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AERODYNAMIC ANALYSIS ON LEADING-EDGE SWEEPBACK ANGLES
OF FLYING-WING CONFIGURATIONS

JM. Lee” and JW. Chang2

A computational study was carried out in order to investigate aerodynamic characteristics on leading edge

sweepback angles of Flying-Wing  configurations.

viscous-compressible ~ Navire-Stokes  equation  and

Spalart-Allmaras turbulence model of the commercial CFD code were adopted for this computation analysis. This
investigation examined aerodynamic characteristics of three different types of leading edge sweepback angles: 30°,
35° and 40°. The freestream Mach number was M=0.80 and the angle of attack ranged from a=0° to a=20° The
results show that the increases in sweepback angle of the Flying-Wing configuration creates more efficient

aerodynamic performance.

Key Words

: A9 7](Flying-Wing), 5% 54J(Aerodynamic Characteristics), %73 EZHLeading-Edge Sweep Angle),

A A G 3HCFD), 24t w15t94Drag Divergence Mach Number)

LA E

o

Zlo|E &A|(Wright brothers)7} Q15 2
& oz FeEoks FE3| Lt

o] /jE - WHo] 7)29 FFTIohe T ®

zo) B
srom, A

71ojc}. NickelZ} Wohlfahrtfi]o] 23 A= FH(body),
rlwing), HeldM(il) S22 TAY PHAA FF71%
T g2A §3 &5 agdiivt gl SE% gl 337
2 Aohrtk o3 AYrls HAHA FAol F

7] FR2T Holgly] sl o8 7kR] EAS ek ¥
A A7) AL glemz il g AAH o
Zadta, o|2 et 34 E](range) B ¥HEA17Hendurance)

f=
& 3} A F Utk EF AWl 35S 7MY Bol B

F4Y: 200649 89 179, A SR Y 2006 12€ 8Y.
1 33, g=3Tdsn F¢F 2 71ATHY

2 A9, TFEUHGD FF S

* Corresponding author, E-mail: jwchang@hau.ac.kr

FT7] TA Gl el o] AFEAE AAHLR o
o W F2A EAE A olee® AYr)= A &
Aol vlat] @7 WHe] AX ol = L= u|ge} s}
SEER o] - AF oA FEgt o|HE KA HY, m
st A W@ F #Heolrid T AR HEo] A
o2 Hor® RCS(Radar Cross Section, o] HkAl W27}
728 o] AdlAstealth) EHE AL 5 Uk

A AHE AUl FHEel wdE 19873 HF

NorthropittE B-2 £471& 7/122]8t3 1, olF A7 4
o el £AHoz 43} g AYsA Hch H2a
U] NASA®}  Boeingiil, Stanford W& 5] /ML 2
BWB(Blended-Wing Body)[3]7} A2l7] 439 &zt wf
g F&AT] 2 gEARe] ddEthe 5L olg3) AL
=1 gitk =3, RCSE 9 2"2 &HE dg F Qe
Aoy Bel BEAS wiwoz X454 3 X475] Y
UCAV(Unmanned Combat Air Vehicle)?} vl=-& u]£8 #3

5 gl F7telA Apde] H1 ek

HT A7l B3 AF TS AHRYE F2 747 3
ol e FHEAY Wt 72 ZAHE tFa 3
Mialon 5[6]< CFD(Computational Fluid Dynamics, AAH-]

oot

48



A7) 339 AFEHE Wt e FHHY

A118 A43. 2006. 12 / 49

i 12.1m

Fig. 1 4971 4 (A=30°)

Js(_:
il

oj43lq BWBe Z8A- F 7HA EHFplatform)°l
TEEAL Y| 2EH T, Huang 57 7] g £
FA tololZ E(diamond)d & A7l 3 Ef(delta)
Fe Fodol tiE M 2 AFEATE st T

i - AA ATl Zhang S{8]2 Boeingite] UCAV
Bdo] A3k of5 AejoA o] YHERY B CFD
HFTFE A, Nangia®h Palmer[9]= X-45A, X-45C,
X-A47B 5 Al 1A ST B3 FHEEAAH HA A3}
o] ZARH T

£ dFoAe olelg A7 g 2o A ddE
FF719 7123 AsE 53| Hstd 7] ¥
945 | Zl(leading-edge sweepback angle, A)9} ®islo]
B EA(acrodynamic characteristics) 2 AAAFE F38}

