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Multi-disciplinary optimization method for high-altitude propellers
considering aero-structure

KOU Qihui, WANG Haifeng, JIANG Hongxin, NIE Bo

(School of Aeronautics, Northwestern Polytechnical University, Xi’an 710072, China)

Abstract: To accomplish the trade-off design of high-altitude propellers with high efficiency and
light mass, a multi-disciplinary and multi-objective optimization design method was proposed by
considering both aero-structure of the propeller. Theoretically, Pareto solution set with the objective of
maximum thrust and minimum mass can be obtained. However, in practical engineering applications, due
to large amount of optimization variables, only the fitting trend of the Pareto solution set was obtained in
acceptable time. To avoid overlong optimization period, the staged optimization approach was proposed.
Stage 1: the optimal propeller diameter was decided by the Pareto solution set fitting trend and constraints;
Stage 2: the aerodynamic shape was obtained by aerodynamic optimization based on the optimal propeller
diameter; the structural scheme was obtained through structural optimization. This approach was used to
optimize the propeller for a solar-powered unmanned aerial vehicle, the two stages took 96 h and 4 h,
respectively., the propeller was manufactured, simulated and tested. The comparison results showed that
the maximum thrust error was 10.9%, the mass error was 6.9%, the stiffness error was 15.2%, and the

natural frequency error was 15.4%; so the test results also demonstrated its rationality and validity.

Keywords: high-altitude propeller; multi-disciplinary optimization; Pareto solution set;
aerodynamic optimization; structure optimization; composite propeller;

test validation

%5 B #: 2022-05-16

1EE B N DR E0994—), B, B/, FENFLERML, a4 A%, E-mail: 2279348951 @qq.com

IR LR, B, TLELEE, 4. B8 3h-45 1w 2 BRIES 22 RHIU Ak Ok 0], s 8l 15441, 2024, 39(4): 20220344, KOU Qihui,
WANG Haifeng, JIANG Hongxin, et al. Multi-disciplinary optimization method for high-altitude propellers considering aero-structure[J].
Journal of Aerospace Power, 2024, 39(4): 20220344

20220344-1


mailto:2279348951@qq.com

IR DA

%39 %

1o 25 A3 U S T 22 R, IR AR R o
(100~ 10°) 2 B ., 38 A4 5 KT ) R 8O ot
BH LR R, 8 MU e AR T R . BRELAISL,
HEUHE AL YRR 7 B 224 | LAY ) 1 3 AR 5% K RN
B i, Hrp AR R e B K, RO AR IR I e
Wl AR RO . TR RATAR DR T, fr B E R
T, TR i 3 AR 5% K RN f 22 (R EA TR A 1
Th, ORI K. 55—, R A5
[T A 30, [ AR AR, R BURE 2 5 kA R
31, PRt A SR &5 MR BT B Re ) iE AT 4
k. TR, 26 ORUE SR E 5 A & AR LR
FIHRE T, 38 7 A B ORI AR &5 ) o =[] F9 A
HE eI, 12 R R E A 15 T A R 11 S )
[F] BE R RSS2 22 BOL AR R 1 Bsf () il AR 1. 25 32 )
25 3D || IR S i

BEXTLL b IR] 8, 45 [ 2 35 X6 i s MR e 22 AR
AT i TR A & N W N K
TG E i 38 B . Morgado 45 AP A
JBLADE #R 4, #5474 T 85 /I i 5 400 FE 1 30 1 1
J7 ¥ S 9 v S MR e 2 i 1T 4k . Mourousias 55
N BUXE 5 23 BR e 2 i 17 56 T Kriging fRHEAY 2 45
Z Binfift, @ B il R R e R E
A HY 4518 . Garcia-Gutiérrez, Adrian
SNV R T R T AR R A 2w TR R T
) W 2 5 T T i, o XU H RN T AR B B IR
T[] UG Ak R o 5 PR ) . Ma A 1101 3
T 2 B B R U BIS i A R AR Ok
THR A TT 85, X 145 R A7 7 H B R 5k
P P AE U T LA A R Sk H bR
PR AR R A A T . R R SE AN
U313 9 0 B R HL 3% £ i i AL (B R AL %
30%, HLFE fA  70%) e /N AL H BRI R A K
Wit 52 G M ORMIB T A AL T vk . STk P Rl LR
L ST [1-10] 56 F ik 28 /0 i 38 1 sl
b5 T BB ST, SCHik [11-13] 3% T4 BR T8 i
1) 25 K4 DAk 5 T B B 5 o R DL B 5 R Bl -4
Y e 2 MR 2 22 2 R AR Y A ST I

