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Abstract: This paper selects the conventional airfoil
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NACA23012, natural laminar flow airfoil NACA64-215 and
supercritical airfoil RAE2822, with four parameters
including the height, width, end shape of horn-ice, and
connection between horns, to study the influence of these
four parameters on the lift/drag coefficient of different
airfoils at different angles of attack. The results show that
the lower horn of horn-ice is one of the main factors
affecting the coefficient, and the sensitivity of different
airfoils to parameters is different. The lifting performance
of the prediction model can be increased by selecting the

semicircle end, adding the connection between horns and

decreasing the height of the horn-ice.

Key words: lift/drag coefficient; horn ice; conventional

airfoil; natural laminar flow airfoil; supercritical airfoil

TE 55 A 1 WL BRACHIN RSN, AR
ST B SR BT SR 1020~150%0, TR
AR BV AT R AR iR OR . AR
LS BOR B RGEUR I, AL B S8R A R ] 4R
e, MLE BT UK (BR vk i st H OB 9835 , 250K B0 16 A
—ERRE LA B B TR Sl R H 4
PR R RAL A/ NIRRT L DA S5 HLAE)
Az, RBLAS kA aTREPEDSARIR . Rz
RO E R B, s B s i =)=
I ATS A R RE A AR T A5 UK, JF BB YRk (R oK
BAMELUE R R E A5k, LS Vo 8
P RBLAY Bl s, fEARE 3 T J708) 52

> AN

A%\
03



1444 [l o K 2 2 MCH 9K BE 2% O

%49 %

TCHLIRRE PE ARG, ™ E B S B s M A

v CHLI T AR i T A S s AT LA
/D EE K R AR FISE IR . A7 E 4R S AR
AL S5 oK By = [ Eh e RBIR AL 45 vk o
IEMERAZHRZ — NI, T 2R 545K ¢
9 c2ys =27 RN T @ i Y o | SR EE R § | AT
Feisedd J , A AN S A, T AR DGR e iy ST
T 2 K I RGN  . PR X KB 31 7 7 4k, T B
— T AT AR RCHIN S 3l 0 i R S R A OO 2 R
R e Wl ST R S| A R 2 N A N
AR AT AT FR A5 0 ELE AR UK FET T e ik
T UKIETEAR A LAy A5 ; (87 4k kIR 3 W] LA B A o i
MERE , ARSI & RS kTR A

VK (horn-ice) J& T BH 7K (glaze-ice) , ‘& HIFFAIE
AT LA F B L BE DT ) S R AR R — K
FE(s/c,s FoKSPTAENL B BEERIRT % IR B, c A%
K)ESEORFIR . MUK & R BAT R E
(YRS EL , TR £ UK =S 80 2 1 2 2800 Bl R ik
SRSV IR B 251X

FEXF UK RS TR REE N A b D i TR
ZH9E . Tani'& LT — DRI X HTEH S
SR I SR UK A 1 53 B DAL, 45 SR R W1 AR UK 1Y
FEAEXS AL ) 404 HA 42 )Ry 5 . Broeren 45 /i
FH L RGH AU S T NACAO0012 38 10 78 A 481 £ vk
(19 5 min -2 337 , K I AY b SRTE 1) 53 2 X Pl A 3
RIS B IE I, BRI 200 8. i
R IS YUAT i P2 505 mHR [ e 7EAALL Y
FH UK MVT . Khodadoust ™58 & 1, 78 £ vk LAY
(A BT )2 48 Y0 i B 30 T D 5o B WAL A 0. 34, I 4
XA GO B BUE S . A1 Eaton 554
Fi H , E S H T B A B I 1 i S i D e R Ao
0. 30, Gurbacki™ X L3 B £k M 7K 5 19 73 B I 5 1
TRER RIS BA B AR, X T FRH
TR ILTIHE AR K . Broeren 55 RS T K 8
5 00T 3L 7Rk A5 SRR B A YA 3
KA B XK, e sh i 2 3 K. EN 2
TR A VKL I SN E LR T T — 2 i
X GE I 5 B 3 R 3+ v KK (supercooled large
droplet, SLD)#Z5pKREHTT 2% 4 e i AT = Bt
A SLD BYA5 v 5 2%, IR B T 45 vRAUL 5 1) 7
UKVKIE #4733 o0, s R R80T T
KA MHBEAT T o3 Mo 22 ARV T 400 pm

