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Optimization Design of Coaxial Rotor Aerodynamic Planform
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Abstract: Coaxial rigid rotor helicopter using advancing blade concept (ABC) is capable of high speed
forward flight. However large area of reverse flow region and intense blade tip compressibility brought by high
forward speed put forward higher requirements for blade planform. In light of this, optimization design of
coaxial rotor planform is conducted to impove forward performance by changing blade planform. Coaxial rotor
flow-field is simulated by solving Reynolds-averaged Navier-Stokes (RANS) equations. An optimization
method combining surrogated model and genetic algorithm (GA) is established based on aerodynamic
simulations. The optimized blade features nonlinear chord distribution and tapered sweptback blade tip under
geometry constraints when lift-drag-ratio is set as objective function. Compared with baseline rectangular
blade, the optimized blade has a higher lift-drag-ratio (When the advance ratio is 0.6, the lift-to-drag ratio is
increased about 30% ), which proves the optimization is valid.

Key words: coaxial rigid rotor; blade planform; forward flight; optimization design; lift-drag-ratio, RANS

equations

S Al W e 32l TR A T ORTAT R M S 28, m A BT e 3 S Sty S AT, AT A
Tt 7 3 2 g A e 3 A AT R 0t X IS A O e i LU R FE 3R AR AT T AT R A RE T TSR

Yo fe H#:2018-11-11; 81T B #1: 2019-03-08

EEBN ABIRE, S 88 LS T RE RRTE TRE P HFEERW LA, AEILIHRE 33352 RAA K 5%
TR, BESEIT I BT AR ) 2 H LA B AR, IRIRE E LR, R R IR S 180 R, SCLIR S 26 5% , E1lk
S 1305 AR E B RH B 20 T AR 3 AR R TR

BE1EE 8 %, E-mail: zhaogijun@nuaa.edu.cn.

Sl AR IR 4, 5a, BT, 45 . el MR 3 A S AME AR T[] e a2 i R K 2% 24 4k, 2019, 51(2) : 160-165.

ZHAO Qijun, ZHANG Wei, YUAN Xin, et al. Optimization Design of Coaxial Rotor Aerodynamic Planform[J]. Journal
of Nanjing University of Aeronautics & Astronautics,2019,51(2):160-165.



%2

TR ZE 45 U KR e 383 MR AR B2 161

M S A R R S e RS M RE Y G HE . LR
JiE 346 TR A LML E T KRR B AN R 2 A L
T — B R E 5 AT 5% K AR Ak B AT R R oK .
T A 1 5 3 A R T R S O KT E HE A
AT QR A, AT QB Ay 5 S B i 2k i
WHE R A B R RIS . I, R 3R A R L F5
(%) s Ay I P e B X 2 S Bl A e R AT A AR
it . KAAME BT 2 A W e W 2Ry
o BV TE T LAY A B[R] AHORE (R TR B
HATHUE . FEFIR 43 A 7 25 T, AR B B AL e
AL AL Ty vk BRSO R B A
B A7 HE AT i B AL, 3 2L Oy B B RCR L R
W 280 250, B CFD B R e & &, L
CFD J5 i AR A BUE AU 7 1238 0 iy 2=
MBS T B

] A A — s L 52 2 35 o I A i 3R B0 A Jmy
T 7MWt it T4E . Leishman 8f ] H
H 8 30 v o St Al e 3 ny K sh PR Re #EAT T LAk iR
The Jun PR T dh 2 /nt Z Hig LB IR AR
SERE N B w47 T 22 E ki1t . Rand
W Glovanetti S 3 F 5 & /0t 2 LS X B A
AR B e Al e B 2 v 9 S T A1 B R O3 A R AT
T AL . Giovanetti 2590 FH 26 L 7 32 X 2 %h
e AT RS TERE#EAT TR, 15 3] T 5 BAE LA
Rt 5 2R FE R ENINE 5L R B 25 R
BTG R RGBT/ . Bagai >R A AR Y X
X2 Bk HL 3 5E 3 R s A Bt AT T A oy
#r o Lakshminarayan 2% H n] [k RANS J7 & %
ABFFE T AR A Sl 38 iy <3 R . Kim 48
DU FH 6 i B R T A Ll T AR Al e B e
Z 8] PR BE 22 5] . Wachspress Z5"0F 57 1 38 it 5
T2 B0 I Bl e 32 PR LR I TR R R S Y S
R PERETH A Uy 1 EUAR R 2 R R (HR T
BfAS A0 Ll e B 3 2 2 2 W TR 4 i HL D
THEBAFRE Bk £, J0vk & 4 i
WP i B e T A M RE VR A A