AV,

o o rok
N

o I

an oft I e
}=9

oX

—
(#%]
f==3
(%]

N i o e r

R F oox N

2. iAo 2™

Hojgrt

Ae7)e] 71849 AL Boeingiite] UCAV 1303 =2
(10] FAA AHSE Alambda)FHlS] ERAFoZ AHHL
o, olojxd 7]EFY2 YRRl dlo]x el Hlate] TR
WE7} & Eppler 343 Flying-Wing Airfoil 2 A= ATH11].
B AFE 40,000t 33 tl7)gelol A &8 vdshe ZE 7
Fog 95l old mE FiEeE HU YEEE
7] 938 =it nlslay(drag divergence Mach number)E
23l AABEE sigirh

2

(a) A=30°

(b) A=35° (c) A=40°
Fig. 2 $AFEZ ol W2 497 F4 v

ST EZte] WA HW 5 YL & T e
ofg 7k W7t uHA gk ol BE WsE
g e glenz 2R W
o= 7tzAzn g 2Ashs Woly #37) AoE 9
T

S
oL
jins
&
[
19
)
lo
it
X
mt)
“d,
!

=
S
2
e
M
1o
ofh
ox
rlo

{1

v [*]
A3l & Adelollr FHTEZLS Wl e Walo] AL
ok webd [y A $HFEZe wgle wet 47
(length) ™} A Z(width), I 7FE A S| (aspect ratio)7} H3}
A drk Fig 28 & A7olM FAFEZ | w2 TS
Hgtg gotry] Y3 AAF 7] For FAFEZ o]
30°, 35°, 28] 40°%) B5-9] A7) Pl Table 12 &
AFE 7zt W] w2 Hojrie) Jue] A, AF a8u
7F=AZHE Ve Zloltt

2.2, M =H
AfAME AY7
A kg gk o R A FEZe] 30°, 35°, 1]
40°%1 M7 BAE Ak, Zzte] He7] @l w
FE(lift), =(drag), - F(pressure distributions) 52
5/4& CFD 7I¥g ol8ste AREsiaint. A4 A8
CFD ZE¢l FLUENTZ ARgdle]l A 434
Navier-Stokes 721 ol-&slad A5, dF il A
43 BdzE 02 sl uE) 8wy g w2

Spalart-Allmaras & EH[14]& L35t Solver2E A&

i) rl.E
ofd
o3
1o
ke
e
T
A
i
1o
e
o
2
i

Jm

o ol Ukl of

oo 1

Table 1 7055 Zbol Wstof] w2 71 9]7]9) 27

a8 ’ SAFEZ ()
, 30° 35° 40°
A (length) 6.531m 6.914m 7.325m
A (width) 12.12m 11.51m 10.89m
7t A ZH/AR 3.25 2.93 2.62




50 / B=HLFH S 55| X

uap
TS

!

e Ry
0 (SRS
i S
Serae S
ALtk

T SRRt

= ] s Tty

S 2 RIS
S S
vy oo {9 oy
e
SREME R e

S AR e

e

i
ARSI
R

%)
2
¢\

7Y

!

e

o
&%

7,
i
o
'}*f
A
W0

7y
(%
A

7

ANy

o

5
AR
0 A‘@

X

S
Fa
A

R
R a
SRR

SR

WS,

v,
S

% gefel siMo] AT ALWHA, LEUAA, AuA 3
A2 52 FA ANE F Ul Bd PR Ase
Coupled $41& AHESIRT, AlZE AR ANAZE Fol

3|
7] st WAE A|ZHEB(Implicit time integration)©] AHE-E
itk Be AR SIMPLE Method”} ©]-85 %11, Second
Order Upwind *4]o] ARE=lo] 23} HBTE zhe=t)

23. d4ATd ® A=A

Fig. 3& A7) 389 FH54E siMstaa AT 4
A2 A7l Bge EiAxe FEAXNE A, U
A AzbeE wgEAAR BPHAeH, Albel AHgd AR
i ok 170%7) Aol

#R9) Az BAREEe LEstd HAAAE TAH
o, AR 7 FHolN FRoR AE AXA7RA
AL B 10°2 Y+7F 590 A3 ojste] AHt BAE
Aoz Me7] F49 3Ws
Far-field2 ~|73ted Akeiich. ARt 252 00578 20°7}
A g2t 250 PAoR NS sysilon, e A

