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Abstract: To overcome the main flaw of grid fin technology, i. e, transonic chocked flow and high
drag, the locally swept grid fins are explored in this paper. Taking the simplied geometry of grid
fin as the research object, aerodynamic characteristics of peak type and valley type locally swept
grid fins are studied, and effects of different swept angles are compared. The result shows that lo-
cally swept manner can weaken and even remove the separated back flow at subsonic, reduce shock
wave/boundary layer intercation at transonic to solve transonic chocked flow and high drag prob-
lems. More over, at supersonic range, locally swept manner can reduced drag and enhance the lift
per unit wetted area to improve the aerodynamic control efficiency.
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Fig. 8 The numerical result compared with experiment data

1.3 HEIR
ST R T RORAS R 1 iR, REE ST
PR, B AR R RS, SRR N S W
R,
1 HERS

Tab. 1 The condition of computation case

R s/

5, 10, 15 0.7, 0.95, 1.2, 2

2 RERE M S B FE 5

2.1 AERBFEMEASIHENZ ST
2.1.1 4MNENZ

R AT, R AR A T A S 4 AR BT
ER A Xt %, e 9 fras, Mg 5 ok 5 O 55
ASTRZ . PRFF A AE 1 ) X B, JEAR S E 4 4
1 SG-0,

9 ZHATEMEIMNE (SG-0)
Fig. 9 The typical flat grid fin configuration (SG-0)

K10 Sk P RS s AEAME . B2 T 5 B AE
WS A2 05 b, JE A R 45°, BN F]0. 231 m,
I3 R AR S R EAME AR . il SG-1.

10 P EFHAMESNE (SG-1)
Fig. 10 The Peak type grid fin configuration (SG-1)



18

FAT AR A

2021 4 3 A

B11 S VRS S AS fE ST . T B0 AE B
MEHTZ B oG AL, R i S AR 1 32 A, R
FATRA 45°, A ORIE 5 3 o M A% S8 A5 AR 6] A T
A, K3 0. 231 m,

B 11

V EIFEBMAESNE (SG-2)

Fig. 11 The Valley type grid fin configuration (SG-2)

2. 1.2 BRI B

P12 AP 13 42406 7 B3k 3 by S A S &R
A& Z B g, IWIE Rl LIE 2, PR
U7 S8 140 BE A0 M AR 4 il ) 7 ARk 1) g AL A
TG B HESME (SG-0) . Bl J) & 307
5 7 B B AR 1096 ~ 2000, 76 7 0 BE o W ot
3076, A T BN I 450080 H AOR 18 T I 8 R B
P RNV BY S 45075 S8 00 b 1) 3 80/ B A A 2

0.01

0.009

—o— SG-0
—o— SG-1

—o— SG-2

/

0.008
q

o 0.007

0.006

0.005

0.004
5

0.014

10
a/(%)

(a) Ma=0.7

15

0.013

—e— SG-0
—e— SG-1

0.012

) /4/

L
G 0011

/

[
0.010

L

0.009

0.008

5 10

al(®)

(b) Ma=0.95

15

0.014
0.013
0.012

U 0.011
0.010
0.009

0.008

—o— SG-0
—o— SG-1

—o— SG-2

5 10

0.012
0.011
0.010

U 0.009
0.008

0.007

0.006
5

B 12

al(®)

(¢) Ma=1.2

15

—o— SG-0
—e— SG-1

e sG2T

e ———

10
a/(%)