YT, A SCTE W B A A Al D e B T
HME I Je kT e B 1 AL b g5 T SRl e
POV NP AR A B B o R AR A A ik R gt
LM A # T —EHE M T, AT
S AR A A AR T s R T A e B 2
S A R LA BT AR R4S T vk R A TRl R
PR e 32 S Bl A it I & .

1 HEN M ERM R T E

1.1 iR e 3 37 B E AR L
b Al P ke 3 0 R AR R, 'L
ot Xof W) Bk O 2 B0 <y AR AR TR AU TR AR E

RANS 5, FREW T
2
awwm+ﬂwfmm&w 1)
SPEA R W M REE FOMEMEE F,

0 oV
ou ouV +n. p
W=|pv| F.=|ovV +np
ow owV +n.p
| OE | [PHV + Vp] (2)
0

n,t.. + ., +nr,.
F,—=|nrz,+nzc,+nrc,

n,.7T., + n: z')y + n.t.
n.0,+n0,+n0,
£ V=V—-V,)n=(u—u)n +(v—
v)n, T (w— w,)n; QR HA TR, S Sy £ il K
xm MoV, =(u,v,w,) N OE E B JE
V=(u,v,w)WIMHEE ;n=(n,n,n)NHRTHE
TR 50,0, E M H 530 % B2 7, SRR AILEL
K s T @ F RN ) 5K B IR ARG 3, H
2 o3t E SUH
T, = 2pU, — %[JV'V T, =1, = pulu,+v,)

2
T, = 2pu, — ng'V t, =1, =u(v. +w,) (3)

2
T — 2pu, — 3 NV o=, = pulu.+w,)

0,=ur, + v, +wr.+« ar
: dx
aT

0,=ur, +vr, + wr, +c—— (4)
R A R ay
JaT

0.=ur, + v, + wr. + Kk ——
: dz

e, TAY 9 9 B v 280 AL 5 22 0 48 %
T B 5y, vy, wi AR N X 1) A9 05 40

i SR fi# AR AT R AR E W RANS 7 72, d 7
5L T 3B Bl S I A 0 Sl P e 3 A R
) EE A 0L 3 o I R FH A DA AL 1 7, 75 5%
) 5 L 2 it T A 4 SR FH 485 /) I A%, o 3 - BT Ak 1) X
FUY 7 1) 5r B DA KB R T ab 1 Z T ) o BT T
D A% 3E A7 0 8 DA G MR BE R S A0 Y o 2 ) R
R TR B #5 9 Roe-MUSCL A& =X, i i) 4 1 %
FH R 2R B2 LU-SGS 55k, i 3 B 2 Sy Spalart-
Allmara £ A1, % e 3 3 48 v #5290 & e °F- ok
Newton-Rhapson #1872 .
1.2 fHFH*E

R B AR 7 0k TT LAAE PR UE — 8 RS 0 T



162 [ =S NI NI S

%51 %

(b) Blade grid
PIT LAl S8R 3 M %
Fig.1 Coaxial rotor grid used in forward flight

W A (HRAE AL BB ANE A b i Fh 22 4 AR
S (] S O A A M B R A R AR T AR Bk
EHT 22w 2 HiRnE 8, A ) E s
[ R AEE Ty o TERAL A AR T 7 2 2 T3 A bR bR
BH A2 T CFD 3 19 U 3 5K i i) 18] 4 LG T
WAL E A B PR A o B, O T R e LAk
B AT RRCR B T SRR MG R T S T
J7 15 (PermGA LHS) A [n] 3 pR $5 8 7 1 AC AR
RUGEAL T 3 F A IS AU 5 v RN st A% B AR 46 5 it
ST —EH A A TTEY S ikt B A E 2 R
HAE RN T