7] @&z} itk oF 1,0003] A9 AE Fsto] FLI

Sth Table 22
M=039149] UCAV 13039 Z} wZte] w2 HEgs) &2

& AL viepdtt of
#) Aol 2w I AGxEe} A gelre FHAF
o} A BF AR F IRl B dx0 AR
Al kA e ARl SAE S3sliTh

oF %

e 2AsIglom, oo upzt

of FHEn Tkl 2 39
AFE 2] 30°9) e

=

< H3Me whek Tt M=0.83 &
gr2ubal }3l4x(drag divergence Mach number)= ¥ 7S

g
_-Lamg
X ol

N
ofk
o M

N
N
i
=2
k)
o
2
Lo
e
o
e
Iz
fru

=

ox W Uf §2 & & o
Bk ro

{e]
-

>
k)
ol
Y
rr

o)
2ZNangle of attack) 0°lA1e] <Fahv)e} FEAF7} 0

=
9 W FAAS
I

AT ol FAS Fhshe weks

> O e 2 Jm ) ofv 4
i
=2
=
ol
N
e
L
=z
.é
3
s
A
ol
e

sANE FAsHI =L, ol
degr Hilhrg )= Hek
Fgol e & Sl wEb AT H 7ol
9 Pt vlelrql M=0.898 =Eo]

Table 2 UCAV 13039] 3-8 A ¢ 2159} a4 gt u|m

T (0)
+ B
0° 5° 10°
A¥g CL 1.68x107 2.90x10™ 5.90x10™
(Ref. 15) | ¢ 674x10% | 761x10% | 520x10°
#HAg CL 1.68x107 2.88x107" 5.88x10!
(Fluent) | ¢, 677x10° | 762x107 | 522x10°2




Aol7] Wael GRFRZ Wl BE FANY

A11E A4%. 2006. 12 / 51

13
1.2 4
1.1
o101
O
-~
=3
O 091
0.8
0.7 A
T T T l T T T T T
074 0.76 078 0.80 0.82 084 0.86 088 090 0.92
Mach Number
Fig. 4 w}atsro]l wh Fau] o] Wt (1=30°)
12 0.24
8 aths30°
€, at AS35®
1.0 1 | —a—c,_ ath=ar® r0.20
—0-C, atA=30°
0.8 |G, A= L0.16
0, atA=40°
061 Loz
- o
&} )
0.4 L 0.08
0.2 L0.04
0.0 T il T T T . 0.00

Angle of Attack (deg.)
Fig. 6 3-Ztof b2 3 g g2 A4 (M=0.80)

a4 M=0.802 Hel7] Fael dhEt e

b
N

o

Bz

Ay

At
Fig. 6 QP& 7] 30, 35°, 40090 A7) F4e] UM
dold e Al £HEES vhekE M=0.8000A41 2] 249
=

Wedl WE YHANC) B FHAAFC) #IHE 2]
Fo aEE Anpw A7) Yo aFHel FY
S5 A gasel, YA

o
ok 34%235 27t sk = FEAgE AR EZo] 30°

‘lﬂ°Wl%ﬁQ A7} AFE 0| 3500 Hey] FAe]
74 Brhe Hi oF 25%, HFEZ o] 400 Aer] FY
o] ByEch Jéif ok 10% AL Z7)3kar)

0.34
0.321
0.30
0.28

 0.26 -
-
(3]
G 0.24

6]

0.22 1
0.20
0.181

0.16

074 076 078 080 082 084 086 088 0.90 0.82
Mach Number
Fig. 5 nhalsroll w2 A5 (=30°)

40

—a— A=30°
G A=35°

T T T T T

0 5 10 15 20
Angle of Attack (deg.)

