F48 % 11 oA Xk F F R Vol. 48 No. 1
2026 4E2 A JOURNAL OF NATIONAL UNIVERSITY OF DEFENSE TECHNOLOGY Feb. 2026

doi:10. 11887/j. issn. 1001-2486.25010026 http : //journal. nudt. edu. cn
38 K173 Max-Max KB NPT MU BIFF 51 £ LK 77 %

MEw',E A xege wo e
(1. PLhXE MEMRER, 7R KI 518107; 2. £ FHEKRE MEMRFR, HAdb XL 430074;
3. PAZRAFHIMRE LR TS TREKRBLA, @l 4 621000)

o E SRR, R EGE LA R AT RS AR i S AT B — A U T B, SR ZE
(difference-of-convex , DC) #I J7 7 , RHaE0 TR A AT 45 75 W (B A 0 85 5 07 18 99 A% o Pk RE AT T 5% T
DC J3 i 5 2 %0 #at  3 Hs it 2 2 AT b B, o Lot SR T 1) Maax-Max A BRE, 00 (1 AV | U
BB T 205 o SRR — M k¥ T [l U D TR A Bl e MR 7 [m) A, o 0™ 43 i T IR BLES
R A AR A R PR 5 AN ISR, 4 T DC R S ZY A Bl it 7 91 DC RIS . BB SE 56
FWIFET DC FA GBI LU AR 40 B L AL P (DU B 2 v, LR R I SRE A B s M BUE R e v B R
PERAAN SR B

KA FHAPLB LAY ;58 7 1E ; Max-Max Z59LB 046 ; DC HLR)

FES S V249 XEAFE A XEHS1001 -2486(2026)01 - 183 -13

Max-Max type entry trajectory optimization for testing vehicle by
successive difference-of-convex programming
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Abstract; Simulating the extreme boundaries of the entry vehicle using trajectory optimization methods is an effective simulation method before
the range test. The DC ( difference-of-convex) programming method was employed to study the extreme performance of the testing entry vehicle in
terms of peak heat flux. The DC decomposition method was utilized to handle constraints such as heat flux, dynamic pressure, and normal load,
and this method was extended to Max-Max type cost functions, such as peak heat flux, peak dynamic pressure, and peak normal load. The Big-M
method was adopted to transform the primal problem into a mixed-integer nonlinear programming sub-problem, combining concave-convex
decomposition with penalty function technique to address the oscillation and non-convergence issues for the cost function during the iteration
process. An improved successive DC programming algorithm based on the DC relaxation model was proposed. Numerical experiments show that the
DC relaxation model-based approach has higher approximation accuracy than traditional direct linearization methods, and the proposed algorithm
demonstrates high numerical stability, robustness, and optimality of the cost function.
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Tab. 1 Initial and terminal conditions
S8 A Bl
Lhy,hy] km [80,25]
[Ag,A¢] ° [120,180]
[do,d] ° [ -25,15]
[Vo,Vi] m/s [6500,2 000]
[6,,06;] ° [ -2, -4]
Loy,0(] ° [80,100]
R2 RELEEMHRAE
Tab.2 Box constraints of the decision variables
S box #J5 S8 box #J5
r Lhe + Ry, hy + R, ] Kp [InV,,,InV,, ]
A [0%,360°] L [%i Zli]
0 b
b [ -90°,90°] Timax Timin
0 [ -60°,60°] [&i Z/i]
L, s
- [ -180°,180°] ' T i
ul [Xll\il\cosvmax ’Xmax COSVmin :| [ 2& Z&]
L, P
uZ [Xmin Sinymin ’/\/nmx Sinymax ] rm rmin
Us [Xmin 5Xmux:| [&i g&]
L ’
K [InV, ,InV . ] ’ Tiax Timin
K, [InV, ,InV . ] Z [ -1x10°,1x10°%]
K, [V, ,InV,; ] n [0,1x10°]

SRHASCHRL6 ] 19 7 1 ™ B J5 ¥ (successive
convex programming method , SCP) {E 52 %} . )y
o AT 20 B A £ 2 4 A A
g J17Ea (3) #EAT O 5, MR N e BB E 20, 2 A
SIMU,, g7 ik AAE % Cter. ) (CPU I [H] | 28 26 i
HIXHRZE o, FIHIMHRE o, IRTTHIAHS
% o, FULH SARKHIE B IR 2 o, 16 h 3 k0 1
BRI i dr, o,

dist[ Ty (A, 00) = Tom (A, dp) |

rel_gap;

x 100%

&
Ssimu

_ th,SIML - hf,oP'r ”
rel_gap,

. x 100%

Ssimu
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BiRE 3 — B 16 (SDCP)
4.1 HFNERIREBNHIT Fig.3  Altitude-vs-velocity histories by SDCP
G — « BT T /)N 2 v 1 25 2L B8 461) 565 i Ao ——SCP
BRI DCAMRIA RN BE Cr =1 %107 -t
3 - — SIMU(SDCP
C,=1x107°.C,=1x10" fil C, =1 x10°, 0 /*’”""m& e
HCAD AR RN 3 BT, 2 ~11 i T Eéﬁk s
H1 SCP A1 SDCP B¢t A fie/ N S b 25 PR AL 1) = NN~
M. P2 AP 3 A R - S, O 2l \
TR TR, T8 4 ZAE - 2P — ol S T
Mk, B 5 ~ 7 g #m % B ol IR R 2k Bl £k /) 160 o } 3)/(0)
SN 9 Syl SCP I SDCP #i 1 ff R i) 180 ~20
£3 HH—WERILE B4 ZRE - 5 - A (AR 216 hR)
Tab.3 Comparison results in example 1 Fig.4 Longitude-latitude-altitude footprints
(terminal error index)
P AR scp SDCP
4000 e N e e e e =
iter. 26 14
CPU [} i)/s 41.2257 134.948 2 \@-00 - T
3000 »
&g/ 4.6956x107*  4.6158x107* L’
. 389995
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B wol Fig.5 Heat flux density histories( terminal error index)
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Fig.6 Dynamic pressure histories( terminal error index)
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Fig.9 Bank angle profiles( terminal error index)
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Tab.4 Comparison results in example 2

5 N R ter. CPU I} a)/s V' /(m/s) 0° /(kW/m?) &/ %
1 25  MMP-1 33 51.152 0 6 006.980 9 5383.3222 1.846 5x10°"
2 50  MMP- 1 17 54.449 8 6 076.944 7 5512.284 3 2.666 4 x10°"
3 100 MMP-T1 50° 450.793 8 6 110.580 8 5573.8750 6.298 3 x107%
4 200 MMP-1 50° 1338.431 8 6 127.059 4 5568.915 3 1.4100x107%
5 25  MMP-T 22 60.548 2 6132.9715 5516.795 6 6.5832x107"
6 50  MMP-1I 15 118.014 5 6 076.944 7 5511.9512 2.7329x107"°
7 100  MMP-T 25 554.763 0 6110.582 0 5 574.985 8 8.114 4 x107"
8 200 MMP-T 21 2814.450 9 6 127.060 8 5601.107 1 6.627 1 x10"
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Fig. 12 Cost function iteration process (peak heat flux index)
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Fig. 16 Dynamic pressure histories( peak heat flux index)
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