20 pmobEfR ST A ETH A NACAO0012 3 AITE 20,
40,60 s B B UK gk R R BT 2B AR
FEIFFAIE

FAVKOKIE AR 1 , [ N Ah2 3 g g T — ik
5% . Papadakis %" IR MCRARER vk, A%
SRR, N s B AR E . 45K,
A VKA S BRI I AR A vk i BRI AR . e 4b
Kim' " 1 UK 00N KA AR R Ao kA7l &
I vk TR TURBCRESHEINBH 1 2%, T KA
T 388/ Nl B 0 s S e K, T R RO = 2
FLEVKAA G Olsen S8 2B s in Nk s |, Ik
FFBE I, 453 T Kim 2R L5 5 . b, 754
VKIS S8 Ty b HURS B2 L I T IR i 31 32 244
o Bragg SRS b e BURLRE B0 T 07 ith 24t
B R VLR KT 134T0 8 25

ZE LR, B A VKAILSE () sl M RE LA A Z £
DKAERTEAR B SR, T 2 B T A UK A 5 32 A R
BrE . T B SO [ 2 TE A vk e , A K i
FATE AR XTI 4 5 A s M AR, A K 3R T RELRS J3E X6
SENMERRREER /N 325 1k, X R vk T B
AR R TET LA

A H A E A NACA23012, AR Z TR E
NACAG64-215 Fl il 5 32 A RAE2822 1 %t H ik
B 1) 3Fh ALY A GE VKA R B UK AR YR, VKA S
TEAR VA S v A1 22 18] 0 3% AT 1 4 > S5O0 3RS 5
JIsEma AR B e A A R B D1 A

1 BERMITE

25 K 1] BB 5 5 I i D 55 28 A Spalart —
Allmaras (S—A) i | re-normalization group (RNG)
ke f5H realizable ke B Brif ke BRILE | HHF45
UKAME T2 T340, 5 R ARSI 71 B IR & AN ]
I A B R AT — 2 A58 FHYE . Mortensen'™ L3
TR B A A ML AT S 2 VKT A B, 45
R S-ARIIAE DL _E U i A 8 v e A, koA
SCRHS- AR TR

R T SRS A HER I , A< SCE T Broeren' 7R
NACA23012 1) EG1164 f IKvKIE A TRIE I
HrpFEAls K 1. 828 8 m, TR 20 X KA A2 RAR,
Bk 0. 2, TR 1. 6 X107, Mo ffi ol —2°~12°,

BB AL B ST B B I e A 3 1 DA% R
JE o ARy AT LAY I A SR U A I RE T [



%108

FRWORL , 5« AR BOA RS R 7 A0 VCRRIE S 85000 < Sh B B AL 1445

7 1) (1 0 A% JEE B B R 510 m, 16 BRI A 6°H5F 114
I ST S5, A5 BN R] RS % B R R T+
FECFIME, MR 1R .

M TR LA L, BEE WIS I, T R
TREFIET 0 2 — MBS, 275 5 TR TR, A S
800200 fy WA% 73 A HEREA TRUET . A oK
FEANTEN 1R, RS BRI R T 0. 7, R T 187

*F1 WMESHNEH
Tab.1 Mesh and lift coefficient

PR A 2 PR AL B ifged PAWIE Y
%4 1 158 404 800< 200 0.803 21
4% 2 238 004 800< 300 0.803 34
P4 3 198 204 1 000200 0.803 22
A% 4 238 004 1200200 0. 804 02
R OR(E 0. 804 64

W

E1 kMg
Fig.1 Mesh of horn ice
AR SO SR AT T 90 E , A G E R A A
SCHR[16] . BauRgs R E 2 BroR , A vKIEAR IR B R

3 AEHHETNACA23012 BRI
ERIE R

4451 T NACA23012 B4 H7E 20 7° 12°
WHT, a4 Ak SECT T ZER 0 .

b [ R
B3 RKkSHRER

Fig.3 Schematic diagram of horn ice parameters
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Fig.2 Comparison of simulation value and experi-

mental value of lift/drag coefficient of horn ice
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