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Numerical Study of Hypersonic Crossflow Instability around Elliptic Cone
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Table 1 Freestream condition

Parameters Values
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Us, [m/s] 869.7
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Outflow

Symmetry plane

Hypersonic inflow

>z

Fig. 3.1 Computational domain with mesh around elliptic cone

Symmetry plane

T T o

z

Fig. 3.2 Enlarged view of the tip

x -z

Fig. 3.3 The outflow boundary mesh

4 HEHRBIUBER
4.1 BEKFEHE

MG O~ o oA E X 4179, E£72, iHEO~
o NS X 4.2 12, x/L=0.2,0.35,0.5,0.75, 1.0 DALE D
Wil 1 2EEmfHED~ v NS & X 4.3 12777, X 4.3
I, BEETEEGM 110 BE CTEAL LTV D. BfRE D Iz
BT AR AEL TND Z LD, FEMHE T FRCTh
D72, BN X OB IR CHE<, EAAITruER
MIEL 2o TWA. K42, 4.3 05LEEAIOSHEAEICE
W, BB OIMED B LTI TR ) a ZROHERET E
DR TE S, EBHITKA3 0D, HmTHx/L=0225
FELBROTWD. BEREIZITK 65 SO SNA->TEH
V, BEREEDOREME TETCWD. £, R44I1TER
AR L O E R T, BRI S ERANCRAET B E A
BRI X > THRADPHITONTWE Z ERNgMnDE. DA
T — |2k o TK41-43120 L= X 5 IEAANCHE RS 5
5.

X 45 \ZFEHBERBEm AL Ak L, &Y RLofi%
RT. LB 42 2O L. EREIMRAHL(# 0.758)
TRY MLORENEDL>TEY, #HENT MUNESE
FoTWaZehnd, Whdwbs/nArva—LtioTnNd 2
LS. XK AT12x/ L=0.2, 0.35, 0.5, 0.75, 1.0 Df7{E D
Wiz 31F 2 x OB A & w9, BRI, &
B, & ) 3 BAROBERSFAE LT DM CHE AR
W CE 5. T, BREANSERBANOIZE A ECKIFR
FYOFNE/R-TEY, FANEEEZ2->TND. O



FEE AW S R RB I ALE S D56, HFHitkEic X -
TP OGR F 72 3FE LD SIRBNLE & 72 VD03, A
FERD KO ITHMRM & 72 2B EITIIRLEN LIFDH @),

M

54
5.29242 X
5
y )

z

3.35908
3.15258
2.89137
2.72519
253314

Fig. 4.4 Pressure distribution and streamline

I'.‘l"

”"l ’ / 7

/P»'
0.1 Y oa gl A
5.29242
5
r4 4
3.35908
008 3.15258

2.89137
2.72519

0.06
-
0.04 H
\\‘ = p M 02 22989 28 335908 527564
0.02 4 Fig. 4.5 Velocity vector near the wall
Y.
| W e | l
0 T T | 0.06 X Vorticity: 500 60 620 1180 1740 2300 2860
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 z
z 0.05 —
Fig. 4.2 Mach number distribution at outflow boundary
0.04
>
0.03 —f
0.06
M 02 21428 253314 289137 335908 5 54
Y 0.02
0.05
= I ! 0.01
0.04 — i ’ z
> . 0
0.03
z
0.02 —= Fig. 4.6 x vorticity at outflow boundary
(x/L=0.2,0.35, 0.5, 0.75, 1.0 section)
0.01
- \ ' . ' 4.2 E=HRREMSER
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 4.2.1 RAEBEHEICHET HEEQETE—F
£ RS AL _ﬂmﬁ"é?ﬁf@lﬁ%w N2 ¥ T )
Fig. 4.3 Mach number distribution SR AT RS, E7, HEICB T A BEDEE E—
(x/L=0.2,0.35, 0.5, 0.75, 1.0 section) K&K 48 1053F. £9, EREEICEILOED SV DS

TEDN, THEK33INL LoD L 91L, BRI
TP 2o TnD 2 b b, M 2 R 5 B 207



HEIC & o TRWVBILAE TN TV LD, BiEr e
FETHDHEEZEET S, K48 L0 BRI TR M
& I ORI EAMR L OERRIRIFREE Sk L) T, BEL
DDENWEFERT D LN TE D,

BERBIMNRATE ORSIRSEIZE B L, AR R LN D
T (B SR R S50 40%, 75%, 100%DNAL{E)0D - 5 5 o i
KEEE— RoMETNTHIK 4.9 - 4111287, K49 &
D, BEEIDT S KMEDO B A R E L ZIT TRV EBILREILD
FORONT, TUH LRGSO TND I ENGND.
FAMITIE, J8ins 5 0.03m LURESRANIAR TV D ko
BEAE— FOMBHERTE 5. M40 %15 L, BRSO
HERTH 72K 4.9 L 13EV,  0.15m AHE7s S AN 1A
Do TRRLHN > TND Z LN D. BEREIMRZIT SN
o2 & T, RO EEIN NS L e 0 B ORENE B
TWa. X 411 T, 67X 7a—0R8NREL 7
D, BRAITEIEOBDE > TOAREERIAR > TV A, T
J. Juliano & S. P. Schneider B Tix, #HEOHERIZ X AR
OMBSA R TE Y, 2R EEFITICB W TR TE -
AL, FREOEN EET-. 72, K410 TRHEND 7 1A
T —|Zho TR o T fk a2 AR TIZ 7 v A 7nm
—REEW LRI L LT 5.

Amplitude Rho Y

8E-11

6E-11 X
4E-11

2E-11

0

-2E-11

-4E-11

6E-11

8E-11

Fig. 4.7 Eigen mode of density corresponding to maximum real
eigenvalue

Amplitude Rho
= 8E-11

L L

0 0.02 0.04 z0.06 0.08 0.1

Fig. 4.8 Eigen mode of the density corresponding to maximum
real eigenvalue at the outflow surface

z Amplitude Rho: 8E-11 4E-11 0  4E-11 BE-11

6‘ ™ 40.55‘ ' ‘0!1\ ™ ‘0|15xH ; \0‘2\ ™ \0.25 ™ \0.3\ T

Fig. 49 Eigen mode of density corresponding to maximum real
eigenvalue at boundary layer thickness of 40%

z Amplitude Rho: -BE-11 4E-11 0 4E-11 BE-1

B B T ™ T T
0 0.05 0.1 0.1?( 0.2 0.25 0.3

Fig. 4.10 Eigen mode of density corresponding to maximum real
eigenvalue at boundary layer thickness of 75%

z Amplitude Rho: -8E-11 4E11 0 4E11 8E-11

L e LU LI e T
b 0.05 0.1 0.15))( 0.2 0.55 0.3
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Fig. 421 Eigen mode of z direction velocity corresponding to
maximum real eigenvalue at boundary layer thickness of 75%
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