Fig. 7 & Zho} whE k3] (M=0.80)

o}
}30° 35°4 OP@—?EM—% 747 A7) g4

o_]':
%7} 6}%_, A F g zto] 3009 AA7] Fde A
g o 3%AE Z7F ek wekd B dyelde aoks
& B Aol Ay e dHFE ] 40°71]
271 A% AAFA durt FUkste] o agdein 7
A HBS  F USS ¢ F Utk 22 AL deﬂ
713 W7t a=500)A] 7.5° AlolollA] Fa|7 A7t HER
7k o7k F AejolA Bl Aol 7MY BeAd A
S & 4 9tk o]AL Bruce[10}7F AT 1303 UCAV 2@
14 Qe Aael AR AR MLambda)HHje] EHE 3

9
2

O



52 / BT MFHI S &3 X|

A=30" A=35"
(2) A7) 4 Qe S EE(Cy)

-1.8
1.6 —-— C”W’ at A=30°|
~—C, at A=35°
1.4 4 pper
y —e—C at A=40°
Pupper
1.2 4 —D—C”o" at A=30°
-1.0 4 ol Cwo_- at A=35°
0.8 4 = C”m at A=40°
-0.6 4
& 0.4 -
(&)
0.2 4
0.0 1
0.2 4
0.4 -
0.6
0.8 T T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
X/c

© 34 A4 ARl 9l e BECy)

(b) A7) B4 ol o] %Q%X’:(Cp)

-1.8
-1.6 4

—-—C atA=30° —0—C at A=30°
Pupper Plowes

e € at A=35° ~ - C at A=35°
-1 4 n PLupper Plower

. ——C at A=40° —"—C at A=40°
Pupper PJlower

-1.2

-1.0 4
0.8 -
0.6
o& 0.4
0.2
0.0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8 . —_— —
0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
Y/0.5b

(d) Hth 23 Aol A o] =2 F(Cp)

Fig. 8 3 35 2o b2 o= & F(M=0.80, 227 a=0°)

27 A FoJgo wEZ 200904
T 2 Aot AlY e AL & gk

Fig. 83} Fig. 9 21 Fig. 102 Ztz} w7} o0, 50 18]
200049 kT EZe] M2 W] YA dHEEE
HagEoh Fig 82 w37 009 A $7)t H4ad ),
Fig. 95 W37 5021 7% &au7t oA dely] 4
o] YAFEZb A7F AdY o, 1)1 Fig 102 £27
20091 A% g At Had o gEREE ek
oluf Ztzte} TReA 9] (a), (b)) HY7) Hae) A 2L o
g9 QHEEE ZEE BAF Aely, (o A7 ¥4
A A YRoIAM H(leading  edge)RE HA
(trailing-edge)7HA] Al 9143 chordwise) 0. 2¢] HEHEXE g}
W Zolth & (e HY7] A o) 23 fHlA ¢
7 e)(wing-root) FE-FE G E(wing-tip)7HR]  2sHubsk
(spanwise) 2. 29| 8] EXE Yehd Aolr}

719 EAolzt £ & vk whde] Aey] i wezt
7 9

2

Fig. 89141 QaFsizel we 2479 1ol) ¥4
HETH AAHE HSE AYL Holt AL U
Atk ®A Fg s@9 A7) 94 QuIde) ¢
Y9EH, 9 23 $e UG BT A2 Aux
A weln A A RadN 1 e e we
SA PO olFHRN T Yol St AL ¥
ATk EF Fig 80)9 K] B4 olgdwe gUrEE
o QYA P W= AL B 5 Ak ol9OE Fig. 8(0)
o AoY) B FHASA Aol o RN
FAFEZ U GALE Y fAAT FRE T
%S FATHAo| F7} U5S oRM F7HT olAe @

1

]
My <y o2

X

2 Mo
JE

24 B o

Pole) Aol s, old Aol Fig 8@l Al
el Ao 28 AAAN 9Y BN HS 2

#3Y 5 gtk
Fig. 9% olv] Yol Auugkal wezt 0°9) A%el 9w
3} olgEsl GHEES) FAT FUE ol YARE



Ao7] Y] FATH A HE FHaY

A118 A435. 2006. 12 / 53

1.8
6] —-—c, atA=3r°
—e—C,, . atAs3se

14 A€, atA=40e
4.2 ——c,,,, ath30°
1.0 ~—g, . at AS35°
08 G, at ho0®
0.6

o4 ]

8]
-0.2
0.0
0.2
0.4
0.6
08 —— e ————
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08 1.0
X/C

(©) TA A9 A9 4 EZ(Cr)

