TEadd 93 NACA0018S FHEAM3l A+

ol
g2 F, ol o 2
kT
st

N

il

ol

(

B o
O

N

=11 = 2
RIE TN TRY
7383
A3 st

fu

T oo EYS BRSZ)o] F o et ) Yojd 7 Q7] mito] Yfo] Y R S5
Bl2)Flow separation) SF SH7 & (Vortex shedding) ©] H7 2HyeF 7= itz ehejx] Qo) 313277} o) 3
g uj BkZpo] AFo] e} S75Elefo] 23k o] BT 7 =] ofF X9 A HZe T4 SFH
LR oL} BF W] 725l o]F Fdl Yol Holes WFHEo] SHF7E Fof 789 YelE XHA7)
2} STk 917P)lAf= EDISON CFD A/~E]S] 2D Incomp P &H/E AF§-8107 NACA00IS ofjofZLS] =
Hol] CHE $/X]S] Hole©] A= wW/S}F 27)7} TRE Holeo] Y& WS &4:2k0] 718 AX= &75 byt
T} Hole®] /XS WIXIE Z7]5 HEAIEE w 221e] Foj ¥8 Al7F vlusp] d=4:219] 5718}

StreamlineS- 78 S-FHl2) 7} XL 0]5197C)

Key Words
24:7k(Stall Angle)

LM E

(
=

wte] 113E 24P, vE7] o]F 3
ol e g7 Al SR wiel A
ol o]-2AF Al S Eol] flgt e
o S AR @i AWE WsiaA
TR ER A& AFo] TheebA Ha, 55 AR
7| oFiRe] & ouAY] 3VIE I WY AATeE
FUAA F52 HE] dds AARIOEZA AEzte] AR
T5 AsA)ZI7IE Pk Fig 13 20] @7le Holes W=+
A YA VortexE 7Fro] 52 welE AAATITh= HellA
olg} o wegtog B 4= 9tk

1961 Ringleb[1]0] A S & o] 7dg AR, 19744
Kasper[2)7} Vortex® 7Fr WHE T5719 drllel 243
t}. Chernyshenko and Bunyakin[3]el] 2J3] o]&2Ql #2450]
o]FolR 11, 20059 EUIA VortexCell2050 ZZAEES ¥k
shaA A7) FdskAl Wa 1 9lek 2011F Olsman[4]
E&ox] @S golE2 & Holeo] Y& ollojxd Fue)
52 AEkar 20139 Aswin Vuddagiri[5]= THE <]
Holes "ho] 38EAS dM8iGith Bt U2 sladas
213l HoleWiioll Suctions A3t} A¥sh= WL 19ky]
2k [6,7]

2 =Fo|A= EDISON CFD A|2E2] 2D Incomp P &4
& ARE-81] NACA0018 ofloj 2 d o] Side] ohE $1X]<] Hole

o]

£
4
0

o
=)
=S
oo

112
b
)

[o

i

X
)
Irt
s
i
it oM 32 B M

: AAAISI8HCFD), “d/d-A-5(Steady Flow), X2 2}HTrapped Vortex), f-& H}2](Flow Separation),

-

Airfoil with a trapped vortex
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