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Adjoint-based aerodynamic design optimization of transonic

turbine cascades considering different constraints
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2. School of Power and Energy,
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Abstract: A simplified method based on non-reflecting boundary theory for determining the
inlet and outlet boundary conditions of adjoint equations was introduced, by which the aerody-
namic design optimization of turbomachinery blade considering different constraints was investi-
gated. The results showed that the simplified adjoint equations strongly coupling with flow under
inlet and outlet boundary conditions were sufficiently accurate and applicable in different con-
strained optimization design. After outlet specific entropy design optimization without constraints,
the outlet specific entropy decreased by 0. 253% , with varied passage area and outlet flow angle.
Considering the constraints of outlet flow angle and passage area separately and the constraints

from both of them, the outlet specific entropy after optimization decreased by 0.176% , 0.227%
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and 0.164% , respectively. The aerodynamic performance of the optimized blades was signifi-

cantly improved, while the optimization constraints were maintained. Moreover, the results

demonstrated that changing the curvature of blade profile weakened the shock wave effectively.

When the curvature of front portions decreased, the flow velocity decelerated and the outlet flow

angle increased, meanwhile when the curvature of front portions changed slightly, the outlet

flow angle was constrained better.

Key words: aerodynamic design optimization; constraint; adjoint method;

boundary condition; turbine cascade

B & 5l BRI ok g DR A e T TSR BE D) 1Y
AW T B ) % (CFD) 15 31 1 PR &
& IR AE M R AL S i R A i As 2 TN L
W AL A 35 T A AT R 0 R A 3 T B R e
. T CFD By M- AL S it | e
B Ak H A eSS & Ak kT H
b BRI B U B B AR .

B FE R B 004k T 1 43 S B0 RE AR B 7
Peo ARBBEE Iy vk F R A AR AR A AL K
Bl 2r S R . BB B Dy vE 1 i 35 AL A 2 B
i 4 Ry e AR A, R T AR QAT 2R AU A LA
W AR B T R . B TR T
UG BUEA L 2 B2 B iy SRR R, i
TR IR R RORAK . B Tk F AR B
ZEor T PR T A . ELEE 2 A0 IE T B AR AR B
BB TH AR A 2R B SME I T B R AR
XF T 2 S EO AR AR L, A A BORAR B AR
s AR L 2 4 0 SRR TSN R TR R 1Y
o sh R/ Ry B . B B 7 T e 5 ) B A
i THBR T 0 B b oR ROk BE TR R S, 7E
BA B N R T — R R B B AT
FE LA B bR R A0 R U . R TR ]
BB AR AN BULT JEOC I U AR s Ak
it U H R Z B S Bk A itk it b B
A H 2N AT R .

P B D7 2 78 Ah A Ak i T R 2 & 15 3 N
FHE - AU PN O £ B AR Ak B T BIF 53R 25 A X
B, 20 248 A, Tollo B S B0 T B T RF B 7 ik
) — 4k fir FLIR W48 ik it . Bl , Dreyer. Yang .
Wou SE g — 20 R R T E BE T 1k OF A i g AL
R SR T T S T R R . Ak, L
Yu, Papadimitriou., Luo """ JF J& 1 -4 4L b -
F B A BE O AL BT F9E . Wang . Walther | %
AR IR T IR R T, S T 2 HE
PERER AL T o I AF K, Ma 48R s 0] 33 75 vk

ST T BE T R W AR E AL BT . Chen
SR ST R TP B D i 8 U A A BE T

Hy TR R LR R BE AL A Bt E &z
TFIE . T RERE DT VA B AR AL T R s Dtk i
TR D Z — RAERE T BOR % . T e LA
H R R BT, A B SE A B 5 R Y T3
G AF R P B T R OR R BT R . KRBT
B 2 A ik R B AR S S 8Ok R
AR AR IR P BE D7 AR R HE O B SR B 2 R A
ARAL AT PR BE T SR A B BB I, AT AR
38 H AR S 3h S 80U RS 0 o 2 B B O AR 2
Hih 52— B PR R DT 3L RS EE A . SR,
B3 T A 22 0 UM 5 2 0 T 1 30 SR AR R R — i
3, Z 05 R TC R 5 100 5 25 420 S 3B Bt O 7
SR A, IR BIHR AR PR A9 BAR 5 12