(d) Ma=2

TREERT EMEHE N RYLLR

Fig. 12 The axis force coefficient comparision of the

0.08

different grid fin configurations

0.07
0.06

—o— SG-0

—o— SG-1
—o— SG-2

0.05
S
0.03
002 |
0.01

5 10

al(®)
(a) Ma=0.7

15

0.09
0.08
0.07

—e— SG-0

—— SG—I
—o— SG-2

0.06

S 0.05
0.04

0.03

0.02

0.01

5 10

a/(%)
(b) Ma=0.95

15



2 Jey B S5 it 18 B A TG B R Bl R PR I AT 19
0.08 S 0.01 =
—o— SG- —o— Ja i Ji30°
0.07 | o SG-1 = 0.009 | ~*— A #EfI45°
0.06 | =*— 562 —o JEA60° P
008 0.008 | =~ /A HUAO
S 0,04 < 0.007 -]
0.03 |- 0.006
0.02 0.005 "\4\‘\
0.01
0 0.004 = -
5 a}((z) 15 /(%)
(¢) Ma=1.2 (a) Ma=0.7
0.014 | —*— J53/130°
0.08 —o— JEHfA45°
—eo— SG-0 0.013 —— E}xﬁ%ﬁi&)o 9
0.07 | —e— SG-1 = —— JEf0° ///
0.06 | =562 A 0.012 //
_ 005 —— = 0.011 /
= 004 -~ 0.010
0.03 1
0.0 T 0.009 ,//
0.01 0.0085 10 15
05 10 15 «/()
al(®) (b) Ma=0.95
) o= 0.013 B
13 REERAEBEEENRE LR e
Fig. 13 The normal force coefficient comparision 0'012‘ —o JFf0° _,»f/:‘
of the different grid fin configurations 0011
0.010
L;(
V5 7R B Ik 1) ) & B E R I RO 3 1090, 0-009
T 73 3 ) ) 2R O T IR F) 20% . T 0.008 1=
R ) P B L g R A T R O\ B 0:007
NN ) - o e 0.006
ROSRIE, ) RN, B E S BT LR S 5 10 15
= 2 s . al(®
WG ORI BE 7. 93 A — > o i 7 B T A 10 A o
S " =) W \ Ma=1.2
2, RE TR EEACR, W 13 Pl L7 5, () Ma
VORI BT PR . BW] VRS SR TR
D A5 2R A B M 012 |~ Jatifheo°
YRR, 2811 il
. = = X /, . 4
2.2 EEAXNSINEENZmS T 0.010
2.2.1 ANENSE 0.009 f== e
Ph VRS $507 58 SG-2 HX 4, FF A )R 45 o 0008
iy B oA A 3h T MERE R B R BR ST ZEELAT 0% R ﬁ%
A5°GEIILR b, BN TS8R 307 R 60° [ A A1 O
W, & AZKHEAT T MR, T+ iR 0.004 0 .

PREFAAE
2.2.2 SRS

Bl 14 S 4t B AR bk il 1) 7 2 B0 B2
TSR, BEE A MR, Bhm ) R
B R R B S 30° B, I R R B 7 X

a/(°)
(d) Ma=2
14 S5 X E 1 R R 0 b &
Fig. 14 The sweep backward angle effect on axis

force coefficient



20 FLBAEEA

2021 4 3 A

S R R AT BN, B A B E TR, S
AW KRE A Z J5, BEE G BCA MG, i)
FERTE N Y SR N T iLE AN IR TN

YA — AR S5 R RSON AE R TR 7R
B TR B, UG 607 R, 7E 1 ol
B Ma =0.95, %l g HNRET 22%; T AE
Ma=0.7, TKET 30%; fEMAEBEN Ma=2.0,
B h PR, AR 51 %, FERISCREE .

Bl 15 S J 4t A BE AR AL vk 1) 1 R B B
Je BN X 1) 7 FR B 5 e B A Bl g R
W, HER Ma=1.2 TOMER B AN, HAb
THE AR, BN RS, 5 AR
M 5 MO R /NG, BUMA B, 5 Y 5 TR
W SR A5 LIS, 1 S TR S A
MBS RIS K. DA 15° 0B, Ma=2.0 B, f&
HBE T S A S AR 45°, B 0SS 4R T 1A g
BT 4%, RidJat 60°5k m 71 55 i 457/ 22
JEw/N, BAEE Ma=0.95 THF, SRR
BAESE A A5°, B ORI Lok m & T 9%,
BRI R T, WA R TS S, B SRR 68 4R
FEMAS P Az Bk ) g, K R A LE AR ()i T AR
FAFT . AR AR A R B O e

—e— JE {5 £A130°
0-07 —— E%‘%’:ﬁ450
Ja i f60°

0.06| ST A0 ~]
. 0.05 .
o Z
0.04 /
0.03
1/

0.02
5

0.08 |

10 15
a/(%)
(a) Ma=0.7
0.09———
—o— JE430° l
0.08| ~* /EHEMA4s° =
: i 60° ////,
—e— Jafifa0°
o.07 | A
0.06 :
DZ _ /
0.05 -
0.04 /
0.03¢
5 10 15
a/(%)
(b) Ma=0.95

