o

ZASAUSSEE 2011d FASEUE =28

, pp.202~203

Az FE 5% H» e RE Eeel=

219

Farigue Tests of Composite Tail Rotor Blade of Helicopter
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Fig. 1 Tail Blade Internal Structures
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Fig. 2. Tail Blade Fatigue Test
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Fig. 3. Attachment component safe S-N curve,
roving spar
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Fig. 4. Airfoil component safe S-N curve, Carbon
fabric +/-45°
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