AT PR
AL UVREVE ] STT &M X FRAME . A7
43 ) FH A I 5 80 7 L L g A 000 A 4 3 R A
X B R 2 THT i Sk B M i R 4 3 2R P R R 2 1 A
AR SCER T I S B 3 B R N T
LG Y TR i A LN L R e DO
WA A RIS AEAN 4 F [ 3 SR TRl FRAME L
WRBLBE T E N 0. 8Ma . fie i K 0. 9Ma,

AR ST X i Al 0 B 0 XA SR S 56 A P BE A A
DA BT T — ol A 36 80 6 =l X ok e i e 3L 7
T 15 75 A B R D8 0 21 b B S Y BT
MRAS A 38 S BB AU E AT X HE i 3 o XU 1
BRSO RCR

IR S

BRIV I E RBUS WL 3 385

D BT m R . X%
T T R 8 BH ) 2R BOR THBEL Tk 28 < sh
eS80 E N Bt %, % ] CFD (computational
fluid dynamic) J 43158 H b5 ek £, B #E4T 04k, AN
MR H AR R AE . X 71— M AR A 3 A
VR AT AL, X B A 3 A A7 A8 B 0 A L3k 31 3%
INEE7

2) W . WitEAEEZEER RS
BN TUAT A 200, i 2 38 5 8 ) — 238w o AR
LS i €N O N D S S e iy 7 Sl S AL B (B

JEE A1 96 A RE DL UM 2%

3) R T EE e E ERT
SR NS LAY AR IR 3 20 A 98 Ji o Rl 2= X
By 3 5 SRR R ity 2 Xk 38R g LA 28 TR

Vg — R Jr B BL T 5k« Al 4 07 12 K RE R 28
it sl et e AR A ELAT 7 i A ME— g [] 2L
il g PEAR 5 B — 5 (9 SR PR . T B it
LRI BOTHB B 8 W TG 1 4 3 A H BR TR ) 4y
MRS B0 H. . BIdERE 45 ) BEAE A% T 0 20 A, A 2R
FEA5 IR SRR 4 A AN BE 50K B xRz A 3 8 A1 JE
RS AL B TR Y i B A R
AR R A ETT DS B3 RS HARX 4
B 1 g 225 O F AR R Ak BR A% Gt 19 <8l B it [l et
11 EL AT L I A e R B AT LA Ak

R IR 1 3 AT » b R KL 7 38 8 7T 3 5
TR

_ 1N e
7= m;(ri r) (D
Aot m WV BCH 5 IRV R
R HARE

16 SR B —F8 AR I R BRI AR AR H AR R
B an LA BH EGAE S B bR R AL

S ST A 3R S TR R B B AL O
L, R A 3 AL P AR 0k i BT RO A Ak
BT EER B A Y B S Bk T R T A i Ok
P ALMAME . HRGH S 8007 A 35 B R
#ik . PARSEC 75 1E 38 5 R 7LD T IR 2001 o6 4
AR gy LN A BRI O A B R B0TE R
PARSEC ¥,

YR h N B 2 19 & Hicks-Henne B bR
Ok . O R T 0 3 R B S v SR R R
B pR B S B B 3 TR OIR P G o B R AR 8
PRIE I L B i ke H AR IR AR

k=q
Voo = Yo T 2 cf i (D) (2
k=1

k=q
Viow = Yiowo T Et‘kﬂf}(I) (3)
=1

A yop s View S8R BT FLAY 1 R T N A
Voo s Viowo T B A FEAEF R |- R R AR 2
SRR AL b BUEE L 0~ 15 & ROREE b A1
SR JEL P I3 A B K5 g R ORBEE SR o N
i BUEYE I R — 0. 01~0. 01, 38 i 45 o AN ) Y
ik e A2 AL IE AR s £ (o) & Hicks-Henne #



P NG X L I X 3R B BT S 63

45 35 4% 2018 4E4H 4 ZE/IRR A R
f( ) 1‘0‘25(1_1)(3720!9,%:1 (4)
x) =
' sin® (2 ®) ok = 2
e(k) = In0.5/Inx, ,0 < 2, < 1 (5)

%,lk:192939495565:}’}4‘@[3/‘]1%é}%uy‘jo159
0.3,0.45,0.6,0.75,0.9, 8 x =088 10, F f.(2)
o X E AR R T IE R E T B A A0 RS 2 AL AR