SCBR TN, B PR R £, AT
FE W] 42 32 W B IR) PN JE vk 3R 18 2 B 2 His it ik
i) Pareto iR 4 o AR SCEE N T —Fh 255 7% JE 12 e
R G-LEMPERRM 0 0 B 2 R 2 Hir ik
BT 7 %, e IO R e 2 75 1 DA 2 8 1) AR 35 45 4

o B S R I 5 2R, A R A Y 35 A X R B A
W b, DAIE R S50 e o B B 1 g 4] A5 3
RS TT HE ) S5 KRBT i fe /N B Pareto i 1Y
PLA B MR CAT B AR LS IR 1 &AL
B, BrB2 T TR0 ER R
eSS LAk, BT T 77 SR E B AN, RSk
TZAIINEE TR Bzt R T —
Fhms 25 K BH e TC AL BER 7= i, S5 R T
7 A B R .
1 S E
1.1 #EH HEMYRITE

2R AR IS TR RO, Wz
HTFIEER PLsE, A3CUL Goldstein , Reissner!' )
P2 0 O B R FE A T SR A T L L,
R, IR e 2 LAFE 3 ng RIS ¢ 103 B
RV s S, BB - R dr BUEE
MZ WK1 FR. KT o BB WO
B RAEIE S5 0 01 T R AR RE 5 g WU AR BE S v,
Fl vy 43900 R 75 5 T RE v 7 il ) AU 18] B9 i
FIHATLAA ¢ #5280 T+ 1 FBH 1 43 4 7 F0 g
J, BN L HE D AT AR dO FT LA AR
Ity dL. BT dD LA AR ¢ VT, X dT F1 dQ
WAt 1) BUME VT AR 2 ST TR O,

L e ,
T= L EpW cCy (C—dcos ¢ —sin ¢)Bdr (D

kL (G
0= jo EpW cCy (C—dsm¢+cos ¢)Brdr (2)

N p Wz U B O R ; R O IR 2~
s C R Cy MR THER ) 2B ¢ A R LK.
BRHER R n

2nngr

BT 22mE T ANEH T o i

Fig. 1 Velocity and force of blade element

20220344-2



5 43

FS =55 B8 3h-45 1 Y e 2 e A B Oy 1

s
2nnrQ
12 REEHERERE
SRR R B A R . AR SO IR RS
AR A B3, SR HT PR ZH B % /9 PLRY &
G 3 A (S 124> ), SR F T A JL AR AR an 1A 2
iz

3>

n

0.3

7/R=0.20
« 1/R=0.30
il + r/R=0.50
manseaeet e, « r/R=0.70
o ! ":"'"°":;{enf{{;"{{,'°'-'°'-1“-.° 7/R=0.90
= 0 .'..-"‘l!!ll "“"“.‘..;P:.;.‘ N
ammm:mn:szﬂ:gnﬂsnsinns_.‘}??m
—0.1 :::o«...a-o::::: ..........
-0.2

P2 OB R A AR ) ) s R A

Fig. 2 Some typical radial profile of airfoil series

o 2 R 2 DA AR S 2] 2 S ek i 1K -1 7
Bl i 75 S G, SR R A0 3R AT DLZEA e o
T+ TR b, B LA e AR sh A
Mo X RGN AN R B 2R 1) 235 W s,
PR TS L TS 2 10 V6 P e A, Ay MR T 0 8y I 4 v
PRAET &