0.08 =
—o— JEHAA30°

007| o [EtAe =
- JE A 60° /
0.06 | = JE O

& 005

0.04

0.03
v

0.02

5 10 15
al(%)
(¢) Ma=1.2

0.08

o ]
—e Jdniffiase

007| o JEgshc0°
0.06| LT HRA0" A

= 0.05 2
) e

0.04

0.03 /
0.02
5

10 15
a/(%)

(d) Ma=2
B 15 SEEfAxEkE N R R i
Fig. 15 The sweep backward angle of effect on

normal force coefficient

T R Ty 43 A o] DL Bl B2 A S 0T A
A PRI S S R FEBL SR BT B0M O 107R S
9 Z =0 W91 X FR1E AE R 40 A 09 &0 IR . Ma =0. 7
MR A&l 16 frs . &SRR o s A,
WA R T KUK 38k & A T L ™ Y A ) R, R
PR AE T 25 0 e 7 R 7 A SR L A A iy Sk o AR
BK, TPHRETFTHAMKESESFHIDE. 7%
B LS . U B A RO AR )N, A R AR XA
W R R, R TE IS S A B T K

SR B v LA N . Y S A
HE— PR, RURE TH U BN A B O, I Bl ok B
T, X B B0 R B AT AT s il gy B
AR R . W55 B, G KR .

K17 424 T Ma = 1. 2 09373 1 1 4% 43 FiR
2. RSB T G B RSB . AR
Wz A MAEAS 8 3R Sl B0 A 1T, 1 s B A AT 4R Ab
FREFERES. NE 17 (2 0°J5 A 17 37 T A
B, MRS R E S B O A BT,



%2 Jay ¥ i 5 R A S 94 B R P B 5 21

B E A N O, TR PR E . BERR R B
AT I % B R O AR L T HIE A S RE R ] O
AN AR AR AR R T AR RO SR RO N i Bh
FEIEMIT RN A

(a) BERAO°

(a) FHRA 0°

(b) A 30°
(b) Eixfa 30°

(c) BiRfa 45°

B 16 EhHHMiELE (Ma=0.7) (c) FiRf 45°
Fig. 16 The pressure distribution and B17 EASHMRE (Ma=1.2)

streamline (Ma=0.7) Fig. 17 The pressure distribution and streamline (Ma=1.2)



22 T AR

ST IR A MR R S R A R B 1)
(22 5k, 1 18 HR AL T il il ) R BORIEE ) ) RAL
AR AT IR SR L, K 18 () (b)
(o) A HERE, K18 () (o) (D Mk H
FE MWET BT LU W, 5 A B X
REH M AE S A SR A, HIGE A
MR, B TR ZEZ, BT Ma=2 L4, G
FRENS T B0L m S RECE N, AE B R ORI R R
Beo ol 2, MORAE A S 4 4574k .

2021 4 3 H
0.070
TR
—o— JEH30°
0065 o JF tffids®
0.060 —o— JEHA60°
7 0055 ?\
0.050
.// \\ S —
0.045
\‘
0.040
06 08 1 12 14 16 18 2
Ma
(d) a=10°
0.014 —o Ja b0
—o— JEHiM30°
f —— E%ﬁ45°
0.012 N —o JEHfH60°
C/J L
_ 0010 M- .
&
0.008 :/ - ]
0.006 7
0.004
06 08 1 12 14 16 18 2
Ma
(e) a=15°
0.090
TR
0.085 —e Jadun3o”
/N —— }gjf,?:ﬁ45°
0.080 /ah o Jdish60°

L
/i

0.070
\
0.065 <)

0.060
0.6 0.8 1 1.2 14 16 1.8 2
Ma

(f) e=15°

F oo %;/ s &&:ﬁ

B 18 FAREBFEAMESIAEEELER (BIHFHMTLHLE)

Fig. 18 The comparsion on aerodynamic characteristic of

0.014 —o— JEA0°
+}ﬁf,§ﬁ30°
—o— Jiniff145°
0.012 i e JAAA60°
—— A L
o T T
0.010 -
< ///h\« T~
. \
0.008 7
0.006 -+ .
0.004
06 08 1 12 14 16 18 2
Ma
(a) a=5°
0.040
=
0.035 —e— JER130°
+}§j§§ﬁ]45°
0.030 & —o JRdafa60°
U 0.025 '7/
\\\q
0.020
0.015
0.010
06 08 1 12 14 16 18 2
Ma
(b) a=5°
0.014 —o— JEigf0°
+}a§§%30°
o —o— JEHffI45°
0.012 w’\ o 560
/r' t\ —
0.010
L;c /"\ \ \
0.008 y e R
0.006 [
0.004
06 08 1 12 14 16 18 2
Ma
(¢) @a=10°

different sweep backward angles, with various Mach number
3 Hig

B A% A AR B B R B P ZE S
FIBE 3 fen 9 1) AL, LA i Al B A D F S X &Rl i
A5 E . JPRT PRV V RS S 500 5
PR BT5E . IF IT I T A R 35 A X B e
AR MBT 9T . BRAT AT 2598 .



