0
HEIERER

2-1 BEELRAWY =77 —MMEBEOa TS

AAFZETIL, TERDBEFREHE (SST) ICHWSN TV 1 BEORIZEShILT,
BEHEO BTN LIEANT D, OFD, HEERITICHEWTEAE T DR E R 2,
EECOMAETWEZFAL TELIRHSELHZ LT, R =77 ~A®f&¥@z%9%fﬁ
SEIHETDHHLDOTHD. —MRITEBER ORI RERR A ELT, Bl INIC X
FEEARGLOYEINN ST s, UL, BEERIC KGR IEGLORD 73 2 E R @tﬁéj}n
S RO RET T, EHREICILEE S REDOEMEND ST, BEER RO —
B O &I D, E VA UL, ZTITRTH LW a7 N, BE#ERI T2 RESH
FHL T DGR TIA HR DTS B IRPUICE SR SO LEI D THD.

HE ORI HEE I (2 Wor) ([C&dl, B RICFR AT HIERIRTIIRE
KOG, — D138 13 E tlﬂ“éa_/mf&#f&;@ {9 —DlTH @FJ%
EDLDOTHS. HH1 DD OERIPUTZEITITHEBE CTELR WL OO, HIERE K
I FTRE CHY, F-HDIE x| _iZoJ_/EZ?R?“ ¥ Busemann HEIEEDOT AT TIZEESVE
BN O AT WEFIAL T, IZXHEETEXHETMON TN,

ABETIIETEREREGRICE DX, “HOPEE Busemann #2325 T Euler (FERETME)
FHRIZEY CFD #2179, ZOfE RA JTTITHIER OFF > “ O OENT- R Th D, HiE
WARI N e Je O TF- WSRO R, Box DRET HH L Va7 MILb Y =7

7 — MR DO AT REME A R T ET2 OB, X AT B RIS OWTE CFD gt &21752 8
CHEMT G R ORRFEDATO.

2-2 EEFOEBHIR (ZHFR)
2 ITHR B RIS BT D EE GG D, 1 ¢ b OV OLGE, T O IR E K Y
BRI RO TEHEINA.

CL _ 4e (21)
M -1

c -2 (2.2)
M -1

— KO ZE n B2 (B TOERE O THoRE TR BE, da% Unicd
HZLETH N — BIAR O ZENTE, EIRIEHUL Un 725 (Fig. 2.1). ﬁ%ﬁéf“mﬁﬂ“é
ZEEEZTHALZ /NS TAHIETEBEN 295<1L, # BEICRET DY =v /T — 5K
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HMTELHLEEZALND.

Single Mat plate Parallel flat plates
5 s
/f" 2 // ’/’-
\% ; m,x:“
N PEAN
\;\x:.f L
) /g.a \\\\I '
2 \\ /,/
S —
Y \ N
N . b
L=L, L=L_
D=D, D=0. SDS

Fig. 2.1 1 HER ORI ARaleh

2-3 FEBEROTHEIR (Busemann BHEEE)

BOEHTHER T HE YUY, #im EOM S O BT WAL IR AT 5FICL
D, ZELURHSELENTAHETHS. Busemann |34 A7 B REA2a—REFAICEIY, @T
BN DNEDEZ PN EDEHIET, EEMHEHIZEDOE 2 MOEDM Tl A5
IZFEFL, @T%‘ZSZ%%@6:?9%iﬂfcﬁﬁfﬁi%ma%éﬁfm\_kb)ﬁﬁbf‘%é_k%:mbf:
(Fig. 2.2).

Diamond airfoil Busemann biplane

Expansion Yiave
Compression Wave /

gl

Fig. 2.2 BHIEHEOMEER TR

— MR E R TICR W TR R SERIRTIO SO 28I61E, 551 EDTZDD
SCRlZie e tt&fbsfoc@jt%focttbﬁ%ﬁwé L2725, ZOEBEE T W REFIH 1
X, PEROFEIZE T 2RV (B E ERITICH W DD B IXIE I H#HI BRI
TUVD) Za”:jtfpaa IRERTHENRETHD. B I1EFF X AT REOEHINRO—
Z Fig. 23 129, ZOFE T, B2 O EREOER R IATE TR E Huv