ME,I_IJH:T CIGI L cE RN S S ENEE iR
JUf 2%,
SCHRC12 148 i PARSEC 302 i — & 9 45 4iF

Z 000 RE 1) f AT oR BIOR AR AT 38 R AR BR Y 5 k. SO-
BIECZKY ) H 11 NEFME S8R E A, nE 1
TR

E1 HBL@SH

Fig. 1 Parameterized airfoil

EH . R. AEBFIZAEE; o F oy, 535 NE
T 3% T o R B AL ) A A AR RN A B 5 o Ty 3
S 3 AR 3 T A KRR BE A 1) A AR AR R A AR
Ve F 3 23900 0y BLAY | R 36 T $5c KR A 1 il
Ry NEAFZACxo =D BINBAR; a0 IR
JG SR A T3 AR B R EE RS SR AL T BRI Y
oA} .

M4l SOBIECZKY ¥ B S8 3R m 7 ik, B

AR RN y = Za,,«;» e, o, Q =

(Q Qs+ Q) M /\%"Ji? L1280 2 Fly 535
I RE AR AR AL AR s 0 S 2B A, DLX
11 ABHCH T & BN S5 E . T
FHR ) R EL a, s BRI RIS SIME s . S Bk
AN 58 42 BB PRSI, 0 2506 B S 850G B T Rl gk
FTRRE .

AR PARSEC 35 i 47 48 e 780 % ) 38 A 11
AL T, %X AR A (T ok, R RT3
R 1200, ST 6 B 23X SR AE - R 1w 3 AR £k L R

1

Yoo = Za,,<Q> c T (6
Atl:':‘ Q - (Rlc:?ftc’yic?‘ru’yu?alc ’yxxu)’ j‘j}? um%\%

KR a, B9 7T DRIESHL
Wi AT AXETY Q5 a, KA HMKN

V(X)) = Y D
tan(a, ) = [%]: = Z (n— )a,,x}’:%(S)
6 1
ya@) =y, = Djaxi? (9
7 1

a,xt =0 (10)

) - i}m—é)

2
dy] = Z(n*f)(n*f)a,,r” 2 (1D

Tu

2
— |
R, = 5 12
TR R a, AT RAE T2 5 2] B
ro1 0 0 0 0 0 7
1 3 5 7 9 u
e T e Xt Xt e
1.+ 30 54 7.5 9 2 1
2 te 2 L te 2~m 2~m 2~m 2 Lie | @
1.4 34 5.5 7.5 9 0 11
2 u 2‘Ll 2‘11 2‘1! 2‘1! 2*[1
—1,.: 3 1 151 35 53 : 992
L4‘ll 4‘\1 4‘11 4*[1 4*[1 4*[1_
ra] ZRIC
az yte
as Yu
= |— tan(a.) (13
ay
0
as
4z
o d1'32}1.:1l ]
it — LR ERMERIEEAE. WG y. =

=]
ytc(Im =1) = 0, ,;TF%/[‘F%%&/E%E% B) /I\’EI] Q -
(Rle’-ru’yu’ale’yxxu)o/\EP’ Yxxu ﬁ)i [d } -
l

M S 808 Xk £k %R . Eﬁtﬂ’r%ﬂﬁﬁjuﬁgﬂx
M FEER R o, ERAFEMEA AL, WK%

W%ﬂﬁ%éﬁuﬁﬁﬁﬁm@ St RAE2822 3 A |- 3 1fi
’TT T?J‘-E%%&T/l/\( a; =0. ]39 as = —0. 103, as; —
0.234, a, =—0.585, a; =0.426, az =—0.102),

Bl 2 45 T TR AE S 805 A 9 RAE2822 31
bW AME 5 R R E R AN B AR K
HC O A I o Dy B R BRI R AR AR 2/ C
HIC R, YRR R R IR 2R A 100,



Eo® oM X

64 AEROSPACE SHANGHAI

%5 35 % 2018 44 4 1

0.15

— RAE2822 A R
0.12 f —— PARSECHI ¢ BT

0.09 r

yiIC

0.06

0.03 +

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
x/C

El 2 PARSEC #l& RAE2822 & FRH
Fig.2 PARSEC parameterized RAE2822

airfoil upper surface

2 N-S 7Rt E 7k kit

7 I A 3 A S AR X A A e R R i i
K H Fluent B Mk 8 45K f# N-S(Navier-Stokes) J5
PR A5 100 2 ) R Ay ol P 3 3l 22 52111, SR
SRR B RE B 55 i It B A 1) 38 BB D A R ) 22 20 8 )
AH G FEAIF 8 I 5L 35 78 [ R i 0 75 2 TSR T R A
Y E, Y6 B RANS(Reynolds Averaged Navi-
er-Stokes) 75 FAE A Ui 7 BUE SR e 1) 24505 72 L R IR
RS 390 e A 88 35 W PR 4 T B i R/ L R PR AT
1 S-A(Spalart-Allmaras) —J5 F& T 2 it 7 A 07
R FH kg R B HIORs X B IO A RAE2822 FI
NACAO0012 fE RT3 L xf 42 L il it 53 A ) &
B C, iR BE B S L IR TR A
Rk

