TN 2 AR B i BRI G SR v PR =2
VE R BCRAIINE 7 =
[fizEtg 7 7 A DR A AU 2 I AR F AT oD Se 8 Y
FEREAIF T )
R

7 I

SF1 345 H28H
ESLRFENHIL RS
[ SEAF T BT VA N - H Wt ZE i 20 bR R A

=
o
S

/\gj



LR D E R . 1
2. DM2FEE (HEREE) DR .. 1
2-1. HBEEE (FHM2EE) OBEEMBEE. ... 1
2-2. EHERIZ (BR) o 2
(1) MEEEEEMBRTOENREICHTIEAETIVERW-EERSER. ... .. 2
2) ERITLA/ LAHETOENREITH T 2 ETRERIROEEREBEN. .................. 10
Q) EEENBEEAMREICHT 2BREAEY - TEMNFKELCFERORT. ... 14
2.3. B8 (BARKOFENF) ... 17
2.4 BERIRS 18

AR 1 B RREBIE 19



(EEE S RS
MEE] BRERIHINE 7 0 7 Z 2
WLZEpst 7 7 A b EkBR & RAE 9 2 Ir AR RR G HEAT O e 8 /) FZREMT 58

1. HBEZEDOEM

Bz DRRER - BAFRICRW T, BATS FIRBEPE D I 7 T A M ikBR7n & FZHRLER TRV EFHIi T & Flawn
Dkt EOEEIRME (S K - KT L) LERENEEEBGEER L) 8D, Zo
72O TIEE CERRLFRYPEAET DI A7 NET, BARMBORM{EEDRTEY X7 L7205 T
WD, ABIEETIE, BERFHERZICLY, LONTE ZHIORF OB TN D OREEFRME AT
flinfRE L 42 2 & T, MZI 7 7 4 NRBRA BT 207 eikat 7 v & AH & e8I KRR 5
ZEEHMET D, EREOBESAGRETIE, BIRAEEZ S D TEENOEREICIMABSORNEE L b 2
D WEE BN HAN 2 BRI LT, AFETIL, T OUEE BN 2 MZeH EE MR DD 10 D 7 A —4
—DERITLA VAR FICEA L, ZOFIMEEZ R L, ENMZEHEEREA —h— L OEEOL LR
MR AR ETBRYE 7 1 A~ DR R 5,

2. SM2EE HBEFE) OEFEEAR
2—1. LZEE (SH2EE) OBEERIE
(1) FLZem 2R MEIRIR T 2e JIRR ISR 5 BEH & 7 /L % U 7o YE LA AT
(1 a) EAMEFHAE Y /L/N—FFVHC-ACE |Z35F 2 BE[H £ 7 /L LES (Large Eddy Simulation) % %
L, RFEE EREARERMAITICEA L, ST — X X—R L IlRT 5 2 L TEOMHTRE %
BEET 5, £ TEE ] OAEF ARG S iuX, AT L0 EREMR IR 2 TRE T
ORI 7 I 1 % e ) (R A
< FEHiFERT : ENL KRR AR AL R >
(1b) BEAHK IV LV /S—FFVHC-ACE (2B 2WKE A LA v —# B2 % L. ATEEZHN
T BEMET /L LES % ERIEAFRMATICHEA L, ST — 2 _X—RX LT 5 Z & TZOfif
WA RGET 5, 72 B OARFIH LG S AR, ATFIEIC X0 FEREEHT R AT
INFTRETH D Z & & PRI &2 Ehi 3 5,
< SRR« ENTAFFE BT A N T2 SR B R A A >
(1 c) EAHE T 5%/ )L N—FFVHC-ACE O mifl - #sEsR b3 K OFIEM: M E % S35, FFVHC-
ACE O KRB FIWERERHMT &/ — RPERED @b, B KON T — 2> R U 7 O % Ehi
T2,
< FEHHERE  ESIAFSEBHFS 15 N T2 AF JE B e A >

(2) FERATV A NV ZECTOZET R KR 5 FERIEATGIR O MEEHfR T
ME) OARFIM MG S AUX, @SIRKEE - G- AN =2 W TERITLA /L X
o BBELARTR O KHFE LES ST A IR Ch 5 Z & AT T 2 £ 3 2.
< FEupkRs - ENLRFAEANFALR T >



(3) EIZENHEEERGEIC T 5 2GR - 2 BRRIE(LTFEORIT

Ve OARBFIAABIAA S haiud, ERZEIEEEM B CAT I 2B B Th 5, TR

WERRE A E (SR IC O DM IR SE) 2t A e LIsRE(LIT A TETH D 2 & 27R

TVl &2 E R S

< GERFERE ¢ ENLREFEIEARALR >

ooy FOBREREE
TJOo1) FRADEEEFEL LODOARKEED-O. ARBAKE L OEHEERFB ORIERBLL
ZhAME L. BIRBAMBEOEEREDEE - AEICH-5. BRI OEERE L DEEL, EXFRDEZ
—ADEEZEZ A L) —[CRYRTT=0, BNEERERARELS S VEERRRARE L EHNITKRT
%5, CNODEMDEHIZ, HIRROERLE LY L a VR EEERT 5, Ff-. TAP Y FTHLHN
EHREIHBIXEROR—LAR—DTOT—EXA—RDRARGEBBHICLFT . EFHEE (KRR Y
F) I2OWTIE, ARRGAMZHERL. BT AFTEZ#ET 5. chnITHL. EFHARADEE. X%
DRATYIT7 Y TETCRIBEAEALCAMEBERORY A EH#EL TL L,