J M E RV B R, AR SCE XS H T
K Cere) o B i 35 80 A, Bl Rk 1) S AHIDR 3R, ST 4%
SR [F A T FHBE R EOR ¢, BIOC R, TE R 3
RS Bl RE A% ) SE 4 25 X 45 178 (RBF)
_ Re

Wp

AP Re HEREL whsh HEEE
1.3 BRER/LaMSHL

1o 25 BT 2 AR B B A0 T A4y A B
B Ah B, b BRI A BE Tk TR E S O 1
80%~90%. & SCHRJiE 2 AH X 42 (m/R) 0.2 FF 7E
B4 T A P9 BN v B4 BT, B A B AL [ )
BB TER A B NIME o R A S IME
B PLRY F 513 AR 430 12 A0, 44350 it
AN [ B TR 0 e MR 2 1) R Bl i T ] 2
Sy SRR i 2 %) T B AR % K L A, A IR i
R R SR LAY 1)

FE T A BB S AR o 5K R AR 43 AT R
SCEE L R BR B A SE K R FE f S 5

4

Cre

A7 7 W e B E 2 A T ) SR K RIS R . A L
T B 5% R % A et AR i, % R
Wl D T AR RSB O HRB R UE IR IE R R B AME Y
JEVE I, A A B A 7 ) R A
1.3.1 MX LK S5k

A0 A pR A AR S UH — A B A R 2 AR,
RN 5% K F R R 43 A7 eREICRI 0l W Bt — IR e
T PR BE 23 B R e K ) b i 2 nl 5, i
TRAUE T 5% A 5 KA B AL 1T

a (.x — X ) 2 +
{ 1 cmax Crmax
Cl’

2
a (X — Xemax ) * Crmax

xsxcmax
(5

X > meaX

b
F

Crroot — Crmax
a, =

2
(-xmot — Xemax )

Crtip — Crmax
a, =
(xtip — Xemax )

T Coor A1 ey P AT 242 0.2 F1 1 A0 (4 AH X 5%
K, Xemax F Comax N F5 AR R 5% 4 A0 B A0 45 K AR X
S, xgp WIRALE, BIIEAR R, oo F 3 AR B
AP B, B4R 0.2 4
132 ¥ mZHdk

I A 85 A1 pRI B AR 2 U —fb A B, AR 5
I R it L 2% £ R 43 A bR BSORR (E A BV AT S L5 A
Y & i

Bi=ay(x—x,)%+cg (6)

2

Horp

. = Broot _ﬁtip
B~ 2 2
(oot = Xp) "= Corgp — X))

2
g = ﬁrool — Qg (-xroot —Xp )

AT Broor F Bup HARNE 42 0.2 F1 1 A HLH: 40, x,
kg 53 RO M

i L b BRI RS B, 4% L S By
PERESOIR, SR IES LA S 8008 Bt X, A4z By
DA% K R f oA . Horh

Xa = [ Crroots  Xcmax>  Crmaxs Crtip’ ﬁroot, ﬁtip’ -xp ]

2 CFD #&#)l

P U R (S RT LIRS b 75 21 e 2K 1) 1A <
SPERE, 7 CFD LU AT LR O 37 404, B k4]
B AR, 3] LLARAT s o0 A /A BROCAR
TS e, T T ik — 20 i A Ak

20220344-3



IR DA

%39 %

CFD K f#fdi FH CEX, A% A sl ik 3 AR 58 liaE
o7 2 - SN AR A B 37 37 A R R AA RS R 0o T
Y RSHnE 3 s, f B AN 1 Fis.