R IR A i 3 A P Rl T R OR i 245 B T
JEE RS B R A, B R 2k i
185 o AR SCAE TG B i B B SRl b Rk
Jie — b ] A B4 B Bl DT R E M T 3 R SRR E T
o SRFIEAS B A L, 207 1 D B T B H S B
ORI RIS e N DO R UL IR e
R 07 3RS TS AR AR S T 0 E PR T
R B A PRI BAT — B, B P A 2016 A
PR S Bou T S B AE BETT RESR AR . A T BRI
T3 W W AT ROHE AR SORF T R S T AR B T 45 B E 2
HA R A i R s A B T . il
A0SR W A 2 SR A6 S LB B R BRI 4
H X I B PR BE D7 R E Y D RO R A A 2R
HL A TT TR 5 BT L AR R 5l 24 TR W) 1) 1255 P T
e s AN PR B A AL BT AT ST, X EE 2 AT L
] Bl 2 RO (I A 45 2R B

1 EZEFERETE

1.1 A EEARERERE
B A BT 2 X H AR R R TR b



1988 it = 3

VAR S 55 36 %

PR PG Ak ] 850 A oy T 5 3R 1) B2 m) . R Bh Ak
1 H br ok B — M 5 R s AN E R B AR

w=(w,, w,, ws, wy, ws) MK, M IMNEE TS
AL SR o G, B Y H A5 R 5L
1 — e

I=I1(w,x) (1)

x } i=1,-,N,NREITZENE.
H bR eREC TG T30 28 & o 1 RBUE
F_ o w A (2)

ox Jw Ox dx
5 S S AMNE ] 26 & i s A O R
Wi o
R=R(w,x) (3)
TEh i O B R R TR B iy RN
67R JR dw | IR (4)
ox Jw or | ox

LA AR’ T ¥ = (v vo v v ys),
I 5 (MR fE 5 (2) MW, A

of (a1 . 0R a LR
ax_(w; Waw)M'+&x ¥ h)

(5)
w1 =X (5) AT, R T 5 R A G
A i B — TR O AT 2 O 5 7 e xR

HBORE Y 52, B
ﬂ — q]Tai

=0 (6)
Jw Jw
A (6) S sh iy #2 (X (3)) i £ Bl 7 2 o
HARRE T REUE gl
oI 7ﬂ7 ,I,E)iR
g—g— dx ¥ dx (D

AT AR AS T B T A o R A
BTS00 5 | S 2R A B B SR A T T 1 TR
it B S B AR A JEOC, N TR
By = N 11 A =
1.2 HEAERREE

JCFh i sh 1 £ Bl 7 25 0F 5 A Ok R, BR B
T (0 A Bt 7 R 4 5 S R TT S W VR4l A 24 1T LA

SHH TR A SCHE SR ARTZEA AT LR
Bifi 7 R B HE T o BRB T R G A Bl RN

v 0w

T Al =0 (8)

Hodr A7 R RKHEJ7 #2 £ 7 19 1) Jacobian 5 % A,
B A= [A] 1= 1 5= 15,0

A 5 &R &7 1] b B Wy B AR AR o F AR RO —
B R A

667[[ = 8ot nggldB_ J 8edD

o, (9)

j ('//Mlp v f/) dB

AP gon ga gﬁ@lﬂﬁimlﬂlﬂﬂ”%A,pﬁﬁ%E,
n, N AMEL R n (0 R T7 8 534 N R TT ) JC R
A, dB AL D 43 51 3 7 9 A LT Y T AR AR
B, JEEEM G .