FTLTCEEW, t/e (22T, t L IFEBEKROHEFGREEZERT) K> QWKL) ¥AT7EVFHE
IR AE AW CEH AL,

b
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c, Jﬁ[’j (2.3)

7 ERHROBEEITHUL, WIR T R T B<HH OFHE 2 VTR L.

Cope = 2C,
0.027 (2.4)

1

(Re)7

C, =
TIZTCReILA NI EFELTNA.
I c |
I |
§= \ + Q>

Cototal = 0.0107 Cgu = 0.0034 Canex = 0.0073
(0.0325) (0.0291)

Fig. 2.3 AT B REOIEHTNFRHI (M=1.7, C=0.1, 1/c=0.05 (0.10) )
(—HROEAR D EEEHEHTE Re 3578 2.0~4.0x10" DA, C4.=0.0035~0.0038)

2-4 HEF OBEIERBBIR

2-2, 2-3 FiCIRA~TEIEROFF O OOBENTNREMAEOE T, WINIFEARZ
2 WILEIGIRZSFANTEERFETHA. Fig. 2.4 12, B HEFHbLNOY =T — L%
I AT HEE B 2 DIVD2E SRt ZFED 2 IROCBEIER 27”3, ZOJIRIE R. Licher 75 1955
FEOIHK * TTTIORL TS, ZOTIR TRE T RS ST, B % 0 o EERIT
Fig. 2.1 C/RSNIZLIRHZ2 D 2 ONATA AR B TR, NHRIOZBRIZEHL DN TN
LHETHDH. ZORETIY ETREMOER (EMEE) SREoTFHaEsE, £L
TEDREHDIGIRZ T HITRESFT, IO FARFEIZE TR T L5057 %%
AESELENAFELRD (DFEVH T —EDOSKMED F T, EFEIITEREOGE D
213 12T B). ZHERIFFZZOMEIERITIE, AIHEI Tl ~7- Busemann #IES (EE&;
THEFIHL, BEICERTAEREFIONIRNTTEE) LAtE TEXHEWIFLELH 5.

Lift Thickness
@ . \a €
\ A
—_— \_\ /.«“ . N _ L
- N T J_,..be-..\__ A
N - .
a a+te

Fig. 2.4 #5124 DBy “F AR (Licher, 1955)
2-5 fiEMT FiE
AKREETILCFD fiftTa AV C, BERDOAY v M FERET 5. T~V F 7 ay7ikick
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OIS TARRZATVY, MSTATBUE N FHIMZENTFEBR SIS (JAXA) D3BHFE LT IERS T-
F UPACS =—R% T Euler 3HHEAIT o7z, 2 IRt N OKE 1 5% Table 2.1 12w
L, Fig. 2.5 7°5 Fig. 2.8 IZFHFAS a7~

— B, RCERRIT IS E AR rEL, F M 6.0°, 3.0° LTc. FAATEY
RE K O Busemann EIEE|ZISITHESOM ¢ 1324 11.42°, 5.71°L L, Busemann #
EEOBEMIEEEL 05 L. X ATEUREOEAL t/c=0.10, Busemann #IEE 7DJE 7
ZZDH¥GD 1/c=0.05 LLThD. FEMEKORFREIE [=10 LU, FHRITAT
M,=1.7 Ti7-o7=.

Table 2.1 FHREXIGROKE T 5288 (2 kI F1)

—HER ZHCER B4 T7EYRZ | Busemanntf £Z
R T EEERFAH 200901 291081 261051 486051
=m (Ef) BRFR# 251 251x181 251 501% 251

(7£) 6 7o oA SIS R AE Ik
(F) —BOEHGE RO RS 1
Fig. 2.5 FHEME T (—HOEHR)

m
YUA

U A

(£2) 9 7y DI S % F A E
(h) “HBCEBOEEE OFH RS T
Fig. 2.6 FHEMET (CHCEHR)
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(7)) 6 7y 7 D DAE RS D F R Ik
() ZAT e RBEIITFHEOFHEA T
Fig. 2.7 &7 (FATEVRHE