st
- ¥x

A _ - " n
Ho f20R  SNAEAKEL i WA IX IR
1-8R \V ’37R \ ; R 3R

3 CFD BHUR A R R A
Fig. 3 CFD simulation of flow field

£1 CFDIHESHILE

Table 1 CFD simulation parameters

A SR E
IrHT2ERl fads
Bl S [E E N I e e
P i AAEE
T DAY SST (shear stress transport)

PRI i 427 GGI (general graphics interface)

3 G E

ik 21 4k 525 1R AL 23 R U1 2 )iz
89 JO7 T, AT B B T A5 A 1 R i R
DI 2 T 1O A SO i A MR E A 1 A A B
BT VTR 0 5E S5 0 A SR AN g MR ST =
Bt
o 25 W e B ARAR 32 T3 R M AR A2 1 /N EY
R L, AR SCTESE T HIZ BB R D0 A D7 U™ ity
SE IR R AZ B R MR A R 1) 4 D A B =
DR (AN TE] 4), 432 Bl =2 MR Tt , RAIE T 2F
HEZELLNE
B kB BBT R G TR A JE G ARG
T, S5 B ORE B T2 0 A0 8 R B R TR0 5 7
IO, Bl R AR R D O AR R

X812

Vil

F1

X Jaki

[X 452
X351

Lg

A A A A

 —

— | |
] -

4 SRS IR X R R B

Fig. 4 Propeller lay-up regions division

(] 137 7, % 2 A [ Bl 2= B A i 4 =5 D
P 25 B3 BRI R 88 ) L RE ), 52 B S R H
ARG E 45 o BT LA B2 B, n]op s s iR
e 2 235 K Bl J= 2 B R B E A RHCO) L Bl R A
JE Cy) o Bl JZ DX (D), g 22 0l 2 B0 (), H
Ry v RIR:

cC, C C; - Cy
ny n, ns tee ny
R4><N =
L L Loy
Wi Wi Wiz 0 Wiy
Hrh N 2R

LR PEAL R T RS B T A L
J1o He s IR R A% 14 18 B 2544 A FROC
P 114 3t A Aol = I R R (T A, PRIE 2k
iy AL 10 JE

4 RUIESR

XoF 1R s MEE A RAS SO I 25 4 O =X, 3L
HE TN, 32 3R R e B RTE ([ T2 il
W HA T ILZK, i A/ T 0.2°, HARTE X}
SRR/ RIS 4R A AR AR, il
B T RS HAYE, AR SO ) AN 14 fg i

T B HCAE A 2 R AL, JR A TR Rk
JC ¥ 3K iz Il 8, 5 H A ok 500 AR 11 11 2
— RA BRI o BT s IR 2 2 B AL
7], 4 00625 B 98 2 i, B BT LIS #)
RS T R AL H BR 2 4% T R 1Y Pareto fif 45,
H 5 Z2 0 H Ak A5 B0 vk 25 K Ak R Y, A
A0 JE AR A DL Sl filg it o A< R A 25 38 4R Ak 2k
W AT REE (st L AE AR A IR ) o B, 43
By B f Ak 7 3k B 0 B R B, i T IR TE AR UE RS
FE ) s, KRR T A ], 2 T ik

FRAE LA 120 B, ST T s BB 2 43 o B A
T7 vk o % B IR BT o R WS B Be: B
BE1 W ETH IR TR RSN T 0 Fe %4z,
BBt 2 (1 H 002 SRR P2 AR N IR e 2 1 B A%
TSR, A IINES B Z S8 Jr
PAEZRNE 5. MR AR LE, BB I tb g
R BB 2 Mk g A, B B BEAY R EEIX )
ETATREHAMAL, BB 1 P 2AR R F AR,
A B B i P Ak i A 58 4 AR I

20220344-4



jm|
il
el

A B R -SSR 2 R A T Tk

FRGLAE 1
(LEhte)

s CrDAH |
v v
IS ]

FRALAAR T
&)

SIS M BE

=

"/

n,

RARAALL
(ZFPHIAL)

JE

| toREATREREE | pea

v

| ER AR T i) |
v

R
v

| ERHRAAR T )|

LB, 25K Lk |

‘Eﬁl‘ b2

K5 I IEHER

Fig. 5 Framework of the optimization method

5 RHEH

AT LA 23 K B RETC A ML Y AT: 55 T 00 ik
fi, i LA A4 7 1 R AT v S MR e SR A A BT
SR, SO TTalmk 2.