P i 5 R ) 40 TR S 0 B SR 1 L R S
Ao FEIEH T 5 b B S AR R CAS) A i i
PR A] DL S

JJ&“*nﬁVﬂ40%%dB::O (10)

Hh " = 0C/ 9w H R B B, BB B T g
He=[c]. CHELHTEA, JT %5
43 % T TR B, A 2 (10) W78 4 1 B
B BT B BB T AR A O R .
e R ) 1 B B 5, S B ¢ R T R A B
D7 R th 3 B AR B R R O BT S 1
Bz

2 EMSHHOABREH

AR SR 5 s 3 B SRR A
/71: e PR T PR S AR, R TR
Ry i i R M AR SC UL = 4R AR R T o X 4
KA A X FRF A . AN, R AR (R B e AT
2 AE BE T R R AR AR A% 8 T ) 5 O 3h 4 ] O R
()45 HE A L o
2.1 @BE®E#HA
DO Ry AT TSI R M e 1 A R o s ]
FgE Bl 45 i R B AR S, BRI A 1 BE AR Y
N3 ] S (RS 3
2.2 TFEEBHA
1 EE pi i
a Flla, %5 5, B
Opn=0, 8T, =0, da; =0, da,=0 (11)
Hrp

HBVR T P 2E F1 R 3 A

w; W,
5 5 |, @, = arctan
Wy + Wy Wo

(12)

a; — arctan(

FHE 1R 3 A A2 23 D 2, m] A

dw, = M ow,, dws= Low,  (13)
wWs ws

PO RE A E N



AR R AR LA 5 R e 58 i A AR B S I A LT 1989

_1

0¢
WA B R IF SR (13)5 4,4
[(y* l)qZ*yE]Swlf
2
(y—1)%5w2+yaw5:o (15)
1
Hr o By WL o, WL EFRIE g N
Ao Xt ML E R EBE R u=(uy,usus) N E R
ﬁauly‘ji‘ﬁmmﬁrgﬁﬁo
WA NS = p /07, A ST Ry
1 1
0 o
HrahhEsl . AR FMA B 2AZE,
AR Oy M B AR 4y Z I R R K

dp = a’dp (17)
I E i R M SF R s AR i 2 I RN
wi + wi+ wi
p=(y— 1)(7,05 S| (s

X2 (18) #EAT AR 43, 31454 20(16) 2 (17) Tl
% 6”(1)3 %‘n 6%’4 E‘J%ﬁ ﬂ['”] ,ﬁ

s 7 1
“ 2
(1—y)ow; =20 (19)
it (13) .2 (15) (19 AT LI &

q2)6w1+(71);{6w2+
1

8‘w2:u1(1* az/q2)6w1
SwSZuZ(lf az/qz)éwl
6w4:u3(1* az/qz)ﬁwl (20)
dw; = |yE — a*— 7’%1(]2 dw,
R P B R U i T S R R
A 3 1] SN AEL R A2 AR Y L, RS 2 — B
FRAEAZ 5 o $2(10) W 9 3t 3 7 18 742 B e Ak o i
FEfAE 508 2, BV AT i o 2 P BE R AR A2 6, R =X
P (c—nA¥)=0, (k=1,2,3) (21)

Hoh P= (P, P, Py, P, P) i b <F i 25 4
i 1Y) B e I
1
u, (1—a*/q%)
1 u, (1—a*/q%) (22)
a us(1—a’/q*)
1

