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Radar cross section characteristics-of rotor based on
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Abstract: By taking/Maxwell’s equations as the governing equations, and employing
four-stage Runge-Kutta method for the temporal discretization and Steger-Warming flux
splitting scheme for the spatial discretization, the MUSCL (monotonic upstream-centered
scheme for conversation laws) scheme was used to calculate the flux, and a numerical meth-
odology for simulating the RCS (radar cross section) of rotor based on finite volume time
domain method was developed. The O-type body fitted and orthogonal grid around rotor was
generated using algebraic method. It has been demonstrated that the method is effective to
simulate the RCS of the rotor. Firstly, calculations on RCS of rotor and airfoils about the
polarization, angle of incidence and size have been conducted emphatically. Secondly, the in-
fluences of RCS on geometries of rotor airfoil have been investigated. Finally, the stealth of
rotor airfoil has been obtained through linear weighted sum method. The results show that
the RCS envelop of the rotor is represented by a continuous and oscillating area of strong

scattering. The maximum radar detection range of the three blades rotor is 82. 2% of the two
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blades rotor, helpful to control the maximum scattering peak. In four important scattering

angle domains, the maximum radar detection ranges of HHO2 rotor airfoil are 105.1%,

99.4%, 86.6% and 83.5% of NACAO0012 airfoil, respectively, and the radar stealth per-

formance of HHO2 rotor airfoil is the best.

Key words:

armed helicopter; rotor; RCS (radar cross section) ;

computational electromagnetic; airfoil

T A R B A v B IR e X ke B THAILAE AR
ZE W7 BE 1 BER A A W 52 v e 3 R A B B M R
R B R Sy Al i Bk T L — IR Y T A
P T B AN 5 e B AL B KB Pk e AR G0
JoT W PR ORI iR Bl A RE R R A ke B T AL
RCS (1 5tz —, PR I J2 e 3 %) 7 1 I 4
PEWF 58 A 46 20 PR {H.

B IR O R T B T i 0 D SR A i B
e SR Ty VA AR A R R L R AL AR R R A
PRI EI 3K 45 PRI E N T SR B L KT A2 3 B 5 e A
2 AN BEAR L 0k 3 28U 36 1) 58 A0 495 AL AR TSR A
L WG, AFAE — TSR 2 T R A
RCS R A BE AN . AH LA Bl 5 i, i 3k 973 mf
PLEL R i Maxwell J7 F2 41, 7440 L G A% 1
I FE AT DLZG W B SR AE L 9 LT R B
J2 W B B 1 TR A B AR PR 4TS . SO A 3 2
FNIR T 5% 5k 11%) 38 ARVHICST FEL 4 () A0 AR B 1) A8 UK
& —FRAT HT & 19 RCS Rk k5 k.

Iy M RG22 Maxwell 5 B2 R 1A g 2
Euler J5 2 [F]J& T %Cih 29 fh 153 Jr 2 4 . — A
4 CFD AR MY T 38010 B2 205 v6 B W it ) 215K
i HL R S TR) R 20 i 2d 80 AR AR KL 32 [ W
Shankar /N4 5 Jg 2 F 3% T 45 #9 I0 4% A o0 2
Lax-Wendroff 51 1 3E 25 #4 N #% [6] B Galerkin
BE ) A R R AL (finite volume time do-
main, FVTD) Jy 2 3+ 55 B B B S 1) . 56 [ &5 2
Wright 523 2% B9 Shang /NP B A K B Ste-
ger-Warming % il & 73 24 #% 2. 45 4 Runge-Kutta
B[R] R A A =X, R i T BB A Ak B A i A HaL 1
GHRY) COBRA B FHY AR KB CFD i1 44
(B 7 7% L A B2 AR R EDE 7R B2 R 1 AN W i 245 [
SMFE FVTD ik ik B A% A FEIRJZ N it &
Z EHAR GRS T IR EUS T AW B R R A
AL e 0 L B0 A5 S B 1 A ) A e 45 3
TR R . E N X FVTD J5 % i iF ss /b,
AW, VF S RS T FVTD 7 ik (1 457
4 SR  NACA0012 35 A T Bk 45 faj 50 H