51 MR XM

UER e A 235 H) A1 Jeg AN ZE AL T 3870 391 R TR 47 3
SR A JRy R C B+ AN B 50 ) 45 A 1 2K (A
B 6) o X 47 XA JRy mT A5 o DR A4 MR ke 24 1) il
TR IE, 35 20 il i JlA s BUaF BARFR g “CIE 2

®2 ®itTR
Table 2 Design condition

HFR 28
TR = /km 22
KA ET)/Pa 40475
=S m? 0.064 509 8
K/ (m/s) 47.3
714/ (m/s) 296.377
B HEEE/107° (N-s/m?) 1.43217
PR EE/ °C —-70~80

(a) XA

RS S IRURZN

(b) “COT R IR AT
Pl 6 RIS SR

Fig. 6 Propeller structure layout and structural type

FSE B0 10 A s AR i v 1 MR e 2 #E R O 5
T IRE A IR AP P I S 3%, BRI AN 52 Je JEBE
U/ IN BB 2 o A

W) i i 2T 2 T i e B D S 14 0 2k e RN
PRI TE M, AR A S (R PR R . ARG
1 T700/7901 H.[m] 41 (UD) Fl1 W3021/6508 % 21
Y1 (Woven) B4 T ik 21 4k Tl 1= BHE A 88 15€ 2 52 Kz Fl
“CIERE G AR 16 ] PMI VR LSk . 3 Fpbt
BHEPEL 3.

x3 MREY
Table 3 Material properties

ZH UD Woven PMI
YA PR E)/GPa 120 70 0.05
1 ) SR i E,/GPa 73 70 0.05
YA G,,/GPa 4.7 4.1 0.019
THAA 0.32 0.062 0.25
% pl(kg/m®) 1580 1650 45
HARIER ymm 0.125 0.20

20220344-5



IR DA

%39 %

52 fRALER

Ry e R RS i R 22 WA A R) R AR
i e 2 R 2, Kb 2ac el £ B
PRULAb AL NSGA 1T, R pifbfii FH 2 & it 4%
AL (MIGA) o AR B A B N = (7) ~20(9),
Hh X (7) R TEARE RGERMAL, L (8) Hy#Ft
i, X9 hER R LA -

{min m (xgp)

(x4 800,2 500]) 7
max T (xg,) Yap € [ ] e

Horbom e B i T HHET .
max T(n,, X,)
(ny €300,2 000], X, € [0.5X,, 3X,])
S.t. Prax S SKW (8)
7> 0.5
X, =[143, 314, 171, 57, 10, 10, 2 571]

HH P NIRRT X, HWITARTH
C; € {Woven, UD}
v; € {0°,+£45°,90°}
minm (Ryun) { L ef{lll<12,1eN"}
w; € {wlw <4,leN}
ielii<N,NeN}
st Emax < [€]=3000
Smax < 0.01 X2 X xy,
fmin = 1.5X1,/60

Hor g0 WA MBHR R AS 5 5,000 4 IR TE 2 F
KALFE s frn MIRTER 1 B [T 0055 N o H AR
AR, IR 5 R R N IE SRR
53 MRULER

MR DAL 25 5L, B B 1 R A0 15 21 24 o 4%
T Wi B AR Y Pareto fR 4R, anl&l 7, x4 LA BEA
Bt v A Y AT AR T Y B AR i Pareto ffRSE I,