5% 2

JRy ViR I TR A A 1 Bl R P T 5 23

1) J e 35 R R 85 e A 2 il 2 A A% Bl 1
JIARK IRk 1A g AR K. 3R TR E T Y B P
BORETT . ILAEMFE T, RAJEHREARE.
RE A% /N A A U 1) 45 A o .l O O 3 0 B i
KB, FiRIa s A T A T KX A S (),
NI ES S SR = /N LI F N
B 7 R 2 ZE R BE T R )

2) Je AaUA BE RS RS A 0 Bl R A I A R
Wi, R E BB SR A A R RN RE % 5
A AN Ay AL B R X A
JET UGS, 5 A RO DB RCR . Y
KIG B BENS — R Tk 0 J1. B R AE — i Hh B
TE 45°JF 4

Ja STt R JF B R A A AF R . e 50 6k 1)
IR BTN , BE ST M AR RS X 5 40800 1 56 &R
N T AR B e I a0 B SR A e Sl

S % ik

(1] DUSF/ARBIRETEE C ML LR B AMMEIR[M]. £
FHIR A2 U AT R IS 3B BRI S B L 1994,

[ 2] Washington W D,Miller M S.Grid fins-a new concept
for missile stability and control [ R ]. AIAA 93-
0035, 1993.

(30 2055 5l 5 . 2 5% AT 4% M A% 3 e Ol B Sk il 30
ISR [ CL 1 a4 I 0 25 ol R U b 1y g 2 1)
RE AR BT 45,2004 :7-10.

(4] /AL BTHEED, AR, 555 45t 20 A 32 08 BEL AL 381
B A PERE ST HT [ ] OR 54 R, 2018(2) :49-55

[5]

L6]

L7]

[8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

(12]

(13]

[14]

[15]

AL 5 B 20 s T 5% 5 450 OBAR 3 T B A M AT S L) ). 25
A F12F 4. 2012,30(5) :628-633.

IRIEDG, B0 Bk, JA H R A R 5 B AIF 5 Al A 32 0 125
A B R [T ] 2 A8l Jy 2 A i, 2015, 33(3)
427-432.

Miller M S, Washington W D. An experimental inves-
tigation of grid fin drag reduction techniques [ R ].
ATAA 94-1914,1994.

Washington W D, Booth P F, Miller M S,Curvature
and leading edge sweep back effects on grid fin aero-
dynamic characteristics[ R]. ATAA 93-3480, 1993.
Pruzan D A, Mendenhall M R, Rose W C, et al. Grid
fin stabilization of the Orion launch abort vehicle[ R].
AIAA 2011-3018, 2011.

Wang D, Yu Y. Numerical study on drag reduction
for sweptback, sweptfront, delta grid fin with blunt
and sharp leading edges[ R]. ATIAA 2014-0638, 2014.
Debiasi M, Yan Z.Loon C T. Swept-back grid fins for
transonic drag reduction[ R].ATAA 2010-4244,2010.
Guyot D, Schulein E.Novel locally swept lattice wings
for missile control at high speeds[ R]. AIAA 2007-
63, 2007.

Falcon series (SpaceX)[R]. Jane’s Space Systems and
Industry, 2019.

XS 5 B 2 i Ml A% 3L S D 45 A X sk BEL 5 il 149 BF 5 [ .
SLIG A J1 % ,2011,25(3) 1 10-15

KW VR RS R, SN TR B8 S R B0 4
ARAEJCH T T X AR ). T
2021,42(1):61-73.

SI R Ak, 282 e AT 45 R A 4 AR AE B TS R PR BT SE (T A B AR R, 2021,5(2) 1 14-23.

Citation: Du T, Gong A L, Tang W, et al. Research on aerodynamic characteristic of locally swept grid fins [ J]. Astronautical

Systems Engineering Technology. 2021, 5(2): 14-23.