(f£) 9 7y I DDA RS AH TR R
(47) Busemann D #EEERITEE D EHAL T
Fig. 2.8 5+ (Busemann O#EHEH

2-6 fEMTHRE R R OB LR

CFD fEHTIZ KGO T KRR AR D% ) filiz Table 2.2 12, E7z 2 koo Editic s
FHERBELE DR O HEREE Table 2.3 ISRL72. £ HBOE L O KO IO W
TH C, /3% Fig. 2.9 L Fig. 2.10 124 % 7RL, ¥ A7 ERE J O Busemann #HEE# D C,
SAIIE Fig. 2.11 BEWYFig. 2.12 1R T BHAREREZMGET 5720, MiEERm O C, B
FHIC B DR I LD E R E S HioH T, Fig. 2.13 25 Fig. 2.16 (/R 7.

Table 2.2 & Table 2.3 1V, CFD fiff i A & v 3 Bl | & 220 BRER IR I A% D RAZE D Hi H N
T—HLTREY, KERDPBLEEHTELM R THLILNHER TED.

Fig. 2.9, 2.10 2260055012, —KOEHIZEE AR “HKCERIZ R E T D E B o —7 %
BT HZENTED. FEEOY =77 — 25T OV TIRIRER 2-7 Tk ~5%. F£7= Table
2.2 JO—HOERE ZHCERIZEIBWN T, lE D CEIXIZERCME THLDIZHL, Cy fEIX
ROV 12 1278 TWNDIER DD, ZHUTIRBUR B D 2 Tl BT 5T
DY, ZORE RITHEEB R E — BT 5.

Fig. 2.11, 212 X AT RE|ZEE, Busemann HEEEN DGR A T A BT 1XIEIE
FRRLS I TNDZEDR DD, FERIT 2 DR TEER DSAHE I TR, TR

13



NDIERIEAED BN SRR NI NDZENRE QA THHEEZ NS 4. £-20
FE T, BRI FREOMIE (X A7 F RE L Busemann R ORFEITELLY)
FAELT-H5E12, Busemann #EEE3E |3 BSR4 @B 2 KEHI T, b~
DT —=LaREEILTELLBZOND GEMITIRET 2-75%). £/ Table 2.27°b22 (K
BRCHRDE, XATEREICE~ Busemann HIEE D C A KEJED L TNDHIEN
MR CED. ZORMAEFER I V10 TP AHIK CE D, iR HGE B0 IE
HIEMEIZ Lo T Busemann fHEER D C,fED 0 L2 o TUVRNZEN LMD,

CFD #HHfE RO DAL= EWIROEE | C, /3% Fig. 2.13 2>5 Fig. 2.16 |24 % 71
T2 TEHEx LM mIEIE, ROBEKEARKLVFE et —ERIZEITS
Prandtl-Meyer Ba%a4 H W TEHEL TOVD. KR OEDIRIZE TS C T L —EL, 4
EOF RN EFE TELER THHIEEZ/RL T, Fig. 2.16 2>5H 1% Busemann 13 #
DIEIFE 7 TIRIZHDIT CEN A L TR, IO NEHE TR L TWDHENX
5. FImR KB, (x=0.5) T C, BREEBL TWDHA, TIUTWEFTHNAOFHAEL
T B N IR TE A C S To s QR W EICER 565 265,

VL EXY, “ RO XD E B AR R 3 LY Busemann #3332 O B 9550 7
INESH Ry dWiel

Table 2.2 CFD fENT I HAFHIUT= 45 FENT F B 0D 28 T4

B R ¢ C,

—HMER 0.3066 0.0322

ZHER 0.3045 0.0160
FA4T7EVRE 0.0000 0.0292
Busemannfg £ & 0.0000 0.0021

Table 2.3 JEZFEGHIZEE S EMRHT R R DZE T 1A

B R ¢ C,

—HMER 0.3047 0.0319

ZHER 0.3047 0.0160
FA4T7EVRE 0.0000 0.0291
Busemann#§ ¥ & 0.0000 0.0000
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» 0150

l-O 100

Fig. 2.9 C, /3 AilX (—H VAR, 7£1X)
Fig. 2.10 C, 53X (KPR, £ )