9

0.0130 - .
= GBI
A B2
0.0128 3 ke — BEE

0.0126 |

T

0.0124 |

0.0122 |

0.0120 | . . . )
1.5 3.0 4.5 6.0 7.5 9.0

m/kg

7 Pareto fitHE

Fig. 7 Pareto solution set

HETHE 2 Foe KA T FIE AR 1 O R AN A 8.
MIE 7 A LLE B 2 m<2.2 kg B, 5T & 4
100 g, #E J7 ] #4K 24 1 N; 2.2 kg<m<2.8 kg i}, Ji
A 100 g, I T HE K2 0.7 N; 2.8 kg<m<3.2 kg
I, Jot & 1S S0 100 g, #E 7 A K29 0.3 N; 3.2 ke<
m<3.8 kg I}, Bt 410 100 g, 4 S AT K2 0.13 N;
m>3.8 kg Bf, #E Sy FEAR R . K 8 F
M xp<1 400 mm B, 2242 38 0 100 mm, 4 g A]
B4 fN#y 2.5 N; 1400 mm<x;,<1 600 mm i}, 2 1% 4
B4 100 mm, #ES7HE K2 0.3 N; x,,>1 600 mm K,
M) BEAAE AR AR
(T-x3,) (ng-x,)

n BBt * Bl
A it v it

— HrELUA KB A
83 1 1300
821 o, ®r = e 1200
1
81y e (1400, 81.86) 11100
, g0l (0 1400.1136) g0 g
g 1 1 =
79 + ] 1 41900 <<
1 1 * =
78 ; : 4800
I I *
77 + 1 1 * 4700
I ]
76 e | 1 1 1 1 600
1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000

X,/ Mm

B8 PARAMETT Fed AR SE R

Fig. 8 Thrust and rotational speed variation with radius

1o 25 MR TR M T T B T 255 TS B (1 P R A,
WHHE AT ENAR . BT &
FRME e T AT 3 ke, #ad 3 kg AY IR
T2 RATAGE L, S dUAN T 1200 t/min, #85d
1200 r/min F) %% 3 7T e fiff 48 e 2 Jie e BsF () 4 3l 0t
RAIL AL EE IG EA RF A S 80 R . R
DL 2R R A AR 1250~ 1 400 mm
(P& 8 HrbRie iy X35k .

FRAE LA L 43 HT, x,=1 400 mm fB1-F- & 4~ &
M RAE, BB | A RO 2 iy a5 b o e
R R S . R S RE L
BB 1 R T R AR 2, (RAE AR R B 1 IR
A i Y 48 A% T HLAE % 96 h, A i Pareto fi#
TR 10 DB A, R 08 2 0B ST HER I ]
AT B LD T, X A B AR TR A kAT
W BT Ak B b B

MrB 2 58 242 0 1400 mm 9 24 B 45 < 5
AL FZER AL . Akt A& 7 FE 8 HhRiE

20220344-6



5 43

FUR B8 B8R-S = e K 22 B i

B R B 1 LA il e 30 AH L, B B 2
B fE AL R 81.63 N AH Eb, 12 25 24 0.3%; it & 0
2.858 kg, PR 252 4.7%. HfE 7 15T iS5k £
9, KAk TE 277 2 i, 4 1 5kt Tk sk,
M5 R A A 1 A8 1 T 22, HL 359 B ilAs i, sk
TR, TR EH A 1648 A4 TR RSN,

R PEALZE R, e B PERe anak 4.

85 -
80| —9
Ny N\
YL
70 +
-
60 |
55 ¢
50+
45 -J ) ) ) ) )
0 250 500 750 1000 1250
BRI
(a) HE TS 2
6 -
»
5 / .
en
T4 %
L*xq..‘\
3+ ~0g.
%ﬁﬁﬁﬂm&”zﬁ%.“
2 0 460 860 12.00 1 6‘00 20.00
BT
(b) it 2

9 BB 2 futkiestiZe

Fig. 9 Optimization convergence curves of stage 2

x4 BRERMAER
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