(1) 7 A NAS B hR SCAR R BEREAS A5, SR 5 R
fe AT BE RS 2 H A R U

(2) LASCAR AN HE AR SRy A A o5 7 AR BB |

(3) B AC AT A A 58] 3845 B30 vk v i A7 4% ol 3t
T4 77 A AR R, B bR s AU YR 26 (2) 5

Zﬁ%ﬁ:ﬁﬁ%ﬁo E FRAI AR

BRI R

pechuvaelan VY - BiL|
(FEA REEDAN)

I oL W A A AR
WFH M EEE m)

N=N+m

[ &8 |+ SR
2 HRAL Dy R TR

Fig.2 Optimization process

H A ST A AR AR AR5

(4) X545 (3)28 vh = AR 1 AR 15 2 o AR A
HEAT O 1, O 38 o AN 00 F5 S PR B H I R RS
B T vk ok FE 5 H A pR B

(5) 5 1 2 Wi S v UL, D) e o O Ak 25 SR 5 )

(6) 45 55 (4)28 v i 16 tH K 19 m A0 F5 AR A
FNACACANRE A, DT R R0 g S ACARAN R B N=
N-+m. R EZERQ2), dkse ik 0, HEWECh 1k,
1.3 RMHFE@EIMNEHREBRR

HRYESCHRL7 , 131 A S50 52 vl 0, AE X T 46 T8
Rt JE EUR TS A DL O R A
e sE . M A, B 2R AW T BOK A R Ry
SR BZ A S A WA BT R T o B A, D 4
o Al P B R T E SRR EH Y L 25 A
% T O R IE G M 5% A 2 A AR S DL R 2t
SEBR TR AT R e i MBI .

K34 TRRFHIPRSEIRER,RE
INTERL AR c RORNFEMEL K o FoR B,y &R
INSL AL B o Pi~Py 3 ) o 2 T S R S 2k
WAt . P P J ) 67 B R 0.25R &b, A2 it AR
6 2 J# ) 0.25R Ab i ) T 5% 4 0k B iR K
var,, var,, vars, var,, vars, vars, var; #l vars & 8 N1
THAE (B s 0 B IE A, B 5838 1o £ ok 4
F AR S Z B B AME o P, 5 R Py S 22 8] B R 2%
HMIE M2y = R Bt 265 Py & P, 22 8] Y I 2% A1
TE R £k ;s J5 % P P, 2 IR A #H 28  P, Fn P,
Z R By 4R B 1 S = R R R AR A R L 2
Ja EEARHI A AMIE o 2R F 0 &1 i 7 B = 1K oA Z50FR 4
W2 L S AE T HE A Y AR D), AT DA S B e aok
AL

47
var, 1.0

0.2 0.4 0.6 var, 0.8

x/R
B3 nSFHEAMNE S5

Fig.3 Blade planform parameterization

A ST AME B8R e RO B BRI T
(1)0.25 << x << var, B 89 AT & 3R &~
y=a,(x—0.25R)+ b,(x—0.25R)* (5)

—var,

=2 X —,
@ (var, — 0.25)’

var,
(var, — 0.25)*°
(2)var, << x << var, B 89 87 4. 3F 4
y=—k(x— var,)’ + var, (6)

/J1:3><



52 R ZE 55 SR M e 3 < B A LAk i Tt 163
. var, -+ var: _
N a2 x N
(var, — var,) K (var, — var,)
(3)var, <o << 1.OWF o9 AT 43 & * bo—3 X —var,; + var;
y= —(x— vary) kb, — var, (7) ’ (var, — var,)*
. _ var; — vary (6)var, << << 1.OBT 89 5 %3 5
Ak, 1.0 — var, °

(4)0.25 << x << var, B89 5 &3 &
y= —a,(x— 0254+ b,(x—0.25)"— 1.0 (8)

