57

¥ wgdN G S4Y IS AW FY B2
PANELo] &3 |+
Al F R, o B &Y

A Study on the Aerodynamic Force Augmentatation Panel
for Improving Lift-Drag Characteristics

at High Angle of Attack
Dong-Jin Shin and Bong-Jun Lee

2 2!

I. A4 &

II. HLDPS ¥¥54
1. AgdA % =%
2. 492+ ¥ 1%
3. FAHAY A+

II. Bl A & (FlEe] H FE°l)
1 483 % 4959
2. 43844 9 HE

V. &
1. 3484
2. B BA AT

* g=gdda gy ¥FTHR AR
* gITYFoiga gy TR 2



58  ¢FEYuNA A 23 1904 124

e of

g7l AEHE 24 UL FY, ¥, 2398 5 o8 277 o
B ol% spoilere FHA S 7%€ JIAD §Fr 2FA L U=
2FHLE &£& ZEo g¥Eo] 2F Lo 2 ALLHT,

& dT7odMe v Ao E spoiler 715 nYFHYLE AL 4 U= A=
T AU LFYH panelol] oiF FHEAY R v o] Ao gisty dst
. ol ¥ u¥YY panel A4 spoiler’t FEEL FAAF|: gt
F7HAIE ALY B3t YHH 4L FAd F7 NE 5 e AB2e
FAZA @9 dd gde] 2ugon YAty SRAJE YYA Yo
A Ao FY TSdelA Aol welg o} v|ghr|e) FFA e F
A FAZ AT BHAAYE Ya2A7A €.

2 widMe AA4E e/l € FA-20023¢ EMYe] 2983 panel
€ AAslq FELY R FAAMNE @ ARE 714Uy APAY YA
¥ 2/he A% 1YY paneld AxE @) A HAXNE A nwL
AN AHAAe Ade A TS E4E B4 A & deon, P9
T2 Q¥ 2%xde AGE 48 F Utk YU EHNE DYSY panele @
N Aol dx s, 1&o] Aol 15013, BYZ 97} 10°, Eol7t A9
3204w &2 18 olFolN $+E E4HE YUY, FA-200 239 H
¥ 950 ZUEASE $&Zo] g W YUY paneld €E0ATY 89
Zto] s E AU o] AXNE EYge] HA wi AL ¢ &
Ach B JlEol RHEASFE A Weix gou g8 B ngey
panel®] Ezto] F7ge] wel F713tAh 9%Y panele] 8ol & ¥
ANA(6=10° F718e 7t L9DY paneld A7 A9 30%0) 2
€% Fo] @AY 10%Ud F713les AAE 9€ 5 U



9 R WgAlE 9.+ 59

0

I. M =

gg7)d AlgEE 23 2FUS Y, ¥, 2¥dy §F A8FFIT AL
H EYPL T2 1YYHE 4] A% 2FdHoln & TV EF =FAY
Z2Z24 & ARANAF7] 4% AAo|t}t, Spoilers FHEHA VT E AL ¥F
718 2R QL vAE 2FHOEN I 7|5 FE £E4F)Y gE
o] 2Fg&o2 AEEHT}. Spoilerd ¥ HEol XTFY YAIE FFA
Handley-page Lachmamm(l1]e] £%4d7d 9% FEol 2FFAE Nt
A BE AzEATE 29 spoilerys YA X Al ailerond] AIE B ZE
7} gt €R9] BAGIoNE AvE 3EE WAL FHor dAHNLT
Qo] 2F ANV Hojdol XM et £Fo] Ue E/AE spoilerE F
o] 2FHoR olfdle ATES A HU olE AF Fol FEREUF
ATEL w29 Weick[2] Fol 2% AT EA spoiler®] Fol, Hol, F&93
2 FeS5e thgsiA AT EA FEHEANE A7 v A E 9o
spoileroll & A @A ZHtime lag)el EAEE HA3AT. & spoilerd] 2ZHFAIZE
3 v)gre] §HAIZ Alojols A A UEE Fohliih EF HE&Ho
2 AAY A& ¥ spoilerdF & o] AHAAe] F& wHALY olAE
AT BEFoR slot-lip aileronol 2§ dEeol 2FHEE JLEAT. o
slot-lip aileron® & %3 spoiler& %3 ZAo2A AAALE Y F UA
ot 2y e £FaEe 3488 FUHE M LA Hol A& gy
Tk Abgo] Hojgrth I Fol spoilerd] AZAAE @EFATIE AT FA
2 AXHH Foll g & AF7 FYHAKRTA3-6]. Ho] STOLEE 7]
g CCVEE 7] Mol gaAdol add wet olyd &F7e d=
o] 2ZZFXZA spoilers] F¥ FaAo] HFHAAL Urt. o]# 3§ spoiler
AL F2 g 7E5E e FXEolu. HZoe STOL7 9 ol
o] &3}7] 5l ol&F AElg BEAA BEFHOR JAFH nY¥Y HAd W
AF7} FFHAAFAA A&Hog F3Fo] 7la glen, EA7HA Handley Page
¢} Lachmanno] ¢34 & %&, Weick® Shortal [1,2]18] &R & FAEH g
ATE, Fink(3]®] Auxiliary Airfoilel tid 47 o|F AF74A o F& 4%
198 FXE AEsr] A8 g A7t A drt[4-5]