2—2. ERAS (FR)

(1) MIZHERERERIR COEIFREICHT HBEEE T V% AV - EE BT

(1 a) BERKTFEAE Y V/S—FFVHC-ACE IZ3 1) BEEE T 7/ LES DRFEE L ORRGE

LA 7 HoAg ) L /N\—FFVHC-ACE (25043 B BEFE 7 /L LES D3 - KRGt

AL, WAIEEGHS 7 OBEMHE 7 /L LES % FFVHC-ACE (FrontFlow/Violet Hierarchical Cartesian -
Aeronautics based on Compressible-fluid Equations)% BH%& L, % ORRGE% SEH L 72, BEm-E 7 /L LES T,
BT AWNIE ST, ZBEE AT F OB &R & L THE 252 & TEIMEMEZHBEL VWD, Ll
MIRIEE G Clx. PRAFRIDEEE T 72 S e WTo o, MR R > G s Fl 20 B & A - W25 2
V. BEEETANELL @27 25, ZOWEEEEGH T TR SNRWEESGET 57
W, ABEMEET /L LES TiX, Fig. la.l ® X912, BERET VI AT % 5 % % s (Image Point, [XH IP) &
D NITCHEEDHERIG L 72D KO ICEER TRV 2 52 %, T7b b, 1P L0 FOMEES I

du
Uy)="U;p— W
1P

EREIND, T 2T, UIRBER AT AR, VIZEEREE S MOEETH D, i, AL CIXEERE
T ET A 1lal )2 H L, $HEARU /dY (XRERE T L Oz L0 525, £,
FRROW D W Ko THEAR B L, EREANOEAMICIORERELT D, £ 2T,

Yip—Y

Yp—Y) (1a.1)

Tg'wdel = Tw(tinj + nitj)fs; f;_ = max[ -~ , 00] (1a2)
LWV BTN ABIS R EZGIINCNA S Z & T, BLRESBNO BT ARSI N T v 2 2R TE 5
KOWHEFILTWD, 22Tt nd I ENEERP AT, BERRE TR OHEALNT ML TH D,
LRLOEBEE 7V LES % 923 L 72 FFVHC-ACE ORRGERTS & LT, PARELTTEE S8 Ot 2 5 L 72,

FRAT T RIT Fig. 1a.2 1R LTc & 9 20l BICRET SELREIAE TH 0 | SR S132L, —ARIEE,



FEELEMEDO LA 7 NV AHE0X 108 TH D, £72. Re, = 1.0 X 105D U 22 (trip wire) & 5%\ 5 Z & C
ILMERZFHE L TV D, sEE IS FIENAX/L = 6.3 x 1073 (grid )3 L OAx/L = 3.2 x 1073 (grid
2)D 2 fr— A TN &2 FEhi LTz, 2D ORI, FHERERZ T D Re, = 9.5 X 106D RIZIIT 5
BREE I LT, IV 1/40, 1/80 ROKRE I L72oTWn5, Fo, IP DEI % 350 LW
450x & L, IP RSICKTHEEBRET 5, BIREICBW T, EMBERILIZIE 3 K& MUSCL % i
MU R EEE A, REFE S EIZIE 3 IRFSEE total-variation-diminishing Runge—Kutta (52 H\W\ %, F 7z,
BTV KRR — /BT IVIFHWV R,

Figure 1a.3 I(ZRe, = 9.5 X 10D I 2 HEARTCHE M B KOV A VA WIS ) 5340 =T,
K — A TR ERPEIC LD & A BINAHET O log-layer mismatch 23 L GBIV D3, #7 - IP RS ICK 574K
RBESAT log-law 12 D, £2. K7 —AT—uv OERBAE—7HERBB L Fu2 (U, = 1,/pwlZ
PEBGHREE . p, \IBEH COBENCE LD, ZiUT, BERET AVNIELL FEETE WD L, %D
BEM ChH 2 7o, 3, B AWINISEI AT A2 LTHRENCELSA/EA L TWA Z L E2/R LTV 5D,

Uniform flow >

Trip wire

Fig. 1a.1 Partial-slip boundary condition. ~Fig. 1a.2 Computational settings for flat-plate boundary layer cases.

A J

Plate surface

10 10? 103 0‘8,00 0.25 050 0.75 1.00 125 1.50
yt Y/ d99
(a) Mean streamwise velocity (b) Reynolds shear stress

Fig. 1a.3 Mean streamwise velocity and Reynolds shear stress profiles at Re, = 9.5 X 10°.
Red lines, grid 1 (Y;p = 3.5Ax); blue lines, grid 1 (Y;p = 4.5Ax);
green lines, grid 2 (Y;p = 4.5Ax ); black dashed line in (a), log-law u* = log(y*) /0.41 + 5.1.
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Fig. 1b.1 Flow Simulations for basic geometries using layer grid.
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Fig. 1c.4 Comparisons of surface physical quantity distributions for NACA4402.
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Fig. 2.1 Computational grid around A-airfoil (every 50 grid points are shown).
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Fig. 2.2 Iso-surfaces of the Q-criterion colored by streamwise velocity in near-stall condition at Re, = 1.0 X 107.
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Fig. 2.3 Mean surface pressure (left) and skin friction coefficient (right) along the airfoil. Red lines, LES at Re, =
1.0 x 107; blue lines, LES at Re, = 2.1 x 10°; Black dashed line, inviscid solution obtained by XFOIL [2.8].
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Fig. 3.1 Data-driven optimization approach with GA and DNN.
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Fig. 3.5 Preliminary result of aerostructural sizing of wing box structures
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