Fig. 9 S ¥ 5 zho] & o4

A7t 27 O A 2SR #3E & Y E3 Fig
9@l A7l B sl dEEEe] A At AW ¢A
AR 28 WFOR 4% A= AAM A 4Y EXE 2
T 3en, oL FAFHZl ALFE WA YFPo=
o}t E3 Fig 9(b)E AHEA Fig. §0b)7 o] A9l o
& W wkg ko] FNEl wet e 7]

& 2 § vk Fig 90M HaggASe)
HNE A, A9 waoz FF %o AXE o,
Fig. 8()9] &7 ool 9] AaqHAFe 9429 A9 %
OB PE 45% BT YO BRS¢ F Y ®
& Azl a7l W27 a=50]] A97h e 002l
BrET B B%AE Sk, oA W] AR
weh el dEoz ofFdte o dojEY FH9
FHEE) AT FARE Ao do] o] dAxe=
AlEd B& Ha gl7] o] Arle e Aotk
Zzke] A7) g GAFHAe| M HAagHATE

¢4

A=30"

(by A7) G o}AH ] A HEF(Cy)

A=35"

4.6 ] ™ Coume

at A=30° —0—C, _ atA=30°

@€, atA=35° ~=C, _ath=35°
4] Pases s somee

A amc, athea0e ——C,  atA=40°
e .

0.0 02 04 06 08 10
Y/0.5b
(d) A = A] el A 2] & F-ZE(Co)

B3 (M=0.80, &7 o=5°)

B Fig 9(c)e B2zt o=5% ¢ FHAFEzZo| 30°
o A dHFTEZo] 40°9 AHT} 16% Fon, FHATE
Zro) 35091 79 QAFE o] 4009 AR} 7% 2ok a8
U Fig. 8(0)9) a=0°¢] 4§ LHAFHZ | 30°% A4 $H3
FHztol 40°¢) Agnc} 14% 21, ATz 359
AHAFEZo] 4009 AFET} 6% 22 AL TEAT F gl
olggt A= Fig 69 4 2 o 7 2 A
& 7te RS A = g9lew, EF Fig 9(d)E= Fig 8(d) B
o 487 o 324 stk Ag JMEHcER BE
& 4 gl

Fig. 102 43u]9] A7} 249 287 o=200049) A9
7] B39 AHEEE Jekd Ao oA ¢ o=0°9} 5°¢]
A9 A7 2 PR FHE fAI a8y e
Zto] Z74gtel wel A Fig 8(a) 2 Fig. 9a)olxi¢t o2 A
Fig. 109X 34 g Ex7p oA wgoz o]Fs) 3l
5 #FEE 5 gtk =3 Fig 100b)olA AA7] @A o=l

.1



54 / SHREMFH S EE K|

033
0.09
-1.48
[ i ~3.82
: I'BJS
-858

=30 A=35 A=40" A=30 A=35" A=A
(a) 197 B S FHEZ(Cr) (b) A2} 7] B2 ok o FEHEE(C)
-1.8 -1.8
16 1.6 ]| % Coupe AR —0—C,  athe30®
g T Y oc,,,. 3 AS35° €, atA=35°
-1.4 4 A4 —a-c, A=l ——C, | atA=40°
1.2 1.2 4
1.0 1.0 4
-0.8 4 -0.8 4
-0.6 - 0.6 1
O“' -0.4 4 U“' -0.4 4
0.2 0.2
o M STt et
0.2 0.2 R S SN
0.4 0.4 =
0.6 4 0.6 4
0.8 T » T T T T T T T T 0.8 T T T T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
X/C Y/0.5b
(©) T4 M AX A 2] o FE(Cr) (@) Hh =3 A A A 9 L EE(Cr)
Fig. 10 P75 2ol mh2 QH2 2 (M=0.80, E&7 =20°)
He AHETEE AuRE ol FIA =& gEe va 4.4 B
itk 22l Fig. 8914 ER FE el 30°7)1 A7) ¥
3] Aok g Hzel 35°8] Hey] Dl el S B aTe Ao B4 #8719 71249 AT ARES Y
Hle] Aolzk Al £ 34 Gerk oIS Fig 1002 & =31 9alel 49y) Yol okiFEzte) W] We ¥
HPLE fAb ABAE AoR 1 ol AT T 2 gEayg oD VMMe Bae ABigon dee BES
& Holtt. E3 AFH o] 40°7) A7) B BS Ao 2= 9ol
€ FHAE 7 e 2o okt 2 I ES A oA TE Zbo] 30001 Mely] FAke] Wo7} a=(eo] A9 ©}
S 29 & = 9t} o)l o) Fig. 8, Fig. 9 12| Fig. 10 Semol W akahalel SkRIART 09 Wol FUASE AW
o] A7) Bl 4 2EE vlF2Z Fig 63 Fig. 7904 2 Aw glepia nlele M=0802 248 4 99la, ol
o FHAYE AP 7 2= Aol me A7) B 39S YRS ARAN 234 5
Fig. 8(d), Fig. %(d) 281 Fig. 10d)%] 2AZS HAHRY o ydsie] gwal vjsise] oF 90%9l wlek: M=0.802
AR BEAA hEel A SR £ 4 Yedl, olAE zx9 4 gtk 1T 40,0008 TN SHEEQ wpes
TR dojEdate thE FAIAM SHlH B T vggoolae) SrFE o) 300, 350, 40090 A7) B F
Ak Wb 2 ATE Tkl dAT AYvIE FA (ol HEANS AZs Az obAZEzte] 27k AL AFHQ
Wl FHRT TR Jlorz o 2 BEAFE et okalu) 7} Zrbsled o madolw AAM vge & % 9l
=A% @5 A the e ¢ F YA olsh 2L AT o=le, 50, 22T



