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£), 2-DOF(27-f-=4)), Time Response(A1ZHE ), Eigenvalue Analysis(Z
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In this study, simplified whirl flutter analyses using quasisteady aerodynamic theory have been
performed for a 2-DOF tilt-rotor system with both pitch and yaw motions of a rotor-nacelle. The present

forming the gyroscopic and aerodynamic element,

supported horizontally by a pylon that is pivoted at some wing attachment point. Several design parameters
for rotor-nacelle system are considered to practically investigate the effects of whirl flutter stability.
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