b RCS Rk (9 1H 53 5 B be 8 555 g 1 = 4k i 35
AR 250 5T OR [ B IR ML B T A XL
RCS. Al i1 P A 2 5 A, 2 B ag E A 56T B AL
JiE 38 I R VE 2R G800 BT I M DG R4S IS 2 L L R
T 7 58 1 TR 38 X4 000 0 1% (A0 6 B Ak A5 A
BB AR AR S Hh L TEHILE B — 1 A R e R
A FURE IO R 0 A2 2% . DR 5 St B O R e
V- 17 T bR R 3 A 22 5 g R 1) ST 4 EBUE
L S A R BTG RCS R fjE 38 38 /Y, A4 )
T 0k R TRLIE L 2R 4 B AR T AT AT

BT AL, SPE B Maxwell 7 fR4H =
7 RE K- CED WO iy 4 R 23T 5
f “F R, 3, — B R T FVTD Uy ik e R RCS
BB T7 1. % 4 B e T 1 3 LY RCS
WAl OAGT F-H R B e BOR Bl 25 0 1 R 5
I FERSFRFAAE T F e 35 32 A LAl FR4E 4T RCS 1Y
SR 5 HE— 2 38 5o 4 M I AR 43 B 3 7 £
A R PERE L O 1 2K 15 1 2 B B eR R SR Y e 3
A,

1 HEAFE
BEHIFRE
H %S (8] P, B3 Maxwell HHREH N

Ji—?+v><120
Vop (D
{(——VXH:O
dt

Ao B oW N 5 B . D oM LA RS E SN L iR
B H R E R B=pH,D=cE, HH p
WHE TR e TR X T TM(transverse mag-
netic) i, BLAI AR AR R T B9 & P E I O

1.1

IQ  IF | IG
PO P 0 (2)
TM A Gt

D. — H,
Q={Bl} F = o} G =
B —E.

HI
v 0

TEEF AT T2 ¢ BRI RIX Bk AS xR (2) 1




5% 8

SR I 4 R T O L R O 1 Y T B

EIR2N SRk S a 1913

[Fhact ][5+ )as=0 @

1.2 ZEBEBAE

75 [6] B8 5 % H Steger-Warming %< 1 # 4 %4
5 MUSCL # XUAS =475 18 A 25 5 19 07 5. X (3)
B RN

. 4
9 _ 1
> ASZ}(FAQ%*GA@) )

St HfQ HIE N IR T M s A, AL, 45k RS
28 1 Kb 1Y i 45t
1.3 HBEE®SAE

T RIETHFEORS BE L SR CFD Jy w1
4 # Runge-Kutta J5 % X} i 8] S 5047 55 HL

Q(O) — Qn
0" = QY 4+ q,AR™Y  (m=1,-+,4)
[erﬂ — Q’l
=1/4, & =1/3, a&=1/2, o =1
(5)

X Q' H=niZIMQH; Q"' K t=nt 1R
ZI0) QA s o S H B A BT EE K SR AS
ve (Ax/Amw )3 v A CFL (Courant-Friedrichs-
Lewy) %5 A 5 A3 5050 P 00 A% 134 K/ 19 55
JINME.
1.4 BREMGEE
Ao him A R S B SR

ﬂ%Lﬁm#:ﬂKXKHJJEHﬂ%T,T«I%iZ

A Sk DA ) A Sl AR 1) BRI S & D

FF=G =0 (6)
BSR4 Shang 2545 T I FIE =L
) S0 % T R
JnXE‘O
neB =0
A R D)
ne VinxX H) =0
nevin.D) =0

Aof on N oE A S IR B AR T K bR
t /8 L 3 MRG0 B K
1.5 RCSit#E

FF S L 4 51 A 8 5 LI 25 490 T LA A9 5]
WA i HE A7 028 3 % B0 AT SR % RCS.RCS
i o AR N

AEE

6= lim 4xR’ E]7 lim 4= R’ i TS | (8)

R | H'|?

