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CFD ANALYSIS OF SUBSONIC AIRFOIL WIND TUNNEL TEST
CW. Kim” and Y.G. Le¢’

(Wind Tunnel Test), ¥H &1 A (Wall Correction),

1. A

P FEAE
3l o) Z(Drag Prediction)

In the present paper, wall correction method is reviewed and applie
obtained at the wind tunnel condition. The corrected lift coefficient agree.
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