L] 0.500

I—U.[UG

Fig. 2.11 C, Al (XA 7B RHE, FE[X])
Fig. 2.12 C, 534f X (Busemann #2532, £7[X)

=——Upper Slll‘i;:ﬁ:e =——TUpper surface
—Lower suw =——Lower surface
----- Upper swrface (Prandtl-Meyer functoiy == saaTUpper surface (Prandtl-Mever finction)
——Lower susface (Oblique shock wave relation) =——TLower surface (Oblique sheek wave relation)
0.3 0.3
0.2 0.2
0.1 0.1
N
0 0
o™ o
-0.1 -0.1
-0.2 -0.2
-0.3 -0.3
|
-0.4 -0.4

%z 0 02 04 06 03 1 12 02 6 02 04 06 03 1 12
X X

Fig. 2.13 MK D C, 734 K OBEERAE (—HCEHR, Z£1X)
Fig. 2.14 M{AKIE D C, /A K OFEFRAE (T HCER, £X)
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——Surface —Swrface
—Obﬁque shock wave relation ——0blique shock wave relation
==Prandtl-Meyer fapetion |  [fe=ees Prandtl-Beyer function
0.3 r " " 0.8
0.2 | 06l
04|
o
ON Lrezf o A
0.1 f-
0.2 o
03l -0.2
) SN SN S S S S— -0.4 - :
02 0 02 04 06 08 1 12 02 9 @z 04 06 08 1 12
X X

Fig. 2.15 MARIE D C, A i O BEGAR{E (X A7 B N3, ZE[X])
Fig. 2.16 M{AKIE D C, /A K& OEEFRfE (Busemann FHIER, £5[X))

2-7 BERILLDY =77 — MMERORFE

Busemann #E3E# OB TR DS, HEROY =77 — LB ICE D IO B %
KIETDERRET 5.

Fig. 2.171C# A7 & R 3 L Busemann EHER O FHREFE A VT, y/L =—1.0 TOWELF
BHE IR A LB LUT-. y 12D\ 2-5 Hiod Fig. 2.5 75 Fig. 2.8 ([ZFt#ilL CWb 7%
EEL, MIENOOMEEEAZRL T4, 2 LIFERES (L=1.0) Z/rLTWA5.

ZOFE RN Busemann BRI B OJE I ORI A EITFZL CWDIENH BT
D CHER TED., FEBIIVLERY =y T — LM BT ~DORBE H LT8O, ZOUTH
BENWE I E TR IERTA=HECLo B (Y =y 77 —2) R L.
ZDRER%E Fig. 218 1R T W/ ST A—=ETlE~y #1017, FRAT £ 60,000 ft, 144
0°, Mk R% 15 ft (B EH O R EEEZSE L) LLCGHREZIT-T-. Fig.
21870, Y=y 77 — M KIBIZHIES IV COAZ LI THD. LD ERVD R KIS
EREBOMEIZ, BEE 75%E L TWEIENDONE. R DI AT DB A KRS
BHILET, M RICEIET DY =0T — DA RESHIB CEDI MG SN,

U EXVEEEZHAWDZETH RICRET D7 — 2% T, E EHRITIRESLO
WMV T EEINDY = 7T — LOFT R ERVED1HELT, AR THLHENIZENFHE
AESIVTZ. A5 1%0F, BIEEOFFD 2 SOENTN R Th BB AN & O Wh 7
EUNTHAEGDE T, R, o7 — 470 2 R[NP EEIRD.
FEEORRF HIELLTE, BELWE NS E 5 2 TR GHE1T7/00 28D TE 5 IS
RRHE DA THHEE 2B, ZHUCOWTH 4 Tk 5.
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=—Driamend airfoi = Dismond airfoil
— Bunsemamm biplme ‘ — Basemann biplane
.4 0.8
"3 6
1,
02 r4
02
g 01 o
% & ik
i} =,
N N 2
=01 0.4
-2 0.6
0.3 o8l
0 1 2 3 4 5 200 60 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
x Ams]

Fig. 2.17 EBIE 1 (M.=1.7, y/L =—1.0, /£ [X])
Fig. 2.18 #i E[EHIIE (VY=v77 — LT, £IX)
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