I A3 —14k 1) RCS

R—>w

= 10lg

ﬂ (9
1.6 MEHEAR

R £ I H, % ST AR T T 00 B LAl
R A% 3T X6 A 4 A R B RIS SOt o B
M) A S A 0 3k 2B e 387 T AL R Y O
RN A A%, 76 Py T8 Ak P90 1 AT % DR 4 R4
AIIEAZPE. 1 5 NACA0012 3R /) 4% , 32
RUFG 2% . AR R S 2% 43 00 6 R 150° <‘If<
210°,60°<C ¥<C120°, 240° < W< 300° fll — 30° <<
WC30° DU AN 5 A6 TS A 8, 0T R AT B 3 BT
IEECLR

BT NACA0012 3 A3 /45
Fig1. Computational grids around NACA0012 airfoil

1.7 RETEHHHEEITERRE

ZE X FVTD B AN 4L K 2 g5l T
SCHEST B BT AL E 3 7R 38 B3O e PSR A AR L
AR FR SR i SR A HE 3 A, B4R

1) i b F AL e

Oy 2 T 382 - 17 R0 358 ) 1w A Ll 240, R
FHAREC Ty 2 A= m H 1 37 5[] X3 ) 45 A I 4%
QI R W &AL T BT AR R ] R
i YNGR E

2) KA AL

O350 dh Ak, A3 UG o /G 3 70 R
LAY o 2 BB « A A 245 7 5 5 5 T i HICR
3 Br MUSCL 38 JXUA% =X 5 M40 £2 5 P 3118 03 B 22
SR o<1 745 9 T eI 0K B AR AR SO
v=1.5; Q=4 A TM/TE (transverse elec-
tric)?BZ,Fﬁ%ﬁﬂ”l‘ﬂ?&iﬁ}ii/\%ﬂﬂiﬁﬁﬁiﬁfﬁﬁﬁ@

F s @ ¥ Jr R fE . R 4 2 Runge-

Kutta 2 1 4 547 0 18] #E 5 L SR )5 38 5 2 (6] 25 HE

THE R A I R T R SR R AR s @78

T B 5 SR W 3 o S 25 BRI BR A Y 29 5,
SE 2 15 45 U oK il



1914 Wi

¥

5]

VIR %29 &

3) JE b FEAR S
O AR5 K A5 2 HC i W 3 (85 L 90 A7 e 3

AP AT L A 8 R -0 ) 5 e s @ o A Lk
RCS {1 £k | =5 8] L IR 58 0 A F1 R 1 32 10 2

'
i 2 v
(ervmE U s (RenmuEs) oo
5 — ' e
FREC B BTl R I
3560 PRI 2 g P DL
PR
T i — ~
P A
(TM/TEi)
4[Runge-Kutta
AT
S
v PR
e )
IR |
[ MUSCLIR [ FSteger-
Warmingif it 735475 |B) B Al

2

2,

Fef gl — 1 ol e ok
{5 HL

4
xm RCS 7 (] L ]
;;Iﬁif}fn [Hrh-MHn [n /_:qu

P 2 T3 7R A O R oK A U R
Fig. 2 Flow chart of radar scattering characteristics

of rotor

5 B 38 iE

1 ERKSEEREES
TR H [ FE HL % IS A O — vl

HICSP IFa) R () 22 S0 DR Sy TS e AT A T
FHSREGUE FVTD J5 % B RS A V5 A A] 58 1. A8 S

OAN [) o, R T A [0 A 00 A7 L 0 05T ) SO 4B, [
RN R=0.5m, BB ko ROXF AT R UANHE

1R k== E B A R 5 S

F1 BEHEBERS k- R BEXREHE
Table 1 Cylindrical size k « R. and the

corresponding frequency

fH& R =Y
ke R 0.1 3 15
Fi % /GHz 0.0096 0.7639 1.4324

Kl 3 A TM/TE ¥ 53 M AL (R« Ro=
0.1,8 F1 15) B X3k RCS 8 5 i b B S E Hb
B WA ARSI A SCEE S W FVTD 7 ik B 8
A RGE FH T A A r e B i B R, L BA
A H = B TR B