yE—az—iy_ q

2

2
HE AR A DY A R Bl A kA R LA A R

2SI, R ORI T A BT
2.3 BEEHO

XF T B T R R REAE A% 4 O 1) R I B
s i 7 B AR B, PR AR B A 1 B
fiEAs 4, A4 (10) M 0 2508 0,

"= W'A, =0 (23)
AT R A R Lt Dy AL, BT A R
MFERE A B

2.4 IFEEHO

E P 8 T AR 8 2 DU A R Rl R A AR
W, — R NIEERE . R 7
WA E 25 2 R, U (18) A2 73 A

2

o0p = %Swl — 0w, — uy0ws — uydw, + dw; =0

(24)
ST PUE R
dw; = K, 0w, + K,dw, + K 0w, + K,d0w,(25)
Hr

ffgl:i%, ’EZ:L‘D ’EB:LLZ, %4:L{3

B C2ERAK(10) T, I 4 dw, dw,  dw; .
Ow, HII 1 28 B %, Rl af 5 31 £ il J 72 0 745 3
Ak (Y 30 5L 264
(m,A,j—Q—n,sAlsgj)x///:cj-ﬁ—c‘;;ij,
(j=1,,4;[=1,---,5 £=1,2,3)
55 AP B RE AR A 1 AT DL A P B AR A B
Hag 52026) Frzs i AR AR 22 f AN [ Bl
bR AR Ty R R AR S 3 B AR T AR
bR T IO R S A A — dE R AR AR gk, 2
AR 72 o 3 B — 0 A, DR O Jer O e o R
WM. Bk, hat(21) (30(23) (20(26) af A X
TR A 2l ph B, HRE T H G TSP E AR B
FAI e, RIVRT R 2 B BE T R A E i R AR
P R %5 B AE UL A AL B S s Ak
Bt HAT
2.5 AEERRHENFEBEAREHHOBRES
T UERE A i B T A RIS A R
ek S 2 RO [R] 28 AL B S s D0 A it I AT %t
FC AP AT o AR SC 32 B a3 AN AR AL B AIG 1255 75 1 i
M B 3 Bl A 2 O 2 A [ 28 B 2 B AR Y
M . Denton 3 2 i 4& ML b 1Y 3 2 46 2% AT LA
5 e Al B S 1 BT R AR S O AR H B eR AL
I=5,m (27)
it P I S BT R R s e E SR

X}

(26)



1990 I IS I 5 36 &
[ pneu i, Seftc, e, 5 51 s OO R RNt SO AR 9
S = T (Z8) gyt it B 0 R = [, on-u dB.

JB(),on ~u dBo B,

Hov s Sy B 11 1T B A B A XA 55T 1) Jo 00 o
WO AR I A T RRUE R SO OB AR N
KB . A R
jB p[én-udBo
JB on-udB,

3 T T A A PR TS SR AL E SR

(29)

8= arctan (Zr) U, = u,cos — u;sind (30)

S o S A 1) BE 0 A T 1) A7 ff (D T 3 R R
IR 1) (R I ffy SR 1E ) o % AR SCHY - 1T
AR T =

WA LS, & LR

S, =S.— S, (31)

A S, AR AR A TR i e 1w B, S, A T
PR Y BRI P B e, TR 29 SR A B
Al ORGE R T AR AR

v % S ALY, R T IR 3 AR 4 R i T
T B A I TG R i, U I T T AR A AR Ak
e (9) Frm 1 RALE T3 7 LA R R AT,

HE 0T R 1A A 3 R U A Y R
B, H R B T Ll R S A A2

2
pn-uply|:(y1)qza2:|
1
o pn-u;(l—y)ul-l—nl(s—sgm)
Cyo
o :% pn-u:y(ly)ungnz(ssgm)
Coa
Cs5 ,on-uply(l—y)ug-l—n;;(s—sgm)
] ,on-uply(yl) |
(32)
_ 0 -
‘o nl<ﬂ—ﬁ‘>+pn-u(—1- - )
Con ) o utu,
Cos| = = - u
o m 7lz(:8_ﬂ)+(0nu(uf+u§)
Cos 0

3 BEERAREMTMSsALIET
3.1 HSI1A#HEZEM

TEHUHSTA 5 7 ol it 46 it i i 17 < sh Ak ik
T, R S B #E ORI A Dy 460, 3EE
P RS0 T R B Hh AR SRR AR 1,061
MR E LA S ECN L 1 TR MR B AN E A
TR A% A& 1R .

