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Table 1 Rotor system properties.

Property Value
Number of blade 3
Rotor radius, ft 4.7
Chord, ‘ Root @r/R=0.1 0.7849
. dp @ /R=10 0.5029
Undersling, ft 0.1081
Solidity ratio 0.118
Twist angle, deg. : 38
Sweep angle, deg. 1.13
Swashplate below to hub, ft 0.7097
Rotor tip Helicopter mode 790
speed, ft/s Alirplane mode 632
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