C, HTENE & LN

C, = % (14)

Krp: p WAE— R BRI po ORTLEE; oo WK
T s v ARIEE

KO BURIHE , BE 58370 A0 3 2 F A2 B 25 A 5%
KGARFMRERNEIRY ., NERESH A
BAFI U S % AL R K B, 3R |
TR A AT 91 A WA A POA% S EC 133 A X181
Ao BARIRES 12 MR Ay, B 1X10 " F5%
K. A RAE2822 il NACA0012 By [ 4% @ [ 3
JI s o

BLEMAE R YR L RENEE vy 5IEEY
A 12 MRS R Ay, ZERER T TRRA
A E L B

it

— A >~ - 7
oo eSS
/5; f i @;@
f’%&x&x‘/‘ st iAWY i R&?
S HITII RIS
(b) NACA0012
B3 BIWE

Fig.3 Airfoil grid

Yy =o. 172(%) (Re)"? (15)
refl

K L ASHRKE PN LK s Re R IHEL

B4 41 T RAE2822 3 AU 7E 5 i 4t Ma =
0.729, i a=2.31°,Re=6.5X10° (J F B fif #%
KOWY 5 F1 Z%0 C, i CFD iH8 M 5l 8 " iy
XPHEE R . I 7 43 A e A% Ll LA 78 180
RESWIE T i a5a, B 5 4T NA-
CA0012 AL Ma=0.75,0=2.0°,Re=1.0X 10’
W S 2% C, B9 CFD 388 S5t ™ iy %
g R, MWIE Al LUE 4] B F NACA0012 3
A, RAE2822 3L AIRE SR Wk 40 B8 MU IE L C,
RRREANEIL 3%,

ik — 2 B IF PARSEC (i 38 7304 3008
3 1 2 Sl Al BN PRI A AT CFD 315 1T 5
THH Ma=0.8,a=1.0"°,Re=1.87X10",2 Fh %}
FRFLR ) R 1 2B A A 6 ff s . 2 Ff i AR 3 A8
W C, s BARNG &, bR TE /B AL E 1 C, WA 22
S HAlAA B C, e KIREAHE 3%, R Y
AEIER R RN G Sy R U E NI (B i
Wit 5 TH,



2 35 % 2018 45 4 1

2 /IR, A5 B o T G L I S X SR S 5 65

0.5¢

1O}

O HRME
15 s

=02 0 02 04 06 08 10 12
%/C

B4 RAE2822 EEIEH4 %
Fig. 4 RAE2822 airfoil pressure distribution

0.5 ¢

1.0 — CFDil 814
O RBMH
1.5

-02 0 02 04 06 08 1.0 12
x/C

5 NACA0012 BERE A H M
Fig.5 NACAO0012 airfoil pressure distribution

05F

—— PARSECHI & B AY
—— RAE2822 b KX R E R

1.0

1.5 :
02 0

02 04 06 08 1.0 12
x/C

6 HEAFHNHEILL

Fig. 6 Comparison of airfoil pressure distribution

3 REARI

3.1 iRt AR

R 4 5 8 5 350 00 R AR T A TR D R K
Ma=0.8,13 H =1 km, {3t o/0 =1/7. % K
FEAR AR Omax << 10°, R 3 M fm FA 4 1°~2°, R & 1F

O 228N o 3 BT 1 5 RO 48 ARG BT H IR BE LE L
B} ax1.15°, LA Ma=0.8, H=1 km,a=1.1°
f SR T 00 R T T

THE AT ) 2 8003 A

Cram = L@eﬁ/(%ﬁvzs) (16)