£1 HSIAMHHILASH
Table 1 Geometric parameters of HS1A

JIRGE— HfH

72K /mm 40.0
L 2% Ff /() 50.5
RS A1 /() 59
- 42 e 1 /() 25.1
JUAaT 1 £ /() 46

HFEE /mm 29.14

2%

i
7
7=

727

%

Z
=

=

=
=

e

T

T

Zotsssssssssts

27z
2z

7z
s
222

K1 HSIAJU 7R B8 S R ks
Fig.1 Configuration and grid for HSTA

DAL, 26 560 UE B AL T S . R [
& 1 it 2% T AE R D 6 A (Mag) 4 A an & 2 BT
IR, Hoh Exp. 2878856 45 8, Grid B0 B ) 45
LN R B 2(a) MRS T1~15 5 3 4]
0 A% 2L 0 2% 04 o, JE] ) R BT B0 48
2(b) S J1~T5 (1 J& 1] o0 A% 2050 7 #7486 i, 35t
Tia] A% BT R 160, 4K E L 13(J3) B 454 o
BB 1 5 A Lot 2 Em A . B 29, s
F18) 255 0k R B A SR IR 4 SR A L R T R
I 5 2 S B BRI AT — R 2 . R SR Tl
SR FH WSS A% 13(T3) F T i S BB A 4B
3.2 RIS

AR SR A B 2 B A Dy ik e R AR AN



559 ) A R R ) 2 TS T I 7 I A A S 3 AL 1991
8 Grid 11 £2 MESHHLBITEG
i Grid:IZ A Table 2 Cases of aerodynamic design optimization
1.5+ Grid_I3 for blade
[+ Grid 14
L e Gridls i IR Y G PSS
- . Exp.
¢ T Casel 0 Ak
= 09 -
v Case?2 1A A 20 R B Ak
0.6
: Case3 DR T B 24 SR A S TR R AR A
0.3 Cased LI T AR HY 1000 A 29 S A0 01 5 AR A AL
On e e R AR 0 E A R R
(@) Jt Casel: I=s5,,
I8 Grid_J1 Case2: I =s,,+ AiB— Bl -
L Grid_12 { Case3: I=s,,+A,|S,— S,
1.5 Grid_J3
i Grid_J4 Cased: I=s,.+ Ai|B—Bo| + 4|5, — Sy
| A Grid_J5
2r Exp. Lt S, o JEL UG R TR B, Ok BB Y 11 A A
S oop AL A HARER.
o 3.3 HHOSKAARWBFELIZIT
' AL, 5 2 VP0G 1 b R USRS . 1|3
03] J& A% 251 (FDM) FAERE J5 2 (ADJOINT)
e ST R R R AT A R AT L. RS
0 0.2 “Mﬂ“ 08 10 Y R 5y A He AR — B0, A0 7R TR T 1 R 2 M T
(b) i AR . BB b 0 R A7 fE—

2 B H A

Fig.2 Isentropic Mach number distributions on the blade

Yoo FIHERM LR AR B REIE . AL R
y:ybasc+ 126[5[ (34)
i=1

Ko LKA, 0, W HRE, WRA i Z
o ASCRHT KPR 1) Hicks-Henne 2 pR £
b, (x)=sin* (rcx””)
m;=In0.5/Inx,, i=1,--,N
Aorh o, 2 1Y pR B 45 I A, B R BT 45
SO e KAE L TERT & M 4 i % N kit
AR ACH . AT, A g AT g T 4y
S AE R A3 A 32 A A, A X B LA S B
BEAT IR B TH S A b AR s kR . A S
2 SCHR[30], 2K FH W 4% It 3l 3 R A 1l ¥ imd JL AT A1
TR B J5 1 23 Tl T B A%
DAL B T ik 2 v (o FH e R R L AR SR, HL
PRFRE O RN
AR SCE AR ST IO A AN [ (AR e SR
2 R, R OGT LY 43 BT A [R] A 24 525 4 X6 AR Ak