—varg
a2:2><—,;,
i (var, — 0.25)
A .
b, =13 X &

(var, — 0.25)*°
(5)var, << x << var, 8 5 %3 5

y= —as(x — vary)’ + bs(x — var,)’ — 1.0 — var;

9)
0.6 << var; << 0.7
0.85 << var, << 0.95
0 << var, << varg

2 RMIMEMRLIZITRE
2.1 RMHSHEE

DAk B3 R Y St O B AL g 35 el bR
Rl [+) Al i B 1 i B A L, i IR EE A 4 R ANE 5 4
AH R B 2 0 21 o DA 28 it AR S A 0 5 1) 3 R 5%
KWW ZK 2R co RAEEME LK N
FEE XA ¢ 1Y 5E B 22 A S Bl PR RE X FL I B A
Kk, BE BRERE MR, TR N ARE. iR
4 38k dor Uk 7 i f B Ol 45°,135°, 22511 3157,
THER A R 2wt 4G T L B S 0°,90°, 180° A
270°, FEWERL AR AR R 2.0 m, B K
0.2m. XMWY 02 MR 2., FieEMT
e 3 2 [V f il 1) B G2 R 0. 15 A5 g 3 2 4e L St
TC N B, 5L A R FHOE 5L ES o A, N 2EAR 3] 0.4R
2.8 IE Mk 43 A N 0.4R B4 4.8° 1
ROy A o BLOBTCE R R R 3R OA R 5 HEA,
HEIL,

VEAE 5 L TE AL AT B B A S Y 0.6 i i
Fb o BT AR AS T R o A R 2R A e i b 4L
9 0.528, BV I A e % K B Ry 179.55 m /s Ry 1 fifi

F1 RMHERRE
Tab.1 Blade airfoil distribution

(var;— var

0.2R~ 0.25R~
0.25R~0.3R 0.1)R~ R~

0.25R (var;—.1)R

var;*R 1.0R
DBLN- DBLN-526~  OA212~  OA209~

) ) OA206
526 OA212 OA209 0OA206

0 <<var, << 0.2
var; < var; << 0.8
0.3 << varg << var; + 1.0 — var,

y= —(x — var,)- ks — (1.0 + var;) (10)
S — vars + varg — var; — 1.0
1.0 — var,

N T AR AR 7S ) v BE A% S B IR E H 5E R AN B
P, BG40 AR I DA B 3 i rp B K 5% 4K B4 SF T A1
TE A5 A5, X 48 A 728 o it i — 22 I B 23R, R %
KRB e 0.3 L K . BRILZ A, h T
45 0 Bt S B AR — S, 2 i 1 RS T 3 A
AL AR AL 10%0 . 8 A 78 i i1 3 1l SCRR
EMWT

o

0 <wvary, << 0.2
var, < varg << 0.3

PEA &5 5 B 1 AT S A (] 3 S 10 S il W 4 e
LB BB R DR — B BB R RO
0.013 i F  2 0.35. 3 4o e - 5 s e A% S5l
o 1 ) B A B PR SE T o R e R AR

HAR BB FT Y TR . P, A Sk
TAF Y 728 5 22 50R H bR 7 R AR

Design variables:

X1, L2y X3y Ly X5, X, L7, g

. . . L
Objective functions: Maximum (B)

(1)

2.2 fRiLtiE

K H PermGA LHS iR 55 % i1 7 45 4015 B 9] 46
FEAR g 53 A0 o A A EOR 8, FEAS S5 8 Ol 100, A
HEAL 5 A8 HEYE R3O O~1. 8 SEPR 1 /N HE AR i 28
) 3 24 B — 4, — 425 () T AR A S I S e
WE A PR, SEPR S H] S A 45

AL R AL Iy T AR K AR RE T A R
A o5 4 BEE AR R BN /N B KHES , T 45 T Ak

. ° . : e T
1Lop . .70 % se @ ‘
o 5 .9 o 20 ?° |
o 9., ° .9 o %%
0.8p+ .o @ 2 o,
. . :

4 =R AP AR T RO YRR

Fig.4 Sample points in 3D space and their projections
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