. 1
Coam = Dﬂm/(?pUZS) an

K Low ARMTTT s Doy HRFEHTT 50 HER
L] km B A KR S ASH A ;v
Sh B, B A T AR (AR ON 006 m) L SR
WK 2.6 kg, WHVRE T, S8 2T R
Cram = 0.22. R TREAME & AMTZRET
SBAEI S BB Cpan 0.3, WIETHELK. S
AT AT BEL 7 o5 L L BB 20k 90040, WS B L N
5% EERBA N 5%, TR TS 3B h iR
i, Al S AR TR L 29 16, AR IE BT 2
e By FHRE LR 20,

3.2 ¥EgEEItRE

T 50 IR I v 3o B — O i S 3 TR A Oy o
SR AR BRI L i MRS EOR AT AL B LR
B L3 2 LR A 3RO X RRAME AR T
STT 354 A 1T . 42 Pt 2% 1) 5] 1 A ok 2805 AR 908 45 44
TR AW AT B ORI R RIE /N T 120
PEHCGERITHR L L/D =20 /05 HAx ek %, L A D
o3 590 0 A BE S Y B T 3 AR 7 2R ) PARSEC
LRI B UL SR AR OB A e . 38
TYANIE A2 3 P RS 2R B B <3 T 5 e o e O R i
SR E AR, EABRIHRAEME 7 R,

3.3 ®it5RhudE
Wt RAE2822 # Il 5 38 29 fy b 2 1 A 08 it
iy R0 THT 5 Y4 B 2R Al 2 AMORT BR B T T L A RX R 3R
B Dl AL R KRR SR g X R 3 R AT 4 LE
R RFE RN T 1200 0 e SR AL, R 1 4
ST KT Bk 3R B4 R AR 2 800 BOEL T L T RR
il 45 E 24
DUATE T R T B 45 19 R 19 0t 19 Powell
LS A TR R R E TR B A S HLS
A BB Bty 6 I —4EE R, BIKRIRITE A S
ANT7 T A A B AL SRS AR B B B a5 %
B AL TT 1018 R L AS B Bed AL a5 FE 0 B s 1Y



B o X

66 AEROSPACE SHANGHAI 5035 % 2018 4FE4H5 4 )
Wi BB HEPARSEC 3 X RREE AL, Bl bRic h AVBLCo Hp. C
1 HpEARFEAL, ALB LA R B A B (R 3 A
Wi B AR AR Y FRBIZHOLE 2.
v %2 PARSEC EES¥
s HHEE RIRAE2822 Tab.2 PARSEC airfoil parameters
R YE xR W | w “ @ “ @
+ Fe 0.126 —0. 144 0.366| —0.725 0.474| —0.097
bﬁ’ig E*ﬂ?[zllﬁ L/D=20 A 0.134 —0.052| —0.368 0.930| —0.968 0. 324
*: 0.126 0.055| —0.790 1.666| —1.655 0.598
EHi g A C 0. 158 —0. 316 0.622| —0.666 0.125 0.077
v
A P R
v P8 2ty 1 i o 3 AU 5 v [ 38 A0 A AU T4
H SN T CFREE A, K. y/C AL
A BR AR T ERALSE A B A 4 b, Co AL Cp 43 ) R B
(VANEE SR PIEY €] SWIE Y 8
LID=20 R e i O N 3 1 S DA A B i TR |

WA

LR

B7 BEEGITRE

Fig.7 Airfoil design flow chart

®1 RESHELEHE

Tab.1 Range of airfoil parameters

A28 Fe/ME ISPNE]
Ri. /% 0.5 1.5
2o /% 35 50
o /% 5.75 6
ae /() 0 15
Y /0 —40 —20

R I7 0 BOCHT 5 A5 02— TR T — B Bk AR,
JE UG ) Powell 5935 2K B — 4k 948 R A4S B e f
L BARR BT AR e i D7 I PR E T — eI R
4 e KUK LAAS AR D 8 R T7 1) i e Jm 22 KA N T
— BB I TT ) B IR A TR B TR R
P, R R P T 3 A R ] S A
A RS RIEA 2 4 5 AR 3 A s F AR ek AL
(LAY 3 4 1 2 B2 T 300 9 0 2 114 e DG A B
SR N EBAEE A R A SO BT A i R

Lo T S AL P Ak ok AR b 38 AR R T A VRO AT B
W55 . 5SRO L, AL A B RT SR AR K
o KRR FE A il 3R/ A A B | R T AR A5 AR
X3 TR LG Y 13, 6 38 K F 16. 2, fH AR 3K 5 H A5
fH. A B A IR AT T A TUWGER, /1%
AR W1 A 0N ] B o5 R TR B 7 B TS L FHRH LB 3R A
SMEBA N . St R E A C RIS
0 ZE KI5 SR A D) e KR BE A i B
PR 52 2 B0 R A i 3 A0 1 AR xRS B O 10 800, R
o 12% i RS E SR, CAMERY TFRH L 5 B 3
RUA LE$E T 50. 78 %0 . 35 F] 20. 5,3 a0 1R &
Y S AW