(35)

X 3 FE T i, L PN R U SR AN ) T 80 06 K B Ak
e O 25 A0 O It | AU B e T R

4 0% Casel I 5 19 < 8h F LA 2 5028 Ak il
2R Seen A (28) T 78 1Y 30 2 - 35 1 1 BB L pi
S O RS, S IE AL, g o R
A PRk R R T 0.253 %, 1 1
SRR T 0.607% 0 T ARMIMZ R A, A
1AL A A R AR R AR . RS BR A
Bt A N AN B 2 A S HU N 2 B il
FOAR 2 T O 2 o — 5 (B () s 18 i i

e R A T B SR AL it N s 0
WMALR., AREBA =0.05, F52 Case2 1y
SRE IDIREE S G A o BuR Ky A A =5}
HMFBEM T 0.176% , 0 BRI E T 0.428% .
MFARTH O uA, b s 0 u A — A
eIl R (=N ) B (£ NG e N ) | R = T 2
HR It T AR ) b (B

6 MR T A FG AL I B Casel . Case2 i
T S SRR RO A s B bR Casel M3
TET A5 H0 T AR 5 D s T 0 R I 95 D iy 4505
RECREAR . BEAh BT TOL R, S ba it i 720



1992 % B N ¥ R % 36 %
0.6 -
i . FDM 2 ’ * FDM
—— ADJOINT —— ADIJOINT
z 3
= 2 serttnesy
& 3
z z
_0.6-11||I||||I||||I||||I||||I||||I|| _0_4:....|....|....|....|....|....|..
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
Outlet specific entropy Outlet flow angle
(a) thy M BT (b) AR A
B3 R X
Fig.3 Sensitivity comparisons
0.978 <1.0125
0977 J1.0120
0.976 £ S ]
N ——p, J10115
0975 F 1 i
2 : Jrotro 8
0974 - ]
F J1.0105
0973 | ]
0972 F —: 1.0100
0.971:||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||T||||1'0095 TR FETEY SUETE FETEY FUETE PRV FETTE PETES A ¥
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Design cycles Design cycles
(a) i P11 U (b) LI EARIL PR A
K4 Casel (SHUE A M2
Fig.4 Variations of parameters in Casel
0.976 710125 1.005 - 7
3 g -57.0
0.975 [ J1.0120
0.974 | 410115 =575
& [ ] 5 o= 1.000 ~
Q:’ [ ] “ E
0.973 C ] 1.0110
i ; -58.0
0.972 J1.0105
L s 0.995
0_971-n||I||||I||||I||||I||||I||||I||||I||||-1'0100 Al b b b bl o |55
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

Design cycles

CYRHRY v p I RPVES

5
Fig.5

Design cycles
(b) i E AR S

Case2 [ Z 50728 b il &

Variations of parameters in Case2



AR R AR LA 5 R e 58 i A AR B S I A LT

1993

N

(a) btgmt A

(b) Casel

S

-

.

6 Casel Case2 i ifi PN %54 Sk 5 7 = [

Fig.6 Isentropic Mach number contours in the passage of Casel and Case2

T 55 % A1) 5% 4 OCF SCHEFR Ry 5% 4 ) A AFAE — 1B 55
WO TE 75 %6 5% A B A7 AE — JE SR , o mT LA
T(a). PRAGIS , 9 T8 i o B2 4 ) 250 55 . Case2
W W 7 TED B S A R A T R R U T A
08 5 B0 A ARG 5 T ) 1T e B AU A o R
il S DA IR T A5 D R R