* k-R=0.1theory —= k- R=0.l-Computation
~= k+R=8, theory k* R‘S computation
« k+R=15,theory\ ——k* R 15, computation
30
25+
i
i
._‘_.-;fxl
0 90 180 270 360
()
(a) TMilk
* k+R=0.1,theory ——k-R=0.1, computation
——k+R=8, theory k+ R =8, computation
© k+R=15 theory —— k+R=15, computation
30
20
10 Fo s
L 31 A AN AT e AV 55 £
m OF AT CSE
= | Ve e ]
© 10t !
0L 1
60 L
_go L i i |
0 90 180 270 360
WI*)
(b) TE

{3 Wl RCS 55 50 S (8 L
(k+ R.=0.1,8 Ml 15)
Fig. 3 Comparisons of bistatic RCS between computation

and theory (k* R.=0.1, 8 and 15)



%8l

SR o) 45 R T T M 2 Dk ) T 3R S RO AR A 1915

2.2 NACA0012 BB &4

NACA0012 J& FL T AL 1) 4 1 oy g 32 32 720
PRI Ik 328 JB0CE A A B 401 A AR R ) 52 B 0 L TR AR
F: TM/TE i 90" B A S, BRI K O 104, %

Bl 4Ca) 1B 4 (b) 43 5 TM/TE 3 A St NA-
CA0012 37 if sk RCS 15 45 5 1 5 2% (i
() H W) & R, AR SCHE ST 9 FVTD Jr ik
AT A R b T e B 3 Y e R S AR ) A BT

30

—— Reference[15]
20 —— Computation

o'ldB

=20 +
=30 N L L 1 " 1 "
0 90 180 270 360
HI°)
(a) TMi%
30

—— Reference[15]
— Computation

o'ldB
=)

0 90 180 270 360
Wi®)
(b) TE{I
4 NACA0012 3B RCS HHE 4R 55 %M i
Fig. 4 Comparison of bistatic RCS of NACA0012

airfoil between computation and reference

3 mEFEE#EESEES T

JiE B BT e B A 5X K R 0. 6 m, i
LA 15, B0 g o i L M=1,2 1 3.

3.1 RCS 1R KM Rz 45 1%

MES 7TLLE s A ©= 0" A [E il ik 7
T2 2t iy e 32 7 1 e BU A v o 00
180° B 5 e i M (B L 32 #5230, TE % Lk TM 3%
BT 58R T 29 2 dB, W RCS 18 4 1) 3% 3l 48
F 53 Fr B m 1 e 31 1 R #6071 300° B

TE P b TM 38U 46 7 20 8 dB, RCS i {H Y
W BRI /0N, ARy A A — B

—e— 2 blades TM —o— 2 blades TE
—+— 3 blades TM —— 3 blades TE

oldB

MOTT60 120 180 240 300 360
WI®)
5 BEF S E W RCS Hz Ak i [
Fig. 5 Responses of bistatic RCS about

rotor_on polarization

3.2 RCS N\ 5t lim 57 55 1%

L6 45t T 78 TM M 0°~360° A5, [a] #E
30 B2 2 i R E 36 O T Y AL RCS A
FEIE 1V 53 At AT

D 7E 0°=@<<180° A §f /1 3k 9, RCS & K1
EI B TE B M =@ F1 = 180" — @ Hf; 7F
180 << @<360° At M Bk . RCS H5 KR ) I AE
Bt U= fl w=360"— @ i ;

2) £ 0°<<W<C180°Fl1 180°<< W= 360° HIL 5t £
BN L RCS F K 08 (8 AR X5 85567 £ Sk 90° 1 270° 5
A% 5 B FR A3 A S5 KRR 23 0 8 BLAE S A
®&=0°, d=180"F1 ®=270°, #RiLF| 2y 49. 8 dB.

