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Fig. 3 Pressure coefficient contour of base line.
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Fig. 4 The velocity contour of base line which show the
whole part.
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Fig. 5 Velocity coefficient contour of base line which show
mainly the flap part.

=

Fig. 3-5:= & 713 A7 01?‘130111\1Q st | g
g3 £% ZFolr} Fig 345 B, F9 SlHaolA Bt
2|7k Ldojupe] Azto] Aol whet 9}%7} Z30lA Hol

]‘" A AT 5 k. ofw|, Akgeio] Sl B4
5 ook A "olAle AL whEshA k] g

of A7)z Wl ghEe AlRtel whe} Wahs
I = SISl webA B el A=
to] ool MAsh= 2 9] T8 Aol &
LFg 5914 Lhehet
r 4]71' ic’i‘:} 344'01] olgte] 5

E7
2
o 1o M ¥ 1 o

ﬁ
o

_31_

ofgfgt sttt e <Qlaf HhERlo] UIAAHA 1t
o] 7IABE Aulebg ] ¢F £ IS Tk
231 = ¥3 A1t
28t b= v Table 3. 9F 2k
Table 3. Results of Optimization
Lower Optimal Upper
Fd 40 422049 60
Find X 0.7567 0.8373 0.8381
y -0.07819 -0.0594 | -0.05129
A%
Obj _ 0.0137
R
C
st 2 2.045 30
rg-&
Table 4. Validation of optimization
443 25 | a9 29
Obj s 2% 0.0137 0.01939
st C, Bt 2.045 211
Table 3.5 W¥, #2318 Z9] 2129} Leading edgecl

Aol x, yFAET V7 Fd=42.2049°, x=10.8373,
y=—00594 02 &AL odF AAANE EY7
S Aom, F g5t Eitole] So| FolA Hy

%

N
n
=2
2
2
>,
rkﬂ m[o
8

HolEe) °l9+ HEo] Aaﬁ}% %—%‘M AIF-AA
s BEsb] fE HAshE JF o] ARolE
Z¥o] Fig. 6-8° LERNSATE

0.73
072
0.70
0.69
067
0.66
0.64
063
061
0.60
0.58
0.57
0.55
0.54

Fig. 6 Pressure coefficient contour of optimal case.
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Fig. 7 The velocity contour of optimal case which show the
whole part.
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Fig. 8 Velocity coefficient contour of optimal case which
show mainly the flap part.
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