7 R e AR S i 2 TS5 90 D R o0 A K
JUfIARIEXT . 5 5 bs it R A8 L, Casel it 7 W
73 T80 AT Be i 2 5 v I 8, A0 o AR S bk
T 3 v S e BSCRE R AR 5 L R T IR T
il 23 5 R, I 7 AR T A I O o e ) R
MRS W T SRS P ROBRK R K
B A S S X AT, i A R O R B R AR . 5
Casel fH b, Case2 M JEE W /N, Case2 M 1%
JIT8 20 % 5Z AT B A5 A LEE A
2ty i e 7 N W) | B E 1 e T
TR A ARG, 58 2% B AR 5 F g T P S Bl 3232 Casel
B AR 5 b AT SR 80N, i R T A
il , PO AT AR B AR . Case2 M 9026 5%
RSP el i LI 75 i vl ) ol - 3 % NI S /1 1
Je i R B AN A | Casel M 30 38 10 A % 0
N S 3 Casel MR AR AABE K.

4 o
(a) S HFE A

- i
1.5
14
1.3
A B
4 1.0
08
o 10.7
\ 0.6
0.5
04
0.3
0.2
0.1
(c) Case2
= L » Origin
N — Casel
\\\ — Case2
W\
e
\‘\\
*N\ N
Ny
(b) M2

K7 Casel Case2 thfb %5 5%k

Fig.7 Comparisons of optimization results of Casel and Case2

3.4 TREERARMNEEMN LT

TE Casel Al b it 3t 18 10 AL 29 5, H A5 oRi
o= (36) i , AR R E A, = 100,

Pl 8 & Case3 M A B sl AL 2 %0 4k
. ORI T 0.227% , 0 EE p, 2
= 1 0.548% o it 1A 1A R — ELAER) 4 {8 B 3 0 Bl
AU A R

19 Shy it 3 PN A5 S bR RO A s B 5 R R
M AH EE , Case3 I 7 W J7 1 #0718 B O <ot
1) S5 05 o 50X WY R R YD T A D b R
%, O s BE A 55, Hh D BT R . 5 Casel it
A AL, Case3 I W 7 T 25 %6 5% 4 A A < i 55
I o Bk BOR T Casel, 25% 3% K, <0 it 36 0
Gz e 2%, OIS T A5 0 D R A5 A AU DA B R R RS

10 g DL A I F5 i e 35 T8 5500 5 b 25 53 A
FULATANE X E o 5 Casel #3110 B A He
Case3 M Jy JEBE U8 /)N | 07 1D W% Th] AU 28 o 432 30
JRIG I R SR v A A e, Case3 If 7 J5 B BE R
PRFFAAR W g T B i 78 i 230 AU R
b BRI, U7 v A5 I D o BRI R A A U
P A5 W /b 5 S5 B w2 il SR BE o, ST E— 25



1994 it = B ¥ i %5 36 &
0.9755 1.0125 1.005 - < 1 ~57.0
0.9750 ] B" ]

09745 PRt 1772
0.9740 ] ] 574
—1.0115 ]
09735 1 ] ] A
L - 2T 1.000 576%
= 09730 E ANV T E
41.0110 .
0.9725 ] +-57.8
0.9720 101 :
) .0105 1530
09715 1 ]
0.9710 '1.0100 0.995 ....|....|....|....l....|....|....|....'_58.2
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Design cycles Design cycles
(a) th FBRELR AN LR (b) VLI ERURILL 1AL
K8 Case3 IS4k
Fig.8 Variations of parameters in Case3
Mais
1.5
1.4
Y 1.3
1.2
l.(l)
1
’ 0.9
- 0.8
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

(a) BlEm (b) Casel (c) Case3
K19  Casel.Case3 Jii it N 254 T B4 o0 A6 = &

Fig.9 Isentropic Mach number contours in the flow passage of Casel and Case3

X,
(a) M S BR B AR (b) M7

10 Casel . Case3 itk 2% Xt b

Fig.10 Comparison of optimization results of Casel and Case3

B R b, W%y TR % U 2l B e K S ik O A, H b R B (36) o Wt 3E 17 AR K AR A

.
DA R ARG 1 AR A BT LR ZFZEA, =0.05, A, =100,
3.5 HHASKAMRERRARBMEAL W 11 B, 51 E T AR DR A 2

FE R R [ 0 L T T RR AN R R AR BT R TR GRIE R R R AT B T, e



%9 A L AR R[] 29 SRR R T 8 7 R e e A i 0 R e 1995
0.9755 1.0125 = =-56.2
09750 . 1004 - —— 5, J-564