B9 4 T AR AL A C AE SR T30 /N I £ 1
I L FRIEET 50 s K. B (@)~ (D43 5 xT
Mo a=0",2,4",6", HE (D) A[Al, o= 20}, |30
O 43 B A5 AE 5% ) A B 60 %0 LA . BE % TSR A 4
KPR B BT RS . = IR B A A I S A
T (18 %o R B 7R A v IV 125 P 3R B[] AR R 0% 41 38 VB 0
B IR B L IS AR B Y

4 RORR I 5 if § T 42 fi A

HERT U TS0 S £ 600 mm X
600 mm W5 8 AT 3 ST B8 A T A 3
TR AR SR I 10 B

CRIREEN S PICPES 1 PITLES
Bl CFD 15745 5 15 U 1050 5 50 %8 1L 28



535 4 2018 AR5 4 1

2 /NP, A8 B e I G S L A SR X A B R R A S

67

2
BN

y/C

)

0.1
| i ~——e——— T
—02 0 02 04 06 08 1.0 1.2
x/C
-1.5
ol —
05}
ok
05l Ma=0.8,0=1.1°
€,=0.166,C,=0.0123
1.0+
L/D=13.6
s T . .
-02 0 02 04 06 08 1.0 12
x/C
(a) FEAER LR E J1 5347
J
R

015506 02 04 06 08 1.0 12

=1.5

x/C

10t
-05¢
ot
051
1.0}

— HEAIB

Ma=0.8.0=1.1°
C,=0.194,C=0.0122
L/D=15.9

15 I S S
-020 02 04 06 08 1.0 12

x/IC
(c) RAIB K S50 Ai

O
>

y/C

0.1
I ———
202 0 02 04 06 08 10 12
x/C
-1.5
1ok — HAIA
051
0.
05l Ma=0.8, o=1.1°
C,=0.164,C,=0.0101
1.0F0
L/D=16.2
1.5 I S e e
—02 0 02 04 06 08 1.0 1.2
x/C
(b) BEIA R 504
0.1
I —

01657002 04 06 08 1.0 12

=15
-1.0
0.5
0
0.5
1.0
1.5

02 0

B8 XHEHNSNTH

Fig. 8 Airfoil and surface pressure distribution

x/C

— HAC

Ma=0.8,0=1.1°
C,=0.202,C,=0.0098
L/D=20.5

I

02 0'.4/C0'.6 08 10 12
Xi
(dy BEIC K JE S5 A

(a) a=0°

(b) a=2°

(c) a=4°

9 BB CENZRHE

Fig. 9 Pressure distribution contour of airfoil C

(d) 0=6°



Eo® oM X

68 AEROSPACE SHANGHAI

%5 35 % 2018 44 4 1

11 TR mARZS 5 97 AE f B9 3% 1) 11 R % C. ik
5 SRR 0. 8. G TR IEECN 9. 4X10°, | 12 Oy
TCRE AR ZS 5 97 RE i A9 RF A0 7 40 2R K0 M, o B R
PR EAE 50 LLIN A R AR 22 1E 1026 LLIN.
I AE R R W - e i 3 A ) 3 5 R W R AL
AT b R BT T I A AL

10 RURR 3
Fig. 10 Wind tunnel test

1.6
12 | o
0.8 |
U
04
ol — CFD & HiHH
O RIKfH
-04 : : -
-2 0 2 4 6 8
ol(°)
(a) TREMC,
2.0
1.6 -
12 |
U
0.8 |
04 L — CFDiIMH&IHME
O HEHMH
0 . . . .
=2 0 2 4 6 8
/()
(b) 9°fEARC,

B 11 ZEmAhRHETE

Fig. 11 Comparison of normal force coefficients

0.2
0L
-0.2
= -0.4
-06 } —— CFD #&i&iHE
O KM
-0.8 : : . .
-2 0 2 4 6 8
a/(°)
(a) TCHEMM,
0
-02F
_04 -
El\]
0.6 F
-0.8F — CFD {1888
O REE
-1.0 . : . :
-2 0 2 4 6 8
al(®)
(b) 9°fEthiM,

