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Computational Fluid Dynamics Analysis of Wind Tunnel Test for

Natural Laminar Flow Airfoil
Cheol-wan Kint*, Yung-Gyo Lee**

Abstract

Wall correction method for wind tunnel test is reviewed and applied to the

numerical experimental results obtained at the wind tunnel condition. The corrected lift

coefficient agrees well with the reference data generated from the grid having very far

boundary. However the corrected drag coefficient presents some deviation from the

reference data.
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