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Published research supersonic transport (SST) configurations were often optimized at cruise speeds and neglected
low-speed behavior at takeoff, approach, and landing. We study how SST configuration features affect handling qualities
and dynamic stability and control. Tests were conducted at the Kirsten Wind Tun@®e. more Favorable

= Data reduction [1,4]
= Configuration study [2,5,0]
= Test Correlation [3]

= Control surface [5,0]

= |[ncremental Effect [0]

= Design Space Survey [7]

= Model Regression
Stability and Control
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Supersonic Metrics
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UW Capstone Project:
Reference “Low-Speed Friendly”
Supersonic Airliner Concept
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