60  gFeUNNA A 2y 19949 129

53], A2 ATAE BFL CoaxTE EolE Rel okual Crol u@
FHY & wolAY HFN YPATE TARY FFANE B2 g
Fo2 A7 AYHA vk oY 1YY FXNES ATFYE G A
gL e AFHe FAo dMT F2 $9953 on, 2 Yo §
Aol =astanh. ole® N Heg AN A8 e Foix gL
1Y 7 A% WhE ¥Y 2 9 FE FYRE FHE FA
SRR A7 Rolx, Edhbe AAEYGC] AY F712 YYHE g9 4}
HE AINA FAY Ex 99 fido 14F7] 38 AUEE Wxe
LFY FAE AAY F ded IFAE FFo] By BRY LY 7}
A QA gotok @t mekA oY FAo o] 4¥ 4 UE RE WA
P71 2X U2 AHEHD Qe 23 2FHE & F U

€ A7olME A g spoiler 715F TIPS A 5 UE A=
T AAA LFFY paneld] BE FAEH L AU duwHo 2 G
o] F7e s F¥e Ayl ol2A g3 Zolo] Ado] WHPHT} o]y
& d%2 AASwes Y BA7 Aok ol @ wrale WL Tz g
o gAY Bgo] $5F &4L AL FH FAE FAAY, 9B R
A BAF FAS F717h 4ol Hol sl Ay kA 9 F shuju
L2E d&ol HA3H, 2714 de] FAld WA Ao AVME @
o8] B3 HIYr)el AFAd: FHH GHo| FAlo] Fsistoiol atm, u
A7t AEA T} FA Comax ol ¥ F AT Fart FHSA Yojux] @
otof ¥} ol =UEE BHA7] A8 1YY panel(High Lift-Drag
Panel, ©]3 HLDP)& €71¢] %ol 2@4gos AXsx 2 8YZL o
B HBANIIEE 3T ol HLDPE A42¥del A9 7153 @7 o33
& Aol Fo] YAY F¢ €R9 N2 FAAAM welg o} Hoy Y
A EEZA AR44B1E TARA st HFAY nLLHoN FFHA
HE FHLL2AY AR FAAIA 8 B dFNNE ol @ 2
22 HAE 1YY panelel E22e Walel ma Jehhe FEEAHA o
e ¥ YR AFSAG £ oY HLDPAA 7L vgr|e] FEo]
X JEol FHEA vX & EYE 2AEYT



8 % uPA g Hg-.... 6l

II. HLDP2| &@=4y

1. 4832 4 =29

B Ao AHgE AFAAE AEE7E 05mx07mS) AdF H4E FE (v
Aero-Lab)& AM&3Igon, GREE 025% oldtojty, EHd A3l Ve &
A3l=di= 388 pyramidal strain gage balance® A}83IATh e R¥L
Fig.13 #o] NACA 0012%td-& 2+ A4d /22X A9 c=100mme] i, &
# b=300mm= 71383 7tEAEH AR=3% 7|2 gl Al maty
panel® AX&d o AP 4PL /MAHE YA dHeols=E2F Re = 29
x10° o|v], 18 panel®] Zol n=150mm2 1A A|7]3, HLDP9 $1X m¥} o]
h, 283 HLDPY ¥<9Z 69 HLDP 9] & & WA 7|9 A¥3Ah 54
wezte] WHE o=0-262 Aot

ﬂﬂng model

I ~—_ )

\\:\ - P o

Fig.1 Wing model and HLDP configuration

2. 4943 2 2%

E 12 718 97 94 A% HLDPAEERY 34 9 Ade EAN
ot



62 $FLPUNA A 2 7 19949 129

® 1 HLDP test models

Model No. sfc mfc f h/c
HLDP-1 0.15 o

HLDP-2 0.20

HLDP-3 0.15 s
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HLDP-5 0.15 . 0.05, 0.1
HLDP-6 0.20 0.5 05510 0.15, 02
HLDP-7 0.15 o

HLDP-8 020

HLDP-9 0.15

HLDP-10 0.20 08
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Fig.2 Effect of high lift drag panel on Fig.3 Effect of high lift drag panel on drag
coefficient. coefficient.
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® 2. 490 A-¢€ HLDP 23%.

Airfoil section | c(mm) |b/2(nm) | ni(mm) | m/c | s/c | hfc 6 Model number
025 1 005 0 5, 10 Mod.1
025 | 01 |0 5 10° Mod.2
U-615M 90 278 105 | 04
03 [ 0050, 5, 10° Mod.3
0.3 01 {0, 5 10° Mod .4
H3. FA-200 289 EA3 Al
T g & @9 X 4= H] o
Aol cm 55.5
Al 9 cm 9.0
MAC cm 9.0
H & cm’ 499.5
) 7182 M 2] 6.2
H3EYL %(deg) 0
e 5.(deg) 7
4% E(deg) 25
Washouto]] o] ¥ ¢} = (deg) U-615M
A€ cm 59
43 E | cm’ 1122
L) 7t2 M 24| 3.22
ol HEZL %(deg) 0
894 K(deg) 0
T ned/RAy cm’ 57.3
Zujge] Fgol cm 8.1
A HojgHe) uu| cm 6.7
2l o] cm 47.5
Lk cm’ 225 | (s/c=0.25)
2.7 (s/c=0.3)
HLDP Z}E M 2 H] 4.6 (s/c=0.25)
3.9 (s/c=0.3)
AX(XHA=) cm 36
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Fig.18 Installation of FA-200 test model in wind tunnel
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Fig.20 Lift coefficient plotted over angle
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