A7) 49 dAFHZ Wjo] e FHHH

A11A A43. 2006. 12 / 55

20009} Welr] BAde] YAFTE A mE He)r] gl
PHEFAE E1 & 4 giv) o B A9 AYr] 3
7T FEETE 2 el Ee 5eollA 7.50 Apeld
A ulgske Aol 7 geAelEE A ¢ g Uk
FF olgg 712AY I7EANE HEeR AR
(UCAV)Z &8 + gle #7] Ao @8 & o 4=
) 3

[1]1 Nickel, K. and Wohlfahrt, M., 1994, "Tailless Aircraft - In
Theory and Practice," AIAA Inc., Washington, DC.

[2] Grellmann and Hans, W., 1990 "B-2 Aerodynamic Design,"
AIAA paper 1990-1802.

[3] Liebeck, PH., 2002, "Design of Blended-Wing-Body
Subsonic Transport,” AIAA paper 2002-0002.

[4] Kevin, A. and Wise, 2003 "X-45 Program Overview and
Flight Test Status," AI44 paper 2003-6645.

[5]1 David, G. and Mazur, 2002, "The X-47A Pegasus From
Design to Flight," 4144 paper 2002-3426.

[6] Maialon, B., Fol T., and Bounnaud C., 2002, "Aerodynamic
Optimization of Subsonic Flying-Wing Configurations," AI44
paper 2002-2931.

[7] Huang, X.Z., Mébarki, Y., Benmeddour, A. and Brown, T.,
2004, "Experimental and Numerical Studies of Geometry
Effects on UCAV's Aerodynamics,” AIA4 paper 2004 -0403.

[8] Zhang, F., Khalid, M. and Ball, N., 2005, "A CFD Based
Study of UCAV 1303 Model", AI44 paper 2005-4615.

[9] Nagia RK. and Palmer M.E., 2005, "A Comparative Study
of UCAV Type Wing Platforms - Aero Performance &
Stability Considerations", 4144 paper 2005-5078.

[10] Bruce, R.J., 2003, "Low Speed Wind Tunnel Tests on the
1303 UCAV concept," QINETQ/FST/TR025502, QinetiQ) Ltd.

[11] Eppler, R., 1990,
-Verlag, Publication.

[12] Lloyd, R.J. and James, F., 2003, "Aircraft Design Projects
for Engineering Students," Butterworth -Heinemann.

[13] Stuart, JW. "UCAV Configuration
Trades-Offs,” AIAA paper 2006-1264.
[14] Spalart, P. and Allmaras, S, 1992, "A One Equation
Turbulence Model for Aerodynamic Flows," Technical

Report AIA4 paper 1992-0439.

[15] Stephen, CM., Robin, J.B., Anthony, G.H. and Andrew,
JR., 2006, "Low Speed Wind Tunnel Tests on the 1303
UCAV Concept," AIAA4 paper 2006-2985.

"Airfoil Design and Data,” Springer

&  Performance