—@=0° - @=30° D=60° - P=90°
D=150°
B=270°

®=210°
$=330°

D=120°
P=240°

®=180°
O=300°

o/dB

0 60 120 180 240 300 360
)
Bl6 2 A 2RIt e 3T I XL RCS A A1 Wi B
Fig. 6 Responses of bistatic RCS about two blades

rotor on angles of incidence



1916

g@'
¥

5]

529 &

3.3 RCS SZR M M 45 1%

K7 2451 T TM 5 0° 7K A S5 I, 4 %R 43
524 0.03,0.3GHz Al 3. 0GHz i}, 2 F3njigs
T Y R RCS A5 06 iy 43 A . A LU Y

D ARSI T ,RCS 5 KM AR H 2 AE 50
1A 0°FT 180° B 3L

2) Bt AR A 3TN L RCS B HE A4 g (AL AS Wy 14
K ARG A S FE AT B RCS % 3l 0 1
% o e A B U BN A R TR B

o’dB

—7//=0.03 GHz

120 180 240 300 360
i)

P72 3 e 37 I U RCS 5142 i Jif
Fig. 7 Responses of bistatic RCS about two-blades

0 60

rotor on frequencies

3.4 RMF# RCS MR 4514

D YA O=0°mf A ENS () s s 1 A2
A 3 R 2 e 3 S 1 X\ RCS, fie R 48 -3
TEBCENf =01 w=180°Wf, /hll ik 5] 4178,
49.8dB F1 42. 9 dB; ¥EHL 2 J 2wt B, i (E) A R
180°, B AT FJG AT 2 M4 e - 47, 7 A= 85 1Y) 1
53 B Ay ] foN 1207, R G T SF A7 32 0t
5 S BT B &, RCS W45 729 6. 9dB,{H
TEBCEH M =60°F1 w=300°mf, fh TH o 1 H %
I J7 ] 3 BT 4000 8 K ZR T ] . RCS 1k 2/ g
5,294 33.9dB;

2) Y AGf ©=90°0F, an&l 8(b) i, 1 A
2 Fr R 3 J e FEL T 1 X RCS f K i 1B B
PR HUS A U=90°KF . 43 B3k E] 41, 4.48. 8dB
147.2dB;3 B MRS A =210 ¥=
330°H, RCS iAB/NE(H . 292 42. 2dB;

3) M A G o=180°KF, N & 8 (c) frin, 1
2 RT3 3 e BT T AL RCS i K {E
MPTEBC S M T =0"H ¥=180° K}, 43 B ik F]
41.9,49.8dB 1 42, 9dB; 3 KM {ERS s w=
120°H1 W=240"1} , RCS ik N /NEAH L 254 34. 2dB.
3.5 MEEFTE RCS 3700 AL 45

PRI g A6 A S5 T PAY L D R 8 K T e 3R

—— 1 blades
60 _ o— 2 blades

o'ldB

=20 I 1 I i 1
0 60 120 180 240 300 360
lj'!lln’(e)
(a) @=0°
70 i : i i |——1 blades
60 i1—o—2 blades
50 i i i i |—a—3 blades
40 ....................... ‘
o 30
=
e 20F—
10
o
—ropE gt
-20 . - T T S SR S
0 60 120 180 240 300 360
H(°)
(b) @=90°
70 i |—— 1 blades
60 | —o—2 blades
sl 3 blades
40 ¢
g 30 -
& 92 :l‘ ............................................

-10
K 71 A TR S S SR o S
0 60 120 180 240 300 360
i)
(c) @=180°

B8 3 fy3ent e 3 1 0Lk RCS M L
Fig. 8 Responses of bistatic RCS about three

blades rotor

ORE R, T LT LUK e 38 RCS gl 28 we 17 17 4k 7
fifp SRy — 28 B ok P AR A BEAT W T AR SCR T o
A PERAUESL - T RCS gh AR, Bl 80 A
S5 0 0 TR Ok A RUE B e e L L 1D 6 L 9 45 il
T2 R A3 R SR i e 3 - 1 X RCS 3 25 i
7oA. AT LA

D) BEFRF-H A 3h 4 RCS 40 #i /i TAL45 26 I
B e FI1T BR 0 33K 0 252 AR i 2R 2 T B A 55
RGN, 2 R ES Y RCS 25 2k F IR ol



5 8 3]