. 410120 - Y
0.9745 i 1.002 - B 1566
0.9740 ] - ]
1.0115 1.000 |- —--56.8
09735 ; AtV A R A A A & Var'a'a Ve RN
.3 ] % o L 4-570%
= 09730 PR IV N s
{10110 : 1572
0.9725 § 0.996 |- ]
- C —+-574
0.9720 ; 1.0105 0ok ]
09715 . E J-576
09710 '1'0100 0'992'....l....|....|....|....|....|....|....'_57.8
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

Design cycles

(a) PR AL 1R

Design cycles
(b) VLB EFRFIL O SR

K11 Cased IS HUEL

Fig.11 Variations of parameters in Case4

Hh Ui T RRA R U AR B D R (R R S

B 12 M6 rF AL Case3  Cased M /it i N
F A = B SR A LG, Cased
M 40 %0 5% KT ) T 5 W T TR S
D EEULF A & A2, 40% 3% K5 1 5 0%
3 TH] 3% T =0T 5 0 - 0 5 A A0 IR IR T A 0 o
BOREAR, UL om B ss O BRI, 5
Case3 M - #f kb, Cased M /76 W 1 17 55 % 5% K /i
PR AU S5 0 R BN T Case3, 7 55 %0 3% K AL A7
FE— 38 55 WU RS Cased i R AR S0 5
RER T Case3, 70 %0 5% Ab 18 00 58 B 6k 355 -

& 13 Ry A AR T JE P 3R T A5 0 S b 8O3 A
FILTAME X . 5 Case3 M EL , Cased ' J v
B R e B h SR80/, A Y i R A A R
W A5 e BEARG 5 M A 5 B, Cased Iy S8 i s 0T JiL 4

(a) Jtgm A

-
| ,ﬁ\

b

(b) Case3

MR A A S s i

S8 L i N A o Y L B o s o N R W)
P B8 2 00 Ui 3 T R A X AR A an 2% 3 i aw , B
th 5 FOR B S A A TR T R

H 2 3T A AN B AT (Casel) , B B S
Hh T A H Y el s A e B A i O T T RR R
FACUE A 2 Bt 5 2% 08 1T A 2 R
(Case2.Cased) , fLAb S5 it Fr i B A0 A A9 22 FAS
It 0.1% ; % i 18 1 FLZY 3 (Case3 . Cased) B,
DAk S5 i 18 T AR B AR AR i 0.06 %6 5 R Ak
SRR BRI LT 2 A B T A SE B
SR, 5 Casel A I, % 2y o A A0 AL i 7 i E
RS WASE7 8 < 10T N o W [ 5 2 £ e R e W
FI 3 1A 29 B, Cased H A6 M A (9 H 1 BUE
P& TR T Casel .

o Ma,
d D 1.5
1.4
1.3
1.2
1.1
P 10
‘ E
3 U Ro;
10.6
0.5
04
0.3
0.2
0.1
(c) Case4

12 Case3.Cased Jit i N S5 4 5 R 500> 10 = &

Fig.12 Isentropic Mach number contours in the flow passage of Case3 and Cased



1996

&
HY

el

2.0
— Origin
— Case3
1.5 -—- Case4

Xl

¢

() S SRR A

(b) M-

13 Case3.Cased 1k 25 F X} 1

Fig.13 Comparison of parameters before and after optimization of Case3 and Case4

*3 MUBSHRILASHBEITEWL
Table 3 Relative variations of aerodynamic and

geometric parameters after optimization
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ISPV 0. 607 0.428 0. 548 0.399
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