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Fig. 5.1 Planform definition.

Table5.1 Range of planform variables.

Variable Range
o ; 35~70(deg)
s 35~70(deg)
b, 2~7
b, 2~7
Croot 10~20
Cink 3~15
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a) Pareto front in three-dimensional objective function space

Fig. 5.2 Distribution of resulting Pareto solutions for planform optimization
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Fig. 5.2 Distribution of resulting Pareto solutions for planform optimization (cond.)
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Fig. 5.3 Distribution of resulting Pareto solutions for full three-dimensional shape optimization
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Fig. 5.3 Distribution of resulting Pareto solutions for full three-dimensional shape optimization (cond.)
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