SR o) 45 R T T M 2 Dk ) T 3R S RO AR A 1917

AT 44, 9~49. 8dB. 3 H M ER A RCS
LR FIR o M AR FEFAE L A7, 2dB LKL T
PR o FETE — 2 1Y AR AZ 1L

2) HEF B Zh 2515 07~ 360° 4 B 4t M 1
RCS 1Y% 2 9% » BRAZ IR AH 6 [l 29 - 20, 0~49. 8
dB, 4 % X 19 RCS e KW {E FEAHR H B0 AE 18U A
T—0, T—=180°— O & W=360"— @ i, I #B ik
FNSHE I ol » AT UL HESR RCS 30 28U K P 8K
SR, FEBRE T AT ISR FH WG I A R L 2 G b e ik A
B IV S5 it O iE— 25 Wl 4 L RCS.

3) Al T A IR AR A B B O R A 2
AT ) 5 K BE B 5 B bR RCS 19 14 % 5 1R
EH B Rips/ Romax = (Ol / o) 5 I 3 3
I B P e KR IN BE BA 2 3 e 3R 982, 2 %%,

10 45 T Y A M @=0"0F.2 K fl 3 Jr
At e RO U R E (B sl BT 2
Jr 3 it e O T G 1 TR K A G 5 1) 2 X RR Y

L= < @=30° - @=60° - P=90°

—— @=120°——@=150° —— P=180° - D=210°
@=240° —— @=270° - >=300° - P=330°

a/dB

i)

9 3 Fr %t By ESE - I Xk RCS 3y 25 e )i
Fig. 9 Dynamic responses of bistatic RCS about three

blades rotor

(a) 2H 30t

(b) 30t
10 BEFF B R E E A=

Fig. 10  Contour of scattering electrical field intensity E

distribution of rotor

B HOR 1 mT DL HY R 350 B = K] 43
Aii S BT ARYE 53 A SR AR L B LUH ik = (8] 1
St AN X PR

4.2 RCS N\ &t in B 45 £

B 11 458 TEZK RN 104, TM M 0°~
180° A &+, [8] 5 & 30° £ B, NACA0012 3 A 1

= =0 =300 - P=60°
e p=90° d=120° - @=150°
- @=180° ——0; ——ar

40

o’/dB

0 90 180 270 360

11 NACA0012 B BIX3E RCS A S # i
Fig. 11 Responses of bistatic RCS about NACA0012

airfoil on angles of incidence



1918 o= B

529 &

RCS A S} 1 0 13 53 A5 . 7T LAE S

D AE AT, NACA0012 3 A ) RCS
e RAE ARt IAE R M1 5 A fa A TR

2) TE 0°<CW<C180°Fll 180°<< W<I360°HU AT f8
I, RCS &5 43 9 A0 %t 5 467 /5 90° il 270° FE AR
SEPXT FR 43 AT, B KR E 43 53k B 8. 2 dB AN
23. 8dB.

3) RCS 454k LI o AT B a’, S A
T AR I 2R L 3R RCS 2045 A T3 W 4% il 2%
Z [H].

4.3 RCS HE R~} Mg 5z 45 1%

Bl 12 45 T4 TM 3% 90° e LA G, Al
JsF LK) M 0. 5a~20A 284k I, NACA0012
FAIRY RCS HL RS ma [ 43 A1 . AT LA Y

D AFEH R T NACA0012 3 A RCS i
KAG AR BLAE N 1] J5 02 F 90°F 270° KT,

2) BEE FLA L RT3 0, RCS AR J3 1 #a
PRI, BARAE AL N, 2 0. 5AS L1024 B, abr Hl
Goor 1R T I8 K, 1 A A8 0 BU A WU 2 10A<< L
20X Wiy oo F oo B TR AR 2, {HL R AH 4] 52 326 3
F=E2