B 12 {0 % R T L

Fig. 12 Comparison of pitching moment coefficients

5 #RiE

ASCHE T O Im A XS AR B R . R
PARSEC 2 gl 37 38 8 36 35 5, #5 d 1 H AR it ik
TR B A 1 L Bk 3R Ry ] R0 A R S O
PEAT T R I B e . g 4 R R . PAR-
SEC i i1 X) #1382 78 BE ] A3 2440 35 AU 3] g 2>
SRAE A ARSI IE 73k AT Ry T A I
SR, T N T 4% B B ) 6 BRI A i,
HA—& 0 TRMAME., AR REZAETF R
LI e i U W T R R e 2 T s e o
T = 4 5k Ry At

EE N

1] #hVEAE, PRI, mIELr, . BUAH G 738 i
B XG5 [T 2 % 4. 2015, 36(3): 804-
818.

[ 2] CASTONGUAY P, NADARAJAH S K. Effect of
shape parameterization on aerodynamic shape optimi-
zation[ C]//45" AIAA Aecrospace Sciences Meeting
and Exhibit. Reno: AIAA, 2007. 1-20.

(3] B, Bk, XUk, 55, &2 KA B A B



53

5

% 2018 4E55 4 1

2 /IR, A5 B o T G L I S X SR S 5 69

[4]

[5]

L6]

[7]

[8]

[9]

(10]

[11]

[12]

(13]

FEBH L W B S AR S0, R 2 AE 4R, 2011,
28(2) . 148-151.

kAR, RIS AL A Bt 4 BT O e R AL i
FEHLT] R RALEIH S 5, 1998(4) : 6-9.
R, Ei, ARk, % RAELZRALILE 8508
BRI LT]. ®AT J1%E, 2009, 27(2): 28-30.

SV, RO, X, CI818 MEIE A HLIL K g i1k
wiFJ] RAHLRIT 585, 2009 T 1. 7-
11.

LIU X D, YANG X D. Inverse design for wing of
multi-point aerodynamic based on adjoint method[J].
Aeronautical Computing Technique, 2012, 42 (5):
60-64.

JG, TR, AWK, JET A s 37 AR 1 i L3 A
WA, fias i SE AR . 2009, 39(4): 58-60, 64,
ROBINSON G M, KEANE A J. Concise orthogonal
representation of supercritical airfoils[ J]. Journal of
Aircraft, 2001, 38(3): 580-583.

KULFAN B M, BUSSOLETTI J E. Fundamental
parameteric for aircraft
component shapes[ R]. ATAA, 2006-6948, 2006.
HICKS R M, HENNE P A. Wing design by numeri-

geometry representations

cal optimization[ J|. Journal of Aircraft, 1978, 15
(7). 407-412

SOBIECZKY H. Parametric airfoils and wings[J]. Note
on Numerical Fluid Mechanics, 1999, 65. 71-88.

KLEIN M, SOBIECZKY H. Sensitivity of aerody-

namic optimization to parameterized target functions

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[J]. Inverse Problems in Engineering Mechanics 111,
2002, 8. 355-364.

ZEGENE . XN . TR AL KB AL I 3 A
Wit S50 l) ] RAIRALE T 5 5T, 2009 (3 T
1): 1-6.

Mrdr, BRJ7, Xit. 8 im 2 32 20 A 2 o fu vl BHL 1) 25 (i
W5 KA e+, GO s i Y 2011, 27(2)
1-3.

ZENG L, 4. T CFD [ R 338 % 8 BF 5%
[J]. J1% 2T, 2013, 34(3): 361-366.

TSR, KT AE 5 R M 37 1 S A CFD iF 5
[D]. % . T EMMAEZETFR PO, 2004,

COOK P H, MCDONALD M A, FIRMIN M C P.
Aerofoil RAE2822-pressure distributions, and bound-
ary layer and wake measurements[ R]. Experimental
Data Base for Computer Program Assessment,
AGARD Report AR 138, 1979.

XIONG J T. LIU F., LUO S J. Computation of NA-
CA0012 airfoil transonic buffet phenomenon with un-
steady Navier-Stokes equations[ C]//50" AIAA Aer-
ospace Sciences Meeting Including the New Horizons
Forum and Aerospace Exposition. Nashville: ATIAA,
2012 1-15.

POWELL M J D. An efficient method for finding the
minimum of a function of several variables without

calculation derivatives[J]. Computer Journal, 1964,

7(2): 155-162.
(K L% 3 . FHha)