Kl 12 NACA0012 3 X RCS At ST 1w i
Fig. 12 Responses of bistatic RCS about NACA0012

airfoil on different sizes

5 REEBEFEHHFESN

s o e B T K FOS R ) 5 — A U R
AR HBCS P B A 3 L. 7 43 A 0 R R Al X R B R X
RCS 5% i B0 A Lt T, TF R 4 A0 3 3 B THHLE
FEE M (AH-64 /) HHo2 3 A, UH-60A #)
SC1095 A 3% [ () ONERA £ 41 341 3 [ Y
RAE2822 3% F1 NACA0012 B 44k
PEBEBF 5 . SR 5 A0 1 26 1 IR 325 0 35k 30 A5 AL
H o bR £5E SR 1 e B 38 AR

5.1 XIFRFNIEXTFRE R F LB S 1%

D E 13 (B 13(b) A 13 45 T £ H
NACA F 51 % BRI AR RCS FEPE R L. 0%
180° 1) A5 B, Fifi %5 32 iﬁﬁaﬁiﬂﬁbu A5 %
BT RCS 9 W5 {8 A2 Ak 55 /0N o 1 38 28 iy 25 R 93 ) 1Y)
RCS B i 1 K, NACA0024 I [ 4 1Y RCS [t
NACA0006 43l &5 th T 24 8. 0dB il 3. 0dB;90°
A LA G B Bl 7 SRR JEE R G B L R & Y
RCS A1 W] &b 35 K, 5 7 ) 1] HH A 250°~ 300° 1Y
V8 B N, NACA0006 3 A i) RCS &M kb
NACA0024 FLR & H T 24 3. 0dB, 0] UL )R 3 X 32

1 RCS FptEAT 2 JE 8 ek s, JE — 25 £
T O ST o 1 1 3R R — S FOR PR B R Y
.

2) 13 () 13 Cedy FITE 13¢H Ik E
ONERA F 51 4EX #x3 # RCS F# 1% 09 HL#. 0%
180° %l ] AFFTR, A Sy 35 5 2% JLAu] ¢ AiF A2 A
AN IR Bt RCS B4 AR 4 10 mi 2% #09 0 JL far
AXTFR I B B RCS 3R B AR X B, OA212
FA ) RCS BRI & T 2902 dB #il 5 dB; 90°
e EOCGT I, Bl A 38 AU JEL BT B 0, 35 R HT 2k 1Y
RCS A— ) K, OA212 3 I /i 2 RCS H
OA206-3 5457 4. 1dB, Bl RCS 28 4b 55 R V- 4%

25

[ —— NACA006
s L : —— NACAO0I12
3 ——NACAO0I8 5
i —— NACA024 ¢
15 H i i . +
o 10 3 :
E L
=] 5k
0F
-5k
-10 . L :
0 90 180 270 360
FI(°)
(a) NACA R FIXFR £ =0°)
40 .
—+— NACA006
- —— NACAO012
ok i _ . —-—NACA018
—+— NACA024

o'ldB

i)
(b) NACA Z 5| X FRIL AL (=90°)



5 8 4 SR o) 45 R T T M 2 Dk ) T 3R S RO AR A 1919

—— NACA006
— NACAO0]2
—— NACAOI8
—— NACA024

a'/dB

0 90 180 270 360

FI°)
() NACA RSB FRILA(0=180°)
25
—+— 0A206
i . . —— 0A209
20 —— OA212 g

[as]
=
©
_|U L i 1 L L i 1
0 90 180 270 360
()
(d) ONERA FRFHE X Frift 8 =0°)
40
—+— OA206
; —— OA209
30k i L, I \ : —-—0A212
20
[aa]
= L
®
10
0

=10 i i 1 1 i
0 90 180 270 360
()
(e) ONERA R FIHEXH F 3l HY(=90°)
25
—+— 0A206
— 0A209

—-— 0A212

9I0 18I0 ZI?O 360
1)
(f) ONERA ZFIHEXTFrIE £ 0=180°)
13 XPFRFNAEX PRI B XL, RCS oA
Fig. 13 Comparisons of bistatic RCS on symmetrical
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Table 2 Comparisons of RCS mean value weighted sum about four types of airfoil
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